
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. 
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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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