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Entegris’s second supplemental brief on discretionary denial is an exercise in 

misdirection.  Entegris implies Inpria did not disclose a press release regarding the 

settlement between Inpria and Lam by citing new EX1030, when in reality Inpria 

relied on an identical press release (Paper 15; EX2041).  It is Entegris that failed to 

address the press release that published before its first supplemental brief (Paper 14). 

On the merits, the press release does not undermine the relationship between 

Entegris and Lam.  As Inpria explained (Paper 15 at 3): (1) Entegris and Lam 

conveniently split the work of challenging Inpria’s patents in IPRs filed within days 

of Lam’s bar date; (2) Entegris’s IPR was incorporated into Lam’s invalidity 

contentions; (3) Lam and Entegris invoked common interest privilege; and (4) 

Entegris quickly obtained (and filed in this IPR) an email sent only to Lam’s counsel. 

(EX1028).  Entegris’s paper ignores these points, effectively conceding them.  That 

alone justifies discretionary denial. 

Entegris’s admission that it “provides the chemistries” to Lam that were 

accused of infringement (Paper 17 at 1) weighs in favor of denial considering 

Entegris has known of the ’903 patent application since at least 2022 (EX2043 at 1 

(citing Edson app. pub. no. 2019/0315781)), yet it delayed its challenge until Lam’s 

bar date.  The Board should not waste resources on review of Entegris’s meritless 

grounds that are based on Entegris’s employee’s unsubstantiated experiments that 

include various procedures not found in the prior art.  Paper 15 at 5. 
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Dated: October 14, 2025 Respectfully submitted, 
 
 By:  / Naveen Modi /   

    Naveen Modi (Registration No. 46,224) 
    Counsel for Patent Owner    
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