
EXHIBIT C-1 to Defendants’ Invalidity Contentions 
Daingean Techs. v. AT&T Corp. et al., Case No. 2:23-cv-00123-JRG-RSP (E.D. Tex.) 

1 

Invalidity of U.S. Patent No. 10,841,958 (“the 958 patent”) over 
U.S. Patent Publication No. 2015/0382284 (“Brismar”) 

U.S. Patent Publication No. 2015/0382284 (“Brismar”) anticipates under at least 35 U.S.C. § 102(a)(2), and/or renders obvious under 
35 U.S.C. § 103, alone or in combination with other references and the knowledge of a person of ordinary skill in the art, claims 1, 2, 3, 
and 4 of U.S. Patent No. 10,841,958 (“the ’958 Patent”). 

Claim Grounds for Invalidity 

1. [Pre] An access node of a
radio access network that
communicates over a radio
interface with a wireless
terminal, the access node
comprising:

Brismar teaches an access node of a radio access network that communicates over a radio interface 
with a wireless terminal. Illustrative citations showing disclosures of this element are reproduced 
below. 

Brismar at [0022].  

Brismar at [0028]. 
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Claim Grounds for Invalidity 

Brismar at Figure 18A-B.  
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Claim  Grounds for Invalidity 

 

Brismar at Figure 19A-B.   

In addition, to the extent it is found that Brismar does not expressly disclose this limitation, the 
limitation is inherent. Moreover, to the extent it is found that Brismar does not anticipate this claim, 
Brismar renders it obvious, either alone, in combination with the knowledge of a person of ordinary 
skill in the art, and/or in combination with other prior art references identified in the cover pleading 
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Claim  Grounds for Invalidity 

or herein. A person of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to combine Brismar with 
any of the other prior art references identified in the cover pleading or herein with a reasonable 
expectation of success because each of these references contains familiar elements within the same 
field of endeavor to address the same known problems, according to known methods which would 
yield predictable results. 

[1.1] processor circuitry 
configured:  

 Brismar teaches processor circuitry. Illustrative citations showing disclosures of this element are 
reproduced below. 

 

 

Brismar at [0201]-[0202].  
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Brismar at [0205].  

 

Brismar at Figure 19B.   

In addition, to the extent it is found that Brismar does not expressly disclose this limitation, the 
limitation is inherent. Moreover, to the extent it is found that Brismar does not anticipate this claim, 
Brismar renders it obvious, either alone, in combination with the knowledge of a person of ordinary 
skill in the art, and/or in combination with other prior art references identified in the cover pleading 
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or herein. A person of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to combine Brismar with 
any of the other prior art references identified in the cover pleading or herein with a reasonable 
expectation of success because each of these references contains familiar elements within the same 
field of endeavor to address the same known problems, according to known methods which would 
yield predictable results. 

[1.2] to generate a first type 
system information block 
(SIB) comprising information 
and a value tag, the 
information indicating 
whether one or more 
associated second type system 
information blocks are 
provided by broadcast or on-
demand, the value tag being 
updated upon a change of a 
corresponding second type 
SIB, the first type SIB  
being required for the 
wireless terminal to perform 
an initial access to the radio 
access network;  

Brismar teaches generating a first type system information block (SIB) comprising information and 
a value tag, the information indicating whether one or more associated second type system 
information blocks are provided by broadcast or on-demand, the value tag being updated upon a 
change of a corresponding second type SIB, the first type SIB being required for the wireless terminal 
to perform an initial access to the radio access network. Illustrative citations showing disclosures of 
this element are reproduced below 

 

Brismar at [0006].  
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Brismar at [0012].  
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Brismar at [0087]. 

Brismar at [0092]. 

Brismar at [0095]. 

Page 8 of 34 (IPR2024-00402) 
AT&T Mobility, LLC et al v. Daingean Technologies Ltd.



EXHIBIT C-1 to Defendants’ Invalidity Contentions 
Daingean Techs. v. AT&T Corp. et al., Case No. 2:23-cv-00123-JRG-RSP (E.D. Tex.) 

9 

Claim  Grounds for Invalidity 

 

Brismar at [0103]-[0108].  
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Brismar at [0109].  

 

Brismar at [0125]. 

 

Brismar at [0173].  
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Brismar at Figures 5A – 5C.  
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Brismar at [0183].  

 

 

Brismar at Figure 16.   
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In addition, to the extent it is found that Brismar does not expressly disclose this limitation, the 
limitation is inherent. Moreover, to the extent it is found that Brismar does not anticipate this claim, 
Brismar renders it obvious, either alone, in combination with the knowledge of a person of ordinary 
skill in the art, and/or in combination with other prior art references identified in the cover pleading 
or herein. A person of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to combine Brismar with 
any of the other prior art references identified in the cover pleading or herein with a reasonable 
expectation of success because each of these references contains familiar elements within the same 
field of endeavor to address the same known problems, according to known methods which would 
yield predictable results. 

[1.3] upon a change of a 
second type SIB whose 
associated information 
indicated before the change 
that the second type SIB was 
provided on-demand, to 
include in the first type SIB 
the information associated 
with the second type SIB 
indicating that the second 
type SIB is provided by 
broadcast;  

Brismar teaches upon a change of a second type SIB whose associated information indicated before 
the change that the second type SIB was provided on-demand, to include in the first type SIB the 
information associated with the second type SIB indicating that the second type SIB is provided by 
broadcast. Illustrative citations showing disclosures of this element are reproduced below. 

 

Brismar at [0167].  
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Claim  Grounds for Invalidity 

 

Brismar at [0172]-[0174].   

 

Brismar at [0182]. 
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Brismar at Figure 12.  

In addition, to the extent it is found that Brismar does not expressly disclose this limitation, the 
limitation is inherent. Moreover, to the extent it is found that Brismar does not anticipate this claim, 
Brismar renders it obvious, either alone, in combination with the knowledge of a person of ordinary 
skill in the art, and/or in combination with other prior art references identified in the cover pleading 
or herein. A person of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to combine Brismar with 
any of the other prior art references identified in the cover pleading or herein with a reasonable 
expectation of success because each of these references contains familiar elements within the same 
field of endeavor to address the same known problems, according to known methods which would 
yield predictable results. 

[1.4] transmitter circuitry 
configured to:  

Brismar teaches transmitter circuitry. Illustrative citations showing disclosures of this element are 
reproduced below. 
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Brismar at [0183].  

 

 

Brismar at Figure 16.   
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Brismar at [0199]-[0200].  

 

Brismar at [0202].  
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Brismar at Figure 18A-B.  
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Brismar at [0208]-[0212].  

In addition, to the extent it is found that Brismar does not expressly disclose this limitation, the 
limitation is inherent. Moreover, to the extent it is found that Brismar does not anticipate this claim, 
Brismar renders it obvious, either alone, in combination with the knowledge of a person of ordinary 
skill in the art, and/or in combination with other prior art references identified in the cover pleading 
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or herein. A person of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to combine Brismar with 
any of the other prior art references identified in the cover pleading or herein with a reasonable 
expectation of success because each of these references contains familiar elements within the same 
field of endeavor to address the same known problems, according to known methods which would 
yield predictable results. 

[1.5] transmit the first type 
SIB;  

Brismar teaches transmitting the first type SIB. Illustrative citations showing disclosures of this 
element are reproduced below. 

 

Brismar at [0183].  

 

Brismar at [0184].  
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Brismar at Figure 16.   

In addition, to the extent it is found that Brismar does not expressly disclose this limitation, the 
limitation is inherent. Moreover, to the extent it is found that Brismar does not anticipate this claim, 
Brismar renders it obvious, either alone, in combination with the knowledge of a person of ordinary 
skill in the art, and/or in combination with other prior art references identified in the cover pleading 
or herein. A person of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to combine Brismar with 
any of the other prior art references identified in the cover pleading or herein with a reasonable 
expectation of success because each of these references contains familiar elements within the same 
field of endeavor to address the same known problems, according to known methods which would 
yield predictable results. 
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[1.6] transmit a message that 
triggers the wireless terminal 
to receive the first type SIB, 
wherein;  

Brismar teaches transmitting a message that triggers the wireless terminal to receive the first type 
SIB. Illustrative citations showing disclosures of this element are reproduced below. 

 

Brismar at [0072].  

 

Brismar at [0074].  
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Brismar at [0075]-[0081].  

 

Brismar at [0110].  
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Brismar at [0170]-[0173].  
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Brismar at [0182].  

 

 

Brismar at [0184]-[0185].  

In addition, to the extent it is found that Brismar does not expressly disclose this limitation, the 
limitation is inherent. Moreover, to the extent it is found that Brismar does not anticipate this claim, 
Brismar renders it obvious, either alone, in combination with the knowledge of a person of ordinary 
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skill in the art, and/or in combination with other prior art references identified in the cover pleading 
or herein. A person of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to combine Brismar with 
any of the other prior art references identified in the cover pleading or herein with a reasonable 
expectation of success because each of these references contains familiar elements within the same 
field of endeavor to address the same known problems, according to known methods which would 
yield predictable results. 

[1.7] whether or not the 
second type SIB has changed 
is determined based on a 
value tag, associated with the 
second type SIB, stored in the  
wireless terminal, and the 
value tag included in the first 
type SIB corresponding to the 
second type SIB.  

Brismar teaches that whether or not the second type SIB has changed is determined based on a value 
tag, associated with the second type SIB, stored in the wireless terminal, and the value tag included 
in the first type SIB corresponding to the second type SIB. Illustrative citations showing disclosures 
of this element are reproduced below. 

 

Brismar at [0097].  
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Brismar at [0099].  

 

Brismar at [0100]-[0102].  
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Brismar at Figure 4C.  

 

Brismar at [0173].  
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Brismar at Figure 12.  

In addition, to the extent it is found that Brismar does not expressly disclose this limitation, the 
limitation is inherent. Moreover, to the extent it is found that Brismar does not anticipate this claim, 
Brismar renders it obvious, either alone, in combination with the knowledge of a person of ordinary 
skill in the art, and/or in combination with other prior art references identified in the cover pleading 
or herein. A person of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to combine Brismar with 
any of the other prior art references identified in the cover pleading or herein with a reasonable 
expectation of success because each of these references contains familiar elements within the same 
field of endeavor to address the same known problems, according to known methods which would 
yield predictable results. 

2. The access node of claim 1, 
wherein the transmitter 
circuitry is further configured 
to transmit the second type 

Brismar teaches transmitter circuitry further configured to transmit the second type SIB by broadcast 
after the change. Illustrative citations showing disclosures of this element are reproduced below. 
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SIB by broadcast after the 
change.  

 

Brismar at Figure 16.   

 

Brismar at [0183].  
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Brismar at [0172]-[0174].   

 

Brismar at [0182]. 

Page 31 of 34 (IPR2024-00402) 
AT&T Mobility, LLC et al v. Daingean Technologies Ltd.



EXHIBIT C-1 to Defendants’ Invalidity Contentions 
Daingean Techs. v. AT&T Corp. et al., Case No. 2:23-cv-00123-JRG-RSP (E.D. Tex.) 

32 

Claim  Grounds for Invalidity 

 

Brismar at Figure 12.  

 

In addition, to the extent it is found that Brismar does not expressly disclose this limitation, the 
limitation is inherent. Moreover, to the extent it is found that Brismar does not anticipate this claim, 
Brismar renders it obvious, either alone, in combination with the knowledge of a person of ordinary 
skill in the art, and/or in combination with other prior art references identified in the cover pleading 
or herein. A person of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to combine Brismar with 
any of the other prior art references identified in the cover pleading or herein with a reasonable 
expectation of success because each of these references contains familiar elements within the same 
field of endeavor to address the same known problems, according to known methods which would 
yield predictable results. 
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3. [Pre] A method for an 
access node of a radio access 
network that communicates 
over a radio interface with a 
wireless terminal, the method 
comprising:  

Brismar teaches a method for an access node of a radio access network that communicates over a 
radio interface with a wireless terminal.  

The discussion of claim element 1[pre] is incorporated herein by reference. 

[3.1] generating a first type 
system information block 
(SIB) comprising information 
and a value tag, the 
information indicating 
whether one or more 
associated second type system 
information blocks are 
provided by broadcast or on-
demand, the value tag being 
updated upon a change of a 
corresponding second type 
SIB, the first type SIB being 
required for the wireless 
terminal to perform an initial 
access to the radio access 
network;  

Brismar teaches generating a first type system information block (SIB) comprising information and 
a value tag, the information indicating whether one or more associated second type system 
information blocks are provided by broadcast or on-demand, the value tag being updated upon a 
change of a corresponding second type SIB, the first type SIB being required for the wireless terminal 
to perform an initial access to the radio access network.  

The discussion of claim element [1.2] is incorporated herein by reference.  

[3.2] upon a change of a 
second type SIB whose 
associated information 
indicated before the change 
that the second type SIB was 
provided on-demand, 
including in the first type SIB 
the information associated 

Brismar teaches upon a change of a second type SIB whose associated information indicated before 
the change that the second type SIB was provided on-demand, including in the first type SIB the 
information associated with the second type SIB indicating that the second type SIB is provided by 
broadcast.  

The discussion of claim element [1.3] is incorporated herein by reference.  
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with the second type SIB 
indicating that the second 
type SIB is provided by 
broadcast;  
[3.3] transmitting the first 
type SIB;  

Brismar teaches transmitting the first type SIB. 

The discussion of claim element [1.5] is incorporated herein by reference. 

[3.4] transmitting a message 
that triggers the wireless 
terminal to receive the first 
type SIB,  

Brismar teaches transmitting a message that triggers the wireless terminal to receive the first type SIB. 

The discussion of claim element [1.6] is incorporated herein by reference. 

[3.5] wherein; whether or not 
the second type SIB has 
changed is determined based 
on a value tag, associated 
with the second type SIB, 
stored in the wireless 
terminal, and the value tag 
included in the first type SIB 
corresponding to the second 
type SIB.  

Brismar teaches that whether or not the second type SIB has changed is determined based on a value 
tag, associated with the second type SIB, stored in the wireless terminal, and the value tag included 
in the first type SIB corresponding to the second type SIB. 

The discussion of claim element [1.7] is incorporated herein by reference. 

4. The method of claim 3,
further comprising
transmitting the second type
SIB by broadcast after the
change.

Brismar teaches transmitting the second type SIB by broadcast after the change. 

The discussion of claim element [2] is incorporated herein by reference. 
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