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1Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence

Technology Background

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
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Background: Patent 7,168,842

Ex. 1001 (Chou Patent)Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 2
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Background: Patent 7,168,842

Ex. 1001 (annotated)Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 3

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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Background: Patent 7,168,842

3. A backlight package comprising:

a light guiding plate having a first side;

a first fastener having a first portion and a 
second portion,

the first portion disposed adjacent to the

first side of the light guiding plate, 
wherein the first portion and the second 

portion are arranged in a substantially 

perpendicular relationship to form a 

substantially L-shaped structure; and

a light emitting device disposed on the first 

portion of the first fastener for emitting a light 
toward the light guiding plate.

Ex. 1001 (annotated)Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 4

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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5Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence

Background: Patent 7,168,842

Ex. 1001 (annotated)Ex. 2020 (Bretschneider)

at 12–13

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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6Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence

Background: Patent 7,168,842

Ex. 2013 (Siemens book) at 4; Ex. 2020 (Bretschneider) at 12–13

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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Dr. Baker is not a POSITA

Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 7

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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Dr. Baker is Not a POSITA

Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 8

POR at 4–5

A POSITA needs:

1. A relevant degree (undisputed)

2. At least one year of practical experience 

in design of LED packages for displays 
with backlights

3. At least one year of practical experience 
in design of thermal management 

systems for LEDs.

Dr. Baker has:

1. A relevant degree (undisputed)

2. Only experience using pre-packaged 
LEDs in non-backlit applications

3. No thermal management experience

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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Dr. Baker is Not a POSITA

POR at 4–5

A POSITA needs:

1. A relevant degree (undisputed)

2. At least one year of practical 

experience in design of LED packages 
for displays with backlights

3. At least one year of practical experience 
in design of thermal management 

systems for LEDs.

Ex. 1001
Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 9

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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Dr. Baker is Not a POSITA

POR at 4–5

A POSITA needs:

1. A relevant degree (undisputed)

2. At least one year of practical 

experience in design of LED packages 
for displays with backlights

3. At least one year of practical experience 
in design of thermal management 

systems for LEDs.

Ex. 1001
Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 10

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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Dr. Baker is Not a POSITA

POR at 4–5

A POSITA needs:

1. A relevant degree (undisputed)

2. At least one year of practical 

experience in design of LED packages 
for displays with backlights

3. At least one year of practical experience 
in design of thermal management 

systems for LEDs.

Ex. 1001
Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 11

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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Dr. Baker lacks LED Package Design Experience in 2004

Ex. 1021 (Baker CV)

Ex. 2010

Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 12

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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Dr. Baker lacks LED Package Design Experience in 2004

Ex. 1021 (Baker CV)

Ex. 2024 at 24:17–23

Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 13

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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Dr. Baker lacks LED Package Design Experience in 2004

Ex. 2024 at 30:21–23

Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 14

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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Dr. Baker lacks LED Package Design Experience in 2004

Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 15Ex. 2024 at 15–16

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 

Page 16 of 74



16Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence

Dr. Baker lacks thermal experience for claims 6 and 9

POR at 4–5

A POSITA needs:

1. A relevant degree (undisputed)

2. At least one year of practical experience 

in design of LED packages for displays 
with backlights

3. At least one year of practical 
experience in design of thermal 

management systems for LEDs.

Ex. 1001
Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 

BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
Page 17 of 74



17Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence

Dr. Baker lacks thermal experience for claims 6 and 9

POR at 4–5

A POSITA needs:

1. A relevant degree (undisputed)

2. At least one year of practical experience 

in design of LED packages for displays 
with backlights

3. At least one year of practical 
experience in design of thermal 

management systems for LEDs.

Ex. 2024 (Baker Tr.) at 27:4–21

for

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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Dr. Baker lacks thermal experience for claims 6 and 9

Ex. 2020 (Bretschneider

Decl.) at 38
Ex. 2024 (Baker Tr.) at 35:3-6

He incorrectly described convective 

heat transfer when referring to 

radiative heat transfer, and 

seemingly equated the two. Ex.

2024, 34:14-35:6.

He was not familiar with Fourier’s 

law for calculating thermal 

conductivity. Id., 36:7-9.

Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 18

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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Dr. Baker lacks thermal experience for claims 6 and 9

Ex. 2020 (Bretschneider

Decl.) at 38
Ex. 2024 (Baker Tr.) at 36:7-15

He incorrectly described convective 

heat transfer when referring to 

radiative heat transfer, and 

seemingly equated the two. Ex.

2024, 34:14-35:6.

He was not familiar with Fourier’s 

law for calculating thermal 

conductivity. Id., 36:7-9.

Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 19

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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Claim Construction

Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 20

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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District Court’s Markman Order

Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 21

Ex. 2027 at 34
Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 

BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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The Board Cannot Invalidate Claims 7 and 10

Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 22

“Under § 103, the scope and content of the prior art are to be determined; differences between 

the prior art and the claims at issue are to be ascertained; and the level of ordinary skill in 

the pertinent art resolved.” Graham v. John Deere Co. of Kansas City, 383 U.S. 1, 17 (1966) 

(emphasis added).

“Because … we find claim 23 to be indefinite … we are unable to determine the patentability of 

this claim under 35 U.S.C. § 103.” See, e.g., Headbox, LLC v. Infinite Imagineering, Inc., 

IPR2014-00365, Paper 11 at 3, 13 (PTAB May 22, 2015) (“Accordingly, we are unable to 

determine the scope of this claim or the differences between the claim and the prior art,

and thus are unable to determine whether the claim would have been obvious over Kuo, Awaba,
and Liow.”)

35 USC § 311(b) Scope of Inter Partes Review:
A petitioner in an inter partes review may request to cancel as unpatentable 1 or more claims of 

a patent only on a ground that could be raised under section 102 or 103 and only on the basis of 

prior art consisting of patents or printed publications.

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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Ground 1: Uekusa § 102, Claims 3, 5–9

Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 23

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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Uekusa’s Design

POR at 19 (citing Ex. 1008 at Fig. 11)Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 24

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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Uekusa’s Design

POR at 19 (citing Ex. 1008 at Fig. 11)Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 25

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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Uekusa’s Design

POR at 20 (citing Ex. 1008 at Figs. 5, 6)Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 26

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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Uekusa’s Design

POR at 21 (citing Ex. 1008 at Figs. 6, 7)Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 27

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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Uekusa’s Design

POR at 22 (citing Ex. 1008 at Figs. 6, 7)Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 27

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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Uekusa lacks the L-shaped fastener

POR at 29 (citing Ex. 1008 at Fig. 3)Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 29

Ex. 2027 at 34

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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Uekusa lacks the L-shaped fastener

Ex. 1001 (annotated)

POR at 21 (citing Ex. 1008 at Fig. 7) POR at 30 (citing Ex. 1008 at Fig. 3)Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 30

Ex. 2027 at 34

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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Uekusa lacks the L-shaped fastener

POR at 28 (citing Ex. 1008 at Fig. 2)Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 31

Ex. 2027 at 34

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 

Page 32 of 74



Uekusa lacks the L-shaped fastener

POR at 29 (citing Ex. 1008 at Fig. 3)

POR at 28 (citing Ex. 1008 at Fig. 2)Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 32

Ex. 2027 at 34

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 

Page 33 of 74



Uekusa lacks the L-shaped fastener

POR at 30 (citing Ex. 1008 at Fig. 3)POR at 31 (citing Ex. 1008 at Fig. 6)

Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 33

Ex. 2027 at 34

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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Uekusa lacks the L-shaped fastener

POR at 31 (citing Ex. 1008 at Figs. 5, 6)

Ex. 1008 (Uekusa) at 2:35–37

Ex. 1008 (Uekusa) at 4:4–10

Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 34

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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Uekusa lacks the L-shaped fastener

POR at 31 (citing Ex. 1008 at Figs. 5, 6)

Ex. 2026 (Baker) ¶¶ 172, 190

Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 35

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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Uekusa lacks “connecting” in claim 5

POR at 28 (citing Ex. 1008 at Fig. 2)Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 36

Ex. 2027 at 34

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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Uekusa lacks “connecting” in claim 5

POR at 29 (citing Ex. 1008 at Fig. 3)

POR at 28 (citing Ex. 1008 at Fig. 2)Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 37

Ex. 2027 at 34

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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Uekusa lacks “connecting” in claim 5

POR at 29 (citing Ex. 1008 at Fig. 3)

POR at 28 (citing Ex. 1008 at Fig. 2)Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 38

Ex. 2027 at 34

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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Uekusa lacks “heat dissipating means” in claims 6 and 9

POR at 16

Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 39

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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Uekusa lacks “heat dissipating means” in claims 6 and 9

POR at 16

This refers to structures like the heat 

dissipating plates 46;

unnecessary to decide how many.

It is not anything capable of “conducting 

heat,” as literally every material in existence 

inherently conducts heat (at least poorly).

Petition at 6.

Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 40

Petition at 4

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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Uekusa lacks “heat dissipating means” in claims 6 and 9

Petition at 25

relies on inherent heat conduction

Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 41

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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42Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence

Uekusa lacks “heat dissipating means” in claims 6 and 9

Ex. 2020 (Bretschneider) at 62–65

This appears to be based on Dr. Baker’s belief in an 

equivalency between electrical conductivity and thermal 

conductivity. See Ex. 1002, ¶ 107 (“A POSITA would have 

understood that substrate electrodes would be made of 

metal to conduct electricity to drive the LED 34, and so they 
also would inherently have conducted heat from any 

component they touched.”). Dr. Baker’s statement is only 

accurate in the non-limiting understanding of the claim term 

that every material in the universe can technically dissipate 

heat (even insulators). . . .

the metal itself used for the conductors may have a high 

thermal conductivity, but the cross-sectional area of the 

conductors is so small that the total heat transferred via 

conduction is minimal. . . .

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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43Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence

Uekusa lacks “heat dissipating means” in claims 6 and 9

Ex. 2020 (Bretschneider) at 62–65; POR at 38

Therefore, the amount of heat conducted from the solder 

points to the resin is necessarily understood to be miniscule 

otherwise the resin and hence package would be damaged 

and become inoperable from overheating. . . .

The heat dissipating plates 46 shown in the ’842 patent 

have spaces between them for airflow. A POSITA would 

know that the fins or plates should not contact thermal 

insulators (or else they would lose effectiveness) or 

materials that are easily damaged by heat (like resin, which 
can burn or melt).

Thus, a POSITA would have understood that the portions of 

Uekusa’s structure identified by Dr. Baker are not a “heat 

dissipating means” and any attempt to map it as such is 

based on hindsight.

POR at 16

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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44Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence

Ground 2: Uekusa & Isoda § 103, Claims 3, 5–9

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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Isoda’s Teachings

POR at 40–41 (citing Ex. 1005, Isoda, at Fig. 4, 4:50-60)
Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 45

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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Isoda’s Teachings

POR at 40–41; Ex. 2020 (Bretschneider) ¶ 60
Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 46

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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47Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence

The Only Logical, Non-Hindsight Combination

Ex. 1008 at Fig. 3; Ex. 1005 at Fig. 4; POR at 40–41
Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 

BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
Page 48 of 74



48Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence

The Only Logical, Non-Hindsight Combination

Ex. 1008 at Fig. 3; Ex. 1005 at Fig. 4; Petition at 28

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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The Only Logical, Non-Hindsight Combination

Ex. 2020 (Bretschneider) at 69 Petition at 28

Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 49

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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The Only Logical, Non-Hindsight Combination

Ex. 1005 (Isoda) Fig. 8Ex. 1008 (Uekusa) Fig. 3

Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 50

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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The Only Logical, Non-Hindsight Combination

Ex. 2020 (Bretschneider) at 69 Ex. 2020 (Bretschneider at 55)

Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 51

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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The Only Logical, Non-Hindsight Combination

Petition at 28

Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 52

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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The Only Logical, Non-Hindsight Combination

Petition at 28

Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 53

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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The Only Logical, Non-Hindsight Combination

Ex. 2020 (Bretschneider)

Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 54

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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Still not an L-shaped fastener

Petition at 36

Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 55

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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Ground 3: Uekusa & AAPA § 103, Claims 6 and 9

Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 56

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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The Only Logical, Non-Hindsight Combination

Ex. 1008 (Uekusa) at Fig. 3; POR at 48–49 (citing Ex. 1001)

Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 57

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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AAPA is not permitted

Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 58

Section 311(b) states that a petitioner “may request to cancel as unpatentable” claims “only on 

the basis of prior art consisting of patents or printed publications.” This means that “the basis” 

of an IPR ground asserting unpatentability can “only” include “prior art consisting of patents or 

printed publications.” In Qualcomm I, we clarified that, according to the plain language of § 

311(b), related case law, and a “natural reading” of the statute, AAPA is not a prior art patent or 
printed publication. 24 F.4th at 1373–75 (determining that AAPA “is not contained in a 

document that is a prior art patent or printed publication”). Thus, because the basis can only 

include prior art consisting of patents or printed publications, and because AAPA is not a prior 

art patent or printed publication (per Qualcomm I), it follows that the plain meaning of § 311(b) 

does not permit the basis to include AAPA.

Qualcomm Inc. v. Apple Inc., 134 F.4th 1355, 1364–65 (Fed. Cir. 2025)

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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Ground 4: Kurokawa § 102

Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 59

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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Kurokawa is Fundamentally Different

POR at 51; Ex. 1001 at Fig. 4; Ex. 1004 (Certified Translation) at Fig. 2

Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 60

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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Kurokawa is Fundamentally Different

Ex. 1004 (Certified Translation) at Fig. 2

Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 61

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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Kurokawa is Fundamentally Different

Ex. 2004 (Google Patents)

Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 62

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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Claim Construction

Ex. 1001 at Claims, Fig. 4

Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 63

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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LEDs not disposed on cover

Ex. 1001 at Claim 3 Petition at 55 (citing Ex. 1004 at Fig. 1)

Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 64

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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Ribs are not “heat dissipating means”

Ex. 2020 (Bretschneider)Petition at 26

Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 65

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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Ground 5: Kurokawa § 103 — Same issues as Ground 4

Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 66

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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Ground 6: Kurokawa, Isoda § 103 
More hindsight heat dissipation

Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 67

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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No Heat Dissipating Means

Ex. 1005 (Isoda) at 2:1–3

Ex. 1004 (Kurokawa) at Fig. 2

Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 68

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 

Page 69 of 74



No Heat Dissipating Means

Petition at 72

Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 69

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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No Heat Dissipating Means

Ex. 1031 (Baker Supplemental) ¶ 106

Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 70

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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No Heat Dissipating Means

Petition at 72 Ex. 1005 at Fig. 4 (excerpt)

Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 71

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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No Heat Dissipating Means

Ex. 2020 (Bretschneider) ¶ 203Petition at 72

Demonstrative Exhibit — Not Evidence 72

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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Thank you.

Optronic Sciences LLC, Ex. 2028 
BOE Technology Group Co. Ltd. v. Optronic Sciences LLC, IPR2024-01130 
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