
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS 

WACO DIVISION 

SOLAS OLED LTD., 
  Plaintiff, 
 v. 
 
DELL INC., 
  Defendant. 

 
Case No. 6:19-cv-00514-ADA 

 
SOLAS OLED LTD., 
  Plaintiff, 
 v. 
 
GOOGLE LLC, 
  Defendant. 

 
 
Case No. 6:19-cv-00515-ADA 

 
SOLAS OLED LTD., 
  Plaintiff, 
 v. 
 
APPLE INC., 
  Defendant. 

 
 
Case No. 6:19-cv-00537-ADA 

 
SOLAS OLED LTD., 
  Plaintiff, 
 v. 
 
HP INC., 
  Defendant 

 
 
Case No. 6:19-cv-00631-ADA 

 
SOLAS’S RESPONSIVE CLAIM CONSTRUCTION BRIEF1

 
1 The captioned cases are consolidated for claim construction briefing and hearing. Thus, Solas 

will file an identical copy of its claim construction papers in those cases. 

Case 6:19-cv-00537-ADA   Document 50   Filed 07/16/20   Page 1 of 38

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


i 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 

I.	 DISPUTED	TERMS	FOR	’338	PATENT	.........................................................................................	1	
A.	 “transistor	array	substrate”	(’338	patent	claims	1,	4)	...............................................................................	1	
B.	 “project	from	a	surface	of	the	transistor	array	substrate”	(’338	patent	claim	1)	..........................	3	

II.	 DISPUTED	TERMS	FOR	’068	PATENT	.........................................................................................	4	
A.	 “signal	lines”	/	“supply	lines”	(’068	patent	claims	1,	13)	..........................................................................	4	
B.	 “formed	on	said	plurality	of	supply	lines	along	said	plurality	of	supply	lines”	(’068	patent	
claim	1)	/	“connected	to	said	plurality	of	supply	lines	along	said	plurality	of	supply	lines”	(’068	
patent	claim	13)	....................................................................................................................................................................	6	
C.	 “source”	/	“drain”	(’068	patent	claims	1,	5,	12,	13,	17)	..........................................................	10	

III.	 DISPUTED	TERMS	FOR	’042	PATENT	...................................................................................	12	
A.	 “selection	period”	(’042	patent	claim	1)	.......................................................................................................	13	
B.	 “sequentially	selects	said	plurality	of	selection	scan	lines	in	each	selection	period”	(’042	
patent	claim	1)	....................................................................................................................................................................	16	
C.	 “designating	current”	(’042	patent	claim	1)	................................................................................................	18	
D.	 “current	lines”	(’042	patent	claim	1)	..............................................................................................................	20	

IV.	 DISPUTED	TERMS	FOR	’615	PATENT	...................................................................................	22	
A.	 “the	operation”	(’615	patent	claim	11)	..........................................................................................................	22	
B.	 “precharge	voltage”	(’615	patent	claim	11)	.................................................................................................	25	
C.	 “writing	control	section”	(’615	patent	claim	11)	.......................................................................................	27	
D.	 “data	lines”	(’615	patent	claim	11)	..................................................................................................................	29	

 
  

Case 6:19-cv-00537-ADA   Document 50   Filed 07/16/20   Page 2 of 38

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


ii 

TABLE OF AUTHORITIES 

Cases	

Abbott Laboratories v. Andrx Pharm., Inc., 473 F.3d 1196 (Fed. Cir. 2007) ................................ 3 

Edwards Lifesciences LLC v. Cook Inc., 
582 F.3d 1322 (Fed. Cir. 2009)................................................................................................. 3 

Energizer Holdings, Inc. v. Int’l Trade Comm’n, 
435 F.3d 1366 (Fed. Cir. 2006)............................................................................................... 22 

Epistar Corp. v. ITC, 
566 F.3d 1321 (Fed. Cir. 2009)................................................................................................. 6 

Glaxo Grp. Ltd. v. Ranbaxy Pharm., Inc., 
262 F.3d 1333 (Fed. Cir. 2001)............................................................................................... 16 

Hill-Rom Serv., Inc. v. Stryker Corp., 
755 F.3d 1367 (Fed. Cir. 2014)........................................................................................... 7, 29 

In re Downing, 
754 F. App’x 988 (Fed. Cir. 2018) ......................................................................................... 23 

Invitrogen Corp. v. Clontech Labs., Inc., 
429 F.3d 1052 (Fed. Cir. 2005)............................................................................................... 11 

Liebel-Flarsheim Co. v. Medrad, Inc., 
358 F.3d 898 (Fed. Cir. 2004)................................................................................................. 17 

Omega Eng’g, Inc. v. Raytek Corp., 
334 F.3d 1314 (Fed. Cir. 2003)............................................................................................. 7, 9 

Prima Tek II, L.L.C. v. Polypap, S.A.R.L., 
318 F.3d 1143 (Fed. Cir. 2003)............................................................................................... 12 

SanDisk Corp. v. Memorex Prods., 
415 F.3d 1278 (Fed. Cir. 2005)............................................................................................... 20 

Silicon Graphics, Inc. v. ATI Techs., Inc., 
607 F.3d 784 (Fed. Cir. 2010)..................................................................................... 17, 20, 21 

Sinorgchem Co., Shandong v. Int'l Trade Comm’n, 
511 F.3d 1132 (Fed. Cir. 2007)................................................................................................. 2 

Case 6:19-cv-00537-ADA   Document 50   Filed 07/16/20   Page 3 of 38

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


iii 

Smartflash LLC v. Apple Inc., 
77 F. Supp. 3d 535 (E.D. Tex. 2014) ...................................................................................... 24 

Smith v. ORBCOMM, Inc., 
No. 2:14-CV-666, 2015 WL 5302815 (E.D. Tex. Sept. 10, 2015) ......................................... 24 

Teva Pharm. USA, Inc. v. Sandoz, Inc., 
574 U.S. 318 (2015) ................................................................................................................ 26 

Teva Pharm. USA, Inc. v. Sandoz, Inc., 
723 F.3d 1363 (Fed. Cir. 2013)............................................................................................... 26 

Thorner v. Sony Computer Ent. Am. LLC, 
669 F.3d 1362 (Fed. Cir. 2012)......................................................................................... 10, 30 

 
 

Case 6:19-cv-00537-ADA   Document 50   Filed 07/16/20   Page 4 of 38

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


i 

TABLE OF EXHIBITS AND ABBREVIATIONS 

Ex 2 Document Description Abbreviation 

1 Declaration of Richard A. Flasck in support of Solas’s opening claim 
construction brief 

Flasck. Decl. 

2 U.S. Patent No. 6,072,450 ’450 patent 

3 U.S. Patent No. 7,447,338 ’338 patent 

4 U.S. Patent No. 7,573,068 ’068 patent 

5 U.S. Patent No. 7,499,042 ’042 patent 

6 U.S. Patent No. 7,663,615 ’615 patent 

7 Parties’ joint revised list of terms/constructions served June 12, 2020 Joint Chart 

8 The Authoritative Dictionary of IEEE Standards Terms (7th ed. 2000) 
(“IEEE Dictionary”), definitions of “drain,” “source,” select,” and 
“substrate” 

IEEE Dict. 

9 Microsoft Computer Dictionary (3rd ed., 1997), definition of “signal” 
and ‘scan line” 

MS Dict. 

10 McGraw-Hill Dictionary of Scientific and Technical Terms (4th ed., 
1989), definitions of “data transmission line,” “source,” drain,” and 
“selection circuit”  

McGraw-Hill 

11 Merriam-Webster Dictionary (avail. at www.merriam-webster.com, 
accessed May 2020), definitions of “select,” “selection,” “sequential,” 
and “series.” 

Merriam-
Webster 

12 Dictionary.com (avail. at www.dictionary.com, accessed May 2020), 
definitions of “period,” “section,” “sequence,” and “sequential” 

Dictionary.com 

13 Oxford Concise Dictionary (12th ed., 2011), definitions of “period” 
and “section” 

Oxford Concise 

14 Claim Construction Memorandum and Order from Solas OLED Ltd. v. 
Samsung Display Co., Ltd., 2:19-CV-00152-JRG, Dkt. 99 (E.D. Tex. 
Apr. 17, 2020) 

Samsung 
Markman 

15 
 

Claim Construction Order from Solas OLED Ltd. v. LG Display Co., 
LG Elec., Inc., and Sony Corp., Dkt. 82, Case 6:19-cv-00236-ADA 
(W.D. Tex. June 9, 2020)  

LG/Sony 
Markman 

16 Parties’ Joint Claim Construction Statement from Solas OLED Ltd. v. 
LG Display Co., LG Elec., Inc., and Sony Corp., Dkt. 76, Case 6:19-
cv-00236-ADA (W.D. Tex. May 1, 2020) 

LG/Sony JCC 

 
2 Exhibits 1–22 were submitted with Solas’s opening claim construction brief. Exhibits 23–25 are 

submitted with this brief. 
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