UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

P.0. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.uspto.gov

| APPLICATION NUMBER | FILING OR 371(C) DATE | FIRST NAMED APPLICANT | ATTY.DOCKET NOJ/TITLE | REQUEST ID ]

13/529.797

06/21/2012

Clive P. Bosnyak

DENA-0008 (223156) 115219

Acknowledgement of Change to Small Entity Status

The entity status change request below filed through Private PAIR on 06/25/2020 has been accepted.

CERTIFICATIONS:

Change of Entity Status:

X Applicant asserting small entity status. See 37 CFR 1.27.

NOTE: If the application was previously under micro entity status, checking this box will be taken to be a notification of
loss of entitlement to micro entity status.

This portion must be completed by the signatory or signatories making the entity status change in accordance

with 37 CFR 1.4(d)(4).
Signature: Gregory L. Porter/
Name: Gregory L. Porter

|Registration Number:

40131
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

P.O.Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.USpto.gov

| APPLICATION NO. ISSUE DATE PATENT NO. ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. CONFIRMATION NO.
13/529,797 12/11/2018 10153483 DENA-0008 (223156) 1004
130577 7590 112012018
ANDREWS KURTH KENYON LLP
600 Travis Street
Suite 4200

Houston, TX 77002

ISSUE NOTIFICATION

The projected patent number and issue date are specified above.

Determination of Patent Term Adjustment under 35 U.S.C. 154 (b)
(application filed on or after May 29, 2000)

The Patent Term Adjustment is 792 day(s). Any patent to issue from the above-identified application will include
an indication of the adjustment on the front page.

If a Continued Prosecution Application (CPA) was filed in the above-identified application, the filing date that
determines Patent Term Adjustment is the filing date of the most recent CPA.

Applicant will be able to obtain more detailed information by accessing the Patent Application Information
Retrieval (PAIR) WEB site (http://pair.uspto.gov).

Any questions regarding the Patent Term Extension or Adjustment determination should be directed to the Office
of Patent Legal Administration at (571)-272-7702. Questions relating to issue and publication fee payments
should be directed to the Application Assistance Unit (AAU) of the Office of Data Management (ODM) at
(571)-272-4200.

APPLICANT(s) (Please see PAIR WEB site http://pair.uspto.gov for additional applicants):

Clive P. Bosnyak, Dripping Springs, TX;
Kurt W. Swogger, Austin, TX;

The United States represents the largest, most dynamic marketplace in the world and is an unparalleled location
for business investment, innovation, and commercialization of new technologies. The USA offers tremendous
resources and advantages for those who invest and manufacture goods here. Through SelectUSA, our nation
works to encourage and facilitate business investment. To learn more about why the USA is the best country in
the world to develop technology, manufacture products, and grow your business, visit SelectUSA.gov.

IR103 (Rev. 10/09)

2

Samsung Ex. 1002, Page 2 of 574
Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., et al. v. Molecular Rebar Design, LLC
IPR2025-00359



PART B - FEE(S) TRANSMITTAL

Complete and send this form, together with applicable fee(s), to: Mail Mail Stop ISSUE FEE
Commissioner for Patents
P.O. Box 1450
Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

or Fax (571)-273-2885

INSTRUCTIONS: This form should be used for transmitting the ISSUE FEE and PUBLICATION FEE (if required). Blocks 1 through 5 should be completed where appropriate. All
further correspondence including the Patent, advance orders and notification of maintenance fees will be mailed to the current correspondence address as indicated unless corrected
below or directed otherwise in Block 1, by (a) specifying a new correspondence address; and/or (b) indicating a separate "FEE ADDRESS" for maintenance fee notifications.
Note: A certificate of mailing can only be used for domestic mailings of the
Fee(s) Transmittal. This certificate cannot be used for any other accompanying
papers. Each additional paper, such as an assignment or formal drawing, must
have its own certificate of mailing or transmission.

CURRENT CORRESPONDENCE ADDRESS (Note: Use Block 1 for any change of address)

130577 7590 0812772018 Certificate of Mailing or Transmission
ANDREWS KURTH KENYON LLP I hereby certify that this Fee(s) Transmittal is being deposited with the United
600 Travis Street States Postal Service with sufficient postage for first class mail in an envelope
. addressed to the Mail Stop ISSUE FEE address above, or being facsimile
Suite 4200 transmitted to the USPTO (571) 273-2885, on the date indicated below.

Houston, TX 77002

(Depositor's name)|

(Signature)]

(Date)|
I APPLICATION NO. FILING DATE | FIRST NAMED INVENTOR | ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. | CONFIRMATION NO. |
13/529,797 06/21/2012 Clive P. Bosnyak DENA-0008 (223156) 1004

TITLE OF INVENTION: LITHIUM ION BATTERIES USING DISCRETE CARBON NANOTUBES, METHODS FOR PRODUCTION THEREOF AND
PRODUCTS OBTAINED THEREFROM

APPLN. TYPE ENTITY STATUS | ISSUE FEE DUE | PUBLICATION FEE DUE | PREV. PAID ISSUE FEE | TOTAL FEE(S) DUE | DATE DUE |

nonprovisional SMALL $500 $0.00 $0.00 $500 11/27/2018
| EXAMINER | ART UNIT | crasssuscLass |

STUCKEY, PHILIP A 1723 429-220000

1. Change of correspondence address or indication of "Fee Address” (37 2. For printing on the patent front page, list 1Ste phen P. Kr pp
CFR 1.363). (1) The names of up to 3 registered patent attorneys

or agents OR, alternatively, 2
(2) The name of a single firm (having as a member a
registered attorney or agent) and the names of up to 3
- e . P 2 registered patent attorneys or agents. If no name is

Fee Address" indication (or "Fee Address” Indication form PTO/ listed, no name will be printed.
SB/47; Rev 03-02 or more recent) attached. Use of a Customer
Number is required.

3. ASSIGNEE NAME AND RESIDENCE DATA TO BE PRINTED ON THE PATENT (print or type)

PLEASE NOTE: Unless an assignee is identified below, no assignee data will appear on the patent. If an assignee is identified below, the document has been filed for recordation
as set forth in 37 CFR 3.11. Completion of this form is NOT a substitute for filing an assignment.

| Change of correspondence address (or Change of Correspondence
Address form PTO/SB/122) attached.

(A) NAME OF ASSIGNEE (B) RESIDENCE: (CITY and STATE OR COUNTRY)
Molecular Rebar Design, LLC Austin, TX USA
Please check the appropriate assignee category or categories (will not be printed on the patent) : (] Individual Q Corporation or other private group entity (1 Government
4a. The following fee(s) are submitted: 4b. Payment of Fee(s): (Please first reapply any previously paid issue fee shown above)
N Issue Fee [J A check is enclosed.
[ Publication Fee (No small entity discount permitted) | Payment by credit card. Form PTO-2038 is attached.
(] Advance Order - # of Copies M The director is hereby authorized to charge the required fee(s), any deficiency, or credits any

overpayment, to Deposit Account Number 50-2849 (enclose an extra copy of this form).

5. Change in Entity Status (from status indicated above)

NOTE: Absent a valid certification of Micro Entity Status (see forms PTO/SB/15A and 15B), issue
fee payment in the micro entity amount will not be accepted at the risk of application abandonment.
NOTE: If the application was previously under micro entity status, checking this box will be taken
to be a notification of loss of entitlement to micro entity status.

NOTE: Checking this box will be taken to be a notification of loss of entitlement to small or micro
entity status, as applicable.

| Applicant certifying micro entity status. See 37 CFR 1.29

| Applicant asserting small entity status. See 37 CFR 1.27

M Applicant changing to regular undiscounted fee status.

NOTE: This form must be signed in accordance with 37 CFR 1.31 and 1.33. See 37 CFR 1.4 for signature requirements and certifications.

Authorized Signature _/( sreg ory L. Porter/ Date 2018-10-31

Typed or printed name G regory L. Porter Registration No. 40131
Page 2 of 3
PTOL-85 Part B (10-13) Approved for use through 10/31/2013. OMB 0651-0033 U.S. Patent and Trademark Office; U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
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Electronic Patent Application Fee Transmittal

Application Number:

13529797

Filing Date:

21-Jun-2012

Title of Invention:

LITHIUM ION BATTERIES USING DISCRETE CARBON NANOTUBES, METHODS
FOR PRODUCTION THEREOF AND PRODUCTS OBTAINED THEREFROM

First Named Inventor/Applicant Name:

Clive P. Bosnyak

Filer:

Gregory L. Porter/Jeanne Dunn

Attorney Docket Number:

DENA-0008 (223156)

Filed as Large Entity

Filing Fees for Utility under 35 USC111(a)

Description Fee Code Quantity Amount Sul:j—;l’g(tsa)l in

Basic Filing:
Pages:
Claims:
Miscellaneous-Filing:
Petition:
Patent-Appeals-and-Interference:
Post-Allowance-and-Post-Issuance:

UTILITY APPL ISSUE FEE 1501 1 1000 1000
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Description Fee Code Quantity Amount SulL)j-s'I'g(tsa)l in
Extension-of-Time:
Miscellaneous:
Total in USD ($) 1000
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Electronic Acknowledgement Receipt

EFS ID: 34178085
Application Number: 13529797
International Application Number:
Confirmation Number: 1004

Title of Invention:

LITHIUM ION BATTERIES USING DISCRETE CARBON NANOTUBES, METHODS
FOR PRODUCTION THEREOF AND PRODUCTS OBTAINED THEREFROM

First Named Inventor/Applicant Name:

Clive P. Bosnyak

Customer Number:

130577

Filer:

Gregory L. Porter/Jeanne Dunn

Filer Authorized By:

Gregory L. Porter

Attorney Docket Number:

DENA-0008 (223156)

Receipt Date: 31-0CT-2018
Filing Date: 21-JUN-2012
Time Stamp: 17:23:08

Application Type:

Utility under 35 USC 111(a)

Payment information:

Submitted with Payment yes
Payment Type DA
Payment was successfully received in RAM $1000

RAM confirmation Number

110118INTEFSW00004407502849

Deposit Account

Authorized User

The Director of the USPTO is hereby authorized to charge indicated fees and credit any overpayment as follows:
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File Listing:

Document .. . File Size(Bytes)/ Multi Pages
Document Description File Name . . .
Number Message Digest | Part/.zip| (if appl.)
87740
1 Issue Fee Payment (PTO-85B) IssueFeeTransmittal.pdf no 1
60cea3aBa70b58f66bfalaae6215b73e2600)
d973
Warnings:
Information:
30454
2 Fee Worksheet (SB06) fee-info.pdf no 2
daf0545dcfd8b00acf7eeazedb3abddeatdd]
db35
Warnings:
Information:
Total Files Size (in bytes):l 118194

This Acknowledgement Receipt evidences receipt on the noted date by the USPTO of the indicated documents,
characterized by the applicant, and including page counts, where applicable. It serves as evidence of receipt similar to a
Post Card, as described in MPEP 503.

New Applications Under 35 U.S.C. 111

If a new application is being filed and the application includes the necessary components for a filing date (see 37 CFR
1.53(b)-(d) and MPEP 506), a Filing Receipt (37 CFR 1.54) will be issued in due course and the date shown on this
Acknowledgement Receipt will establish the filing date of the application.

National Stage of an International Application under 35 U.S.C. 371

If a timely submission to enter the national stage of an international application is compliant with the conditions of 35
U.S.C. 371 and other applicable requirements a Form PCT/DO/EO/903 indicating acceptance of the application as a
national stage submission under 35 U.S.C. 371 will be issued in addition to the Filing Receipt, in due course.

New International Application Filed with the USPTO as a Receiving Office

If a new international application is being filed and the international application includes the necessary components for
an international filing date (see PCT Article 11 and MPEP 1810), a Notification of the International Application Number
and of the International Filing Date (Form PCT/RO/105) will be issued in due course, subject to prescriptions concerning
national security, and the date shown on this Acknowledgement Receipt will establish the international filing date of
the application.
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

Www.uspto.gov

NOTICE OF ALLOWANCE AND FEE(S) DUE

| EXAMINER |
130577 7590 08/27/2018
ANDREWS KURTH KENYON LLP STUCKEY, PHILIP A
600 Travis Street
Suite 4200 | ART UNIT PAPER NUMBER |
Houston, TX 77002 1723
DATE MAILED: 08/27/2018
APPLICATION NO. FILING DATE FIRST NAMED INVENTOR ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. |  CONFIRMATION NO.
13/529,797 06/21/2012 Clive P. Bosnyak DENA-0008 (223156) 1004

TITLE OF INVENTION: LITHIUM ION BATTERIES USING DISCRETE CARBON NANOTUBES, METHODS FOR PRODUCTION THEREOF AND
PRODUCTS OBTAINED THEREFROM

APPLN. TYPE ENTITY STATUS ISSUE FEE DUE PUBLICATION FEE DUE | PREV. PAID ISSUE FEE TOTAL FEE(S) DUE DATE DUE

nonprovisional SMALL $500 $0.00 $0.00 $500 11/27/2018

THE APPLICATION IDENTIFIED ABOVE HAS BEEN EXAMINED AND IS ALLOWED FOR ISSUANCE AS A PATENT.
PROSECUTION ON THE MERITS IS CLOSED. THIS NOTICE OF ALLOWANCE IS NOT A GRANT OF PATENT RIGHTS.
THIS APPLICATION IS SUBJECT TO WITHDRAWAL FROM ISSUE AT THE INITIATIVE OF THE OFFICE OR UPON
PETITION BY THE APPLICANT. SEE 37 CFR 1.313 AND MPEP 1308.

THE ISSUE FEE AND PUBLICATION FEE (IF REQUIRED) MUST BE PAID WITHIN THREE MONTHS FROM THE MAILING
DATE OF THIS NOTICE OR THIS APPLICATION SHALL BE REGARDED AS ABANDONED. THIS STATUTORY PERIOD
CANNOT BE EXTENDED. SEE 35 U.S.C. 151. THE ISSUE FEE DUE INDICATED ABOVE DOES NOT REFLECT A CREDIT
FOR ANY PREVIOUSLY PAID ISSUE FEE IN THIS APPLICATION. IF AN ISSUE FEE HAS PREVIOUSLY BEEN PAID IN
THIS APPLICATION (AS SHOWN ABOVE), THE RETURN OF PART B OF THIS FORM WILL BE CONSIDERED A REQUEST
TO REAPPLY THE PREVIOUSLY PAID ISSUE FEE TOWARD THE ISSUE FEE NOW DUE.

HOW TO REPLY TO THIS NOTICE:

I. Review the ENTITY STATUS shown above. If the ENTITY STATUS is shown as SMALL or MICRO, verify whether entitlement to that
entity status still applies.

If the ENTITY STATUS is the same as shown above, pay the TOTAL FEE(S) DUE shown above.

If the ENTITY STATUS is changed from that shown above, on PART B - FEE(S) TRANSMITTAL, complete section number 5 titled
"Change in Entity Status (from status indicated above)".

For purposes of this notice, small entity fees are 1/2 the amount of undiscounted fees, and micro entity fees are 1/2 the amount of small entity
fees.

II. PART B - FEE(S) TRANSMITTAL, or its equivalent, must be completed and returned to the United States Patent and Trademark Office
(USPTO) with your ISSUE FEE and PUBLICATION FEE (if required). If you are charging the fee(s) to your deposit account, section "4b"
of Part B - Fee(s) Transmittal should be completed and an extra copy of the form should be submitted. If an equivalent of Part B is filed, a
request to reapply a previously paid issue fee must be clearly made, and delays in processing may occur due to the difficulty in recognizing
the paper as an equivalent of Part B.

I1I. All communications regarding this application must give the application number. Please direct all communications prior to issuance to Mail
Stop ISSUE FEE unless advised to the contrary.

IMPORTANT REMINDER: Utility patents issuing on applications filed on or after Dec. 12, 1980 may require payment of maintenance
fees. It is patentee's responsibility to ensure timely payment of maintenance fees when due.

Page 1 of 3

PTOL-85 (Rev. 02/11)
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PART B - FEE(S) TRANSMITTAL

Complete and send this form, together with applicable fee(s), to: Mail Mail Stop ISSUE FEE
Commissioner for Patents
P.O. Box 1450
Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450
or Fax (571)-273-2885

INSTRUCTIONS: This form should be used for transmitting the ISSUE FEE and PUBLICATION FEE (if required). Blocks 1 through 5 should be completed where appropriate. All
further correspondence including the Patent, advance orders and notification of maintenance fees will be mailed to the current correspondence address as indicated unless corrected
below or directed otherwise in Block 1, by (a) specifying a new correspondence address; and/or (b) indicating a separate "FEE ADDRESS" for maintenance fee notifications.
Note: A certificate of mailing can only be used for domestic mailings of the
Fee(s) Transmittal. This certificate cannot be used for any other accompanying
papers. Each additional paper, such as an assignment or formal drawing, must
have its own certificate of mailing or transmission.

CURRENT CORRESPONDENCE ADDRESS (Note: Use Block 1 for any change of address)

130577 7590 0812772018 Certificate of Mailing or Transmission
ANDREWS KURTH KENYON LLP I hereby certify that this Fee(s) Transmittal is being deposited with the United
600 Travis Street States Postal Service with sufficient postage for first class mail in an envelope
. addressed to the Mail Stop ISSUE FEE address above, or being facsimile
Suite 4200 transmitted to the USPTO (571) 273-2885, on the date indicated below.

Houston, TX 77002

(Depositor's name)|

(Signature)
(Date)|
I APPLICATION NO. FILING DATE | FIRST NAMED INVENTOR | ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. | CONFIRMATION NO. |
13/529,797 06/21/2012 Clive P. Bosnyak DENA-0008 (223156) 1004
TITLE OF INVENTION: LITHIUM ION BATTERIES USING DISCRETE CARBON NANOTUBES, METHODS FOR PRODUCTION THEREOF AND
PRODIICTS ORTAINED THEREFROM
APPLN. TYPE ENTITY STATUS | ISSUE FEE DUE | PUBLICATION FEE DUE | PREV. PAID ISSUE FEE | TOTAL FEE(S) DUE | DATE DUE |
nonprovisional SMALL $500 $0.00 $0.00 $500 11/27/2018

| EXAMINER | ART UNIT | crasssuscLass |

STUCKEY, PHILIP A 1723 429-220000
1. Change of correspondence address or indication of "Fee Address” (37 2. For printing on the patent front page, list 1
CFR 1.363). (1) The names of up to 3 registered patent attorneys

or agents OR, alternatively, 2
(2) The name of a single firm (having as a member a
registered attorney or agent) and the names of up to 3

T . 2 registered patent attorneys or agents. If no name is
[ "Fee Address" indication (or "Fee Address" Indication form PTO/ listed, no name will be printed.

SB/47; Rev 03-02 or more recent) attached. Use of a Customer
Number is required.

3. ASSIGNEE NAME AND RESIDENCE DATA TO BE PRINTED ON THE PATENT (print or type)

PLEASE NOTE: Unless an assignee is identified below, no assignee data will appear on the patent. If an assignee is identified below, the document has been filed for recordation
as set forth in 37 CFR 3.11. Completion of this form is NOT a substitute for filing an assignment.

(A) NAME OF ASSIGNEE (B) RESIDENCE: (CITY and STATE OR COUNTRY)

| Change of correspondence address (or Change of Correspondence
Address form PTO/SB/122) attached.

Please check the appropriate assignee category or categories (will not be printed on the patent) : (] Individual [ Corporation or other private group entity (1 Government

4a. The following fee(s) are submitted: 4b. Payment of Fee(s): (Please first reapply any previously paid issue fee shown above)
[ Issue Fee [ A check is enclosed.
[ Publication Fee (No small entity discount permitted) | Payment by credit card. Form PTO-2038 is attached.
(] Advance Order - # of Copies (I The director is hereby authorized to charge the required fee(s), any deficiency, or credits any
overpayment, to Deposit Account Number (enclose an extra copy of this form).

5. Change in Entity Status (from status indicated above)

NOTE: Absent a valid certification of Micro Entity Status (see forms PTO/SB/15A and 15B), issue
fee payment in the micro entity amount will not be accepted at the risk of application abandonment.
NOTE: If the application was previously under micro entity status, checking this box will be taken
to be a notification of loss of entitlement to micro entity status.

NOTE: Checking this box will be taken to be a notification of loss of entitlement to small or micro
entity status, as applicable.

| Applicant certifying micro entity status. See 37 CFR 1.29

| Applicant asserting small entity status. See 37 CFR 1.27

| Applicant changing to regular undiscounted fee status.

NOTE: This form must be signed in accordance with 37 CFR 1.31 and 1.33. See 37 CFR 1.4 for signature requirements and certifications.

Authorized Signature Date
Typed or printed name Registration No.
Page 2 of 3
PTOL-85 Part B (10-13) Approved for use through 10/31/2013. OMB 0651-0033 U.S. Patent and Trademark Office; U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

Www.uspto.gov

| APPLICATION NO. I FILING DATE FIRST NAMED INVENTOR | ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. CONFIRMATION NO. |
13/529,797 06/21/2012 Clive P. Bosnyak DENA-0008 (223156) 1004
| EXAMINER |
130577 7590 08/27/2018

ANDREWS KURTH KENYON LLP
600 Travis Street

Suite 4200 | ART UNIT
Houston, TX 77002 1723

STUCKEY, PHILIP A

PAPER NUMBER |

DATE MAILED: 08/27/2018

Determination of Patent Term Adjustment under 35 U.S.C. 154 (b)
(Applications filed on or after May 29, 2000)

The Office has discontinued providing a Patent Term Adjustment (PTA) calculation with the Notice of Allowance.

Section 1(h)(2) of the AIA Technical Corrections Act amended 35 U.S.C. 154(b)(3)(B)(1) to eliminate the requirement
that the Office provide a patent term adjustment determination with the notice of allowance. See Revisions to Patent
Term Adjustment, 78 Fed. Reg. 19416, 19417 (Apr. 1, 2013). Therefore, the Office is no longer providing an initial
patent term adjustment determination with the notice of allowance. The Office will continue to provide a patent term
adjustment determination with the Issue Notification Letter that is mailed to applicant approximately three weeks prior
to the issue date of the patent, and will include the patent term adjustment on the patent. Any request for reconsideration
of the patent term adjustment determination (or reinstatement of patent term adjustment) should follow the process
outlined in 37 CFR 1.705.

Any questions regarding the Patent Term Extension or Adjustment determination should be directed to the Office of
Patent Legal Administration at (571)-272-7702. Questions relating to issue and publication fee payments should be
directed to the Customer Service Center of the Office of Patent Publication at 1-(888)-786-0101 or (571)-272-4200.

Page 3 of 3

PTOL-85 (Rev. 02/11)
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OMB Clearance and PRA Burden Statement for PTOL-85 Part B

The Paperwork Reduction Act (PRA) of 1995 requires Federal agencies to obtain Office of Management and Budget
approval before requesting most types of information from the public. When OMB approves an agency request to
collect information from the public, OMB (i) provides a valid OMB Control Number and expiration date for the
agency to display on the instrument that will be used to collect the information and (ii) requires the agency to inform
the public about the OMB Control Number’s legal significance in accordance with 5 CFR 1320.5(b).

The information collected by PTOL-85 Part B is required by 37 CFR 1.311. The information is required to obtain
or retain a benefit by the public which is to file (and by the USPTO to process) an application. Confidentiality is
governed by 35 U.S.C. 122 and 37 CFR 1.14. This collection is estimated to take 12 minutes to complete, including
gathering, preparing, and submitting the completed application form to the USPTO. Time will vary depending upon
the individual case. Any comments on the amount of time you require to complete this form and/or suggestions
for reducing this burden, should be sent to the Chief Information Officer, U.S. Patent and Trademark Office,
U.S. Department of Commerce, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450. DO NOT SEND FEES OR
COMPLETED FORMS TO THIS ADDRESS. SEND TO: Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria,
Virginia 22313-1450. Under the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection
of information unless it displays a valid OMB control number.

Privacy Act Statement

The Privacy Act of 1974 (P.L. 93-579) requires that you be given certain information in connection with your
submission of the attached form related to a patent application or patent. Accordingly, pursuant to the requirements
of the Act, please be advised that: (1) the general authority for the collection of this information is 35 U.S.C. 2(b)
(2); (2) furnishing of the information solicited is voluntary; and (3) the principal purpose for which the information
is used by the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office is to process and/or examine your submission related to a patent
application or patent. If you do not furnish the requested information, the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office may not
be able to process and/or examine your submission, which may result in termination of proceedings or abandonment
of the application or expiration of the patent.

The information provided by you in this form will be subject to the following routine uses:

1. The information on this form will be treated confidentially to the extent allowed under the Freedom of
Information Act (5 U.S.C. 552) and the Privacy Act (5 U.S.C 552a). Records from this system of records may
be disclosed to the Department of Justice to determine whether disclosure of these records is required by the
Freedom of Information Act.

2. A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, in the course of presenting evidence
to a court, magistrate, or administrative tribunal, including disclosures to opposing counsel in the course of
settlement negotiations.

3. A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Member of Congress submitting
a request involving an individual, to whom the record pertains, when the individual has requested assistance
from the Member with respect to the subject matter of the record.

4. A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a contractor of the Agency having
need for the information in order to perform a contract. Recipients of information shall be required to comply
with the requirements of the Privacy Act of 1974, as amended, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552a(m).

5. A record related to an International Application filed under the Patent Cooperation Treaty in this system of
records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the International Bureau of the World Intellectual Property
Organization, pursuant to the Patent Cooperation Treaty.

6. A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to another federal agency for purposes of
National Security review (35 U.S.C. 181) and for review pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act (42 U.S.C. 218(c)).

7. Arecord from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the Administrator, General Services,
or his/her designee, during an inspection of records conducted by GSA as part of that agency's responsibility
to recommend improvements in records management practices and programs, under authority of 44 U.S.C.
2904 and 2906. Such disclosure shall be made in accordance with the GSA regulations governing inspection
of records for this purpose, and any other relevant (i.e., GSA or Commerce) directive. Such disclosure shall
not be used to make determinations about individuals.

8. A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the public after either publication of
the application pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 122(b) or issuance of a patent pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 151. Further, a record
may be disclosed, subject to the limitations of 37 CFR 1.14, as a routine use, to the public if the record was filed
in an application which became abandoned or in which the proceedings were terminated and which application
is referenced by either a published application, an application open to public inspection or an issued patent.

9. A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Federal, State, or local law
enforcement agency, if the USPTO becomes aware of a violation or potential violation of law or regulation.
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Application No. Applicant(s)
. . 13/529,797 Bosnyak et al.
Notice of Allowability Examiner Art Unit AIA Status
Philip A Stuckey, PhD 1723 No

-- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address--
All claims being allowable, PROSECUTION ON THE MERITS IS (OR REMAINS) CLOSED in this application. If not included
herewith (or previously mailed), a Notice of Allowance (PTOL-85) or other appropriate communication will be mailed in due course. THIS
NOTICE OF ALLOWABILITY IS NOT A GRANT OF PATENT RIGHTS. This application is subject to withdrawal from issue at the initiative
of the Office or upon petition by the applicant. See 37 CFR 1.313 and MPEP 1308.

1.} This communication is responsive to 6/22/2018.
(1 A declaration(s)/affidavit(s) under 37 CFR 1.130(b) was/were filed on .

2.[J An election was made by the applicant in response to a restriction requirement set forth during the interview on ; the
restriction requirement and election have been incorporated into this action.

3.4 The allowed claim(s) is/are 1-4,6-7 and 10-21 . As a result of the allowed claim(s), you may be eligible to benefit from the Patent
Prosecution Highway program at a participating intellectual property office for the corresponding application. For more information
, please see http://www.uspto.gov/patents/init_events/pph/index.jsp or send an inquiry to PPHfeedback@uspto.gov.
4 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f).
Certified copies:
a) CJAll b) J Some  *c) (J None of the:
1. (J Certified copies of the priority documents have been received.
2. (0 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No.
3.0 Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this national stage application from the
International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)).

* Certified copies not received:

Applicant has THREE MONTHS FROM THE "MAILING DATE" of this communication to file areply complying with the requirements
noted below. Failure to timely comply will result in ABANDONMENT of this application.
THIS THREE-MONTH PERIOD IS NOT EXTENDABLE.

5.[J CORRECTED DRAWINGS (as "replacement sheets") must be submitted.

(O including changes required by the attached Examiner's Amendment / Comment or in the Office action of
Paper No./Mail Date .

Identifying indicia such as the application number (see 37 CFR 1.84(c)) should be written on the drawings in the front (not the back) of each
sheet. Replacement sheet(s) should be labeled as such in the header according to 37 CFR 1.121(d).

6.LJ DEPOSIT OF and/or INFORMATION about the deposit of BIOLOGICAL MATERIAL must be submitted. Note the
attached Examiner's comment regarding REQUIREMENT FOR THE DEPOSIT OF BIOLOGICAL MATERIAL.

Attachment(s)

1.0 Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 5. (¥) Examiner's Amendment/Comment

2.0 Information Disclosure Statements (PTO/SB/08), 6. (J Examiner's Statement of Reasons for Allowance
Paper No./Mail Date .

3.[J Examiner's Comment Regarding Requirement for Deposit 7. J Other .

of Biological Material
4.0 Interview Summary (PTO-413),
Paper No./Mail Date.

/PHILIP A. STUCKEY/ /MILTON | CANO/
Examiner, Art Unit 1723 Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 1723

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office .
PTOL-37 (Rev. 08-13) Notice of Allowability Part of Paper No./Mail Date 20180801
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Application/Control Number: 13/529,797 Page 2
Art Unit: 1723

Notice of Allowance

Claims 1-4, 6, 7, and 10-21 are allowed.

Election/Restrictions
This application is in condition for allowance except for the presence of claims 8
and 9 directed to a process non-elected without traverse. Accordingly, claims 8 and 9

been cancelled.

Terminal Disclaimer
The terminal disclaimers filed on January 24, 2017 and March 20, 2017
disclaiming the terminal portion of any patent granted on this application which would
extend beyond the expiration date of Patents no. 8,808,909 and 9,968,924 respectively

have been reviewed and is accepted. The terminal disclaimers have been recorded.

Conclusion

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the
examiner should be directed to Philip A. Stuckey, PhD whose telephone number is
(571)272-9875. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-5:00 EST Monday -
Friday.

Examiner interviews are available via telephone, in-person, and video
conferencing using a USPTO supplied web-based collaboration tool. To schedule an
interview, applicant is encouraged to use the USPTO Automated Interview Request

(AIR) at http://www.uspto.gov/interviewpractice.
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Application/Control Number: 13/529,797 Page 3
Art Unit: 1723

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner’s
supervisor, Milton I. Cano can be reached on (571)272-1398. The fax phone number
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300.

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR.
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only.
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information

system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000.

/PHILIP A. STUCKEY/ /MILTON | CANO/

Examiner, Art Unit 1723 Supervisory Patent Examiner
Art Unit 1723
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Issue Classification |3syq 797 Bosnyak et al.
H H “H Examiner Art Unit
Philip A Stuckey, PhD 1723
cPC
Symbol Type Version
HO1M 4 366 F 2013-01-01
HO1M 4 131 | 2013:01:01
HO1M 4 133 | 2013-01-01
HO1M 4 134 | 2013-01-01
HO1M 4 1391 | 2013-01-01
HO1M 4 1393 | 2013-01-01
HO1M 4 1395 | 2013:01:01
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HO1M 4 525 | 2013:01:01
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YO2E 60 122 A 2013-01-01
B82Y 99 00 A 2013:01:01
Y108 977 742 A 2013-01-01
Y108 977 948 A 2013-01-01
B82Y 30 00 A 2013-01:01
HO1M 2004 027 A 2013-01-01
YO02P 70 54 A 2015-11:01
CPC Combination Sets
Symbol Type Set Ranking Version
PHILIP A. STUCKEY/ 01 August 2018
Examiner, Art Unit 1723 Total Claims Allowed:
(Assistant Examiner) (Date) 18

/MILTON | CANO/
SPE, Art Unit 1723

(Primary Examiner)

01 August 2018 O.G. Print Claim(s) | O.G. Print Figure

(Date) 1 2

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office
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Application/Control No. Applicant(s)/Patent Under Reexamination

Issue Classification |3syq 797 Bosnyak et al.

H |‘”H o o
Philip A Stuckey, PhD 1723

INTERNATIONAL CLASSIFICATION
CLAIMED

HO1M

NON-CLAIMED

US ORIGINAL CLASSIFICATION

CLASS SUBCLASS

CROSS REFERENCES(S)

CLASS SUBCLASS (ONE SUBCLASS PER BLOCK)

PHILIP A. STUCKEY/ 01 August 2018

Examiner, Art Unit 1723 Total Claims Allowed:
(Assistant Examiner) (Date) 18

/MILTON | CANO/ 01 August 2018 . . _
SPE, Art Unit 1723 9 O.G. Print Claim(s) | O.G. Print Figure
(Primary Examiner) (Date) 1 2
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office Part of Paper No.: 20180801
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Application/Control No. Applicant(s)/Patent Under Reexamination

Issue Classification |3syq 797 Bosnyak et al.

‘ ‘ |‘ ”H o o
Philip A Stuckey, PhD 1723

Claims renumbered in the same order as presented by applicant (J CPA (J T.D. (J R1.47
CLAIMS

Final |Original|Final |Original|Final |Original|Final |Original|Final JOriginal|Final |Original]Final |Original|Final |Original
1 1 10 13
2 2 11 14
3 3 12 15
4 4 13 16
5 6 14 17
6 7 15 18
7 10 16 19
8 11 17 20
9 12 18 21
PHILIP A. STUCKEY/ 01 August 2018
Examiner, Art Unit 1723 Total Claims Allowed:
(Assistant Examiner) (Date) 18
/MILTON | CANO/ 01 August 2018 . ) N
SPE, Art Unit 1723 O.G. Print Claim(s) | O.G. Print Figure
(Primary Examiner) (Date) 1 2
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office Part of Paper No.: 20180801
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Y108 977/948 977/742 08/01/2018 PS
YO02E 60/122 08/01/2018 PS
CPC Combination Sets - Searched*
Symbol Date Examiner
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EAST Search History

EAST Search History

EAST Search History (Prior Art)

Ref {{Hits Search Query DBs Default {Plurals {iTime
# Operator Stamp
L1 320352 {j(HO1M4/366 or HO1M®6/00 or US-PGPUB; {{OR ON 2018/08/01
HO1M4/0416 or HO1M4/587 or USPAT; 15:16
HO1M4/625 or HO1M4/525 or USOCR,;
HO1M4/505 or HO1M4/1391 or FPRS; EPO;
HO01M4/1393 or HO1M10/0525 or JPO;
HO1M4/134 or HO1M4/133 or DERWENT;
HO1M4/131 or HO1M4/1395 or IBM_TDB
Y02P70/54 or HO1M2004/027 or
B82Y30/00 or B82Y39/00 or
Y10S977/948 or Y10S977/742 or
Y02E60/122).cpc.
L6 {2 1 and (discrete and (non-agglomerated {{US-PGPUB; {{OR ON 2018/08/01
non adj agglomerated) and exfoliated) {USPAT; 15:23
USOCR,;
FPRS; EPO;
JPO;
DERWENT;
IBM_TDB
L7 413406 {1 and (discrete (non-agglomerated non {{US-PGPUB; {{OR ON 2018/08/01
adj agglomerated) exfoliated) USPAT; 15:23
USOCR;
FPRS; EPO;
JPO;
DERWENT;
L10 {0 1 and (discrete (non-agglomerated or US-PGPUB; {WITH ON 2018/08/01
non adj agglomerated) exfoliated) USPAT; 15:24
USOCR;
FPRS; EPO;
JPO;
DERWENT;
IBM_TDB
L14 {267 1 and ((discrete and exfoliated) and US-PGPUB; {{OR ON 2018/08/01
(carbon near4 nanotube mwent swent USPAT; 15:28
dwent carbonnanotube $4carbon near4 {USOCR;
nanotube) ) FPRS; EPO;
JPO;
DERWENT;
|IBM_TDB
L15 439 1 and ((discrete and exfoliated) with US-PGPUB; {{OR ON 2018/08/01
(carbon near4 nanotube mwent swent USPAT; 15:28
dwent carbonnanotube $4carbon near4 {USOCR;
nanotube) ) FPRS; EPO;
JPO;
DERWENT;
BB |l
L17 §17 1 and ((discrete with exfoliated) with US-PGPUB; {{OR ON 2018/08/01
(carbon near4 nanotube mwent swent USPAT; 15:29
dwent carbonnanotube $4carbon near4 {USOCR,;
nanotube) ) FPRS; EPO;
JPO;

file:///C/Users/pstuckey/Documents/e-Red%20Folder/13529797/EASTSearchHistory.13529797_AccessibleVersion.htm[8/1/2018 3:32:30 PM]
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EAST Search History

DERWENT;
IBM_TDB

St

"20120328946".pn.

US-PGPUB;
USPAT

OR

ON

2015/03/04
19:50

S2

18107

HO1M4/525.cpc.

US-PGPUB;
USPAT;
USOCR,;
FPRS; EPO;
JPO;
DERWENT;
IBM_TDB

OR

ON

2015/03/04
19:53

16328

HO1M4/505.cpc.

US-PGPUB;
USPAT;
USOCR,;
FPRS; EPO;
JPO;
DERWENT;
IBM_TDB

OR

ON

2015/03/04
19:53

12562

S2 and S3

US-PGPUB;
USPAT;
USOCR;
FPRS; EPO;
JPO;
DERWENT;

1BM_TDB

OR

ON

371

$4 and carbon near4 nanotube

US-PGPUB;
USPAT;
USOCR,;
FPRS: EPO;
JPO;
DERWENT;
IBM_TDB

OR

ON

2015/03/04

2015/03/04
19:53

19:56

S6

43

S5 and ratio with lithium with ion

US-PGPUB;
USPAT;
USOCR;
FPRS; EPO;
JPO;
DERWENT;
IBM_TDB

OR

ON

2015/03/04
19:56

S7

("20110104551" | "20110311876" |
"20110311876" | "20100159331").PN.

US-PGPUB;
USPAT;
USOCR;
FPRS; EPO;
JPO;
DERWENT;
IBM_TDB

OR

ON

2015/03/11
11:39

("20110104551" | "20110311876" |
"20110311876" | "20100159331").PN.

US-PGPUB;
USPAT

OR

ON

2015/03/11
11:39

S9

18138

HO1M4/525.cpc.

US-PGPUB;
USPAT;
USOCR;
FPRS; EPO;
JPO;
DERWENT;
IBM_TDB

OR

ON

2015/03/11
15:35

S10

16364

HO1M4/505.cpc.

US-PGPUB;
USPAT;
USOCR;
FPRS; EPO;
JPO;

OR

ON

2015/03/11
15:35

file:///C/Users/pstuckey/Documents/e-Red%20Folder/13529797/EASTSearchHistory.13529797_AccessibleVersion.htm[8/1/2018 3:32:30 PM]
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EAST Search History

DERWENT;
IBM_TDB

St

12592

S9 and S10

US-PGPUB;
USPAT;
USOCR,;
FPRS; EPO;
JPO;
DERWENT;
IBM_TDB

OR

ON 2015/03/11
15:35

S12

21

S11 and carbon near4 nanotube with
(weight "wt" "wt%" "wt %")

US-PGPUB;
USPAT;
USOCR;
FPRS; EPO;
JPO;
DERWENT;
IBM_TDB

OR

ON 2015/03/11
15:35

S13

S12 and ratio with lithium with ion

US-PGPUB;
USPAT;
USOCR,;
FPRS; EPO;
JPO;
DERWENT;
IBM_TDB

OR

ON 2015/03/11
15:36

S14

S12 and carbon near4 nanotube with
(weight "wt" "wt%" "wt %") and aspect
near3 ratio

US-PGPUB;
USPAT;
USOCR,;
FPRS; EPO;
JPO;
DERWENT;
IBM_TDB

OR

ON 2015/03/11
20:43

S15

S12 and carbon near4 nanotube with
(weight "wt" "wt%" "wt %") and aspect
near3 ratio and graphene

US-PGPUB;
USPAT;
USOCR;
FPRS; EPO;
JPO;
DERWENT;
IBM_TDB

OR

ON 2015/03/11
20:43

S16

22

carbon near4 nanotube with oxidation
near2 level

US-PGPUB;
USPAT;
USOCR;
FPRS: EPO;
JPO;
DERWENT;
IBM_TDB

OR

ON 2015/03/11
21:19

S17

S11 and S16

US-PGPUB;
USPAT,;
USOCR;
FPRS; EPO;
JPO;
DERWENT;
IBM_TDB

OR

ON 2015/03/11
21:19

S18

5§16 not §17

US-PGPUB;
USPAT;
USOCR;
FPRS; EPO;
JPO;
DERWENT;
IBM_TDB

OR

ON 2015/03/11
21:20

S19

11

S11 and carbon near4 nanotube with
function$7

US-PGPUB;
USPAT;
USOCR,;

OR

ON 2015/03/11
21:22

file:///C/Users/pstuckey/Documents/e-Red%20Folder/13529797/EASTSearchHistory.13529797_AccessibleVersion.htm[8/1/2018 3:32:30 PM]
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EAST Search History

FPRS; EPO;
JPO;
DERWENT;
IBM_TDB

S20

15

S11 and carbon near4 nanotube same
function$7

US-PGPUB;
USPAT;
USOCR,;
FPRS; EPO;
JPO;
DERWENT;
IBM_TDB

OR

ON

2015/03/11
21:23

S21

S§20 not S19

US-PGPUB;
USPAT;
USOCR,;
FPRS; EPO;
JPO;
DERWENT;
IBM_TDB

OR

ON

2015/03/11
21:23

S22

464164

HO1M$.cpc.

US-PGPUB;
USPAT;
USOCR;
FPRS; EPO;
JPO;
DERWENT;
IBM_TDB

OR

ON

2015/03/11
21:24

S23

632

S22 and carbon near4 nanotube with
function$7

US-PGPUB;
USPAT;
USOCR;
FPRS: EPO;
JPO;
DERWENT;
IBM_TDB

OR

ON

2015/03/11
21:24

S24

35

carbon near4 nanotube same oxidation
near2 level

US-PGPUB;
USPAT;
USOCR;
FPRS; EPO;
JPO;
DERWENT;
IBM_TDB

OR

ON

2015/03/11
21:25

S25

18

5§22 and S24

US-PGPUB;
USPAT;
USOCR;
FPRS; EPO;
JPO;
DERWENT;
IBM_TDB

OR

ON

2015/03/11
21:25

S26

S11 and S24

US-PGPUB;
USPAT;
USOCR,;
FPRS; EPO;
JPO;
DERWENT;
IBM_TDB

OR

ON

2015/03/11
21:26

S30

"7070753".pn.

US-PGPUB;
USPAT

OR

ON

2015/03/11
21:33

S31

S12 and carbon near4 nanotube with
lithium near5 salt

US-PGPUB;
USPAT;
USOCR,;
FPRS; EPO;
JPO;
DERWENT;

OR

ON

2015/03/11
22:35

file:///C/Users/pstuckey/Documents/e-Red%20Folder/13529797/EASTSearchHistory.13529797_AccessibleVersion.htm[8/1/2018 3:32:30 PM]
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jiBM_TDB

S32

35

S22 and carbon near4 nanotube with
lithium near5 salt

US-PGPUB;
USPAT;
USOCR,;
FPRS; EPO;
JPO;
DERWENT;
IBM_TDB

OR

ON

2015/03/11

22:36

S33

S22 and carbon near4 nanotube with
lithium near5 salt with weight

US-PGPUB;
USPAT;
USOCR,;
FPRS; EPO;
JPO;
DERWENT;
IBM_TDB

OR

ON

2015/03/ 11
22:36

S34

29

S22 and carbon near4 nanotube same
lithium nearb salt same (weight ratio)

US-PGPUB;
USPAT;
USOCR;
FPRS; EPO;
JPO;
DERWENT;
IBM_TDB

OR

ON

2015/03/11
22:39

S35

S12 and carbon near4 nanotube same
lithium near5 salt same (weight ratio)

US-PGPUB;
USPAT;
USOCR;
FPRS; EPO;
JPO;
DERWENT;
IBM_TDB

OR

ON

2015/03/11
22:39

$40

("20110104551" | "7070753" |
"20110311876" | "20110311876" |
"20100176337" | "20100159331").PN.

US-PGPUB;
USPAT

OR

ON

2016/01/21
18:06

S42

("8808909" "8968924" "9065132").PN.

US-PGPUB;
USPAT

OR

ON

$43

15

"25335609".FMID.

US-PGPUB;
USPAT;
FPRS

OR

ON

2016/01/22
0821 s
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

BEFORE THE PATENT TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

Ex parte CLIVE P. BOSNYAK and KURT W. SWOGGER

Appeal 2017-008091
Application 13/529,797
Technology Center 1700

Before AVELYN M. ROSS, BRIAN D. RANGE, and
DEBRA L. DENNETT, Administrative Patent Judges.

ROSS, Administrative Patent Judge.
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DECISION ON APPEAL'!
Appellants? appeal under 35 U.S.C. § 134(a) from a rejection of
claims 1-4, 67, and 10-21. We have jurisdiction under 35 U.S.C. § 6(b).

An oral hearing was held on June 14, 2018.°
We REVERSE.

STATEMENT OF THE CASE
The subject matter on appeal relates to a lithium ion batteries using
discrete carbon nanotubes, methods for production thereof and products
obtained therefrom. Claim 1, reproduced below, is illustrative of the

claimed subject matter:

1. A composition useful for lithium ion batteries comprising:

discrete, non-agglomerated, and exfoliated carbon
nanotubes having a surface and mixtures of ion active materials
comprising migratable ions said materials comprising crystals or
layers of lithium 1on active material, wherein a ratio of lithium
ion to other total ions in the ion active materials is at least 2:1 to
25:1, and wherein the discrete carbon nanotubes have crystals or
layers of lithium ion active material ionically attached to their
surface and wherein the discrete carbon nanotubes comprise
oxidized species selected from the group consisting of

! In our Decision we refer to the Specification filed June 21, 2012 as
amended September 24, 2015 (“Spec.”), the Final Office Action appealed
from dated August 19, 2016 (“Final Act.”), the Appeal Brief filed January
24,2017 (“Appeal Br.”), the Examiner’s Answer dated March 10, 2017
(“Ans.”) and the Reply Brief filed May 9, 2017 (“Reply Br.”).

2 Appellants identify the real party in interest as Molecular Rebar Design,
LLC. Appeal Br. 2. Appellants also state “[a]nother interested party is
licensee Black Diamond Structures, LLC which is a joint venture between
Molecular Rebar Design, LLC and SABIC.” Id.

3 A written transcript of the oral hearing will be entered into the record when
the transcript is made available.
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carboxylic, ketone, or hydroxyl functionalities, and wherein the
discrete carbon nanotubes have an aspect ratio of 10 to 500 and
oxidation levels from 1% to 15% by weight of the carbon
nanotube.

Appeal Br. 17 (Claims App’x).

REJECTIONS

The Examiner maintains the following rejections®:

A. Claims 1-4 and 10-21 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C.
§ 103(a) as unpatentable over Li in view of Niu. Final Act.
5-6.

B.  Claims 6 and 7 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as
unpatentable over Li in view of Niu and in further view of
Zhamu. Id. at 18.

Appellants seek our reversal of Rejections A—B. Appeal Br. 8.
Appellants argue rejections A and B together, and argue independent claims
1,10, 11, and 12 as a group. See id. Because the basis for our reversal—
i.e., Li fails to teach “discrete, non-agglomerated, and exfoliated carbon
nanotubes” as claimed—is common to all claims®, we focus our discussion

of the prior art rejections on claim 1.

4 The Examiner withdraws the nonstatutory double patenting rejection over
US 8,808,909. Ans. 3. Appellants filed a terminal disclaimer on March 10,
2017, disclaiming the terminal portion of this application which would
extend beyond the expiration date of US 8,968,924 (“the 924 patent).
Therefore, the nonstatutory double patenting rejection over the ’924 patent is
moot. See Terminal Disclaimer dated March 10, 2017.

5 Claim 12 relates to “uniformly dispersible oxidized, non-agglomerated, and
exfoliated carbon nanotubes.” Appeal Br. 19 (Claims App’x).

3
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OPINION

The Examiner rejects claim 1 (among others) as obvious over Li in
view of Niu. Final Act. 6. Relevant to claim 1, the Examiner finds that Li
teaches all aspects of claim 1, except that Li “does not teach the oxidized
species, aspect ratio, and oxidation level of the carbon nanotubes.” Id. at 7.
But, the Examiner finds that Niu similarly teaches disassembled discrete
carbon nanotubes that have “an aspect ratio of 5 or greater” and “the discrete
carbon nanotubes comprise oxidized species selected from the group
consisting of carboxylic, ketone, or hydroxyl functionalities.”® Id. The
Examiner reasons that one skilled in the art would have selected the claimed
oxidized species of carbon nanotubes “because Niu discloses that an
increase in oxygen content can also improve density of the material” and
further, that the aspect ratio taught by Niu would be desired “for binding the
materials in the electrode.” Id. The Examiner further determines that “the
ionically attached surface of discrete carbon nanotubes having layers of
lithium ion active material ionically attached to their surface” would be
expected in the prior art because the structure and composition of the prior
art is the same as claimed. /d. at 8.

Appellants raise two arguments: (1) Li fails to teach a composition
having lithium ions and therefore cannot describe a lithium ion active
material ionically attached to the surface of the carbon nanotubes (Appeal

Br. 9-11) and (2) Li fails to suggest “discrete, non-agglomerated, and

6 We observe that the Examiner states that Niu “teaches disassembled
(disentangled) discrete carbon nanotubes,” but we do not understand the
Examiner to rely upon this particular finding in the rejection of claims 14,
67, and 10-21. See Final Act. 6.
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exfoliated” carbon nanotubes (/d. at 12). Because we agree with Appellants’
second argument, we do not reach the first argument.

Appellants contend that Li does not teach “discrete, non-
agglomerated, and exfoliated carbon nanotubes” and explain that the SEM
images relied upon by the Examiner do not show individual dispersed tubes
in Li. Appeal Br. 12. Appellants further assert that the Examiner’s
interpretation of “discrete, non-agglomerated, and exfoliated carbon
nanotubes” based on the SEM image is broad enough to include
“agglomerated, entangled, non-individualized nanotubes,” and is therefore,
unreasonable. /d. at 13. Appellants further disagree with the Examiner’s
position (Final Act. 6), that “because [the nanotubes] are dispersed in the
composite cathode slurry mixture” they are “discrete, non-agglomerated, and
exfoliated carbon nanotubes,” as being conclusory. Reply Br. 6.

The preponderance of the evidence supports Appellants’ position. As
Appellants explain (Reply Br. 5), Li’s SEM images support their position
that the Li reference fails to teach “discrete, non-agglomerated, and
exfoliated carbon nanotubes” because “one cannot even ascertain two ends
of even a single nanotube due to the agglomeration and entanglement of the
nanotubes.” Id. Further, Li describes Figure 2 as showing “a piece of
MWCNTs connected to LiFePO, particles in series and countless MWCNTs
interlaced all particles together to form a three-dimensional network of
wiring,” and therefore suggests that the carbon nanotubes are bundled or
agglomerated. Li 664 (emphasis added). The Examiner’s bare statement

that “L1 2006 further teaches discrete, non-agelomerated, and exfoliated

carbon nanotubes having a surface (MWCNTs with surfaces, see figure 2,

which are considered discrete and exfoliated as instantly claimed because
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they are dispersed in the composite cathode slurry mixture),” without more,
fails address Li’s express teaching that suggests bundling or agglomeration
of carbon nanotubes. Final Act. 6 (emphasis in original); see also Ans. 5
(same). Therefore, on this record, we do not sustain the Examiner’s

rejection.

CONCLUSION
Appellants identified a reversible error in the Examiner’s rejection of
claims 1-4 and 10-21 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as unpatentable over Li in
view of Niu.
Appellants identified a reversible error in the Examiner’s rejection of
claims 6 and 7 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as unpatentable over Li in view of

Niu and in further view of Zhamu.
DECISION
For the above reasons, the Examiner’s rejection of claims 1-4, 67,

and 1021 is reversed.

REVERSED
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USSN13/529,797 - HEARING CONFIRMATION DENA-0008(223156)

In all communications relating to this appeal, please identify the appeal by its number.

CHECK ONE:

(X) TELECT AN IN-PERSON HEARING AND CONFIRM ATTENDANCE IN DALLAS,
TEXAS (EFS-Web selection: Confirmation of Hearing by Appellant)

(X TELECT A TELEPHONIC HEARING - ATTENDANCE CONFIRMED (EFS-Web
selection: Confirmation of Hearing by Appellant)

( )TELECT A VIDEO HEARING - ATTENDANCE CONFIRMED (EFS-Web selection:
Confirmation of Hearing by Appellant)

( )TELECT TO WAIVE HEARING ATTENDANCE (EFS-Web selection: Waiver of Hearing
by Appellant)

To aid the oral hearings staff in scheduling hearing rooms, please indicate the total

number of participating and observing attendees if more than three are expected:

To aid the judges in determining whether any conflicts exist that may require a recusal, please
list in the 'Comments' section the names of any additional person(s) who will be participating in
the oral hearing. (Upon arrival at the USPTO Hearing Room 155 in Dallas, Texas, all persons
presenting arguments must sign in at the Usher's desk.)

Comments/Special Requests: i )
The client, Stephen P. Krupp for MRD, wishes to attend the hearing

via telephone @ 573-317-4336.

Gregory L. Porter 40131
Typed or Printed Name of Attorney/Agent/Appellant Registration No.
/Gregory L. Porter/ 2018-04-17
Signature of Attorney/Agent/Appellant Date

The 'Hearings' section of the PTAB webpage it/ wivw. ispio.gov/paients-amnlication.
process/patent-trial-and-appeal-board/hearings provides additional information about oral
hearings.

Please direct other inquiries to the PTAB Hearings Clerk at 571-272-9797.
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The United States Patent and Trademark Office

PATENT TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

Appeal No: 2017-008,091
ANDREWS KURTH KENYON LLP Appellant: Clive P. Bosnyak, et al.
600 TRAVIS STREET Application No: 13/529,797
SUITE 4200 Hearing Room: E
HOUSTON, TX 77002 Hearing Docket: A
Hearing Date: Thursday, June 14, 2018
Hearing Time: 09:00 AM
Location: USPTO

Hearing Room 155
207 South Houston Street
Dallas, Texas 75242

NOTICE OF HEARING - DALLAS, TEXAS
RESPONSE REQUIRED WITHIN 21 DAYS

Your attention is directed to 37 CFR § 41.47. The above identified appeal will be heard by
the Patent Trial and Appeal Board on the date indicated. Hearings will commence at the time set,
and as soon as the argument in one appeal is concluded, the succeeding appeal will be taken up.
The time allowed for argument is 20 minutes unless additional time is requested and approved
before the argument commences. If the application involved in this appeal has been
published, the hearing will be open to the public.

CONFIRMATION OF ATTENDANCE OR WAIVER OF THE HEARING IS REQUIRED
WITHIN 21 DAYS OF THE MAILING DATE OF THIS NOTICE. Failure to respond may
subject Appellant(s) to waiver of the oral hearing. If Appellant is no longer interested in having
an oral hearing, Appellant must still file a waiver of oral hearing with the Board. This allows the
panel to promptly act on the appeal without waiting for the oral hearing date.

Confirmation or waiver of the hearing should be indicated by completing the form below and
returning it to the Board. This form may be filed with the Board by any one of the following
three alternative methods:

1. Via the USPTO Electronic Filing System (EFS) at
hitp.//www.uspto.gov/patents/process/file/efs/
2. PREFERRED: Facsimile transmitted to: The USPTO Central fax number (official copy):

(571) 273-8300 and the PTAB Hearing fax number (courtesy copy): (571) 273-9797.

3. By mail at the PTAB mailing address: Patent Trial and Appeal Board
United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.0. BOX 1450
Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450
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To aid the judges in determining whether any conflicts exist that may require a recusal, please
list in the 'Comments' section the names of any additional person(s) who will be participating in
the oral hearing. (Upon arrival at the USPTO Hearing Room 155 in Dallas, Texas, all persons
presenting arguments must sign in at the Usher's desk.)

Comments/Special Requests:

Typed or Printed Name of Attorney/Agent/Appellant Registration No.

Signature of Attorney/Agent/Appellant Date

AR AR © IS
W W LSHTO, 80V, Lon

The 'Hearings' section of the PTAB webpage iy Migation
o patent-trial-ar ard/hearings provides additional information about oral

™

hearings.

Please direct other inquiries to the PTAB Hearings Clerk at 571-272-9797.
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.USpLo.gov

APPLICATION NO. FILING DATE FIRST NAMED INVENTOR | ATTORNEY DOCKETNO. | CONFIRMATION NO. |
13/529,797 06/21/2012 Clive P. Bosnyak DENA-0008 (223156) 1004
130577 7590 05/16/2017
EXAMINER
ANDREWS KURTH KENYON LLP | |
600 Travis Street STUCKEY, PHILIP A
Suite 4200
Houston, TX 77002 | ART UNIT | PAPER NUMBER |
1723
| NOTIFICATION DATE | DELIVERY MODE |
05/16/2017 ELECTRONIC

Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding.
The time period for reply, if any, is set in the attached communication.

Notice of the Office communication was sent electronically on above-indicated "Notification Date" to the
following e-mail address(es):

patenttrademarks @ andrewskurth.com

PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07)
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Page 1

United States Patent and Trademark Office

Under Secretary of Commerce for Intellectual Property and
Director of the United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

www.usplo.gov

ANDREWS KURTH KENYON LLP

600 TRAVIS STREET Appeal No:  2017-008091
SUITE 4200 Application: 13/529,797
HOUSTON, TX 77002 Appellant:  Clive P. Bosnyak et al.

Patent Trial and Appeal Board Docketing Notice

Application 13/529,797 was received from the Technology Center at the Board on May 12, 2017
and has been assigned Appeal No: 2017-008091.

In all future communications regarding this appeal, please include both the application number
and the appeal number.

The mailing address for the Board is:

PATENT TRIAL and APPEAL BOARD
UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
P.O. BOX 1450
ALEXANDRIA, VIRGINIA 22313-1450

Telephone inquiries can be made by calling 571-272-9797 and referencing the appeal number
listed above.

By order of the Patent Trial and Appeal Board.

EMS
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DOCKET NO. 223156 (MREOOSNP)

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

IN RE APPLICATION OF: Clive P. Bosnyak ART UNIT: 1723
SERIAL NO.: 13/529,797 EXAMINER: Phillip A.
Stuckey

CONFIRMATION NO.: 1004
FILING DATE: June 21, 2012

FOR: LITHIUM ION BATTERIES USING DISCRETE CARBON NANOTUBES,
METHODS FOR PRODUCTION THEREOF AND PRODUCTS OBTAINED THEREFROM

REPLY BRIEF TO MARCH 10, 2017 EXAMINER ANSWER

COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS
PO BOX 1450
ALEXANDRIA, VA 22313-1450

SIR:

Responsive to the March 10, 2017 Examiner Answer, entry of the following timely filed

Appeal Brief is respectfully requested. Any fee required for appeal forwarding, the request for

oral argument, the notice of appeal, extension of time, entry of this paper or the appeal brief, or

to avoid abandonment of this application, may be charged to Deposit Account No. 50-0897

referencing attorney docket no. 223156 (MREQO8SNP). USPTO officials are invited to call the

undersigned attorney Gregory L. Porter at 713-220-4621, if a telephone call could help resolve

any item.

Reply Arguments begin on page 2.

HOU:3786035.1
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REPLY BRIEF TO MARCH 10, 2017 EXAMINER’S ANSWER

The Examiner’s Answer states the Applicant and declarant have not considered the Li
reference “‘as a whole” when concluding there can be no ionic attachment between the nanotube
surface and active material in the cathode. Perhaps it is not entirely clear where in the course of
administrative advocacy mere hyperbole, exaggeration, and exuberance become flat out
falsehoods. However, suffice it to say that in this instance, the statement about Applicant not
considering the reference “as a whole” earns multiple Pinocchio’s.

Dr. Finlayson’s declaration detailed precisely why there could be no ions formed in
making the cathode and therefore no ionic attachment occurring in the one and only Li paragraph
cited in the Office Action. Dr. Finlayson then expressly stated, “Based on this description and
the other teachings of Li an ordinarily skilled person in the art would understand that Li’s
MWCNTs do not have any form of lithium ion active material (or anything else) ionically
attached to their surface.” (Finlayson Decl., para. 4, emphasis added). Thus, the reference “as a
whole” was considered in the unrebutted evidence of record.

Basic patent law requires that “when an examiner relies on a scientific theory,
evidentiary support for the existence and meaning of that theory must be provided.”
(MPEP 2144.02) “Rejections on obviousness cannot be sustained wifh mere conclusory
statements; instead, there must be some articulated reasoning with some rational underpinning
to support the legal conclusion of obviousness.” In re Kahn, 441 F.3d 977, 988 (Fed. Cir. 2006);
see also KSR, 550 U.S. at 418 (quoting Federal Circuit statement with approval). Moreover, as
MPEP 2144 states:

If applicant adequately traverses the examiner’s assertion of official notice, the

examiner must provide documentary evidence in the next Office action if the

rejection is to be maintained. See 37 CFR 1.104(c)(2). See also Zurko, 258 F.3d at
1386, 59 USPQ2d at 1697 ("[TThe Board [or examiner] must point to some

HOU:3786035.1
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concrete evidence in the record in support of these findings" to satisfy the

substantial evidence test). If the examiner is relying on personal knowledge to

support the finding of what is known in the art, the examiner must provide an

affidavit or declaration setting forth specific factual statements and explanation to

support the finding. See 37 CFR 1.104(d)(2).

The Examiner’s unsupported speculation (to the extent it can even be comprehended)
cannot be enough to sustain any of these rejections. As explained in detail below, there is simply
no evidentiary or explanatory support in the record (or anywhere else for that matter) to support

the Examiner’s misinterpretation that the Li reference can somehow have “carbon nanotubes

[that] have crystals or layers of lithium ion active material ionically attached to their surface” as

required by each independent claim.

L The Li Reference Expressly DOES NOT and CANNOT Have “Carbon Nanotubes
[that] have Crystals or Layers of Lithium Ion Active Material Ionically Attached to
their Surface” as Required by the Claims

Each independent claim expressly requires “carbon nanotubes [that] have crystals or

’

The Examiner’s

layers of lithium ion active material ionically attached to their surface.’
Answer now admits at page 4 what the E);aminer had not admitted previously. That is, Dr.
Finalayson is entirely correct that “ions will not form in in the NMP solvent employed in the Li
2008 prior art.” (See, Examiner Answer p.4 stating, “This point has not been argued by the
office.”). Accordingly, there is now no dispute that:

1) LiFeP0,does not dissolve in Li’s NMP solvent;

2) LiFeP04cannot form ions when mixed with the nanotubes; and

3) therefore, LiFeP0, cannot form ionic attachments of lithium ion active material

to nanotubes when making the cathode of the Li reference.
Despite the recent new admission the Examiner’s Answer still somehow concludes on

page 6 that: “it is expected that the prior art teaches” that “carbon nanotubes have crystals or

HOU:3786035.1 3
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layers of lithium ion active material ionically attached to their surface.” It is unclear what the
basis for this “expectation” could be since the Examiner Answer does not explain what
temperature, pressure, solvent, and/or other reaction conditions could cause this conjectural ionic
bonding between LiFePO, and nanotube surfaces to occur in the Li reference.

In contrast, the instant specification describes that one way to form the ionic attachments
to the surface of the nanotubes is to employ oxidized carbon nanotubes with solutions that do
form ions. (See, e.g., Example 2 of instant specification). When conducted in this manner as
claimed (as opposed to mixing without forming ions like Li) an 18.6X improvement is seen in
resistance. (See Table 1 of instant specification).

1L The Examiner Answer’s Explanation (or Lack Thereof) Pertaining to the Li
Reference Further Confirms that the Rejections Are Improper

Instead of addressing the declaration and peer-reviewed evidence Applicant provided or
providing counter evidence or some explanation of how the claimed ionic bonding occurs,
Examiner’s Answer simply refers to the “steps that expose the multiwalled carbon nanotubes /
LiPO4 to electrolyte LiPFs in the ethyl methyl carbon dimethyl carbonate” and then blames
Applicant for not addressing those steps through “arguments or declaration.”

How can Applicant address a reference to a step when there is no explanation or rationale
provided as to how the given step could somehow lead to the claimed “carbon nanotubes [that]

have crystals or layers of lithium ion active material ionically attached to their surface”? The

fact that a step may cause “cathodic reduction” or “charge transfer of ionic species” in a battery
does not remotely suggest to a skilled artisan that bonding is occurring much more bonding that
would lead to the the precisely claimed “carbon nanotubes [that] have crystals or layers of

lithium ion active material iomically attached to their surface.” All batteries (with or without

nanotubes and with or without lithium ion active material) may have cathodic reduction.

HOU:3786035.1 4
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However, not all batteries have the claimed “carbon nanotubes [that] have crystals or layers of

lithium ion active material jonically attached to their surface.” This is shown in Applicant’s

own examples wherein Comparative Example 1 and inventive Example 2 both have carbon
nanotubes and LiFePO,. However, Comparative Example 1 does not have the claimed ionic
attachment while inventive Example 2 does have it. The battery with the claimed ionic
attachment has an 18.6X improvement in performance over the one like the Li reference that
does not.

On this point another Pinocchio appears in the Examiner’s Answer on page 5:

The applicant’s arguments presented in the Appeal Brief are prima faice (sic)

flawed. Point 3 on page 11 states that [in regard to Li] “LiFeP04 cannot form

ionic attachments of lithium ion active material.” Pending claim 3 positively

claims that the lithium metal salt is LiFeP0O, Based on claim analysis alone, one

would reasonably expect that LiFeP04 can form ionic attachments of lithium ion

active material.
As described above with respect to Comparative Example 1 and inventive Example 2 just

because a battery has both nanotubes and LiFeP0, does not mean that it has the claimed “carbon

nanotubes [that] have crystals or layers of lithium ion active material ionically attached to their

surface.” It is the Examiner’s logic that is prima facie flawed. The rejection regarding Li should
be overturned since the suggested combination cannot and does not teach each element of
independent Claims 1, 10, 11, and 12.

III.  LiDoes not Teach or Suggest Discrete, Non-Agglomerated, and Exfoliated Carbon
Nanotubes as Required by the Claims

The Li reference does not teach or suggest the claimed “discrete, non-agglomerated, and
exfoliated carbon nanotubes” which is confirmed by Li’s own SEM images below. In fact, one
cannot even ascertain two ends of even a single nanotube due to the agglomeration and

entanglement of the nanotubes.

HOU:3786035.1 5
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Al Tail

Figure 2 of Li showing non-discrete, agglomerated carbon nanotubes

The sole explanation provided for the Office Action’s conclusory BRI assertion is thét
the nanotubes of Li “are considered discrete and exfoliated as instantly claimed because they are
dispersed in the composite cathode slurry mixture.” (Office Action page 6). The relevant portion
of Li states:

“The cathode slurry was prepared by mixing LiFePO4, polyvinylidone difluoride
(PVDF) and acetylene black or MWCNTs in the weight ratio of 90:5:5 in N-methyl-2-
pyrrolidone (NMP) solvent.” (Li, page 664).

There is no scientific evidence or explanation provided in the Office Action as to how
mere “mixing” of LiFePO4, polyvinylidone difluoride (PVDF) and MWCNTs would somehow
change the agglomerated nanotubes to “discrete, non-agglomerated, and exfoliated” as is
required by the claims. In sum, an ordinarily skilled artisan, upon seeing Li, Figure 2, would
immediately understand that the nanotubes of Li are not “discrete, non-agglomerated, and
exfoliated” as is required by the claims.

IV.  Conclusion
The Examiner has failed to meet the Appellant’s clear challenge in the opening brief to

provide “some articulated reasoning with some rational underpinning to support the legal

HOU:3786035.1 6
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conclusion of obviousness.” In re Kahn, 78 USPQ2d 1329, 1336 (Fed. Cir. 2006). All rejections

should be withdrawn and the claims allowed. |

Respectfully submitted,

/Gregory L. Porter/
Registration No. 40,131

May 10, 2017

Andrews Kurth LLP

600 Travis, Suite 4200
Houston, Texas 77002
713/220-4621 (office)
713/238-7169 (facsimile)
Pat-tmk @andrewskurth.com

HOU:3786035.1 7
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PTO/AIA/32 (03-13)

Approved for use through 03/31/2013. OMB 0651-0031

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office; U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Under the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays a valid OMB control number.

Docket Number (Optional)

REQUEST FOR ORAL HEARING BEFORE

THE PATENT TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD MREOOSNP/223156

| hereby certify that this correspondence is being facsimile In re Application of

transmitted to the USPTO, EFS-Web transmitted to the USPTO, or Clive P. Bosnyak

deposited with the United States Postal Service with sufficient Application Number Filed

postage in an envelope addressed to "Commissioner for Patents, P.O. | 13/529,797 2012-086-21

Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450" [37 CFR 1.8(a)] For

on - | Lithium lon Batteries Using Discrete Carbon Nanotubes...
Signature Art Unit Examiner

Typed or printed name 1723 Phl”lp A. Stuckey

Applicant hereby requests an oral hearing before the Patent Trial and Appeal Board in the appeal of the above-identified application.

The fee for this Request for Oral Hearing is (37 CFR 41.20(b)(3)) ¢ 1,300.00

Applicant asserts small entity status. See 37 CFR 1.27. Therefore, the fee shown above is reduced
by 50%, and the resulting fee is: ¢ 650.00

D Applicant certifies micro entity status. See 37 CFR 1.29. Therefore, the fee shown above is reduced
by 75%, and the resulting fee is: S
Form PTO/SB/15A or B or equivalent must either be enclosed or have been submitted previously

D A check in the amount of the fee is enclosed.
D Payment by credit card. Form PTO-2038 is attached.
D The Director has already been authorized to charge fees in this application to a Deposit Account.

The Director is hereby authorized to charge any fees which may be required, or credit any overpayment
to Deposit Account No. 50-0897

Payment made via EFS-Web.

D A petition for an extension of time under 37 CFR 1.136(b) (PTO/SB/23 or equivalent) is enclosed.
For extensions of time in reexamination proceedings, see 37 CFR 1.550.

WARNING: Information on this form may become public. Credit card information should not be included
on this form. Provide credit card information and authorization on PTO-2038.

lam the

I:l applicant attorney or agent of record D attorney or agent acting under 37 CFR 1.34
Registration number 40131 Registration number

signature /Gregory L. Porter/

Typed or printed name Gregory L. Porter

Telephone Number 713.220.4621
Date May 9, 2017

NOTE: This form must be signed in accordance with 37 CFR 1.33. See 37 CFR 1.4 for signature requirements and certifications. Submit multiple
forms if more than one signature is required, see below*.

* Total of 1 forms are submitted.

This collection of information is required by 37 CFR 41.20(b)(3). The information is required to obtain or retain a benefit by the public which is to file (and by the
USPTO to process) an application. Confidentiality is governed by 35 U.S.C. 122 and 37 CFR 1.11, 1.14 and 41.6. This collection is estimated to take 12 minutes to
complete, including gathering, preparing, and submitting the completed application form to the USPTO. Time will vary depending upon the individual case. Any
comments on the amount of time you require to complete this form and/or suggestions for reducing this burden, should be sent to the Chief Information Officer,
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office, U.S. Department of Commerce, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450. DO NOT SEND FEES OR COMPLETED FORMS TO THIS
ADDRESS. SEND TO: Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450.

If you need assistance in completing the form, call 1-800-PT0-9199 and select option 2.
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Privacy Act Statement

The Privacy Act of 1974 (P.L. 93-579) requires that you be given certain information in connection
with your submission of the attached form related to a patent application or patent. Accordingly,
pursuant to the requirements of the Act, please be advised that: (1) the general authority for the
collection of this information is 35 U.S.C. 2(b)(2); (2) furnishing of the information solicited is voluntary;
and (3) the principal purpose for which the information is used by the U.S. Patent and Trademark
Office is to process and/or examine your submission related to a patent application or patent. If you do
not furnish the requested information, the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office may not be able to
process and/or examine your submission, which may result in termination of proceedings or
abandonment of the application or expiration of the patent.

The information provided by you in this form will be subject to the following routine uses:

1. The information on this form will be treated confidentially to the extent allowed under the
Freedom of Information Act (5 U.S.C. 552) and the Privacy Act (5 U.S.C 552a). Records from
this system of records may be disclosed to the Department of Justice to determine whether
disclosure of these records is required by the Freedom of Information Act.

2. A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, in the course of
presenting evidence to a court, magistrate, or administrative tribunal, including disclosures to
opposing counsel in the course of settlement negotiations.

3. A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Member of
Congress submitting a request involving an individual, to whom the record pertains, when the
individual has requested assistance from the Member with respect to the subject matter of the
record.

4. A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a contractor of the
Agency having need for the information in order to perform a contract. Recipients of
information shall be required to comply with the requirements of the Privacy Act of 1974, as
amended, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552a(m).

5. A record related to an International Application filed under the Patent Cooperation Treaty in
this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the International Bureau of the
World Intellectual Property Organization, pursuant to the Patent Cooperation Treaty.

6. A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to another federal
agency for purposes of National Security review (35 U.S.C. 181) and for review pursuant to
the Atomic Energy Act (42 U.S.C. 218(c)).

7. A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the Administrator,
General Services, or his/her designee, during an inspection of records conducted by GSA as
part of that agency’s responsibility to recommend improvements in records management
practices and programs, under authority of 44 U.S.C. 2904 and 2906. Such disclosure shall
be made in accordance with the GSA regulations governing inspection of records for this
purpose, and any other relevant (i.e., GSA or Commerce) directive. Such disclosure shall not
be used to make determinations about individuals.

8. A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the public after
either publication of the application pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 122(b) or issuance of a patent
pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 151. Further, a record may be disclosed, subject to the limitations of 37
CFR 1.14, as a routine use, to the public if the record was filed in an application which
became abandoned or in which the proceedings were terminated and which application is
referenced by either a published application, an application open to public inspection or an
issued patent.

9. Avrecord from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Federal, State,
or local law enforcement agency, if the USPTO becomes aware of a violation or potential
violation of law or regulation.
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Electronic Patent Application Fee Transmittal

Application Number:

13529797

Filing Date:

21-Jun-2012

Title of Invention:

LITHIUM ION BATTERIES USING DISCRETE CARBON NANOTUBES, METHODS
FOR PRODUCTION THEREOF AND PRODUCTS OBTAINED THEREFROM

First Named Inventor/Applicant Name:

Clive P. Bosnyak

Filer:

Gregory L. Porter/Jeanne Dunn

Attorney Docket Number:

DENA-0008 (223156)

Filed as Small Entity

Filing Fees for Utility under 35 USC111(a)

Description Fee Code Quantity Amount Sul:j—;l’g(tsa)l in

Basic Filing:
Pages:
Claims:
Miscellaneous-Filing:
Petition:
Patent-Appeals-and-Interference:

REQUEST FOR ORAL HEARING 2403 1 650 650

APPEAL FORWARDING FEE 2413 1 1000 1000
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Description Fee Code Quantity Amount SulL)j-s'I'g(tsa)l in
Post-Allowance-and-Post-Issuance:
Extension-of-Time:
Miscellaneous:
Total in USD ($) 1650
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Electronic Acknowledgement Receipt

EFS ID: 29161099
Application Number: 13529797
International Application Number:
Confirmation Number: 1004

Title of Invention:

LITHIUM ION BATTERIES USING DISCRETE CARBON NANOTUBES, METHODS
FOR PRODUCTION THEREOF AND PRODUCTS OBTAINED THEREFROM

First Named Inventor/Applicant Name:

Clive P. Bosnyak

Customer Number:

130577

Filer:

Gregory L. Porter/Jeanne Dunn

Filer Authorized By:

Gregory L. Porter

Attorney Docket Number:

DENA-0008 (223156)

Receipt Date: 09-MAY-2017
Filing Date: 21-JUN-2012
Time Stamp: 16:36:04

Application Type:

Utility under 35 USC 111(a)

Payment information:

Submitted with Payment yes
Payment Type DA
Payment was successfully received in RAM $1650

RAM confirmation Number

051017INTEFSW00003896500897

Deposit Account

Authorized User

The Director of the USPTO is hereby authorized to charge indicated fees and credit any overpayment as follows:
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File Listing:

Document .. . File Size(Bytes)/ Multi Pages
Document Description File Name . . .
Number Message Digest | Part/.zip| (if appl.)
119604
1 Reply Brief Filed ReplyBrief.pdf no 7
1f9cfda7b8078c253e963fad476442634ecd
beé
Warnings:
Information:
239485
2 Request for Oral Hearing RequestOralHearing.pdf no 2
b3e281e16440e66a66c3915100f28e89e864)
0dbb
Warnings:
Information:
32364
3 Fee Worksheet (SB06) fee-info.pdf no 2
93d9dfb8aBa3562ae2f6331d2c09974bc56|
10685
Warnings:
Information:
Total Files Size (in bytes)1 391453

This Acknowledgement Receipt evidences receipt on the noted date by the USPTO of the indicated documents,
characterized by the applicant, and including page counts, where applicable. It serves as evidence of receipt similar to a
Post Card, as described in MPEP 503.

New Applications Under 35 U.S.C. 111

If a new application is being filed and the application includes the necessary components for a filing date (see 37 CFR
1.53(b)-(d) and MPEP 506), a Filing Receipt (37 CFR 1.54) will be issued in due course and the date shown on this
Acknowledgement Receipt will establish the filing date of the application.

National Stage of an International Application under 35 U.S.C. 371

If a timely submission to enter the national stage of an international application is compliant with the conditions of 35
U.S.C. 371 and other applicable requirements a Form PCT/DO/EO/903 indicating acceptance of the application as a
national stage submission under 35 U.S.C. 371 will be issued in addition to the Filing Receipt, in due course.

New International Application Filed with the USPTO as a Receiving Office

If a new international application is being filed and the international application includes the necessary components for
an international filing date (see PCT Article 11 and MPEP 1810), a Notification of the International Application Number
and of the International Filing Date (Form PCT/RO/105) will be issued in due course, subject to prescriptions concerning
national security, and the date shown on this Acknowledgement Receipt will establish the international filing date of
the application.
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Application/Control No.

Applicant(s)/Patent under

Application Number Reexamination
Document Code - DISQ Internal Document — DO NOT MAIL
TERMINAL
DISCLAIMER X APPROVED [] DISAPPROVED

This patent is subject

Date Filed : 3/10/17 to a Terminal

Disclaimer
Approved/Disapproved by:
Felicia D. Roberts
8,968,924
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.USpLO.gov

APPLICATION NO. FILING DATE FIRST NAMED INVENTOR | ATTORNEY DOCKETNO. | CONFIRMATION NO. |
13/529,797 06/21/2012 Clive P. Bosnyak DENA-0008 (223156) 1004
130577 7590 03/10/2017
EXAMINER
ANDREWS KURTH KENYON LLP | |
600 Travis Street STUCKEY, PHILIP A
Suite 4200
Houston, TX 77002 | ART UNIT | PAPER NUMBER |
1723
| NOTIFICATION DATE | DELIVERY MODE |
03/10/2017 ELECTRONIC

Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding.
The time period for reply, if any, is set in the attached communication.

Notice of the Office communication was sent electronically on above-indicated "Notification Date" to the
following e-mail address(es):

patenttrademarks @ andrewskurth.com

PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07)
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"""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""" Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov

BEFORE THE PATENT TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

Application Number: 13/529,797
Filing Date: June 21, 2012
Appellant(s): BOSNYAK ET AL.

Gregory L. Porter
For Appellant

EXAMINER’S ANSWER

This is in response to the appeal brief filed 01/24/2017.
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Application/Control Number: 13/529,797 Page 2
Art Unit: 1723

(1) Grounds of Rejection to be reviewed on Appeal

Every ground of rejection set forth in the Office action dated 08/19/2016 from
which the appeal is taken is being maintained by the examiner except for the grounds of
rejection (if any) listed under the subheading “WITHDRAWN REJECTIONS.” New
grounds of rejection (if any) are provided under the subheading “NEW GROUNDS OF
REJECTION.”

The following ground(s) of rejection are applicable to the appealed claims as
recited in the final rejection:

Claim 1 is rejected on the ground of nonstatutory double patenting as being
unpatentable over claims 1-5 of U.S. Patent No. 8,968,924.

*Note, the applicant has indicted on page 4 of the Appeal Brief that a terminal
disclaimer has been file for US Patents 8,808,909 and 8,968,924; however, only one
terminal disclaimer appears on the record for US Patent 8,808,909, and therefore, the

provisional rejection over US Patent 8,968,924 remains herein.

*Note, the applicant has indicted on page 4 of the Appeal Brief that Claims 1-4
and 10-21 are rejected “... in further view of Zhamu ‘337”. This statement is an
inaccurate reflection of the record as the rejection of claims 1-4 and 10-21 do not rely
upon Zhamu '337; the grounds of prior art rejection are noted in the final rejection and
as follows:

Claims 1-4 and 10-21 are rejected under pre-AlA 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being

unpatentable over Li et al., A novel network composite cathode of LiFePO4/multiwalled
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Application/Control Number: 13/529,797 Page 3
Art Unit: 1723

carbon nanotubes with high rate capability for lithium ion batteries, Electrochemistry
Communications, Volume 9, Issue 4, April 2007, Pages 663-666, herein referred to as
“Li 2006” in view of Niu et al., US 7,070,753 B2, herein referred to as Niu ‘753.

Claims 6 and 7 are rejected under pre-AlA 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being
unpatentable over Li 2006 in view of Niu ‘753 and in further view of Zhamu et al., US

2010/0176337 A1, herein referred to as Zhamu ‘337.

WITHDRAWN REJECTIONS

The following grounds of rejection are not presented for review on appeal
because they have been withdrawn by the examiner:

The nonstatutory double patenting rejection over US 8,808,909 is withdrawn due
to the filing of the corresponding terminal disclaimer on 01/24/2017.

The terminal disclaimer filed on 01/24/2017 disclaiming the terminal portion of
any patent granted on this application which would extend beyond the expiration date of
US Patent 8,808,909 has been reviewed and is accepted. The terminal disclaimer has

been recorded.

(2) Response to Argument

The applicant through recent prosecution has argued (as noted on page 8 1% line
of the appeal brief) that “to ‘ionically attach’ requires ions”. As discussed in the
prosecution history, numerous interviews, and as discussed herein, The Office

disagrees with the arguments.
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Application/Control Number: 13/529,797 Page 4
Art Unit: 1723

The primary prior art reference, Li 2008, is directed toward a lithium ion battery
with multiwalled carbon nanotubes and LiFePO, as a cathode material; this point alone
goes directly against the applicant’s argument that the “Li reference does not have

lithium ions" per page 8 of the appeal brief.

Furthermore, as noted in the prosecution history, the declarations are defective in
response to Argument A on page 8 of the Appeal Brief. Toward point 1 of Argument A
directed toward the 05/18/2016 Declaration of Finlayson, Finlayson indicated that ions
will not form in the NMP solvent employed in the Li 2008 prior art. This point has not
been argued by the office, but rather that the Li 2008 reference has not been
considered as a whole in the declaration or arguments, and that other process and
manufacturing steps of producing the lithium ion battery of the Li 2008 prior art would
expectantly result in the claimed “ionically attached structure”. For example, the
applicant has not addressed through arguments or the declaration, the steps that
expose the multiwalled carbon nanotubes / LiFePQOy4 to electrolyte: LiPFe, in the ethyl
methyl carbon / dimethyl carbonate; it is well known that an electrolyte in a lithium
ion battery, as used by Li 2008, is intended to conduct ions (emphasis added).
Furthermore, the Li 2009 charges and discharges the resulting cathode contains
multiwalled carbon nanotubes / LiFePO4 causing cathodic reduction (see page 665 of Li
2008), which involves charge transfer of ionic species. This point directly aligns with

L]

Dr. Finlayson’s axiom that” “[a]n ordinarily skilled artisan understands that for ionic

attachment to occur there necessarily needs to be ions present”. The applicant has not

considered the prior art as a whole.
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Toward point 2 of Argument A directed toward Li not teaching discrete, non-
agglomerated, and exfoliated carbon nanotubes; this argument is not persuasive. The
micrograph of Li 2008 reproduced in the Appeal Brief and reproduced below clearly
teaches the discrete, non-agglomerated, and exfoliated carbon nanotubes and certainly
teaches the claimed limitations when one gives a broadest reasonable interpretation to

discrete, non-agglomerated, and exfoliated carbon nanotubes as shown below.

Furthermore, the applicant’s arguments presented in the Appeal Brief are prima
faice flawed. Point 3 on page 11 states that "LiFePO," cannot form ionic attachments of
lithium ion active material". Pending claim 3 positively claims that the lithium metal salt
is LiFePQO,4. Based on claim analysis alone, one would reasonably expect that LiFePO,
can form ionic attachments of lithium ion active material. This argument is therefore

moot.
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For these reasons, it is expected that the prior art teaches the instantly claimed
composition useful for lithium ion batteries claiming among other aspects discrete, non-
agglomerated, and exfoliated carbon nanotubes and the discrete carbon nanotubes
have crystals or layers of lithium ion active material ionically attached to their surface as
discussed above and as discussed throughout the prosecution history.

For the above reasons, it is believed that the rejections should be sustained.
Respectfully submitted,

/Philip A. Stuckey/
Examiner, Art Unit 1723

/MILTON | CANO/
Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 1723

Conferees:

/RICHARD CRISPINO/
Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 1700

/MILTON | CANO/

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 1723

Requirement to pay appeal forwarding fee. In order to avoid dismissal of the instant
appeal in any application or ex parte reexamination proceeding, 37 CFR 41.45 requires
payment of an appeal forwarding fee within the time permitted by 37 CFR 41.45(a),
unless appellant had timely paid the fee for filing a brief required by 37 CFR 41.20(b) in

effect on March 18, 2013.
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PTO/AIA/26 (04-14)

Approved for use through 07/31/2016. OMB 0651-0031

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office; U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Under the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays a valid OMB control number.

TERMINAL DISCLAIMER TO OBVIATE A DOUBLE PATENTING Docket Number (Optional)
REJECTION OVER A “PRIOR” PATENT DENA-0008 (223156)

In re Application of: Clive P. Bosnyak
Application No.: 13/529,797

Filed: 2012-06-21

For: Lithium lon Batteries Using Discrete Carbon Nanotubes, Methods for Production Thereof and Products Obtained Therefrom

The applicant, Molecular Rebar Design, LLC owner of 100 percent interest in the instant application hereby
disclaims, except as provided below, the terminal part of the statutory term of any patent granted on the instant application which would extend|
beyond the expiration date of the full statutory term of prior patent No. 8.968.924 as the term of said prior patent is presently
shortened by any terminal disclaimer. The applicant hereby agrees that any patent so granted on the instant application shall be enforceable
only for and during such period that it and the prior patent are commonly owned. This agreement runs with any patent granted on the instant
application and is binding upon the grantee, its successors or assigns.

In making the above disclaimer, the applicant does not disclaim the terminal part of the term of any patent granted on the instant application
that would extend to the expiration date of the full statutory term of the prior patent, “as the term of said prior patent is presently shortened by
any terminal disclaimer," in the event that said prior patent later:

expires for failure to pay a maintenance fee;

is held unenforceable;

is found invalid by a court of competent jurisdiction;

is statutorily disclaimed in whole or terminally disclaimed under 37 CFR 1.321;

has all claims canceled by a reexamination certificate;

is reissued; or

is in any manner terminated prior to the expiration of its full statutory term as presently shortened by any terminal disclaimer.

Check either box 1 or 2 below, if appropriate.

1. |:| The undersigned is the applicant. Ifthe applicant is an assignee, the undersigned is authorized to act on behalf of the assignee.

| hereby acknowledge that any willful false statements made are punishable under 18 U.S.C. 1001 by fine or imprisonment of hot more
than five (5) years, or both.

2. The undersigned is an attorney or agent of record. Reg. No._40131

/Gregory L. Porter/ 2017-03-10
Signature Date

Gregory L. Porter
Typed or printed name

713.220.4614
Title Telephone Number

Terminal disclaimer fee under 37 CFR 1.20(d) included.

WARNING: Information on this form may become public. Credit card information should not
be included on this form. Provide credit card information and authorization on PTO-2038.

This collection of information is required by 37 CFR 1.321. The information is required to obtain or retain a benefit by the public which is to file (and by the USPTO
to process) an application. Confidentiality is governed by 35 U.S.C. 122 and 37 CFR 1.11 and 1.14. This collection is estimated to take 12 minutes to complete,
including gathering, preparing, and submitting the completed application form to the USPTO. Time will vary depending upon the individual case. Any comments
on the amount of time you require to complete this form and/or suggestions for reducing this burden, should be sent to the Chief Information Officer, U.S. Patent
and Trademark Office, U.S. Department of Commerce, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450. DO NOT SEND FEES OR COMPLETED FORMS TO THIS
ADDRESS. SEND TO: Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450.

If you need assistance in completing the form, call 1-800-PTO-9199 and select option 2.
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Privacy Act Statement

The Privacy Act of 1974 (P.L. 93-579) requires that you be given certain information in connection
with your submission of the attached form related to a patent application or patent. Accordingly,
pursuant to the requirements of the Act, please be advised that: (1) the general authority for the
collection of this information is 35 U.S.C. 2(b)(2); (2) furnishing of the information solicited is voluntary;
and (3) the principal purpose for which the information is used by the U.S. Patent and Trademark
Office is to process and/or examine your submission related to a patent application or patent. If you do
not furnish the requested information, the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office may not be able to
process and/or examine your submission, which may result in termination of proceedings or
abandonment of the application or expiration of the patent.

The information provided by you in this form will be subject to the following routine uses:

1.

The information on this form will be treated confidentially to the extent allowed under the
Freedom of Information Act (5 U.S.C. 552) and the Privacy Act (5 U.S.C 552a). Records from
this system of records may be disclosed to the Department of Justice to determine whether
disclosure of these records is required by the Freedom of Information Act.

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, in the course of
presenting evidence to a court, magistrate, or administrative tribunal, including disclosures to
opposing counsel in the course of settlement negotiations.

A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Member of
Congress submitting a request involving an individual, to whom the record pertains, when the
individual has requested assistance from the Member with respect to the subject matter of the
record.

A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a contractor of the
Agency having need for the information in order to perform a contract. Recipients of
information shall be required to comply with the requirements of the Privacy Act of 1974, as
amended, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552a(m).

A record related to an International Application filed under the Patent Cooperation Treaty in
this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the International Bureau of the
World Intellectual Property Organization, pursuant to the Patent Cooperation Treaty.

A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to another federal
agency for purposes of National Security review (35 U.S.C. 181) and for review pursuant to
the Atomic Energy Act (42 U.S.C. 218(c)).

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the Administrator,
General Services, or his/her designee, during an inspection of records conducted by GSA as
part of that agency’s responsibility to recommend improvements in records management
practices and programs, under authority of 44 U.S.C. 2904 and 2906. Such disclosure shall
be made in accordance with the GSA regulations governing inspection of records for this
purpose, and any other relevant (i.e., GSA or Commerce) directive. Such disclosure shall not
be used to make determinations about individuals.

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the public after
either publication of the application pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 122(b) or issuance of a patent
pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 151. Further, a record may be disclosed, subject to the limitations of 37
CFR 1.14, as a routine use, to the public if the record was filed in an application which
became abandoned or in which the proceedings were terminated and which application is
referenced by either a published application, an application open to public inspection or an
issued patent.

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Federal, State,
or local law enforcement agency, if the USPTO becomes aware of a violation or potential
violation of law or regulation.
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Electronic Patent Application Fee Transmittal

Application Number: 13529797

Filing Date: 21-Jun-2012

Title of Invention:

LITHIUM ION BATTERIES USING DISCRETE CARBON NANOTUBES, METHODS
FOR PRODUCTION THEREOF AND PRODUCTS OBTAINED THEREFROM

First Named Inventor/Applicant Name: Clive P.Bosnyak
Filer: Gregory L. Porter
Attorney Docket Number: DENA-0008 (223156)

Filed as Large Entity

Filing Fees for Utility under 35 USC111(a)

Description Fee Code Quantity Amount Sul:j—;l’g(tsa)l in
Basic Filing:
Pages:
Claims:

Miscellaneous-Filing:

Petition:

Patent-Appeals-and-Interference:

Post-Allowance-and-Post-Issuance:

Extension-of-Time:
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Description Fee Code Quantity Amount SulL)j-s'I'g(tsa)l in
Miscellaneous:
STATUTORY OR TERMINAL DISCLAIMER 1814 1 160 160
Total in USD ($) 160
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Electronic Acknowledgement Receipt

EFS ID: 28600748

Application Number: 13529797

International Application Number:

Confirmation Number: 1004

LITHIUM ION BATTERIES USING DISCRETE CARBON NANOTUBES, METHODS

Title of Invention: FOR PRODUCTION THEREOF AND PRODUCTS OBTAINED THEREFROM

First Named Inventor/Applicant Name: Clive P. Bosnyak
Customer Number: 130577
Filer: Gregory L. Porter

Filer Authorized By:

Attorney Docket Number: DENA-0008 (223156)
Receipt Date: 10-MAR-2017
Filing Date: 21-JUN-2012
Time Stamp: 17:40:19
Application Type: Utility under 35 USC 111(a)

Payment information:

Submitted with Payment yes

Payment Type DA

Payment was successfully received in RAM $160

RAM confirmation Number 031317INTEFSW00004395500897

Deposit Account

Authorized User

The Director of the USPTO is hereby authorized to charge indicated fees and credit any overpayment as follows:
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File Listing:

Document .. . File Size(Bytes)/ Multi Pages
Document Description File Name . . .
Number Message Digest | Part/.zip| (if appl.)
141448
1 Terminal Disclaimer Filed TD_US8968924.pdf no 2
139c3c6a2985bc68a 3d4fa83958d1049f0e2|
2d8d
Warnings:
Information:
30593
2 Fee Worksheet (SB06) fee-info.pdf no 2
912579f800707d721d812832a4d1254a16b)|
be3s7
Warnings:
Information:
Total Files Size (in bytes):l 172041

This Acknowledgement Receipt evidences receipt on the noted date by the USPTO of the indicated documents,
characterized by the applicant, and including page counts, where applicable. It serves as evidence of receipt similar to a
Post Card, as described in MPEP 503.

New Applications Under 35 U.S.C. 111

If a new application is being filed and the application includes the necessary components for a filing date (see 37 CFR
1.53(b)-(d) and MPEP 506), a Filing Receipt (37 CFR 1.54) will be issued in due course and the date shown on this
Acknowledgement Receipt will establish the filing date of the application.

National Stage of an International Application under 35 U.S.C. 371

If a timely submission to enter the national stage of an international application is compliant with the conditions of 35
U.S.C. 371 and other applicable requirements a Form PCT/DO/EO/903 indicating acceptance of the application as a
national stage submission under 35 U.S.C. 371 will be issued in addition to the Filing Receipt, in due course.

New International Application Filed with the USPTO as a Receiving Office

If a new international application is being filed and the international application includes the necessary components for
an international filing date (see PCT Article 11 and MPEP 1810), a Notification of the International Application Number
and of the International Filing Date (Form PCT/RO/105) will be issued in due course, subject to prescriptions concerning
national security, and the date shown on this Acknowledgement Receipt will establish the international filing date of
the application.

70
Samsung Ex. 1002, Page 70 of 574
Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., et al. v. Molecular Rebar Design, LLC
IPR2025-00359



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.USpLO.gov

APPLICATION NO. FILING DATE FIRST NAMED INVENTOR | ATTORNEY DOCKETNO. | CONFIRMATION NO. |
13/529,797 06/21/2012 Clive P. Bosnyak DENA-0008 (223156) 1004
130577 7590 012712017
EXAMINER
ANDREWS KURTH KENYON LLP | |
600 Travis Street STUCKEY, PHILIP A
Suite 4200
Houston, TX 77002 | ART UNIT | PAPER NUMBER |
1723
| NOTIFICATION DATE | DELIVERY MODE |
01/27/2017 ELECTRONIC

Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding.
The time period for reply, if any, is set in the attached communication.

Notice of the Office communication was sent electronically on above-indicated "Notification Date" to the
following e-mail address(es):

patenttrademarks @ andrewskurth.com

PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07)
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Application No. Applicant(s)
, . , 13/529,797 BOSNYAK ET AL.
Applicant-Initiated Interview Summary
Examiner Art Unit
Philip A. Stuckey, PhD 1723

All participants (applicant, applicant’s representative, PTO personnel):

(1) Philip A. Stuckey. (3)Greq Porter/ Steve Krupp.
(2) Milton Cano. (4)Malcolm Finlayson.

Date of Interview: 12 January 2017.

Type: X Telephonic [ Video Conference
[] Personal [copy given to: [Japplicant  [] applicant's representative]

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: [] Yes X No.
If Yes, brief description:
Issues Discussed [J101 [J112 [J102 X103 [XOthers
(For each of the checked box(es) above, please describe below the issue and detailed description of the discussion)
Claim(s) discussed: 1 and 3.

Identification of prior art discussed: of record.

Substance of Interview
(For each issue discussed, provide a detailed description and indicate if agreement was reached. Some topics may include: identification or clarification of a
reference or a portion thereof, claim interpretation, proposed amendments, arguments of any applied references etc...)

See Continuation Sheet.

Applicant recordation instructions: The formal written reply to the last Office action must include the substance of the interview. (See MPEP
section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, applicant is given a non-extendable period of the longer of one month or
thirty days from this interview date, or the mailing date of this interview summary form, whichever is later, to file a statement of the substance of the
interview

Examiner recordation instructions: Examiners must summarize the substance of any interview of record. A complete and proper recordation of the
substance of an interview should include the items listed in MPEP 713.04 for complete and proper recordation including the identification of the
general thrust of each argument or issue discussed, a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed regarding patentability and the
general results or outcome of the interview, to include an indication as to whether or not agreement was reached on the issues raised.

[J Attachment
/Philip A. Stuckey/ /MILTON | CANO/
Examiner, Art Unit 1723 Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 1723

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office
PTOL-413 (Rev. 8/11/2010) Interview Summary Paper No. 20170112
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Summary of Record of Interview Requirements

Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (MPEP), Section 713.04, Substance of Interview Must be Made of Record
A complete written statement as to the substance of any face-to-face, video conference, or telephone interview with regard to an application must be made of record in the
application whether or not an agreement with the examiner was reached at the interview.

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews
Paragraph (b)

In every instance where reconsideration is requested in view of an interview with an examiner, a complete written statement of the reasons presented at the interview as
warranting favorable action must be filed by the applicant. An interview does not remove the necessity for reply to Office action as specified in §§ 1.111, 1.135. (35 U.S.C. 132)

37 CFR §1.2 Business to be transacted in writing.
All business with the Patent or Trademark Office should be transacted in writing. The personal attendance of applicants or their attorneys or agents at the Patent and
Trademark Office is unnecessary. The action of the Patent and Trademark Office will be based exclusively on the written record in the Office. No attention will be paid to
any alleged oral promise, stipulation, or understanding in relation to which there is disagreement or doubt.

The action of the Patent and Trademark Office cannot be based exclusively on the written record in the Office if that record is itself
incomplete through the failure to record the substance of interviews.

It is the responsibility of the applicant or the attorney or agent to make the substance of an interview of record in the application file, unless
the examiner indicates he or she will do so. It is the examiner’s responsibility to see that such a record is made and to correct material inaccuracies
which bear directly on the question of patentability.

Examiners must complete an Interview Summary Form for each interview held where a matter of substance has been discussed during the
interview by checking the appropriate boxes and filling in the blanks. Discussions regarding only procedural matters, directed solely to restriction
requirements for which interview recordation is otherwise provided for in Section 812.01 of the Manual of Patent Examining Procedure, or pointing
out typographical errors or unreadable script in Office actions or the like, are excluded from the interview recordation procedures below. Where the
substance of an interview is completely recorded in an Examiners Amendment, no separate Interview Summary Record is required.

The Interview Summary Form shall be given an appropriate Paper No., placed in the right hand portion of the file, and listed on the
“Contents” section of the file wrapper. In a personal interview, a duplicate of the Form is given to the applicant (or attorney or agent) at the
conclusion of the interview. In the case of a telephone or video-conference interview, the copy is mailed to the applicant’s correspondence address
either with or prior to the next official communication. If additional correspondence from the examiner is not likely before an allowance or if other
circumstances dictate, the Form should be mailed promptly after the interview rather than with the next official communication.

The Form provides for recordation of the following information:

— Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number)

—Name of applicant

—Name of examiner

—Date of interview

—Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal)

—Name of participant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel, etc.)

—An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted

— An identification of the specific prior art discussed

— Anindication whether an agreement was reached and if so, a description of the general nature of the agreement (may be by
attachment of a copy of amendments or claims agreed as being allowable). Note: Agreement as to allowability is tentative and does
not restrict further action by the examiner to the contrary.

—The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview (if Form is not an attachment to a signed Office action)

It is desirable that the examiner orally remind the applicant of his or her obligation to record the substance of the interview of each case. It
should be noted, however, that the Interview Summary Form will not normally be considered a complete and proper recordation of the interview
unless it includes, or is supplemented by the applicant or the examiner to include, all of the applicable items required below concerning the
substance of the interview.

A complete and proper recordation of the substance of any interview should include at least the following applicable items:

1) A brief description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted,

2) an identification of the claims discussed,

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed,

4) an identification of the principal proposed amendments of a substantive nature discussed, unless these are already described on the

Interview Summary Form completed by the Examiner,

5) a brief identification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner,

(The identification of arguments need not be lengthy or elaborate. A verbatim or highly detailed description of the arguments is not
required. The identification of the arguments is sufficient if the general nature or thrust of the principal arguments made to the
examiner can be understood in the context of the application file. Of course, the applicant may desire to emphasize and fully
describe those arguments which he or she feels were or might be persuasive to the examiner.)

6) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed, and

7) if appropriate, the general results or outcome of the interview unless already described in the Interview Summary Form completed by

the examiner.

Examiners are expected to carefully review the applicant’s record of the substance of an interview. If the record is not complete and
accurate, the examiner will give the applicant an extendable one month time period to correct the record.

Examiner to Check for Accuracy

If the claims are allowable for other reasons of record, the examiner should send a letter setting forth the examiner’s version of the
statement attributed to him or her. If the record is complete and accurate, the examiner should place the indication, “Interview Record OK” on the
paper recording the substance of the interview along with the date and the examiner’s initials.
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Continuation Sheet (PTOL-413) Application No. 13/529,797

Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an
agreement was reached, or any other comments:

In addition to Mr. Gregory Porter and Mr. Steve Krupp, Dr. Malcolm Finlayson whom authored one of the 05/18/2016
declarations, joined the conversation. Dr. Finlayson extensively described the declaration with reference to Table 8 and
the NMP solubility in water; Dr. Finlayson referred to the Li 2006 mixture as an ad mixture and coined as such since
there was no bonding in the mixture; Finlayson further reiterating that the LiFePO4 does not dissolve in NMP as
discussed in the declaration and as linked to the Li '2006 reference of record and indicated that there was a stark
difference shown. Examiner Stuckey clearly indicated that this aspect has been considered; as noted in the Final
Rejection, the declaration did not address all aspects of the Li '2006 reference with sufficient evidence to overcome the
rejection; there are other method steps that do involve ionic species; those steps have not been addressed. After
some discussion, the questions that where then asked by the examiners from the previous conversation and had not
been answered: How do the ionic bonds in the instant disclosure form? And would other steps of Li '2006 (that were
not addressed in the Declaration) form any type of ionic bonding?

It was again noted by the examiners that at this point that there is no submitted evidence that addresses all steps of the
Li reference and that the process of the preparation of the carbon nanotubes with the composition appears to be
critical; the examiners explained that the scope of the claim requires the following elements in the composition: the
discrete carbon nanotubes having crystals or layers ionically attached to their surface and that based on the scope of
the claims, the ion active materials and the exfoliated carbon nanotubes mixed together would meet the scope of the
claim as there is lacking a clear claim element to distinguish how the ionic bonding would occur or how it would not
occur in the prior art. Dr. Finlayson and the applicant's representative again asserted that the NMP cannot make the
ionically attached aspect; Dr. Finlayson indicated that there needs to be an ionic aspect present, i.e. aqueous solution,
for ionic bonding to occur. It was again indicated by the examiners that the scope of the claim does not recite such
elements, i.e. aqueous dispersion, and that one of ordinary skill would expect the composition to be taught by the
references of record.

Examiner Stuckey noted that at this point in prosecution, this discussion was the first instance that the applicant had
explained the process of ionic bonding and further indicated that there was no written disclosure of those steps critical
to form an ionic bond. Dr. Finlayson's comments were that the aqueous dispersion was needed, the applicant's
representative indicated that the process was not critical. Finlayson indicated that LiFePO4 is made in an aqueous
process in the instant disclosure. Examiner Stuckey indicated that the prior art search was not conducted in such a
fashion that limited mixtures of ion active materials (LiFePO4) in aqueous solution with carbon nanotubes. The
applicant's representative could not understand how that strategy would not be considered in a search; it was clearly
explained that the claims (and even the specification) did not warrant that search strategy.

No agreements were reached and it is expected that the applicant will file an appeal brief.
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PTO/SB/26

Doc Code: DIST.E.FILE U.S. Patent and Trademark Office

Document Description: Electronic Terminal Disclaimer - Filed Department of Commerce
Electronic Petition Request TERMINAL DISCLAIMER TO OBVIATE A DOUBLE PATENTING REJECTION OVER A

“PRIOR” PATENT

Application Number 13529797

Filing Date 21-Jun-2012

First Named Inventor Clive Bosnyak
Attorney Docket Number DENA-0008 (223156)

Title of Invention

LITHIUM ION BATTERIES USING DISCRETE CARBON NANOTUBES, METHODS FOR
PRODUCTION THEREOF AND PRODUCTS OBTAINED THEREFROM

< Filing of terminal disclaimer does not obviate requirement for response under 37 CFR 1.111 to outstanding
Office Action

This electronic Terminal Disclaimer is not being used for a Joint Research Agreement.

Owner Percent Interest

MOLECULAR REBAR DESIGN, LLC 100%

The owner(s) with percent interest listed above in the instant application hereby disclaims, except as provided below, the
terminal part of the statutory term of any patent granted on the instant application which would extend beyond the expiration
date of the full statutory term of prior patent number(s)

8808909

as the term of said prior patent is presently shortened by any terminal disclaimer. The owner hereby agrees that any patent so
granted on the instant application shall be enforceable only for and during such period that it and the prior patent are commonly
owned. This agreement runs with any patent granted on the instant application and is binding upon the grantee, its successors
or assigns.

In making the above disclaimer, the owner does not disclaim the terminal part of the term of any patent granted on the instant
application that would extend to the expiration date of the full statutory term of the prior patent, "as the term of said prior patent
is presently shortened by any terminal disclaimer,” in the event that said prior patent later:

- expires for failure to pay a maintenance fee;

- is held unenforceable;

- is found invalid by a court of competent jurisdiction;

- is statutorily disclaimed in whole or terminally disclaimed under 37 CFR 1.321;

- has all claims canceled by a reexamination certificate;

- is reissued; or

- is in any manner terminated prior to the expiration of its full statutory term as presently shortened by any terminal disclaimer.

@ Terminal disclaimer fee under 37 CFR 1.20(d) is included with Electronic Terminal Disclaimer request.
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O | certify, in accordance with 37 CFR 1.4(d)(4), that the terminal disclaimer fee under 37 CFR 1.20(d)
required for this terminal disclaimer has already been paid in the above-identified application.

Applicant claims the following fee status:

(® Small Entity
(O Micro Entity

(O Regular Undiscounted

| hereby declare that all statements made herein of my own knowledge are true and that all statements made on information and
belief are believed to be true; and further that these statements were made with the knowledge that willful false statements and
the like so made are punishable by fine or imprisonment, or both, under Section 1001 of Title 18 of the United States Code and
that such willful false statements may jeopardize the validity of the application or any patent issued thereon.

THIS PORTION MUST BE COMPLETED BY THE SIGNATORY OR SIGNATORIES

| certify, in accordance with 37 CFR 1.4(d)(4) that | am:

® An attorney or agent registered to practice before the Patent and Trademark Office who is of record in
this application

Registration Number 40131

(O Asoleinventor

O A joint inventor; | certify that | am authorized to sign this submission on behalf of all of the inventors as evidenced by the
power of attorney in the application

(O Ajointinventor; all of whom are signing this request

Signat
gnature /Gregory L. Porter/

Name Gregory L. Porter

*Statement under 37 CFR 3.73(b) is required if terminal disclaimer is signed by the assignee (owner).
Form PTO/SB/96 may be used for making this certification. See MPEP § 324.
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Electronic Patent Application Fee Transmittal

Application Number:

13529797

Filing Date:

21-Jun-2012

Title of Invention:

LITHIUM ION BATTERIES USING DISCRETE CARBON NANOTUBES, METHODS
FOR PRODUCTION THEREOF AND PRODUCTS OBTAINED THEREFROM

First Named Inventor/Applicant Name:

Clive P. Bosnyak

Filer:

Gregory L. Porter/Jeanne Dunn

Attorney Docket Number:

DENA-0008 (223156)

Filed as Small Entity

Filing Fees for Utility under 35 USC111(a)

. . . Sub-Total in
Description Fee Code Quantity Amount USD(S$)
Basic Filing:
STATUTORY OR TERMINAL DISCLAIMER 2814 1 160 160

Pages:

Claims:

Miscellaneous-Filing:

Petition:

Patent-Appeals-and-Interference:

Post-Allowance-and-Post-Issuance:
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Description Fee Code Quantity Amount SulL)j-s'I'g(tsa)l in
Extension-of-Time:
Miscellaneous:
Total in USD ($) 160
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Doc Code: DISQ.E.FILE
Document Description: Electronic Terminal Disclaimer — Approved

Application No.: 13529797
Filing Date: 21-Jun-2012

Applicant/Patent under Reexamination: ~ Bosnyak

Electronic Terminal Disclaimer filed on January 24,2017

X APPROVED

This patent is subject to a terminal disclaimer

1 DISAPPROVED

Approved/Disapproved by: Electronic Terminal Disclaimer automatically approved by EFS-Web

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office

79
Samsung Ex. 1002, Page 79 of 574
Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., et al. v. Molecular Rebar Design, LLC
IPR2025-00359



Electronic Acknowledgement Receipt

EFS ID: 28149843
Application Number: 13529797
International Application Number:
Confirmation Number: 1004

Title of Invention:

LITHIUM ION BATTERIES USING DISCRETE CARBON NANOTUBES, METHODS
FOR PRODUCTION THEREOF AND PRODUCTS OBTAINED THEREFROM

First Named Inventor/Applicant Name:

Clive P. Bosnyak

Customer Number:

130577

Filer:

Gregory L. Porter/Jeanne Dunn

Filer Authorized By:

Gregory L. Porter

Attorney Docket Number:

DENA-0008 (223156)

Receipt Date: 24-JAN-2017
Filing Date: 21-JUN-2012
Time Stamp: 14:12:03

Application Type:

Utility under 35 USC 111(a)

Payment information:

Submitted with Payment yes
Payment Type DA
Payment was successfully received in RAM $160

RAM confirmation Number

012517INTEFSW00000441500897

Deposit Account

Authorized User

The Director of the USPTO is hereby authorized to charge indicated fees and credit any overpayment as follows:
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File Listing:

Document .. . File Size(Bytes)/ Multi Pages
Document Description File Name . . .
Number Message Digest | Part/.zip| (if appl.)
33423
1 Electronic Terminal Disclaimer-Filed eTerminal-Disclaimer.pdf no 2
0562e8c3dcb9b3dde11511d43412178622f)
2a3c
Warnings:
Information:
30741
2 Fee Worksheet (SB06) fee-info.pdf no 2
595c087a3881429074edd6379100757476d
d705e
Warnings:
Information:
Total Files Size (in bytes):l 64164

This Acknowledgement Receipt evidences receipt on the noted date by the USPTO of the indicated documents,
characterized by the applicant, and including page counts, where applicable. It serves as evidence of receipt similar to a
Post Card, as described in MPEP 503.

New Applications Under 35 U.S.C. 111

If a new application is being filed and the application includes the necessary components for a filing date (see 37 CFR
1.53(b)-(d) and MPEP 506), a Filing Receipt (37 CFR 1.54) will be issued in due course and the date shown on this
Acknowledgement Receipt will establish the filing date of the application.

National Stage of an International Application under 35 U.S.C. 371

If a timely submission to enter the national stage of an international application is compliant with the conditions of 35
U.S.C. 371 and other applicable requirements a Form PCT/DO/EO/903 indicating acceptance of the application as a
national stage submission under 35 U.S.C. 371 will be issued in addition to the Filing Receipt, in due course.

New International Application Filed with the USPTO as a Receiving Office

If a new international application is being filed and the international application includes the necessary components for
an international filing date (see PCT Article 11 and MPEP 1810), a Notification of the International Application Number
and of the International Filing Date (Form PCT/RO/105) will be issued in due course, subject to prescriptions concerning
national security, and the date shown on this Acknowledgement Receipt will establish the international filing date of
the application.
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Electronic Patent Application Fee Transmittal

Application Number:

13529797

Filing Date:

21-Jun-2012

Title of Invention:

LITHIUM ION BATTERIES USING DISCRETE CARBON NANOTUBES, METHODS
FOR PRODUCTION THEREOF AND PRODUCTS OBTAINED THEREFROM

First Named Inventor/Applicant Name:

Clive P. Bosnyak

Filer:

Gregory L. Porter/Jeanne Dunn

Attorney Docket Number:

DENA-0008 (223156)

Filed as Small Entity

Filing Fees for Utility under 35 USC111(a)

Description Fee Code Quantity Amount Sul:j—;l’g(tsa)l in
Basic Filing:
Pages:
Claims:

Miscellaneous-Filing:

Petition:

Patent-Appeals-and-Interference:

Post-Allowance-and-Post-Issuance:

Extension-of-Time:
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Description Fee Code Quantity Amount SulL)j-s'I'g(tsa)l in
Miscellaneous:
STATUTORY OR TERMINAL DISCLAIMER 2814 1 160 160
Total in USD ($) 160
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Electronic Acknowledgement Receipt

EFS ID: 28150518

Application Number: 13529797

International Application Number:

Confirmation Number: 1004

LITHIUM ION BATTERIES USING DISCRETE CARBON NANOTUBES, METHODS

Title of Invention: FOR PRODUCTION THEREOF AND PRODUCTS OBTAINED THEREFROM

First Named Inventor/Applicant Name: Clive P. Bosnyak
Customer Number: 130577
Filer: Gregory L. Porter/Jeanne Dunn
Filer Authorized By: Gregory L. Porter
Attorney Docket Number: DENA-0008 (223156)
Receipt Date: 24-JAN-2017
Filing Date: 21-JUN-2012
Time Stamp: 14:32:11
Application Type: Utility under 35 USC 111(a)

Payment information:

Submitted with Payment no
File Listing:
Document ... . File Size(Bytes)/ Multi Pages
Number Document Description File Name Message Digest | Part/.zip| (if appl.)
30733
1 Fee Worksheet (SB06) fee-info.pdf no 2
b9183edebd456b9616bbb3e39c0036a2f3

625ce4

Warnings:
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Information:

Total Files Size (in bytes)1 30733

This Acknowledgement Receipt evidences receipt on the noted date by the USPTO of the indicated documents,
characterized by the applicant, and including page counts, where applicable. It serves as evidence of receipt similar to a
Post Card, as described in MPEP 503.

New Applications Under 35 U.S.C. 111
If a new application is being filed and the application includes the necessary components for a filing date (see 37 CFR

1.53(b)-(d) and MPEP 506), a Filing Receipt (37 CFR 1.54) will be issued in due course and the date shown on this
Acknowledgement Receipt will establish the filing date of the application.

National Stage of an International Application under 35 U.S.C. 371

If a timely submission to enter the national stage of an international application is compliant with the conditions of 35
U.S.C. 371 and other applicable requirements a Form PCT/DO/EO/903 indicating acceptance of the application asa
national stage submission under 35 U.S.C. 371 will be issued in addition to the Filing Receipt, in due course.

New International Application Filed with the USPTO as a Receiving Office

If a new international application is being filed and the international application includes the necessary components for
an international filing date (see PCT Article 11 and MPEP 1810), a Notification of the International Application Number
and of the International Filing Date (Form PCT/RO/105) will be issued in due course, subject to prescriptions concerning
national security, and the date shown on this Acknowledgement Receipt will establish the international filing date of
the application.
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Electronic Patent Application Fee Transmittal

Application Number:

13529797

Filing Date:

21-Jun-2012

Title of Invention:

LITHIUM ION BATTERIES USING DISCRETE CARBON NANOTUBES, METHODS
FOR PRODUCTION THEREOF AND PRODUCTS OBTAINED THEREFROM

First Named Inventor/Applicant Name:

Clive P. Bosnyak

Filer:

Gregory L. Porter/Jeanne Dunn

Attorney Docket Number:

DENA-0008 (223156)

Filed as Small Entity

Filing Fees for Utility under 35 USC111(a)

Description Fee Code Quantity Amount Sul:j—;l’g(tsa)l in
Basic Filing:
Pages:
Claims:

Miscellaneous-Filing:

Petition:

Patent-Appeals-and-Interference:

Post-Allowance-and-Post-Issuance:

Extension-of-Time:
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Description Fee Code Quantity Amount SulL)j-s'I'g(tsa)l in
Miscellaneous:
STATUTORY OR TERMINAL DISCLAIMER 2814 1 160 160
Total in USD ($) 160
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Electronic Acknowledgement Receipt

EFS ID: 28152988
Application Number: 13529797
International Application Number:
Confirmation Number: 1004

Title of Invention:

LITHIUM ION BATTERIES USING DISCRETE CARBON NANOTUBES, METHODS
FOR PRODUCTION THEREOF AND PRODUCTS OBTAINED THEREFROM

First Named Inventor/Applicant Name:

Clive P. Bosnyak

Customer Number:

130577

Filer:

Gregory L. Porter/Jeanne Dunn

Filer Authorized By:

Gregory L. Porter

Attorney Docket Number:

DENA-0008 (223156)

Receipt Date: 24-JAN-2017
Filing Date: 21-JUN-2012
Time Stamp: 15:59:44

Application Type:

Utility under 35 USC 111(a)

Payment information:

Submitted with Payment yes
Payment Type DA
Payment was successfully received in RAM $160

RAM confirmation Number

012517INTEFSW00002702500897

Deposit Account

Authorized User

The Director of the USPTO is hereby authorized to charge indicated fees and credit any overpayment as follows:
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File Listing:

Document Document Description File Name File Size(Bytes)/ Multi Pages
Number P Message Digest | Part/.zip| (if appl.)
30733
1 Fee Worksheet (SB06) fee-info.pdf no 2
2f60057d736ae9832f680ded997cab60al4|

886

Warnings:

Information:

Total Files Size (in bytes)1 30733

This Acknowledgement Receipt evidences receipt on the noted date by the USPTO of the indicated documents,
characterized by the applicant, and including page counts, where applicable. It serves as evidence of receipt similar to a
Post Card, as described in MPEP 503.

New Applications Under 35 U.S.C. 111

If a new application is being filed and the application includes the necessary components for a filing date (see 37 CFR
1.53(b)-(d) and MPEP 506), a Filing Receipt (37 CFR 1.54) will be issued in due course and the date shown on this
Acknowledgement Receipt will establish the filing date of the application.

National Stage of an International Application under 35 U.S.C. 371

If a timely submission to enter the national stage of an international application is compliant with the conditions of 35
U.S.C. 371 and other applicable requirements a Form PCT/DO/EO/903 indicating acceptance of the application as a
national stage submission under 35 U.S.C. 371 will be issued in addition to the Filing Receipt, in due course.

New International Application Filed with the USPTO as a Receiving Office

If a new international application is being filed and the international application includes the necessary components for
an international filing date (see PCT Article 11 and MPEP 1810), a Notification of the International Application Number
and of the International Filing Date (Form PCT/RO/105) will be issued in due course, subject to prescriptions concerning
national security, and the date shown on this Acknowledgement Receipt will establish the international filing date of
the application.
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DOCKET NO. 223156 (MEEOOSNP)

INTHE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMANK OQFFICE

IN BE APPLICATION OF: Clive P. Bosnyak ART IR 17233

SERIAL NG 13/528,797 EXAMINER: Phllip A
Ringkey

CONFIRMATION NOo 1004
FILING DATE: June 21, 2012

FOR: LITHIUM IO BATTERIES USING DISCRETE CARBON NANGQTURES,
METHODS FOR PRODUCTION THEREOF AND PRODUCTS OBTAINED THEREFROM

APPEAL BRIEF

COMMINSIONER FOR PATENTS
PO BOX 130
ALEXANDRIA, VA J2313-1450

SIR;

Responsive to the omstanding Official Action dated August 18, 2016, entry of the
fﬂilowﬁng timely filed Appeal Bricf ts respectludly requested. Any foe required for the notice of
appeal, exiension of time, eotry of this paper, or 1o -avoid shandonment of this application, may
be charged to Depdsit Account  No. S0-0887 refetencing attormey docket no. 2253156
{MREQORNP) The Bxaminer is fovited do call the undersigned attorney at 7132204621, if a

telephone call could help resolve any ftem.

FATEIEARL
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1. Beal Party in Iaierest
The real parly in wierest is the assignes of record, MOLECULAR REBAR DESIGN,
LLC. Another interested party Is Heensee BLACK DIAMOND STRUCTURES, LUC which ia s

Joint vemture between Molseudar Rebar Design, LLC wnd SARIC,
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1. Related Appealy and Duterfersness

There are prosenily 1o reloted appeials, wnseriorendes v irials,

st

HOLLEY

Xst
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B, Sistus of Clabms

Claims b=, 6-7, and 19221 we pending. Olaims 14 and 10-31 stand rejeciad under 35

USNC § 103 as obvious overthe primary relerence of L4 2006, in view of Niu 733 and 1

further view of | "337 for reasons set forth on pages 5418 of the Office Action. Claimz 8

and 7 stand rgjected under 35 LRR.CL§ 165 ax obvious over L2008, noviow of Nbu 733, and in
further view of Zhanw *337 for reasons set fuath on page 18 of the Office Action.

A terminal disclaimer was filed therehy mooting the nonsteiutory double patenting

rejections aver LLE Patent Noa, & 808,909 and 8,968,924 deseribed on pages 21223 of the Office

Avtion,
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IV, Statux of Amendmaents

No amendments were filed atter the Fingl Office Action dated August 19, 2016,
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Y. Swmnvary of Claimed Subjeot Matter

Independent Clatm 1 is directed to a composition nseful for lithium ton batteries
comprisiog: diserete, noncagglomerated, and exibliated carbor nanotubes having a surface, and
mixtures of ton aclive materials comprising migratable ions said waterials comprising crystals or
layers of hivn fon active saterial, wherein a ratisy of Hildwn i to pther total fons in the on
aetive materials is at feast 201 0 25:1, and wheretn the discrete carbon panotubes have crystals or
bevers of Iifhdun fon active saterial londeally attached to thelr Suwetace and whisrein the disgrete
carbon nanotubes conprise oxidized species selecled from the group consisting of varboxylic,
ketong, or hydroxyl functionalities, and wherein the diserete earbon nanntubes have an aspect
ratier of 10 to SO0 and oxidation levels from 1%t 13% by weight of the cwrhon nasotube, Pargs.
[0009T-[00241, [0026], TO0401.

Independent Claim 10 iy divected 1o 8 composition usefl for lithium fon batteries,
comprising diserefe, nop-agelomerated, snd exfolinted carbon nanctubes having s surfsee, and
mixtires ofion achive materials comprising migratable tons said materials comprising covstals or
tavers of lithium lon active material, whersin A ratio of Hihium o 1o other total fons in the ion
gotive mraterials is at least 2:1 0 251, whersin the discrefe carbon remwtubes have crystads or
Pavers of ithiunh fon potive waterials onteally attached to thedy susface, and wherein the carbon

wasiotibes arg it d weight vatio of carbon anntubes o v salts of O35 1o 10% and whersin

the discrete carboy nanotubes comprise oxidized speries selected from the group comsisting of
garboxylic, ketone, or hydroxyd Bnctionalities, and whereln thesfisorete parbon manotubes have
an aspeet ratio of 1010 300 and oxidation fevels from Tt 1396 by weight ol the carbon
oanotabe. Parag, [H008I-0034 ) [0G26], [0040],

Independent Clatm 11 is dirpsted 10 a composition usefal for Hibdwm fon hattenes,
cosprising oxidized discrete, non-agglomersted, dnd exfbliated carbon nnptnbes havinga
surface, and mixtures of foat active malesiads comprising migratabls fong seid materials
comprising erysials or lsyers of Hihiuoy don active aaterial, whereined raticrof Btldum don i
cther tetal fons i the lon active materiala s at least 201 to 2501, whersin the diserete carbon
nanotubes bave crysials o layers of Hildum fon active matertads agached 1o thely surface, amt
wherain the carbonnanstubes are uniforntdy dispersed without clustering v g dintenston scale of
less than about 1 miicrometer and wherein the discrete carbon nanotubes gomprise oxidized

apecies selected frons the gronp consisting of carboxylie, ketone, or hydrogy! fusctionalities, and

HEOE

P
e
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wherein the diserete carbon nanotubes have an aspegt rtto of 10 o SO0 and oxidation Tevels
from 1% to 18% by weight of the carbon nanotube, Paras. [O009]-{0024], [0026), [00401
Incdependent Claim 12 e direeted 1o 2 composition for Hthiun lon batteries, comprising

wdformly dispersible oxidized | nov-agglomerated carbon nuvotubes having a swface, and

peg

N

siixtures of fon active materials comprising migratable fows said materials comprising crystals e
layers of Tihiunn s active ma&:.eriaL wheredy 2 ratio of lithtam fon i other ©tal oms in'the ion
active materials is at least 2:1 10 2 L and wherein the discrete carbon nansiubes have crystals o

layers of Hilium fon active waterials jonically sttached to their swrfice and wherein the diserete

carbon nanotubes comprise oxidized species selected from the group consisting of varboxyiic,
ketong, or hydeexyl fuetionalities, and wherein the diserete carbon nanotubes bave an sspect
ratio of 1010 300 sl oxidation fovels from 19 1o 18% by weight of the carbon nanotube: Parss
[BO0S1-{0024], [0025], [DU40L

HOU:
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V1. Argument

118 both axipmatic and slementary cheristry that 1o “lonieally atiach™ requires fons.
The record evidence s undisputed and unequivecal tha the prior @t references refied wpon by
the Hxaminer do not and cannet have jors prosent,  As such, the rejections ars technically and
fegally flawed and the clains should be allowed.

As Sworn Declerations and Peer Reviewsed Literature Uneguivocally Prove that
1A Doss Notand Cannot Have *Crysdals or Layers of Lithionm Yon Active
Muterial lonically Attached”™ to the Surluer of Nanotubes as Requived hy the

Clims
Claims 1«4, 67, and 1021 stand rejected as obvious over the privsary reference of Liet

al. (A novel network compusite wathode of LiFePOdimultiwalled carbon nanotubes with high

P

rate vapabiity for v ton batteries, Blevirochensdstry Communicationsy, %, Apedd 2007, pp.
663004, hevelnadier referred to az “L™) For the reaspns disouased below, these rejections are

teehnieally and legally flawed.

-

Independent Clatms 1, 10, 11 and 13 all rocite “discrete carbon nanotubes [that] have

&Y

crystaly o layers of Hthism jon active material innically aitached to their surfsee”™ This

e B

Himitstion iy alse incarporated Inte Claims 34, 6-7 and 13-21, which each depead respectively

iy

froroone of Claime 1, 10, 1 and 120 The use of Ld as o primary reference for thess rejestions 1s
echnically and legally fawed beoause of the following fact:

The L2 reference does not have fthivm fons.

Az & miatter of logie and science, it is simply not possible for there to be “lonically

sttached™ Hithdum 100 active material whers there are uo Hthtum Tons, Therefors, Ll cowof teach

NS

oy suggest erystals or lavers of Hthinae fon sctive material fenicelly attached 1o the surface of

’.’f)

ranetubes as regiived by the present olat
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As described below, the supporting declarations and thew sclentific reasoning that

evidencs thix Rundearnentel fact bave beon dmproperly {gnored tw concluzory thshion,
1. The Disclosure of Ld Does Mot Have Lithiton Ions Present, Therefore
L4 CUanpot Teach or Suggest “Yonicslly Altached” Crystals or Lavers
of Lithiunt low Active Material az Proven by Uneguivesal Reeard
Evidenes
The claims sequire disorete carbes nanttubes that “have orvstaly of Tavers of Bthiun ion

attive matevial jonically attached 0 dhelr surfaces™  The May 18, 2018 Declarstion of Dr.

Finlayson reviewsd the teachings of Ll and other Hterature and vnequivoeally conchuded that
even “an ordinarily shilled person in the srt would understand that Li's MWONTs do aet
fuave any form of lithinm ion active materisl {or anyihing dse) jonically atfached to their
surfaee” (Finlayson Decl,, para. 4} Do Pinlayson speeifically deseribed the selentific basis
anst provided indisputalie pesr-reviewsd evidénce in supiport of his conclusion that there could

not be Hihiuin fons present in LE and that L Swould aot result n carbon nanotubes with “orystals

or fayers of [hum fon active material fonieaily atiached to their surfies™ as reguived by

N

independent Clatms 1,10, 11, and 137 (Finlayson Deell, para. 3

First, I, Finlayson stated the logical and selentific axiom that “{aln ordinarily skilled
artisar understands that Yor fonde attackment 19 veear thers necesarily needs to be tons prisent™

{Finlayson Depl, park 3% This statomsnt has not and satwiot be disputed by the Examines,
Second, Dr. Fralayson stated that i Vs well-kown and destribed i the Heratuee™ {hat
“LIFePOy dues not dissobve in the solvent amployed in Ld, La., Nanethyl-Zepyrolidone (NMP)L

{Finlayson Becl, parn. 51 In snpport of this stabement, Dy Finlayson eited the peer revicwed

Hierature reference of “p. 204 of Nanoterhuology for Lithinoe-lon Batteries by Abu-Lebdeh et ol

$3%

stating, “we gan conclude that the LiFePUy does not react with this product INMPL™ (Finlayson

Brecl, para, 53 Therefore, Do Flnalyson covcluded that the mixing of LiFePQy and NMP

HOULATS
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“cortainly would mof result in carbon nanstubes with *orystads or layers aof lthiem ton
active material ionically sttached to thetr srofaed’ as reguived by udependent Claimy 1, 3,
Fand 127 (Finlayson Decl,, pava. 53

pe

In faol during the January 10ty and Jepparelith, 2017 imtesvicws with the USPIO
regrrding the present spplication, neither of the LSPTOs repredentatives disputed. D
Finfayson's explasation of the science regarding sither L or the instant apphication. Thersfors, it

remaing undisputed i the vecond thats

The Li refereiice does not have Dtlduns tons el canaal be fonically attached.

{nstead of gddressing the declsration aml pesr-reviewsd evidence provided or providing
sounter evidence, the Final Office Action sunply eifes to Li p. 664 last pavagraph and argues
withenst any fechuical support whatsoever that “LiFePOy of 14 2006 doss undergoe a process
which the lithiom fon active material of Li 2000 s oxpossd 1 a el eovirgmmgwt

1.

{LIPEJEMO/DMUC electrolyte) when the cathode slurry o applisd to the Al fpil™ However, the

L3 paragraph cited fn the Ofice Action i3 the same paragraph that Dy, Finksyson was meferring o
that uses an Mapethyl-2epyerolidons (KNMP) solvent and therefore adding the solids fo the
misture simply cansel roast with LiFePly fo form Hihluwm lons leading o donte sflachments.
That 35, there is no lithium ion active material &y requived by the cladms and thens can be no foute

sitsehinentin L

"1
~
j&]
E44
Fi.
-
Lo

firthe

tm 3
fesive,

The Fingl Office Action oitex to ' U's Fipure 2, sfating, “Li 2004
dizerste carbon sanotabes having layers of Bthiten don active matertal sitached 1o thelr surface,

see figwre 20 The Final (Hfice Action offers no support or reasoning for this conclusory

stafernent. Figuee 2 i sioply an SEM image of LiFePO/MWONTs, As e matter of fundaments!
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scientific principle, fons and glectrons are not visible in an 8EM image such ss Pigwe 2. Thus,
Figure 3 simply deoes not and cannot teach or suggest lonic atachment of any kind,
Accordingly, the urasbutted svidence proves that:
LiFePiy dosy not dissvive fa L% NME splvent;
2} thus, LiFe PO, connot form lithion fons; and
3} therefore, LiFePO; canmot forin lonic attachments of Tithivm jon active wmderial

Daring the January 11, 2817 interview with the UBPTO regarding the present application,

the USPTON: representatives sifergatively srgusd that the clatms were nol commensurgte in
seope with-the argoments, and that theclaim Janguage did not adequately distinguish o LE

£3

Hosvever, a8 can be seen by reading the present elaims, independent Claims 4 10, H and 12 all

o

recite “diserete carbon nanstubes [that] have orystaly o layers of Sl fon gcfive materiad

tosically atteched to thelr surbice™ (bold emphasiy added). Thercfore, given that the olaims

exphicily recite “Hihina fopr gotbee” ard “lomically attsehed” msterials, it s clogy tiat Tlatms 1,
Y Tand 12 are precisely commensurate In seops with the arpnents. Agaln, as gomaterof
undisputed fact Clatms 1, 180, 11 and 12 are adenuately distinguishable from Li because.

The LI reference dogx not have Lithon fons.

The

(‘)

seeondary reference of Niu does not remedy [47a deficiency as 1t doss not oviy relate

o . < < { v
o Hithinm fon sctive mutedals, Therelore, the claims carnot Beorendered abviony becange the

suggested combipation dogs ot aud cannet vield carbon nanotubey with “orystale or lavery of

Tih. Cﬁnw »”u, ton Iﬁﬁfh ic ?vaf‘i‘ wecsmﬁ J 1 2 (}3 w}us.h R.E*:m& 1o when the sinicture of a sefevence iz
MPEP secthnt s inspposite hurg whergin the

; *urw is \nh\mszi:'aiiv ehi}t‘s it f;om i i d c. w© ﬁm clalmed stnmturs %m Ang iopic

e hEEni W heregs; L3 aned Nine i e fave X:é's?msm Ipas, so therefors cannet have any londe sttachment

of any lhben inn Heve satenall

11
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Hrhium lon sctive material ionically atached Yo their surfaee™ s required by independsnt Claims

Z, Li Does not Teach ur Suggest Discrele, Non-Agglomerated, and
Exfolinted Carbon Nanntubes as Reguired by the Claims

Forthermere, the Final Office Action stales that the rejection relies upons the L relerence
as teaching nanctubes that we diserele; non-agglomersted, and exfoligted, This rejention ix alan
technicaily and legally Hawed,

In fact, the Ld reforence dogs not tesch o suggest the clabmed “disorete, note
aggplomerated, and exfoliated carbon namotubes™ in any way, This is confirmed, as shown below,
by La's owny SEMA mmg s whereln ong cannot aseeiain twn gnds of oven & single tanotube dus

tes the agglomeration and entanglement 6f the nanotubes.

Because the Li SEM images show agplomerated, entiogled nanotubes the Final Qffice
E & BE

Action resorts to asserting that somehow the Broadest Reasonable Interpretation (RRD) standasd

fpeany that Li feaches disorete, nonagglomersted, and exfolinted nanofubes. {Office Action,

'%

page 31 However, “fefven under the troadest reastmable interpretation, fa] constrociion cannal
A 1

N

b diverved from dhe specification and the record evidence, and must be consistent with the one

HOUITSR 12
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that those skiled in the art would reach”™ Microsuft Corp v Progyveoms, 789 F.34 1282, 1297
{Fed. Cly. 2015)

The Exsminer’s constraction that the claimed “discrste, non-agglomerated, and
exfolisted fanctubes” van Include agglomerated, entangled, non-individualized nanstubes
iy simply ast ressonable. These are mutnally exclusionary terms that cannot be considered
gonivalent iy any manier, _

The sole explanation provided for the (fice Action’s concluséry BRI assertion s that
the nanotubes of Li “are considered diserete and exfoliated as instantly clainsed becsuse they are
diapersed i the conposite cathode shivry mixture,™ (Office Action page 64 The relevant pertion

of Li'siates:

“The cathode shory was prepared By mixving LiFeP04. polyvinvlidone diffuoride

(BVDEY gud acenylene dlack op MWONTy {n the weight rotio of FEE I Nemertgid-
pyrrolidone (NMEP) sofvent, " (14, page 584

There 15 no sctentilic ovidence or explanation wovided in the Office Action as io how

mere “mixing” of LiFePO4, polyvinyhdone diffuoride (PVDEF) and MWONTs would somehow

)w 5

fead to the nsneiubes being “diserete, non-agglomerated, and exfbliated™ gouired by the

clatms.  The nctant specification elearly describes “distrete™ nanotubes in paragraph [004] as
being “individual aniformly dispersed tubes™ Eweny wadsy the BRI standard, 3 construction that
“diserute, non-agelomerated, snd exfoliated neootubes” can inelude sgplomerated, entongled,

sonsindividoalized nanctubes iy simply not reasonable

I sunr e ordinseily skilled 'm*%a: upon sesing L& Figwe 20 wopld immediately

Rl £

2y

understand that the nanotabes of L4 are not “diserste, non-agglonerated, and exfolisted” ag is

requiredd by e elaings,

et
Lol
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B. The Rejections Lack Logic, Sound Selentific Principle, and Evidentiary (Or
Any Other} Support

Applicant Is unaware of any authority that altows the URPTO to rely on unsupported

conclusory statements as growwdy for a refection when the conclusory statements are direetly

o

comradicted by record evidence of swomn declarations snd prer-reviewed lteratwe, As detalled
abovy; the rejectiony are not based on logle or sound scismific principls, which s contrary to the

suidance provided in the MPEP {ge¢ MPEP 2144021, The rationale t support & rejection under
35 UB.C. 103 may rely on logle and acund sclewmtific principle, Jn re Sofi, 317 F.2d 84, 137
USEQ 797 (CCPA 1963). However, the USPTO “may not, withowt some basis in logie or

solemtific pringiple, merely allege that such differences are clther obvipus or of ne patentable

o

signilicance and thereby force an appellant to prove conchasively that &t ds wrong”™

Apcordingly, when an expmingr relies on & seientific theory, evidentiay sapport for the
existence and meaing of that theory must be provided. fo e Grose, 392 F24 1161, 201 USPQ
FECOPA 1979) (Cowrt held that diffevert crvalad forms of zeolites wonld not hase heen
sinicturally obvions one from the other becanse there was no chamical theory supperting such a
conchwion. The known chemical relationship betwesn strocurally similer  compounds
thomologs, analogs, isomers) did sed suppert o fnding of privsa facls obvioususay of claimed
zeolite over the prior art hecause a zealite s not g compound but 8 mixtare of compounds relaied
to each other by @ particular crvstal atrpcturs. ).

The concluisery final rejeciions withow evidentiory suppost vinlate the above-deseribed
tasic tensts of examination procedire and should be withdrawn,  Moreover, the evidentiary
support provided by Applicant has, i fact proven conglpsively that the USPTO i wrong.

Accordingly, the claims should be deemed pateniable,

FEOEATER

“,i
b
-
"%

104
Samsung Ex. 1002, Page 104 of 574
Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., et al. v. Molecular Rebar Design, LLC
IPR2025-00359



L 8 The USPTO Has Improperly Maintamed The Rejectivay Despiie The
Undispuied Scientific Evidesce Hebutiing the USPTOs Pogition

MPEF 706,07 states that “examingrs should nol make hasty awd dlconcetved final
rejections, The applizant who is seeking 1o define by or her hwention in claims thay will give
i o her the palent profection fo which he or she w justly entitled should receive the
coopesation of the examiner o that end, and not be prematurely cut off in the prosecution ol his

e her application.™  The instant rejections wre hasty and Hbconceived in that they lgnore
definitive scientific evidence that Li cannet have lonivally atteched Hihiunt ton setive waterial,

In addition, the relections speculate that wnder BRI Li somshow tesches discrete, non-

B R i .3 s

X
H

agglotuerated, and exfitiated catbon nanotubes, o doing sa the Office Action ignores the clear
diselosure of L, Figiee 2, dnd the iémguage ol the instant specification,

By stnunltaneously sceepting the onrehutied scientific svidence put forward by Applican,
and vel maliaintng the rejections nonctheless, the LUSPTO has denjed Applicant the cooperatinn
that Applicant is entitied to expect from the USFTQ. Unfortimately, Applicant has heen forced
e file ithe present appeal despite having gheady provided unrehatted expert testimony and
acenmipanying scientific evidence in support of the patentability of the clalms. This is improper
and & waste of resources of beth the Applicant and the Board,  Accordingly, in addition to

withdrawal of the improper repections, Apploat reguests the Board instiiute whatever remedial

fneasures i ferls may be appropriate (o snsiwe thiy does not appen again.

FERLIFHNLA 1%
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Vil Conclusion ~

Al rejections should be withdrawn and the olsims allowed.

Respeetfudbe subaiitind,

Grepory L. Porter!

Regiatrtion Mo, 40,131

Jannary 24, 3018

Andrews Rurth LLP

GO0 Travis, Suiie 42480
Houstem, Texas 77002
713/220-4621 {office)
FII3R-T16% (favsimile}
Fattmkeiondrowskunthopm

RN
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VI, CLAIMS APPERDIX

2

ew

#o

(43

&,

ek

{Previvusly presented) A composition usefl for lithium ion Tatleries comprising:
distrete, nopagpivoeraied, and ocfoliated cwbon mumotubed having o swliee, and
mixiarey of o active materials compriaing migeaiable fom seld materialy comprising
grystals or lavers of Hthiwen on active material, whersln aratioeof lithinny ion & other
tolal fomg in the ton aclive matedtals i at least 201 to 25:1, and wherein the discred

carbor ranotubes have orystals or Tnvers of Hihium fon sefive material foically attackied
0 their surface and whereln the discrste carhon nanotubey waninise oxidized specie
selected frem the group consisting of carboxylie, ketons, v hydroxy] fanctionalities, and
wherein the diserete carbon nanotubes have an aspect ratio of 10 1o 500 and oxidation

levels from 196 10 15% by wedght of the carbon nenotube,

{Qriginal) The comaposition of claim 1, whersn the erestals or tavers of lithiom on active
material comprise & lithiuny mesal salf and an element selected from the group consisting

of} Tron, manganess, coball, Sapper, nickel, vanadivm, tianium, and mibxtures thereef

{Previcusly presented) The conposition of elatin 2, wherelin the lithium metal salt has an

Glivisie civetal stracture and wherdin the thiwn mctal salt e LEESP O or LiMaPOs
{Uriginad) The composition of claim 1, whersin the erystals or lavers of lithinm ion active
mterial comprise o, silicon, copper, antinony, shusinum, ginvapium, tHadus, o

ixtures theveot

{Canplled).

{Original} The cempesition of claim 1, forther comprising graphene or oxygensted
graphens.

{Previously presented) The composition of olaim &, seherein the weight miio of graphene

e cavhon nanotubs 5t e range ol ULER S 1o B0 L
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5. {Withdraver) A process for the prodaction of the discrete carbon nanotubss having

crystals oy layers of lithho jon active materials attached 1o thelr surface, comprising the

steps off

a} selecting cavbon nanotubes of aspeet vatio 1 o 309 and oxidation level 1% 1o 158%
percent by welght

b) mixing the carbon nawaubes with a high bolling poind Baguid;

2y adding reagents tn correct balance to synthesize a lithivn sal

d) rescting the mixture at & emperaere © foes the Hibium salt while sosicating the

nxture;
&) sepavating the sohid diserets carbon nanotube salts from the lguidy and
) drying and annealing the solid discrete carbon vanotube salls under an inert

atowsphere st sufficien emperatire 10 ohiain an olivine erystal struciore.

g, {Withdrawm) A process for the production of the diserets carbon nanotubes having
grysisly or layers of Hihiumy lon aclive materials attached 1 thetr swrthes, comprising the

o~

sleps o
ab selecting carbon nanotubes of aspect ratio 10 to 300 and oxidasion level of 196 %0 15%

by wetghis
by mixing the carbon nanoinbes aid & lithivns salt in & lquid with surfactang
¢} sondeating the Hauid carbon nanotnbe/Hihion salf misture;
4y separating the solid salis fron the liguid; and

gy drving and weealing the solid diserete carbon nanotubes with atteched Hihiuny salts

under an inert wtmosphere st sulficient temperature o obtain an olivine crvetal

stypeturg
W (Previowsly presented) A composition useful for Hihiwn on batteries. comprising

diserste, now-agglomerated, and exfolisted carbon nenpinhes having a sorface, and

miixtures of jon active materisls comprising nugratable fons said matenialy comprising

H

grystals or lavers of Hihivns fon active material, whergin 2 ratio of Hihium fon o other

o
2
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telal tons W the tow active materials iy avleast 20 30 251, wherein the discrste carbon
saictubes have vrystals of lxveis o Dithduin ton active wigionals lonlcally dltsched f thelr
surface, and wherein the cerbon nanotubes ave o 2 welght wtio of varbon nimotubes o
lithtum. salis of B.1% to 10% sod whorein the dissrele cachon nanotubes comprise
oxitized species selevted from the group consisting of carboxylic, ketone, ar hydroxyl

funstinnalities, and whereln the diacrete carbon nanotubes have an aspect radic of 10 t©

300 and oxidatisnd devels from 19 to 139 by weight of the carbon nanotube.

.,
paesy

{(Proviously presented) A composition usefnd for lithiom idn badteries, comprising
exidized diserels, non-agglomerniod, and exfoliated carbon panotubes having & swrface,
and mixtures of jon active wmateriale comprising migestable dory swid  matedinla

%

comprising crystals or fayers of ithiam lon active nuterial, wherein g ratio of Tithivm lon
o other iotal lony Bothe don active materials is ab keast 31 0 281, wherein the diseretp
carbon nonotubes have crystsls or lavers of Hthium fon sotive matedaly astached to thelr
surface, and whersm the carbon nanotubes are uniformly dispersed withoot clustering on
3 dimenxion scale of less then ghost | micrometer snd wherein the disarete sarbou
nanatubes coraprise oxidized species selested from the group ctusisting of carboxyliz,
ketone, or hydrogy! functionalities, and whercin the diserefs carbon nanetubes have an
aspeel ratio of 10 to 500 and oxidation lovels from 1% to 13% by welight of the varbon

fanotube,

12 {Previowsly presented) A compesiiion usefid for lthinm fon batteries, comprising

<

uniformly dispersible oxidized | nog-agglomenated carbon pandtubes having a surface,

and mixturss of don sctive roateduds comgprising migodable fows ssid materish

comprising erystals or layvers of Hihiunt lon setive material, wherein aratio of lithivm ion

,'ﬂ

tor other total foms in he fon gotive mederialy i3 at least 2:1 o 251 and whersin the

diserele carbon nanntubes have crystals or layers of Hthinm on sotive materials 1omeally

e

3

attached 1o thetr surface and whereln the thserete carbon nanbtubes comprise oxidized

>

species selocted from the gronp consisting of carboxyiic, kdlone, or hydeosyl

finctionalities, and wherein the disurele carbon nanotubes have an aspect ratio of 10w

SO0 aned oxidation fevels from 196 6y 15% by weiglt ofthe varbon nanotube,

13

{Criginal} The composition of clatm 12, whereln the crvstals o layers of Hihinm ton
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14,

HREAY

t/c

$ax

ghid to the surface of the dispersible oxidized carbon

active materials are chevateslly at

uanstubes.

{Previonsty presentedy The compostion of claim ¥ wherethe ratio of Hethiver iont 1o tther

fotad 1ony in the fon aciive materials s Pom 3l o 25,1
{Previously presented) The composition of claim 1 whevethe ratio of Hihinm lon to other
toral ong in the fon seve materials i frony T 16 3501,

£

e pomposition of claim 1 where the sabio of Hithiom oo

oos
b
ey

{Proviously presentady

other total fong By the 1ov active materials 1 frony 311 10 251,

{Freviously presented) The composition of claim 10 where the ratie of Hbiues 1on fo

athar fotal tons 11 tie don aclive materials 18 from 101 6 2501

£

{Previously presenied) The composition of elaim 11 where the wmiic of Hthiom fon @

othier fotal fons i the Ton gotive mtterials i Frony 31 16 281,

{Praviowsly presented) The composition of clelm 1] where the ratio of Litkden fon o

It s

other total fony in the jon active materials i from 11 10 2521

{Previously presented) The composition of claim 12 where the ratio of Hihimm ten o
L

pther totad fond tthe lon dotive matenials 18 om 31 {6 2%

{Provicanaly presented) The composition of elaim 12 where the saiie of lithinm fon o
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The page size in the PDF is too large. The pages should be 8.5 x 11 or A4. If this PDF is submitted, the pages will be resized upon entry into the
Image File Wrapper and may affect subsequent processing

Information:

Total Files Size (in bytes):l 3270617

This Acknowledgement Receipt evidences receipt on the noted date by the USPTO of the indicated documents,
characterized by the applicant, and including page counts, where applicable. It serves as evidence of receipt similar to a
Post Card, as described in MPEP 503.

New Applications Under 35 U.S.C. 111

If a new application is being filed and the application includes the necessary components for a filing date (see 37 CFR
1.53(b)-(d) and MPEP 506), a Filing Receipt (37 CFR 1.54) will be issued in due course and the date shown on this
Acknowledgement Receipt will establish the filing date of the application.

National Stage of an International Application under 35 U.S.C. 371
If a timely submission to enter the national stage of an international application is compliant with the conditions of 35

U.S.C. 371 and other applicable requirements a Form PCT/DO/EO/903 indicating acceptance of the application as a
national stage submission under 35 U.S.C. 371 will be issued in addition to the Filing Receipt, in due course.

New International Application Filed with the USPTO as a Receiving Office

If a new international application is being filed and the international application includes the necessary components for
an international filing date (see PCT Article 11 and MPEP 1810), a Notification of the International Application Number
and of the International Filing Date (Form PCT/RO/105) will be issued in due course, subject to prescriptions concerning
national security, and the date shown on this Acknowledgement Receipt will establish the international filing date of
the application.
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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Applicant: Clive P. Bosnyak, et al.
Serial No.: 13/529,797

Filed: June 21, 2012

Art Unit: 1723 .
Examiner:  Phillip A. Stuckey
Conf. No.: 1004

For: LITHIUM ION BATTERIES USING DISCRETE CARBON NANOTUBES,
METHODS FOR PRODUCTION THEREOF AND PRODUCTS OBTAINED
THEREFROM

Mail Stop Appeal Brief-Patents
Commissioner for Patents

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

REQUEST FOR EXTENSION FO TIME TO FILE APPEAL BRIEF UNDER 37
C.F.R.1.136
Applicant is in receipt of the Notice of Panel Decision from the Pre-Appeal Brief Review,
mailed December 23, 2016. Applicant respectfully requests that the time for filing the Appeal Brief,
which would have been due January 23, 2017, be extended one-month, until February 23, 2017.

A one-month request for extension of time fee is included with this submission.

Applicant does not believe any other fee is necessary for this submission. However, if
another fee is required, the Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge the required fee to the
Andrews Kurth Kenyon LLP Deposit Account (referencing matter DENA-0008/223159). Any

questions regarding this application should be directed to the attorney below.
Respectfully submitted,
/Gregory L. Porter/

Gregory L. Porter
Registration No. 40,131

HOU:3754969.1
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Andrews Kurth Kenyon LLP
600 Travis, Suite 4200
Houston, Texas 77002-2778
Office: (713)220-4621

Fax: (713)238-4285

pat-tmk@andrewskurth.com

Date:  January 23, 2017
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This Acknowledgement Receipt evidences receipt on the noted date by the USPTO of the indicated documents,
characterized by the applicant, and including page counts, where applicable. It serves as evidence of receipt similar to a
Post Card, as described in MPEP 503.

New Applications Under 35 U.S.C. 111

If a new application is being filed and the application includes the necessary components for a filing date (see 37 CFR
1.53(b)-(d) and MPEP 506), a Filing Receipt (37 CFR 1.54) will be issued in due course and the date shown on this
Acknowledgement Receipt will establish the filing date of the application.

National Stage of an International Application under 35 U.S.C. 371

If a timely submission to enter the national stage of an international application is compliant with the conditions of 35
U.S.C. 371 and other applicable requirements a Form PCT/DO/EO/903 indicating acceptance of the application as a
national stage submission under 35 U.S.C. 371 will be issued in addition to the Filing Receipt, in due course.

New International Application Filed with the USPTO as a Receiving Office

If a new international application is being filed and the international application includes the necessary components for
an international filing date (see PCT Article 11 and MPEP 1810), a Notification of the International Application Number
and of the International Filing Date (Form PCT/RO/105) will be issued in due course, subject to prescriptions concerning
national security, and the date shown on this Acknowledgement Receipt will establish the international filing date of
the application.
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.USpLO.gov

APPLICATION NO. FILING DATE FIRST NAMED INVENTOR | ATTORNEY DOCKETNO. | CONFIRMATION NO. |
13/529,797 06/21/2012 Clive P. Bosnyak DENA-0008 (223156) 1004
130577 7590 01/20/2017
EXAMINER
ANDREWS KURTH KENYON LLP | |
600 Travis Street STUCKEY, PHILIP A
Suite 4200
Houston, TX 77002 | ART UNIT | PAPER NUMBER |
1723
| NOTIFICATION DATE | DELIVERY MODE |
01/20/2017 ELECTRONIC

Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding.
The time period for reply, if any, is set in the attached communication.

Notice of the Office communication was sent electronically on above-indicated "Notification Date" to the
following e-mail address(es):

patenttrademarks @ andrewskurth.com

PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07)
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Application No. Applicant(s)
) . . 13/529,797 BOSNYAK ET AL.
Examiner-Initiated Interview Summary
Examiner Art Unit
Philip A. Stuckey, PhD 1723

All participants (applicant, applicant’s representative, PTO personnel):

(1) Philip A. Stuckey. (3)Greq Porter.
(2) Milton Cano. (4) .

Date of Interview: 10 January 2017.

Type: X Telephonic [ Video Conference
[J Personal [copy given to: [] applicant  [] applicant's representative]

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: [] Yes X No.
If Yes, brief description:
Issues Discussed [J101 [J112 [J102 X103 [XOthers
(For each of the checked box(es) above, please describe below the issue and detailed description of the discussion)
Claim(s) discussed: 1 and 3.

|dentification of prior art discussed: Li 2006.

Substance of Interview
(For each issue discussed, provide a detailed description and indicate if agreement was reached. Some topics may include: identification or clarification of a
reference or a portion thereof, claim interpretation, proposed amendments, arguments of any applied references etc...)

See Continuation Sheet.

Applicant recordation instructions: It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of interview.

Examiner recordation instructions: Examiners must summarize the substance of any interview of record. A complete and proper recordation of the
substance of an interview should include the items listed in MPEP 713.04 for complete and proper recordation including the identification of the
general thrust of each argument or issue discussed, a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed regarding patentability and the
general results or outcome of the interview, to include an indication as to whether or not agreement was reached on the issues raised.

[J Attachment

/MILTON | CANO/
Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 1723

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office
PTOL-413B (Rev. 8/11/2010) Interview Summary Paper No. 20170110A
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Continuation Sheet (PTOL-413B) Application No. 13/529,797

Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Examiners Stuckey and Cano contacted Greg Porter in response to
the interview earlier in the day with a re-review of the Finlayson declaration, the scope of the claims, and the teaching
of the Li '2006 reference (primary reference in the 103 rejection). Mentioned in the previous interview but not as clearly
convey, Examiner Stuckey pointed out that the Finlayson declaration only made a comment toward an intermediate
process of forming the composition useful for lithium ion batteries, i.e. that the NMP would not form the claimed ionic
attachment. The declaration did not address all aspects of the Li '’2006 method, especially pertaining to the
LiF6/EMC/DMC electrolyte (as addressed in the Final Rejection). Examiner Cano further indicated that with regards to
the scope of the claim that the components positively claimed are taught by the prior art (ion active materials
comprising migratable ions, discrete carbon nanotubes (claim 1) and LiFePO4 (claim 3); there does not appear to be
any distinguishing features that precludes the prior art having the claimed ionic attachment. Mr. Porter indicated that
the structure of the claims recites ionic attachment and this should be taken as a structural feature. In response,
Examiner Stuckey indicated that the the limitation was considered and the conclusion was that there does not appear
to be any distinguishing features; the declaration attempts to prove a distinguishing feature based on an intermediate
step of forming the composition; Examiner Stuckey raised the question 'what in the instant disclosure causes the
materials to be ionically attached?' Mr. Porter requested time to review and consider and indicated that the method
need not be defined in the strucutre of the claims. Examiners do not disagree and do not recommend product-by-
process limitations in the claims, but the declaration attempts to indicate that there is a structural difference because of
the intermediate steps in the method, so 'what disclosed method step results in such structural differences?'; such
structural differences are not apparent in the instant claims. This information could be helpful in advancing prosecution.
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.USpLO.gov

APPLICATION NO. FILING DATE FIRST NAMED INVENTOR | ATTORNEY DOCKETNO. | CONFIRMATION NO. |
13/529,797 06/21/2012 Clive P. Bosnyak DENA-0008 (223156) 1004
130577 7590 01/17/2017
EXAMINER
ANDREWS KURTH KENYON LLP | |
600 Travis Street STUCKEY, PHILIP A
Suite 4200
Houston, TX 77002 | ART UNIT | PAPER NUMBER |
1723
| NOTIFICATION DATE | DELIVERY MODE |
01/17/2017 ELECTRONIC

Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding.
The time period for reply, if any, is set in the attached communication.

Notice of the Office communication was sent electronically on above-indicated "Notification Date" to the
following e-mail address(es):

patenttrademarks @ andrewskurth.com

PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07)
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Application No. Applicant(s)
, . , 13/529,797 BOSNYAK ET AL.
Applicant-Initiated Interview Summary
Examiner Art Unit
Philip A. Stuckey, PhD 1723

All participants (applicant, applicant’s representative, PTO personnel):

(1) Philip A. Stuckey. (3)Greqory Porter.
(2) Milton Cano. (4)Steve Krupp.

Date of Interview: 10 January 2017.

Type: X Telephonic [ Video Conference
[] Personal [copy given to: [Japplicant  [] applicant’s representative]

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: [] Yes X No.
If Yes, brief description:
Issues Discussed [J101 [J112 [J102 X103 [XOthers
(For each of the checked box(es) above, please describe below the issue and detailed description of the discussion)
Claim(s) discussed: 1 and 3.

Identification of prior art discussed: of record.

Substance of Interview
(For each issue discussed, provide a detailed description and indicate if agreement was reached. Some topics may include: identification or clarification of a
reference or a portion thereof, claim interpretation, proposed amendments, arguments of any applied references etc...)

See Continuation Sheet.

Applicant recordation instructions: The formal written reply to the last Office action must include the substance of the interview. (See MPEP
section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, applicant is given a non-extendable period of the longer of one month or
thirty days from this interview date, or the mailing date of this interview summary form, whichever is later, to file a statement of the substance of the
interview

Examiner recordation instructions: Examiners must summarize the substance of any interview of record. A complete and proper recordation of the
substance of an interview should include the items listed in MPEP 713.04 for complete and proper recordation including the identification of the
general thrust of each argument or issue discussed, a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed regarding patentability and the
general results or outcome of the interview, to include an indication as to whether or not agreement was reached on the issues raised.

[J Attachment
/Philip A. Stuckey/ /MILTON | CANO/
Examiner, Art Unit 1723 Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 1723

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office
PTOL-413 (Rev. 8/11/2010) Interview Summary Paper No. 20170110
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Summary of Record of Interview Requirements

Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (MPEP), Section 713.04, Substance of Interview Must be Made of Record
A complete written statement as to the substance of any face-to-face, video conference, or telephone interview with regard to an application must be made of record in the
application whether or not an agreement with the examiner was reached at the interview.

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews
Paragraph (b)

In every instance where reconsideration is requested in view of an interview with an examiner, a complete written statement of the reasons presented at the interview as
warranting favorable action must be filed by the applicant. An interview does not remove the necessity for reply to Office action as specified in §§ 1.111, 1.135. (35 U.S.C. 132)

37 CFR §1.2 Business to be transacted in writing.
All business with the Patent or Trademark Office should be transacted in writing. The personal attendance of applicants or their attorneys or agents at the Patent and
Trademark Office is unnecessary. The action of the Patent and Trademark Office will be based exclusively on the written record in the Office. No attention will be paid to
any alleged oral promise, stipulation, or understanding in relation to which there is disagreement or doubt.

The action of the Patent and Trademark Office cannot be based exclusively on the written record in the Office if that record is itself
incomplete through the failure to record the substance of interviews.

It is the responsibility of the applicant or the attorney or agent to make the substance of an interview of record in the application file, unless
the examiner indicates he or she will do so. It is the examiner’s responsibility to see that such a record is made and to correct material inaccuracies
which bear directly on the question of patentability.

Examiners must complete an Interview Summary Form for each interview held where a matter of substance has been discussed during the
interview by checking the appropriate boxes and filling in the blanks. Discussions regarding only procedural matters, directed solely to restriction
requirements for which interview recordation is otherwise provided for in Section 812.01 of the Manual of Patent Examining Procedure, or pointing
out typographical errors or unreadable script in Office actions or the like, are excluded from the interview recordation procedures below. Where the
substance of an interview is completely recorded in an Examiners Amendment, no separate Interview Summary Record is required.

The Interview Summary Form shall be given an appropriate Paper No., placed in the right hand portion of the file, and listed on the
“Contents” section of the file wrapper. In a personal interview, a duplicate of the Form is given to the applicant (or attorney or agent) at the
conclusion of the interview. In the case of a telephone or video-conference interview, the copy is mailed to the applicant’s correspondence address
either with or prior to the next official communication. If additional correspondence from the examiner is not likely before an allowance or if other
circumstances dictate, the Form should be mailed promptly after the interview rather than with the next official communication.

The Form provides for recordation of the following information:

— Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number)

—Name of applicant

—Name of examiner

—Date of interview

—Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal)

—Name of participant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel, etc.)

—An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted

— An identification of the specific prior art discussed

— Anindication whether an agreement was reached and if so, a description of the general nature of the agreement (may be by
attachment of a copy of amendments or claims agreed as being allowable). Note: Agreement as to allowability is tentative and does
not restrict further action by the examiner to the contrary.

—The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview (if Form is not an attachment to a signed Office action)

It is desirable that the examiner orally remind the applicant of his or her obligation to record the substance of the interview of each case. It
should be noted, however, that the Interview Summary Form will not normally be considered a complete and proper recordation of the interview
unless it includes, or is supplemented by the applicant or the examiner to include, all of the applicable items required below concerning the
substance of the interview.

A complete and proper recordation of the substance of any interview should include at least the following applicable items:

1) A brief description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted,

2) an identification of the claims discussed,

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed,

4) an identification of the principal proposed amendments of a substantive nature discussed, unless these are already described on the

Interview Summary Form completed by the Examiner,

5) a brief identification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner,

(The identification of arguments need not be lengthy or elaborate. A verbatim or highly detailed description of the arguments is not
required. The identification of the arguments is sufficient if the general nature or thrust of the principal arguments made to the
examiner can be understood in the context of the application file. Of course, the applicant may desire to emphasize and fully
describe those arguments which he or she feels were or might be persuasive to the examiner.)

6) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed, and

7) if appropriate, the general results or outcome of the interview unless already described in the Interview Summary Form completed by

the examiner.

Examiners are expected to carefully review the applicant’s record of the substance of an interview. If the record is not complete and
accurate, the examiner will give the applicant an extendable one month time period to correct the record.

Examiner to Check for Accuracy

If the claims are allowable for other reasons of record, the examiner should send a letter setting forth the examiner’s version of the
statement attributed to him or her. If the record is complete and accurate, the examiner should place the indication, “Interview Record OK” on the
paper recording the substance of the interview along with the date and the examiner’s initials.
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Continuation Sheet (PTOL-413) Application No. 13/529,797

Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an
agreement was reached, or any other comments:

The applicant's representative, Gregory Porter, inquired about the outcome of the pre-appeal. Examiner Cano
explained the process used in the conference. Mr. Porter wanted to ensure that the declarations were considered. Mr.
Porter was ensured that the declarations were considered by Examiners Stuckey and D'Aniello and addressed in the
most recent final rejection. While the declarations were relevant in the pre-appeal conference, full re-consideration of
the declarations themselves were not discussed during the conference; the remarks submitted with the pre-appeal brief
were the focus of the discussion. Mr. Porter wanted to ensure that full consideration was given to the ionic attachment
aspects of the declaration of Dr. Malcom Finlayson. Examiner's Stuckey and Cano offered to revisit the declaration to
ensure that the declaration was properly marked as defective in the final office action and would return a call by the
next day.

The claimed scope was discussed with regards to the materials used; it was indicated by Examiner Cano that the
claims were generic in the recitation of the materials. Mr. Porter pointed to specific materials of claim 3; the prior art
does teach those specific materials.
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DENA-0008 (223156)

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Applicant:  Clive P. Bosnyak, et al.

Serial No.: 13/529,797

Filed: June 21, 2012

Art Unit: 1723

Examiner: Phillip A. Stuckey

Conf. No.: 1004

For: LITHIUM ION BATTERIES USING DISCRETE CARBON NANOTUBES,

METHODS FOR PRODUCTION THEREOF AND PRODUCTS OBTAINED
THEREFROM
Mail Stop Response
Commissioner for Patents
Box AF
P.O. Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
JANUARY 11, 2017 INTERVIEW SUMMARY
An interview was held on January 11, 2017. Examiner Phillip Stuckey and Supervisory
Patent Examiner Milton Cano participated on behalf of the USPTO. Applicant’s outside counsel
Gregory L. Porter, Applicant’s Chief IP Counsel Stephen Krupp, and senior scientist Dr. Malcolm
Finlayson participated on behalf of Applicant. The parties discussed the instant claims, the Li
reference, and Dr. Finlayson’s May 18, 2016 declaration. No agreement was reached.
Specifically, Applicant discussed paragraphs 4 and 5 of Dr. Finlayson’s declaration and why
the asserted obviousness combination lacked the claimed composition’s structural feature of being
“ionically attached.” Dr. Finlayson explained in detail the technical reasons why no ions can be
present in Li according to the peer reviewed literature cited in his declaration. Since Li lacks ions,
Dr. Finlayson explained that the science dictates that there can be no “ionic attachment” in Li as

expressly required by the instant claims. Dr. Finlayson stated that the instant specification describes

at, for example, paragraph 44 one way in which the instant application yields ions for “ionic

HOU:3752343.1
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DENA-0008 (223156)

attachment” and that Table 1 in paragraph 46 showed the advantageous properties of a composition
that had “ionic attachment” like the claims vs. one like Li that did not.

Examiner Stuckey and Supervisory Patent Examiner Cano expressed that they understood the
science and did not disagree with Dr. Finlayson’s explanation of Li or the instant application.
Supervisory Patent Examiner Cano asserted that the claims were not commensurate in scope with the
arguments. Applicant’s attorney pointed to numerous references in claim 1 to “ion(s)” and
“ionically attached” and asked if those terms were not being given weight in considering claim
scope. Supervisory Patent Examiner Cano said those limitations “were given all the weight in the
world” but the claim language did not adequately distinguish from Li. Applicant’s attorneys
inquired as to what was inadequate about the language but did not receive an explanation that was
understandable to Applicant’s attorneys.

Examiner Stuckey suggested that he might make a new rejection after a new search as part of
an Examiner’s Answer on appeal or even after a successful appeal by Applicant. Supervisory Patent
Examiner Cano said to proceed to appeal on the instant rejection without new rejections or claim
amendments. Applicants thanked the examiners for their time.

The Examiner is invited to call the undersigned attorney at 713-220-4621 if there is
additional information that should be included here or if a telephone call could help resolve any item.

Respectfully submitted,
/Gregory L. Porter/
January 11, 2017 Gregory L. Porter
Registration No. 40,131
Andrews Kurth LLP
600 Travis, Suite 4200
Houston, Texas 77002-2778
Office: (713) 220-4621

Fax: (713) 238-7169
pat-tmk@andrewskurth.com

HOU:3752343.1
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International Application Number:
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. . ® Application No. Applicant(s)
Notice of Panel Decision o
. 13/529,797 BOSNYAK ET AL.
from Pre-Appeal Brief e
ReVlew Philip A. Stuckey, PhD 1723

This is in response to the Pre-Appeal Brief Request for Review filed 11 November, 2016.

1. [J Improper Request — The Request is improper and a conference will not be held for the following
reason(s):

[] The Notice of Appeal has not been filed concurrent with the Pre-Appeal Brief Request.
[ The request does not include reasons why a review is appropriate.

[] A proposed amendment is included with the Pre-Appeal Brief request.

[ other:

The time period for filing a response continues to run from the receipt date of the Notice of Appeal or from the
mail date of the last Office communication, if no Notice of Appeal has been received.

2. X Proceed to Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences — A Pre-Appeal Brief conference has been
held. The application remains under appeal because there is at least one actual issue for appeal. Applicant is
required to submit an appeal brief in accordance with 37 CFR 41.37. The time period for filing an appeal brief
will be reset to be one month from mailing this decision, or the balance of the two-month time period running
from the receipt of the notice of appeal, whichever is greater. Further, the time period for filing of the appeal
brief is extendible under 37 CFR 1.136 based upon the mail date of this decision or the receipt date of the
notice of appeal, as applicable.

X The panel has determined the status of the claim(s) is as follows:
Claim(s) allowed: none.

Claim(s) objected to: none.

Claim(s) rejected: 1-4,6-21.

Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: 8-9.

3. [ Allowable application — A conference has been held. The rejection is withdrawn and a Notice of
Allowance will be mailed. Prosecution on the merits remains closed. No further action is required by applicant
at this time.

4. [] Reopen Prosecution — A conference has been held. The rejection is withdrawn and a new Office
action will be mailed. No further action is required by applicant at this time.

All participants:
(1) Philip A. Stuckey. (3)Milton I Cano.
(2) Richard Crispino. (4) .
/Philip A. Stuckey/ /RICHARD CRISPINO/ /MILTON | CANO/
Examiner, Art Unit 1723 Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art
Unit 1700 Unit 1723
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office Part of Paper No. 20161214

PTO-2297 (Rev. 02/11)
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PRE-APPEAL BRIEF

Claims 1-4, 6-7, and 10-21 stand rejected as obvious over the primary reference of Li et
al., (‘A novel network composite cathode of LiFePO4/multiwalled carbon nanotubes with high
rate capability for lithium ion batteries, Electrochemistry Communications, 9:4, April 2007, pp.
663-666, herein referred to as “Li”). As described below, the Li rejections are technically and
legally flawed as pointed out in the last response and evidentiary declarations. The declarations
and their scientific reasoning have been ignored in the conclusory final rejection. The flawed
rejections should be withdrawn without Applicant having to proceed to appeal.

L. Sworn Declarations and Peer Reviewed Literature Unequivocally Prove that Li

Does Not and Cannot Have “Crystals or Layers of Lithium Ion Active Material
Ionically Attached” to the Surface of Nanotubes as Required by the Claims

The claims require discrete carbon nanotubes that “have crystals or layers of lithium ion
active material jonically attached to their surfaces.” The Declaration of Dr. Finlayson,
previously submitted, conclusively proved that Li does not disclose carbon nanotubes with
“crystals or layers of lithium ion active material ionically attached to their surface” as required
by the claims. Reviewing the teachings of Li and other literature, Dr. Finlayson concluded that
even “an ordinarily skilled person in the art would understand that Li’s MWCNTSs do not have
any form of lithium ion active material (or anything else) ionically attached to their surface.”
(Finlayson Decl., para. 4).

Dr. Finlayson based his conclusion on the indisputable scientific fact that it is axiomatic
that for any ionic attachment to occur there “necessarily needs to be ions present”. (Finlayson
Decl., para. 5). As Dr. Finlayson outlined in his sworn declaration, it “is well-known and
described in the literature” that “LiFePO, does not dissolve in the solvent employed in Li, i.e., N-

methyl-2-pyrolidone (NMP). (Finlayson Decl., para. 5). As documentary evidence for this

HOU:3736500.1
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conclusion Dr. Finlayson cited the peer reviewed literature reference of Nanotechnology for

Lithium-Ion Batteries by Abu-Lebdeh et al. which unequivocally states “we can conclude that

the LiF eP04 does not react with this product [NMP].”

Dr. Finlayson has specifically described the scientific basis and provided indisputable
peer-reviewed evidence in support of his conclusion that there are no ions present in Li and Li
“would not result in carbon nanotubes with “crystals or layers of lithium ion active material

ionically attached to their surface” as required by independent Claims 1, 10, 11, and 12.”

(Finlayson Decl., para. 5). Instead of addressing the declaration and peer-reviewed evidence
provided or providing counter evidence, the Final Office Action simply cites to Li, p. 664 last
paragraph and argues the “LiFeP04 of Li 2006 does undergo a process in which the lithium ion
active material of Li 2006 is exposed to a ionic environment (LiPF¢/EMC/DMC electrolyte)
when the cathode slurry is applied to the Al foil.” However, the Li paragraph cited in the Office
Action is the same paragraph that Dr. Finlayson was referring to that uses an N-methyl-2-
pyrrolidone (NMP) solvent and therefore cannot react with LiFeP0, to form ions leading to ionic
attachments.

The Final Office Action also cites to Figure 2 stating, “Li 2006 further teaches the
discrete carbon nanotubes having layers of lithium ion active material attached to their surface,
see figure 2.” The Final Office Action offers no support or reasoning for this conclusory
statement. As a fundamental scientific principle Figure 2 simply does not and cannot teach or
suggest ionic attachment of any kind. That is, the unrebutted evidence proves that LiFeP04 does
not dissolve Li’s NMP solvent, LiFeP0; therefore cannot form ions, and LiFeP0, therefore

cannot form ionic attachments.
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The secondary reference of Niu does not remedy Li’s deficiency as it does not even relate
to lithium ion active materials.’ Therefore, the claims cannot be rendered obvious because the
suggested combination does not and cannot yield carbon nanotubes with “crystals or layers of
lithium ion active material ionically attached to their surface” as required by independent Claims
1,10, 11, and 12.

II. Li Does not Teach or Suggest Discrete, Non-Agglomerated, and Exfoliated Carbon
Nanotubes as Required by the Claims

The Final Office Action states that the rejection relies upon the Li reference as teaching
nanotubes that are discrete, non-agglomerated, and exfoliated. However, the Li reference does
not teach or suggest the claimed “discrete, non-agglomerated, and exfoliated carbon nanotubes”
in any way. This is confirmed, as shown below, by Li’s own SEM images, wherein one cannot
ascertain two ends of even a single nanotube due to the agglomeration and entanglement of the

nanotubes.

By

Because the Li SEM images show agglomerated, entangled nanotubes the Final Office

Action resorts to asserting that somehow the Broadest Reasonable Interpretation (BRI) standard

1
The Office Action refers to MPEP section 2112.01 which relates to when the structure of a reference is
substantially identical to that of the claims. However, that MPEP section is inapposite here wherein the claimed
structure is substantially different from Li due to the claimed structure having ionic attachment.

HOU:3736500.1 3
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means that Li teaches discrete, non-agglomerated, and exfoliated nanotubes. However, “[e]ven
under the broadest reasonable interpretation, [a] construction cannot be divorced from the
specification and the record evidence, and must be consistent with the one that those skilled in
the art would reach.” Microsoft Corp. v. Proxyconn, 789 F.3d 1292, 1297 (Fed. Cir. 2015). A
construction that “discrete, non-agglomerated, and exfoliated nanotubes” can include
agglomerated, entangled, non-individualized nanotubes is simply not reasonable.

The sole explanation provided for the Office Action’s conclusory BRI assertion is that
the nanotubes of Li “are considered discrete and exfoliated as instantly claimed because they are
dispersed in the composite cathode slurry mixture.” (Office Action page 6). The relevant portion
of Li states:

“The cathode slurry was prepared by mixing LiFePO4, polyvinylidone difluoride
(PVDF) and acetylene black or MWCNTs in the weight ratio of 90.5:5 in N-methyl-2-
pyrrolidone (NMP) solvent.” (Li, page 664).

There is no scientific evidence or explanation provided in the Office Action as to how
mere “mixing” of LiFePO4, polyvinylidone difluoride (PVDF) and MWCNTs would somehow
lead to the nanotubes being “discrete, non-agglomerated, and exfoliated” as is required by the
claims. The instant specification clearly describes “discrete” nanotubes as being “individual
uniformly dispersed tubes.” Even under the BRI standard, a construction that “discrete, non-
agglomerated, and exfoliated nanotubes” can include agglomerated, entangled, non-
individualized nanotubes is simply not reasonable. In sum, an ordinarily skilled artisan, upon
seeing Li, Figure 2, would immediately understand that the nanotubes of Li are not “discrete,

non-agglomerated, and exfoliated” as is required by the claims.
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III. The Rejections Lack Logic, Sound Scientific Principle, and Evidentiary Support

As detailed above, the rejections are not based on logic or sound scientific principle.
This is contrary to the guidance provided in the MPEP. As but one example, MPEP 2144.02
Reliance on Scientific Theory states in pertinent part that “when an examiner relies on a
scientific theory, evidentiary support for the existence and meaning of that theory must be
provided.” The conclusory final rejections without evidentiary support violate this basic tenet of
examination procedure and should be withdrawn without need for an appeal.
IV.  Conclusion

Applicant is unaware of any authority that allows the USPTO to rely on unsupported
conclusory statements as grounds for a rejection when the conclusory statements are directly
contradicted by sworn declarations and peer-reviewed literature. The instant rejections are
improper in that they ignore definitive scientific evidence that Li cannot have “ionically attached
lithium ion active material”. Furthermore, in speculating that under BRI Li somehow teaches
discrete, non-agglomerated, and exfoliated carbon nanotubes the Office Action ignores the clear
disclosure of Li, Figure 2, and the language of the instant specification.

For at least the reasons describe above, all rejections should be withdrawn and the claims
allowed without an appeal.

Respectfully submitted,
/Gregory L. Porter/

November 11, 2016 Registration No. 40,131

Andrews Kurth LLP

600 Travis, Suite 4200
Houston, Texas 77002
713/220-4621 (office)
713/238-7169 (facsimile)
Pat-tmk@andrewskurth.com
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CLAIMS APPENDIX

1. (Previously presented) A composition useful for lithium ion batteries comprising:
discrete, non-agglomerated, and exfoliated carbon nanotubes having a surface, and
mixtures of ion active materials comprising migratable ions said materials comprising
crystals or layers of lithium ion active material, wherein a ratio of lithium ion to other
total ions in the ion active materials is at least 2:1 to 25:1, and wherein the discrete
carbon nanotubes have crystals or layers of lithium ion active material ionically attached
to their surface and wherein the discrete carbon nanotubes comprise oxidized species
selected from the group consisting of carboxylic, ketone, or hydroxyl functionalities, and
wherein the discrete carbon nanotubes have an aspect ratio of 10 to 500 and oxidation

levels from 1% to 15% by weight of the carbon nanotube.

2. (Original) The composition of claim 1, wherein the crystals or layers of lithium ion active
material comprise a lithium metal salt and an element selected from the group consisting

of: iron, manganese, cobalt, copper, nickel, vanadium, titanium, and mixtures thereof,

3. (Previously presented) The composition of claim 2, wherein the lithium metal salt has an

olivine crystal structure and wherein the lithium metal salt is LiFePO4 or LiMnPO4.

4, (Original) The composition of claim 1, wherein the crystals or layers of lithium ion active
material comprise tin, silicon, copper, antimony, aluminum, germanium, titanium, or

mixtures thereof.

5. (Cancelled).

6. (Original) The composition of claim 1, further comprising graphene or oxygenated
graphene.
7. (Previously presented) The composition of claim 6, wherein the weight ratio of graphene

to carbon nanotube is in the range of 0.1:99.9 to 99.9:0.1.

8. (Withdrawn) A process for the production of the discrete carbon nanotubes having
crystals or layers of lithium ion active materials attached to their surface, comprising the

steps of:

HOU:3736500.1
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a) selecting carbon nanotubes of aspect ratio 10 to 500 and oxidation level 1% to 15%

percent by weight;
b) mixing the carbon nanotubes with a high boiling point liquid;
c) adding reagents in correct balance to synthesize a lithium salt;

d) reacting the mixture at a temperature to form the lithium salt while sonicating the

mixture;
e) separating the solid discrete carbon nanotube salts from the liquid; and

f) drying and annealing the solid discrete carbon nanotube salts under an inert

atmosphere at sufficient temperature to obtain an olivine crystal structure.

9. (Withdrawn) A process for the production of the discrete carbon nanotubes having
crystals or layers of lithium ion active materials attached to their surface, comprising the

steps of:

a) selecting carbon nanotubes of aspect ratio 10 to 500 and oxidation level of 1% to 15%

by weight;
b) mixing the carbon nanotubes and a lithium salt in a liquid with surfactant;
c) sonicating the liquid carbon nanotube/lithium salt mixture;
d) separating the solid salts from the liquid; and

e) drying and annealing the solid discrete carbon nanotubes with attached lithium salts
under an inert atmosphere at sufficient temperature to obtain an olivine crystal

structure.

10. (Previously presented) A composition useful for lithium ion batteries, comprising
discrete, non-agglomerated, and exfoliated carbon nanotubes having a surface, and
mixtures of ion active materials comprising migratable ions said materials comprising
crystals or layers of lithium ion active material, wherein a ratio of lithium ion to other
total ions in the ion active materials is at least 2:1 to 25:1, wherein the discrete carbon
nanotubes have crystals or layers of lithium ion active materials ionically attached to their

surface, and wherein the carbon nanotubes are in a weight ratio of carbon nanotubes to
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lithium salts of 0.1% to 10% and wherein the discrete carbon nanotubes comprise
oxidized species selected from the group consisting of carboxylic, ketone, or hydroxyl
functionalities, and wherein the discrete carbon nanotubes have an aspect ratio of 10 to

500 and oxidation levels from 1% to 15% by weight of the carbon nanotube.

11. (Previously presented) A composition useful for lithium ion batteries, comprising
oxidized discrete, non-agglomerated, and exfoliated carbon nanotubes having a surface,
and mixtures of ion active materials comprising migratable ions said materials
comprising crystals or layers of lithium ion active material, wherein a ratio of lithium ion
to other total ions in the ion active materials is at least 2:1 to 25:1, wherein the discrete
carbon nanotubes have crystals or layers of lithium ion active materials attached to their
surface, and wherein the carbon nanotubes are uniformly dispersed without clustering on
a dimension scale of less than about 1 micrometer and wherein the discrete carbon
nanotubes comprise oxidized species selected from the group consisting of carboxylic,
ketone, or hydroxyl functionalities, and wherein the discrete carbon nanotubes have an
aspect ratio of 10 to 500 and oxidation levels from 1% to 15% by weight of the carbon

nanotube.

12. (Previously presented) A composition useful for lithium ion batteries, comprising
uniformly dispersible oxidized , non-agglomerated carbon nanotubes having a surface,
and mixtures of ion active materials comprising migratable ions said materials
comprising crystals or layers of lithium ion active material, wherein a ratio of lithium ion
to other total ions in the ion active materials is at least 2:1 to 25:1, and wherein the
discrete carbon nanotubes have crystals or layers of lithium ion active materials ionically
attached to their surface and wherein the discrete carbon nanotubes comprise oxidized
species selected from the group consisting of carboxylic, ketone, or hydroxyl

functionalities, and wherein the discrete carbon nanotubes have an aspect ratio of 10 to

500 and oxidation levels from 1% to 15% by weight of the carbon nanotube.

13. (Original) The composition of claim 12, wherein the crystals or layers of lithium ion
active materials are chemically attached to the surface of the dispersible oxidized carbon

nanotubes.
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14.  (Previously presented) The composition of claim 1 where the ratio of lithium ion to other
total ions in the ion active materials is from 3:1 to 25:1.

15.  (Previously presented) The composition of claim 1 where the ratio of lithium ion to other
total ions in the ion active materials is from 10:1 to 25:1.

16.  (Previously presented) The composition of claim 10 where the ratio of lithium ion to
other total ions in the ion active materials is from 3:1 to 25:1.

17.  (Previously presented) The composition of claim 10 where the ratio of lithium ion to
other total ions in the ion active materials is from 10:1 to 25:1.

18.  (Previously presented) The composition of claim 11 where the ratio of lithium ion to
other total ions in the ion active materials is from 3:1 to 25:1.

19. (Previously presented) The composition of claim 11 where the ratio of lithium ion to
other total ions in the ion active materials is from 10:1 to 25:1.

20. (Previously presented) The composition of claim 12 where the ratio of lithium ion to
other total ions in the ion active materials is from 3:1 to 25:1.

21, (Previously presented) The composition of claim 12 where the ratio of lithium ion to
other total ions in the ion active materials is from 10:1 to 25:1.
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Box 1450, Alexandria, on Alexandria, VA 22313-1450" [37 CFR 1.8(a)] For

on - | Lithium lon Batteries Using Discrete Carbon Nanotubes....
Signature Art Unit Examiner

Typed or printed name 1723 Phl|lp A. Stuckey

Applicant hereby appeals to the Patent Trial and Appeal Board from the last decision of the examiner.

The fee for this Notice of Appeal is (37 CFR 41.20(b)(1)) ¢ 800.00

Applicant asserts small entity status. See 37 CFR 1.27. Therefore, the fee shown above is reduced
by 50%, and the resulting fee is: ¢ 400.00

Applicant certifies micro entity status. See 37 CFR 1.29. Therefore, the fee shown above is reduced
by 75%, and the resulting fee is: S
Form PTO/SB/15A or B or equivalent must either be enclosed or have been submitted previously.

[]

A check in the amount of the fee is enclosed.

Payment by credit card. Form PTO-2038 is attached.

to Deposit Account No. 500897

The Director is hereby authorized to charge any fees which may be required, or credit any overpayment
. Payment made via EFS-Web.

A petition for an extension of time under 37 CFR 1.136(a) (PTO/AIA/22 or equivalent) is enclosed.
For extensions of time in reexamination proceedings, see 37 CFR 1.550.

WARNING: Information on this form may become public. Credit card information should not be included
on this form. Provide credit card information and authorization on PTO-2038.

| am the

u applicant

attorney or agent of record \:] attorney or agent acting under 37 CFR 1.34

40131

Registration number Registration number

Signature /Gregory L. Porter/

Typed or printed name Gregory L. Porrter

Telephone Number 713.220.4621
Date 2016-11-11

NOTE: This form must be signed in accordance with 37 CFR 1.33. See 37 CFR 1.4 for signature requirements and certifications. Submit multiple
forms if more than one signature is required, see below*.

* Total of ! forms are submitted.

This collection of information is required by 37 CFR 41.20(b){1) and 41.31. The information is required to obtain or retain a benefit by the public which is to file (and
by the USPTO to process) an application. Confidentiality is governed by 35 U.S.C. 122 and 37 CFR 1.11, 1.14 and 41.6. This collection is estimated to take 12 minutes
to complete, including gathering, preparing, and submitting the completed application form to the USPTO. Time will vary depending upon the individual case. Any
comments on the amount of time you require to complete this form and/or suggestions for reducing this burden, should be sent to the Chief Information Officer,
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office, U.S. Department of Commerce, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450. DO NOT SEND FEES OR COMPLETED FORMS TO THIS
ADDRESS. SEND TO: Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450.

If you need assistance in completing the form, call 1-800-PT0-9199 and select option 2.

147

Samsung Ex. 1002, Page 147 of 574
Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., et al. v. Molecular Rebar Design, LLC
IPR2025-00359



Privacy Act Statement

The Privacy Act of 1974 (P.L. 93-579) requires that you be given certain information in connection with your
submission of the attached form related to a patent application or patent. Accordingly, pursuant to the
requirements of the Act, please be advised that: (1) the general authority for the collection of this information is
35 U.S.C. 2(b)(2); (2) furnishing of the information solicited is voluntary; and (3) the principal purpose for which
the information is used by the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office is to process and/or examine your submission
related to a patent application or patent. If you do not furnish the requested information, the U.S. Patent and
Trademark Office may not be able to process and/or examine your submission, which may result in termination
of proceedings or abandonment of the application or expiration of the patent.

The information provided by you in this form will be subject to the following routine uses:

1. The information on this form will be treated confidentially to the extent allowed under the Freedom of
Information Act (5 U.S.C. 552) and the Privacy Act (5 U.S.C 552a). Records from this system of
records may be disclosed to the Department of Justice to determine whether disclosure of these
records is required by the Freedom of Information Act.

2. A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, in the course of presenting
evidence to a court, magistrate, or administrative tribunal, including disclosures to opposing counsel in
the course of settlement negotiations.

3. A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Member of Congress
submitting a request involving an individual, to whom the record pertains, when the individual has
requested assistance from the Member with respect to the subject matter of the record.

4. A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a contractor of the Agency
having need for the information in order to perform a contract. Recipients of information shall be
required to comply with the requirements of the Privacy Act of 1974, as amended, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
552a(m).

5. A record related to an International Application filed under the Patent Cooperation Treaty in this
system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the International Bureau of the World
Intellectual Property Organization, pursuant to the Patent Cooperation Treaty.

6. A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to another federal agency for
purposes of National Security review (35 U.S.C. 181) and for review pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act
(42 U.S.C. 218(c)).

7. A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the Administrator, General
Services, or his/her designee, during an inspection of records conducted by GSA as part of that
agency’s responsibility to recommend improvements in records management practices and programs,
under authority of 44 U.S.C. 2904 and 2906. Such disclosure shall be made in accordance with the
GSA regulations governing inspection of records for this purpose, and any other relevant (i.e., GSA or
Commerce) directive. Such disclosure shall not be used to make determinations about individuals.

8. A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the public after either
publication of the application pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 122(b) or issuance of a patent pursuant to 35
U.S.C. 151. Further, a record may be disclosed, subject to the limitations of 37 CFR 1.14, as a routine
use, to the public if the record was filed in an application which became abandoned or in which the
proceedings were terminated and which application is referenced by either a published application, an
application open to public inspection or an issued patent.

9. A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Federal, State, or local
law enforcement agency, if the USPTO becomes aware of a violation or potential violation of law or
regulation.
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Doc Code: AP PRE.REQ PTO/AIA/33 (03-13)
Approved for use through 07/31/2013. OMB 0651-0031

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office; U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Under the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays a valid OMB control number.

Docket Number (Optional)

PRE-APPEAL BRIEF REQUEST FOR REVIEW
DENA-0008 (223156)

| hereby certify that this correspondence is being facsimile transmitted to Application Number Filed
the USPTO, EFS-Web transmitted to the USPTO, or deposited with the
United States Postal Service with sufficient postage as first class mail in

an envelope addressed to “Mail Stop AF, Commissioner for Patents, 1 3/529‘797 2012-06-21
P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450" [37 CFR 1.8(a)]
on First Named Inventor

Clive P. Bosnyak

Signature Art Unit Examiner
Typed or printed L
Typec 1723 Philip A. Stuckey

Applicant requests review of the final rejection in the above-identified application. No amendments are being filed
with this request.

This request is being filed with a notice of appeal.

The review is requested for the reason(s) stated on the attached sheet(s).
Note: No more than five (5) pages may be provided.

| am the /Gregory L. Porter/
Signature

|:| ) Gregory L. Porter

applicant.

Typed or printed hame

attorney or agent of record. 40131 713.220.4621

Registration number .

Telephone number

I:' attorney or agent acting under 37 CFR 1.34. 2016-11-11

Registration number if acting under 37 CFR 1.34 Date

NOTE: This form must be signed in accordance with 37 CFR 1.33. See 37 CFR 1.4 for signature requirements and certifications.
Submit multiple forms if more than one signature is required, see below*.

*Total of 1— forms are submitted.

This collection of information is required by 35 U.S.C. 132. The information is required to obtain or retain a benefit by the public which is to file (and by the USPTO
to process) an application. Confidentiality is governed by 35 U.S.C. 122 and 37 CFR 1.11, 1.14 and 41.6. This collection is estimated to take 12 minutes to
complete, including gathering, preparing, and submitting the completed application form to the USPTO. Time will vary depending upon the individual case. Any
comments on the amount of time you require to complete this form and/or suggestions for reducing this burden, should be sent to the Chief Information Officer,
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office, U.S. Department of Commerce, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450. DO NOT SEND FEES OR COMPLETED
FORMS TO THIS ADDRESS. SEND TO: Mail Stop AF, Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450.

If you need assistance in completing the form, call 1-800-PTO-9199 and select option 2.
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Privacy Act Statement

The Privacy Act of 1974 (P.L. 93-579) requires that you be given certain information in connection
with your submission of the attached form related to a patent application or patent. Accordingly,
pursuant to the requirements of the Act, please be advised that: (1) the general authority for the
collection of this information is 35 U.S.C. 2(b)(2); (2) furnishing of the information solicited is voluntary;
and (3) the principal purpose for which the information is used by the U.S. Patent and Trademark
Office is to process and/or examine your submission related to a patent application or patent. If you do
not furnish the requested information, the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office may not be able to
process and/or examine your submission, which may result in termination of proceedings or
abandonment of the application or expiration of the patent.

The information provided by you in this form will be subject to the following routine uses:

1.

The information on this form will be treated confidentially to the extent allowed under the
Freedom of Information Act (5 U.S.C. 552) and the Privacy Act (5 U.S.C 552a). Records from
this system of records may be disclosed to the Department of Justice to determine whether
disclosure of these records is required by the Freedom of Information Act.

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, in the course of
presenting evidence to a court, magistrate, or administrative tribunal, including disclosures to
opposing counsel in the course of settlement negotiations.

A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Member of
Congress submitting a request involving an individual, to whom the record pertains, when the
individual has requested assistance from the Member with respect to the subject matter of the
record.

A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a contractor of the
Agency having need for the information in order to perform a contract. Recipients of
information shall be required to comply with the requirements of the Privacy Act of 1974, as
amended, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552a(m).

A record related to an International Application filed under the Patent Cooperation Treaty in
this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the International Bureau of the
World Intellectual Property Organization, pursuant to the Patent Cooperation Treaty.

A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to another federal
agency for purposes of National Security review (35 U.S.C. 181) and for review pursuant to
the Atomic Energy Act (42 U.S.C. 218(c)).

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the Administrator,
General Services, or his/her designee, during an inspection of records conducted by GSA as
part of that agency’s responsibility to recommend improvements in records management
practices and programs, under authority of 44 U.S.C. 2904 and 2906. Such disclosure shall
be made in accordance with the GSA regulations governing inspection of records for this
purpose, and any other relevant (i.e., GSA or Commerce) directive. Such disclosure shall not
be used to make determinations about individuals.

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the public after
either publication of the application pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 122(b) or issuance of a patent
pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 151. Further, a record may be disclosed, subject to the limitations of 37
CFR 1.14, as a routine use, to the public if the record was filed in an application which
became abandoned or in which the proceedings were terminated and which application is
referenced by either a published application, an application open to public inspection or an
issued patent.

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Federal, State,
or local law enforcement agency, if the USPTO becomes aware of a violation or potential
violation of law or regulation.
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DOCKET NO. 223156 (MREOOSNP)

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

IN RE APPLICATION OF: Clive P. Bosnyak ART UNIT: 1723
SERIAL NO.: 13/529,797 EXAMINER: Phillip A.
Stuckey

CONFIRMATION NO.: 1004
FILING DATE: June 21, 2012

FOR: LITHIUM ION BATTERIES USING DISCRETE CARBON NANOTUBES,
METHODS FOR PRODUCTION THEREOF AND PRODUCTS OBTAINED THEREFROM

PRE-APPEAL BRIEF REQUEST FOR REVIEW

COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS
PO BOX 1450
ALEXANDRIA, VA 22313-1450

SIR:

Applicant requests review of the August 19, 2016 Final Office Action rejection in the
above-identified application. No amendments are being filed with this request. This request is
being filed with a Notice of Appeal and the proper form for pre-appeal brief request for review.
The review is requested for the reasons stated in the attached five page pre-appeal brief. A

Claims Appendix is attached for convenience.

Any fee required for the notice of appeal, extension of time, entry of this paper, or to
avoid abandonment of this application, may be charged to Deposit Account No. 50-0897
referencing attorney docket no. 223156 (MREOO8NP). The Examiner or his supervisor is invited

to call the undersigned attorney at 713-220-4621, if a telephone call could help resolve any item.

HOU:3736500.1
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE PRESORTED

COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS FIRST-CLASS MAIL

P.0.BOX 1450 U.S. POSTAGE PAID
- POSTEDIGITAL

ALEXANDRIA VA 22313-1451 NNNNN

Andrews Kurth LLP
600 Travis Street
Suite 4200
Houston, TX 77002

Courtesy Reminder for
Application Serial No: 13/529,797

Attorney Docket No: DENA-0008 (223156)
Customer Number: 130577
Date of Electronic Notification: 08/19/2016

This is a courtesy reminder that new correspondence is available for this
application. If you have not done so already, please review the
correspondence. The official date of notification of the outgoing
correspondence will be indicated on the form PTOL-90 accompanying the
correspondence.

An email notification regarding the correspondence was sent to the following
email address(es) associated with your customer number:
patenttrademarks@andrewskurth.com

To view your correspondence online or update your email addresses, please
visit us anytime at https://sportal.uspto.gov/secure/myportal/privatepair.

If you have any questions, please email the Electronic Business Center (EBC)
at EBC@uspto.gov or call 1-866-217-9197.
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.USpLO.gov

APPLICATION NO. FILING DATE FIRST NAMED INVENTOR | ATTORNEY DOCKETNO. | CONFIRMATION NO. |
13/529,797 06/21/2012 Clive P. Bosnyak DENA-0008 (223156) 1004
130577 7590 08/19/2016
EXAMINER
Andrews Kurth LLP | |
600 Travis Street STUCKEY, PHILIP A
Suite 4200
Houston, TX 77002 | ART UNIT | PAPER NUMBER |
1723
| NOTIFICATION DATE | DELIVERY MODE |
08/19/2016 ELECTRONIC

Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding.
The time period for reply, if any, is set in the attached communication.

Notice of the Office communication was sent electronically on above-indicated "Notification Date" to the
following e-mail address(es):

patenttrademarks @ andrewskurth.com

PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07)
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Application No. Applicant(s)
13/529,797 BOSNYAK ET AL.

Office Action Summary Examiner Art Unit AIA (First Inventor to File)
Philip A. Stuckey, PhD 1723 SN‘Z‘”S

-- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address --
Period for Reply

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTHS FROM THE MAILING DATE OF
THIS COMMUNICATION.

Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed

after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication.
- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication.
- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133).

Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any

earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b)

Status
1)X] Responsive to communication(s) filed on 05/18/2016.
[ A declaration(s)/affidavit(s) under 37 CFR 1.130(b) was/were filedon _____.
2a)[X] This action is FINAL. 2b)[] This action is non-final.

3)[] An election was made by the applicant in response to a restriction requirement set forth during the interview on
__ ;the restriction requirement and election have been incorporated into this action.

4)[] Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is
closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 C.D. 11, 453 O.G. 213.

Disposition of Claims*
5[ Claim(s) 1-4 and 6-21 is/are pending in the application.
5a) Of the above claim(s) 8 and 9 is/are withdrawn from consideration.

6)[] Claim(s) _____is/are allowed.

7)X Claim(s) 1-4,6,7 and 10-21 is/are rejected.

8)[] Claim(s) _____is/are objected to.

9)[] Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement.

* If any claims have been determined allowable, you may be eligible to benefit from the Patent Prosecution Highway program at a
participating intellectual property office for the corresponding application. For more information, please see
hitp/iwww. uspto gov/patents/init_events/prhv/index.jsp or send an inquiry to PPHieedback@usplo.aoyv.

Application Papers
10)[]] The specification is objected to by the Examiner.
11)[J The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)[_] accepted or b)[] objected to by the Examiner.
Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a).
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d).

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119
12)[] Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or ().
Certified copies:
a)J Al b)[] Some** ¢)[] None of the:
1.[] Certified copies of the priority documents have been received.
2. Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No.
3.0 Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)).
** See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received.

Attachment(s)
1) D Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 3) g Interview Summary (PTO-413)
. . Paper No(s)/Mail Date. 05/12/2016 .
2) x Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO/SB/08a and/or PTO/SB/08b) 4 D oth
Paper No(s)/Mail Date ) ther
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office
PTOL-326 (Rev. 11-13) Office Action Summary Part of Paper No./Mail Date 20160524
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Application/Control Number: 13/529,797 Page 2
Art Unit: 1723

DETAILED ACTION
The present application is being examined under the pre-AlA first to invent

provisions. Claims 1-4 and 6-21 are pending; claims 8-9 are withdrawn.

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action

can be found in a prior Office action.

Priority
As noted previously, the examiner does not find support for the instant
claims in provisional application 61/500,560 and accordingly, the claims are not
entitled to the benefit date of the provisional application but rather toward the

filing date of the instant application on 21 June 2012.

Information Disclosure Statement
The information disclosure statement(s) filed has/have been considered

by the examiner.

Oath/Declaration
The declaration of Dr. Nancy Henderson (not directly filed under 37
CFR 1.132) filed 05/18/20186 is insufficient to overcome the rejection of record
based upon prior art rejection (maintained herein) as set forth in the last Office

action because:
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Application/Control Number: 13/529,797 Page 3
Art Unit: 1723

In response to applicant's argument that the nanotubes of Niu are not
discrete, non-agglomerated, and exfoliated, this point is considered moot
because the Li 2006 reference, which is the primary reference in rejection under
35 USC 1083, is relied upon for this teaching. Figure 2 of Li is reproduced below,
which under the broadest reasonable interpretation, does teach discrete, non-
agglomerated, and exfoliated, as asserted by the office. The applicant is also
reminded that the test for obviousness is not whether the features of a secondary
reference may be bodily incorporated into the structure of the primary reference;
nor is it that the claimed invention must be expressly suggested in any one or all
of the references. In response to applicant's argument that the nanotubes of Niu
are not discrete, non-agglomerated, and exfoliated, the test for obviousness is
not whether the features of a secondary reference may be bodily incorporated
into the structure of the primary reference; nor is it that the claimed invention
must be expressly suggested in any one or all of the references. Rather, the test
is what the combined teachings of the references would have suggested to those
of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA

1981).
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Application/Control Number: 13/529,797 Page 4
Art Unit: 17283

The declaration of Dr. Malcolm Finlayson (not directly filed under 37
CFR 1.132) filed 05/18/2016 is insufficient to overcome the rejection of record
based upon prior art rejection (maintained herein) as set forth in the last Office
action because:

The LiFePO, of Li 2006 does undergo a process in which the lithium ion
active material of Li 2006 is exposed to a ionic environment (LiPFs/EMC/DMC
electrolyte) when the cathode slurry is applied to the Al foil; see page 664, last
paragraph of Experimental section; this teaching contradicts the declaration as
indicated in section 5 with regards to there being ‘no ionic environment with NMP
solvent' as consideration has not been given to the entire disclosed method of Li

2006.
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Application/Control Number: 13/529,797 Page 5
Art Unit: 1723

Response to Arguments

Applicant's arguments filed 05/18/2016 have been fully considered but
they are not persuasive.

The applicant’s arguments directed toward the declarations have been
addressed above. While the applicant has been encouraged to submit evidence
and/or arguments showing that there is a difference between the prior art and the
instant claims regarding ionic attachment, such persuasive arguments have not
been made.

Of further note for consideration, comparisons of LiFePQ, is a specifically
from the applicant’s disclosure to the prior art are not in scope with broad genus
claim of crystals or layers of lithium ion active material. Although the claims are
interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the specification are not
read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057
(Fed. Cir. 1993).

The applicant is reminded that in prosecution, the claims are given their
broadest reasonable interpretation; lacking further positively claimed structural
elements, the claimed ‘discrete, non-agglomerated, and exfoliated carbon
nanotubes’ as claimed are taught by the prior art as noted herein; these claims is

not descriptive enough to teach beyond the prior art.

MAINTAINED: Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103
Claims 1-4 and 10-21 are rejected under pre-AIA 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as

being unpatentable over Li et al., A novel network composite cathode of

158
Samsung Ex. 1002, Page 158 of 574
Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., et al. v. Molecular Rebar Design, LLC
IPR2025-00359



Application/Control Number: 13/529,797 Page 6
Art Unit: 1723

LiFePO4/multiwalled carbon nanotubes with high rate capability for lithium ion
batteries, Electrochemistry Communications, Volume 9, Issue 4, April 2007,
Pages 663-666, herein referred to as “Li 2006” in view of Niu et al., US 7,070,753
B2, herein referred to as Niu 753.

As to claim 1, Li 2006 teaches a novel composite cathode material of
lithium iron phosphate and multi-walled carbon nanotubes for a lithium ion
battery, see e.g. Section 4. Conclusions. Li 2006 further teaches discrete,_non-

agglomerated. and exfoliated carbon nanotubes having a surface (MWCNTSs with

surfaces, see figure 2, which are considered discrete and exfoliated as instantly
claimed because they are dispersed in the composite cathode slurry mixture).
Li 2006 further teaches mixtures of ion active materials comprising

migratable ions said materials comprising crystals or layers of lithium ion active

material, (the mixture of LiFePO4: PVDF: MWCNTSs is a mixture of ion active
materials with e.g. lithium migratable ions which are considered layered as
instantly claimed, see page 664 second column second paragraph). Li 2006
further teaches the mixture is in a weight ratio of 90:5:5 and thus the lithium ion
to other total ions ratio is 90:5 which is a normalized ratio of 18:1. Li 2006's ratio
of 18:1 is a point which falls within the claimed range of a ratio of lithium ion to
other total ions in the ion active materials is at least 2:1 to 25:1 and thus
anticipates the claimed range. See MPEP 2131.03 regarding the Anticipation of
Ranges.

Li 2006 further teaches the discrete carbon nanotubes having layers of

lithium ion active material attached to their surface, see figure 2.
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Application/Control Number: 13/529,797 Page 7
Art Unit: 1723

Li 2006 does not teach the oxidized species, aspect ratio, and oxidation
level of the carbon nanotubes.

Niu 753 teaches disassembled (disentangled) discrete carbon nanotubes
that have an oxygen content of 3.8% (column 6, lines 41-44, Table 5), which is
considered the oxidation level. Niu 753 further teaches nanotubes include those
having a length to diameter ratio of greater than 5 (column 8, lines 34-40). This
teaching of Niu teaches an aspect ratio of 5 or greater which establishes a prima
facie case of obviousness as it encompasses the claimed range. See MPEP
2144 .05 regarding the Obviousness of Ranges. Niu 753 further teaches the

discrete carbon nanotubes comprise oxidized species selected from the group

consisting of carboxylic, ketone or hydroxyl functionalities (see col 10 lines 4-8).

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at
the time of the invention to use disassembled discrete carbon nanotubes with

carboxylic, ketone or hydroxyl functionalities and increased oxygen content in the

invention of Li 2006 because Niu discloses that an increase in oxygen content
can also improve density of the material (column 14, lines 66-67). It also would
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to
use the aspect ratio as taught by Niu for the carbon nanotubes of Li 2006
because one would want a sufficient aspect ratio for binding to the materials in
the electrode. Furthermore, it has been held that where the general conditions of
the claim are disclosed in the prior art, discovering the optimum or workable

ranges involves only routine skill in the art (In re Aller, 105 USPQ 223).
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Regarding the ionically attached surface of the discrete carbon nanotubes
having layers of lithium ion active material ionically attached to their surface, the
prior art teaches the structure and materials of the composition as instantly
claimed and it is therefore expected that the same ionic attachment is present in
the prior art.

See MPEP Section 2112.01 |. PRODUCT AND APPARATUS CLAIMS -
WHEN THE STRUCTURE RECITED IN THE REFERENCE IS
SUBSTANTIALLY IDENTICAL TO THAT OF THE CLAIMS, CLAIMED
PROPERTIES OR FUNCTIONS ARE PRESUMED TO BE INHERENT

Where the claimed and prior art products are identical or substantially
identical in structure or composition, or are produced by identical or substantially
identical processes, a prima facie case of either anticipation or obviousness has
been established. In re Best, 562 F.2d 1252, 1255, 195 USPQ 430, 433 (CCPA
1977). "When the PTO shows a sound basis for believing that the products of the
applicant and the prior art are the same, the applicant has the burden of
showing that they are not." In re Spada, 911 F.2d 705, 709, 15 USPQ2d 1655,
1658 (Fed. Cir. 1990).

As to claims 2 and 3, Li 2006 teaches LiFePO, which is a lithium metal
salt having and element selected from the group consisting of iron, having an
olivine crystal structure, and the lithium metal salt is LiFePOs,.

As to claim 4, Li 2006 teaches the loading of the LiFePO,4 on Al foil (see
page 664 second column second paragraph) which teaches the layers of lithium

ion active material comprise aluminum as instantly claimed.
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As to claim 10, Li 2006 teaches a novel composite cathode material of
lithium iron phosphate and multi-walled carbon nanotubes for a lithium ion
battery, See e.g. Section 4. Conclusions. Li 2006 further teaches discrete,_non-

agglomerated. and exfoliated carbon nanotubes having a surface (MWCNTSs with

surface, see figure 2, which are considered discrete,_non-agglomerated. and

exfoliated as instantly claimed because they are dispersed in the composite
cathode slurry mixture).
Li 2006 further teaches mixtures of ion active materials comprising

migratable ions said materials comprising crystals or layers of lithium ion active

material (the mixture of LiFePO,4: PVDF: MWCNTSs is a mixture of ion active
materials which is considered a layer as instantly claimed with e.g. lithium
migratable ions, see page 664 second column second paragraph). Li 2006
further teaches the mixture is in a weight ratio of 90:5:5 and thus the lithium ion
to other total ions ratio is 90:5 which is a normalized ratio of 18:1. Li 2006's ratio
of 18:1 teaches the claimed range of a ratio of lithium ion to other total ions in the
ion active materials is at least 2:1 to 25:1. See MPEP 2131.03 regarding the
Anticipation of Ranges.

Li 2006 further teaches the discrete carbon nanotubes having layers of
lithium ion active material attached to their surface, see figure 2.

Li 2006 teaches the cell contains 1 molar LiPFe, which is a lithium salt, in
the electrolyte (see page 664 second column second paragraph) which

penetrates the positive electrode to provide an ionic pathway within the
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electrochemical cell. Li 2006 further teaches that the ratio of the carbon
nanotubes in the cathode is in a weight ratio of 5% to the total cathode slurry
weight and that the cathode is dissolved in NMP solvent (see page 664 second
column second paragraph). It is readily seen from this teaching that the weight
ratio of carbon nanotubes is low in comparison to the total weight of the cathode
active material.

Li 2006 does not teach the weight ratio of the carbon nanotubes to the the
weight ratio of the lithium salts, but rather Li 2006 teaches the concentration of
lithium salts to carbon nanotubes and that this ratio is relatively low in
comparison; thus this teaching of Li 2006 establishes a prima facie case of
obviousness regarding the claimed ranges for a weight ratio of carbon nanotubes
to lithium salts of 0.1% to 10%. See MPEP 2144.05 regarding the Obviousness
of Ranges. Itis well known that one desires a low solution resistance to prevent
losses. Furthermore, one of ordinary skill in the art would be able to determine
through routine experimentation the optimal weight ratio of carbon nanotubes to
lithium salts and could arrive at 0.1% to 10% to decrease the solution resistance
of a lithium ion battery. Furthermore, it has been held that where the general
conditions of the claim are disclosed in the prior art, discovering the optimum or
workable ranges involves only routine skill in the art (In re Aller, 105 USPQ 223).

Li 2006 does not teach the oxidized species, aspect ratio, and oxidation
level of the carbon nanotubes.
Niu 753 teaches disassembled (disentangled) discrete carbon nanotubes

that have an oxygen content of 3.8% (column 6, lines 41-44, Table 5), which is

163

Samsung Ex. 1002, Page 163 of 574
Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., et al. v. Molecular Rebar Design, LLC
IPR2025-00359



Application/Control Number: 13/529,797 Page 11
Art Unit: 17283

considered the oxidation level. Niu ‘753 further teaches nanotubes include those
having a length to diameter ratio of greater than 5 (column 8, lines 34-40). This
teaching of Niu teaches an aspect ratio of 5 or greater which establishes a prima
facie case of obviousness as it encompasses the claimed range. See MPEP
2144.05 regarding the Obviousness of Ranges. Niu ‘753 further teaches the

discrete carbon nanotubes comprise oxidized species selected from the group

consisting of carboxylic, ketone or hydroxyl functionalities (see col 10 lines 4-8).

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at
the time of the invention to use disassembled discrete carbon nanotubes with

carboxylic, ketone or hydroxyl functionalities and increased oxygen content in the

invention of Li 2006 because Niu discloses that an increase in oxygen content
can also improve density of the material (column 14, lines 66-67). It also would
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to
use the aspect ratio as taught by Niu for the carbon nanotubes of Li 2006
because one would want a sufficient aspect ratio for binding to the materials in
the electrode. Furthermore, it has been held that where the general conditions of
the claim are disclosed in the prior art, discovering the optimum or workable
ranges involves only routine skill in the art (In re Aller, 105 USPQ 223).
Regarding the ionically attached surface of the discrete carbon nanotubes
having layers of lithium ion active material ionically attached to their surface, the
prior art teaches the structure and materials of the composition as instantly
claimed and it is therefore expected that the same ionic attachment is present in

the prior art.
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See MPEP Section 2112.01 |. PRODUCT AND APPARATUS CLAIMS -
WHEN THE STRUCTURE RECITED IN THE REFERENCE IS
SUBSTANTIALLY IDENTICAL TO THAT OF THE CLAIMS, CLAIMED
PROPERTIES OR FUNCTIONS ARE PRESUMED TO BE INHERENT

Where the claimed and prior art products are identical or substantially
identical in structure or composition, or are produced by identical or substantially
identical processes, a prima facie case of either anticipation or obviousness has
been established. In re Best, 562 F.2d 1252, 1255, 195 USPQ 430, 433 (CCPA
1977). "When the PTO shows a sound basis for believing that the products of the
applicant and the prior art are the same, the applicant has the burden of
showing that they are not." In re Spada, 911 F.2d 705, 709, 15 USPQ2d 1655,

1658 (Fed. Cir. 1990).

As to claim 11, Li 2006 teaches a novel composite cathode material of
lithium iron phosphate and multi-walled carbon nanotubes for a lithium ion
battery, See e.g. Section 4. Conclusions. Li 2006 further teaches discrete,_non-

agglomerated. and exfoliated carbon nanotubes having a surface (MWCNTSs with

surface, see figure 2, which are considered discrete and exfoliated as instantly
claimed because they are dispersed in the composite cathode slurry mixture).
Li 2006 further teaches mixtures of ion active materials comprising
migratable ions (the mixture of LiFePO4: PVDF: MWCNTSs is a mixture of ion
active materials with e.g. lithium migratable ions, see page 664 second column

second paragraph). Li 2006 further teaches the mixture is in a weight ratio of
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90:5:5 and thus the lithium ion to other total ions ratio is 90:5 which is a
normalized ratio of 18:1. Li 2006's ratio of 18:1 is a point which falls within the
claimed range of a ratio of lithium ion to other total ions in the ion active materials
is at least 2:1 to 25:1 and thus anticipates the claimed range. See MPEP
2131.03 regarding the Anticipation of Ranges.

Li 2006 further teaches the discrete carbon nanotubes having layers of
lithium ion active material attached to their surface and wherein the carbon
nanotubes are uniformly dispersed without clustering on a dimension scale of
less than about 1 micrometer, see figures 2a and 2b which shows the MWCNTs
on a dimension scale of 1 micron in 2a being uniformly dispersed without
clustering.

Li 2006 does not teach the oxidized species, aspect ratio, and oxidation
level of the carbon nanotubes.

Niu ‘753 teaches disassembled (disentangled) discrete carbon nanotubes
that have an oxygen content of 3.8% (column 6, lines 41-44, Table 5), which is
considered the oxidation level. Niu ‘753 further teaches nanotubes include those
having a length to diameter ratio of greater than 5 (column 8, lines 34-40). This
teaching of Niu teaches an aspect ratio of 5 or greater which establishes a prima
facie case of obviousness as it encompasses the claimed range. See MPEP
2144.05 regarding the Obviousness of Ranges. Niu ‘753 further teaches the

discrete carbon nanotubes comprise oxidized species selected from the group

consisting of carboxylic, ketone or hydroxyl functionalities (see col 10 lines 4-8).
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at
the time of the invention to use disassembled discrete carbon nanotubes with

carboxylic, ketone or hydroxyl functionalities and increased oxygen content in the

invention of Li 2006 because Niu discloses that an increase in oxygen content
can also improve density of the material (column 14, lines 66-67). It also would
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to
use the aspect ratio as taught by Niu for the carbon nanotubes of Li 2006
because one would want a sufficient aspect ratio for binding to the materials in
the electrode. Furthermore, it has been held that where the general conditions of
the claim are disclosed in the prior art, discovering the optimum or workable

ranges involves only routine skill in the art (In re Aller, 105 USPQ 223).

As to claim 12, Li 2006 teaches a novel composite cathode material of
lithium iron phosphate and multi-walled carbon nanotubes for a lithium ion
battery, See e.g. Section 4. Conclusions. Li 2006 further teaches oxidized,_non-

agglomerated. carbon nanotubes having a surface (MWCNTSs with surface, see

figure 2 and the first paragraph of the Experimental section on page 664), which
are considered oxidized because they are washed with nitric acid).

Li 2006 further teaches mixtures of ion active materials comprising
migratable ions (the mixture of LiFePO4: PVDF: MWCNTSs is a mixture of ion
active materials with e.g. lithium migratable ions, see page 664 second column
second paragraph). Li 2006 further teaches the mixture is in a weight ratio of

90:5:5 and thus the lithium ion to other total ions ratio is 90:5 which is a
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normalized ratio of 18:1. Li 2006's ratio of 18:1 is an anticipatory point which falls
within the claimed range of a ratio of lithium ion to other total ions in the ion
active materials is at least 2:1 to 25:1. See MPEP 2131.03 regarding the
Anticipation of Ranges.

Li 2006 further teaches the discrete carbon nanotubes having layers of
lithium ion active material attached to their surface, see figure 2.

Li 2006 does not teach the oxidized species, aspect ratio, and oxidation
level of the carbon nanotubes.

Niu ‘753 teaches disassembled (disentangled) discrete carbon nanotubes
that have an oxygen content of 3.8% (column 6, lines 41-44, Table 5), which is
considered the oxidation level. Niu ‘753 further teaches nanotubes include those
having a length to diameter ratio of greater than 5 (column 8, lines 34-40). This
teaching of Niu teaches an aspect ratio of 5 or greater which establishes a prima
facie case of obviousness as it encompasses the claimed range. See MPEP
2144 .05 regarding the Obviousness of Ranges. Niu ‘753 further teaches the

discrete carbon nanotubes comprise oxidized species selected from the group

consisting of carboxylic, ketone or hydroxyl functionalities (see col 10 lines 4-8).

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at
the time of the invention to use disassembled discrete carbon nanotubes with

carboxylic, ketone or hydroxyl functionalities and increased oxygen content in the

invention of Li 2006 because Niu discloses that an increase in oxygen content
can also improve density of the material (column 14, lines 66-67). It also would

have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to
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use the aspect ratio as taught by Niu for the carbon nanotubes of Li 2006
because one would want a sufficient aspect ratio for binding to the materials in
the electrode. Furthermore, it has been held that where the general conditions of
the claim are disclosed in the prior art, discovering the optimum or workable
ranges involves only routine skill in the art (In re Aller, 105 USPQ 223).

Regarding the ionically attached surface of the discrete carbon nanotubes
having layers of lithium ion active material ionically attached to their surface, the
prior art teaches the structure and materials of the composition as instantly
claimed and it is therefore expected that the same ionic attachment is present in
the prior art.

See MPEP Section 2112.01 |. PRODUCT AND APPARATUS CLAIMS -
WHEN THE STRUCTURE RECITED IN THE REFERENCE IS
SUBSTANTIALLY IDENTICAL TO THAT OF THE CLAIMS, CLAIMED
PROPERTIES OR FUNCTIONS ARE PRESUMED TO BE INHERENT

Where the claimed and prior art products are identical or substantially
identical in structure or composition, or are produced by identical or substantially
identical processes, a prima facie case of either anticipation or obviousness has
been established. In re Best, 562 F.2d 1252, 1255, 195 USPQ 430, 433 (CCPA
1977). "When the PTO shows a sound basis for believing that the products of the
applicant and the prior art are the same, the applicant has the burden of
showing that they are not." In re Spada, 911 F.2d 705, 709, 15 USPQ2d 1655,

1658 (Fed. Cir. 1990).
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As to claim 13, Li 2006 teaches the discrete carbon nanotubes having
layers of lithium ion active material are attached to their surface, see figure 2.

Li 2006 teaches the product as instantly claimed. The limitation regarding
chemical attachment does not impart additional structural or chemical limitations
that distinguish the instant claims from that of the prior art.

Furthermore, it is inherent that Van der Waals forces exist between the
materials of Li 2006 which teaches chemical attachment as instantly claimed.

As to claims 14 and 15, Li 2006 teaches the mixture is in a weight ratio of
90:5:5 and thus the lithium ion to other total ions ratio is 90:5 which is a
normalized ratio of 18:1 which anticipates the claimed ranges of the ratio of
lithium ion to other total ions in the ion active materials is from 3:1 to 25:1 and
10:1 to 25:1.

As to claims 16 and 17, Li 2006 teaches the mixture is in a weight ratio of
90:5:5 and thus the lithium ion to other total ions ratio is 90:5 which is a
normalized ratio of 18:1 which teaches the claimed ranges of the ratio of lithium
ion to other total ions in the ion active materials is from 3:1 to 25:1 and 10:1 to
25:1.

As to claims 18 and 19, Li 2006 teaches the mixture is in a weight ratio of
90:5:5 and thus the lithium ion to other total ions ratio is 90:5 which is a
normalized ratio of 18:1 which anticipates the claimed ranges of the ratio of
lithium ion to other total ions in the ion active materials is from 3:1 to 25:1 and

10:1 to 25:1.
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As to claims 20 and 21, Li 2006 teaches the mixture is in a weight ratio of
90:5:5 and thus the lithium ion to other total ions ratio is 90:5 which is a
normalized ratio of 18:1 which anticipates the claimed ranges of the ratio of
lithium ion to other total ions in the ion active materials is from 3:1 to 25:1 and

10:1 to 25:1.

Claims 6 and 7 are rejected under pre-AlA 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being
unpatentable over Li 2006 in view of Niu ‘753 and in further view of Zhamu et al.,
US 2010/0176337 A1, herein referred to as Zhamu ‘337.

As to claims 6 and 7, Li 2006 teaches the composition of claim 1.

Li 2006 does not teach the composition further comprising graphene or
oxygenated graphene and wherein the weight ratio of grapheme to carbon
nanotube is in the range of 0.1:99.9 to 99.9:0.1.

Zhamu ‘337 teaches graphene reinforced composite electrode for lithium
ion batteries (see e.g. title and abstract). Zhamu ‘337 further teaches that the
graphene platelets occupy a weight fraction of 2% to 50% of the total
nanocomposite weight (see [0089)).

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of
the invention to use the graphene weight fraction as taught by Zhamu ‘337 in the
the nanocomposite mixture of Li 2006 because Zhamu ‘337 teaches that the

graphene reinforces the electrode.
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Applicant has not addressed, maintained-Double Patenting

Applicant is advised that should claims 1, 10, 11, or 12 be found
allowable, the other of claims 1, 10, 11, and 12 will be objected to under 37 CFR
1.75 as being a substantial duplicate thereof. When two claims in an application
are duplicates or else are so close in content that they both cover the same thing,
despite a slight difference in wording, it is proper after allowing one claim to
object to the other as being a substantial duplicate of the allowed claim. See
MPEP § 706.03(k).

The differences in the discrete, dispersible, etc. descriptions used to
describe the carbon nanotubes do not recite a clear distinction as presently
claimed. Furthermore, claim 10 differs in the weight ratio of carbon nanotubes to
lithium salts which would be an obvious variant based upon Li 2006’s teaching
regarding the concentration of lithium salts to carbon nanotubes as discussed

with claim 10 above.

The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially
created doctrine grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as
to prevent the unjustified or improper timewise extension of the “right to exclude”
granted by a patent and to prevent possible harassment by multiple assignees. A
nonstatutory double patenting rejection is appropriate where the claims at issue
are not identical, but at least one examined application claim is not patentably
distinct from the reference claim(s) because the examined application claim is

either anticipated by, or would have been obvious over, the reference claim(s).
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See, e.g., In re Berg, 140 F.3d 1428, 46 USPQ2d 1226 (Fed. Cir. 1998); In re
Goodman, 11 F.3d 1046, 29 USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. Cir. 1993); In re Longi, 759
F.2d 887, 225 USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 1985); In re Van Ornum, 686 F.2d 937, 214
USPQ 761 (CCPA 1982); In re Vogel, 422 F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA
1970); and In re Thorington, 418 F.2d 528, 163 USPQ 644 (CCPA 1969).

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1.321(c) or
1.321(d) may be used to overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a
nonstatutory double patenting ground provided the reference application or
patent either is shown to be commonly owned with this application, or claims an
invention made as a result of activities undertaken within the scope of a joint
research agreement. See MPEP § 717.02 for applications subject to examination
under the first inventor to file provisions of the AIA as explained in MPEP § 2159.
See MPEP §§ 706.02(1)(1) - 706.02(1)(3) for applications not subject to
examination under the first inventor to file provisions of the AlA. A terminal
disclaimer must be signed in compliance with 37 CFR 1.321(b).

The USPTO Internet website contains terminal disclaimer forms which
may be used. Please visit www.uspto.gov/forms/. The filing date of the
application in which the form is filed determines what form (e.g., PTO/SB/25,
PTO/SB/26, PTO/AIA/25, or PTO/AIA/26) should be used. A web-based
eTerminal Disclaimer may be filled out completely online using web-screens. An
eTerminal Disclaimer that meets all requirements is auto-processed and

approved immediately upon submission. For more information about eTerminal
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Disclaimers, refer to http://www.uspto.gov/patents/process/file/efs/guidance/eTD-
info-1.jsp.

Claim 1 is rejected on the ground of nonstatutory double patenting as
being unpatentable over claims 1- of U.S. Patent No. 8,808,909. Although the
claims at issue are not identical, they are not patentably distinct from each other
because:

Claim 1 of the 8,808,909 recites

A composition useful for lithium ion batteries comprising: discrete
carbon nanotubes having crystals or layers of lithium ion active
material attached to their surface, wherein the discrete carbon
nanotubes have an aspect ratio of 10 to 500 and oxidation levels
from 1% to 15% by weight of the carbon nanotube.

This claim is broader in scope than instant independent claims 1, 10, 11,
and 12 and identically recites the claimed ranges of the aspect ratio and
oxidation levels of the carbon nanotubes as well as claiming the crystal/material
layers.

Claim 2 of the 8,808,909 and instant claim 4 recite the same group
elements for the crystals/layers.

Claim 4 of the 8,808,909 and instant claim 7 recite identically the same
range of the graphene/nanotube weight ratio.

Claim 5 of the 8,808,909 and instant independent claim 10 recite same the

range of weight percentage.
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Claim 6 of the 8,808,909 and instant independent claim 11 recite same the
range of the carbon nanotube dispersion scale.

Claim 7 of the 8,808,909 recites attachment which is broader than instant
independent claims 1, 10, 11, and 12 which recite ionic attachment attachment.

Claim 8 of the 8,808,909 recites chemical attachment which is broader
than instant independent claims 1, 10, 11, and 12 which recite ionic attachment

attachment.

Claim 1 is rejected on the ground of nonstatutory double patenting as
being unpatentable over claims 1- of U.S. Patent No. 8,968,924. Although the
claims at issue are not identical, they are not patentably distinct from each other
because:

Claim 1 of 8,968,924 recites

A composition used in lithium ion batteries comprising: discrete
carbon nanotubes having ion active material attached to their
surface, wherein the discrete carbon nanotubes have an aspect
ratio of 10 to 500 and oxidation levels from 1% to 15% by weight of
the carbon nanotube, and wherein the ion active material comprise
a lithium metal salt and an element selected from the group
consisting of: iron, manganese, cobalt, copper, nickel, vanadium,
titanium, and mixtures thereof.

This claim is broader in scope than instant independent claim 1 and 2 and

identically recites the claimed ranges of the aspect ratio and oxidation levels of
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the carbon nanotubes, the crystal/material layers, and the lithium metal salt
elements.

Claim 2 of the 8,968,924 and instant claim 6 recite the same graphene or
oxygenated graphene.

Claim 3 of the 8,968,924 and instant claim 7 recite identically the same
range of the graphene/nanotube weight ratio.

Claim 4 of the 8,968,924 and instant independent claim 10 recite same the
range of weight percentage and the lithium metal salt is obvious in the instant
application based on instant claim 1.

Claim 5 of the 8,968,924 recites attachment which is broader than instant

independent claim 1 which recites ionic attachment attachment.

Conclusion

The prior art previously made of record and not relied upon is considered
pertinent to applicant's disclosure:

Maxim N. Tchoul,T, Warren T. Ford,*,T, Giulio Lolli,%, Daniel E. Resasco,t
and, and Sivaram Arepalli, Effect of Mild Nitric Acid Oxidation on Dispersability,
Size, and Structure of Single-Walled Carbon Nanotubes, Chemistry of Materials
2007 19 (23), 5765-5772, teaches that the oxidation of single-walled carbon
nanotubes (SWNTs) with nitric acid increases their dispersability in water,
methanol, and N,N-dimethylformamide, see e.g. abstract.

Bo Jin, En Mei Jin, Kyung-Hee Park, Hal-Bon Gu, Electrochemical

properties of LiFePQO4-multiwalled carbon nanotubes composite cathode
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materials for lithium polymer battery, Electrochemistry Communications, Volume
10, Issue 10, October 2008, Pages 1537-1540, teaches a composite material

relevant to the claimed invention.

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of
time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a).

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire
THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is
filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory
action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory
period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory
action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be
calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will
the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing

date of this final action.

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from
the examiner should be directed to Philip A. Stuckey, PhD whose telephone
number is (571)272-9875. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday -
Friday 8:00 AM - 5:00 PM EST.

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the

examiner’s supervisor, Milton Cano can be reached on (571)272-1398. The fax
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phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is
assigned is 571-273-8300.

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http:/pair-
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786-

9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000.

/Philip A. Stuckey/
Examiner, Art Unit 1723

/NICHOLAS P D'ANIELLO/
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 1723

178
Samsung Ex. 1002, Page 178 of 574
Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., et al. v. Molecular Rebar Design, LLC
IPR2025-00359



Application No. Applicant(s)
, . , 13/529,797 BOSNYAK ET AL.
Applicant-Initiated Interview Summary
Examiner Art Unit
Philip A. Stuckey, PhD 1723

All participants (applicant, applicant’s representative, PTO personnel):

(1) Philip A. Stuckey. (3)Greq Porter.
(2) Nicholas D'Aniello. (4) .

Date of Interview: 12 May 2016.

Type: [ Telephonic [ Video Conference
X Personal [copy given to: [Japplicant  [] applicant’s representative]

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: [] Yes I No.
If Yes, brief description:

Issues Discussed [J101 [J112 [J102 X103 [XOthers

(For each of the checked box(es) above, please describe below the issue and detailed description of the discussion)
Claim(s) discussed: 1 and 10-12.
Identification of prior art discussed: of record.

Substance of Interview
(For each issue discussed, provide a detailed description and indicate if agreement was reached. Some topics may include: identification or clarification of a
reference or a portion thereof, claim interpretation, proposed amendments, arguments of any applied references etc...)

Greq Porter presented the issues noted in the attached agenda. The argument was made that the discrete, non-
aqglomerated, and exfoliated carbon nanotubes are not taught by Li 2006. The argument is ultimately not persuasive
as Li 2006 is considered to teach the instant limitation as shown in Fiqure 2. The examiners commented that there is a
lack of structural distinction within the claims as compared to the prior art

Applicant recordation instructions: The formal written reply to the last Office action must include the substance of the interview. (See MPEP
section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, applicant is given a non-extendable period of the longer of one month or
thirty days from this interview date, or the mailing date of this interview summary form, whichever is later, to file a statement of the substance of the
interview

Examiner recordation instructions: Examiners must summarize the substance of any interview of record. A complete and proper recordation of the
substance of an interview should include the items listed in MPEP 713.04 for complete and proper recordation including the identification of the
general thrust of each argument or issue discussed, a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed regarding patentability and the
general results or outcome of the interview, to include an indication as to whether or not agreement was reached on the issues raised.

X Attachment

/Philip A. Stuckey/
Examiner, Art Unit 1723

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office
PTOL-413 (Rev. 8/11/2010) Interview Summary Paper No. 20160524
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Summary of Record of Interview Requirements

Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (MPEP), Section 713.04, Substance of Interview Must be Made of Record
A complete written statement as to the substance of any face-to-face, video conference, or telephone interview with regard to an application must be made of record in the
application whether or not an agreement with the examiner was reached at the interview.

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews
Paragraph (b)

In every instance where reconsideration is requested in view of an interview with an examiner, a complete written statement of the reasons presented at the interview as
warranting favorable action must be filed by the applicant. An interview does not remove the necessity for reply to Office action as specified in §§ 1.111, 1.135. (35 U.S.C. 132)

37 CFR §1.2 Business to be transacted in writing.
All business with the Patent or Trademark Office should be transacted in writing. The personal attendance of applicants or their attorneys or agents at the Patent and
Trademark Office is unnecessary. The action of the Patent and Trademark Office will be based exclusively on the written record in the Office. No attention will be paid to
any alleged oral promise, stipulation, or understanding in relation to which there is disagreement or doubt.

The action of the Patent and Trademark Office cannot be based exclusively on the written record in the Office if that record is itself
incomplete through the failure to record the substance of interviews.

It is the responsibility of the applicant or the attorney or agent to make the substance of an interview of record in the application file, unless
the examiner indicates he or she will do so. It is the examiner’s responsibility to see that such a record is made and to correct material inaccuracies
which bear directly on the question of patentability.

Examiners must complete an Interview Summary Form for each interview held where a matter of substance has been discussed during the
interview by checking the appropriate boxes and filling in the blanks. Discussions regarding only procedural matters, directed solely to restriction
requirements for which interview recordation is otherwise provided for in Section 812.01 of the Manual of Patent Examining Procedure, or pointing
out typographical errors or unreadable script in Office actions or the like, are excluded from the interview recordation procedures below. Where the
substance of an interview is completely recorded in an Examiners Amendment, no separate Interview Summary Record is required.

The Interview Summary Form shall be given an appropriate Paper No., placed in the right hand portion of the file, and listed on the
“Contents” section of the file wrapper. In a personal interview, a duplicate of the Form is given to the applicant (or attorney or agent) at the
conclusion of the interview. In the case of a telephone or video-conference interview, the copy is mailed to the applicant’s correspondence address
either with or prior to the next official communication. If additional correspondence from the examiner is not likely before an allowance or if other
circumstances dictate, the Form should be mailed promptly after the interview rather than with the next official communication.

The Form provides for recordation of the following information:

— Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number)

—Name of applicant

—Name of examiner

—Date of interview

—Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal)

—Name of participant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel, etc.)

—An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted

— An identification of the specific prior art discussed

— Anindication whether an agreement was reached and if so, a description of the general nature of the agreement (may be by
attachment of a copy of amendments or claims agreed as being allowable). Note: Agreement as to allowability is tentative and does
not restrict further action by the examiner to the contrary.

—The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview (if Form is not an attachment to a signed Office action)

It is desirable that the examiner orally remind the applicant of his or her obligation to record the substance of the interview of each case. It
should be noted, however, that the Interview Summary Form will not normally be considered a complete and proper recordation of the interview
unless it includes, or is supplemented by the applicant or the examiner to include, all of the applicable items required below concerning the
substance of the interview.

A complete and proper recordation of the substance of any interview should include at least the following applicable items:

1) A brief description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted,

2) an identification of the claims discussed,

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed,

4) an identification of the principal proposed amendments of a substantive nature discussed, unless these are already described on the

Interview Summary Form completed by the Examiner,

5) a brief identification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner,

(The identification of arguments need not be lengthy or elaborate. A verbatim or highly detailed description of the arguments is not
required. The identification of the arguments is sufficient if the general nature or thrust of the principal arguments made to the
examiner can be understood in the context of the application file. Of course, the applicant may desire to emphasize and fully
describe those arguments which he or she feels were or might be persuasive to the examiner.)

6) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed, and

7) if appropriate, the general results or outcome of the interview unless already described in the Interview Summary Form completed by

the examiner.

Examiners are expected to carefully review the applicant’s record of the substance of an interview. If the record is not complete and
accurate, the examiner will give the applicant an extendable one month time period to correct the record.

Examiner to Check for Accuracy

If the claims are allowable for other reasons of record, the examiner should send a letter setting forth the examiner’s version of the
statement attributed to him or her. If the record is complete and accurate, the examiner should place the indication, “Interview Record OK” on the
paper recording the substance of the interview along with the date and the examiner’s initials.
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Receipt date: 05/18/2016

Doc code: IDS

Doc description: Information Disclosure Statement (IDS) Filed

13529797 - GAU: 1723

PTO/SB/08a (01-10)
Approved for use through 07/31/2012. OMB 0651-0031

U.S. Patent and Trademark Cffice; U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Under the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it contains a valid OMB control number.

INFORMATION DISCLOSURE

STATEMENT BY APPLICANT
( Not for submission under 37 CFR 1.99)

Application Number 13529797

Filing Date P012-06-21

First Named Inventor “::Iive P. Bosnyak

Art Unit | 1723

Examiner Name ‘ Phillip A. Stuckey

Attorney Docket Number

| DENA-0008 (223156)

U.S.PATENTS Remove
Examiner| Cite Kind Name of Patentee or Applicant Pages Columns Lines where
1k Patent Number Issue Date . Relevant Passages or Relevant
Initial No Codet of cited Document )
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1
Add
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Initial*
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If you wish to add additional Foreign Patent Document citation information please click the Add button

Add

NON-PATENT LITERATURE DOCUMENTS

Remove

Cite
No

Examiner|
Initials™

Include name of the author (in CAPITAL LETTERS), title of the article (when appropriate), title of the item
(book, magazine, journal, serial, symposium, catalog, etc), date, pages(s), volume-issue number(s),
publisher, city and/or country where published.
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Application Number 13529797
Filing Date 2012-06-21

INFORMATION DISCLOSURE

STATEMENT BY APPLICANT
( Not for submission under 37 CFR 1.99)

First Named Inventor ‘ Clive P. Bosnyak

Art Unit | 1723

‘ Phillip A. Stuckey

Attorney Docket Number | DENA-0008 (223156)

Examiner Name

Excerpts from NANOTECHNOLOGY FOR LITHIUM ION BATTERIES, Springer Science & Business Media, LLC, New
Jrork, (Abu-Lebdeh et al. eds. 2013)

If you wish to add additional non-patent literature document citation information please click the Add button| Add

EXAMINER SIGNATURE

Examiner Signature II /PHILIP A STUCKEY/

IDate Considered “ DR/05/2016

*EXAMINER: Initial if reference considered, whether or not citation is in conformance with MPEP 609. Draw line through a
citation if not in conformance and not considered. Include copy of this form with next communication to applicant.

1 See Kind Codes of USPTO Patent Documents at www.USPTO.GOV or MPEP 901.04. 2 Enter office that issued the document, by the two-letter code (WIPO
Standard ST.3). 2 For Japanese patent documents, the indication of the year of the reign of the Emperor must precede the serial number of the patent document.
4 Kind of document by the appropriate symbols as indicated on the document under WIPO Standard ST.16 if possible. 5 Applicant is to place a check mark here if
English language translation is attached.

EFS Web 2.1.17
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Application Number 13529797
Filing Date 2012-06-21

INFORMATION DISCLOSURE

STATEMENT BY APPLICANT
( Not for submission under 37 CFR 1.99)

First Named Inventor ‘ Clive P. Bosnyak
Art Unit | 1723

Examiner Name ‘ Phillip A. Stuckey
Attorney Docket Number | DENA-0008 (223156)

CERTIFICATION STATEMENT

Please see 37 CFR 1.97 and 1.98 to make the appropriate selection{s):

That each item of information contained in the information disclosure statement was first cited in any communication
from a foreign patent office in a counterpart foreign application not more than three months prior to the filing of the
information disclosure statement. See 37 CFR 1.97(e)(1).

OR

That no item of information contained in the information disclosure statement was cited in a communication from a
foreign patent office in a counterpart foreign application, and, to the knowledge of the person signing the certification
after making reasonable inquiry, no item of information contained in the information disclosure statement was known to

[l any individual designated in 37 CFR 1.56(c) more than three months prior to the filing of the information disclosure
statement. See 37 CFR 1.97(e){2).

See attached certification statement.
X The fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17 (p) has been submitted herewith.

X A certification statement is not submitted herewith.

SIGNATURE
A signature of the applicant or representative is required in accordance with CFR 1.33, 10.18. Please see CFR 1.4(d) for the
form of the signature.

Signature IGregory L. Porter/ Date (YYYY-MM-DD) 2016-05-18

Name/Print Gregory L. Porter Registration Number \40131

This collection of information is required by 37 CFR 1.97 and 1.98. The information is required to obtain or retain a benefit by the
public which is to file {(and by the USPTO to process) an application. Confidentiality is governed by 35 U.5.C. 122 and 37 CFR
1.14. This collection is estimated to take 1 hour to complete, including gathering, preparing and submitting the completed
application form to the USPTO. Time will vary depending upon the individual case. Any comments on the amount of time you
require to complete this form and/or suggestions for reducing this burden, should be sent to the Chief Information Officer, U.S.
Patent and Trademark Office, U.S. Department of Commerce, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450. DO NOT SEND
FEES OR COMPLETED FORMS TO THIS ADDRESS. SEND TO: Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria,
VA 22313-1450.

EFS Web 2.1.17
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Receipt date: 05/18/2016 13529797 - GAU: 1723

Privacy Act Statement

The Privacy Act of 1974 (P.L. 93-579) requires that you be given certain information in connection with your submission of the
attached form related to a patent application or patent. Accordingly, pursuant to the requirements of the Act, please be advised
that: (1) the general authority for the collection of this information is 35 U.S.C. 2(b)(2); (2) furnishing of the information solicited
is voluntary; and (3) the principal purpose for which the information is used by the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office is to
process and/or examine your submission related to a patent application or patent. If you do not furnish the requested
information, the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office may not be able to process and/or examine your submission, which may
result in termination of proceedings or abandonment of the application or expiration of the patent.

The information provided by you in this form will be subject to the following routine uses:
1. The information on this form will be treated confidentially to the extent allowed under the Freedom of Information Act

(5 U.S.C. 552) and the Privacy Act (5 U.S.C. 552a). Records from this system of records may be disclosed to the
Department of Justice to determine whether the Freedom of Information Act requires disclosure of these record s.

2. A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, in the course of presenting evidence to a
court, magistrate, or administrative tribunal, including disclosures to opposing counsel in the course of settlement
negotiations.

3. A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Member of Congress submitting a

request involving an individual, to whom the record pertains, when the individual has requested assistance from the
Member with respect to the subject matter of the record.

4. A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a contractor of the Agency having need for
the information in order to perform a contract. Recipients of information shall be required to comply with the
requirements of the Privacy Act of 1974, as amended, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552a(m).

5. A record related to an International Application filed under the Patent Cooperation Treaty in this system of records
may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the International Bureau of the World Intellectual Property Organization, pursuant
to the Patent Cooperation Treaty.

6. A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to another federal agency for purposes of
National Security review (35 U.S.C. 181) and for review pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act (42 U.S.C. 218(c)).

7. A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the Administrator, General Services, or
his’her designee, during an inspection of records conducted by GSA as part of that agency's responsibility to
recommend improvements in records management practices and programs, under authority of 44 U.S.C. 2904 and
2906. Such disclosure shall be made in accordance with the GSA regulations governing inspection of records for this
purpose, and any other relevant (i.e., GSA or Commerce) directive. Such disclosure shall not be used to make
determinations about individuals.

8. A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the public after either publication of
the application pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 122(b) or issuance of a patent pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 151. Further, a record
may be disclosed, subject to the limitations of 37 CFR 1.14, as a routine use, to the public if the record was filed in
an application which became abandoned or in which the proceedings were terminated and which application is
referenced by either a published application, an application open to public inspections or an issued patent.

9. A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Federal, State, or local law
enforcement agency, if the USPTO becomes aware of a violation or potential violation of law or regulation.
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Receipt date: 02/16/2016

Doc code: IDS

Doc description: Information Disclosure Statement (IDS) Filed

13529797 - GAU: 1723

PTO/SB/08a (01-10)
Approved for use through 07/31/2012. OMB 0651-0031

U.S. Patent and Trademark Cffice; U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
Under the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it contains a valid OMB control number.

INFORMATION DISCLOSURE

STATEMENT BY APPLICANT
( Not for submission under 37 CFR 1.99)

Application Number

13529797

Filing Date

2012-06-21

First Named Inventor “::Iive P. Bosnyak

Art Unit

|1726

Examiner Name

‘ Philip A. Stuckey

Attorney Docket Number

| DENA-0008 (223156)

U.S.PATENTS Remove
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Initial No Codet of cited Document )
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1 5114068 P000-09-05 amada et al.
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If you wish to add additional U.S. Patent citation information please click the Add button.

U.S.PATENT APPLICATION PUBLICATIONS

Remove

Examiner| .. Publication Kind | Publication Name of Patentee or Applicant Pages, Columns Lines where
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Initial Number Code?| Date of cited Document .
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If you wish to add additional U.S. Published Application citation information please click the Add button| Add

FOREIGN PATENT DOCUMENTS
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Name of Patentee or Pages,Columns,Lines
Examiner| Cite | Foreign Document | Country Kind | Publication Apolicant of cited where Relevant Ts
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cetptdater02/T6/2016 — 13529707 =GR 1723
Application Number 13529797
Filing Date 2012-06-21
INFORMATION DISCLOSURE First Named Inventor ‘ Clive P. Bosnyak
STATEMENT BY APPLICANT P |1726
( Not for submission under 37 CFR 1.99)
Examiner Name ‘ Philip A. Stuckey
Attorney Docket Number | DENA-0008 (223156)
If you wish to add additional Foreign Patent Document citation information please click the Add button | Add
NON-PATENT LITERATURE DOCUMENTS Remove
. . Include name of the author (in CAPITAL LETTERS), title of the article (when appropriate), title of the item
Examiner| Cite o . . )
(book, magazine, journal, serial, symposium, catalog, etc), date, pages(s), volume-issue number(s}, TS

Initials® | No publisher, city and/or country where published.

1 Dffice Action {CN Appl. No. 201280030167.1), dated August 5, 2015

If you wish to add additional non-patent literature document citation information please click the Add button Add

EXAMINER SIGNATURE

Examiner Signature ‘I /PHILIP A STUCKEY/ IDate Considered “ 08/05/2016

*EXAMINER: Initial if reference considered, whether or not citation is in conformance with MPEP 609. Draw line through a
citation if not in conformance and not considered. Include copy of this form with next communication to applicant.

1 See Kind Codes of USPTO Patent Documents at www.USPTO.GOV or MPEP 801.04. 2 Enter office that issued the document, by the two-letter code (WIPO
Standard ST.3). 3 For Japanese patent documents, the indication of the year of the reign of the Emperor must precede the serial number of the patent document.
4 Kind of document by the appropriate symbols as indicated on the document under WIPQ Standard ST.16 if possible. 9 Applicant is to place a check mark here if
English language translation is attached.
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Application Number 13529797
Filing Date 2012-06-21

INFORMATION DISCLOSURE

STATEMENT BY APPLICANT
( Not for submission under 37 CFR 1.99)

First Named Inventor ‘ Clive P. Bosnyak
Art Unit | 1726

Examiner Name ‘ Philip A. Stuckey
Attorney Docket Number | DENA-0008 (223156)

CERTIFICATION STATEMENT

Please see 37 CFR 1.97 and 1.98 to make the appropriate selection{s):

That each item of information contained in the information disclosure statement was first cited in any communication
from a foreign patent office in a counterpart foreign application not more than three months prior to the filing of the
information disclosure statement. See 37 CFR 1.97(e)(1).

OR

That no item of information contained in the information disclosure statement was cited in a communication from a
foreign patent office in a counterpart foreign application, and, to the knowledge of the person signing the certification
after making reasonable inquiry, no item of information contained in the information disclosure statement was known to

[l any individual designated in 37 CFR 1.56(c) more than three months prior to the filing of the information disclosure
statement. See 37 CFR 1.97(e){2).

See attached certification statement.
X The fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17 (p) has been submitted herewith.

X A certification statement is not submitted herewith.

SIGNATURE
A signature of the applicant or representative is required in accordance with CFR 1.33, 10.18. Please see CFR 1.4(d) for the
form of the signature.

Signature IGregory L. Porter/ Date (YYYY-MM-DD) 2016-02-16

Name/Print Gregory L. Porter Registration Number \40131

This collection of information is required by 37 CFR 1.97 and 1.98. The information is required to obtain or retain a benefit by the
public which is to file {(and by the USPTO to process) an application. Confidentiality is governed by 35 U.5.C. 122 and 37 CFR
1.14. This collection is estimated to take 1 hour to complete, including gathering, preparing and submitting the completed
application form to the USPTO. Time will vary depending upon the individual case. Any comments on the amount of time you
require to complete this form and/or suggestions for reducing this burden, should be sent to the Chief Information Officer, U.S.
Patent and Trademark Office, U.S. Department of Commerce, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450. DO NOT SEND
FEES OR COMPLETED FORMS TO THIS ADDRESS. SEND TO: Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria,
VA 22313-1450.
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Privacy Act Statement

The Privacy Act of 1974 (P.L. 93-579) requires that you be given certain information in connection with your submission of the
attached form related to a patent application or patent. Accordingly, pursuant to the requirements of the Act, please be advised
that: (1) the general authority for the collection of this information is 35 U.S.C. 2(b)(2); (2) furnishing of the information solicited
is voluntary; and (3) the principal purpose for which the information is used by the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office is to
process and/or examine your submission related to a patent application or patent. If you do not furnish the requested
information, the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office may not be able to process and/or examine your submission, which may
result in termination of proceedings or abandonment of the application or expiration of the patent.

The information provided by you in this form will be subject to the following routine uses:
1. The information on this form will be treated confidentially to the extent allowed under the Freedom of Information Act

(5 U.S.C. 552) and the Privacy Act (5 U.S.C. 552a). Records from this system of records may be disclosed to the
Department of Justice to determine whether the Freedom of Information Act requires disclosure of these record s.

2. A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, in the course of presenting evidence to a
court, magistrate, or administrative tribunal, including disclosures to opposing counsel in the course of settlement
negotiations.

3. A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Member of Congress submitting a

request involving an individual, to whom the record pertains, when the individual has requested assistance from the
Member with respect to the subject matter of the record.

4. A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a contractor of the Agency having need for
the information in order to perform a contract. Recipients of information shall be required to comply with the
requirements of the Privacy Act of 1974, as amended, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552a(m).

5. A record related to an International Application filed under the Patent Cooperation Treaty in this system of records
may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the International Bureau of the World Intellectual Property Organization, pursuant
to the Patent Cooperation Treaty.

6. A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to another federal agency for purposes of
National Security review (35 U.S.C. 181) and for review pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act (42 U.S.C. 218(c)).

7. A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the Administrator, General Services, or
his’her designee, during an inspection of records conducted by GSA as part of that agency's responsibility to
recommend improvements in records management practices and programs, under authority of 44 U.S.C. 2904 and
2906. Such disclosure shall be made in accordance with the GSA regulations governing inspection of records for this
purpose, and any other relevant (i.e., GSA or Commerce) directive. Such disclosure shall not be used to make
determinations about individuals.

8. A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the public after either publication of
the application pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 122(b) or issuance of a patent pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 151. Further, a record
may be disclosed, subject to the limitations of 37 CFR 1.14, as a routine use, to the public if the record was filed in
an application which became abandoned or in which the proceedings were terminated and which application is
referenced by either a published application, an application open to public inspections or an issued patent.

9. A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Federal, State, or local law
enforcement agency, if the USPTO becomes aware of a violation or potential violation of law or regulation.
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A N D R E W S Andrews Kurth LLP Austin

600 Travig, Suite 4200 Beijing
K U RT H Houstan, Taxas 77002 Dallas
+1.713.220.4200 Phone Dubai
+1.713.220.4285 Fax Houstan
andrewskurth.com London
New Yark

Research Triangle Park
Tha Woodlands
Washington, DC

Fax Cover Sheet

From:  Gregory Porter Employee No.: 10748
Sender's Direct Phone No.: +1.713.220.4621 Sender's Direct Fax No.. _+1.713.238.7169
Date:  May 10, 2016 Matter No.: 223156 Na. of pages (including cover sheet): 3
CONFIRMATION
RECIPIENT COMPANY FAX NUMEER NUMBER
Examiner; Phillip A, Smckey 571-273-9875
Message

Please see the attached.

Treasury Circular 230 Disclosure — To comply with requirements imposed by the Internal Revenue
Service, we inform you that apy tax advice contained in this written communication (including any
attachment) is not intended or written to be used, and cannot be used, by any person for the purpose of
avoiding tax penalties that may be imposed on the person. If this written communication contains any
tax advice that is used or referred to in connection with the promoting, marketing or recommending of
any transaction(s) or matter(s), this written communication should be construed as written to support the
promoting, marketing or recommending of the transaction(s) or matter(s) addressed by this written
communication, and the taxpayer should seek advice based on the taxpayer’s particular circumstances
from an independent tax advisor. No limitation has been imposed by Andrews Kurth LLP on disclosure
of the tax treatment or tax structure of the ransaction(s) or matter(s).

Confidentiality Notice

The information contained in this facsimile transmissian may be legally privileged and include confidential information intanded only for the
recipient(s} identified abava, If you are not one of those intended recipients, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution aor
copying of this facsimile transmission Is strictly prohibited. If you have received this facsimile transmisslon in errar, plaase contact us
immediately at 713-220-4220 to arrange for the transmission's return to us at our axpense. Thank you.

Should you have any problems receiving this fax, please call +1.713.220.4099.
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PLEASE DO NOT ENTER INTO THE RECORD

Via Facsimile 571-273-9875

DOCKET NO.
32493-223156

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

IN RE APPLICATION OF: Clive P. BOSNYAK ART UNIT: 1723
SERIAL NO.: 13/529,797 EXAMINER: PHILLIP A STUCKEY
CONFIRMATION NO.: 1004

FILING DATE: June 21, 2012

FOR: LITHIUM ION BATTERIES USING DISCRETE CARBON
NANOTUBES, METHODS FOR PRODUCTION THEREOF AND
PRODUCTS OBTAINED THEREFROM

PROPOSED INTERVIEW AGENDA

Applicant thanks Examiner Stuckey in advance for his participation in the personal
Examiner Interview scheduled for Thursday, May 12, 2016 at 9:00 AM (Eastern) at the Remsen
Building 400 Dulany St. Any data, arguments, or statements presented during the Examiner
Interview are only provided to facilitate a meaningful discussion during the Examiner Interview.
If you need to contact Applicant’s attorney Gregory Porter in advance of the interview please
call 713-449-9687,

Applicant’s attorney expects to discuss the current independent claims, the technical
differences between the Li 2006 reference and the claimed feature “wherein the discrete carbon
nanotubes have crystals or layers of lithium ion active material jonically attached to their
surface” and the distinctions and technical differences in the claimed composition and Li Figure

2,

HOU3684975.1
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Applicant’s attorney also expect 1o explain that independent Claim 1 is patentable over
the references of record because a skilled artisan would understand that the steps disclosed in Li

cannot yield the aforementioned limitation.

Respectfully submitted,
/Gregory L. Porter/

Gregory L. Porter

Registration No. 40,131
Andrews Kurth LLP

600 Travis, Suite 4200
Houston, Texas 77002-2778
Office: (713) 220-4621

Fax: (713) 238-7169
gregporter@andrewskurth.com
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DENA-0008 (223156)

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Applicant: Clive P. Bosnyak, et al.
Serial No.: 13/529,797

Filed: June 21, 2012

Art Unit: 1723

Examiner: Phillip A. Stuckey
Conf. No.: 1004

For: LITHIUM ION BATTERIES USING DISCRETE CARBON NANOTUBES,
METHODS FOR PRODUCTION THEREOF AND PRODUCTS OBTAINED
THEREFROM

Mail Stop Response

Commissioner for Patents

Box AF

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

RESPONSE TO OFFICE ACTION OF FEBRUARY 11, 2016, DECLARATIONS, AND
INTERVIEW SUMMARY

Dear Examiner Stuckey:

Thank you for courtesies extended to myself and James Willson during the May 12th, 2016
personal interview to discuss the pending claims, the Li and Niu references, and potential evidence
to overcome the rejection. While an agreement on the claims was not reached the interview was a
productive exchange of views. As discussed, the instant response is being submitted with evidence

via declarations from Dr. Finlayson and Dr. Henderson.

Listing of the Claims begin on page 2 of this paper.

Remarks begin on page 6 of this paper.
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IN THE CLAIMS:

l. (Previously presented) A composition useful for lithium ion batteries comprising:
discrete, non-agglomerated, and exfoliated carbon nanotubes having a surface, and mixtures
of ion active materials comprising migratable ions said materials comprising crystals or
layers of lithium ion active material, wherein a ratio of lithium ion to other total ions in the
ion active materials is at least 2:1 to 25:1, and wherein the discrete carbon nanotubes have
crystals or layers of lithium ion active material ionically attached to their surface and
wherein the discrete carbon nanotubes comprise oxidized species selected from the group
consisting of carboxylic, ketone, or hydroxyl functionalities, and wherein the discrete carbon
nanotubes have an aspect ratio of 10 to 500 and oxidation levels from 1% to 15% by weight

of the carbon nanotube.

2. (Original) The composition of claim 1, wherein the crystals or layers of lithium ion active
material comprise a lithium metal salt and an element selected from the group consisting of:

iron, manganese, cobalt, copper, nickel, vanadium, titanium, and mixtures thereof,

3. (Previously presented) The composition of claim 2, wherein the lithium metal salt has an

olivine crystal structure and wherein the lithium metal salt is LiFePO, or LiMnPOQ,.

4, (Original) The composition of claim 1, wherein the crystals or layers of lithium ion active
material comprise tin, silicon, copper, antimony, aluminum, germanium, titanium, or

mixtures thereof.
5. (Cancelled).
6. (Original) The composition of claim 1, further comprising graphene or oxygenated graphene.

7. (Previously presented) The composition of claim 6, wherein the weight ratio of graphene to

carbon nanotube is in the range of 0.1:99.9 to 99.9:0.1.

8. (Withdrawn) A process for the production of the discrete carbon nanotubes having crystals

or layers of lithium ion active materials attached to their surface, comprising the steps of:

a) selecting carbon nanotubes of aspect ratio 10 to 500 and oxidation level 1% to 15%

percent by weight;
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b) mixing the carbon nanotubes with a high boiling point liquid,;
¢) adding reagents in correct balance to synthesize a lithium salt;

d) reacting the mixture at a temperature to form the lithium salt while sonicating the

mixture;
e) separating the solid discrete carbon nanotube salts from the liquid; and

f) dryingand annealing the solid discrete carbon nanotube salts under an inert atmosphere

at sufficient temperature to obtain an olivine crystal structure.

9. (Withdrawn) A process for the production of the discrete carbon nanotubes having crystals

or layers of lithium ion active materials attached to their surface, comprising the steps of:

a) selecting carbon nanotubes of aspect ratio 10 to 500 and oxidation level of 1% to 15% by

weight;
b) mixing the carbon nanotubes and a lithium salt in a liquid with surfactant;
c¢) sonicating the liquid carbon nanotube/lithium salt mixture;
d) separating the solid salts from the liquid; and

e) drying and annealing the solid discrete carbon nanotubes with attached lithium salts

under an inert atmosphere at sufficient temperature to obtain an olivine crystal structure.

10. (Previously presented) A composition useful for lithium ion batteries, comprising discrete,
non-agglomerated, and exfoliated carbon nanotubes having a surface, and mixtures of ion
active materials comprising migratable ions said materials comprising crystals or layers of
lithium ion active material, wherein a ratio of lithium ion to other total ions in the ion active
materials is at least 2:1 to 25:1, wherein the discrete carbon nanotubes have crystals or layers
of lithium ion active materials ionically attached to their surface, and wherein the carbon
nanotubes are in a weight ratio of carbon nanotubes to lithium salts of 0.1% to 10% and
wherein the discrete carbon nanotubes comprise oxidized species selected from the group
consisting of carboxylic, ketone, or hydroxyl functionalities, and wherein the discrete carbon
nanotubes have an aspect ratio of 10 to 500 and oxidation levels from 1% to 15% by weight

of the carbon nanotube.
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11. (Previously presented) A composition useful for lithium ion batteries, comprising oxidized
discrete, non-agglomerated, and exfoliated carbon nanotubes having a surface, and mixtures
of ion active materials comprising migratable ions said materials comprising crystals or
layers of lithium ion active material, wherein a ratio of lithium ion to other total ions in the
ion active materials is at least 2:1 to 25:1, wherein the discrete carbon nanotubes have
crystals or layers of lithium ion active materials attached to their surface, and wherein the
carbon nanotubes are uniformly dispersed without clustering on a dimension scale of less
than about 1 micrometer and wherein the discrete carbon nanotubes comprise oxidized
species selected from the group consisting of carboxylic, ketone, or hydroxyl functionalities,
and wherein the discrete carbon nanotubes have an aspect ratio of 10 to 500 and oxidation

levels from 1% to 15% by weight of the carbon nanotube.

12. (Previously presented) A composition useful for lithium ion batteries, comprising uniformly
dispersible oxidized , non-agglomerated carbon nanotubes having a surface, and mixtures of
ion active materials comprising migratable ions said materials comprising crystals or layers
of lithium ion active material, wherein a ratio of lithium ion to other total ions in the ion
active materials is at least 2:1 to 25:1, and wherein the discrete carbon nanotubes have
crystals or layers of lithium ion active materials ionically attached to their surface and
wherein the discrete carbon nanotubes comprise oxidized species selected from the group
consisting of carboxylic, ketone, or hydroxyl functionalities, and wherein the discrete carbon
nanotubes have an aspect ratio of 10 to 500 and oxidation levels from 1% to 15% by weight

of the carbon nanotube.

13. (Original) The composition of claim 12, wherein the crystals or layers of lithium ion active

materials are chemically attached to the surface of the dispersible oxidized carbon nanotubes.

14. (Previously presented) The composition of claim 1 where the ratio of lithium ion to other

total ions in the ion active materials is from 3:1 to 25:1.

15. (Previously presented) The composition of claim 1 where the ratio of lithium ion to other

total ions in the ion active materials is from 10:1 to 25:1.

16. (Previously presented) The composition of claim 10 where the ratio of lithium ion to other
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total ions in the ion active materials is from 3:1 to 25:1.

17.  (Previously presented) The composition of claim 10 where the ratio of lithium ion to other

total ions in the ion active materials is from 10:1 to 25:1.

18. (Previously presented) The composition of claim 11 where the ratio of lithium ion to other

total ions in the ion active materials is from 3:1 to 25:1.

19. (Previously presented) The composition of claim 11 where the ratio of lithium ion to other
total ions in the ion active materials is from 10:1 to 25:1.

20.  (Previously presented) The composition of claim 12 where the ratio of lithium ion to other
total ions in the ion active materials is from 3:1 to 25:1.

21.  (Previously presented) The composition of claim 12 where the ratio of lithium ion to other

total ions in the ion active materials is from 10:1 to 25:1.
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REMARKS
Pending in the current application are Claims 1-7 and 10-21. Applicants respectfully request

reconsideration of this Application in view of the following remarks and declarations submitted
concurrently.!

I Claims 1-7 and 10-21 Are Patentable Over the Cited Combination of References for
Two Independent Reasons

The claims were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) (pre-AlA) as being unpatentable over Li
2006 (Li) in view of Niu et al. U.S. 7,070,753 (Niu). However, as described below there are two
independent reasons that the suggested combination does not render the instant claims obvious.
First, the suggested combination lacks crystals or layers of lithium ion active material ionically
attached to the surface of nanotubes which is an express limitation of the claims. Second, the
suggested combination lacks discrete, non-agglomerated, and exfoliated carbon nanotubes which is a
second independent and express limitation of all the instant claims.

A, As Proven Via Dr. Finlayson’s Declaration the Cited Combination Lacks

Crystals or Layers of Lithium Ion Active Material Ionically Attached to the
Surface of Nanotubes

The attached declaration from Dr. Malcolm Finlayson is definitive evidence that Li does not
have carbon nanotubes with “crystals or layers of lithium ion active material ionically attached to
their surface” as required by independent Claims 1, 10, 11, and 12. Reviewing the teachings of Li
Dr. Finlayson concludes that “an ordinarily skilled person in the art would understand that Li’s
MWCNTs do not have any form of lithium ion active material (or anything else) ionically attached
to their surface.” (Finlayson Decl., para. 4).

As Dr. Finlayson points out it is axiomatic that for any ionic attachment to occur there

“necessarily needs to be ions present”. (Finlayson Decl., para. 5). However, it “is well-known and

' The prior Office Action stated that the claims may not have priority to provisional application 61/500,560.
Applicants disagree but believe that there is no need to elaborate since the cited references at issue, Li and Niu, pre-
date the provisional application filing date.
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described in the literature” that “LiFePO4 does not dissolve in the solvent employed in Li, i.e., N-
methyl-2-pyrolidone (NMP). (Finlayson Decl., para. 5). Dr. Finlayson cites the specific literature

reference of Nanotechnology for Lithium-Ion Batteries by Abu-Lebdeh et al. in support of his

conclusion that Li “would not result in carbon nanotubes with “crystals or layers of lithium ion
active material ionically attached to their surface” as required by independent Claims 1, 10, 11, and
12.” (Finlayson Decl., para. 5). |

The secondary reference of Niu does not remedy this deficiency as it does not relate to
lithium ion active materials whatsoever.> Therefore, the claims cannot be rendered obvious because
the suggested combination does not and cannot yield carbon nanotubes with “crystals or layers of
lithium ion active material ionically attached to their surface” as required by independent Claims 1,
10, 11, and 12.

B. As Proven Via Dr. Henderson’s Declaration the Cited Combination Lacks
Discrete, Non-Agglomerated, and Exfoliated Carbon Nanotubes

The primary reference of Li does not teach or suggest the claimed “discrete, non-
agglomerated, and exfoliated carbon nanotubes”. This is confirmed as shown below by Li’s own
SEM images wherein one cannot ascertain two ends of even a single nanotube due to the

agglomeration from entanglement of the nanotubes.

? The Office Action refers to MPEP section 2112.01 which relates to when the structure of a reference is
substantially identical to that of the claims. However, that MPEP section is inapposite here wherein the claimed
structure is substantially different from Li due to the claimed structure having ionic attachment.

7
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5}

ey

Fig. 2. SEM images of LiFePOGMWONTSs composite cathode (i plane section: b cross section),

The rejection therefore relies on Niu to remedy the deficiency of Li in this regard. However,
Niu also does not employ the claimed “discrete, non-agglomerated, and exfoliated carbon
nanotubes”. This is confirmed in the language of Niu itself and in Dr. Henderson’s evidentiary
declaration submitted herewith.

Niu uses the word “discrete” in describing nanotubes at column 1, lines 10-15, (11/18/2015
Office Actionat p.3). In doing so Niu states the nanotubes “are in the form of discrete nanotubes, or,
in an aggregate form”. (Niu, col. 1, line 14). Niu uses “discrete” in the context of (and in express
reference to) “as produced” carbon nanotubes which, as discussed in the interview, are different
from the claimed nanotubes. Niu makes this clear in in a number of places stating, for example:

As produced carbon nanotubes may be in form of discrete nanotubes, aggregates of
nanotubes or both. (col. 3, lines 3-5, emphasis added).

It has been unexpectedly found that treatment of the as-produced carbon nanotubes

or aggregates of carbon nanotubes with the oxidizing agents of the invention can
change the hydrophobic surface properties of the as-produced carbon nanotubes to
hydrophilic. (col. 16, lines 64-66, emphasis added).

“As produced” carbon nanotubes described in Niu are not discrete, non-agglomerated, or

exfoliated. Dr. Henderson confirmed that one of ordinary skill in the art would understand that “Niu

does not have discrete, non-agglomerated, and exfoliated oxidized carbon nanotubes as instantly
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claimed. (Henderson Decl., para. 6). In fact, Dr. Henderson confirmed this by experimentally
replicating two different examples of Niu including Example 10 relied upon at page 4 of the Office
Action. (Henderson Decl., paras. 7-9). Dr. Henderson concluded that neither example produced
“discrete, non-agglomerated, and exfoliated carbon nanotubes as seen through a scanning electron
microscope.” (Henderson Decl., paras. 8 and 9).

The suggested combination lacks “discrete, non-agglomerated, and exfoliated carbon

nanotubes” as required by independent Claims 1, 10, 11, and 12. Therefore, the suggested
combination lacks two express claim limitations and the claims cannot be rendered obvious.

II. Conclusion

It is submitted that the instant claims are patentable and a Notice of Allowance is requested.
The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any required fees to our Andrews Kurth LLP
Deposit Account No. 50-0897 (223156/DENA008). The Commissioner is also authorized to credit
any fee overpayment to the aforementioned Deposit Account.

The Examiner is invited to call the undersigned attorney at 713-220-4621, if a telephone call

could help resolve any item.

Respectfully submitted,
/Gregory L. Porter/

Gregory L. Porter
Registration No. 40,131

Andrews Kurth LLP

600 Travis, Suite 4200

Houston, Texas 77002-2778

Office: (713) 220-4621

Fax: (713) 238-7169

pat-tmk@andrewskurth.com

Date:  May 18,2016
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DOCKET NQ. DENA-GGOS (223156

INTHE UNITUD STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

IN RE APPLICATION OF: Clive P. Bosnvak ART UNIT: 1723
SERIAL NO. 13/528,797 EXAMINER: Stuckey, Philip A

CONFIRMATION NO: 1004
FILING DATE: 06/21/2012

FOR: Lithium lon Batteries Using Discrete Carbon Nanotubes, Methods for Production Thereof and
Produets Obtained Therefrom
DECLARATION OF DR, NANCY HENDERSON
Background and Qualifiestions
i. My name is I Nancy Henderson. T am over the age of twenty-one (21}, of sound mind,
and fully competent to testify.

A

I am cuwrently emploved by Molecular Rebar Design LLO as Intelloctual Property

.

Manager, [received a PRl in Mechanical Engineering in the vear 1997 from the Undversity of
£ 8 k 3

Texas Austin, | have expertise in carbon nanotubes hased on my education, training, and work

I have reviewad patent applivation Serial Muraber 13/529.797 and the reference of US
Patent No. 7,070,753 1o Niu er of (heveinatter “Niv™) from the standpeint of an ordinartly skilled
person in the art at the time of the instant {ovention and/or filing date. T have also previcusly
replicated ceviain exaroples of Nin which further inform rmy statements below.

4, An ordinarily skilled person in the art would consider that Figure 1 helow is an SEM

niorograph represemtative of “as praduced” carbon nanctubes that Niy refers to as “discrete™,
e , 4
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Mote that the tubes have the morphology of non-discrete, agglomerated, non-exfoliated

nanotubes.

Figure 1 - conventional untreated carbon nanotubes { C9000).

M micrograph of a plurality of discrete debundied,

5. Figure 2 below is a representative §

unentangled oxidized carbon nanotubes as described in Serial Mumber 3/5829,797.

8
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Fig 2 - plurality of discrete, non-agplomerated, and exfoliated oxidized carhon nanotubes

described in Serial Number 13/528, 797,

a. Therefore, Niu does not bave discrete, non-ag glome and exfolinted oxidized carbon

nanotubes as Instamily claimed and as confirmed by the express language of N

and by my

experimenttal replication deseribed below.
7. I ran sxperimenis to detemnine if the examples in Nig produce diserete, non-

agglomerated, and exfoliated carbon nanctubes.

8. Table 5 lists Example 10 of Nig ss having carbon nanotubes that have an oxXygen contertt

of 3.8%. [ confirm that the attached Experirsent | describes the experiments relating to Example

10 of Nin in detadl and includes true, accwate and Ssctual expertmertal results that show
7

Example 10 of Nin does not produce discrete, non-agglomerated, and exfoliated carbon

nanotubes as seen through a scanning electron microscope
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Q, T confirm that the aitached Experimemt 2 describes the experiments refating o Example

23 of Niv in detall and includes true, accurste and factual ex xperimental resnlts that show

Exarople 23 of the ‘753 Patent doss not produce discrete, , non-agglomerated, and exfoliated
carbon nanotubes as seen throngh & scanning electron microscope.

18 Ideclare under penalty of petjury under the laws of the United States of America that the
oregoing statements are true and correct. | further hereby declare that all statements made
cint of my own knowledge are true and correct and that any other statements or opinious made

herein ave believed to be true and correct based on the information that | have received to date.

4
e
7}
)

enderson

S
(E)

Wancy
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EXPURIMENT

i BURPOSE

Analysis of the carbon nanotubes as prepared by the method of Example 10 of U8
Fatent No. 7,070,753 (“Example 10 of Nig or the *753 Patent”) and its comparison o the carbon
nanctubes fn UK, Patent Application Serial No, 13/529,797.

2 PROCEDURE

The procedures as outlined in Example 10 of the 753 Patent were followed But the
quantities were propertionally scaled down to accommodate the available equipnent. Details of
the experiment as performed by Nancy Henderson were recorded 1u data book SN 2014-05-000 1,
pages 51-532,

A vound bottom flask was placed in a water bath on 2 thermocouple controlled stirring
hot plate. A stirrer bar was placed in the water bath and in the fask o insure uniform
temperature and reaction agilation. A condenser with room temperature cooling water was
attached to the flask to reduce evaperation. A thermocouple Huked to the hot plate was inserted

ato ane neck of the Hask (Figure 1) To the flask, 30 grams of 30% agueous solation of
hydrogen peroxide, (Semiconductor Grade, UliraPure Solu tionsy were added. To this, 2.13
grams cofton candy ("CC”) type carbon nanotubes (“CNT™) (Flowtube 9000, CNano
Technology} were slowly added. An additional 10 grams of hydrogen peroxide were added to
wash down any carbon nanotubes clinging to the side of the flask. The total amount of hydrogen
peroxide used was 40 grams. The starting temperature was 23.1 °C. The water bath was nsed o
control the temperature of the reaction so that the temperative of the reaction was kept betwee
80 and 80 “C. The first sign of the reaction, indicated by bubhl Hling, was detected within §
nyinutes of addition of the carbon nanotubes. The reaction proceeded wntll the hydrogen
peroxide was depleted as confirmed by a peroxide stick test. The time of reaction was twa hours
as measured from the first signs of reaction.

After 2 hours, the solution was cooled to room temperature. It was filiered and ther
washed with § volumes of reversed osmosis (“RO) water, The ONT were dried in a vacuum
oven overnight,

Samples for scanning electron microscope (“SEM™) were prepared by adding a small

guantity of dried carbon nanotubes (o isopropy! aleohol and sonicated for 15 seconds it 2
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sonicating water bath. A drop was placed on a silicon water which was fhen attached 0 a SEM
stube with graphite glue. Imaging was performed by Nancy Henderson using a Jeol JSM-
6UI0LA scanning elestron microscope. There treated tubes {Figure 3} were imaged and found to
retawn the CC appearance of the wntreated tubes (Left image of Figwre 3). 1t appears that the
procedure did not alter the morphology of the ONT and ihey remained entangled (Right Image of

Figure 3). Even at high magnification, the treated tubes rotained the CC appearance.
The discrete carbon nanotubes of the type used in the leads paste of the instant Palent

Application were prepared from the same CC CNT source {Flowtube 9000, CNano Technology),

g

he carbon nanotubes were sonicated in a concentrated 65.5% nitric acid solution for a target of

0 kifg energy input at 75 °C for 5 hours. When compared to the ONT treated according to

Dy

Example 10 of the 753 Patent, the distinction between discrete, non-agglomerated, and

b

xiohated gnd the *753 Patent is clearly seen (Fipure 4Y,
& )

g

3. CONCLUSION
The process as described in Example 10 of the *753 Patent, did not produce discrele non-
sgglomerated, and exfoliated carbon nanctube tubes as seen through a scanning electron

microscope.
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Figure 3
Left Image. Untreated CNT (Magnification ] 40x)

i

o Figure 4
Left Image: CONT Treated per Example 10 of the ‘753 Patent {bagnification 5000x)

~

Right Image: Discrete CNT used in qpplication (Magnification 5000x)
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EXPERIMENT 2

\nalysis of the carbon nanotubes as prepared by the method of Fxa wnple 23 of U8,
Palent No. 7,070,753 (“Example 23 of the ‘753 Patent” 5 aod s comparison fo the carhon

nanotubes of UL 8. Patent Application Serial No. 13/529.797,

rocedures s outlined in Example 23 of the *753 Pate i, were followed but the

e
i
4]

Mg
et

guaniities were proportionally scaled down to accommodate the available equipment. Details of
the experiment a8 performed by Nancy Henderson were recorded in dats boak SN A0T4-Q5-0001,

pages 49.50.

IR

A round bottom flask was placed in a water bath on a ther ‘miccouple~-controlled stirring
hot plate. A stirrer bar was placed in the water bath and in the fask to msure utiform
temperature and resction agitation. A condenser sealed with 2 se eptuin and vented via a small
hore nesdle was attached to the flask o reduce evaporation. A thermocouple Hoked to the hot

plate was inserted into one neck of the flask Figuee f1) To the flask, 30 garas of acetone

{Semiconductor Grade, UltaPuwre Solutions) were added. 183 grams of cumene hydroperoxide

{Sigma Aldrich) were slowly added while stivring. Once addition was complete, (.36 grams of

cotton candy (“CC7) type carbon nanotubes (“CNT™} (Flowtube 9000, CNano Technology) were

stowly added. Bath was at 37 °C at the start, Temperature was monitored over a 2 hour period

PN £

between 35° € and 40 °C {average = 37.5 °Ch No appreciable loss of solvent was

33
=
o
rge
T
=
c.s‘

After 2 hours, the solution was cocled to room temperature. I was filiered and then
washed with 5 volumses of reversed osmosis (“RO™) water, The ONT were dried in vaouum

oven overnight.

Saraples for scanning electron microscope (“SEMY were prepared by adding a smali

»

quantity of dried tubes to isupropyl aleoho! and sonicated for 15 seconds in a sonicating water

i

bath, A drop was placed on g silicon wafer which was then attached to 2 SEM stub wi ih graphite

ghue. Imaging was performed by Nancy Henderson using o Jeol JSM-80I10LA scanning election
& b )

microseope. The treated tubes (Figure 2) were imaged and found to retain the OO appearance of

HOUE 3085885 3

218

Samsung Ex. 1002, Page 218 of 574
Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., et al. v. Molecular Rebar Design, LLC

IPR2025-00359



the untreated tubss (Figure 33, It appears that the procedures did not alter the morphology of the
UNT and the CNT remained entangled.

The discrete carbon nanotubes of the type used in the instant ‘application were prepared
from the same CC CNT souree (Flowtube 9000, ONano Tec chnology), The carbon nanctubes
were somicated in a concenirated 63.5% nitric a¢id solution for a target of 20 kI/g energy input at
73 °C for 3 hours. When compared to the CNT treated per Example 23 of the “753 P Patent, the

distinetion between discrete, non-agglomerated, and exfoliated carbon nanotubes and the 753

Patent 12 cleadly seen (Figure 3).

CONCLUSION
The process as described in Example 23 of the *753 Patent did not prodige non-

agglomerated, and exfoliated carbon nanotubes as seen thy cugh a scanning slectron microscope,
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Figare ¥
Experimental Setup

Left Image: Untreated ONT

£x

Right Image. Treated CNT per Example 23 of the 753 Patent (Magnification 1000}
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Figure 3
Left Image: UNT treated pev Example 23 of the 753 Patent
Right Image. Discrete CNT used in lead paste (Magnification § 000}
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NON-PATENT LITERATURE DOCUMENTS Remove
. .. | Include name of the author {in CAPITAL LETTERS), title of the article (when appropriate), title of the item
Examiner| Cite S - . :
o (bock, magazine, journal, serial, symposium, cataloeg, etc), date, pages(s), volume-issue number(s), TS
Initials No . ; -
publisher, city and/or country where published.
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Application Number 13529797
Filing Date 2012-06-21

INFORMATION DISCLOSURE

STATEMENT BY APPLICANT
( Not for submission under 37 CFR 1.99)

First Named Inventor ‘ Clive P. Bosnyak
Art Unit | 1723

Examiner Name ‘ Phillip A. Stuckey
Attorney Docket Number | DENA-0008 (223156)

xcerpts from NANOTECHNOLOGY FOR LITHIUM ION BATTERIES, Springer Science & Business Media, LLC, New
ork, (Abu-Lebdeh et al. eds. 2013)

If you wish to add additional non-patent literature document citation information please click the Add button| Add

EXAMINER SIGNATURE

Examiner Signature ‘I IDate Considered |I

*EXAMINER: Initial if reference considered, whether or not citation is in conformance with MPEP 609. Draw line through a
citation if not in conformance and not considered. Include copy of this form with next communication to applicant.

1 See Kind Codes of USPTO Patent Documents at www.USPTO.GOV or MPEP 901.04. 2 Enter office that issued the document, by the two-letter code (WIPO

Standard ST.3). 3 For Japanese patent documents, the indication of the year of the reign of the Emperor must precede the serial number of the patent document.
4 Kind of document by the appropriate symbols as indicated on the document under WIPQ Standard ST.16 if possible. ® Applicant is to place a check mark here if
English language translation is attached.
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Application Number 13529797
Filing Date 2012-06-21

INFORMATION DISCLOSURE

STATEMENT BY APPLICANT
( Not for submission under 37 CFR 1.99)

First Named Inventor ‘ Clive P. Bosnyak
Art Unit | 1723

Examiner Name ‘ Phillip A. Stuckey
Attorney Docket Number | DENA-0008 (223156)

CERTIFICATION STATEMENT

Please see 37 CFR 1.97 and 1.98 to make the appropriate selection(s}:

That each item of information contained in the information disclosure statement was first cited in any communication
from a foreign patent office in a counterpart foreign application not more than three months prior to the filing of the
information disclosure statement. See 37 CFR 1.97(e)(1).

OR

That no item of information contained in the information disclosure statement was cited in a communication from a
foreign patent office in a counterpart foreign application, and, to the knowledge of the person signing the certification
after making reasonable inquiry, no item of information contained in the information disclosure statement was known to

[] any individual designated in 37 CFR 1.56(c} more than three months prior to the filing of the information disclosure
statement. See 37 CFR 1.97(e)(2).

See attached certification statement.
X The fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17 (p) has been submitted herewith.

X A certification statement is not submitted herewith.

SIGNATURE
A signature of the applicant or representative is required in accordance with CFR 1.33, 10.18. Please see CFR 1.4(d) for the
form of the signature.

Signature IGregory L. Porter/ Date (YYYY-MM-DD) 2016-05-18

Name/Print Gregory L. Porter Registration Number )40131

This collection of information is required by 37 CFR 1.97 and 1.98. The information is required to obtain or retain a benefit by the
public which is to file (and by the USPTO to process) an application. Confidentiality is governed by 35 U.S.C. 122 and 37 CFR
1.14. This collection is estimated to take 1 hour to complete, including gathering, preparing and submitting the completed
application form to the USPTO. Time will vary depending upon the individual case. Any comments on the amount of time you
require to complete this form and/or suggestions for reducing this burden, should be sent to the Chief Information Officer, U.S.
Patent and Trademark Office, U.S. Department of Commerce, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450. DO NOT SEND
FEES OR COMPLETED FORMS TO THIS ADDRESS. SEND TO: Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria,
VA 22313-1450.
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Privacy Act Statement

The Privacy Act of 1974 (P.L. 93-579) requires that you be given certain information in connection with your submission of the
attached form related to a patent application or patent. Accordingly, pursuant to the requirements of the Act, please be advised
that: (1) the general authority for the collection of this information is 35 U.S.C. 2(b)(2); (2) furnishing of the information solicited
is voluntary; and (3) the principal purpose for which the information is used by the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office is to
process and/or examine your submission related to a patent application or patent. If you do not furnish the requested
information, the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office may not be able to process and/or examine your submission, which may
result in termination of proceedings or abandonment of the application or expiration of the patent.

The information provided by you in this form will be subject to the following routine uses:
1. The information on this form will be treated confidentially to the extent allowed under the Freedom of Information Act

(5 U.S.C. 552) and the Privacy Act (5 U.S.C. 552a). Records from this system of records may be disclosed to the
Department of Justice to determine whether the Freedom of Information Act requires disclosure of these record s.

2. A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, in the course of presenting evidence to a
court, magistrate, or administrative tribunal, including disclosures to opposing counsel in the course of settlement
negotiations.

3. A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Member of Congress submitting a

request involving an individual, to whom the record pertains, when the individual has requested assistance from the
Member with respect to the subject matter of the record.

4. A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a contractor of the Agency having need for
the information in order to perform a contract. Recipients of information shall be required to comply with the
requirements of the Privacy Act of 1974, as amended, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552a(m).

5. A record related to an International Application filed under the Patent Cooperation Treaty in this system of records
may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the International Bureau of the World Intellectual Property Organization, pursuant
to the Patent Cooperation Treaty.

6. A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to ancther federal agency for purposes of
National Security review (35 U.S.C. 181) and for review pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act (42 U.S.C. 218(c)).

7. A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the Administrator, General Services, or
his/her designee, during an inspection of records conducted by GSA as part of that agency's responsibility to
recommend improvements in records management practices and programs, under authority of 44 U.S.C. 2304 and
2906. Such disclosure shall be made in accordance with the GSA regulations governing inspection of records for this
purpose, and any other relevant (i.e., GSA or Commerce) directive. Such disclosure shall not be used to make
determinations about individuals.

8. A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the public after either publication of
the application pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 122(b) or issuance of a patent pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 151. Further, a record
may be disclosed, subject to the limitations of 37 CFR 1.14, as a routine use, to the public if the record was filed in
an application which became abandoned or in which the proceedings were terminated and which application is
referenced by either a published application, an application open to public inspections or an issued patent.

9. A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Federal, State, or local law
enforcement agency, if the USPTO becomes aware of a violation or potential violation of law or regulation.
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DOCKET NO. DENA-0008 (223156)

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

IN RE APPLICATION OF: Clive P. Bosnyak ART UNIT: 1723

SERIAL NO.: 13/529,797 EXAMINER: Stuckey, Philip A
CONFIRMATION NO.: 1004

FILING DATE: 06/21/2012

FOR: Lithium Jon Batteries Using Discrete Carbon Nanotubes, Methods for Production Thereof and

Products Obtained Therefrom

DECLARATION OF DR. MALCOLM FINLAYSON
Background and Qualifications
1. My name is Dr. Malcolm Finlayson. I am over the age of twenty-one (21), of sound
mind, and fully competent to testify.
2 [ am currently employed by Molecular Rebar Design LLC as a senior scientist.
received a Ph.D. in chemistry in the year 1983 from University of California, Santa Barbara. 1|
have expertise in carbon nanotubes based on my education, training, and work experience.
3. [ have reviewed patent application Serial Number 13/529,797 and the reference of Li et
al., A novel network composite cathode of LiFePO4 / multiwalled carbon nanotubes with high
rate capability for lithium ion batteries, Electrochemistry Communications 9 (2007) 663-666
(hereinafter “Li”) from the standpoint of an ordinarily skilled person in the art at the time of the
instant invention and/or filing date.
4, Li describes a “novel preparation of LiFePOs / MWCNT composite cathode™ (Li, p.663
last sentence). Li describes that “[tlhe cathode slurry was prepared by mixing LiFePQOs,

polyvinylidine difluoride (PVDF) and acetylene black or MWCNTs in the weight ratio of 90:5:5

HOLL3685890.1
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in N-methyl-2-pyrolidone (NMP) solvent.” (Li, p.664 2nd column, 2nd paragraph). Based on
this description and the other teachings of Li an ordinarily skilled person in the art would
understand that Li’s MWCNTSs do not have any form of lithium ion active material (or anything
else) ionically attached to their surface,

5. An ordinarily skilled artisan understands that for ionic attachment to occur there
necessarily needs to be ions present. LiFePOs does not dissolve in the solvent employed in Li,
i.e., N-methyl-2-pyrolidone (NMP). This is well-known and described in the literature. See, for

example, the attached excerpt from p. 204 of Nanotechnology for Lithium-Ion Batteries by Abu-

Lebdeh et al. stating, “we can conclude that the LiFePO4 does not react with this product
[NMP].” The excerpt expressly recognizes that there could be a negligible amount of Fe and P
ions. However, the ordinarily skilled artisan would recognize that the negligible amount of Fe
and P ions would not result in lithium ion active material ionically attached to a nanotube surface
and certainly would not result in carbon nanotubes with “crystals or layers of lithium ion active

material Vionically attached to their surface™ as required by independent Claims 1, 10, 11, and 12.

6. I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America that the
foregoing statements are true and correct. 1 further hereby declare that all statements made
herein of my own knowledge are true and correct and that any other statements or opinions made

herein are believed to be true and correct based on the information that 1 have received to date.
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. i (‘-(.(
EXECUTEDonthis /£ ~ day of May 2016.

e T3 NP
: -’/ LaANLL g0 D
Dr. Maleolm Finlayson
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Electronic Patent Application Fee Transmittal

Application Number:

13529797

Filing Date:

21-Jun-2012

Title of Invention:

LITHIUM ION BATTERIES USING DISCRETE CARBON NANOTUBES, METHODS
FOR PRODUCTION THEREOF AND PRODUCTS OBTAINED THEREFROM

First Named Inventor/Applicant Name:

Clive P. Bosnyak

Filer:

Gregory L. Porter/Jeanne Dunn

Attorney Docket Number:

DENA-0008 (223156)

Filed as Small Entity

Filing Fees for Utility under 35 USC111(a)

Description Fee Code Quantity Amount Sul:j—;l’g(tsa)l in
Basic Filing:
Pages:
Claims:

Miscellaneous-Filing:

Petition:

Patent-Appeals-and-Interference:

Post-Allowance-and-Post-Issuance:

Extension-of-Time:
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Description Fee Code Quantity Amount SUB-STS:::)I in
Extension - 1 month with $0 paid 2251 1 100 100
Miscellaneous:
Submission- Information Disclosure Stmt 2806 1 90 90
Total in USD ($) 190
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Electronic Acknowledgement Receipt

EFS ID: 25818949
Application Number: 13529797
International Application Number:
Confirmation Number: 1004

Title of Invention:

LITHIUM ION BATTERIES USING DISCRETE CARBON NANOTUBES, METHODS
FOR PRODUCTION THEREOF AND PRODUCTS OBTAINED THEREFROM

First Named Inventor/Applicant Name:

Clive P. Bosnyak

Customer Number:

130577

Filer:

Gregory L. Porter/Jeanne Dunn

Filer Authorized By:

Gregory L. Porter

Attorney Docket Number:

DENA-0008 (223156)

Receipt Date: 18-MAY-2016
Filing Date: 21-JUN-2012
Time Stamp: 17:49:25

Application Type:

Utility under 35 USC 111(a)

Payment information:

Submitted with Payment

yes

Payment Type Deposit Account
Payment was successfully received in RAM $190

RAM confirmation Number 4673

Deposit Account 500897

Authorized User

PORTER, GREGORY L.

The Director of the USPTO is hereby authorized to charge indicated fees and credit any overpayment as follows:
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File Listing:

Document .. . File Size(Bytes)/ Multi Pages
Document Description File Name . . .
Number Message Digest | Part/.zip| (if appl.)
124793
1 ROA_02112016.pdf yes 9
d1b17bcc79ad410f3ed7bf19d440a647eefy
Multipart Description/PDF files in .zip description
Document Description Start End
Amendment Copy Claims/Response to Suggested Claims 1 5
Applicant Arguments/Remarks Made in an Amendment 6 9
Warnings:
Information:
Affidavi ) ) bi 7471336
2 ! avn{ravers:zlz zeé;ctns or objectns HendersonDeclaration_Niu.PDH no 12
d5e2f276c14f700046f7 1ead 996 baf0468dS
Warnings:
Information:
Inf tion Discl Stat t (IDS) 528015
nrormation Lisclosure Statemen
3 Form (SB08) SupplDS_05182016.pdf no 4
13bc56920fb1243d0b52ae3074400797afc|
Warnings:
Information:

A U.S. Patent Number Citation or a U.S. Publication Number Citation is required in the Information Disclosure Statement (IDS) form for
autoloading of data into USPTO systems. You may remove the form to add the required data in order to correct the Informational Message if
you are citing U.S. References. If you chose not to include U.S. References, the image of the form will be processed and be made available
within the Image File Wrapper (IFW) system. However, no data will be extracted from this form. Any additional data such as Foreign Patent

Documents or Non Patent Literature will be manually reviewed and keyed into USPTO systems.

Non Patent Literature

Nanotechnology.pdf

1086815

50692c452083736b45bec5a1f226136f15ed

no

Warnings:

The page size in the PDF is too large. The pages should be 8.5 x 11 or A4. If this PDF is submitted, the pages will be resized upon entry into the

Image File Wrapper and may affect subsequent processing

Information:
Affidavit-t i ject bject 103065
laavit-traversing rejectns or obpjectns . .
5 grel ) FinlaysonDeclaration.pdf no 3
rule 132
dad97b5chd509a4707489d4195cc178e20
84ba6b7

Warnings:

Information:
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32974
6 Fee Worksheet (SB06) fee-info.pdf no 2
0bbf7a4e2f614d05137484caaSdbe104227
7055f
Warnings:
Information:
Total Files Size (in bytes):i 9346998

This Acknowledgement Receipt evidences receipt on the noted date by the USPTO of the indicated documents,
characterized by the applicant, and including page counts, where applicable. It serves as evidence of receipt similar to a
Post Card, as described in MPEP 503.

New Applications Under 35 U.S.C. 111
If a new application is being filed and the application includes the necessary components for a filing date (see 37 CFR

1.53(b)-(d) and MPEP 506), a Filing Receipt (37 CFR 1.54) will be issued in due course and the date shown on this
Acknowledgement Receipt will establish the filing date of the application.

National Stage of an International Application under 35 U.S.C. 371

If a timely submission to enter the national stage of an international application is compliant with the conditions of 35
U.S.C. 371 and other applicable requirements a Form PCT/DO/EO/903 indicating acceptance of the application as a
national stage submission under 35 U.S.C. 371 will be issued in addition to the Filing Receipt, in due course.

New International Application Filed with the USPTO as a Receiving Office
If a new international application is being filed and the international application includes the necessary components for

an international filing date (see PCT Article 11 and MPEP 1810), a Notification of the International Application Number
and of the International Filing Date (Form PCT/RO/105) will be issued in due course, subject to prescriptions concerning
national security, and the date shown on this Acknowledgement Receipt will establish the international filing date of
the application.
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PTO/SB/06 (09-11)

Approved for use through 1/31/2014. OMB 0651-0032

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office; U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
Under the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays a valid OMB control number.

APPLICATION AS FILED - PART |

PATENT APPLICATION FEE DETERMINATION RECORD | Appication or Dockel Number | _ Fiing Date
Substitute for Form PTO-875 13/529,797 06/21/2012 | [ 7o be Mailed
eNTITY: [ ] LAarRce X smaLL [ Micro

(37 CFR 1.16(h)
==

(Column 1) (Column 2)
FOR NUMBER FILED NUMBER EXTRA RATE ($) FEE ($)
L1 sasic Fee N/A N/A N/A
(37 CFR 1.16(a), (b), or (¢))
D SEARCH FEE N/A N/A N/A
(B7CFR1.16(K). (i) or (m))
]
EXAMINATION FEE
(37 GFR 1.16(0), (p), or (q)) N/A /A /A
TOTAL CLAIMS ) .
37 CFR 1.16(i minus 20 = X § =
INDEPENDENT CLAIMS . N
(37 CFR 1.16(h)) minus 3 = X $ =
If the specification and drawings exceed 100 sheets
0 of paper, the application size fee due is $310 ($155
ASF;PCL'lg/ﬂ‘SN SIZE FEE for small entity) for each additional 50 sheets or
( 18(s) fraction thereof. See 35 U.S.C. 41(a)(1)(G) and 37
CFR 1.186(s).
] MULTIPLE DEPENDENT CLAIM PRESENT (37 GFR 1.16())
* If the difference in column 1 is less than zero, enter “0” in column 2. TOTAL
APPLICATION AS AMENDED - PART Il
(Column 1) (Column 2) (Column 3)
CLAIMS HIGHEST
REMAINING NUMBER
| 05/18/2016 | A-7cr PREVIOUSLY PRESENT EXTRA RATE ($) ADDITIONAL FEE ($)
E AMENDMENT PAID FOR
s Tf’;ﬂ (37CFR » 20 Minus | = 21 =0 x $40 = 0
5 )
z [ [o6 s | -6 -0 x 5210~ 0
<§( D Application Size Fee (37 CFR 1.16(s))
D FIRST PRESENTATION OF MULTIPLE DEPENDENT CLAIM (37 GFR 1.16(j))
TOTAL ADD’L FEE 0
(Column 1) (Column 2) (Column 3)
CLAIMS HIGHEST
REMAINING NUMBER
AFTER PREVIOUSLY PRESENT EXTRA RATE ($) ADDITIONAL FEE ($)
- AMENDMENT PAID FOR
T_?;’f“ (87CFR * Minus f * - X $ =
Independent * Minus whk = X$ =

|:| Application Size Fee (37 CFR 1.16(s))
_—

AMENDMENT

D FIRST PRESENTATION OF MULTIPLE DEPENDENT CLAIM (37 CFR 1.16()))

* If the entry in column 1 is less than the entry in column 2, write “0” in column 3.

** If the “Highest Number Previously Paid For” IN THIS SPACE is less than 20, enter “20”.
*** If the “Highest Number Previously Paid For” IN THIS SPACE is less than 3, enter “3”.
The “Highest Number Previously Paid For” (Total or Independent) is the highest number found in the appropriate box in column 1.

TOTAL ADD'L FEE
LIE

/SHEILA D. CHAPMAN/

This collection of information is required by 37 CFR 1.16. The information is required to obtain or retain a benefit by the public which is to file (and by the USPTO to
process) an application. Confidentiality is governed by 35 U.S.C. 122 and 37 CFR 1.14. This collection is estimated to take 12 minutes to complete, including gathering,
preparing, and submitting the completed application form to the USPTO. Time will vary depending upon the individual case. Any comments on the amount of time you
require to complete this form and/or suggestions for reducing this burden, should be sent to the Chief Information Officer, U.S. Patent and Trademark Office, U.S.
Department of Commerce, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450. DO NOT SEND FEES OR COMPLETED FORMS TO THIS

ADDRESS. SEND TO: Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450.
If you need assistance in completing the form, call 1-800-PTO-9199 and select option 2.
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Doc code: IDS A d fi through 07/31/2012. OMB 0651-0031
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Doc description: Information Disclosure Statement (IDS) Filed U.S. Patent and Trademark Office; U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Under the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it contains a valid OMB control number.

13529797
2012-06-21

Application Number

Filing Date

INFORMATION DISCLOSURE

STATEMENT BY APPLICANT
( Not for submission under 37 CFR 1.99)

First Named Inventor ‘Flive P. Besnyak

Art Unit | 1726

‘ Philip A. Stuckey

| DENA-0008 (223156)

Examiner Name

Attorney Docket Number

U.S.PATENTS Remove
. . . . Pages,Columns,Lines where
E)_(;m:ner Cite Patent Number Kind Issue Date Na”?e of Patentee or Applicant Relevant Passages or Relevant
Initial No Code of cited Document .
Figures Appear
1 (114068 P00-09-05 lYamada et al.
If you wish to add additional U.S. Patent citation infermation please click the Add button. Add

Remove

U.S.PATENT APPLICATION PUBLICATIONS

Examiner| . Publication Kind | Publication Name of Patentee or Applicant Pages,Columns, Lines where
1w Cite No ; Relevant Passages or Relevant
Initial Number Codel| Date of cited Document :
Figures Appear
1 0050006623 A1 P305-01-13 Mong et al.

If you wish to add additional U.S. Published Application citation information please click the Add button,| Add

FOREIGN PATENT DOCUMENTS Remove

Name of Patentee or Pages,Columns,Lines
Examiner| Cite | Foreign Document Country Kind | Publication Applicant of cited where Relevant Ts
Initial* No [Number3 Code2j Code?| Date P Passages or Relevant
Document .
Figures Appear
1 103353475 CN A 2013-10-16 Agamatrix, Inc.
2 [100539288 CN A 2009-01-09 Chara KK
3 101916851 CN A 2010-12-15 Univ Shenzhen
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Application Number 13529797
Filing Date 2012-06-21

INFORMATION DISCLOSURE

STATEMENT BY APPLICANT
( Not for submission under 37 CFR 1.99)

First Named Inventor ‘ Clive P. Bosnyak
Art Unit | 1726

Examiner Name ‘ Philip A. Stuckey
Attorney Docket Number | DENA-0008 (223156)

If you wish to add additional Foreign Patent Document citation information please click the Add button | Add

NON-PATENT LITERATURE DOCUMENTS Remove

Include name of the author {in CAPITAL LETTERS), title of the article (when appropriate), title of the item
(book, magazine, journal, serial, symposium, catalog, etc), date, pages(s), volume-issue number(s), T5
publisher, city and/or country where published.

Examiner| Cite
Initials* | No

1 Dffice Action (CN Appl. No. 201280030167.1), dated August 5, 2015

If you wish to add additional non-patent literature document citation information please click the Add button| Add

EXAMINER SIGNATURE

Examiner Signature “ IDate Considered |I

"EXAMINER: Initial if reference considered, whether or not citation is in conformance with MPEP 609. Draw line through a
citation if not in conformance and not considered. Include copy of this form with next communication to applicant.

1 See Kind Codes of USPTO Patent Documents at www.USPTO.GOV or MPEP 901.04. 2 Enter office that issued the document, by the two-letter code (WIPO

Standard ST.3). 3 For Japanese patent documents, the indication of the year of the reign of the Emperor must precede the serial number of the patent document.
4 Kind of document by the appropriate symbols as indicated on the document under WIPO Standard ST.16 if possible. 9 Applicant is to place a check mark here if
English language translation is attached.
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Application Number 13529797
Filing Date 2012-06-21

INFORMATION DISCLOSURE

STATEMENT BY APPLICANT
( Not for submission under 37 CFR 1.99)

First Named Inventor ‘ Clive P. Bosnyak
Art Unit | 1726

Examiner Name ‘ Philip A. Stuckey
Attorney Docket Number | DENA-0008 (223156)

CERTIFICATION STATEMENT

Please see 37 CFR 1.97 and 1.98 to make the appropriate selection(s}:

That each item of information contained in the information disclosure statement was first cited in any communication
from a foreign patent office in a counterpart foreign application not more than three months prior to the filing of the
information disclosure statement. See 37 CFR 1.97(e)(1).

OR

That no item of information contained in the information disclosure statement was cited in a communication from a
foreign patent office in a counterpart foreign application, and, to the knowledge of the person signing the certification
after making reasonable inquiry, no item of information contained in the information disclosure statement was known to

[] any individual designated in 37 CFR 1.56(c} more than three months prior to the filing of the information disclosure
statement. See 37 CFR 1.97(e)(2).

See attached certification statement.
X The fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17 (p) has been submitted herewith.

X A certification statement is not submitted herewith.

SIGNATURE
A signature of the applicant or representative is required in accordance with CFR 1.33, 10.18. Please see CFR 1.4(d) for the
form of the signature.

Signature IGregory L. Porter/ Date (YYYY-MM-DD) 2016-02-16

Name/Print Gregory L. Porter Registration Number )40131

This collection of information is required by 37 CFR 1.97 and 1.98. The information is required to obtain or retain a benefit by the
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court, magistrate, or administrative tribunal, including disclosures to opposing counsel in the course of settlement
negotiations.
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Member with respect to the subject matter of the record.
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the information in order to perform a contract. Recipients of information shall be required to comply with the
requirements of the Privacy Act of 1974, as amended, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552a(m).

5. A record related to an International Application filed under the Patent Cooperation Treaty in this system of records
may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the International Bureau of the World Intellectual Property Organization, pursuant
to the Patent Cooperation Treaty.

6. A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to ancther federal agency for purposes of
National Security review (35 U.S.C. 181) and for review pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act (42 U.S.C. 218(c)).

7. A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the Administrator, General Services, or
his/her designee, during an inspection of records conducted by GSA as part of that agency's responsibility to
recommend improvements in records management practices and programs, under authority of 44 U.S.C. 2304 and
2906. Such disclosure shall be made in accordance with the GSA regulations governing inspection of records for this
purpose, and any other relevant (i.e., GSA or Commerce) directive. Such disclosure shall not be used to make
determinations about individuals.

8. A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the public after either publication of
the application pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 122(b) or issuance of a patent pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 151. Further, a record
may be disclosed, subject to the limitations of 37 CFR 1.14, as a routine use, to the public if the record was filed in
an application which became abandoned or in which the proceedings were terminated and which application is
referenced by either a published application, an application open to public inspections or an issued patent.

9. A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Federal, State, or local law
enforcement agency, if the USPTO becomes aware of a violation or potential violation of law or regulation.
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13/529,797 BOSNYAK ET AL.

Office Action Summary Examiner Art Unit AIA (First Inventor to File)
Philip A. Stuckey, PhD 1723 SN‘Z“‘S

-- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address -
Period for Reply

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTHS FROM THE MAILING DATE OF
THIS COMMUNICATION.

Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed

after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication.
- |f NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication.
- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133).

Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any

earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b)

Status
1)XI Responsive to communication(s) filed on 11/6/15.
[ A declaration(s)/affidavit(s) under 37 CFR 1.130(b) was/were filedon _____.
2a)[] This action is FINAL. 2b)[X] This action is non-final.

3)[] An election was made by the applicant in response to a restriction requirement set forth during the interview on
__ ;the restriction requirement and election have been incorporated into this action.

4)[] Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is
closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 C.D. 11, 4563 O.G. 213.

Disposition of Claims*
5)X Claim(s) 1-4 and 6-21 is/are pending in the application.
5a) Of the above claim(s) 8 and 9 is/are withdrawn from consideration.

8)[] Claim(s) ____is/are allowed.

7)X Claim(s) 1-4.6,7 and 10-21 is/are rejected.

8)X] Claim(s) _____is/are objected to.

9)[1 Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement.

* If any claims have been determined allowable, you may be eligible to benefit from the Patent Prosecution Highway program at a
participating intellectual property office for the corresponding application. For more information, please see
hitp/iwww usoto gov/patents/init_events/peh/index.jsp or send an inquiry to PPHfeadback@uspio.aov.

Application Papers
10)[]] The specification is objected to by the Examiner.
11)[] The drawing(s) filed on isfare: a)[] accepted or b)[] objected to by the Examiner.
Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a).
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d).

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119
12)[] Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f).
Certified copies:
a)J Al b)[] Some** ¢)[] None of the:
1. Certified copies of the priority documents have been received.
2] Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No.
3.0 Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)).
** See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received.

Attachment(s)
1) D Notice of References Cited (PTO-832) 3) |:| Interview Summary (PTO-413)

: ) Paper No(s)/Mail Date.
2) |:| Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO/SB/08a and/or PTO/SB/08b) 4) D Other -

Paper No(s)/Mail Date

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office
PTOL-326 (Rev. 11-13) Office Action Summary Part of Paper No./Mail Date 20160121
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Application/Control Number: 13/529,797 Page 2
Art Unit: 1723

DETAILED ACTION
The present application is being examined under the pre-AlA first to invent

provisions.

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114
A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on

11/06/2015 has been entered.

Claims 1-4 and 6-21 are pending; claims 8-9 are withdrawn.

The objections to the specification and the claims of the last Office action are

withdrawn.

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can

be found in a prior Office action.
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Priority
As noted previously, the examiner does not find support for the instant claim
amendments in provisional application 61/500,560 and accordingly, the claims are not
entitled to the benefit date of the provisional application but rather toward the filing date

of the instant application on 21 June 2012.

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103

Claims 1-4 and 10-21 are rejected under pre-AlA 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being
unpatentable over Li et al., A novel network composite cathode of LiFePO4/multiwalled
carbon nanotubes with high rate capability for lithium ion batteries, Electrochemistry
Communications, Volume 9, Issue 4, April 2007, Pages 663-666, herein referred to as
“Li 2006” in view of Niu et al., US 7,070,753 B2, herein referred to as Niu 753.

As to claim 1, Li 2006 teaches a novel composite cathode material of lithium iron
phosphate and multi-walled carbon nanotubes for a lithium ion battery, see e.g. Section

4. Conclusions. Li 2006 further teaches discrete, non-agglomerated, and exfoliated

carbon nanotubes having a surface (MWCNTSs with surfaces, see figure 2, which are

considered discrete and exfoliated as instantly claimed because they are dispersed in
the composite cathode slurry mixture).
Li 2006 further teaches mixtures of ion active materials comprising migratable

ions said materials comprising crystals or layers of lithium ion active material, (the

mixture of LiFePO4: PVDF: MWCNTSs is a mixture of ion active materials with e.g.

lithium migratable ions which are considered layered as instantly claimed, see page 664
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second column second paragraph). Li 2006 further teaches the mixture is in a weight
ratio of 90:5:5 and thus the lithium ion to other total ions ratio is 90:5 which is a
normalized ratio of 18:1. Li 2006's ratio of 18:1 is a point which falls within the claimed
range of a ratio of lithium ion to other total ions in the ion active materials is at least 2:1
to 25:1 and thus anticipates the claimed range. See MPEP 2131.03 regarding the
Anticipation of Ranges.

Li 2006 further teaches the discrete carbon nanotubes having layers of lithium
ion active material attached to their surface, see figure 2.

Li 2006 does not teach the oxidized species, aspect ratio, and oxidation level of
the carbon nanotubes.

Niu ‘753 teaches disassembled (disentangled) discrete carbon nanotubes that
have an oxygen content of 3.8% (column 6, lines 41-44, Table 5), which is considered
the oxidation level. Niu ‘753 further teaches nanotubes include those having a length to
diameter ratio of greater than 5 (column 8, lines 34-40). This teaching of Niu teaches
an aspect ratio of 5 or greater which establishes a prima facie case of obviousness as it
encompasses the claimed range. See MPEP 2144.05 regarding the Obviousness of

Ranges. Niu ‘753 further teaches the discrete carbon nanotubes comprise oxidized

species selected from the group consisting of carboxylic, ketone or hydroxyl

functionalities (see col 10 lines 4-8).
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the
time of the invention to use disassembled discrete carbon nanotubes with carboxylic,

ketone or hydroxyl functionalities and increased oxygen content in the invention of Li
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2006 because Niu discloses that an increase in oxygen content can also improve
density of the material (column 14, lines 66-67). It also would have been obvious to
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to use the aspect ratio as
taught by Niu for the carbon nanotubes of Li 2006 because one would want a sufficient
aspect ratio for binding to the materials in the electrode. Furthermore, it has been held
that where the general conditions of the claim are disclosed in the prior art, discovering
the optimum or workable ranges involves only routine skill in the art (In re Aller, 105
USPQ 223).

Regarding the ionically attached surface of the discrete carbon nanotubes having
layers of lithium ion active material jonically attached to their surface, the prior art
teaches the structure and materials of the composition as instantly claimed and it is
therefore expected that the same ionic attachment is present in the prior art.

See MPEP Section 2112.01 |. PRODUCT AND APPARATUS CLAIMS - WHEN
THE STRUCTURE RECITED IN THE REFERENCE IS SUBSTANTIALLY IDENTICAL
TO THAT OF THE CLAIMS, CLAIMED PROPERTIES OR FUNCTIONS ARE
PRESUMED TO BE INHERENT

Where the claimed and prior art products are identical or substantially identical in
structure or composition, or are produced by identical or substantially identical
processes, a prima facie case of either anticipation or obviousness has been
established. In re Best, 562 F.2d 1252, 1255, 195 USPQ 430, 433 (CCPA 1977). "When

the PTO shows a sound basis for believing that the products of the applicant and the
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prior art are the same, the applicant has the burden of showing that they are not."
In re Spada, 911 F.2d 705, 709, 15 USPQ2d 1655, 1658 (Fed. Cir. 1990).

As to claims 2 and 3, Li 2006 teaches LiFePO4 which is a lithium metal salt
having and element selected from the group consisting of iron, having an olivine crystal
structure, and the lithium metal salt is LiFePOs,.

As to claim 4, Li 2006 teaches the loading of the LiFePO, on Al foil (see page
664 second column second paragraph) which teaches the layers of lithium ion active

material comprise aluminum as instantly claimed.

As to claim 10, Li 2006 teaches a novel composite cathode material of lithium
iron phosphate and multi-walled carbon nanotubes for a lithium ion battery, See e.g.

Section 4. Conclusions. Li 2006 further teaches discrete, non-agglomerated. and

exfoliated carbon nanotubes having a surface (MWCNTSs with surface, see figure 2,

which are considered discrete, non-agglomerated, and exfoliated as instantly claimed

because they are dispersed in the composite cathode slurry mixture).
Li 2006 further teaches mixtures of ion active materials comprising migratable

ions said materials comprising crystals or layers of lithium ion active material (the

mixture of LiFePO4: PVDF: MWCNTSs is a mixture of ion active materials which is
considered a layer as instantly claimed with e.g. lithium migratable ions, see page 664
second column second paragraph). Li 2006 further teaches the mixture is in a weight
ratio of 90:5:5 and thus the lithium ion to other total ions ratio is 90:5 which is a

normalized ratio of 18:1. Li 2006's ratio of 18:1 teaches the claimed range of a ratio of
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lithium ion to other total ions in the ion active materials is at least 2:1 to 25:1. See
MPEP 2131.03 regarding the Anticipation of Ranges.

Li 2006 further teaches the discrete carbon nanotubes having layers of lithium
ion active material attached to their surface, see figure 2.

Li 2006 teaches the cell contains 1 molar LiPFg, which is a lithium salt, in the
electrolyte (see page 664 second column second paragraph) which penetrates the
positive electrode to provide an ionic pathway within the electrochemical cell. Li 2006
further teaches that the ratio of the carbon nanotubes in the cathode is in a weight ratio
of 5% to the total cathode slurry weight and that the cathode is dissolved in NMP
solvent (see page 664 second column second paragraph). It is readily seen from this
teaching that the weight ratio of carbon nanotubes is low in comparison to the total
weight of the cathode active material.

Li 2006 does not teach the weight ratio of the carbon nanotubes to the the
weight ratio of the lithium salts, but rather Li 2006 teaches the concentration of lithium
salts to carbon nanotubes and that this ratio is relatively low in comparison; thus this
teaching of Li 2006 establishes a prima facie case of obviousness regarding the claimed
ranges for a weight ratio of carbon nanotubes to lithium salts of 0.1% to 10%. See
MPEP 2144.05 regarding the Obviousness of Ranges. Itis well known that one desires
a low solution resistance to prevent losses. Furthermore, one of ordinary skill in the art
would be able to determine through routine experimentation the optimal weight ratio of
carbon nanotubes to lithium salts and could arrive at 0.1% to 10% to decrease the

solution resistance of a lithium ion battery. Furthermore, it has been held that where the
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general conditions of the claim are disclosed in the prior art, discovering the optimum or
workable ranges involves only routine skill in the art (In re Aller, 105 USPQ 223).

Li 2006 does not teach the oxidized species, aspect ratio, and oxidation level of
the carbon nanotubes.

Niu ‘753 teaches disassembled (disentangled) discrete carbon nanotubes that
have an oxygen content of 3.8% (column 6, lines 41-44, Table 5), which is considered
the oxidation level. Niu ‘753 further teaches nanotubes include those having a length to
diameter ratio of greater than 5 (column 8, lines 34-40). This teaching of Niu teaches
an aspect ratio of 5 or greater which establishes a prima facie case of obviousness as it
encompasses the claimed range. See MPEP 2144.05 regarding the Obviousness of

Ranges. Niu ‘753 further teaches the discrete carbon nanotubes comprise oxidized

species selected from the group consisting of carboxylic, ketone or hydroxyl

functionalities (see col 10 lines 4-8).
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the
time of the invention to use disassembled discrete carbon nanotubes with carboxylic,

ketone or hydroxyl functionalities and increased oxygen content in the invention of Li

2006 because Niu discloses that an increase in oxygen content can also improve
density of the material (column 14, lines 66-67). It also would have been obvious to
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to use the aspect ratio as
taught by Niu for the carbon nanotubes of Li 2006 because one would want a sufficient
aspect ratio for binding to the materials in the electrode. Furthermore, it has been held

that where the general conditions of the claim are disclosed in the prior art, discovering
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the optimum or workable ranges involves only routine skill in the art (In re Aller, 105
USPQ 223).

Regarding the ionically attached surface of the discrete carbon nanotubes having
layers of lithium ion active material jonically attached to their surface, the prior art
teaches the structure and materials of the composition as instantly claimed and it is
therefore expected that the same ionic attachment is present in the prior art.

See MPEP Section 2112.01 |. PRODUCT AND APPARATUS CLAIMS - WHEN
THE STRUCTURE RECITED IN THE REFERENCE IS SUBSTANTIALLY IDENTICAL
TO THAT OF THE CLAIMS, CLAIMED PROPERTIES OR FUNCTIONS ARE
PRESUMED TO BE INHERENT

Where the claimed and prior art products are identical or substantially identical in
structure or composition, or are produced by identical or substantially identical
processes, a prima facie case of either anticipation or obviousness has been
established. In re Best, 562 F.2d 1252, 1255, 195 USPQ 430, 433 (CCPA 1977). "When
the PTO shows a sound basis for believing that the products of the applicant and the
prior art are the same, the applicant has the burden of showing that they are not."

In re Spada, 911 F.2d 705, 709, 15 USPQ2d 1655, 1658 (Fed. Cir. 1990).

As to claim 11, Li 2006 teaches a novel composite cathode material of lithium
iron phosphate and multi-walled carbon nanotubes for a lithium ion battery, See e.g.

Section 4. Conclusions. Li 2006 further teaches discrete, non-agglomerated, and

exfoliated carbon nanotubes having a surface (MWCNTs with surface, see figure 2,
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which are considered discrete and exfoliated as instantly claimed because they are
dispersed in the composite cathode slurry mixture).

Li 2006 further teaches mixtures of ion active materials comprising migratable
ions (the mixture of LiFePO,4: PVDF: MWCNTSs is a mixture of ion active materials with
e.g. lithium migratable ions, see page 664 second column second paragraph). Li 2006
further teaches the mixture is in a weight ratio of 90:5:5 and thus the lithium ion to other
total ions ratio is 90:5 which is a normalized ratio of 18:1. Li 2006's ratio of 18:1 is a
point which falls within the claimed range of a ratio of lithium ion to other total ions in the
ion active materials is at least 2:1 to 25:1 and thus anticipates the claimed range. See
MPEP 2131.03 regarding the Anticipation of Ranges.

Li 2006 further teaches the discrete carbon nanotubes having layers of lithium
ion active material attached to their surface and wherein the carbon nanotubes are
uniformly dispersed without clustering on a dimension scale of less than about 1
micrometer, see figures 2a and 2b which shows the MWCNTSs on a dimension scale of
1 micron in 2a being uniformly dispersed without clustering.

Li 2006 does not teach the oxidized species, aspect ratio, and oxidation level of
the carbon nanotubes.

Niu ‘753 teaches disassembled (disentangled) discrete carbon nanotubes that
have an oxygen content of 3.8% (column 6, lines 41-44, Table 5), which is considered
the oxidation level. Niu 753 further teaches nanotubes include those having a length to
diameter ratio of greater than 5 (column 8, lines 34-40). This teaching of Niu teaches

an aspect ratio of 5 or greater which establishes a prima facie case of obviousness as it
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encompasses the claimed range. See MPEP 2144.05 regarding the Obviousness of

Ranges. Niu 753 further teaches the discrete carbon nanotubes comprise oxidized

species selected from the group consisting of carboxylic, ketone or hydroxyl

functionalities (see col 10 lines 4-8).
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the
time of the invention to use disassembled discrete carbon nanotubes with carboxylic,

ketone or hydroxyl functionalities and increased oxygen content in the invention of Li

2006 because Niu discloses that an increase in oxygen content can also improve
density of the material (column 14, lines 66-67). It also would have been obvious to
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to use the aspect ratio as
taught by Niu for the carbon nanotubes of Li 2006 because one would want a sufficient
aspect ratio for binding to the materials in the electrode. Furthermore, it has been held
that where the general conditions of the claim are disclosed in the prior art, discovering
the optimum or workable ranges involves only routine skill in the art (In re Aller, 105

USPQ 223).

As to claim 12, Li 2006 teaches a novel composite cathode material of lithium
iron phosphate and multi-walled carbon nanotubes for a lithium ion battery, See e.g.

Section 4. Conclusions. Li 2006 further teaches oxidized, non-agglomerated, carbon

nanotubes having a surface (MWCNTs with surface, see figure 2 and the first paragraph

of the Experimental section on page 664), which are considered oxidized because they

are washed with nitric acid).
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Li 2006 further teaches mixtures of ion active materials comprising migratable
ions (the mixture of LiFePO4: PVDF: MWCNTSs is a mixture of ion active materials with
e.g. lithium migratable ions, see page 664 second column second paragraph). Li 2006
further teaches the mixture is in a weight ratio of 90:5:5 and thus the lithium ion to other
total ions ratio is 90:5 which is a normalized ratio of 18:1. Li 2006's ratio of 18:1 is an
anticipatory point which falls within the claimed range of a ratio of lithium ion to other
total ions in the ion active materials is at least 2:1 to 25:1. See MPEP 2131.03
regarding the Anticipation of Ranges.

Li 2006 further teaches the discrete carbon nanotubes having layers of lithium
ion active material attached to their surface, see figure 2.

Li 2006 does not teach the oxidized species, aspect ratio, and oxidation level of
the carbon nanotubes.

Niu ‘753 teaches disassembled (disentangled) discrete carbon nanotubes that
have an oxygen content of 3.8% (column 6, lines 41-44, Table 5), which is considered
the oxidation level. Niu ‘753 further teaches nanotubes include those having a length to
diameter ratio of greater than 5 (column 8, lines 34-40). This teaching of Niu teaches
an aspect ratio of 5 or greater which establishes a prima facie case of obviousness as it
encompasses the claimed range. See MPEP 2144.05 regarding the Obviousness of

Ranges. Niu 753 further teaches the discrete carbon nanotubes comprise oxidized

species selected from the group consisting of carboxylic, ketone or hydroxyl

functionalities (see col 10 lines 4-8).
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the
time of the invention to use disassembled discrete carbon nanotubes with carboxylic,

ketone or hydroxyl functionalities and increased oxygen content in the invention of Li

2006 because Niu discloses that an increase in oxygen content can also improve
density of the material (column 14, lines 66-67). It also would have been obvious to
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to use the aspect ratio as
taught by Niu for the carbon nanotubes of Li 2006 because one would want a sufficient
aspect ratio for binding to the materials in the electrode. Furthermore, it has been held
that where the general conditions of the claim are disclosed in the prior art, discovering
the optimum or workable ranges involves only routine skill in the art (In re Aller, 105
USPQ 223).

Regarding the ionically attached surface of the discrete carbon nanotubes having
layers of lithium ion active material jonically attached to their surface, the prior art
teaches the structure and materials of the composition as instantly claimed and it is
therefore expected that the same ionic attachment is present in the prior art.

See MPEP Section 2112.01 I. PRODUCT AND APPARATUS CLAIMS - WHEN
THE STRUCTURE RECITED IN THE REFERENCE IS SUBSTANTIALLY IDENTICAL
TO THAT OF THE CLAIMS, CLAIMED PROPERTIES OR FUNCTIONS ARE
PRESUMED TO BE INHERENT

Where the claimed and prior art products are identical or substantially identical in
structure or composition, or are produced by identical or substantially identical

processes, a prima facie case of either anticipation or obviousness has been
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established. In re Best, 562 F.2d 1252, 1255, 195 USPQ 430, 433 (CCPA 1977). "When
the PTO shows a sound basis for believing that the products of the applicant and the
prior art are the same, the applicant has the burden of showing that they are not."

In re Spada, 911 F.2d 705, 709, 15 USPQ2d 1655, 1658 (Fed. Cir. 1990).

As to claim 13, Li 2006 teaches the discrete carbon nanotubes having layers of
lithium ion active material are attached to their surface, see figure 2.

Li 2006 teaches the product as instantly claimed. The limitation regarding
chemical attachment does not impart additional structural or chemical limitations that
distinguish the instant claims from that of the prior art.

Furthermore, it is inherent that Van der Waals forces exist between the materials
of Li 2006 which teaches chemical attachment as instantly claimed.

As to claims 14 and 15, Li 2006 teaches the mixture is in a weight ratio of 90:5:5
and thus the lithium ion to other total ions ratio is 90:5 which is a normalized ratio of
18:1 which anticipates the claimed ranges of the ratio of lithium ion to other total ions in
the ion active materials is from 3:1 to 25:1 and 10:1 to 25:1.

As to claims 16 and 17, Li 2006 teaches the mixture is in a weight ratio of 90:5:5
and thus the lithium ion to other total ions ratio is 90:5 which is a normalized ratio of
18:1 which teaches the claimed ranges of the ratio of lithium ion to other total ions in the
ion active materials is from 3:1 to 25:1 and 10:1 to 25:1.

As to claims 18 and 19, Li 2006 teaches the mixture is in a weight ratio of 90:5:5

and thus the lithium ion to other total ions ratio is 90:5 which is a normalized ratio of
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18:1 which anticipates the claimed ranges of the ratio of lithium ion to other total ions in
the ion active materials is from 3:1 to 25:1 and 10:1 to 25:1.

As to claims 20 and 21, Li 2006 teaches the mixture is in a weight ratio of 90:5:5
and thus the lithium ion to other total ions ratio is 90:5 which is a normalized ratio of
18:1 which anticipates the claimed ranges of the ratio of lithium ion to other total ions in

the ion active materials is from 3:1 to 25:1 and 10:1 to 25:1.

Claims 6 and 7 are rejected under pre-AlA 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being
unpatentable over Li 2006 in view of Niu ‘753 and in further view of Zhamu et al., US
2010/0176337 A1, herein referred to as Zhamu ‘337.

As to claims 6 and 7, Li 2006 teaches the composition of claim 1.

Li 2006 does not teach the composition further comprising graphene or
oxygenated graphene and wherein the weight ratio of grapheme to carbon nanotube is
in the range of 0.1:99.9 t0 99.9:0.1.

Zhamu ‘337 teaches graphene reinforced composite electrode for lithium ion
batteries (see e.g. title and abstract). Zhamu ‘337 further teaches that the graphene
platelets occupy a weight fraction of 2% to 50% of the total nanocomposite weight (see
[0089]).

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the
invention to use the graphene weight fraction as taught by Zhamu ‘337 in the the
nanocomposite mixture of Li 2006 because Zhamu ‘337 teaches that the graphene

reinforces the electrode.
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Double Patenting

Applicant is advised that should claims 1, 10, 11, or 12 be found allowable, the
other of claims 1, 10, 11, and 12 will be objected to under 37 CFR 1.75 as being a
substantial duplicate thereof. When two claims in an application are duplicates or else
are so close in content that they both cover the same thing, despite a slight difference in
wording, it is proper after allowing one claim to object to the other as being a substantial
duplicate of the allowed claim. See MPEP § 706.03(k).

The differences in the discrete, dispersible, etc. descriptions used to describe the
carbon nanotubes do not recite a clear distinction as presently claimed. Furthermore,
claim 10 differs in the weight ratio of carbon nanotubes to lithium salts which would be
an obvious variant based upon Li 2006’s teaching regarding the concentration of lithium

salts to carbon nanotubes as discussed with claim 10 above.

The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created
doctrine grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the
unjustified or improper timewise extension of the “right to exclude” granted by a patent
and to prevent possible harassment by multiple assignees. A nonstatutory double
patenting rejection is appropriate where the claims at issue are not identical, but at least
one examined application claim is not patentably distinct from the reference claim(s)
because the examined application claim is either anticipated by, or would have been

obvious over, the reference claim(s). See, e.g., In re Berg, 140 F.3d 1428, 46 USPQ2d
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1226 (Fed. Cir. 1998); In re Goodman, 11 F.3d 1046, 29 USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. Cir.
1993); In re Longi, 759 F.2d 887, 225 USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 1985); In re Van Ornum,
686 F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 1982); In re Vogel, 422 F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619
(CCPA 1970); and In re Thorington, 418 F.2d 528, 163 USPQ 644 (CCPA 1969).

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1.321(c) or 1.321(d)
may be used to overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory
double patenting ground provided the reference application or patent either is shown to
be commonly owned with this application, or claims an invention made as a result of
activities undertaken within the scope of a joint research agreement. See MPEP §
717.02 for applications subject to examination under the first inventor to file provisions
of the AlA as explained in MPEP § 2159. See MPEP §§ 706.02(1)(1) - 706.02(1)(3) for
applications not subject to examination under the first inventor to file provisions of the
AlA. A terminal disclaimer must be signed in compliance with 37 CFR 1.321(b).

The USPTO Internet website contains terminal disclaimer forms which may be
used. Please visit www.uspto.gov/forms/. The filing date of the application in which the
formis filed determines what form (e.g., PTO/SB/25, PTO/SB/26, PTO/AIA/25, or
PTO/AIA/26) should be used. A web-based eTerminal Disclaimer may be filled out
completely online using web-screens. An eTerminal Disclaimer that meets all
requirements is auto-processed and approved immediately upon submission. For more
information about eTerminal Disclaimers, refer to

http://www.uspto.gov/patents/process/file/efs/guidance/eTD-info-1.jsp.
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Claim 1 is rejected on the ground of nonstatutory double patenting as being
unpatentable over claims 1- of U.S. Patent No. 8,808,909. Although the claims at issue
are not identical, they are not patentably distinct from each other because:

Claim 1 of the 8,808,909 recites

A composition useful for lithium ion batteries comprising: discrete carbon
nanotubes having crystals or layers of lithium ion active material attached
to their surface, wherein the discrete carbon nanotubes have an aspect
ratio of 10 to 500 and oxidation levels from 1% to 15% by weight of the
carbon nanotube.

This claim is broader in scope than instant independent claims 1, 10, 11, and 12
and identically recites the claimed ranges of the aspect ratio and oxidation levels of the
carbon nanotubes as well as claiming the crystal/material layers.

Claim 2 of the 8,808,909 and instant claim 4 recite the same group elements for
the crystals/layers.

Claim 4 of the 8,808,909 and instant claim 7 recite identically the same range of
the graphene/nanotube weight ratio.

Claim 5 of the 8,808,909 and instant independent claim 10 recite same the range
of weight percentage.

Claim 6 of the 8,808,909 and instant independent claim 11 recite same the range
of the carbon nanotube dispersion scale.

Claim 7 of the 8,808,909 recites attachment which is broader than instant

independent claims 1, 10, 11, and 12 which recite ionic attachment attachment.
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Claim 8 of the 8,808,909 recites chemical attachment which is broader than

instant independent claims 1, 10, 11, and 12 which recite ionic attachment attachment.

Claim 1 is rejected on the ground of nonstatutory double patenting as being
unpatentable over claims 1- of U.S. Patent No. 8,968,924. Although the claims at issue
are not identical, they are not patentably distinct from each other because:

Claim 1 of 8,968,924 recites

A composition used in lithium ion batteries comprising: discrete carbon
nanotubes having ion active material attached to their surface, wherein the
discrete carbon nanotubes have an aspect ratio of 10 to 500 and oxidation
levels from 1% to 15% by weight of the carbon nanotube, and wherein the
ion active material comprise a lithium metal salt and an element selected
from the group consisting of: iron, manganese, cobalt, copper, nickel,
vanadium, titanium, and mixtures thereof.

This claim is broader in scope than instant independent claim 1 and 2 and
identically recites the claimed ranges of the aspect ratio and oxidation levels of the
carbon nanotubes, the crystal/material layers, and the lithium metal salt elements.

Claim 2 of the 8,968,924 and instant claim 6 recite the same graphene or
oxygenated graphene.

Claim 3 of the 8,968,924 and instant claim 7 recite identically the same range of

the graphene/nanotube weight ratio.
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Claim 4 of the 8,968,924 and instant independent claim 10 recite same the range
of weight percentage and the lithium metal salt is obvious in the instant application
based on instant claim 1.

Claim 5 of the 8,968,924 recites attachment which is broader than instant

independent claim 1 which recites ionic attachment attachment.

Response to Arguments

Applicant's arguments filed 11/6/2015 have been fully considered but they are
not persuasive.

The applicant’s argument toward the newly claimed ionic attachment is not
persuasive for the reasons set forth in the prior art rejection above. The applicant is
encourage to submit evidence and/or arguments showing that there is a difference
between the prior art and the instant claims regarding ionic attachment.

The applicant argues that “Niu teaches away from oxidized, non- agglomerated,
discrete nanotubes by virtue of the fact that Niu relates to agglomerates of nanotubes
that increase in size with oxidation. (Niu, col. 10, line 40). Niu refers to its agglomerated
nanotubes as a "fuzzy tennis ball" or "loose bundles”. (Niu, col. 10, lines 60-65).” This
argument is not persuasive as instant claim language is not so descriptive as to
preclude the teachings of the prior art.

The applicant’s argument regarding oxidized carbon nanotubes in the first full
paragraph on page 7 of the remarks is (1) not in scope with the instant claims and (2) is

not persuasive:
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1. The instant claims positively claim oxidation levels of 1% to 15% while
the applicant appears to be arguing that no oxide groups are preferable;
therefore this argument is not commensurate in scope with the instant claims.

2. As previously presented, Li does not teach the level of oxidation and
Niu is relied upon to remedy this deficiency; Niu teaches an oxidation level of
3.8%, which is a point within the claimed range as noted above. In response to
applicant's arguments against the references individually, one cannot show
nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections are
based on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208
USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375
(Fed. Cir. 1986).

*Also note that Li acknowledges some level of oxidation and that Li seeks
to minimize this oxidation as indicated by the page 666 first column last
paragraph of the Li reference and as indicated in the remarks; this teaching itself

could be in scope with the relatively low claimed range- 1-15%.

In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain
features of applicant’s invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies
(i.e., the structure of the discrete and exfoliated carbon nanotubes, as argued by the
applicant on page 7 last paragraph of the remarks has relied on features as discussed
in the remarks and in [0024] of the instant specification) are not recited in the rejected

claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from
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the specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181, 26
USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993).

Furthermore, the applicant’s arguments with respect to the instant claims have
been considered but are moot because the arguments do not apply to any of the

references being used in the current rejection.

Conclusion

The prior art previously made of record and not relied upon is considered
pertinent to applicant's disclosure:

Maxim N. Tchoul,T, Warren T. Ford,*, T, Giulio Lolli,, Daniel E. Resasco,f and,
and Sivaram Arepalli, Effect of Mild Nitric Acid Oxidation on Dispersability, Size, and
Structure of Single-Walled Carbon Nanotubes, Chemistry of Materials 2007 19 (23),
5765-5772, teaches that the oxidation of single-walled carbon nanotubes (SWNTSs) with
nitric acid increases their dispersability in water, methanol, and N,N-dimethylformamide,
see e.g. abstract.

Bo Jin, En Mei Jin, Kyung-Hee Park, Hal-Bon Gu, Electrochemical properties of
LiFePO,-multiwalled carbon nanotubes composite cathode materials for lithium polymer
battery, Electrochemistry Communications, Volume 10, Issue 10, October 2008, Pages

1537-1540, teaches a composite material relevant to the claimed invention.

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the

examiner should be directed to Philip A. Stuckey, PhD whose telephone number is
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(571)272-9875. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 8:00 AM -
5:00 PM EST.

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner’s
supervisor, Milton Cano can be reached on (571)272-1398. The fax phone number for
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300.

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR.
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only.
For more information about the PAIR system, see http:/pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information

system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000.

/Philip A. Stuckey/ /MILTON | CANO/
Examiner, Art Unit 1723 Supervisory Patent Examiner
Art Unit 1723
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.USpLO.gov

APPLICATION NO. FILING DATE FIRST NAMED INVENTOR | ATTORNEY DOCKETNO. | CONFIRMATION NO. |
13/529,797 06/21/2012 Clive P. Bosnyak DENA-0008 (223156) 1004
130577 7590 11/12/2015
EXAMINER
Andrews Kurth LLP | |
600 Travis Street STUCKEY, PHILIP A
Suite 4200
Houston, TX 77002 | ART UNIT | PAPER NUMBER |
1723
| NOTIFICATION DATE | DELIVERY MODE |
11/12/2015 ELECTRONIC

Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding.
The time period for reply, if any, is set in the attached communication.

Notice of the Office communication was sent electronically on above-indicated "Notification Date" to the
following e-mail address(es):

patenttrademarks @ andrewskurth.com

PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07)
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Application No. Applicant(s)
, . , 13/529,797 BOSNYAK ET AL.
Applicant-Initiated Interview Summary
Examiner Art Unit
Philip A. Stuckey, PhD 1723

All participants (applicant, applicant’s representative, PTO personnel):

(1) Philip A. Stuckey. (3)Greqory Porter.
(2) Milton Cano. (4)Steve Krupp.

Date of Interview: 05 November 2015.

Type: X Telephonic [] Video Conference
[] Personal [copy given to: [] applicant  [] applicant’s representative]

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: [] Yes X No.
If Yes, brief description:

Issues Discussed [J101 [J112 X102 X103 [X]Others

(For each of the checked box(es) above, please describe below the issue and detailed description of the discussion)
Claim(s) discussed: 1.
Identification of prior art discussed: of record.

Substance of Interview
(For each issue discussed, provide a detailed description and indicate if agreement was reached. Some topics may include: identification or clarification of a
reference or a portion thereof, claim interpretation, proposed amendments, arguments of any applied references etc...)

The applicant’s representatives presented a proposed claim amendment and a discussion perused related to the
structure of the claimed discrete and exfoliated carbon nanotubes and the oxidation levels of the nanotubes. The
applicant was encouraged to further define the structural limitations that define over the prior art. The applicant’s
representatives were also reminded that the limitations of the claims need to define over the prior art in terms of
structure rather than function per MPEP 2114.

Applicant recordation instructions: The formal written reply to the last Office action must include the substance of the interview. (See MPEP
section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, applicant is given a non-extendable period of the longer of one month or
thirty days from this interview date, or the mailing date of this interview summary form, whichever is later, to file a statement of the substance of the
interview

Examiner recordation instructions: Examiners must summarize the substance of any interview of record. A complete and proper recordation of
the substance of an interview should include the items listed in MPEP 713.04 for complete and proper recordation including the identification of the
general thrust of each argument or issue discussed, a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed regarding patentability and the
general results or outcome of the interview, to include an indication as to whether or not agreement was reached on the issues raised.

] Attachment
/Philip A. Stuckey/ /MILTON | CANO/
Examiner, Art Unit 1723 Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 1723

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office
PTOL-413 (Rev. 8/11/2010) Interview Summary Paper No. 20151105
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Summary of Record of Interview Requirements

Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (MPEP), Section 713.04, Substance of Interview Must be Made of Record
A complete written statement as to the substance of any face-to-face, video conference, or telephone interview with regard to an application must be made of record in the
application whether or not an agreement with the examiner was reached at the interview.

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews
Paragraph (b)

In every instance where reconsideration is requested in view of an interview with an examiner, a complete written statement of the reasons presented at the interview as
warranting favorable action must be filed by the applicant. An interview does not remove the necessity for reply to Office action as specified in §§ 1.111, 1.135. (35 U.S.C. 132)

37 CFR §1.2 Business to be transacted in writing.
All business with the Patent or Trademark Office should be transacted in writing. The personal attendance of applicants or their attorneys or agents at the Patent and
Trademark Office is unnecessary. The action of the Patent and Trademark Office will be based exclusively on the written record in the Office. No attention will be paid to
any alleged oral promise, stipulation, or understanding in relation to which there is disagreement or doubt.

The action of the Patent and Trademark Office cannot be based exclusively on the written record in the Office if that record is itself
incomplete through the failure to record the substance of interviews.

It is the responsibility of the applicant or the attorney or agent to make the substance of an interview of record in the application file, unless
the examiner indicates he or she will do so. It is the examiner’s responsibility to see that such a record is made and to correct material inaccuracies
which bear directly on the question of patentability.

Examiners must complete an Interview Summary Form for each interview held where a matter of substance has been discussed during the
interview by checking the appropriate boxes and filling in the blanks. Discussions regarding only procedural matters, directed solely to restriction
requirements for which interview recordation is otherwise provided for in Section 812.01 of the Manual of Patent Examining Procedure, or pointing
out typographical errors or unreadable script in Office actions or the like, are excluded from the interview recordation procedures below. Where the
substance of an interview is completely recorded in an Examiners Amendment, no separate Interview Summary Record is required.

The Interview Summary Form shall be given an appropriate Paper No., placed in the right hand portion of the file, and listed on the
“Contents” section of the file wrapper. In a personal interview, a duplicate of the Form is given to the applicant (or attorney or agent) at the
conclusion of the interview. In the case of a telephone or video-conference interview, the copy is mailed to the applicant’s correspondence address
either with or prior to the next official communication. If additional correspondence from the examiner is not likely before an allowance or if other
circumstances dictate, the Form should be mailed promptly after the interview rather than with the next official communication.

The Form provides for recordation of the following information:

— Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number)

—Name of applicant

—Name of examiner

—Date of interview

—Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal)

—Name of participant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel, etc.)

—An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted

— An identification of the specific prior art discussed

— Anindication whether an agreement was reached and if so, a description of the general nature of the agreement (may be by
attachment of a copy of amendments or claims agreed as being allowable). Note: Agreement as to allowability is tentative and does
not restrict further action by the examiner to the contrary.

—The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview (if Form is not an attachment to a signed Office action)

It is desirable that the examiner orally remind the applicant of his or her obligation to record the substance of the interview of each case. It
should be noted, however, that the Interview Summary Form will not normally be considered a complete and proper recordation of the interview
unless it includes, or is supplemented by the applicant or the examiner to include, all of the applicable items required below concerning the
substance of the interview.

A complete and proper recordation of the substance of any interview should include at least the following applicable items:

1) A brief description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted,

2) an identification of the claims discussed,

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed,

4) an identification of the principal proposed amendments of a substantive nature discussed, unless these are already described on the

Interview Summary Form completed by the Examiner,

5) a brief identification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner,

(The identification of arguments need not be lengthy or elaborate. A verbatim or highly detailed description of the arguments is not
required. The identification of the arguments is sufficient if the general nature or thrust of the principal arguments made to the
examiner can be understood in the context of the application file. Of course, the applicant may desire to emphasize and fully
describe those arguments which he or she feels were or might be persuasive to the examiner.)

6) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed, and

7) if appropriate, the general results or outcome of the interview unless already described in the Interview Summary Form completed by

the examiner.

Examiners are expected to carefully review the applicant’s record of the substance of an interview. If the record is not complete and
accurate, the examiner will give the applicant an extendable one month time period to correct the record.

Examiner to Check for Accuracy

If the claims are allowable for other reasons of record, the examiner should send a letter setting forth the examiner’s version of the
statement attributed to him or her. If the record is complete and accurate, the examiner should place the indication, “Interview Record OK” on the
paper recording the substance of the interview along with the date and the examiner’s initials.
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Doc code: RCEX PTO/ISBI30EFS (07-09)

Doc description: Request for Continued Examination (RCE) Approved for use through 07/31/2012. OMB 0651-0031
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office; U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Under the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it contains a valid OMB control number.

REQUEST FOR CONTINUED EXAMINATION(RCE)TRANSMITTAL
(Submitted Only via EFS-Web)

Application | 45059767 Filing | 50120621 Docket Number | -\, 008us (223156) At | 703
Number Date (if applicable) Unit

First Named| . b Bosnyak Examiner Philip A. Stuckey

Inventor Name

This is a Request for Continued Examination (RCE) under 37 CFR 1.114 of the above-identified application.
Request for Continued Examination (RCE) practice under 37 CFR 1.114 does not apply to any utility or plant application filed prior to June 8,
1995, or to any design application. The Instruction Sheet for this form is located at WWW.USPTO.GOV

SUBMISSION REQUIRED UNDER 37 CFR 1.114

Note: If the RCE is proper, any previously filed unentered amendments and amendments enclosed with the RCE will be entered in the order

in which they were filed unless applicant instructs otherwise. If applicant does not wish to have any previously filed unentered amendment(s)

entered, applicant must request non-entry of such amendment(s).

l:l Previously submitted. If a final Office action is outstanding, any amendments filed after the final Office action may be considered as a
submission even if this box is not checked.

|:| Consider the arguments in the Appeal Brief or Reply Brief previously filed on

[] Other

Enclosed

Amendment/Reply
|:| Information Disclosure Statement (IDS)

|:| Affidavit(s)/ Declaration{s)

[] Other

MISCELLANEOUS

l:l Suspension of action on the above-identified application is requested under 37 CFR 1.103(c) for a period of months
(Period of suspension shall not exceed 3 months; Fee under 37 CFR 1.17{i) required)

[] Other

FEES

The RCE fee under 37 CFR 1.17(e) is required by 37 CFR 1.114 when the RCE is filed.
The Director is hereby authorized to charge any underpayment of fees, or credit any overpayments, to
Deposit Account No 5008927

SIGNATURE OF APPLICANT, ATTORNEY, OR AGENT REQUIRED

Patent Practitioner Signature

[] Applicant Signature

EFS - Web 2.1.15
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Doc code: RCEX

Doc description: Request for Continued Examination (RCE)

PTO/SB/30EFS (07-09)

Approved for use through 47/31/2012. OMB 0651-0031
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office; U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Under the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it contains a valid OMB control number.

Signature of Registered U.S. Patent Practitioner

Signature | /Gregory L. Porter/

Date (YYYY-MM-DD}

2015-11-06

Name Gregory L. Porter

Registration Number

40131

This collection of information is required by 37 CFR 1.114. The information is required to obtain or retain a benefit by the public which is to
file {and by the USPTO to process) an application. Confidentiality is governed by 35 U.S.C. 122 and 37 CFR 1.11 and 1.14. This collection is
estimated to take 12 minutes to complete, including gathering, preparing, and submitting the completed application form to the USPTO. Time
will vary depending upon the individual case. Any comments on the amount of time you require to complete this form and/or suggestions for
reducing this burden, should be sent to the Chief Information Officer, U.S. Patent and Trademark Office, U.S. Department of Commerce,

P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450.
If you need assistance in completing the form, call 1-800-PT0O-9199 and select option 2.

EFS - Web 2.1.15
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Privacy Act Statement

The Privacy Act of 1974 (P.L. 93-579) requires that you be given certain information in connection with your submission of the
attached form related to a patent application or patent. Accordingly, pursuant to the requirements of the Act, please be
advised that: (1) the general authority for the collection of this information is 35 U.S.C. 2(b)(2); (2) furnishing of the information
solicited is voluntary; and (3) the principal purpose for which the information is used by the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office
is to process and/or examine your submission related to a patent application or patent. If you do not furnish the requested
information, the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office may not be able to process and/or examine your submission, which may
result in termination of proceedings or abandonment of the application or expiration of the patent.

The information provided by you in this form will be subject to the following routine uses:

1. The information on this form will be treated confidentially to the extent allowed under the Freedom of Information
Act (5 U.S.C. 552) and the Privacy Act (56 U.S.C. 552a). Records from this system of records may be disclosed to the
Department of Justice to determine whether the Freedom of Information Act requires disclosure of these records.

2. A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, in the course of presenting evidence to a
court, magistrate, or administrative tribunal, including disclosures to opposing counsel in the course of settlement
negotiations.

3. A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Member of Congress submitting a
request involving an individual, to whom the record pertains, when the individual has requested assistance from the
Member with respect to the subject matter of the record.

4. A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a contractor of the Agency having need
for the information in order to perform a contract. Recipients of information shall be required to comply with the
requirements of the Privacy Act of 1874, as amended, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552a(m).

5. A record related to an International Application filed under the Patent Cooperation Treaty in this system of records
may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the International Bureau of the World Intellectual Property Organization,
pursuant to the Patent Cooperation Treaty.

8. A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to another federal agency for purposes of
National Security review (35 U.S.C. 181) and for review pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act (42 U.S.C. 218(c)).

7. A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the Administrator, General Services,
or his/her designee, during an inspection of records conducted by GSA as part of that agency's responsibility to
recommend improvements in records management practices and programs, under authority of 44 U.S.C. 2804 and
2906. Such disclosure shall be made in accordance with the GSA regulations governing inspection of records for this
purpose, and any other relevant (i.e., GSA or Commerce) directive. Such disclosure shall not be used to make
determinations about individuals.

8. A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the public after either publication of
the application pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 122(b) or issuance of a patent pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 151. Further, a record may
be disclosed, subject to the limitations of 37 CFR 1.14, as a routine use, to the public if the record was filed in an
application which became abandoned or in which the proceedings were terminated and which application is
referenced by either a published application, an application open to public inspections or an issued patent.

9. A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Federal, State, or local law
enforcement agency, if the USPTO becomes aware of a violation or potential violation of law or regulation.

EFS - Web2.1.15
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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Applicant:  Clive P. Bosnyak, et al.
Serial No.:  13/529,797

Filed: June 21, 2012

Art Unit: 1723

Examiner:  Phillip A. Stuckey
Conf. No.: 1004

For: LITHIUM ION BATTERIES USING DISCRETE CARBON NANOTUBES,
METHODS FOR PRODUCTION THEREOF AND PRODUCTS OBTAINED
THEREFROM

Mail Stop RCE
Commissioner for Patents
Box AF
P.O. Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
REQUEST FOR CONTINUED EXAMINATION, INTERVIEW SUMMARY, AND
SUPPLEMENTAL AMENDMENT AND RESPONSE TO FINAL OFFICE ACTION
OF MARCH 24, 2015

Dear Examiner Stuckey:

Thank you for courtesies extended by you and Mr, Cano to myseif and Steve Krupp during
the November 5th, 2015 telephonic interview to discuss the pending claims and the Li and Niu
references, While an agreement on the claims was not reach@d the interview was a productive
exchange of views. As discussed, the instant RCE is being submitted with amendments discussed

during the interview.

Amendments to the Claims are reflected in the listing of claims that begin on page 2 of this
paper. '

Remarks begin on page 6 of this paper.
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IN THE CLAIMS:

L. (Currently Amended) A composition useful for lithium ion batteries comprising:

discrete, non-agglomerated, and exfoliated carbon nanotubes having a surface, and mixtures

of ion active materials comprising migratable ions_said materials comprising crystals or

layers of lithium ion active material, wherein a ratio of lithium ion to other total ions in the

"ion active materials is at least 2:1 to 25:1, and wherein the discrete carbon nanotubes have
crystals or layers of lithium ion active material ionically attached to their surface and

wherein the discrete carbon nanotubes comprise oxidized species selected from the group

consisting of carboxylic, ketone, or hydroxyl functionalities, and wherein the discrete carbon

nanotubes have an aspect ratio of 10 to 500 and oxidation levels from 1% to 15% by weight

of the carbon nanotube.

2. (Original) The composition of claim 1, wherein the crystals or layers of lithium ion active
material comprise a lithium metal salt and an element selected from the group consisting of’

iron, manganese, cobalt, copper, nickel, vanadium, titanium, and mixtures thereof.

3. (Previously presented) The composition of claim 2, wherein the lithium metal salt has an

olivine crystal structure and wherein the lithium metal salt is LiFePO4 or LiMnPOy.

4, (Original) The composition of claim 1, wherein the crystals or layers of lithium ion active
material comprise tin, silicon, copper, antimony, aluminum, germanium, titanium, or

mixtures thereof.
5. (Cancelled).
6. (Original) The composition of claim 1, further comprising graphene or oxygenated graphene.

7. (Previously presented) The composition of claim 6, wherein the weight ratio of graphene to

carbon nanotube is in the range 0f 0.1:99.9 to 99.9:0.1.

8. (Withdrawn) A process for the production of the discrete carbon nanotubes having crystals

or layers of lithium ion active materials attached to their surface, comprising the steps of:

a) selecting carbon nanotubes of aspect'ratio 10 to 500 and oxidation level 1% to 15%

percent by weight;
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b) mixing the carbon nanotubes with a high boiling point liquid;
¢) adding reagents in correct balance to synthesize a lithium salt;

d) reacting the mixture at a temperature to form the lithium salt while sonicating the

mixture;
e) separating the solid discrete carbon nanotube salts from the liquid; and

f) drying and annealing the solid discrete carbon nanotube salts under an inert atmosphere

at sufficient temperature to obtain an olivine crystal structure.
9. (Withdrawn) A process for the production of the discrete carbon nanotubes having crystals
‘or layers of lithium ion active materials attached to their surface, comprising the steps of:
a) selecting carbon nanotubes of aspect ratio 10 to 500 and oxidation level of 1% to 15% by
weight;
b) mixing the carbon nanotubes and a lithium salt in a liquid with surfactant;
c) sonicating the liquid carbon nanotube/lithium salt mixture;
d) separating the solid salts from the liquid; and

e) drying and annealing the solid discrete carbon nanotubes with attached lithium salts

under an inert atmosphere at sufficient temperature to obtain an olivine crystal structure.

10.  (Currently Amended) A composition useful for lithium ion batteries, comprising discrete,

non-agglomerated, and exfoliated carbon nanotubes having a surface, and mixtures of ion

active materials comprising migratable ions said materials comprising crystals or layers of

lithium ion active material, wherein a ratio of lithium ion to other total ions in the ion active
materials is at least 2:1 to 25:1, wherein the discrete carbon nanotubes have crystals or layers
of lithium ion active materials ionically attached to their surface, and wherein the carbon
nanotubes are in a weight ratio of carbon nanotubes to lithium salts of 0.1% to 10% and

wherein the discrete carbon nanotubes comptise oxidized species selected from the group

consisting of carboxylic, ketone, or hydroxyl functionalities, and wherein the discrete carbon

nanotubes have an aspect ratio of 10 to 500 and oxidation levels from 1% to 15% by weight

of the carbon nanotube.
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11.  (Currently Amended) A composition useful for lithium ion batteries, comprising oxidized

discrete, non-agglomerated, and exfoliated carbon nanotubes having a surface, and mixtures

of ion active materials comprising migratable ions_said materials comprising crystals or

layers of lithium ion active material, wherein a ratio of lithium ion to other total ions in the

ion active materials is at least 2:1 to 25:1, wherein the discrete carbon nanotubes have
crystals or layers of lithium ion active materials attached to their surface, and wherein the

carbon nanotubes are uniformly dispersed without clustering on a dimension scale of less

than about 1 micrometer and wherein the discrete carbon nanotubes comprise oxidized

species selected from the group consisting of carboxylic, ketone, or hydroxyl functionalities,

and wherein the discrete carbon nanotubes have an aspect ratio of 10 to 500 and oxidation

levels from 1% to 15% by weight of the carbon nanotube.

12. (Currently Amended) A composition useful for lithium ion batteries, comprising uniformly

dispersible oxidized , non-agglomerated carbon nanotubes having a surface, and mixtures of

ion active materials comprising migratable ions said materials comprising crystals or layers

of lithium ion active material, wherein a ratio of lithium ion to other total ions in the ion

active materials is at least 2:1 to 25:1, and wherein the discrete carbon nanotubes have
crystals or layers of lithium ion active materials ionically attached to their surface and

wherein the discrete carbon nanotubes comprise oxidized species selected from the group

consisting of carboxylic, ketone, or hydroxyl functionalities, and wherein the discrete carbon

nanotubes have an aspect ratio of 10 to 500 and oxidation levels from 1% to 15% by weight

of the carbon nanotube.

13.  (Original) The composition of claim 12, wherein the crystals or layers of lithium ion active

materials are chemically attached to the sutface of the dispersible oxidized carbon nanotubes.

14, (Previously presented) The composition of claim 1 where the ratio of lithium ioh to other

total ions in the ion active materials is from 3:1 to 25:1.

15.  (Previously presented) The composition of claim 1 where the ratio of lithium ion to other

total ions in the ion active materials is from 10:1 to 25:1.

16.  (Previously presented) The composition of claim 10 where the ratio of lithium ion to other
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17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

total ions in the ion active materials is from 3:1 to 25:1.

(Previously presented) The composition of claim 10 where the ratio of lithium ion to other

total ions in the ion active materials is from 10:1 to 25:1.

(Previously presented) The composition of claim 11 where the ratio of lithium ion to other

total ions in the ion active materials is from 3:1 to 25:1.

(Previously presented) The composition of claim 11 where the ratio of lithium ion to other
total ions in the ion active materials is from 10:1 to 25:1.

(Previously presented) The composition of claim 12 where the ratio of lithium ion to other
total ions in the ion active materials is from 3:1 to 25:1.

(Previously presented) Thé composition of claim 12 where the ratio of lithium ion to other

total ions in the ion active materials is from 10:1 to 25:1.
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REMARKS

Pending in the current application are Claims 1~7 and 10-21. All independent claims, Claims
1, 10, 11, and 12, have been amended to provide antecedent basis for “surface” and “crystals or
layers of lithium ion active material” as suggested in the interview. The independent claims have
also been amended to specify that the nanotubes are “non-agglomérated” as suggested in the
interview with support found at, for example, Figure 1. In addition, the independent claims have
been amended to specify that the nanotubes “comprise oxidized species selected from the group
consisting of carboxylic, ketone, or hydroxyl functionalities.” Support is found at, for example,
paragraph [0034] of the published application US 2012/0328946. Lastly, the independent claims
have been amended to specify that the crystals or layers of lithium ion active materials are
“jonically” attached to the nanotube surface. Support is found at, for exainple, paragraph [0026] of
the published application US 2012/0328946. No new matter has been added. Applicants
respectfully request reconsideration of this Application in view of the above Amendments and the

following remarks.’

L As Amended Claims 1-7 and 10-21 Are Patentable Over the Cited References as Li
Does Not Have Lithium Ion Active Material Ionically Attached to Nanotubes and
Teaches Away from Oxidation While Niu is Agglomerated and Also Lacks Lithium Ion
Active Material Ionically Attached to Nanotubes

The claims were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) (pre-AlA) as being unpatentable over Li
2006 (Li) in view of Niu et al. U.S. 7,070,753 (Niu). ‘

The primary reference of Li does not have lithium ion active material ionically attached
to nanotubes. Instead, Li simply mixes the materials and therefore, at best, the materials have
affinity via Van der Waals forces as stated on page 6 of the Final Office Action. The secondary
reference of Niu does not remedy this deficiency. In fact, Niu teaches away from oxidized, non-
agglomerated, discrete nanotubes by virtue of the fact that Niu relates to agglomerates of
nanotubes that increase in size with oxidation. (Niu, col. 10, line 40). Niu refers to its agglomerated
nanotubes as a “fuzzy tennis ball” or “loose bundles”. (Niu, col. 10, lines 60-65).

Li’s LiFePO4 particles are in the presence of the tubes in a mixture but not ionically -

attached as claimed above. Li, et al describes his improvement occurred “due to that the interface

! The prior Office Action stated that the claims may not have priority to provisional application 61/500,560.
Applicants disagree but believe that there is no need to elaborate since the cited references at issue, Li and Niu, pre-
date the provisional application filing date.
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was filled with MWCNTSs.” (p.666 col 2, last paragraph) and that LiFePO4 is “mixed with acetylene
black and MWCNTSs” (p.666 col. 1, last paragraph). This description confirms Li’s materials are not
ionically attached to nanotubes. That Li is a simple mixture is also confirmed by Li’s SEM images

which are reproduced below.

Fig. 3. SEM images of LiFePO/MWONTs composite catliode {a: plane section: b cross. section}.

What’s more, Li teaches directly away from oxidized nanotubes as claimed. That is, Li seeks

to delete any oxide groups on his crystallized nanotubes to “prevent irreversible reactions and
improve cycle efficiency.” (p.666 col. 1, last paragraph). This is a second, independent teaching
away from the instant claims that is not remedied with Niu.
IT. Conclusion

It is submitted that the instant claims are patentable and a Notice of Allowance is requested.
The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any required fees to our Andrews Kurth LLP
Deposit Account No. 50-0897 (223156/DENA008). The Commissioner is also authorized to credit
any fee overpayment to the aforementioned Deposit Account.

The Examiner is invited to call the undersigned attorney at 713-220-4621, if a telephone call

could help resolve any item.
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Respectiully submitted,
/Gregory L. Porter/

Gregory L. Porter
Registration No. 40,131

Andrews Kurth LLP

600 Travis, Suite 4200

Houston, Texas 77002-2778

Office: (713)220-4621

Fax: (713)238-7169

pat-tmk@andrewskurth.com

Date:  November 6, 2015
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P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.USpLO.gov

APPLICATION NO. FILING DATE FIRST NAMED INVENTOR | ATTORNEY DOCKETNO. | CONFIRMATION NO. |
13/529,797 06/21/2012 Clive P. Bosnyak DENA-0008 (223156) 1004
130577 7590 10/07/2015
EXAMINER
Andrews Kurth LLP | |
600 Travis Street STUCKEY, PHILIP A
Suite 4200
Houston, TX 77002 | ART UNIT | PAPER NUMBER |
1723
| NOTIFICATION DATE | DELIVERY MODE |
10/07/2015 ELECTRONIC

Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding.
The time period for reply, if any, is set in the attached communication.

Notice of the Office communication was sent electronically on above-indicated "Notification Date" to the
following e-mail address(es):

patenttrademarks @ andrewskurth.com

PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07)
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Application No. Applicant(s)
. . . 13/529,797 BOSNYAK ET AL.
Examiner-Initiated Interview Summary
Examiner Art Unit
Philip A. Stuckey, PhD 1723

All participants (applicant, applicant’s representative, PTO personnel):

(1) Philip A. Stuckey. (3) .
(2) Gregory Porter. (4) .

Date of Interview: 28 September 2015.

Type: X Telephonic [] Video Conference
[] Personal [copy given to: [] applicant  [] applicant’s representative]

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: [] Yes X No.
If Yes, brief description:

Issues Discussed [J101 [J112 X102 X103 [X]Others

(For each of the checked box(es) above, please describe below the issue and detailed description of the discussion)
Claim(s) discussed: 1 and 5.
Identification of prior art discussed: of record.

Substance of Interview
(For each issue discussed, provide a detailed description and indicate if agreement was reached. Some topics may include: identification or clarification of a
reference or a portion thereof, claim interpretation, proposed amendments, arguments of any applied references etc...)

The details of the declaration and remarks as indicated in the attached advisory action were discussed with Gregory
Porter, applicant’s attorney of record. The ranges of oxidation levels of the carbon nanotubes of the instant application
and those of Ni were also discussed. The definition of discrete and exfoliated carbon nanotubes was discussed. The
applicant was invited to submit a preliminary draft amendment by means of an applicant initiated interview if they
would find it helpful prior to their next reply..

Applicant recordation instructions: It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of interview.

Examiner recordation instructions: Examiners must summarize the substance of any interview of record. A complete and proper recordation of
the substance of an interview should include the items listed in MPEP 713.04 for complete and proper recordation including the identification of the
general thrust of each argument or issue discussed, a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed regarding patentability and the
general results or outcome of the interview, to include an indication as to whether or not agreement was reached on the issues raised.

] Attachment

/Philip A. Stuckey/ /MILTON | CANO/
Examiner, Art Unit 1723 Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 1723

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office
PTOL-413B (Rev. 8/11/2010) Interview Summary Paper No. 20150928
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Application No. Applicant(s)
Advisory Action 13/529,797 BOSNYAK ET AL.
Before the Filing of an Appeal Brief | Examiner Art Unit AIA (First Inventor to File) Status
Philip A. Stuckey, PhD 1723 No

--The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address --

THE REPLY FILED 24 September 2015 FAILS TO PLACE THIS APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE.
NO NOTICE OF APPEAL FILED
1. [0 The reply was filed after a final rejection. No Notice of Appeal has been filed. To avoid abandonment of this application, applicant must timely file
one of the following replies: (1) an amendment, affidavit, or other evidence, which places the application in condition for allowance;
(2) a Notice of Appeal (with appeal fee) in compliance with 37 CFR 41.31; or (3) a Request for Continued Examination (RCE) in compliance with
37 CFR 1.114 if this is a utility or plant application. Note that RCEs are not permitted in design applications. The reply must be filed within one of
the following time periods:
a) |:| The period for reply expires months from the mailing date of the final rejection.
b) D The period for reply expires on: (1) the mailing date of this Advisory Action; or (2) the date set forth in the final rejection, whichever is later.
In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of the final rejection.
c) D A prior Advisory Action was mailed more than 3 months after the mailing date of the final rejection in response to a first after-final reply filed
within 2 months of the mailing date of the final rejection. The current period for reply expires months from the mailing date of
the prior Advisory Action or SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of the final rejection, whichever is earlier.
Examiner Note: If box 1 is checked, check either box (a), (b) or (c). ONLY CHECK BOX (b) WHEN THIS ADVISORY ACTION IS THE
FIRST RESPONSE TO APPLICANT'S FIRST AFTER-FINAL REPLY WHICH WAS FILED WITHIN TWO MONTHS OF THE FINAL
REJECTION. ONLY CHECK BOX (c) IN THE LIMITED SITUATION SET FORTH UNDER BOX (c). See MPEP 706.07(f).
Extensions of time may be obtained under 37 CFR 1.136(a). The date on which the petition under 37 CFR 1.136(a) and the appropriate
extension fee have been filed is the date for purposes of determining the period of extension and the corresponding amount of the fee. The
appropriate extension fee under 37 CFR 1.17(a) is calculated from: (1) the expiration date of the shortened statutory period for reply originally
set in the final Office action; or (2) as set forth in (b) or (c) above, if checked. Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the
mailing date of the final rejection, even if timely filed, may reduce any earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b).
NOTICE OF APPEAL
2. [X] The Notice of Appeal was filed on 24 September 2015. A brief in compliance with 37 CFR 41.37 must be filed within two months of the
date of filing the Notice of Appeal (37 CFR 41.37(a)), or any extension thereof (37 CFR 41.37(e)), to avoid dismissal of the appeal. Since
a Notice of Appeal has been filed, any reply must be filed within the time period set forth in 37 CFR 41.37(a).
AMENDMENTS
3. |:| The proposed amendments filed after a final rejection, but prior to the date of filing a brief, will hot be entered because
a) O They raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below);
b) D They raise the issue of new matter (see NOTE below);
c) O They are not deemed to place the application in better form for appeal by materially reducing or simplifying the issues for
appeal; and/or
d) O They present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims.
NOTE: . (See 37 CFR 1.116 and 41.33(a)).
4. |:| The amendments are not in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121. See attached Notice of Non-Compliant Amendment (PTOL-324).
5. |:| Applicant’s reply has overcome the following rejection(s):
6. |:| Newly proposed or amended claim(s)
allowable claim(s).
7.[X For purposes of appeal, the proposed amendment(s): (a) [] will not be entered, or (b) X will be entered, and an explanation of how the
new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended.
AFFIDAVIT OR OTHER EVIDENCE

8. X A declaration(s)/affidavit(s) under 37 CFR 1.130(b) was/were filed on 9/24/2015.

9. [X] The affidavit or other evidence filed after final action, but before or on the date of filing a Notice of Appeal will not be entered because
applicant failed to provide a showing of good and sufficient reasons why the affidavit or other evidence is necessary and was not earlier
presented. See 37 CFR 1.116(e).

10. [ The affidavit or other evidence filed after the date of filing the Notice of Appeal, but prior to the date of filing a brief, will not be entered
because the affidavit or other evidence failed to overcome all rejections under appeal and/or appellant fails to provide a showing of good
and sufficient reasons why it is necessary and was not earlier presented. See 37 CFR 41.33(d)(1).

11. [ The affidavit or other evidence is entered. An explanation of the status of the claims after entry is below or attached.

REQUEST FOR RECONSIDERATION/OTHER

12. ] The request for reconsideration has been considered but does NOT place the application in condition for allowance because:

See Continuation Sheet.

13. [ Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s). (PTO/SB/08) Paper No(s).
14. [X] Other: AFCP 2.0 Decision; Interview Summary of Record.
STATUS OF CLAIMS
15. The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows:

Claim(s) allowed: none.

Claim(s) objected to: none.

Claim(s) rejected: 1-4,6,7 and 10-21.

Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: 8 and 9.

would be allowable if submitted in a separate, timely filed amendment canceling the non-

/MILTON | CANO/ /Philip A. Stuckey/
Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 1723 Examiner, Art Unit 1723
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office
PTOL-303 (Rev. 08-2013) Advisory Action Before the Filing of an Appeal Brief Part of Paper No. 20150928
297

Samsung Ex. 1002, Page 297 of 574
Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., et al. v. Molecular Rebar Design, LLC
IPR2025-00359



Continuation Sheet (PTOL-303) Application No. 13/529,797

Continuation of 12. does NOT place the application in condition for allowance because: The instant amendment will be entered and the
previous rejection over Li in view of Niu is maintained for the reasons recited in the previously issued final rejection. The amendement to
the specification will be entered and the previous specification and claim objections regarding spelling are withdrawn.

In response to the declaration filed 9/24/2015, the declaration does not address the rejection of record. The teachings of Li are recited for
teaching discrete and exfoliated carbon nanotubes; this declaration is directed toward Niu '753 which is used in combination with Li.
Therefore the declaration is not commensurate in scope with the closest prior art of record.

The applicant further argues in the remarks (page 6, last paragraph) that Li does not specify the acid concentration use or specifics related
to the carbon nanotube treatment. These arguments are not commensurate in scope with the instant claims as the instant claims do not
positively recite chemical or mechanical treatment of the discrete and exfoliated carbon nanotubes. Lidoes state that multi-walled carbon

nanotubes were soaked in nitric acid and shows and SEM of the LiFePO4/MWCNT, see section 2 experimental and figure 2, page 664..
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Application No. Applicant(s)
. . . 13/529,797 BOSNYAK ET AL.
Examiner-Initiated Interview Summary
Examiner Art Unit
Philip A. Stuckey, PhD 1723

All participants (applicant, applicant’s representative, PTO personnel):

(1) Philip A. Stuckey. (3) .
(2) Gregory Porter. (4) .

Date of Interview: 28 September 2015.

Type: X Telephonic [] Video Conference
[] Personal [copy given to: [] applicant  [] applicant’s representative]

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: [] Yes X No.
If Yes, brief description:

Issues Discussed [J101 [J112 X102 X103 [X]Others

(For each of the checked box(es) above, please describe below the issue and detailed description of the discussion)
Claim(s) discussed: 1 and 5.
Identification of prior art discussed: of record.

Substance of Interview
(For each issue discussed, provide a detailed description and indicate if agreement was reached. Some topics may include: identification or clarification of a
reference or a portion thereof, claim interpretation, proposed amendments, arguments of any applied references etc...)

The details of the declaration and remarks as indicated in the attached advisory action were discussed with Gregory
Porter, applicant’s attorney of record. The ranges of oxidation levels of the carbon nanotubes of the instant application
and those of Ni were also discussed. The definition of discrete and exfoliated carbon nanotubes was discussed. The
applicant was invited to submit a preliminary draft amendment by means of an applicant initiated interview if they
would find it helpful prior to their next reply..

Applicant recordation instructions: It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of interview.

Examiner recordation instructions: Examiners must summarize the substance of any interview of record. A complete and proper recordation of
the substance of an interview should include the items listed in MPEP 713.04 for complete and proper recordation including the identification of the
general thrust of each argument or issue discussed, a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed regarding patentability and the
general results or outcome of the interview, to include an indication as to whether or not agreement was reached on the issues raised.

] Attachment

/Philip A. Stuckey/ /MILTON | CANO/
Examiner, Art Unit 1723 Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 1723

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office
PTOL-413B (Rev. 8/11/2010) Interview Summary Paper No. 20150928
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Application No. Applicant(s)

AFCP 2.0 13/529,797 BOSNYAK ET AL.

. o Examiner Art Unit
Decision
Philip A. Stuckey, PhD 1723

This is in response to the After Final Consideration Pilot request filed 24 September 2015.
1. Improper Request — The AFCP 2.0 request is improper for the following reason(s) and the after final amendment submitted with
the request will be treated under pre-pilot procedure.
] An AFCP 2.0 request form PTO/SB/434 (or equivalent document) was not submitted.
] A non-broadening amendment to at least one independent claim was not submitted.

] A proper AFCP 2.0 request was submitted in response to the most recent final rejection.

[ Other:

2. Proper Request

A. After final amendment submitted with the request will not be treated under AFCP 2.0.
The after final amendment cannot be reviewed and a search conducted within the guidelines of the pilot program.

[] The after final amendment will be treated under pre-pilot procedure.

B. Updated search and/or completed additional consideration.
The examiner performed an updated search and/or completed additional consideration of the after final amendment

within the time authorized for the pilot program. The result(s) of the updated search and/or completed additional
consideration are:

[] 1. All of the rejections in the most recent final Office action are overcome and a Notice of Allowance is
issued herewith.

X 2. The after final amendment would not overcome all of the rejections in the most recent final Office action.
See attached interview summary for further details.

[ 3. The after final amendment was reviewed, and it raises a new issue(s). See attached interview summary for
further details.

[] 4. The after final amendment raises new issues, but would overcome all of the rejections in the most recent
final Office action. A decision on determining allowability could not be made within the guidelines of the
pilot. See attached interview summary for further details, including any newly discovered prior art.

[ 5. Other:

Examiner Note: Please attach an interview summary when necessary as described above.

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office
PTOL-2323 (Rev. 10-14) AFCP 2.0 Decision Part of Paper No. 20150928
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OK TO ENTER: /PS/
ATTORNEY DOCKET NO.: DENA-0008 (223156) PATENT

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Applicant:  Clive P. Bosnyak, et al.
Serial No.:  13/529,797

Filed: June 21, 2012

Art Unit: 1723

Examiner:  Phillip A. Stuckey

Conf. No.: 1004

For: LITHIUM ION BATTERIES USING DISCRETE CARBON NANOTUBES,
METHODS FOR PRODUCTION THEREOF AND PRODUCTS OBTAINED
THEREFROM

Commissioner for Patents
Box AF

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

Sir:

RESPONSE TO FINAL OFFICE ACTION OF MARCH 24, 2015 AND REQUEST FOR
AFTER FINAL PILOT CONSIDERATION PROGRAM

In response to the communication from the Examiner dated March 24, 2015, having a
deadline for response expiring June 24, 2015, extended for three months by petition enclosed
herewith, Applicants hereby amend the application as follows and submit the following remarks. In
addition, arequest for consideration under the AFCP program (Form PTO/SB/434) is enclosed along
with a notice of appeal. As required, the response includes an amendment to at least one
independent claim, and the amendment does not broaden the scope of the independent claims in any
aspect. In fact, all independent claims have been amended to incorporate the limitation of dependent
Claim 5 such that no new search is required. Applicant is willing and available to participate in an

interview with the Examiner concerning the present response.
Amendments to the Specification begin on page 2 of this paper.

Amendments to the Claims are reflected in the listing of claims that begin on page 3 of this
paper.

Remarks begin on page 6 of this paper.

HOU:3594901.1 1
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OK TG ENTER: /PS/

ATTORNEY DOCKET NO.: DENA-0008 (223156) PATENT

IN THE SPECIFICATION:
Please replace paragraph [0009] with the following paragraph which shows the full text of the
replacement paragraph with markings to show all the changes relative to the previous version of

the paragraph:

[0009] One aspect of the invention is a composition useful for lithium ion batteries, comprising
discrete carbon nanotubes having attached to their surface lithium ion active materials in the
form of nanometer sized crystals or layers. For a cathode, the lithium ion active material
comprises a lithium metal salt which may further comprise iron, manganese, cobalt, copper,
nickel, vanadium, titanium, or mixtures thereof. The composition can further comprise the
lithium metal salt with an olivine crystal structure. For an anode, the lithium ion active material
may comprise carbon, tin, silicon, copper, antimony, aluminum, germanium, titanium or
mixtures thereof. The discrete carbon nanotubes of the composition preferably have an aspect
ratio of 10 to 500 and oxidation levels from 1 to 15 weight percent of the carbon nanotube. The
composition can further comprise graphene or oxygenated graphene. In one embodiment, the

weight ratio of grapheme graphene to carbon nanotube is in the range of 0.1:99.9 to 99.9:0.1.

HOU:3594901.1 2

302

Samsung Ex. 1002, Page 302 of 574
Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., et al. v. Molecular Rebar Design, LLC

IPR2025-00359



T AND

f‘b
d

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

UNTTED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

PQ. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virgimia 22313-1450

Wwww.uspto.gov

APPLICATIONNUMBER | FILING OR 371(C) DATE | FIRSTNAMED APPLICANT | ATTY. DOCKET NO/TITLE |
13/529,797 06/21/2012 Clive P. Bosnyak DENA-0008 (137124.00041)
CONFIRMATION NO. 1004
117364 POWER OF ATTORNEY NOTICE

Molecular Rebar Design, LLC
0 LA A L

Jackson Walker L.L.P.
901 Main Street, Suite 6000 7770497

Dallas, TX 75202
Date Mailed: 09/30/2015

NOTICE REGARDING CHANGE OF POWER OF ATTORNEY

This is in response to the Power of Attorney filed 09/22/2015.
» The Power of Attorney to you in this application has been revoked by the assignee who has intervened as
provided by 37 CFR 3.71. Future correspondence will be mailed to the new address of record(37 CFR 1.33).

Questions about the contents of this notice and the
requirements it sets forth should be directed to the Office
of Data Management, Application Assistance Unit, at
(571) 272-4000 or (571) 272-4200 or 1-888-786-0101.

/fstephanos/

page 1 of 1
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T AND

f‘b
d

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

UNTTED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

PQ. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virgimia 22313-1450

Wwww.uspto.gov

APPLICATION NUMBER I FILING OR 371(C) DATE I FIRST NAMED APPLICANT I ATTY. DOCKET NO./TITLE |
13/529,797 06/21/2012 Clive P. Bosnyak DENA-0008 (223156)
CONFIRMATION NO. 1004
130577 POA ACCEPTANCE LETTER
Andrews Kurth LLP
600 Travis Street N U
Suite 4200 000000077 704987

Houston, TX 77002
Date Mailed: 09/30/2015

NOTICE OF ACCEPTANCE OF POWER OF ATTORNEY

This is in response to the Power of Attorney filed 09/22/2015.

The Power of Attorney in this application is accepted. Correspondence in this application will be mailed to the
above address as provided by 37 CFR 1.33.

Questions about the contents of this notice and the
requirements it sets forth should be directed to the Office
of Data Management, Application Assistance Unit, at
(571) 272-4000 or (571) 272-4200 or 1-888-786-0101.

/fstephanos/

page 1 of 1
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Doc Code: A.NE.AFCP
Document Description: After Final Consideration Pilot Program Request

PTO/SB/434 (05-13)

CERTIFICATION AND REQUEST FOR CONSIDERATION UNDER THE
AFTER FINAL CONSIDERATION PILOT PROGRAM 2.0

Practitioner Docket No.: Application No.: Filing Date:

DENA-0008US (223156) | 13/529,797 June 21, 2012

First Named Inventor: Title:

Clive P Bosnyak Lithium lon Batteries Using Discrete Carbon Nanotubes, Methods for Production Thereof...

APPLICANT HEREBY CERTIFIES THE FOLLOWING AND REQUESTS CONSIDERATION UNDER THE AFTER FINAL CONSIDERATION PILOT
PROGRAM 2.0 (AFCP 2.0) OF THE ACCOMPANYING RESPONSE UNDER 37 CFR 1.116.

1. The above-identified application is (i) an original utility, plant, or design nonprovisional application filed under
35 U.S.C. 111(a) [a continuing application (e.g., a continuation or divisional application) is filed under 35 U.S.C. 111(a) and is
eligible under (i)], or (ii) an international application that has entered the national stage in compliance with 35 U.S.C. 371(c).

2. The above-identified application contains an outstanding final rejection.

3. Submitted herewith is a response under 37 CFR 1.116 to the outstanding final rejection. The response includes an
amendment to at least one independent claim, and the amendment does not broaden the scope of the independent claim in
any aspect.

4. This certification and request for consideration under AFCP 2.0 is the only AFCP 2.0 certification and request filed in
response to the outstanding final rejection.

5. Applicant is willing and available to participate in any interview requested by the examiner concerning the present response.

6. This certification and request is being filed electronically using the Office’s electronic filing system (EFS-Web).

7. Any fees that would be necessary consistent with current practice concerning responses after final rejection under 37 CFR

1.116, e.g., extension of time fees, are being concurrently filed herewith. [There is no additional fee required to request
consideration under AFCP 2.0.]

8. By filing this certification and request, applicant acknowledges the following:

. Reissue applications and reexamination proceedings are not eligible to participate in AFCP 2.0.
. The examiner will verify that the AFCP 2.0 submission is compliant, i.e., that the requirements of the program have been met
(see items 1 to 7 above). For compliant submissions:

o  The examiner will review the response under 37 CFR 1.116 to determine if additional search and/or consideration
(i) is necessitated by the amendment and (ii) could be completed within the time allotted under AFCP 2.0. If
additional search and/or consideration is required but cannot be completed within the allotted time, the examiner
will process the submission consistent with current practice concerning responses after final rejection under
37 CFR 1.116, e.g., by mailing an advisory action.

o  Ifthe examiner determines that the amendment does not necessitate additional search and/or consideration, or if
the examiner determines that additional search and/or consideration is required and could be completed within
the allotted time, then the examiner will consider whether the amendment places the application in condition for
allowance (after completing the additional search and/or consideration, if required). If the examiner determines
that the amendment does not place the application in condition for allowance, then the examiner will contact the
applicant and request an interview.

. The interview will be conducted by the examiner, and if the examiner does not have negotiation
authority, a primary examiner and/or supervisory patent examiner will also participate.

- If the applicant declines the interview, or if the interview cannot be scheduled within ten (10) calendar
days from the date that the examiner first contacts the applicant, then the examiner will proceed
consistent with current practice concerning responses after final rejection under 37 CFR 1.116.

Signature Date
/Gregory L. Porter/ 2015-09-24
Name Practitioner

(Print/Typed) Registration No.

Gregory L. Porter 40131

Note: This form must be signed in accordance with 37 CFR 1.33. See 37 CFR 1.4(d) for signature requirements and certifications. Submit multiple
forms if more than one signature is required, see below*.

m * Total of 1 forms are submitted.
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Privacy Act Statement

The Privacy Act of 1974 (P.L. 93-579) requires that you be given certain information in connection with your
submission of the attached form related to a patent application or patent. Accordingly, pursuant to the
requirements of the Act, please be advised that: (1) the general authority for the collection of this information is
35 U.S.C. 2(b)(2); (2) furnishing of the information solicited is voluntary; and (3) the principal purpose for which
the information is used by the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office is to process and/or examine your submission
related to a patent application or patent. If you do not furnish the requested information, the U.S. Patent and
Trademark Office may not be able to process and/or examine your submission, which may result in termination
of proceedings or abandonment of the application or expiration of the patent.

The information provided by you in this form will be subject to the following routine uses:

1. The information on this form will be treated confidentially to the extent allowed under the Freedom of
Information Act (5 U.S.C. 552) and the Privacy Act (5 U.S.C 552a). Records from this system of
records may be disclosed to the Department of Justice to determine whether disclosure of these
records is required by the Freedom of Information Act.

2. A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, in the course of presenting
evidence to a court, magistrate, or administrative tribunal, including disclosures to opposing counsel in
the course of settlement negotiations.

3. A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Member of Congress
submitting a request involving an individual, to whom the record pertains, when the individual has
requested assistance from the Member with respect to the subject matter of the record.

4. A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a contractor of the Agency
having need for the information in order to perform a contract. Recipients of information shall be
required to comply with the requirements of the Privacy Act of 1974, as amended, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
552a(m).

5. A record related to an International Application filed under the Patent Cooperation Treaty in this
system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the International Bureau of the World
Intellectual Property Organization, pursuant to the Patent Cooperation Treaty.

6. A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to another federal agency for
purposes of National Security review (35 U.S.C. 181) and for review pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act
(42 U.S.C. 218(c)).

7. A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the Administrator, General
Services, or his/her designee, during an inspection of records conducted by GSA as part of that
agency’s responsibility to recommend improvements in records management practices and programs,
under authority of 44 U.S.C. 2904 and 2906. Such disclosure shall be made in accordance with the
GSA regulations governing inspection of records for this purpose, and any other relevant (i.e., GSA or
Commerce) directive. Such disclosure shall not be used to make determinations about individuals.

8. A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the public after either
publication of the application pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 122(b) or issuance of a patent pursuant to 35
U.S.C. 151. Further, a record may be disclosed, subject to the limitations of 37 CFR 1.14, as a routine
use, to the public if the record was filed in an application which became abandoned or in which the
proceedings were terminated and which application is referenced by either a published application, an
application open to public inspection or an issued patent.

9. A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Federal, State, or local
law enforcement agency, if the USPTO becomes aware of a violation or potential violation of law or
regulation.

306

Samsung Ex. 1002, Page 306 of 574
Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., et al. v. Molecular Rebar Design, LLC
IPR2025-00359



ATTORNEY DOCKET NO.: DENA-0008 (223156) PATENT

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Applicant:  Clive P. Bosnyak, et al.
Serial No.:  13/529,797

Filed: June 21, 2012

Art Unit: 1723

Examiner:  Phillip A. Stuckey

Conf. No.: 1004

For: LITHIUM ION BATTERIES USING DISCRETE CARBON NANOTUBES,
METHODS FOR PRODUCTION THEREOF AND PRODUCTS OBTAINED
THEREFROM

Commissioner for Patents
Box AF

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

Sir:

RESPONSE TO FINAL OFFICE ACTION OF MARCH 24, 2015 AND REQUEST FOR
AFTER FINAL PILOT CONSIDERATION PROGRAM

In response to the communication from the Examiner dated March 24, 2015, having a
deadline for response expiring June 24, 2015, extended for three months by petition enclosed
herewith, Applicants hereby amend the application as follows and submit the following remarks. In
addition, arequest for consideration under the AFCP program (Form PTO/SB/434) is enclosed along
with a notice of appeal. As required, the response includes an amendment to at least one
independent claim, and the amendment does not broaden the scope of the independent claims in any
aspect. In fact, all independent claims have been amended to incorporate the limitation of dependent
Claim 5 such that no new search is required. Applicant is willing and available to participate in an

interview with the Examiner concerning the present response.
Amendments to the Specification begin on page 2 of this paper.

Amendments to the Claims are reflected in the listing of claims that begin on page 3 of this
paper.

Remarks begin on page 6 of this paper.

HOU:3594901.1 1
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ATTORNEY DOCKET NO.: DENA-0008 (223156) PATENT

IN THE SPECIFICATION:
Please replace paragraph [0009] with the following paragraph which shows the full text of the
replacement paragraph with markings to show all the changes relative to the previous version of

the paragraph:

[0009] One aspect of the invention is a composition useful for lithium ion batteries, comprising
discrete carbon nanotubes having attached to their surface lithium ion active materials in the
form of nanometer sized crystals or layers. For a cathode, the lithium ion active material
comprises a lithium metal salt which may further comprise iron, manganese, cobalt, copper,
nickel, vanadium, titanium, or mixtures thereof. The composition can further comprise the
lithium metal salt with an olivine crystal structure. For an anode, the lithium ion active material
may comprise carbon, tin, silicon, copper, antimony, aluminum, germanium, titanium or
mixtures thereof. The discrete carbon nanotubes of the composition preferably have an aspect
ratio of 10 to 500 and oxidation levels from 1 to 15 weight percent of the carbon nanotube. The
composition can further comprise graphene or oxygenated graphene. In one embodiment, the

weight ratio of grapheme graphene to carbon nanotube is in the range of 0.1:99.9 to 99.9:0.1.

HOU:3594901.1 2
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ATTORNEY DOCKET NO.: DENA-0008 (223156) PATENT

IN THE CLAIMS:

1.

(Currently Amended) A composition useful for lithium ion batteries comprising:

discrete and exfoliated carbon nanotubes, and mixtures of ion active materials comprising
migratable ions, wherein a ratio of lithium ion to other total ions in the ion active materials is
at least 2:1 to 25:1, and wherein the discrete carbon nanotubes have crystals or layers of

lithium ion active material attached to their surface_and wherein the discrete carbon

npanotubes have an aspect ratio of 10 to 500 and oxidation levels from 1% to 15% by weight

of the carbon nanotube.

(Original) The composition of claim 1, wherein the crystals or layers of lithium ion active
material comprise a lithium metal salt and an element selected from the group consisting of:

iron, manganese, cobalt, copper, nickel, vanadium, titanium, and mixtures thereof.

(Previously presented) The composition of claim 2, wherein the lithium metal salt has an

olivine crystal structure and wherein the lithium metal salt is LiFePO4 or LIMnPQ,.

(Original) The composition of claim 1, wherein the crystals or layers of lithium ion active
material comprise tin, silicon, copper, antimony, aluminum, germanium, titanium, or

mixtures thereof.
(Cancelled).
(Original) The composition of claim 1, further comprising graphene or oxygenated graphene.

(Currently amended) The composition of claim 6, wherein the weight ratio of grapheme
graphene to carbon nanotube is in the range of 0.1:99.9 t0 99.9:0.1.

(Withdrawn) A process for the production of the discrete carbon nanotubes having crystals
or layers of lithium ion active materials attached to their surface, comprising the steps of:

a) selecting carbon nanotubes of aspect ratio 10 to 500 and oxidation level 1% to 15%

percent by weight;
b) mixing the carbon nanotubes with a high boiling point liquid;

¢) adding reagents in correct balance to synthesize a lithium salt;

HOU:3594901.1 3
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ATTORNEY DOCKET NO.: DENA-0008 (223156) PATENT

10.

1.

d) reacting the mixture at a temperature to form the lithium salt while sonicating the

mixture;

e) separating the solid discrete carbon nanotube salts from the liquid; and

f) drying and annealing the solid discrete carbon nanotube salts under an inert atmosphere
at sufficient temperature to obtain an olivine crystal structure.

(Withdrawn) A process for the production of the discrete carbon nanotubes having crystals

or layers of lithium ion active materials attached to their surface, comprising the steps of:

a) selecting carbon nanotubes of aspect ratio 10 to 500 and oxidation level of 1% to [5% by
weight;

b) mixing the carbon nanotubes and a lithium salt in a liquid with surfactant;

¢) sonicating the liquid carbon nanotube/lithium salt mixture;

d) separating the solid salts from the liquid; and

e) drying and annealing the solid discrete carbon nanotubes with attached lithium salts

under an inert atmosphere at sufficient temperature to obtain an olivine crystal structure.

(Currently Amended) A composition useful for lithium ion batteries, comprising discrete and
exfoliated carbon nanotubes, and mixtures of ion active materials comprising migratable
ions, wherein aratio of lithium ion to other total ions in the ion active materials is at least 2:1
to 25:1, wherein the discrete carbon nanotubes have crystals or layers of lithium ion active
materials attached to their surface, and wherein the carbon nanotubes are in a weight ratio of

carbon nanotubes to lithium salts of 0.1% to 10% and wherein the discrete carbon nanotubes

have an aspect ratio of 10 to 500 and oxidation levels from 1% to 15% by weight of the

carbon nanotube.

(Currently Amended) A composition useful for lithium ion batteries, comprising oxidized
carbon nanotubes, and mixtures of ion active materials comprising migratable ions, wherein
a ratio of lithium ion to other total ions in the ion active materials is at least 2:1 to 25:1,
wherein the discrete carbon nanotubes have crystals or layers of lithium ion active materials
attached to their surface, and wherein the carbon nanotubes are uniformly dispersed without

clustering on a dimension scale of less than about 1 micrometer_and wherein the discrete
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18.

19.

20.

21.

carbon nanotubes have an aspectratio of 10 to 500 and oxidation levels from 1% to 15% by

weight of the carbon nanotube.

(Currently Amended) A composition useful for lithium ion batteries, comprising uniformly
dispersible oxidized carbon nanotubes, and mixtures of ion active materials comprising
migratable ions, wherein a ratio of lithium ion to other total ions in the ion active materials is
at least 2:1 to 25:1, and wherein the discrete carbon nanotubes have crystals or layers of

lithium ion active materials attached to their surface_and wherein the discrete carbon

nanotubes have an aspect ratio of 10 to 500 and oxidation levels from 1% to 15% by weight

of the carbon nanotube.

(Original) The composition of claim 12, wherein the crystals or layers of lithium ion active

materials are chemically attached to the surface of the dispersible oxidized carbon nanotubes.

(New) The composition of claim | where the ratio of lithium ion to other total ions in the ion

active materials is from 3:1 to 25:1.

(New) The composition of claim 1 where the ratio of lithium ion to other total ions in the ion

active materials is from 10:1 to 25:1.

(New) The composition of claim 10 where the ratio of lithium ion to other total ions in the

lon active materials is from 3:1 to 25:1.

(New) The composition of claim 10 where the ratio of lithium ion to other total ions in the

ion active materials is from 10:1 to 25:1.

(New) The composition of claim 11 where the ratio of lithium ion to other total ions in the

ion active materials is from 3:1 to 25:1.

(New) The composition of claim 11 where the ratio of lithium ion to other total ions in the
ion active materials is from 10:1 to 25:1.
(New) The composition of claim 12 where the ratio of lithium ion to other total ions in the

ion active materials is from 3:1 to 25:1.

(New) The composition of claim 12 where the ratio of lithium ion to other total ions in the

ion active materials 1s from 10:1 to 25:1.
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REMARKS

Pending in the current application are Claims 1-7 and 10-21. Paragraph [00009] of the
specification and Claim 7 have been amended as suggested to correct the spelling of graphene. All
independent claims, Claims 1, 10, 11, and 12, have been amended to include the limitation of
dependent Claim 5 that “the discrete carbon nanotubes have an aspect ratio of 10 to 500 and
oxidation levels from 1% to 15% by weight of the carbon nanotube”. Dependent Claim 5 has been
cancelled. No new matter has been added. Applicants respectfully request reconsideration of this

Application in view of the above Amendments and the following remarks. !

L As Amended Claims 1-7 and 10-21 Are Patentable Over the Cited References as Niu
Teaches Away from Discrete Nanotubes and a Prior Replication of Niu Confirmed
Niu’s Nanotubes are Agglomerated, Not Discrete

Prior dependent Claim 5 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) (pre-AlIA) as being
unpatentable over Li 2006 (Li) in view of Niu et al. U.S. 7,070,753 (Niu). The limitations of
dependent Claim 5 (aspect ratio and oxidation level) have now been included in all the independent
claims. As described below, Li and Niu does not lead to the skilled artisan to all the underlying
limitations of any of the amended independent claims.

A, Niu Teaches Away from Discrete, Oxidized Nanotubes As Nanotube
Agglomerations Increase in Size with Oxidation

As stated in the Office Action with respect to former dependent Claim 5, Li is silent
regarding “the aspect ratio and oxidation level of the carbon nanotubes.’; (Office Action, p.7).
Therefore, the Office Action looks to Niu to remedy the deficiency. However, neither Li nor Niu
even pertain to discrete carbon nanotubes. That is, Li makes no mention of discrete carbon
nanotubes and, in fact, the skilled artisan would not expect Li to have discrete carbon nanotubes
since Li nowhere specifies the acid concentration or specifics related to mechanical treatment both of
which can be important to obtain discrete nanotubes in various processes. What’s more, as described
below, the skilled artisan seeking discrete nanotubes of a particular aspect ratio or oxidation level
would be led away from the suggested combination because Niu teaches directly away from discrete

carbon nanotubes.

! The prior Office Action stated that the claims may not have priority to provisional application 61/500,560.
Applicants disagree but believe that there is no need to elaborate since the cited references at issue, Li and Niu, pre-
date the provisional application filing date.
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That Niu teaches away is confirmed by the fact that Niu’s agglomerates of nanotubes
increase in size with oxidation. Specifically, Niu teaches that the oxidized aggregates are “are
increased in size by at least 5 percent and may be increased in size by at least 10 percent or more.”
(Niu, col. 10, line 40). Niurefers to its treated nanotubes as a “fuzzy tennis ball” or “loose bundles”.
(Niu, col. 10, lines 60-65). The skilled artisan understands, of course, that the terms “fuzzy tennis
ball” and “loose bundles” are inconsistent with having “discrete” nanotubes as claimed in all the
independent claims. This agglomeration of Niu was previously confirmed experimentally by

Applicant.

B. Applicant Previously Experimentally Confirmed Niu’s Oxidized Nanotubers
Were Not Discrete

Applicant’s prior declaration that was used in establishing the patentability of U.S. Patent
No. 8,993,161 is attached hereto as Exhibit A. In that Declaration, Dr. Henderson replicated two
examples of Niu. As aresult, Dr. Henderson concluded that Niu “does not produce discrete carbon
nanotubes as seen through a scanning electron microscope.” (Exhibit A, paragraphs 6-7).

C. The Skilled Artisan Would Not Be Led to Discrete Nanotubes with the Claimed
Oxidation Level or Aspect Ratio Based on Li and Niu

Based on the above, the skilled artisan would not combine Li with Niu as suggested because
based on the teachings the skilled artisan would understand that oxidizing Li’s nanotubes with Niu’s
aspect ratio would lead to larger amounts of agglomeration and yield non-discrete nanotubes
resembling a “fuzzy tennis ball” or “loose bundles”. Accordingly, the claimed invention of the
amended independent claims is non-obvious over the suggested combination and the claims should
be allowed.

II. Conclusion
It is submitted that the instant claims are patentable and a Notice of Allowance is requested.

The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any required fees to our Andrews Kurth LLP
Deposit Account No. 50-0897 (223156/DENAOOS). The Commissioner is also authorized to credit
any fee overpayment to the aforementioned Deposit Account.

The Examiner is invited to call the undersigned attorney at 713-220-4621, if a telephone call

could help resolve any item.
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Respectfully submitted,
/Gregory L. Porter/

Gregory L. Porter
Registration No. 40,131

Andrews Kurth LLP

600 Travis, Suite 4200

Houston, Texas 77002-2778

Office: (713) 220-4621

Fax: (713) 238-7169

pat-tmk @ andrewskurth.com

Date:  September 24, 2015
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EXHIBIT A
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Attorney Docket No. DENA-0006 (137124.00033) PATENT

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
Applicant:  Clive P. Bosnyak, et al.
Serial No.:  13/529,792
Filing Date:  June 21, 2012
Art Unit: 1729
Examiner: AMPONSAH, Osei K.

Conf. No.: 1033

For: LEAD-ACID BATTERY FORMULATIONS CONTAINING
DISCRETE CARBON NANOTUBES

Commissioner of Patents
P. O. Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

Sir:

HENDERSON DECLARATION UNDER 37 C.F.R §1.132

Nancy Henderson, Ph.D., declares that:
1. I am over 21 years old.

2. I received my Ph.D. in Mechanical Engineering from the University of Texas at

Austin.

3. I am currently the Lab Director of Molecular Rebar Design, LLC (*MRD”) in
Austin, Texas, formally Designed Nanotube, LLC of Austin, Texas, the name of the Assignee as
appears on U.S. Patent Application Serial No. 13/529,792 (“the ‘792 Patent Application”).

4. I am not a named inventor of the patent application that is referenced above, the
792 Patent Application. I am however, familiar with the ‘792 Patent Application. I am also
familiar with the Office Action dated August 11, 2014. Further, I am familiar with the
references cited therein, namely, U.S. Patent No, 7,070,753 (“the ‘753 Peitent”).

1
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5. I was asked by Dr. Clive Bosnyak, who is a named inventor on the ‘792 Patent
Application, to run experiments to determine if the examples in one of the cited references, the

753 Patent, actually produce discrete carbon nanotubes.

6. On page 5 of the Office Action dated August 11, 2014, relating to the instant ‘792
Patent Application, the Examiner cited Table 5 (which lists Example 10) of the ‘753 Patent to
show that the ‘753 Patent teaches “disassembled (disentangled) discrete carbon nanotubes that
have an oxygen content of 3.8%.” [ confirm that the attached Experiment 1 describes the
experiments relating to Example 10 of the ‘753 Patent in detail and includes true, accurate and
factual experimental results that show Example 10 of the ‘753 Patent does not produce discrete

carbon nanotubes as seen through a scanning electron microscope.

7. I confirm that the attached Experiment 2 describes the experiments relating to
Example 23 of the 753 Patent in detail and includes true, accurate and factual experimental
results that show Example 23 of the ‘753 Patent does not produce discrete carbon nanotubes as

seen through a scanning electron microscope.

8. I was asked by Dr. Clive Bosnyak, who is a named inventor of the ‘792 Patent
Application, to compare the battery performance of carbon nanotube aggregates and the battery
performance of discrete carbon nanotubes prepared by method of the instant ‘792 Patent

Application.

9. I confirm that the attached Experiment 3 truly, accurately, and factually describes
the comparative experiments relating to the battery performance of carbon nanotube aggregates
and the battery performance of discrete carbon nanotubes prepared according to the instant
invention. I confirm that as compared to those of non-individualized and non-discrete carbon
nanotubes, individualized and discrete carbon nanotubes appeared to provide a higher level of
homogeneity within the active material of a battery plate as seen through a scanning electron
microscope. The beneficial effects of discrete individualized carbon nanotubes were thereby felt
more uniformly throughout the battery system resulting in increased reserve capacity, increased

conductivity, increased mechanical strength, and increased system efficiency.
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10. I hereby declare that all statements made herein and in Experiments 1, 2, and 3
are of my own knowledge are true and that all statements made on information and belief are
believed to be true; and further that these statements were made with the knowledge that willful
false statements and the like so made are punishable by fine or imprisonment, or both, under 18
U.S.C. § 1001 and that such willful false statements may jeopardize the validity of the

application or any patent issued thereon.

Respectfully submitted,

ﬂ&ﬂ&f //ﬂm&w

Naticy Hengerson, Ph.D.

Date: / 2-/[ //L/
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EXPERIMENT 1

PURPOSE
Analysis of the carbon nanotubes as prepared by the method of Example 10 of U.S.

Patent No. 7,070,753 (“Example 10 of the ‘753 Patent”) and its comparison to the carbon
nanotubes in lead paste of the instant invention of U.S. Patent Application Serial No. 13/529,792
(“the 792 Patent Application”).

PROCEDURE

The procedures as outlined in Example 10 of the ‘753 Patent were followed but the
quantities were proportionally scaled down to accommodate the available equipment. Details of
the experiment as performed by Nancy Henderson were recorded in data book SN 2014-05-0001,
pages 51-52.

A round bottom flask was placed in a water bath on a thermocouple controlled stirring
hot plate. A stirrer bar was placed in the water bath and in the flask to insure uniform
temperature and reaction agitation. A condenser with room temperature cooling water was
attached to the flask to reduce evaporation. A thermocouple linked to the hot plate was inserted
into one neck of the flask (Figure 1). To the flask, 30 grams of 30% aqueous solution of
hydrogen peroxide, (Semiconductor Grade, UltraPure Solutions) were added. To this, 2.13
grams cotton candy (“CC”) type carbon nanotubes (“CNT”) (Flowtube 9000, CNano
Technology) were slowly added. An additional 10 grams of hydrogen peroxide were added to
wash down any carbon nanotubes clinging to the side of the flask. The total amount of hydrogen
peroxide used was 40 grams. The starting temperature was 23.1 °C. The water bath was used to
control the temperature of the reaction so that the temperature of the reaction was kept between
80 and 90 °C. The first sign of the reaction, indicated by bubbling, was detected within 5§
minutes of addition of the carbon nanotubes. The reaction proceeded until the hydrogen
peroxide was depleted as confirmed by a peroxide stick test. The time of reaction was two hours
as measured from the first signs of reaction.

After 2 hours, the solution was cooled to room temperature. It was filtered and then

washed with 5 volumes of reversed osmosis (“RO”) water. The CNT were dried in a vacuum

oven overnight.
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Samples for scanning electron microscope (“SEM™) were prepared by adding a small
quantity of dried carbon nanotubes to isopropy! alcohol and sonicated for 15 seconds in a
sonicating water bath. A drop was placed on a silicon wafer which was then attached to a SEM
stube with graphite glue. Imaging was performed by Nancy Henderson using a Jeol JSM-
6010LA scanning electron microscope. There treated tubes (Figure 3) were imaged and found to
retain the CC appearance of the untreated tubes (Left Image of Figure 3). It appears that the
procedure did not alter the morphology of the CNT and they remained entangled (Right Image of
Figure 3). Even at high magnification, the treated tubes retained the CC appearance.

The discrete carbon nanotubes of the type used in the leads paste of the instant ‘792
Patent Application were prepared from the same CC CNT source (Flowtube 9000, CNano
Technology). The carbon nanotubes were sonicated in a concentrated 65.5% nitric acid solution
for a target of 20 kJ/g energy input at 75 °C for 5 hours. When compared to the CNT treated
according to Example 10 of the ‘753 Patent, the distinction between discrete and aggregate is

clearly seen (Figure 4).

CONCLUSION
The process as described in Example 10 of the ‘753 Patent, did not produce discrete

carbon nanotube tubes as seen through a scanning electron microscope.
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Figure 1
Experimental Setup

Figure 2
Signs or Reaction
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Figure 3
Left Image: Untreated CNT (Magnification 1000x)
Right Image: Treated CNT (Magnification 1000x)
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Figure 4
Left Image: CNT Treated per Example 10 of the ‘753 Patent (Magnification 5000x)
Right Image: Discrete CNT used in lead paste (Magnification 5000x)

11522241v.2

322

Samsung Ex. 1002, Page 322 of 574
Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., et al. v. Molecular Rebar Design, LLC
IPR2025-00359



EXPERIMENT 2

PURPOSE
Analysis of the carbon nanotubes as prepared by the method of Example 23 of U.S.

Patent No. 7,070,753 (“Example 23 of the ‘753 Patent”) and its comparison to the carbon
nanotubes in lead paste of thé instant invention of U. S. Patent Application Serial No. 13/529,792
(“the 792 Patent Application”).

PROCEDURE
The procedures as outlined in Example 23 of the ‘753 Patent, were followed but the

quantities were proportionally scaled down to accommodate the available equipment. Details of
the experiment as performed by Nancy Henderson were recorded in data book SN 2014-05-0001,
pages 49-50.

A round bottom flask was placed in a water bath on a thermocouple-controlled stirring
hot plate. A stirrer bar was placed in the water bath and in the flask to insure uniform
temperature and reaction agitation. A condenser sealed with a septum and vented via a small
bore needle was attached to the flask to reduce evaporation. A thermocouple linked to the hot
plate was inserted into one neck of the flask (Figure 1). To the flask, 30 grams of acetone
(Semiconductor Grade, UltraPure Solutions) were added. 18.3 grams of cumene hydroperoxide
(Sigma Aldrich) were slowly added while stirring. Once addition was complete, 0.36 grams of
cotton candy (“CC”) type carbon nanotubes (“CNT”) (Flowtube 9000, CNano Technology) were
slowly added. Bath was at 37 °C at the start. Temperature was monitored over a 2 hour period
and held between 35° C and 40 °C (average = 37.5 °C). No appreciable loss of solvent was
observed.

After 2 hours, the solution was cooled to room temperature. It was filtered and then

washed with 5 volumes of reversed osmosis (“RO”) water. The CNT were dried in a vacuum

oven overnight.

Samples for scanning electron microscope (“SEM”) were prepared by adding a small
quantity of dried tubes to isopropyl alcohol and sonicated for 15 seconds in a sonicating water
bath. A drop was placed on a silicon wafer which was then attached to a SEM stub with graphite

glue. Imaging was performed by Nancy Henderson using a Jeol JSM-6010LA scanning electron
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microscope. The treated tubes (Figure 2) were imaged and found to retain the CC appearance of
the untreated tubes (Figure 3). It appears that the procedures did not alter the morphology of the
CNT and the CNT remained entangled.

The discrete carbon nanotubes of the type used in the lead paste of the instant ‘792 Patent
Application were prepared from the same CC CNT source (Flowtube 9000, CNano Technology).
The carbon nanotubes were sonicated in a concentrated 65.5% nitric acid solution for a target of
20 kJ/g energy input at 75 °C for 5 hours. When compared to the CNT treated per Example 23
of the ‘753 Patent, the distinction between discrete and aggregate is clearly seen (Figure 3).

CONCLUSION
The process as described in Example 23 of the ‘753 Patent did not produce discrete

carbon nanotubes as seen through a scanning electron microscope.
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Figure 1
Experimental Setup
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Figure 2
Left Image: Untreated CNT
Right Image: Treated CNT per Example 23 of the ‘753 Patent (Magnification 1000x)
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Figure 3
Left Image: CNT treated per Example 23 of the ‘753 Patent
Right Image: Discrete CNT used in lead paste (Magnification 5000x)
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EXPERIMENT 3

Performance of Lead Acid Battery Paste with either Carbon
Nanotube Aggregates or Discrete Carbon Nanotubes

PURPOSE

To compare the performance of a battery using carbon nanotubes aggregates in a lead
paste with the performance of a battery using discrete carbon nanotubes in a lead paste (prepared
according to the instant invention of U.S. Patent Application Serial No. 13/529,792 (“the ‘792
Patent Application”)).

PROCEDURE
Molecular Rebar® Negative Paste Mixing Protocol

One kilogram of lead oxide (Power Labs, 25-35% Free Lead Content) were mixed with
0.7 g Modacrylic Flock (Associated Battery Products) and 6.1 g expander (Hammond, HEM-
4640) using an Eirich EL-1 mixer for 2 minutes on low 500 revolution per minute (“RPM”). To
this dry mix, 53.33 g of a 3% dispersion of discrete carbon nanotubes according to the instant
invention of the ‘792 Patent Application were added followed by 64.07 g battery grade water
(BS4974: 1975). The mixture was mixed for an additional 2 minutes on low RPM. Over the
course of the next 15 minutes, 100.4 g of 1.3 sp.gr. sulfuric acid were added to the paste as it
stirred, also at low RPM.

After this addition, the paste was complete and ready for Quality Control Tests and grid
pasting. Using this recipe, the final weight percentage of discrete carbon nanotubes with respect

to lead was 0.16%.

C9000 Negative Paste Mixing Protocol
One kilogram of lead oxide (Power Labs, 25-35% free lead content) were mixed with 0.7

g Modacrylic Flock (Associated Battery Products), 6.1 g expander (Hammond, HEM-4640), and
1.6 g carbon nanotube aggregates, C9000 (CNano Technology) using an Eirich EL-1 mixer for 2
minutes on low RPM. To this dry mix, 117.4 g battery grade water (BS4974: 1975) were added.
The mixture was mixed for an additional 2 minutes at low RPM. Over the course of the next 15

minutes, 100.4 g of 1.3 sp.gr. sulfuric acid were added to the paste as it stirred, also at low RPM.
11590328v.2
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After this addition, the paste was complete and ready for quality control tests and grid
pasting. Using this recipe, the final weight percentage of aggregate carbon nanotubes with

respect to lead was 0.16%.

Quality Control Test Protocols

Paste density was measured by filling a pyncometer, or density measuring cup, to the
brim with prepared paste. The top was then pressed on, with excess material exiting via a lid-
mounted hole, and the whole assembly was weighed. The pyncometer had a volume of exactly
50 mL. The paste density was calculated by subtracting the filled pyncometer weight from the
empty pyncometer weight and dividing by 50 to return the density in g/mL. Density should be
about 4.2 £ 0.1 ¢/mL.

Paste penetration was measured by penetrometer. Prepared paste was placed into a bowl
and the penetrometer was dropped into it. The distance that the penetrometer tip moved into the
material was measured. Penetration should be about 60 + 5 mm.

Gross paste rheology was measured by dropping 100 g of completed paste from a height
of 1 monto a sheet of 1 cm’ grids. The amount of squares covered by the dropped paste returned

the ‘splatter area’ a measurement of the paste consistency. Splatter area should be about 24 cm?.

Grid Pasting, Curing and Drying Protocols

To prepare the battery grid, 63.1 g of paste were pushed and rolled into NS40 automotive
battery grids. These pasted grids were placed in heated chamber at 45 °C, with a 95% humidity,
45 °C for 32 h to cure. After curing, the free lead content in the cured plates dropped below 5%,
and the grids were moved to a 100 °C drying chamber. Duplicate grid material was reserved for

SEM analysis.

Electrical Tests

Cured, dried negative plates undergo formation in 3D printed battery cells containing 1
negative plate and | positive plate submerged in 1.04 sp.gr. sulfuric acid. The negative plates
were the test plates containing either the untreated C9000 or the discrete carbon nanotubes.

These plates were connected to a battery charging unit (Arbin Instruments, BT-G-10A-5V-32)
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and subjected to a 1.6 A constant current charge for 15 h. Various data metrics including voltage
and current were measured.

Reserve capacity tests began with a 20 h, 2.46 V constant voltage boost charge followed
by a 4 h rest period, and a 5 A constant current discharge until the battery voltage fell below 1.75
V. The length of time that the battery discharges until reaching 1.75 V and/or the capacity (A'h)
was the reserve capacity parameter. This test was repeated several times to monitor the ability of

the battery to endure cycling.

Results
The paste parameters (Table 1) indicated no significant change in density between control
and the paste with discrete carbon nanotubes. The penetration depth between the control and the

discrete carbon nanotubes were within the error but the C9000 penetration depth was shallower.

The rheological properties of the paste containing the discrete carbon nanotubes matched those

of the control but the paste with C9000 was significantly different. This difference would lead to
difficulty in pasting the grids.

Table 1. Paste Properties

Control Negative Discrete Carbon C9000
Paste (n=3) Nanotubes Negative Paste (n = 2)
Negative Paste (n = 5)
Density (g/mL) 4.49 £ 0.05 4.41+0.08 4.39 + 0.01
Penetration (mm) 74+7.4 60.5£4.36 45+ 1.0
Splatter Area (cm°) 21.3+0.88 20.0+4.3 125+ 0.5

The ability of a battery to maintain the same capacity over a number of cycles is a much
desired performance metric translating to increased cycle life, better overall battery health, and
an improved battery system. In Figure 1, it showed that there was a steep decline in the capacity
of the battery with CC Type carbon nanotubes while the battery containing discrete carbon
nanotubes retained a significant portion of the capacity with each cycle.

Samples for scanning electron microscope (“SEM”) were prepared by attaching a portion
a plate to an SEM stub with carbon tape. The fragment was placed on the stub so as to expose

the fracture surface. Imaging was performed with a Jeol JSM-6010LA scanning electron
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microscope. Images were taken to assess the overall crystal structure of the cured plate, locate
carbon nanotubes and determine the degree of dispersion.
The plate specimen containing the C9000, showed signs of localized concentration of
carbon nanotubes (Figure 2). Even the best dispersion found was of a large clump (Figure 3).
Plates containing discrete carbon nanotubes showed uniform crystals with no localized
carbon nanotubes (Figure 4). Upon closer inspection, the carbon nanotubes were found to be

individualized and discrete in the paste (Figure 5).

CONCLUSION

As compared to the non-individualized and non-discrete carbon nanotubes, individualized
and discrete carbon nanotubes appeared to provide a higher level of homogeneity within the
active material of a battery plate as seen through a scanning electron microscope. The beneficial
effects of discrete individualized carbon nanotubes were thereby felt more uniformly throughout
the battery system resulting in increased reserve capacity, increased conductivity, increased
mechanical strength, and increased system efficiency. Here, this performance boost was

represented by a change in the capacitive performance of small, 2 V cells.
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Figure 2
Plate with C9000 (Magnification 500x)

s

| SEI 15kV  WD10mm SS29 x12,000
plate C9000 Sep 10, 2014

Figure 3
Clump of C9000 in between lead crystals (Magnification 12000x)
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Figure 4
Discrete Carbon Nanotubes in Lead Paste (Magnification 500x)
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Figure 5
Discrete Carbon Nanotubes (Magnification 20,000x)
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PTO/AIA/31 (03-14)

Approved for use through 07/31/2016. OMB 0651-0031

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office; U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Under the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays a valid OMB control number.

Docket Number (Optional)

NOTICE OF APPEAL FROM THE EXAMINER TO

THE PATENT TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD DENA-0008US (223156)
| hereby certify that this correspondence is being facsimile In re Application of
transmitted to the USPTO, EFS-Web transmitted to the USPTO, or Clive P. Bosnyak
deposited with the United States Postal Service with sufficient Application Number Filed
postage in an envelope addressed to "Commissioner for Patents, P.O. |13/529,797 June 21, 2012
Box 1450, Alexandria, on Alexandria, VA 22313-1450" [37 CFR 1.8(a)] For
on .| Lithium lon Batteries Using Discrete Carbon Nanotubes...
Signature Art Unit Examiner
Typed or printed name 1723 Phl|lp A. Stuckey

Applicant hereby appeals to the Patent Trial and Appeal Board from the last decision of the examiner.

The fee for this Notice of Appeal is (37 CFR 41.20(b)(1)) ¢ 400.00

Applicant asserts small entity status. See 37 CFR 1.27. Therefore, the fee shown above is reduced

by 50%, and the resulting fee is: § 200.00

D Applicant certifies micro entity status. See 37 CFR 1.29. Therefore, the fee shown above is reduced
by 75%, and the resulting fee is: S
Form PTO/SB/15A or B or equivalent must either be enclosed or have been submitted previously.

A check in the amount of the fee is enclosed.

Payment by credit card. Form PT0O-2038 is attached.

to Deposit Account No. 500897

Payment made via EFS-Web.

The Director is hereby authorized to charge any fees which may be required, or credit any overpayment

A petition for an extension of time under 37 CFR 1.136(a) (PTO/AIA/22 or equivalent) is enclosed.
For extensions of time in reexamination proceedings, see 37 CFR 1.550.

WARNING: Information on this form may become public. Credit card information should not be included
on this form. Provide credit card information and authorization on PTO-2038.

lam the

u applicant

attorney or agent of record \:] attorney or agent acting under 37 CFR 1.34

40131

Registration number Registration number

Signature /Gregory L. Porter/

Typed or printed name Gregory L. Porrter

713.220.4621

Telephone Number
Date 2015-09-24

NOTE: This form must be signed in accordance with 37 CFR 1.33. See 37 CFR 1.4 for signature requirements and certifications. Submit multiple
forms if more than one signature is required, see below*.

* Total of 1 forms are submitted.

This collection of information is required by 37 CFR 41.20(b)(1) and 41.31. The information is required to obtain or retain a benefit by the public which is to file (and
by the USPTO to process) an application. Confidentiality is governed by 35 U.S.C. 122 and 37 CFR 1.11, 1.14 and 41.6. This collection is estimated to take 12 minutes
to complete, including gathering, preparing, and submitting the completed application form to the USPTO. Time will vary depending upon the individual case. Any
comments on the amount of time you require to complete this form and/or suggestions for reducing this burden, should be sent to the Chief Information Officer,
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office, U.S. Department of Commerce, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450. DO NOT SEND FEES OR COMPLETED FORMS TO THIS
ADDRESS. SEND TO: Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450.

If you need assistance in completing the form, call 1-800-PTO-9199 and select option 2.
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Privacy Act Statement

The Privacy Act of 1974 (P.L. 93-579) requires that you be given certain information in connection with your
submission of the attached form related to a patent application or patent. Accordingly, pursuant to the
requirements of the Act, please be advised that: (1) the general authority for the collection of this information is
35 U.S.C. 2(b)(2); (2) furnishing of the information solicited is voluntary; and (3) the principal purpose for which
the information is used by the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office is to process and/or examine your submission
related to a patent application or patent. If you do not furnish the requested information, the U.S. Patent and
Trademark Office may not be able to process and/or examine your submission, which may result in termination
of proceedings or abandonment of the application or expiration of the patent.

The information provided by you in this form will be subject to the following routine uses:

1. The information on this form will be treated confidentially to the extent allowed under the Freedom of
Information Act (5 U.S.C. 552) and the Privacy Act (5 U.S.C 552a). Records from this system of
records may be disclosed to the Department of Justice to determine whether disclosure of these
records is required by the Freedom of Information Act.

2. A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, in the course of presenting
evidence to a court, magistrate, or administrative tribunal, including disclosures to opposing counsel in
the course of settlement negotiations.

3. A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Member of Congress
submitting a request involving an individual, to whom the record pertains, when the individual has
requested assistance from the Member with respect to the subject matter of the record.

4. A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a contractor of the Agency
having need for the information in order to perform a contract. Recipients of information shall be
required to comply with the requirements of the Privacy Act of 1974, as amended, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
552a(m).

5. A record related to an International Application filed under the Patent Cooperation Treaty in this
system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the International Bureau of the World
Intellectual Property Organization, pursuant to the Patent Cooperation Treaty.

6. A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to another federal agency for
purposes of National Security review (35 U.S.C. 181) and for review pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act
(42 U.S.C. 218(c)).

7. A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the Administrator, General
Services, or his/her designee, during an inspection of records conducted by GSA as part of that
agency’s responsibility to recommend improvements in records management practices and programs,
under authority of 44 U.S.C. 2904 and 2906. Such disclosure shall be made in accordance with the
GSA regulations governing inspection of records for this purpose, and any other relevant (i.e., GSA or
Commerce) directive. Such disclosure shall not be used to make determinations about individuals.

8. A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the public after either
publication of the application pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 122(b) or issuance of a patent pursuant to 35
U.S.C. 151. Further, a record may be disclosed, subject to the limitations of 37 CFR 1.14, as a routine
use, to the public if the record was filed in an application which became abandoned or in which the
proceedings were terminated and which application is referenced by either a published application, an
application open to public inspection or an issued patent.

9. A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Federal, State, or local
law enforcement agency, if the USPTO becomes aware of a violation or potential violation of law or
regulation.
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Electronic Patent Application Fee Transmittal

Application Number:

13529797

Filing Date:

21-Jun-2012

Title of Invention:

LITHIUM ION BATTERIES USING DISCRETE CARBON NANOTUBES, METHODS
FOR PRODUCTION THEREOF AND PRODUCTS OBTAINED THEREFROM

First Named Inventor/Applicant Name:

Clive P. Bosnyak

Filer:

Gregory L. Porter/Anne Sullivan (paralegal)

Attorney Docket Number:

DENA-0008 (137124.00041)

Filed as Small Entity

Filing Fees for Utility under 35 USC 111(a)

Description Fee Code Quantity Amount Sullaj-s'l's(t;)l in
Basic Filing:
Pages:
Claims:
Miscellaneous-Filing:
Petition:
Patent-Appeals-and-Interference:
Notice of Appeal 2401 1 400 400
Post-Allowance-and-Post-Issuance:
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Description Fee Code Quantity Amount Suﬁ-;’;:sa: in
Extension-of-Time:
Extension - 3 months with $0 paid 2253 1 700 700
Miscellaneous:
Total in USD ($) 1100
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Electronic Acknowledgement Receipt

EFS ID: 23595060

Application Number: 13529797

International Application Number:

Confirmation Number: 1004

LITHIUM ION BATTERIES USING DISCRETE CARBON NANOTUBES, METHODS

Title of Invention: FOR PRODUCTION THEREOF AND PRODUCTS OBTAINED THEREFROM

First Named Inventor/Applicant Name: Clive P. Bosnyak
Customer Number: 117364
Filer: Gregory L. Porter/Anne Sullivan (paralegal)
Filer Authorized By: Gregory L. Porter
Attorney Docket Number: DENA-0008 (137124.00041)
Receipt Date: 24-SEP-2015
Filing Date: 21-JUN-2012
Time Stamp: 16:16:14
Application Type: Utility under 35 USC 111(a)

Payment information:

Submitted with Payment yes

Payment Type Deposit Account
Payment was successfully received in RAM $1100

RAM confirmation Number 3999

Deposit Account 500897

Authorized User PORTER, GREGORY L.

The Director of the USPTO is hereby authorized to charge indicated fees and credit any overpayment as follows:

Charge any Additional Fees required under 37 C.F.R. Section 1.17 (Patent application and reexamination processing fees)

339
Samsung Ex. 1002, Page 339 of 574
Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., et al. v. Molecular Rebar Design, LLC
IPR2025-00359



Charge any Additional Fees required under 37 C.F.R. Section 1.21 (Miscellaneous fees and charges)

File Listing:
Document L . File Size(Bytes Multi Pages
Document Description File Name ( y V . . 9
Number Message Digest | Part/.zip| (if appl.)
. . . . 226833
1 After Final Consideration Program MREOO8NP_AfterFinalRequest_| o 5
Request sb0434.PDF
4380bc974d4bbc8b7c8b771126891ca347!
Warnings:
Information:
MREOOBNP_R toFinal 1329906
2 Response After Final Action - PeDstonse orinat no 28
950ef4055769e02e67a8eb16e129b1bb376|
a5421
Warnings:
Information:
MREOO8NP_NoticeofA | 237222
3 Notice of Appeal Filed _PcD)Flceo ppeal. no 2
8e6b5albfe634c07e84c17780108086f3001)
Warnings:
Information:
32672
4 Fee Worksheet (SB06) fee-info.pdf no 2
48c0bfd945d477134860ddf221e0acb4elal
34c13
Warnings:
Information:
Total Files Size (in bytes):l 1826633

This Acknowledgement Receipt evidences receipt on the noted date by the USPTO of the indicated documents,
characterized by the applicant, and including page counts, where applicable. It serves as evidence of receipt similar to a
Post Card, as described in MPEP 503.

New Applications Under 35 U.S.C. 111

If a new application is being filed and the application includes the necessary components for a filing date (see 37 CFR
1.53(b)-(d) and MPEP 506), a Filing Receipt (37 CFR 1.54) will be issued in due course and the date shown on this
Acknowledgement Receipt will establish the filing date of the application.

National Stage of an International Application under 35 U.S.C. 371
If a timely submission to enter the national stage of an international application is compliant with the conditions of 35

U.S.C. 371 and other applicable requirements a Form PCT/DO/EO/903 indicating acceptance of the application as a
national stage submission under 35 U.S.C. 371 will be issued in addition to the Filing Receipt, in due course.

New International Application Filed with the USPTO as a Receiving Office

If a new international application is being filed and the international application includes the necessary components for
an international filing date (see PCT Article 11 and MPEP 1810), a Notification of the International Application Number
and of the International Filing Date (Form PCT/RO/105) will be issued in due course, subject to prescriptions concerning
national security, and the date shown on this Acknowledgement Receipt will establish the international filing date of
the application.
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PTO/SB/06 (09-11)

Approved for use through 1/31/2014. OMB 0651-0032

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office; U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
Under the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays a valid OMB control number.

APPLICATION AS FILED - PART |

PATENT APPLICATION FEE DETERMINATION RECORD | Appication or Dockel Number | _ Fiing Date
Substitute for Form PTO-875 13/529,797 06/21/2012 | [ 7o be Mailed
eNTITY: [ ] LAarRce X smaLL [ Micro

(37 CFR 1.16(h)
==

(Column 1) (Column 2)
FOR NUMBER FILED NUMBER EXTRA RATE ($) FEE ($)
L1 sasic Fee N/A N/A N/A
(37 CFR 1.16(a), (b), or (¢))
D SEARCH FEE N/A N/A N/A
(B7CFR1.16(K). (i) or (m))
]
EXAMINATION FEE
(37 GFR 1.16(0), (p), or (q)) N/A /A /A
TOTAL CLAIMS ) .
37 CFR 1.16(i minus 20 = X § =
INDEPENDENT CLAIMS . N
(37 CFR 1.16(h)) minus 3 = X $ =
If the specification and drawings exceed 100 sheets
0 of paper, the application size fee due is $310 ($155
ASF;PCL'lg/ﬂ‘SN SIZE FEE for small entity) for each additional 50 sheets or
( 18(s) fraction thereof. See 35 U.S.C. 41(a)(1)(G) and 37
CFR 1.186(s).
] MULTIPLE DEPENDENT CLAIM PRESENT (37 GFR 1.16())
* If the difference in column 1 is less than zero, enter “0” in column 2. TOTAL
APPLICATION AS AMENDED - PART Il
(Column 1) (Column 2) (Column 3)
CLAIMS HIGHEST
REMAINING NUMBER
— | 09/24/2015 | ,=7cn PREVIOUSLY PRESENT EXTRA RATE ($) ADDITIONAL FEE ($)
E AMENDMENT PAID FOR
s Tf’;ﬂ (37CFR » 20 Minus | = 21 =0 x $40 = 0
5 )
z [ 12 vins | -6 _ 0 x 5210~ 0
<§( D Application Size Fee (37 CFR 1.16(s))
D FIRST PRESENTATION OF MULTIPLE DEPENDENT CLAIM (37 GFR 1.16(j))
TOTAL ADD’L FEE 0
(Column 1) (Column 2) (Column 3)
CLAIMS HIGHEST
REMAINING NUMBER
AFTER PREVIOUSLY PRESENT EXTRA RATE ($) ADDITIONAL FEE ($)
- AMENDMENT PAID FOR
T_?;’f“ (87CFR * Minus f * - X $ =
Independent * Minus whk = X$ =

|:| Application Size Fee (37 CFR 1.16(s))
_—

AMENDMENT

D FIRST PRESENTATION OF MULTIPLE DEPENDENT CLAIM (37 CFR 1.16()))

* If the entry in column 1 is less than the entry in column 2, write “0” in column 3.

** If the “Highest Number Previously Paid For” IN THIS SPACE is less than 20, enter “20”.
*** If the “Highest Number Previously Paid For” IN THIS SPACE is less than 3, enter “3”.
The “Highest Number Previously Paid For” (Total or Independent) is the highest number found in the appropriate box in column 1.

TOTAL ADD'L FEE
LIE

/TYWANA LOVELACE/

This collection of information is required by 37 CFR 1.16. The information is required to obtain or retain a benefit by the public which is to file (and by the USPTO to
process) an application. Confidentiality is governed by 35 U.S.C. 122 and 37 CFR 1.14. This collection is estimated to take 12 minutes to complete, including gathering,
preparing, and submitting the completed application form to the USPTO. Time will vary depending upon the individual case. Any comments on the amount of time you
require to complete this form and/or suggestions for reducing this burden, should be sent to the Chief Information Officer, U.S. Patent and Trademark Office, U.S.
Department of Commerce, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450. DO NOT SEND FEES OR COMPLETED FORMS TO THIS

ADDRESS. SEND TO: Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450.
If you need assistance in completing the form, call 1-800-PTO-9199 and select option 2.
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Doc Code: PA.. PTO/AIA/B2A (07-13)

Document Description: Power of Attorney Approved for use through 11/30/2014, OMB 0654-0051
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office; U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
Under the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays a valid OMB control number.

TRANSMITTAL FOR POWER OF ATTORNEY TO ONE OR MORE
REGISTERED PRACTITIONERS

.

NOTE: This form is to be submitted with the Power of Attorney by Applicant form (PTO/AIA/82B) to identify the application to which the
Power of Attorney is directed, in accordance with 37 CFR 1.5, unless the application number and filing date are identified in the Power of
Attorney by Applicant form. If neither form PTO/AIA/82A nor form PTO/AIA82B identifies the application to which the Power of Attorney is
directed, the Power of Attorney will not be recognized in the application.

Application Number 1 3/529,797

Filing Date 2012-06-21

First Named Inventor Clive P. Bosnyak

Title LITHIUM ION BATTERIES USING DISCRETE CARBON NANOTUBES,
METHODS FOR PRODUCTION THEREOF AND PRODUCTS OBTAINED
THEREFROM

Art Unit 1723

Examiner Name Philip A. Stuckey

Attorney Docket Number |DENA-0008 (223156)

SIGNATURE of Applicant or Patent Practitioner

Signature /Gregory L Porter/ Date (Optional) 2015_09_22

Name Gregory L. Porter Registration 1 40131

Number

Title (if Applicant is a
juristic entity)

Applicant Name (if Applicant is a juristic entity) Molecular Re'bar DGSlgn LLC

NOTE: This form must be signed in accordance with 37 CFR 1.33, See 37 CFR 1.4(d) for signature requirements and certifications. If
more than one applicant, use multiple forms.

*Total of ] forms are submitted.

This collection of information is required by 37 CFR 1.131, 1.32, and 1.33. The information is required to obtain or retain a benefit by
the public which is to file (and by the USPTO to process) an application. Confidentiality is governed by 35 U.S.C. 122 and 37 CFR
1.11 and 1.14. This collection is estimated to take 3 minutes to complete, including gathering, preparing, and submitting the completed
application form to the USPTO. Time will vary depending upon the individual case. Any comments on the amount of time you require
to complete this form and/or suggestions for reducing this burden, should be sent to the Chief Information Officer, U.S. Patent and
Trademark Office, U.S. Department of Commerce, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450. DO NOT SEND FEES OR
COMPLETED FORMS TO THIS ADDRESS. SEND TO: Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450.

if you need assistance in completing the form, call 1-800-PT0O-9199 and select option 2.
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Doc Code: PA.. )
ki PTOIAIAIB2B (07-13}
Document Description: Power of Attarney Appicvad fox uss thraugh 1111072014, OMB 0651-0051
U.S. Patent and Trademak Gifice; U.S. DEPARTMENT OF CUMMERCE
Under the Paperwark Reduction Act of 1985, no persons a0 required 10 reapond 1o 3 coiltaction of inforrrwlon unhiss it dluplays 2 velid OMB canirol number

B POWER OF ATTORNEY BY APPLICANT )

\.

| hereby revake all previous powers of attorney given in the application identified in gither the attached transmittal letter or
Ihe boxes below,

Application Number Flling Date

{Nata: The boxes above may be left blank it information is pravided on form PTO/AAVEZA.)

| hereby appoint the Patent Practilioner(s) associated with the following Customer Number as my/our atlorney(s) or agent(s), and
10 trarsact aif business in the United States Patent and Trademark Office connecied ihenawith for ihe application referenced in

the aiached wansmittal letier {foan PTO/ALA/B2A) or Identified above: |~
ox 130577 |

[:I | hereby appoint Practitioner{s) named in the atiached list {form F"TD/AWBZO) as my/our attormeyis) or ageni(s), and to transact
sl business in the Uniled Stales Fatent and Trademark Office connected therewith for the patent applicalion referenced in the
attached transmittaf letier {(form PTDIAWMA) or identified above, {Note: Complete form PTO/ALA/82C.)

Please racognize or change the correspondence address for the application identified in the attached transmittal
latter or the boxes above to;
Tha address assotialed with the above-mentioned Gustomer Number
. ©OR ~
D The address agsociated with Customear Number: {'

OR -

Firm or .
{ndividual Nama

Addresgs
City , | 5tate | [zip ]
Counlry )
Telephone ] i | Email f

1 am the: Applicant {if the Applicani isa juslstic entily, lisl the Applicant name in the box):

Molecular Rebar Design, LLC

[:] Inventor or Joint inventor (tile not required below)
Legal Rapresentative of 8 Deceased or Legally Incapacitated inventor (Ltle not required below)
Assignea or Pergon to Whom the Inventor s Under an Obligation to Assign (provide signer’s fitle if applicant is a juristic anlity)

PPerson Who Qtherwise Shows Sufficient Proprietary Interest (e.9., a petition under 37 CFR 1.46(b)(2) was granted in the
application or is concurrently being filed with this document) (provide signer's litle it applicant is a juristic enfity)
SIGNATURE of Applicant for Patent

The undersignan (whose 1igls supplicsbelow) is authorized 10 act on bohalf of the applicant (e.., where |ha applicani is 3 juristio entity).

Signature A1 Hdpr™ [ Dats (Optional) |1 5. /e 200G
Name ’smpncn P. Krup" .
Title Chief Patent Counsei, Molecular Rebar Design, LLC

NOTE: Signaluss - This farm must be signed by the appticant In accordance with 37 CFR 1.33. Ses 37 CFR 1.4 for signature requiraments
and certificabions. If mare than one applicant, uss multiple forms.

Olal of 1 forrns ane subrilfted,

— —
Ty collection of informulion i3 required oy 37 CFR 1,131, 1.32, and 1.33. Tha infomation I3 rquired ta obteln of yolain @ benafil by the publiv which 1y ipTie (and by the
UIPT0 ) wrt ion, O bnfy is g by IS US.C, 122 and 37 CFR 1. 11 and 1.14. Thiz soilecian it entimated 1o (ake J miikes (0 complits,

ding gedhuring, pi ing, and itting the ¥ fomn lo the USPTO, Time will vary d ding upon e dual caxe, Any on{he umount
of lime you raquita ko complelé thiv form anclor suggastions fof reduciig this burdan, shoakd be Soni Lo the Ghiof Infomnatian Gfficer, U.S. Paten! and Yragemark Gifice, U.S,
Dopartment of Commaercs, P.Q. Box 1480, Almxandsin, VA 22313-1460, DO NOT BEND FEES OR COMPLETED FORMS TD THIS ADDRESS, SEND TO: Ganikssianer
fof Patends, P.Q. Box 145D, Afexandris, VA 22313-1450,

IF you need assistanca in completing the form, call 1-800-PTC-9199 and salect aption 2.
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PTO/AIA/82C (07-13)
Approved for use through 11/30/2014. OMB 0651-0051

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office; U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
Under the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays a valid OMB control number

POWER OF ATTORNEY BY APPLICANT

-

.

No more than ten (10) patenf practitioners total may be appointed as set forth below by name and registration number.

This page need not be submitted if appointing the Patent Practitioner(s) associated with a Customer Number (see form
PTO/AIA/82B): :

Registration
Name Number
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Privacy Act Statement

The Privacy Act of 1974 (P.L. 93-579) requires that you be given certain information in
connection with your submission of the attached form related to a patent application or patent.
Accordingly, pursuant to the requirements of the Act, please be advised that: (1) the general
authority for the collection of this information is 35 U.S.C. 2(b)(2); (2} furnishing of the
information solicited is voluntary; and (3) the principal purpose for which the information is used
by the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office is to process and/or examine your submission related
to a patent application or patent. If you do not furnish the requested information, the U.S. Patent
and Trademark Office may not be able to process and/or examine your submission, which may
result in termination of proceedings or abandonment of the application or expiration of the
patent. .

The information provided by you in this form will be subject to the following routine uses:

1. The information on this form will be treated confidentially to the extent allowed under the
Freedom of Information Act (5 U.S.C. 552} and the Privacy Act (5 U.S.C. 552a). Records
from this system of records may be disclosed to the Department of Justice to determine
whether the Freedom of Information Act requires disclosure of these records.

2. Arecord from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, in the course of
presenting evidence to a court, magistrate, or administrative tribunal, including ’
disclosures to opposing counsel in the course of settlement negotiations.

3. Arrecord in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Member of
Congress submitting a request involving an individual, to whom the record pertains,
when the individual has requested assistance from the Member with respect to the
subject matter of the record. _

4. Arecord in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a contractor of
the Agency having need for the information in order to perform a contract. Recipients of
information shall be required to comply with the requirements of the Privacy Act of 1974,
as amended, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552a(m).

5. Arecord related to an International Application filed under the Patent Cooperation Treaty
in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the International Bureau
of the World Intellectual Property Organization, pursuant to the Patent Cooperation
Treaty.

6. A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to another federal
agency for purposes of National Security review (35 U.S.C. 181) and for review pursuant
to the Atomic Energy Act (42 U.S.C. 218(c)).

7. Arecord from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the
Administrator, General Services, or his/her designee, during an inspection of records
conducted by GSA as part of that agency's responsibility to recommend improvements in
records management practices and programs, under authority of 44 U.S.C. 2904 and
2906. Such disclosure shall be made in accordance with the GSA regulations governing
inspection of records for this purpose, and any other relevant (i.e., GSA or Commerce)
directive. Such disclosure shall not be used to make determinations about individuals.

8. A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the public
after either publication of the application pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 122(b) or issuance of a
patent pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 151. Further, a record may be disclosed, subject to the
limitations of 37 CFR 1.14, as a routine use, 1o the public if the record was filed in an
application which became abandoned or in which the proceedings were terminated and
which application is referenced by either a published application, an application open to
public inspections or an issued patent. '

9. Arecord from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Federal,
State, or local law enforcement agency, if the USPTO becomes aware of a violation or
potential violation of law or regulation. .
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Post Card, as described in MPEP 503.
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and of the International Filing Date (Form PCT/RO/105) will be issued in due course, subject to prescriptions concerning
national security, and the date shown on this Acknowledgement Receipt will establish the international filing date of
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

UNTTED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

PQ. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virgimia 22313-1450

Wwww.uspto.gov

[ APPLICATION NUMBER | FILING OR 371(C) DATE | FIRST NAMED APPLICANT | ATTY. DOCKET NO./TITLE |
13/529,797 06/21/2012 Clive P. Bosnyak DENA-0008 (137124.00041)
CONFIRMATION NO. 1004
117364 MISCELLANEOUS NOTICE

Molecular Rebar Design, LLC
T

Jackson Walker L.L.P.
901 Main Street, Suite 6000

Dallas, TX 75202
Date Mailed: 03/25/2015

A communication which cannot be delivered in electronic form has been mailed to the applicant.

page 1 of 1
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Doc Code: N572

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

| APPLICATION NUMBER | FILING DATE |  FIRSTNAMED APPLICANT | ATTY.DOCKET NO.TITLE |
13/529,797 06/21/2012 Clive P. Bosnyak DENA-0008 (137124.00041)

CONFIRMATION NO. 1004

117364 AU LA

Molecular Rebar Design, LLC “0C000000074214516*
Jackson Walker L.L.P.

901 Main Street, Suite 6000

Dallas, TX 75202

Cc: ANDREWS KURTH LLP
600 TRAVIS STREET

SUITE 4200

HOUSTON, TX 77002

Date Mailed: 03/25/2015

DENIAL OF REQUEST FOR POWER OF ATTORNEY

The request for Power of Attorney filed 03/19/2015 is acknowledged. However, the request cannot be
granted at this time for the reason stated below.

U The Power of Attorney you provided did not comply with the new Power of Attorney rules that became
effective on June 25, 2004. See 37 CFR 1.32.

ﬂThe revocation is not signed by the applicant, the assignee of the entire interest, or one particular
principal attorney having the authority to revoke.

U The Power of Attorney is from an assignee and the Certificate required by 37 CFR 3.73(c) has not been
received.

Q The person signing for the assignee has omitted their empowerment to sign on behalf of the assignee.

Q The inventor(s) is without authority to appoint attorneys since the assignee has intervened as provided

by 37 CFR 3.71.

Q The signature(s) of ; @ co-inventor in this application, has been
omitted. The Power of Attorney will be entered upon receipt of confirmation signed by said co-
inventor(s).

O The person(s) appointed in the Power of Attorney is not registered to practice before the U.S. Patent and
Trademark Office.

ad Only one Customer Number can be designated for the Power of Attorney in an application. The
Customer Number that was captured is the first Customer Number provided on the Power of Attorney
document.
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Doc Code: N572 -

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandris, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.USPLO.GOV. .

QA request under 37 CFR 1.48 to add an inventor was granted in this application, however, no power of
attorney consistent with the power of attorney granted by the originally named inventive entity has been
received. Thus, the addition of the inventor has resulted in the loss of power of attorney in the
application. See 37 CFR 1.32(e). '

U The power of attorney has not been accepted because the party who is giving power of attorney has not
been identified. Power of attorney may only be signed by the applicant for patent (37 CFR 1.42) or the
patent owner. A patent owner who was not the applicant must appoint any power of attorney in
compliance with 37 CFR 3.71 and 3.73. See 37 CFR 1.32(b)(4).

O The power of attorney from the inventors has not been accepted because it is a copy from a prior
national application for which benefit is claimed and the continuing application names an inventor who
was not named as an inventor in the prior application.

O The power of attorney from the inventors has not been accepted because the power of attorney must be
signed by the applicant for patent. See 37 CFR 1.32(b)(4).

Q Any request to correct or update the name of the applicant must include an application data sheet (ADS)
in compliance with 37 CFR 1.76 specifying the correct or updated name of the applicant in the applicant
information section. Any request to change the applicant after an original applicant has been specified
under 37 CFR 1.46(b) must include a new ADS in compliance with 37 CFR 1.76 specifying the applicant
in the applicant information section and comply with 37 CFR 3.71 and 3.73. See 37 CFR 1.46(c).

Any inquiries regarding this notice should be directed to the Application Assistance Unit at 571-272-4200.

P

Application Agsigtance Unit
571-272-4200
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.USpLO.gov

APPLICATION NO. FILING DATE FIRST NAMED INVENTOR | ATTORNEY DOCKETNO. | CONFIRMATION NO. |
13/529,797 06/21/2012 Clive P. Bosnyak DENA-0008 1004
(137124.00041)
117364 7590 03/24/2015
. EXAMINER
Molecular Rebar Design, LLC | |
Jackson Walker L.L.P. STUCKEY, PHILIP A
901 Main Street, Suite 6000
Dallas, TX 75202 | ART UNIT | PAPER NUMBER |
1723
| MAIL DATE | DELIVERY MODE |
03/24/2015 PAPER

Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding.

The time period for reply, if any, is set in the attached communication.

PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07)
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Application No. Applicant(s)
13/529,797 BOSNYAK ET AL.

Office Action Summary Examiner Art Unit AIA (First Inventor to File)
Philip A. Stuckey, PhD 1723 SN‘Z‘”S

-- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address --
Period for Reply

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTHS FROM THE MAILING DATE OF
THIS COMMUNICATION.

Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed

after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication.
- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication.
- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133).

Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any

earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b)

Status
1)X] Responsive to communication(s) filed on 13 January 2015.
[ A declaration(s)/affidavit(s) under 37 CFR 1.130(b) was/were filedon _____.
2a)[X] This action is FINAL. 2b)[] This action is non-final.

3)[] An election was made by the applicant in response to a restriction requirement set forth during the interview on
__ ;the restriction requirement and election have been incorporated into this action.

4)[] Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is
closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 C.D. 11, 453 O.G. 213.

Disposition of Claims*
5)X Claim(s) 1-21 is/are pending in the application.
5a) Of the above claim(s) 8 and 9 is/are withdrawn from consideration.

6)[] Claim(s) _____is/are allowed.

7)X Claim(s) 1-7 and 10-21 is/are rejected.

8)[] Claim(s) _____is/are objected to.

9)[] Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement.

* If any claims have been determined allowable, you may be eligible to benefit from the Patent Prosecution Highway program at a
participating intellectual property office for the corresponding application. For more information, please see
hitp/iwww. uspto gov/patents/init_events/prhv/index.jsp or send an inquiry to PPHieedback@usplo.aoyv.

Application Papers
10)[]] The specification is objected to by the Examiner.
11)[J The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)[_] accepted or b)[] objected to by the Examiner.
Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a).
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d).

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119
12)[] Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or ().
Certified copies:
a)J Al b)[] Some** ¢)[] None of the:
1.[] Certified copies of the priority documents have been received.
2. Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No.
3.0 Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)).
** See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received.

Attachment(s)
1) & Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 3) |:| Interview Summary (PTO-413)
. . Paper No(s)/Mail Date.
2) D Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO/SB/08a and/or PTO/SB/08b) 4 D oth
Paper No(s)/Mail Date ) ther
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office
PTOL-326 (Rev. 11-13) Office Action Summary Part of Paper No./Mail Date 20150304
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Application/Control Number: 13/529,797 Page 2
Art Unit: 1723

DETAILED ACTION
The present application is being examined under the pre-AlA first to invent
provisions. Claims 1-21 are pending; claims 8-9 are withdrawn. Claims 1, 8, 9, 10, 11,

and 12 are independent.

The applicant’s amendment necessitated the new grounds of rejection presented

in this office action.

The double patenting rejection over 14/128,392 application is withdrawn.

The rejections under 35 USC 112 are withdrawn.

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can

be found in a prior Office action.

Priority
The examiner does not find support for the instant claim amendments in
provisional application 61/500,560 and accordingly, the claims are not entitled to the
benefit date of the provisional application but rather toward the filing date of the instant

application on 21 June 2012.
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Application/Control Number: 13/529,797 Page 3
Art Unit: 1723

Specification
The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: graphene is
misspelled in [0009]. The burden is shifted to the applicant to review the specification
for other minor errors.

Appropriate correction is required.

Claim Objections
Claim 7 is objected to because of the following informalities: Graphene is

misspelled. Appropriate correction is required.

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of pre-AlA 35 U.S.C.

102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action:

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless —

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country
or in public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application
for patent in the United States.

Claims 1-4, 11-15, 18-21 are rejected under pre-AlA 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being
anticipated by Li et al., A novel network composite cathode of LiFePO4/multiwalled
carbon nanotubes with high rate capability for lithium ion batteries, Electrochemistry
Communications, Volume 9, Issue 4, April 2007, Pages 663-666, herein referred to as
“Li 2006”.

As to claim 1, Li 2006 teaches a novel composite cathode material of lithium iron

phosphate and multi-walled carbon nanotubes for a lithium ion battery, See e.g. Section
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Application/Control Number: 13/529,797 Page 4
Art Unit: 1723

4. Conclusions. Li 2006 further teaches discrete and exfoliated carbon nanotubes
(MWCNTSs, see figure 2, which are considered discrete and exfoliated as instantly
claimed because they are dispersed in the composite cathode slurry mixture).

Li 2006 further teaches mixtures of ion active materials comprising migratable
ions (the mixture of LiFePO4: PVDF: MWCNTSs is a mixture of ion active materials with
e.g. lithium migratable ions, see page 664 second column second paragraph). Li 2006
further teaches the mixture is in a weight ratio of 90:5:5 and thus the lithium ion to other
total ions ratio is 90:5 which is a normalized ratio of 18:1. Li 2006's ratio of 18:1 is a
point which falls within the claimed range of a ratio of lithium ion to other total ions in the
ion active materials is at least 2:1 to 25:1 and thus anticipates the claimed range. See
MPEP 2131.03 regarding the Anticipation of Ranges.

Li 2006 further teaches the discrete carbon nanotubes having layers of lithium
ion active material attached to their surface, see figure 2.

As to claims 2 and 3, Li 2006 teaches LiFePO4 which is a lithium metal salt
having and element selected from the group consisting of iron, having an olivine crystal
structure, and the lithium metal salt is LiFePOa.

As to claim 4, Li 2006 teaches the loading of the LiFePO, on Al foil, see see
page 664 second column second paragraph) which teaches the layers of lithium ion
active material comprise aluminum as instantly claimed.

As to claim 11, Li 2006 teaches a novel composite cathode material of lithium
iron phosphate and multi-walled carbon nanotubes for a lithium ion battery, See e.g.

Section 4. Conclusions. Li 2006 further teaches discrete and exfoliated carbon
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Application/Control Number: 13/529,797 Page 5
Art Unit: 1723

nanotubes (MWCNTSs, see figure 2, which are considered discrete and exfoliated as
instantly claimed because they are dispersed in the composite cathode slurry mixture).

Li 2006 further teaches mixtures of ion active materials comprising migratable
ions (the mixture of LiFePO,4: PVDF: MWCNTSs is a mixture of ion active materials with
e.g. lithium migratable ions, see page 664 second column second paragraph). Li 2006
further teaches the mixture is in a weight ratio of 90:5:5 and thus the lithium ion to other
total ions ratio is 90:5 which is a normalized ratio of 18:1. Li 2006's ratio of 18:1 is a
point which falls within the claimed range of a ratio of lithium ion to other total ions in the
ion active materials is at least 2:1 to 25:1 and thus anticipates the claimed range. See
MPEP 2131.03 regarding the Anticipation of Ranges.

Li 2006 further teaches the discrete carbon nanotubes having layers of lithium
ion active material attached to their surface and wherein the carbon nanotubes are
uniformly dispersed without clustering on a dimension scale of less than about 1
micrometer, see figures 2a and 2b which shows the MWCNTSs on a dimension scale of
1 micron in 2a being uniformly dispersed without clustering.

As to claim 12, Li 2006 teaches a novel composite cathode material of lithium
iron phosphate and multi-walled carbon nanotubes for a lithium ion battery, See e.g.
Section 4. Conclusions. Li 2006 further teaches oxidized carbon nanotubes (MWCNTs,
see figure 2 and the first paragraph of the Experimental section on page 664), which are
considered oxidized because they are washed to nitric).

Li 2006 further teaches mixtures of ion active materials comprising migratable

ions (the mixture of LiFePO,4: PVDF: MWCNTSs is a mixture of ion active materials with
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e.g. lithium migratable ions, see page 664 second column second paragraph). Li 2006
further teaches the mixture is in a weight ratio of 90:5:5 and thus the lithium ion to other
total ions ratio is 90:5 which is a normalized ratio of 18:1. Li 2006's ratio of 18:1 is an
anticipatory point which falls within the claimed range of a ratio of lithium ion to other
total ions in the ion active materials is at least 2:1 to 25:1. See MPEP 2131.03
regarding the Anticipation of Ranges.

Li 2006 further teaches the discrete carbon nanotubes having layers of lithium
ion active material attached to their surface, see figure 2.

As to claim 13, Li 2006 teaches the discrete carbon nanotubes having layers of
lithium ion active material are attached to their surface, see figure 2.

Li 2006 teaches the product as instantly claimed. The limitation regarding
chemical attachment does not impart additional structural or chemical limitations that
distinguish the instant claims from that of the prior art.

Furthermore, it is inherent that Van der Waals forces exist between the materials
of Li 2006 which teaches chemical attachment as instantly claimed.

As to claims 14 and 15, Li 2006 teaches the mixture is in a weight ratio of 90:5:5
and thus the lithium ion to other total ions ratio is 90:5 which is a normalized ratio of
18:1 which anticipates the claimed ranges of the ratio of lithium ion to other total ions in
the ion active materials is from 3:1 to 25:1 and 10:1 to 25:1.

As to claims 18 and 19, Li 2006 teaches the mixture is in a weight ratio of 90:5:5

and thus the lithium ion to other total ions ratio is 90:5 which is a normalized ratio of
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18:1 which anticipates the claimed ranges of the ratio of lithium ion to other total ions in
the ion active materials is from 3:1 to 25:1 and 10:1 to 25:1.

As to claims 20 and 21, Li 2006 teaches the mixture is in a weight ratio of 90:5:5
and thus the lithium ion to other total ions ratio is 90:5 which is a normalized ratio of
18:1 which anticipates the claimed ranges of the ratio of lithium ion to other total ions in

the ion active materials is from 3:1 to 25:1 and 10:1 to 25:1.

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103

Claim 5 is rejected under pre-AlA 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Li
2006 in view of Niu et al., US 7,070,753 B2, herein referred to as Niu ‘753.

As to claim 5, Li 2006 teaches the composition of claim 1.

Li 2006 is silent regarding the precise aspect ratio and oxidation level of the
carbon nanotubes.

However, Niu ‘753 teaches disassembled (disentangled) discrete carbon
nanotubes that have an oxygen content of 3.8% (column 6, lines 41-44, Table 5), which
is considered the oxidation level. Niu ‘753 further teaches nanotubes include those
having a length to diameter ratio of greater than 5 (column 8, lines 34-40). This
teaching of Niu teaches an aspect ratio of 5 or greater which establishes a prima facie
case of obviousness as it encompasses the claimed range. See MPEP 2144.05
regarding the Obviousness of Ranges.

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the

time of the invention to use disassembled discrete carbon nanotubes with increased
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oxygen content in the invention of Li 2006 because Niu discloses that an increase in
oxygen content can also improve density of the material (column 14, lines 66-67). It
also would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the
invention to use the aspect ratio as taught by Niu for the carbon nanotubes of Li 2006
because one would want a sufficient aspect ratio for binding to the materials in the
electrode. Furthermore, it has been held that where the general conditions of the claim
are disclosed in the prior art, discovering the optimum or workable ranges involves only

routine skill in the art (In re Aller, 105 USPQ 223).

Claims 6 and 7 are rejected under pre-AlA 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being
unpatentable over Li 2006 in view Zhamu et al., US 2010/0176337 A1, herein referred
to as Zhamu ‘337.

As to claims 6 and 7, Li 2006 teaches the composition of claim 1.

Li 2006 is silent regarding the composition further comprising graphene or
oxygenated graphene and wherein the weight ratio of grapheme to carbon nanotube is
in the range of 0.1:99.9 to 99.9:0.1.

Zhamu ‘337 teaches graphene reinforced composite electrode for lithium ion
batteries (see e.g. title and abstract). Zhamu ‘337 further teaches that the graphene
platelets occupy a weight fraction of 2% to 50% of the total nanocomposite weight (see
[0089]).

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the

invention to use the graphene weight fraction as taught by Zhamu ‘337 in the the
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nanocomposite mixture of Li 2006 because Zhamu ‘337 teaches that the graphene

reinforces the electrode.

Claims 10 and 16-17 are rejected under pre-AlA 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being
unpatentable over Li 2006.

As to claim 10, Li 2006 teaches a novel composite cathode material of lithium
iron phosphate and multi-walled carbon nanotubes for a lithium ion battery, See e.g.
Section 4. Conclusions. Li 2006 further teaches discrete and exfoliated carbon
nanotubes (MWCNTS, see figure 2, which are considered discrete and exfoliated as
instantly claimed because they are dispersed in the composite cathode slurry mixture).

Li 2006 further teaches mixtures of ion active materials comprising migratable
ions (the mixture of LiFePO,4: PVDF: MWCNTSs is a mixture of ion active materials with
e.g. lithium migratable ions, see page 664 second column second paragraph). Li 2006
further teaches the mixture is in a weight ratio of 90:5:5 and thus the lithium ion to other
total ions ratio is 90:5 which is a normalized ratio of 18:1. Li 2006's ratio of 18:1 teaches
the claimed range of a ratio of lithium ion to other total ions in the ion active materials is
at least 2:1 to 25:1. See MPEP 2131.03 regarding the Anticipation of Ranges.

Li 2006 further teaches the discrete carbon nanotubes having layers of lithium
ion active material attached to their surface, see figure 2.

Li 2006 teaches the cell contains 1 molar LiPFg, which is a lithium salt, in the
electrolyte (see page 664 second column second paragraph) which penetrates the

positive electrode to provide an ionic pathway within the electrochemical cell. Li 2006
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further teaches that the ratio of the carbon nanotubes in the cathode is in a weight ratio
of 5% to the total cathode slurry weight and that the cathode is dissolved in NMP
solvent (see page 664 second column second paragraph). Itis readily seen from this
teaching that the weight ratio of carbon nanotubes is low in comparison to the total
weight of the cathode active material. Li 2006 does not expressly disclose the weight
ratio of the carbon nanotubes to the the weight ratio of the lithium salts, but rather Li
2006 teaches the concentration of lithium salts to carbon nanotubes and that this ratio is
relatively low in comparison thus establishing a prima facie case of obviousness
regarding the claimed ranges for a weight ratio of carbon nanotubes to lithium salts of
0.1% to 10%. See MPEP 2144.05 regarding the Obviousness of Ranges.

It is well known that one desires a low solution resistance to prevent losses.
Furthermore, one of ordinary skill in the art would be able to determine through routine
experimentation the optimal weight ratio of carbon nanotubes to lithium salts and could
arrive at 0.1% to 10% to decrease the solution resistance of a lithium ion battery.
Furthermore, it has been held that where the general conditions of the claim are
disclosed in the prior art, discovering the optimum or workable ranges involves only
routine skill in the art (In re Aller, 105 USPQ 223).

As to claims 16 and 17, Li 2006 teaches the mixture is in a weight ratio of 90:5:5
and thus the lithium ion to other total ions ratio is 90:5 which is a normalized ratio of
18:1 which teaches the claimed ranges of the ratio of lithium ion to other total ions in the

ion active materials is from 3:1 to 25:1 and 10:1 to 25:1.
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Response to Arguments

Applicant's arguments filed 13 January 2015 have been fully considered but they
are not persuasive. Furthermore, the applicant’s arguments with respect to the instant
claims have been considered but are moot because the arguments do not apply to any
of the references being used in the current rejection.

In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain
features of applicant’s invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies
(i.e., the structure of the discrete and exfoliated carbon nanotubes, as argued by the
applicant on page 7 last paragraph of the remarks has relied on features as discussed
in the remarks and in [0024] of the instant specification) are not recited in the rejected
claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from
the specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181, 26

USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993).

Conclusion
The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to

applicant's disclosure:

Maxim N. Tchoul,, Warren T. Ford,*, T, Giulio Lolli,}, Daniel E. Resasco,f and,
and Sivaram Arepalli, Effect of Mild Nitric Acid Oxidation on Dispersability, Size, and
Structure of Single-Walled Carbon Nanotubes, Chemistry of Materials 2007 19 (23),

5765-5772, teaches that the oxidation of single-walled carbon nanotubes (SWNTs) with
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nitric acid increases their dispersability in water, methanol, and N,N-dimethylformamide,

see e.g. abstract.

Bo Jin, En Mei Jin, Kyung-Hee Park, Hal-Bon Gu, Electrochemical properties of
LiFePQOg4-multiwalled carbon nanotubes composite cathode materials for lithium polymer
battery, Electrochemistry Communications, Volume 10, Issue 10, October 2008, Pages

1537-1540, teaches a composite material relevant to the claimed invention.

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37
CFR 1.136(a).

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later

than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action.
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the
examiner should be directed to Philip A. Stuckey, PhD whose telephone number is
(571)272-9875. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 8:00 AM -
5:00 PM EST.

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner’s
supervisor, Milton Cano can be reached on (571)272-1398. The fax phone number for
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300.

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR.
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only.
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information

system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000.

/Philip A. Stuckey, PhD/ /MILTON | CANO/
Examiner, Art Unit 1723 Supervisory Patent Examiner
Art Unit 1723
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ATTORNEY DOCKET NO.: DENA-0008 (137124.00041) PATENT

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Applicant: Clive P. Bosnyak, et al.
Serial No.:  13/529,797

Filed: June 21, 2012

Art Unit: 1726

Examiner:  -Eric M. Connelly

Conf. No.: 1004

For: LITHIUM ION BATTERIES USING DISCRETE CARBON NANOTUBES,
METHODS FOR PRODUCTION THEREOF AND PRODUCTS OBTAINED
THEREFROM

Commissioner for Patents
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
Sir:

RESPONSE TO OFFICE ACTION

In response to the communication from the Examiner dated July 15, 2014, having a deadline
for response expiring January 15, 2015, extended for three months by petition enclosed herewith,
Applicants hereby amend the application as follows and submit the following remarks.

Amendments to the Claims are reflected in the listing of claims that begin on page 2 of this
paper.

Remarks begin on page 5 of this paper.

Conclusion begins on page 11 of this paper.
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IN THE CLAIMS:

1. (Currently Amended) A composition useful for lithium ion batteries comprising:

discrete and exfoliated carbon nanotubes, and mixtures of ion active materials comprising

migratable ions, wherein a ratio of lithium ion to other total ions in the ion active materials is

at least 2:1 to 25:1, and wherein the discrete carbon nanotubes having have crystals or layers

of lithium ion active material attached to their surface.

2. (Original) The composition of claim 1, wherein the crystals or layers of lithium ion active
material comprise a lithium metal salt and an element selected from the group consisting of:

iron, manganese, cobalt, copper, nickel, vanadium, titanium, and mixtures thereof.

3. (Currently Amended) The composition of claim 2, wherein the lithium metal salt has an

olivine crystal structure and wherein the lithium metal salt is LiFePO4 or LIMnPO,.

4. (Original) The composition of claim 1, wherein the crystals or layers of lithium ion active
material comprise tin, silicon, copper, antimony, aluminum, germanium, titanium, or

mixtures thereof.

5. (Original) The composition of claim 1, wherein the discrete carbon nanotubes have an aspect

ratio of 10 to 500 and oxidation levels from 1% to 15% by weight of the carbon nanotube.
6. (Original) The composition of claim 1, further comprising graphene or oxygenated graphene.

7. (Original) The composition of claim 6, wherein the weight ratio of grapheme to carbon

nanotube is in the range of 0.1:99.9 to 99.9:0.1.
8. (Withdrawn) A process for the production of the discrete carbon nanotubes having crystals
or layers of lithium ion active materials attached to their surface, comprising the steps of:

a) selecting carbon nanotubes of aspect ratio 10 to 500 and oxidation level 1% to 15%

percent by weight;
b) mixing the carbon nanotubes with a high boiling point liquid;
¢) adding reagents in correct balance to synthesize a lithium salt;

d) reacting the mixture at a temperature to form the lithium salt while sonicating the

11943020v.1 137124/00041 2
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mixture;
e) separating the solid discrete carbon nanotube salts from the liquid; and

f) drying and annealing the solid discrete carbon nanotube salts under an inert atmosphere

at sufficient temperature to obtain an olivine crystal structure.

9. (Withdrawn) A process for the production of the discrete carbon nanotubes having crystals

or layers of lithium ion active materials attached to their surface, comprising the steps of:

a) selecting carbon nanotubes of aspect ratio 10 to 500 and oxidation level of 1% to 15% by
weight;

b) mixing the carbon nanotubes and a lithium salt in a liquid with surfactant;

¢) sonicating the liquid carbon nanotube/lithium salt mixture;

d) separating the solid salts from the liquid; and

¢) drying and annealing the solid discrete carbon nanotubes with attached lithium salts

under an inert atmosphere at sufficient temperature to obtain an olivine crystal structure.

10.  (Currently Amended) A composition usetul for lithium ion batteries, comprising discrete and

exfoliated carbon nanotubes, and mixtures of ion active materials comprising migratable

ions, wherein a ratio of lithium ion to other total ions in the ion active materials is at least 2:1

to 25:1, wherein the discrete carbon nanotubes haviag have crystals or layers of lithium ion

active materials attached to their surface, and wherein the carbon nanotubes are in a weight

ratio of carbon nanotubes to lithium salts of 0.1% to 10%.

11. (Currently Amended) A composition useful for lithium ion batteries, comprising oxidized

carbon nanotubes, and mixtures of ion active materials comprising migratable ions, wherein

a ratio of lithium ion to other total ions in the ion active materials is at least 2:1 to 25:1,

wherein the discrete carbon nanotubes having have crystals or layers of lithium ion active

materials attached to their surface, and wherein the carbon nanotubes are uniformly dispersed

without clustering on a dimension scale of less than about 1 micrometer.

12.  (Currently Amended) A composition useful for lithium ion batteries, comprising uniformly

dispersible oxidized carbon nanotubes, and mixtures of ion active materials comprising
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migratable ions, wherein a ratio of lithium ion to other total ions in the 1on active materials is

atleast 2:1 to 25:1, and wherein the discrete carbon nanotubes having have crystals or layers

of lithium ion active materials attached to their surface.

13. (Original) The composition of claim 12, wherein the crystals or layers of lithium ion active

materials are chemically attached to the surface of the dispersible oxidized carbon nanotubes.

14. (New) The composition of claim 1 where the ratio of lithium ion to other total ions in the ion

active materials is from 3:1 to 25:1.

15. (New) The composition of claim 1 where the ratio of lithium ion to other total ions in the ion

active materials is from 10:1 to 25:1.

16. (New) The composition of claim 10 where the ratio of lithium ion to other total ions in the

ion active materials is from 3:1 to 25:1.

17.  (New) The composition of claim 10 where the ratio of lithium ion to other total ions in the

ion active materials is from 10:1 to 25:1.

18.  (New) The composition of claim 11 where the ratio of lithium ion to other total ions in the

ion active materials is from 3:1 to 25:1.

19.  (New) The composition of claim 11 where the ratio of lithium ion to other total ions in the

ion active materials is from 10:1 to 25:1.

20.  (New) The composition of claim 12 where the ratio of lithium ion to other total ions in the

ion active materials is from 3:1 to 25:1.

21.  (New) The composition of claim 12 where the ratio of lithium ion to other total ions in the

ion active materials is from 10:1 to 25:1.

11943020v.1 137124/00041 4
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REMARKS

Applicants have carefully considered this Application in connection with the Examiner’s
Action, and respectfully request reconsideration of this Application in view of the above
Amendments and the following remarks.

Pending in the current application are Claims 1-7 and 10-21. Claims 8-9 have been
withdrawn. Claims 14-21 are new. Support for these new claims is found throughout the
specification, particularly at Paragraphs [0025] and [0028]. Claims 1, 10, 11, and 12 have been
amended to recite that the composition includes mixtures of ion active materials comprising
migratable ions, wherein a ratio of lithium ion to other total ions in the ion active materials is at least
2:1 to 25:1. Support for this amendment is found throughout the specitication, particularly at
Paragraphs [0025] and [0028]. Claims 1 and 10 have also been amended to recite that the discrete
nanotubes are exfoliated. Support for this amendment is found throughout the specification,
particularly at Paragraphs [0024] and [0037]. Claim 3 has been amended to recite that the lithium
metal salt is LiFePO, or LiMnPO4. Support for this amendment is found in Paragraph [0003].

I. Election/Restrictions

Applicants note the Examiner’s request for restriction to one of the following inventions:

I. Claims 1-7 and 10-13, drawn to a product.

II. Claims 8 and 9, drawn to a process.

Applicants affirm the election of Invention I, Claims 1-7 and 10-13, without traverse. Claims

8-9 have been withdrawn.

1I. Double Patenting

Claims 1, 4-7, and 10-13 stand provisionally rejected on the ground of non-statutory double
patenting over Claims 14 and 17-23 of co-pending Application Serial No. 14/128,392. Applicants
submit herewith a terminal disclaimer with regard to co-pending Application Serial No. 14/128,392

and respectfully request that this rejection be withdrawn.

III.  Claim Rejections — 35 U.S.C. §112

Claim 3 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. §112 as being indefinite. The Examiner asserts that

it is unclear whether Applicant is claiming crystalline LiFePOy4 (olivine) or another crystallized

11943020v.1 137124/00041 5
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lithium salt that has the same or similar crystal structure as LiFePO4 (olivine). Applicants
respectfully submit that Claim 3 has been amended to recite “wherein the lithium metal salt is
LiFePO,; or LiMnPO4.” Support for this amendment is found in Paragraph [0003] of the
specification, which states “Olivine structures such as lithium iron phosphate, LiFePQy4, or lithium
manganese phosphate, LiMnP Oy, operate at higher charge and discharge...” Accordingly, Claim 3
as amended refers to either LiFePO, (olivine) or LiMnPO, (olivine). Claim 3 as amended is not

limited to LiFePO, (olivine).

IV. Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. §102

Claims 1, 2, 4, 6, 7, and 12 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102(a) (pre-AlA), as being
anticipated by International Patent Publication No. WO 2010/117392 to Bosnyak (“Bosnyak’). The
Examiner asserts that Bosnyak discloses every limitation of Claims 1, 2, 4, 6, 7, and 12. Applicants
respectfully disagree.

Applicants respectfully submit that Claim 1 has been amended to recite that the ion active
materials include “migratable ions” and that the “ratio of lithium ion to other total ions in the ion
active materials is at least 2:1 to 25:1”. Bosnyak does not disclose the presence of migratable ions
and does not disclose this range of ratios of lithium ions to other total ions in the ion active materials.

In view of this amendment and these remarks, Applicants respectfully assert that Claims 1, 2,
4,6, 7, and 12 are not anticipated by Bosnyak and respectfully request that the rejection under 35
U.S.C. §102(b) (pre-AIA) be withdrawn.

V. Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. §103

A. Claim 3

Claim 3 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) (pre-AIA) as being unpatentable over
Bosnyak in further view of U.S. Patent Publication No. 2011/0104551 to Yang (“Yang”). The
Examiner notes that Bosnyak is silent with regard to olivine crystal structures but that Yang teaches
crystalline LiFePQ4. The Examiner asserts that it would have been obvious to provide olivine
crystals of LiFePO4 on the surface of the nanotubes disclosed by Bosnyak.

As already noted above, Bosnyak fails to disclose all limitations of amended Claim 1.
Bosnyak does not teach the presence of “migratable ions” within the ion active material and does not

teach a ratio of lithium ions to other total ions in the ion active materials of at least 2:1 to 25:1.

11943020v.1 137124/00041 6
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Bosnyak contains no specific teachings with regard to the use of lithium ions. In fact, Bosnyak
simply refers to the possibility of modifying carbon nanotubes with an electroactive material.
Bosnyak then goes on to say that the electroactive material could be any of (1) ““a transition metal or
transition metal oxide,” (2) “conducting polymers such as, for example, polyaniline, polyacetylene
and polyvinylpyrrole,” or (3) *“ a nanomaterial” that may be “SnO,, LiTisO,2, silicon nanotubes,
silicon nanoparticles and various combinations thereof.” See Bosnyak, Paragraph [0082]. Bosnyak
places no particular emphasis on lithium ion active material and provides no teachings regarding the
presence of migratable ions of any kind in any ratio, much less lithium ions in the specified ratio.

Further, there is nothing in Bosnyak, nor Yang, nor Bosnyak and Yang in combination, that
would suggest the use of an olivine crystalline structure of lithium ion active material in combination
with exfoliated carbon nanotubes. As discussed, Bosnyak places no particular emphasis on the use
of lithium metal salts. The mere disclosure of LiTisO,, does not constitute a teaching or suggestion
that crystalline forms of lithium ion active material would be advantageous. In fact, Bosnyak
teaches at Paragraphs [0052] and [0055]-[0056] that in certain embodiments nanocrystalline material
is used to precipitate exfoliated carbon nanotubes and the residual nanocrystalline material is then
removed from the exfoliated carbon nanotubes. It is clear from the teachings of Bosnyak that the
preparation of exfoliated carbon nanotubes requires particular steps and particular reagents,
particularly to ensure that the nanotubes do not re-bundle after they have been exfoliated. See
Bosnyak, Paragraphs [0049]-[0057]. The use of crystalline ion active material to modify the
exfoliated carbon nanotubes is thus not taught by Bosnyak, and there is no motivation to use the
olivine crystalline material of Yang in combination with the teachings of Bosnyak.

Similarly, Yang does not suggest that the use of LiFePO4 would be compatible with the
claimed exfoliated nanotubes. Yang does not disclose discrete, exfoliated carbon nanotubes as the
claims require. Paragraph [0024] of the present application makes it clear that discrete, exfoliated
carbon nanotubes are a specific kind of nanotubes that are distinguishable from those found in other
applications. Yang does not disclose any method for obtaining discrete, exfoliated carbon
nanotubes. Further, although Yang suggests the use of “nanotubular base material’’ that can be made
up of carbon nanotubes, Yang does not suggest the use of LiFePO, in combination with this
material. Yang’s disclosure of LiFePOy is made in the background only as an example of ways in
which current Li-ion batteries have been improved. Yang states that “[c]urrent LIB capacity has also

been improved by utilizing new cathode materials, such as layered Li[Ni,.CO,Mn,]O,, Li-Mn-O

11943020v.1 137124/00041 7

382

Samsung Ex. 1002, Page 382 of 574
Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., et al. v. Molecular Rebar Design, LLC
IPR2025-00359



ATTORNEY DOCKET NO.: DENA-0008 (137124.00041) PATENT

spinels, LiFePOy (olivine), and related materials.” See Yang, Paragraph [0004]. Yang never
suggests the use of any of this technology in combination with the disclosed nanotubular base
material. In fact, Yang notes that these “new cathode materials” may provide some increase in total
mAh/g capacity, but it is still insufficient to satisfy the needs of hybrid electric vehicles. Thus, there
is no teaching or suggestion in Yang that the use of LiFePOy4 (olivine) in combination with any
carbon nanotubular material, much less the claimed exfoliated discrete carbon nanotubes, would be
advantageous.

In view of these amendments and remarks, Applicants respectfully submit that Claim 3 is

patentable under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) in view of Bosnyak and in further view of Yang.

B. Claim 10

Claim 10 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) (pre-AIA) as being unpatentable over
Bosnyak in further view of U.S. Patent Publication No. 2010/0159331 to Lee et al. (“Lee”). The
Examiner notes that Bosnyak does not teach that the weight ratio of carbon nanotubes to lithium
salts is 0.1% to 10%. The Examiner argues that Lee teaches the use of carbon nanotubes and non-
carbonaceous active material in a ratio of 33% to about 2% and also 9.7%. The Examiner argues it
would have been obvious to use the claimed range in order to prevent irreversible reactions and
provide optimal binding. Applicants respectfully disagree.

As already discussed in detail above, Bosnyak does not teach or suggest all underlying
limitations of amended Claim 1. Bosnyak does not teach the presence of “migratable ions” within
the ion active material and does not teach a ratio of lithium ions to other total ions in the ion active
materials of at least 2:1 to 25:1. Lee is similarly silent on the use of lithium ion active material, as
Lee teaches only the use of a non-carbonaceous material that is silicon, silicon oxide, or Si-Y, where
Y does not include lithium. Accordingly, neither Bosnyak nor Lee teaches or suggests lithium ion
active material having the recited ratio of lithium ions to other total ions.

Further, the teachings of Lee do not pertain to, and are not applicable to, the use of discrete,
exfoliated carbon nanotubes as the claims require. Lee teaches the use of common carbon nanotubes
and particularly suggests that the carbon nanotubes and non-carbonaceous material should be bead-
milled or ball-milled together to form the desired composite. See Lee, Paragraph [0030] and [0040].
This process of bead-milling or ball-milling is wholly incompatible with the use of discrete,

exfoliated carbon nanotubes. As discussed in Paragraph [0024] of the specification, exfoliated
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carbon nanotubes require particular attention to separation, distribution, and tube length. As
expected, bead-milling or ball-milling would only produce a disorganized mass of broken and
interconnected nanotubes. Thus, the teachings of Lee are not applicable to the use of discrete,
exfoliated carbon nanotubes as the claims require.

In view of these amendments and remarks, Applicants respectfully submit that Claim 10 is

patentable under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) in view of Bosnyak and in further view of Lee.

C. Claims 5 and 11-13

Claims 5 and 11-13 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) (pre-AIA) as being unpatentable
over Bosnyak in view of Kim, Carbon 2005 (“Kim”). The Examiner argues that Bosnyak teaches all
underlying limitations of these claims except for the oxidation of the carbon nanotubes. The
Examiner asserts that Kim teaches the oxidation of carbon nanotubes as creating minor damage and
increasing the electrical conductivity and that it would have been obvious to oxide the carbon
nanotubes of Bosnyak in view of the teachings of Kim. Applicants respectfully disagree.

As already discussed in detail above, Bosnyak does not teach or suggest all underlying
limitations of amended Claim 1. Bosnyak does not teach the presence of “migratable ions” within
the ion active material and does not teach a ratio of lithium ions to other total ions in the ion active
materials of at least 2:1 to 25:1. Kim is also silent on the potential for using lithium ion active
material in conjunction with discrete, exfoliated carbon nanotubes.

In addition, Applicants respectfully submit that Kim teaches that causing damage to the
carbon nanotubes through oxidation actually causes “the electrical conductivity to be lowered.” See
Kim, Abstract (emphasis added). As discussed in Kim, Page 24, second paragraph, “the oxidation
layer on the surface of the carbon fiber increases the contact resistance between the fibers.” Kim
goes on to caution that oxidation of carbon nanotubes “should be carried out under conditions in
which no damage is caused” to the nanotubes and “no impurities are generated” by carefully
controlling the conditions. See Kim, Page 30. Thus, there is no motivation to combine the teachings
of Kim with the teachings of Bosnyak. Kim teaches that rigorous oxidation may cause damage to
the nanotubes and that such damage should be avoided, as it lowers the electrical conductivity.

In addition, Kim does not teach the oxidation of exfoliated carbon nanotubes. Kim teaches
the formation of nanotube/epoxy composites under oxidation conditions. See Kim, Page 26, last

paragraph. In fact, Kim discourages processes relating to the purification of nanotubes by discussing
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in detail the potential to cause damage to the nanotubes due to the use of concentrated acidic

solution. See Kim, Page 24, second paragraph.

In view of these amendments and remarks, Applicants respectfully submit that Claims 5 and

11-13 are patentable under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) in view of Bosnyak and in further view of Kim.
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CONCLUSION

Applicants respectfully submit that in light of the foregoing amendment and comments,
Claims 1-7 and 10-13 are in condition for allowance. A Notice of Allowance is respectfully
requested.

If additional information is required, the Examiner is encouraged to contact the undersigned
at (214) 953-5959 so that such issues may be resolved as expeditiously as possible.

The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any additional fee or credit any refund to
Deposit Account No. 10-0096.

Date: January 13, 2015 Respectfully submitted,
7 ( CL
T. Ling Chwang S

Reg. No. 33,590

Jackson Walker L.L.P.

901 Main Street, Suite 6000
Dallas, TX 75202

Tel: (214) 953-5959

Fax: (214) 661-6870
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Three months (37 CFR 1.17(a)(3)) $1,400 $700 $350 $ 700.00
I:‘ Four months (37 CFR 1.17(a)(4)) $2,200 $1,100 $550 $
[:] Five months (37 CFR 1.17(a)(5)) $3,000 $1,500 $750 $

Applicant asserts small entity status. See 37 CFR 1.27.

[<]

Applicant certifies micro entity status. See 37 CFR 1.29.
Form PTO/SB/15A or B or equivalent must either be enclosed or have been submitted previously.

A check in the amount of the fee is enclosed.

Payment by credit card. Form PTO-2038 is attached.

The Director has already been authorized to charge fees in this application to a Deposit Account.

OO OO

The Director is hereby authorized to charge any fees which may be required, or credit any overpayment, to
Deposit Account Number 10-0096

Payment made via EFS-Web.

WARNING: Information on this form may become public. Credit card information should not be included on this form. Provide
credit card information and authorization on PTO-2038.

I am the
D applicant.
D attorney or agent of record. Registration number
attorney or agent acting under 37 CFR 1.34. Registration number 33,590
/T. Ling Chwang/ January 13, 2015
Signature Date
T. Ling Chwang 214-953-5959
Typed or printed name Telephone Number

NOTE: This form must be signed in accordance with 37 CFR 1.33. See 37 CFR 1.4 for signature requirements and certifications. Submit
multiple forms if more than one signature is required, see below".

* Total of ! forms are submitted.

This collection of information is required by 37 CFR 1.136(a). The information is required to obtain or retain a benefit by the public, which is to file (and by the
USPTO to process) an application. Confidentiality is governed by 35 U.S.C. 122 and 37 CFR 1.11 and 1.14. This collection is estimated to take 6 minutes to
complete, inciuding gathering, preparing, and submitting the completed application form to the USPTO. Time will vary depending upon the individual case. Any
comments on the amount of time you require to complete this form and/or suggestions for reducing this burden should be sent to the Chief Information Officer,
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office, U.S. Department of Commerce, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450. DO NOT SEND FEES OR COMPLETED FORMS
TO THIS ADDRESS. SEND TO: Mail Stop PCT, Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450.
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Electronic Patent Application Fee Transmittal

Application Number:

13529797

Filing Date:

21-Jun-2012

Title of Invention:

LITHIUM ION BATTERIES USING DISCRETE CARBON NANOTUBES, METHODS
FOR PRODUCTION THEREOF AND PRODUCTS OBTAINED THEREFROM

First Named Inventor/Applicant Name:

Clive P. Bosnyak

Filer:

T. Ling Chwang/Debbie Sams

Attorney Docket Number:

DENA-0008 (137124.00041)

Filed as Small Entity

Filing Fees for Utility under 35 USC 111(a)

Description

Fee Code

Quantity

Amount

Sub-Total in
UsD($)

Basic Filing:

Pages:

Claims:

Miscellaneous-Filing:

Petition:

Patent-Appeals-and-Interference:

Post-Allowance-and-Post-Issuance:

Extension-of-Time:
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. . Sub-Total in
Description Fee Code Quantity Amount USD($)
Extension - 3 months with $0 paid 2253 1 700 700
Miscellaneous:
Total in USD ($) 700

389

Samsung Ex. 1002, Page 389 of 574
Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., et al. v. Molecular Rebar Design, LLC

IPR2025-00359



Electronic Acknowledgement Receipt

EFS ID: 21201233

Application Number: 13529797

International Application Number:

Confirmation Number: 1004

LITHIUM ION BATTERIES USING DISCRETE CARBON NANOTUBES, METHODS

Title of Invention: FOR PRODUCTION THEREOF AND PRODUCTS OBTAINED THEREFROM

First Named Inventor/Applicant Name: Clive P. Bosnyak
Customer Number: 117364
Filer: T. Ling Chwang/Debbie Sams
Filer Authorized By: T. Ling Chwang
Attorney Docket Number: DENA-0008 (137124.00041)
Receipt Date: 13-JAN-2015
Filing Date: 21-JUN-2012
Time Stamp: 20:06:04
Application Type: Utility under 35 USC 111(a)

Payment information:

Submitted with Payment yes

Payment Type Deposit Account
Payment was successfully received in RAM $700

RAM confirmation Number 5181

Deposit Account 100096

Authorized User

The Director of the USPTO is hereby authorized to charge indicated fees and credit any overpayment as follows:
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File Listing:
Document L . File Size(Bytes Multi Pages
Document Description File Name ( y V . . 9
Number Message Digest | Part/.zip| (if appl.)
713902
1 011315_Amendment.pdf yes 1
03642159391dbcbh26f9b5bba286¢75f75b2)
Obebb
Multipart Description/PDF files in .zip description
Document Description Start End
Amendment/Req. Reconsideration-After Non-Final Reject 1 1
Claims 2 4
Applicant Arguments/Remarks Made in an Amendment 5 1
Warnings:
Information:
113690
2 Extension of Time 011315_Extension_of_Time.pdf| no 1
ddd702e31496943f7fb0ach08b7bd25d9e]
<bOeb
Warnings:
Information:
31059
3 Fee Worksheet (SB06) fee-info.pdf no 2
0e19cfe28398c66329ec4ae?779bc062fbab)
Warnings:
Information:
Total Files Size (in bytes):l 858651
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This Acknowledgement Receipt evidences receipt on the noted date by the USPTO of the indicated documents,
characterized by the applicant, and including page counts, where applicable. It serves as evidence of receipt similar to a
Post Card, as described in MPEP 503.

New Applications Under 35 U.S.C. 111
If a new application is being filed and the application includes the necessary components for a filing date (see 37 CFR

1.53(b)-(d) and MPEP 506), a Filing Receipt (37 CFR 1.54) will be issued in due course and the date shown on this
Acknowledgement Receipt will establish the filing date of the application.

National Stage of an International Application under 35 U.S.C. 371

If a timely submission to enter the national stage of an international application is compliant with the conditions of 35
U.S.C. 371 and other applicable requirements a Form PCT/DO/EO/903 indicating acceptance of the application as a
national stage submission under 35 U.S.C. 371 will be issued in addition to the Filing Receipt, in due course.

New International Application Filed with the USPTO as a Receiving Office

If a new international application is being filed and the international application includes the necessary components for
an international filing date (see PCT Article 11 and MPEP 1810), a Notification of the International Application Number
and of the International Filing Date (Form PCT/RO/105) will be issued in due course, subject to prescriptions concerning
national security, and the date shown on this Acknowledgement Receipt will establish the international filing date of
the application.
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PTO/SB/06 (09-11)

Approved for use through 1/31/2014. OMB 0651-0032

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office; U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Under the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays a valid OMB control number.

PATENT APPLICATION FEE DETERMINATION RECORD
Substitute for Form PTO-875

Application or Docket Number

13/629,797

Filing Date
06/21/2012 | [ 7o be Mailed

APPLICATION AS FILED - PART |

ENTITY:

O arcE [X] smaLL [] micro

(Column 1) (Column 2)
FOR NUMBER FILED NUMBER EXTRA RATE ($) FEE ($)
L1 sasic Fee N/A N/A N/A
(37 CFR 1.16(a), (b), or (c))
D SEARCH FEE N/A N/A N/A
(B7CFR1.16(K). (i) or (m))
L
EXAMINATION FEE
(37 GFR 1.16(0), (p), or (q)) N/A /A /A
TOTAL CLAIMS ) .
37 CFR 1.16(i minus 20 = X § =
INDEPENDENT CLAIMS . N
(37 CFR 1.16(h)) minus 3 = X $ =
If the specification and drawings exceed 100 sheets
0 of paper, the application size fee due is $310 ($155
ASF;PCL'lg/ﬂ‘SN SIZE FEE for small entity) for each additional 50 sheets or
( 18(s) fraction thereof. See 35 U.S.C. 41(a)(1)(G) and 37
CFR 1.16(s).
—_—
] MULTIPLE DEPENDENT CLAIM PRESENT (37 GFR 1.16())
_—
* If the difference in column 1 is less than zero, enter “0” in column 2. TOTAL
APPLICATION AS AMENDED - PART Il
(Column 1) (Column 2) (Column 3)
CLAIMS HIGHEST
REMAINING NUMBER
= 01/13/2015 AFTER PREVIOUSLY PRESENT EXTRA RATE ($) ADDITIONAL FEE ($)
5 AMENDMENT PAID FOR
s Tf’;ﬂ (37 CFR « 09 Minus | = 20 - x 340 = 40
5 5
Independent . ! .
E s%iﬁgq.:}h)) 6 Minus 6 =0 x $210 = 0
<§( D Application Size Fee (37 CFR 1.16(s))
D FIRST PRESENTATION OF MULTIPLE DEPENDENT CLAIM (37 CFR 1.16(j))
TOTAL ADD'L FEE 40
(Column 1) (Column 2) (Column 3)
CLAIMS HIGHEST
REMAINING NUMBER
AFTER PREVIOUSLY PRESENT EXTRA RATE ($) ADDITIONAL FEE ($)
- AMENDMENT PAID FOR
I?;’Tl‘ (37 CFR B Minus [ _ X s _
Independent B ; s
(37 e 16 Minus z uki -

|:| Application Size Fee (37 CFR 1.16(s))
_—

AMENDMENT

D FIRST PRESENTATION OF MULTIPLE DEPENDENT CLAIM (37 CFR 1.16()))

* If the entry in column 1 is less than the entry in column 2, write “0” in column 3.

** If the “Highest Number Previously Paid For” IN THIS SPACE is less than 20, enter “20”.
*** If the “Highest Number Previously Paid For” IN THIS SPACE is less than 3, enter “3”.
The “Highest Number Previously Paid For” (Total or Independent) is the highest number found in the appropriate box in column 1.

TOTAL ADD'L FEE
LIE

/VANESSA BARBER/

This collection of information is required by 37 CFR 1.16. The information is required to obtain or retain a benefit by the public which is to file (and by the USPTO to
process) an application. Confidentiality is governed by 35 U.S.C. 122 and 37 CFR 1.14. This collection is estimated to take 12 minutes to complete, including gathering,
preparing, and submitting the completed application form to the USPTO. Time will vary depending upon the individual case. Any comments on the amount of time you
require to complete this form and/or suggestions for reducing this burden, should be sent to the Chief Information Officer, U.S. Patent and Trademark Office, U.S.
Department of Commerce, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450. DO NOT SEND FEES OR COMPLETED FORMS TO THIS

ADDRESS. SEND TO: Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450.
If you need assistance in completing the form, call 1-800-PTO-9199 and select option 2.
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Document code: WFEE

United States Patent and Trademark Office
Sales Receipt for Accounting Date: 04/29/2015

VBARBER SALE #00000016  Mailroom Dt: 01/13/2015 100096 13529797
01 FC : 2202 40.00 DA
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450
WWW.USPLO.goV.

APPLICATION NO. FILING DATE FIRST NAMED INVENTOR | ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. |  CONFIRMATION NO. |
13/529,797 06/21/2012 Clive P. Bosnyak DENA-0008 1004
(137124.00041)
117364 7590 07/15/2014 | |
. EXAMINER
Molecular Rebar Design, LLC
Jackson Walker L..L.P. CONNELLY, ERICM
901 Main Street, Suite 6000
Dallas, TX 75202 | ART TN | eamrvumer |
1723
| MATIL DATE | DELIVERY MODE |
07/15/2014 PAPER

Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding.

The time period for reply, if any, is set in the attached communication.

PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07)
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Application No. Applicant(s)
13/529,797 BOSNYAK ET AL.

Office Action Summary Examiner Art Unit AIA (First Inventor to File)
ERIC CONNELLY 1723 SN‘Z“‘S

-- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address -
Period for Reply

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTHS FROM THE MAILING DATE OF
THIS COMMUNICATION.

Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed

after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication.
- |f NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication.
- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133).

Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any

earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b)

Status
1)XI Responsive to communication(s) filed on 06/21/2012.
[ A declaration(s)/affidavit(s) under 37 CFR 1.130(b) was/were filedon _____.
2a)[] This action is FINAL. 2b)[] This action is non-final.

3)[] An election was made by the applicant in response to a restriction requirement set forth during the interview on
__ ;the restriction requirement and election have been incorporated into this action.

4)[] Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is
closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 C.D. 11, 4563 O.G. 213.

Disposition of Claims*
5)X Claim(s) 1-13is/are pending in the application.
5a) Of the above claim(s) 8 and 9 is/are withdrawn from consideration.

6)[] Claim(s) is/are allowed.

7)X Claim(s) 1-7 and 10-13 is/are rejected.

8)[] Claim(s) _____is/are objected to.

9)[1 Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement.

* If any claims have been determined allowable, you may be eligible to benefit from the Patent Prosecution Highway program at a
participating intellectual property office for the corresponding application. For more information, please see
hitp/iwww. usoto gov/patents/init_events/peh/index.jsp or send an inquiry to PPHfeadback@uspio.aov.

Application Papers
10)[]] The specification is objected to by the Examiner.
11)[X] The drawing(s) filed on 06/21/2012is/are: a)[X] accepted or b)[] objected to by the Examiner.
Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a).
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d).

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119
12)[] Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f).
Certified copies:
a)J Al b)[] Some** ¢)[] None of the:
1. Certified copies of the priority documents have been received.
2] Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No.
3. Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)).
** See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received.

Attachment(s)
1) Iz Notice of References Cited (PTO-832) 3) |:| Interview Summary (PTO-413)
. . Paper No(s)/Mail Date.
2) E Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO/SB/08a and/or PTO/SB/08b) 4 D Other-
Paper No(s)/Mail Date 10/17/2012 07/16/2013 10/11/2013 11/19/2013. ) ther:___.
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office
PTOL-326 (Rev. 11-13) Office Action Summary Part of Paper No./Mail Date 20140519
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Application/Control Number: 13/529,797 Page 2
Art Unit: 1723

DETAILED ACTION
Claims Status
Claims 1-13 are pending.
Claims 8 and 9 are withdrawn for being non-elected

Claims 1-7 and 10-13 are examined and rejected.

Notice of Pre-AlA or AIA Status
The present application is being examined under the pre-AlA first to invent

provisions.

Election/Restrictions

Restriction to one of the following inventions is required under 35 U.S.C. 121:

I. Claims 1-7 and 10-11, drawn to a product, classified in 429/231.8.

[I. Claims 8 and 9, drawn to a process, classified in 427/113.
The inventions are distinct, each from the other because of the following reasons:

Inventions | and Il are related as process of making and product made. The
inventions are distinct if either or both of the following can be shown: (1) that the
process as claimed can be used to make another and materially different product or (2)
that the product as claimed can be made by another and materially different process
(MPEP § 806.05(f)). In the instant case the product could be made using nanotubes of

aspect ratio over 500.
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Application/Control Number: 13/529,797 Page 3
Art Unit: 1723

Restriction for examination purposes as indicated is proper because all these
inventions listed in this action are independent or distinct for the reasons given above
and there would be a serious search and/or examination burden if restriction were not
required because one or more of the following reasons apply:

the inventions have acquired a separate status in the art in view of their different
classification, and

the inventions require a different field of search (e.g., searching different
classes/subclasses or electronic resources, or employing different search strategies or
search queries).

Applicant is advised that the reply to this requirement to be complete must
include (i) an election of an invention to be examined even though the requirement
may be traversed (37 CFR 1.143) and (ii) identification of the claims encompassing
the elected invention.

The election of an invention may be made with or without traverse. To reserve a
right to petition, the election must be made with traverse. If the reply does not distinctly
and specifically point out supposed errors in the restriction requirement, the election
shall be treated as an election without traverse. Traversal must be presented at the time
of election in order to be considered timely. Failure to timely traverse the requirement
will result in the loss of right to petition under 37 CFR 1.144. If claims are added after
the election, applicant must indicate which of these claims are readable upon the

elected invention.
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Application/Control Number: 13/529,797 Page 4
Art Unit: 1723

Should applicant traverse on the ground that the inventions are not patentably
distinct, applicant should submit evidence or identify such evidence now of record
showing the inventions to be obvious variants or clearly admit on the record that this is
the case. In either instance, if the examiner finds one of the inventions unpatentable
over the prior art, the evidence or admission may be used in a rejection under 35 U.S.C.
103 or pre-AlA 35 U.S.C. 103(a) of the other invention.

During a telephone conversation with Sara Borrelli on 05/13/2014 a provisional
election was made without traverse to prosecute the invention of invention I, claims 1-7
and 10-13. Affirmation of this election must be made by applicant in replying to this
Office action. Claims 8 and 9 are withdrawn from further consideration by the examiner,
37 CFR 1.142(b), as being drawn to a non-elected invention.

Applicant is reminded that upon the cancellation of claims to a non-elected
invention, the inventorship must be corrected in compliance with 37 CFR 1.48(a) if one
or more of the currently named inventors is no longer an inventor of at least one claim
remaining in the application. A request to correct inventorship under 37 CFR 1.48(a)
must be accompanied by an application data sheet in accordance with 37 CFR 1.76 that
identifies each inventor by his or her legal name and by the processing fee required
under 37 CFR 1.17(i).

The examiner has required restriction between product or apparatus claims and
process claims. Where applicant elects claims directed to the product/apparatus, and all
product/apparatus claims are subsequently found allowable, withdrawn process claims

that include all the limitations of the allowable product/apparatus claims should be
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Application/Control Number: 13/529,797 Page 5
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considered for rejoinder. All claims directed to a nonelected process invention must
include all the limitations of an allowable product/apparatus claim for that process
invention to be rejoined.

In the event of rejoinder, the requirement for restriction between the
product/apparatus claims and the rejoined process claims will be withdrawn, and the
rejoined process claims will be fully examined for patentability in accordance with 37
CFR 1.104. Thus, to be allowable, the rejoined claims must meet all criteria for
patentability including the requirements of 35 U.S.C. 101, 102, 103 and 112. Until all
claims to the elected product/apparatus are found allowable, an otherwise proper
restriction requirement between product/apparatus claims and process claims may be
maintained. Withdrawn process claims that are not commensurate in scope with an
allowable product/apparatus claim will not be rejoined. See MPEP § 821.04.
Additionally, in order for rejoinder to occur, applicant is advised that the process claims
should be amended during prosecution to require the limitations of the
product/apparatus claims. Failure to do so may result in no rejoinder. Further, note
that the prohibition against double patenting rejections of 35 U.S.C. 121 does not apply
where the restriction requirement is withdrawn by the examiner before the patent

issues. See MPEP § 804.01.
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Application/Control Number: 13/529,797 Page 6
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Double Patenting

The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created
doctrine grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the
unjustified or improper timewise extension of the “right to exclude” granted by a patent
and to prevent possible harassment by multiple assignees. A nonstatutory double
patenting rejection is appropriate where the claims at issue are not identical, but at least
one examined application claim is not patentably distinct from the reference claim(s)
because the examined application claim is either anticipated by, or would have been
obvious over, the reference claim(s). See, e.g., In re Berg, 140 F.3d 1428, 46 USPQ2d
1226 (Fed. Cir. 1998); In re Goodman, 11 F.3d 1046, 29 USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. Cir.
1993); In re Longi, 759 F.2d 887, 225 USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 1985); In re Van Ornum,
686 F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 1982); In re Vogel, 422 F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619
(CCPA 1970); and In re Thorington, 418 F.2d 528, 163 USPQ 644 (CCPA 1969).

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1.321(c) or 1.321(d)
may be used to overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory
double patenting ground provided the reference application or patent either is shown to
be commonly owned with this application, or claims an invention made as a result of
activities undertaken within the scope of a joint research agreement. A terminal
disclaimer must be signed in compliance with 37 CFR 1.321(b).

The USPTO internet Web site contains terminal disclaimer forms which may be
used. Please visit http://www.uspto.gov/forms/. The filing date of the application will

determine what form should be used. A web-based eTerminal Disclaimer may be filled
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out completely online using web-screens. An eTerminal Disclaimer that meets all
requirements is auto-processed and approved immediately upon submission. For more
information about eTerminal Disclaimers, refer to

http://www.uspto.gov/patents/process/file/efs/guidance/eTD-info-1.jsp.

Claims 1, 4-7, 10-13 are provisionally rejected on the ground of nonstatutory
double patenting over claims 14 and 17-23 of copending Application No. 14/128,392.
This is a provisional double patenting rejection because the patentably indistinct claims
have not in fact been patented.

The subject matter claimed in the instant application is fully disclosed in the
referenced copending application and would be covered by any patent granted on that
copending application since the referenced copending application and the instant
application are claiming common subject matter, as follows: claim 14 of the copending
applications reads on claim 1 of the instant application, 17 on 4,14 0on 5,18 on 6, 19 on
7,20 0n 10,21 on 11,22 on 12, and 23 on 13. Examiner acknowledges the wording of
copending claims have been slightly changed to overcome 112 and claim objections of
the copending application, but the claimed subject matter has not changed.

Furthermore, there is no apparent reason why applicant would be prevented from
presenting claims corresponding to those of the instant application in the other
copending application. See In re Schneller, 397 F.2d 350, 158 USPQ 210 (CCPA 1968).

See also MPEP § 804.
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 112(b):

(b) CONCLUSION.—The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly
pointing out and distinctly claiming the subject matter which the inventor or a joint inventor
regards as the invention.

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 112 (pre-AlA), second paragraph:
The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention.

Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112(b) or 35 U.S.C. 112 (pre-AlA), second
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the
subject matter which the inventor or a joint inventor, or for pre-AlA the applicant regards

as the invention.

Regarding claim 3, it is unclear whether applicant is claiming crystalline LiFeP04
(olivine) or another crystallized lithium salt that has the same or similar crystal structure
as LiFeP04 (olivine). To expedite examination, it is assumed that applicant is claiming

crystalline LiFeP04 (olivine).

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of pre-AlA 35 U.S.C.

102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action:

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless —

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a
printed publication in this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for
a patent.
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Claims 1, 2, 4, 6, 7, and 12 are rejected under pre-AlA 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being

anticipated by Bosnyak (WO 2010/117392).

Regarding claim 1, Bosnyak teaches discrete carbon nanotubes having lithium

ion active material bound to their surface [para 0082].

Regarding claim 2, Bosnyak teaches the active material comprises a lithium

metal salt and titanium [Li4Tis012, para 0082].

Regarding claim 4, Bosnyak teaches the active material comprises titanium

[Li4Tis042, para 0082].

Regarding claim 6, Bosnyak teaches the active material may comprise graphene

[para 0106]. By definition, carbon nanotubes are encircled graphene layers.

Regarding claim 7, Bosnyak teaches the active material may comprise graphene
[para 0106]. The weight ratio of graphene to carbon nanotubes of 0.1.:99.9 to0 99.9:0.1

is considered implicit. By definition, carbon nanotubes are encircled graphene layers.

Regarding claim 12, Bosnyak teaches isolated exfoliated discrete carbon

nanotubes having lithium ion active material bound to their surface [para 0082].
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103
The following is a quotation of pre-AlA 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis

for all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action:

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the
invention was made.

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining
obviousness under pre-AlA 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows:

1. Determining the scope and contents of the prior art.

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue.

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art.

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating
obviousness or nonobviousness.

Claim 3 is rejected under pre-AlA 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over

Bosnyak (WO 2010/117392) in further view of Yang (US PG-Pub 2011/0104551).

Regarding claim 3, Bosnyak is silent to LiFeP04 (olivine).

Yang teaches crystaline LiFeP04 (olivine) [para 0004].

Yang teaches crystaline LiFeP04 (olivine) provides about 9 to about 18%
increase in total mAh/g capacity of a electrochemical cell [para 0004].

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time

of invention to provide crystals of LiFeP04 (olivine) on the surface of Bosnyak’s carbon
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nanotubes in order to provide an increase in total mAh/g capacity of the electrochemical

cell [para 0004].

Claim 10 is rejected under pre-AlA 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over

Bosnyak (WO 2010/117392) in further view of Lee (PG-Pub 2010/0159331)

Regarding claim 10, Bosnyak teaches discrete carbon nanotubes having lithium
ion active material bound to their surface [para 0082]. Bosnyak teaches the active
material comprises a lithium metal salt [Li4Tis012, para 0082].

Bosnyak is silent to the nanotubes being in a weight ratio of carbon nanotubes to
lithium salts of 0.1% to 10%.

Lee teaches active material with a non-carbonaceous material to carbon
nanotubes ratio of 2:1 to about 50:1 (33% to about 2% carbon nanotubes to non-
carbonaceous active material) [para 0033]. Lee teaches active material with 65 weight
parts SiOy and 7 weight parts carbon nanotubes (9.7% carbon nanotubes to non-
carbonaceous active material) [para 0065].

Lee teaches if the amount of the carbon nanoparticles is too high, too many
irreversible reactions may occur, when a lithium secondary battery including the
negative active material is charged and/or discharged and if the amount of the carbon
nanoparticles is too low, the binding effect may be insufficiently sustained.

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time

of invention to provide a carbon nanotube to lithium salt ratio of 0.1 to 10 wt% to
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Bosnyak in order to prevent irreversible reactions and to provide optimal binding

between lithium salts and the carbon nanotubes.

Claims 5 and 11-13 are rejected under pre-AlA 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being
unpatentable over Bosnyak (WO 2010/117392) in further view of Kim (2005 Carbon).

Regarding claim 5, Bosnyak teaches carbon nanotube aspect ratios of at least
about 100 [para 0042].

Bosnyak is silent to the oxidation of carbon nanotubes.

Kim teaches oxidation of carbon nanotubes creates minor damage to the
crystalline structures and increases the electrical conductivity of carbon nanotubes
[abstract].

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time
of invention to select carbon nanotubes having an oxidation level of 1% to 15% in order
to increase the electrical conductivity of the carbon nanotubes. Oxidation levels of 1% to

15% are considered to be equivalent to minor damage as taught.

Regarding claim 11, Bosnyak teaches discrete carbon nanotubes having lithium
ion active material bound to their surface [para 0082]. Bosnyak teaches isolated
exfoliated carbon nanotubes which are considered to uniformly dispersed without
clustering on a dimension scale less than 1 micrometer.

Bosnyak is silent to the oxidation of carbon nanotubes.
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Kim teaches oxidation of carbon nanotubes creates minor damage to the
crystalline structures and increases the electrical conductivity of carbon nanotubes
[abstract].

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time
of invention to oxidize the carbon nanotubes of Bosnyak in order to create minor
damage to the crystalline structure and therefor increase the electrical conductivity of

the carbon nanotubes.

Regarding claim 12, Bosnyak teaches discrete carbon nanotubes having lithium
ion active material bound to their surface [para 0082]. Bosnyak teaches isolated
exfoliated carbon nanotubes which are non-aggregated and therefor considered to be
uniformly dispersed without clustering on a dimension scale less than 1 micrometer.

Bosnyak is silent to the oxidation of carbon nanotubes.

Kim teaches oxidation of carbon nanotubes creates minor damage to the
crystalline structures and increases the electrical conductivity of carbon nanotubes
[abstract].

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time
of invention to oxidize the carbon nanotubes of Bosnyak in order to create minor
damage to the crystalline structure and therefor increase the electrical conductivity of
the carbon nanotubes.

Regarding claim 13, Bosnyak teaches the lithium active material is chemically

attached to the surface of [nanomaterial/nanoparticles bound, para 0082].
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Conclusion

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the
examiner should be directed to ERIC CONNELLY whose telephone number is
(571)272-9986. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 9:30am-
6:00pm EST.

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner’s
supervisor, Milton Cano can be reached on 571-272-1398. The fax phone number for
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300.

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR.
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only.
For more information about the PAIR system, see http:/pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information

system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000.

/ERIC CONNELLY/ /MILTON | CANO/
Examiner, Art Unit 1723 Supervisory Patent Examiner
Art Unit 1723
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