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Claim Construction






























Second Function Is to Ensure Flatter Surface Even When There Are No Defects

* “Yes, Your Honor. | see these two functions as being related but distinct.”

Mr. Pak «  “So the first is about the defects. ...
SDC Counsel _
The second function is about smoothing out the underlying contour of
SANMISUNG what's there. And that -- even in situations where you have no defects, you
could have OLED devices that protrude from the surface, and when you try | ¢ nction
to put a barrier layer on top of that OLED structure now you're folding -- must be met

= cyven where
there are no
defects

you’re creating folds and creases in that barrier layer.

So the second function is about smoothing out the surface before you put
down the barrier layer. So there | do think it's appropriate to maintain 'is not
reproduced’ because the whole point of the planarization layer from that -
standpoint is to flatten out the surface contour.”

EX2019, 36:5-6, 36:8-23; POR 21; Sur-Reply 1

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT — NOT EVIDENCE 389-1.19



Two Prongs Are Separate Requirements

“So to us, Your Honor, these -- both of these functions were
highlighted during prosecution to distinguish over just
putting barrier layers on top of each other, for example, and

SAMSUNG that's because these two functions--shielding defects from

traveling upwards and then providing a substantially
smoother surface--are both important aspects of the
planarization layer, and that's the reason why we proposed
the language, Your Honor.

Mr. Pak
SDC Counsel

EX2019, 38:13-20; POR 21; Sur-Reply 1

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT — NOT EVIDENCE 389-1.20






’389 Invention Predates the IPR2024-01222 References






























Yamazaki Grounds



Yamazaki Grounds Do Not Render Obvious the Challenged Claims

* Petition does not discuss why Yamazaki discloses a “planarization
layer” as properly construed

* Prior art does not teach “selectively depositing at least one barrier layer
over said planarization layer” that is selectively deposited upon a
plurality of devices

* Insufficient evidence and reason given for why a POSITA would have
extended Yamazaki's method to encapsulate multiple devices

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT — NOT EVIDENCE

389-1.33






































































































Yamazaki Grounds Do Not Render Obvious the Challenged Claims

* Petition does not discuss why Yamazaki discloses a “planarization layer”
as properly construed

* Prior art does not teach “selectively depositing at least one barrier
layer over said planarization layer” that is selectively deposited upon

a plurality of devices

* Insufficient evidence and reason given for why a POSITA would have
extended Yamazaki’'s method to encapsulate multiple devices

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT — NOT EVIDENCE 389-1.67






None of Yamazaki, Ghosh and AAPA Disclose Element 34(c)

: Barrier layer deposited over a planarization layer that is
Yamazaki : . .
deposited upon a single device
AAPA Barrier layer not selectively deposited
Ghosh Barrier layer not selectively deposited

For Multiple Devices, Barrier Layer in Prior Art Deposited Non-selectively

389-1.69






























Yamazaki Grounds Do Not Render Obvious the Challenged Claims

* Petition does not discuss why Yamazaki discloses a “planarization layer”
as properly construed

* Prior art does not teach “selectively depositing at least one barrier layer
over said planarization layer” that is selectively deposited upon a

plurality of devices

* Insufficient evidence and reason given for why a POSITA would have
extended Yamazaki’s method to encapsulate multiple devices

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT — NOT EVIDENCE 389-1.79







































Yamazaki Plus Fujimori




































Weaver Grounds



Weaver Grounds Do Not Render Obvious the Challenged Claims

* Petition does not discuss why Weaver discloses a “planarization layer”
as properly construed

 Weaver does not teach “selectively depositing” planarization layer or
barrier layer

* Weaver in view of Palanisamy does not disclose or suggest inkjet
printing a planarization layer

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT — NOT EVIDENCE 389-1.105






























Weaver Ground Does Not Render Obvious the Challenged Claims

* Petition does not discuss why Weaver discloses a “planarization layer”
as properly construed

* Weaver does not teach “selectively depositing” planarization layer or
barrier layer

* Weaver in view of Palanisamy does not disclose or suggest inkjet
printing a planarization layer

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT — NOT EVIDENCE 389-1.115
























Weaver Ground Does Not Render Obvious the Challenged Claims

* Petition does not discuss why Weaver discloses a “planarization layer”
as properly construed

 Weaver does not teach “selectively depositing” planarization layer or
barrier layer

* Weaver in view of Palanisamy does not disclose or suggest inkjet
printing a planarization layer

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT — NOT EVIDENCE

389-1.123



Neither Weave Nor Palanisamy Discloses Inkjet Printing of a Planarization Layer

Weaver * No mkget printing o
* No claimed planarization layer
Palanisamy No disclosure of planarization layer under any definition

Weaver + Palanisamy Does Not Render Obvious Claim 35

389-1.124









































