% = ¥ Realtek Semiconductor Corp. v. LSI Corp. et al
(5:12-cv-03451)
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$- & fE
3112432 2F¥ R R 7F

2012 # 6 % 29 p > AR IC R 3 & v 4o W A R B 2R a4 LS| Corporation 22 H i/
+ o & Agere Systems LLC » w38 £ 48 1 % & FIRAND RRIIEE 2o > e 2 RR%E Y
PAReibhringrari B et (HA%5 5 337-TAB37) £ & ‘I\)ikn,\*gg
Vg4t s B@mim il LSI g wikifle ﬁﬂu IEEE # 2. F/IRAND #24# -k - 2003 & &2
2004 # > Agere w IEEE #& % %% 7 & (Letters of Assurance ) » -KzE#-ikfp & L4 ik i - 42
1 802.11 - # % {1 ix v F »5 IEEE HiiRif 2 ¥ -4 22002 & 10 * 22 p > Agere | = B
THE K/ FEPIEE Agere ® 2 5 |IEEE 802.11b 48  & & 4]( # 357958 41 )> @ A 2 A 2003
EleTi bR Ak WA AF R EEE 2012230 7p LS L ABAILE > £k

HE A S EP 958 2°867 H 4o LSI &Y ¥ AF BT RILESR ] @ AR RIBE B H g
75 %S LSI T ITCH ik F WALz 337 R Ak o & A LSIiE 2 sme s » 3 ;J&
LSI % F/IRAND f B k4248 2 & £°958 22°867 % 4| - LSl » - » F/RAND #24 & X%

+
WE HES R RIZRFFLEIZ LB T A EEFETF RO RBESFERE E

MABENEREFLEEEAS 2B E O REFLEPAGRKELFLEALER2ZE]E - Rpw

31252 2 & JlHpF

R &m0 A R E 5 IEEE 80211 HEIF - k2 Adere ¥t A S H 7 2 5
802.11 3 2 SEP » &k % 51 2 2 b FIH A BlhoT

(1) US5,870,087 (*087 & 41): £ 5 si- zepdd & @ﬁ%]ﬁ%%fr,i‘s L4 B # s e MPEG 2
B E i kife> ;2 (MPEG decoder system and method having a unified memory for
transport decode and system controller functions ) » 3% 4 & & 1% 51 % 47 | o

(2) US6,452,958 B1(°958 & 4 ): & * ¥ -5 & cndie =24 % % s (Digital modulation system
using extended code set) » #-% s £ &% 31 % 60 F -

313 2%2 2%

2013 # 31 26 p 0 L B F ik £ E G2 5Rp R A 8
P #4124 JOURIB A 7 A0t IEEE 80211 4108 % 41 B 2 £% & £ & 241 £ fride 2013 &
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-

5720 p o F A4t LS| & Agere fdt BIER M2 B e ITC ibRIp s & &4 0 #=
& F F/IRAND g &4 T4 #4142 #0442/ 7 ITC ARV 28 2 PR ¢ ]
T4 FIRAND £ &7+ 3 bt’#ﬁ; § VaiF el 2w 0 g dE g oz o LSI & Agere
#2013 #57% 24 p rj&ﬁ%ii— Faalaflede ) Firoar PR 2014 &2 37 20 p A 2 B
wod ZITCAARS AT ETRaEF FRMMZFIBTHEFEF REPF L3R4 L L & -

2013 £ 97 26 F o - FAEF Uk BF BN T RILEFFIL (- ) '958 #7867 &
FIF/RAND #f1 £ 5 5 (=2 ) B E T L EF X O&B0 7 EF 245 T R #ictp - 2014 & 2
" 10 p > ﬂk%xﬁiﬁrp#@]# PREE 2 FE B2 0 26 p Rl d (verdict) o 42958 & 7

2 F/RAND 4] & 5 5 5% & & 53840 8372 0.12% @ 867 % 1101 5 0.07% 11 2 4t feje
BEr&giaiistdhd 3825000 2 ~2 T on mfr“%rﬁl z A% 2
i ;% 2] %<5 (Motion for Judgment as a Matter of Law ) » 3% ”"%.P EHE TR LY 4
L %4 F/RAND ] £ FERAEE 5 24 2> 2014 # 6 2 16 p 5 wﬁw%’j—’ -
FRIEIFALSE .

HET 2014 # 37 28 p &4 H 8 g5 (Motion for Miscellaneous Relief ) » & 4255
Fpr g A A #4)4 (permanent injunction) 3 8 Fr it (declaratory relief) - 2 ¢ #2014
£67 6P HFIAHTYHEPFARALH L 285 B AR EARERARG R XTI AR
& 254 (final judgment) 40 (- ) 424 B A 35 8 3825000 % ~ s iE R X ORBZF D
PR (2 ) Ermid FEind)id (declaratory judgment) > 7 2 55 5 & £% f1424# > B| LSI R
37958 Bl srg 8 % & FIRAND R 48> o Ja g & 4 2 52 W4 847 0.12% 5 1)

£5(2) # R dmERE é»;;gﬁ;_s.ﬁ AL IR 0 BILS| S 0867 & fli R L
& FIRAND RmR|z #:4# > ¢ 00 s k5 2 5 M4V 837 007% 5 #7142 (2 ) L5~ %
Myt o
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R S
321 EXHEHPUFF T2 F (Realtek Semiconductor Corp. )

WAL EML G L2 7 (Realtek Semiconductor Corp.) £]3%>+ 1987 # 10 * 21 p > &_

FH- FREREERSP ’Es;i%?.a}&&ﬁifﬁrﬁé P2 BB S RFEC SRR ER SR
BET Y 5 A SAB RS o BN B R SR Frofga #g}i‘,oﬁz\/\‘fp 3=
THELER 2R G AREE 2012 £ 2 L HM Y EHFOL 83 /F <~ 1 £ ¥k 2000 4

BEBAEL ATHREEY S CRBRAFRREL Y > 2301091 e L F D A
FAg et X et Fr 4 ® RTL8002 - 1998 # to & A4 15 o £ 4 S % e 2 eh|C %t 2
Fords a R A FEeFENIC 5 % ~Codec & ¥ ~ 3 + #52 Clock Generator ~ Switch 2 WLAN
s T IC, SR A AP LCD Fr ] B R A o T E kP R-A
FEBFS YR ERET T H . o WLAM T4~ 22 TV L P AAMEY cREAS

3 SRS H L o EEE L B3 STMicroelectronics ~ Broadcom ~ Qualcomm % Texas Instruments

*mk- e

3.2.2. LSI Corp.

LSI 27 & - AN ER4ufAsL T Fj=d (SanJose) ehg + 2 > 22 A f 3@
PR LAERNYERFI RO R AR Aae 0P LN EEFK (L ;‘J’i)”ﬁ R d e

LSI 2 72 1981 & f4cdligh I Wit i 4 285 (Milpitas) I 58 & = o fl4n 4 & 38 & f

T 1% - 3512 (Wilfred Corrigan ) ~ +* f -%c5F £ (Bill O'Meara) ~ % i9-j< 5. (Rob Walker) 2 ¥

B E -4 Z (Mitchell Bohn) - p a2 2 %44 F CEO S P # 45« + f (Abhi Talwalkar) - 3%
72012 £y $4F 5L 251 E 4 0 B 4t 5080 %

LSI 2 7 chd 587 £ 55 ¢ 4538 3+ T4 3 e (ASIC)~ 1 5 % im i fie B ~ RAID if e B -
TFRE RIS PRE Bodi o & ok LSI £:EE Agere & B ATH R E RS T35 fw%](Volp) .
Bty e s HESRFE ~USB frd s i A & 5 7] o f 12 LS| i 3 & pb Sandforce - &7
HALA T BEAE S L7 -

LSI = @ &k f A 88k p o and BRI Ry~ 3P ERoRER % > T 1% L300 0 ahg 4
4 A WE ALK 2005 £ LSl i ml REEMEAGLP S5 PRI R EWMEE R

68 »About Realtek" http://www.realtek.com.tw/about/snapshotView.aspx?Langid=1&PNid=1&PFid=1&Level=1. Realtek.
Retrieved 25 January 2014
% LS| Corporation 10-K". Securities and Exchange Commission. 2012. Retrieved 28 January 2014.
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e £ 2 - 21998 & LSI o &% Hyundai f<pt Symbios Logic - 2007 & 4 * 2 p >
LSI = & gt k55 *T2 2 (Agere Systems) & # > #-2 @ L4 LSl Logic =@ 38 { &
w LSl =@ 22008 # 4 % » LSI & Nortel =~ & ~ Accton #- 3 =~ @ ~ Telrad . 20 & ~ Aricent
=& ~ Nakina & st 2 @ ~ Dimark #2720 @ ~ VIA #1432 @ ~ Infineon 44 = @ 12 2 Mediatrix
TEEE LT MSBG B - 2013 # 12 % - AT chd E§ 3 (Avago Technologies) z
w66 mE o> w T LS] .

AEVE A g2 RAHGH 0 R[4 24]

# 24 Realtekv. LSl 353 > # § T4 (2013)

A The L LSI Corp.
w2 PR 1987 1976
RE A 272.217 (TWD) 1.029 (USD)
¥R 281.80 (TWD) 2.808 (USD)
Z 71 30.354 (TWD) -0.001 (USD)
B
- 2000 1235
(234 1 B)
P 5 g o~ (R&D) 66.599 (TWD) 0.065 (USD)
2013 &7 £ WM& ¥ 132 399

(Hi=:m~)
Source: FEF EE TR - 2P FERRY <

(http://investing.businessweek.com/research/company/overview/overview.asp?cr=US)
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; A% ?ﬁfj‘ﬁﬁ
331 +x%% %

2012 # 6 7 29 p > AR ICHFFdE & X FMR 5 T 7 4o WAk F 2R B dr o
o2 44 LSl 22 Agere Systems fs 3 B 4% 215 & FIRAND 3245 2 2 322 95 ~ { » 2 K
BT r2 R ¢ 8ot HHRFCR BRI F5 0 &F 742 o REFE7 2
IEEE #7-k#%2. FIRAND #2# & 7% A4 2 1 ke Brata ¢ 32 1(— )i F & 5 (breach
of contract) ; (= ) ~#E#Z F = (promissory estoppel); (= ) 7 2442 < Jf 3k #3585 F/RAND
PSR LEZHBEFREzHE T & 2 &4 (declaratory judgment that defendants
must offer Realtek a RAND license or that the alleged essential patents are unenforceable as to
mmwyuimw)ﬁéﬁéﬁﬁﬁww%%%%iz\l”amFWMWammmmwMM
California Business and Professions Code § 17200 ) - 4% % *+ 2012 # 8 * 16 p & 4} 5 -1z
Fuds w 4 2 3% 0 @ g2 a3t 2012 & 10 * 10 p i % (Realtek Semiconductor Corp. v. LSI
Corp., No. C-12-03451 RMW, Not Reported in F.Supp.2d 2012 WL 4845628 (N.D.Cal. Oct. 10,
2012))> B w R & ot 2 TR 2 30 R T RA ALK Z B ARSI B Fe

R AT R iR R L IEEE 0802.11 4R B o4t 2, 2 - ﬁﬂAgereﬁ:}a 38 4 5 80211
2 SEP > & % £°958 % 1£2°867 & 4| - Agere % 2001 # 5 ¥ — 42 LSl #7&H > 5 LS|
T 2 F o 5 2003 £ ¢2 2004 £ > Agere  |EEE #& % %% 30 (Letters of Assurance ) » #p #
hH ¢ #’”ﬁ 2. 802.11 {52 SEP » M i 4310 2ah i 2 2t AR AT Ryh &I 2 PREIE > 32

U g Y F-A Kk F o5 IEEE chgljisiR 2 2 2002 £ 10 ¢ 22 p > Agere | =t B &
ﬁg‘grﬂ _%imﬁ; Agere ¥ 2 5 IEEE 2. 802.11b % e & & ] (357958 &) 1L i i * 3|
802.11b - # 2 4p R A 40 B ZF 0 5% 5 EJ| £ BT 404 > w2 8 2003 &£ 2 Bk 3 B A
% ’xﬁ‘%;‘i%\%%%ﬁﬁﬁoﬁ 12012 # 37 7p >LSI AL AT o BmELE > A5%kFFE T4 &
v 2% H°958 £2°867 & JIHE ] o w i LS| i Aviy &
%ﬁ%&@ﬁﬁiﬂ’ YQK%EiW”jTaﬁﬁa°i@7ﬂ—%’5“@”C%K%
EEOPHIET H958 827867 BT > A ITC 2012 # 42 11 p > %84 - Az 4
? > LSl ¥ Agere & R ITC f%% 5 13 fp £, (limited exclusion order ) 22 . X f& )k ¢

““r\‘v ks

_j
s
T
&
5
\\\
S
[
iy
“
\MF
N
§3¢

—

# b ¢4 4 | (permanent cease-and-desist orders ) » % ¢ “$ A BT E R o

LSI ## ITC A 418 > 35 2 nE 2 & F LSI &2 F/RAND 48 ik 2 k3248 2 °958 ¥7°867
LA1oLSI= & F¥- > F/RAND 42 #2455 - s 8 1B 2T 4 518 FH £ pren
AFBASHEME G A AL TERE AN B ot B L QL AR i
A&LH 2 EE -

Aid R AR REBERAARFT 2013830 260 L EE kS B
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H 2R A A i B FlA- s T RE R PeE 2414 R U At g IEEE
802.11 &% 2 SEP #7B~{¥ m:}*”f b NP L F# 2013 # 5% 20 p oo jEr A4 LSI
22 Agere & it tee ITC 855 337 154038 & 134 ﬁ#%#kuﬁ &L o2 Ta‘u*jj‘ﬁﬁ,&‘._’é’_% % SEP 2. A~ % &
Bl AT s JH L FIRAND 42 9 &7 P45 244 £
AT ITC #7¥ & %%%?~#%“$ md o PEBGIL e ka2 FIRAND #24E &30 %
B 4 E} g iz B2 i aF 3 >z Realtek Semiconductor Corp. v. LSI Corp., 946 F.Supp.2d 998
(N.D.Cal. 2013) ) -

LSl ¥ Agere %2013 # 5 24 p %f— BiEPE 244 2 w4z ¢ 7+ (interlocutory
appeal ) » @ % W % 4 ¢ } 3%;% fx (the United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit) B
22014 # 3% 20p B woF A ITCesg i © @ F £ WA fuiz % 337 i5(19 U.S.C. §1337)
FHrPHEAE > AL A B L L B A XY L 2r4 2 2 & (Realtek Semiconductor
Corp. v. LSI Corp., No. 13-16070, 2014 WL 1087822 (9th Cir. Mar. 20, 2014) ) -

2013 # 97 26 p » - Filaf 2 )E?;i* MTRAEFRE®EFR (- ) 7958 £2°867 & 1
2 FIRAND 14 % > 2 (= ) L %ui TR R ERBTRF TV EE 2 EiER
HHGE 2014 #2707 10Pp > AERBLEFRFBFEZELE  aRFEE2 7 26 p
i 20958 & J14F F 14411 £ (ongoing royalty payment) 2 F/IRAND #4] £+ F S5 % &
SRl A B gp2. 0.12% 0 @ 867 B FIRI S 0.07% > 11 % 42 )ﬁaihﬂ EEEZOEBFLAGRE
3,825,000 % ~ 2 4p LT RETE o mrr FEZ AR B R EH A ke 'gfjﬁ

EOEITREM LI s L 54 FIRAND {1 £ F S X3 E 5 240 2> 2014 # 6 7 16
p & w A i %3 (Realtek Semiconductor, Corporation v. LSI Corporation, Case No.
C-12-3451-RMW, Not Reported in F.Supp.2d, 2014 WL 2738216 (N.D.Cal. June 16, 2014) )> ‘&a4F 2
FEARAZ T IR RS -

e A 2014 & 30 28 p R IH B REKAE e RERPEE AL D ER

FERMACH 22014 £ 60 16 PR LB P RHEPFARAZH L 2B e AHET M
AN A b F ( Realtek Semiconductor, Corporation v. LSI Corporation, Case No.
C-12-3451-RMW, Not Reported in F.Supp.2d, 2014 WL 2738226 (N.D.Cal. June 16, 2014) )> - 35 12
et A dz BB (- A L A5 % 3,825,000 ¥ Ak iR —i??-féfjéiziz-ﬁﬂiﬁf PR ()
ERm R 7 2 FHE & RE 4 B LSI &% & 2 FIRAND #£4RE2Z % T >
& 958 B ERE P& FIRAND 424k 2 2 324F > ¢ U AR R A & 2 W4 |
P2 0.12%% s & S (Z2) Zlmdimdlil 2 £ 55 & REJI34E > A LSI &3 &

H F/IRAND #24# KE2 w3 T » & 3&;7&’867 L3 =58 5 @ & FIRAND 3248 1% 2 20 3248 >
U E R REAE S E R L2 0.07% G TS (2 ) BE S AFHZHBFS o
&

KM E R T 0 A4 [4 25) AL
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# 25 Realtekv. LSI & & A # F 4
T LR Realtek Semiconductor Corp. v. LSI Corp.
A5 P Hp 2012 # 6 * 29 p
*Rk R Realtek Semiconductor Corporation

B R

Elizabeth A. Niemeyer
(Finnegan, Henderson, Farabow, Garrett & Dunner, LLP)

LSI Corporation

s
AR Agere Systems LLC
s e i E A David F. Nickel |
(Foster, Murphy, Altman & Nickel, PC)
L US 6,452,958
US 6,707,867
LR o (rE&r 22|z rn da 27 2458 LA %)
* 50 5:12-cv-03451-RMW
s s 4u WA F B35 25 3 P (the United States District Court for the Northern
PR District of California)
B E Ronald M. Whyte, J.
Z25p Y 2014 £ 6 * 16 p
1. 2 R g% 3825000 % ~ s iE F T GEBFHp TR
2. Aridi )i (declaratoryjudgment) TEEREE RE
- % Fl4z48 > I LSl i £ 2 F/IRAND 4 Kg2 e ™ 0 % A
/T* 958 B Ak B3k B 2 & F/IRAND #2405 i 2 $248 > & 3512
s ML ERA SE M LE2 0.12% W5 BT 4
T 3. EIMMARYA 2 A EE R RE I3 B LSI A8 £
H F/RAND #4822 w3 ™ - & /;‘.T}u 867 & Ik L3k & ¢
& FIRAND #2405 2 2 g2 » & B AT g A 5 %
4 8 g2 0.07%6 5 1 &
4. THE 5 RFFT 2B
%5 13-16070
N 2 W% 4 w3 e (the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Ninth
¢ FREE | Girin)
F ERIEEF Farris, Reinhardt, and Tashima, Circuit Judges
£ p gy 2014 & 3 * 20 p
FRES + 7% w (The appeal is DISMISSED )

173




33231

AEABGE S REFRDIS LA R LARA T B ML R p B4 uiES £

L & A2 i

7 ¥ A2

26] -
# 26 Realtek v. LSI % i* i (7 pr 4%
A2 B P 422k B p
A s sk fp4 a2 LSl e
1 2 IF 06/29/2012
3 Agere i& & 2 F/RAND #4# % 7*
2 A ~%d Ronald M. Whyte ;3 F i&{7 %12 07/12/2012
2 LS| & Agere 3 &) B R a
3 B v AzyE i ’ L 08/16/2012
5} I d\ f )Z
)Qﬁ\, D,;% =4
W} 7 AR B ENEN SR N AR L AN b ML DA e
4 41 #% %_ (Order on 4 2 55 et 10/10/2012
Motion to Dismiss ) R TR
s );t F A EaEK A5k H Bupey iz F
5 BE sk RN . PR A 10/24/2012
I,'%,’ ﬁ",}g/z}‘m Ld\);-—v-.]\;ﬁ')\
6 Besana i 5 2 ﬂ—-rmpu:'z e i 5 )4 (partial 03/26/2013
summary judgment )
et i 5 2
@F'F"Lﬂ"FE”” e h o e o % e e vs s
. EH ERNN FEOHRBFS DA
7 ( Order on Motion ‘ e .J . ’ - Jf g 05/20/2013
for Partial Summary # 2 4] 4 (preliminary injunction )
Judgment )
w2, fﬁh#%wﬁ B4 L %4 B
IEs: drd B2
8 S SR i b At B 05/24/2013
w3 2phge DR RAE LIS R ML
9 r i\ #* 2 F = (promissory estoppel ) z_ 3% 09/06/2013
FF 'F”LH i 5E
* i LT R d f ]ﬁ] 19 T' X i—mé.
10 e e d ARF RS BF BRI 09/26/2013
2t
A 32 T4cize 7 (Settlement
1 fef# i R S ( 10/07/2013
conference) » i frfiz A %
ywmﬁﬁﬁL@ R RS %%Lﬂmmn
12 #_ (Orderon |inLimine) fadi s = » & F&¢ % A 01/06/2014

Motion in Limine)

fe % W% miAzY &0 ITC (Foci2 §

174




REAENLEERLAHLLRGHE
#;\#%7;;4;#&:'1 2002 = 2003 & 5 &
& Agere Pl 3 Lk A G R F

B BUE R

13 AERFEFEESEF 4 02/10/2014
(Jury Trial - Begun)
F2 % B34 (Jur AERZEEFEFERLEL R EERD
14 7§ WA (Jury PRRFRELT L B FRIR 02/26/2014
Verdict ) FABES
U R IR b4 PR IR RS T AL ,]+
15 (USCA EREN e S ah -3 VRS F: & S 03/20/2014
Memorandum ) f;%
Bapiid B2l | ARG ENL Btk
Motion for TSR H BT i—:}‘i’E [
16 ( i ) E FHEFT 2 03/28/2014
Judgment as a Matter | £ 8875 74 3F 0 T A58 & Ara B F
of Law) 2 TS 2509 £ £
ﬁ»‘;%—ﬁ fo ]L(/kl R & IH s «]L(/’Q?‘—L i{‘;%_’ ;‘%—1\/;‘ Fe¥%
Motion for WA B L ermanent injunction
17 <_ # e (p . ) 03/28/2014
Miscellaneous TP F rminiifoA (declaratory
Relief) rellef)
B Fed ki B2 A2 B R e
HAH v R H R J‘\~ E TR
(4,944,632 % ) > 112867 & 2
18 P RERSPES 03/28/2014
%‘FF W= = J #‘»’ﬁi'h‘%ﬁ?' $t’f‘JF/RAND *gaf, $[,L 53
i 0 0.017% > @'958 & 4B
0.017%
SE o o3k ot RO =5 H
. PES E T£ ljji f ﬁ» &
19 PEA 05/09/2014
AT i fridhz ﬁ»% F’“E@ﬂﬁﬂ%ﬂ
ﬁ%ﬁﬁééﬂ¢
i 2t #% z_ (Order on
20 | ( LRy 06/16/2014
Motion for Judgment
as a Matter of Law )
%%ﬁ%—ﬂ i Fr A
413V z_ (Ord
% L-( rder on PSS RS PO A B L 2
21 Motion for 06/16/2014
. BN &Iﬁ% £ 3 Fﬁg E-FMT' ]l{/t' ;%—1‘
Miscellaneous
Relief)
B 2 (final ]
22 * A E B B 2k 06/16/2014
judgment )
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333 HFHE WA 7
AERAGE B R fREEF TR dgi i o e [£27]

# 27 Realtek v. LSI g 2732 B Ff 0t fi

fpin i r

g EEF T A i

(Leader f&zx*
Elizabeth A. Niemeyer(*)
Realtek Semiconductor _ Ming-Tao Yang
Finnegan, Henderson, Farabow,
Corp. E. Robert Yoches
Garrett & Dunner, LLP
(%) C. Brandon Rash

Gary C. Ma

David F. Nickel(*)

Foster, Murphy, Altman & Nickel, : -
Michael Kirby, Jr.

PC )

(Senior Paralegal)

David E. Sipiora

Kristopher L. Reed
Matthew C. Holohan

LSI Corp. ;
Jeffrey M. Connor
Agere Systems LLC. Kilpatrick Townsend & Stockton
‘ Laura K. Mullendore
() LLP

Jordan Trent Jones

Kenneth S. Chang

Kristopher L. Reed

Jonathan D. Link

Wayne W. Call

Call & Jensen Law Firm
Aaron L. Renfro

TR R G e A 0 ¢ 4R IR R 4

3.3.3.1 &% Realtek Semiconductor Corp. 2. X fF E ot 2 fF X 4

(1) Finnegan, Henderson, Farabow, Garrett & Dunner, LLP
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Finnegan (& 3R& >t FE 4% » 1965 # ]2 > 1 £ 42 45 & - Finnegan p = §_% W& P
RIS 0 AT EMAA S Z BFE AT FERTTERBPM G 5 BopE > 1988 A4 T
BREAAR ~FEERE A2 S ERE g P A2IRE G O By RS TR AT
Wi B EFEMABE ¥ A £ 7400 B2 9600 £ L X2 Lt f oA

3;}%%?1};}*4,{5—“&%’._‘:‘;—3@ CBE YR CHFRAEE TARBEEARE S G 2k R
A Avery Index =+ ¥ > Finnegan # 4 #7550 = L X 2 2 F f297; 2012 & ¥ £ 7 2 WEF A
(American Lawyer); =t 5 & B B A A 77302 B2 E A9 Finnegan 8 o H frd X £ 302 F 38 4
PR B E A Yk 40 B B A L AT %25%&&%@@??
AR eD LA E R 2 AP ERAT A oFinnegan 2 £ 5 FikE T E R aE A oA B 2 AF
A B9 RfFRgAEEY L g L0 *8%@i$ﬂ’ﬁmwmﬁa$%%§°

(2) Elizabeth A. Niemeyer

A% R =% 4 % Elizabeth A. Nlemeyer CEFNERASTLIAREE C FREIF R

B ArB2RE S R A R S AR E R A % 2 o Niemeyer 39 & ch AR LA E A £ 2
LED & % - &0 & B B % 48 7 o colim  Niemeyer § 58 ¥ £ = F F37 €573 K% - Niemeyer
PR ERRNET I LR € o B AR AR HERAE - F ARG - BITeE T &)

PR E LG PG AR B R RESK o 'F 0 ITC ha iF > Niemeyer ~ Lo & %5 F

R R s R AL LI R SR R F o R o
3.3.3.2 #4 LSl Corp./Agere Systems LLC. 2 " & 2fFE R 2fF N 4

(1) Kilpatrick Townsend & Stockton LLP(4 & % £ LSI Corporation; Seagate Technology)

Kilpatrick Townsend & Stockton *+ 1860 # £+ » 4 — RMEf EfF £ 497 RIMK LW
< > 5 2011 # I 4 ~ Kilpatrick Stockton % ¥ £ . Townsend & Townsend & Crew = 73 =
TR EEATAIZ TR EA R EBRE LT R (FEMAL G+ &) r{é_r. EREE TR
EIAsdk c ZERTLEREZIRFEF o40f L~ p A~ Fiaforgs 12 > 2%5 18
Jedy B> #F ¥ 650 & EEF 0 P wm A sT T AP TR cHB ¥R GReHELEII I
E- R Y =S e I E e N B ~ 3 !Fﬁrk#ﬁﬁ/z%i AEAFIE o AR
Townsend & Stockton % LSI 2. 2 & £ = 2 fF § 4397 o

» Kilpatrick
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(2) David E. Sipiora

TN EJIFR S BB E R R Y £ R HE
B k@ ¥ fx > Sipiora 8L G4
f‘f: Bs % & ’? LU -%’- T B

A % 2 fF X & David E. Sipiora s & i3
BPRAE o FTe4 R S BB T A F R
RR G MAIEE - TR 2 RE - BAGEACFEE L fF

L4 F ¢ EA] - Sipiora # AT s EEF R EITE L 2008 # 02 k L R -~“':‘L&.fm-¢gm;— .
+ 2011 & » 2012 & fr 2013 4 & =5 Chambers USA 3e:47 k7] 5 £ BT & M A &7 -

.
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£ T S

341 A £ L FIf] A

1. US 6452958 B1

LEHA

%1158 | US6452958B1 | ¥ A iR i Bk S
() Digital modulation system using extended code set

LR , - o sh % e
() % F o deanfici=a g b

G 1998/04/22 A 2002/09/17

PERTE Agere Systems  Guardian
Corp
DEUTSCHE BANK AG WA Richard D. J. van Nee

B#3dEF £ | NEW YORK BRANCH, AS
COLLATERAL AGENT

IPC £ #%. | HO4B 1/69 UPC 4 3%, | 375/130 ; 375/140 ; 370/208
US 19960688574 19960730 ;

BAED US 19980057310 19980408 ;
US 19980064188 19980422

o= US 2003/0076898 Al ; US 7079567 B2
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0 Realtek Semiconductor Corp. v. LSI Corp., 946 F. Supp. 2d 998 (N.D. Cal. 2013)
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"2 Realtek Semiconductor, Corporation v. LSI Corporation, Case No. C-12-3451-RMW, Not Reported in F.Supp.2d,
2014 WL 2738216 (N.D. Cal. June 16, 2014)
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b. Barnard v. Theobald, 721 F.3d 1069, 1075 (9th Cir. 2013) : ¥ 4iF: % B $L 42 2| # 5 - §_
TEBENAF - BEE2 % AL SHERFEL ARG A F .
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® Realtek Semiconductor, Corporation v. LSI Corporation, Case No. C-12-3451-RMW, Not Reported in F.Supp.2d,
2014 WL 2738216 (N.D. Cal. June 16, 2014)
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™ Realtek Semiconductor Corp. v. LSI Corp., No. C-12-03451 RMW, Not Reported in F. Supp. 2d, 2012 WL 4845628,
N.D. Cal. Oct. 10, 2012,
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193



that defendants breached their duty of good faith and fair dealing ) -
= %fﬁk%b’ﬂ% PR RARERITERAS L PO AR IR FE AR E T
ALMIp AL RFY PAFRELATTRI AR RAGRL AP DFREALFE 2 RT
% i i}ﬁ%p\* HEF MBERF LN KRBT LF DlE Y o
BRSNS 2 bpbe B Hasde o 2 4 F/RAND 32465 2 2 3248 0 F R faz &4
W& TR & Boip o 2 éﬁ?ﬁiﬁi%’¢hmiﬁ BRI RO ARBERE
FIRAND $:4#> e ¥ B M T L 5 F AT AR L /LR TR ZRES & FIRAND
FREDE IR HERIAANE BAGSCEKF T SR LA ARE B3
et EE SR LB RA T T PR LA T AR AR o T g
i e LEEfEAw AR T BT 2 A -2 FIRAN ﬁﬂ{g F2_ e pEo v
A FE RS RS RS PlEe TR LB B
2. F R o ERRT mé’&#ﬂ.é%T’%ﬁﬁv
% & F/IRAND 4] & -
Fhetd o 2B Y RLGRE T RETREF 53

B 7%
BF NI E TR LA F T 2R L 2 Ak ﬁk*ﬂfﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁiﬁw;ii%,%
# 5

.

& R d iél‘?uitéiﬁvi%{‘ﬁfu?fgmo

R R o R R R v AL F RS v R AT RSl o

BEARA L A% R TR RZIR G 2 2 A2 AR B R TR E B Atk E 4 0 TS
HEFAP P FOHL T A TR ATHT M J ZRTIRIE B AR Fedp )0 P BRRE T L
o b J’\?%“ri!tpﬁ Rizles 22 2k 37 BRMREF RORBLF A FAT UL T

LA RHRESE L fer BB E R A% A bﬂﬁﬁ?&ﬁ{ﬁﬁgi
A W%Wﬂ%%'f‘]&ﬁ_'_ BT - WL A B BEAN AL IF U p ot fE2EF &5
1iﬁﬁfioﬂ&’kh.Wﬁp%N%?&%%ﬁ%%éiéﬂﬁiﬁ%§%°
AT O TR 2 PR A RARE TS H A WLAN 2 57 H-aud = p
WEoRFRREORMENIETFRE FMAFEARDT G2 p o BB s F 0§
B R e B R W{;ﬂ WE T A L EMAE AL 7L RS

J

+ #
PR AAET > LR RS T RA TR AT L 2 %

g
tn_.

[
Vo
A
3
l4m

\_.

Ea

et
7T,

6) g 20l

a. Microsoft Corp. v. Motorola, Inc., 864 F.Supp.2d 1023, 1035 (W.D.Wash. 2012) - & 7% &3« %
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b. Apple, Inc. v. Motorola, Inc., 869 F.Supp.2d 901, 914 (N.D.1ll. 2012) - B}« %4 Fe R ik 95
F/RAND 4% i kg SEP> £z B {4k £ S HEEF i 2oty . 2 &
AAER LT R TR A R RO N R

3522 W4 Btk batidiinm
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e
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AL AR FAEAITCHA A Y k2 id F FIRAND #2148 % 4% 5 fupri 5k » #7102
el F R AR EHAY L AFFIL o B F ITC e £ B )8 o 24 23R 1 (- ) R
¥3h 8 ¥ REN gigﬁ';”itlTC*quagvr;%f Ara gk AT B AR BEE & E Fupiad

kil #LAFRATAT2 P FIRAND 2 p 5 - 1% (2 ) e+ %%
SEmE ey - FTEBARFT > T LNTC A KT i P 2

BER ALK R ARFEALAGEEFEITCAAAHZ B A% 273 i 58k
LEGITC2Z AR EH4HEJ AL EHE L JlE 2 L8 7 AP L4 4R 2 iEr 8
FIRAND #ig itz £ 8o st dpdi > B A ITCA AR Y LA RIT N > 2 ITCF A&k
u——a‘Ei‘Epa?xﬁm.—ng,%u i B Rz v RN B B ITC inwt A £ £ MM it 5
1337 (R TA 3 e S L AL 2 FFIHE o RETR N AARITCAE R &R H
FIRAND ffl &£+ & - s 82 156> A @Hp~ 22 TCH A ST AL d fgirifgﬁé
ReITCAHAERT EWAFZATHFRLR > FFA REA AR 2R o HE L% (-)
BB RO R R R 0 BT e A ITC AR S flE ks A % i
sfiE s (2 ) BT ek E B R4 L FIRAND 41 &0 5 e pF A ITC 23R8 A4
B (Z2) 2Rryramd A T FRAND 4 S5 8 F ITC A2 % o

> Realtek Semiconductor Corp. v. LSI Corp., No. C-12-03451, Doc. 102, ORDER by Judge Whyte granting [67] Motion
for Partial Summary Judgment; denying [72] Motion to Stay (N.D. Cal. May 20, 2013)(3~ p PACER)
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3523 7 -2 FIRAND ##4]1 4+ 5 Rd 122 Mz’

(1) FRwp

ENBE999B’%%Qﬁﬁﬁga%ﬁ’jﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁgﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ%%@%ﬁ
Li%ﬁﬂ%éﬁi%ﬁmoa&2m3ﬁ9”115’5 ¥ ErRUSEN ER TR U ol g
(Joint Submission) > 2 ¢ &3¢ 2 p % it FIRAND #4435 Bd 2 PR EFMEFE2 =5

/24: F;}ta/}’,\ 2013-& 9 A 26 E] ié'i:[:i\‘ ,;\io
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A4 A 3R A2 FIRAND 4] £ 5 2. d 12 % M %322 3248 (a jury issue) > )5 H $48
ANZEHEIANPFIZIR S IRTEFLBERERF oTUEI B FRFEZENELIENE

2

% %= B 1k hikik (the Seventh Amendment » 2 2 P A i@ 2ermE ¢ > §irmiai @

’® Realtek Semiconductor Corp. v. LSI Corp., No. C-12-03451, Doc. 152, Supplemental Case Management Order (N.D.
Cal. September 9, 2013)(3~ p PACER); Realtek Semiconductor Corp. v. LSI Corp., No. C-12-03451, Doc. 167, Order re:
joint submissions pursuant to supplemental case management order (N.D. Cal. September 26, 2013)(2~ p PACER)

196



4220 £ Ao s Rd 23 BB I TR X I %E o in suits at common law, where the value
in controversy shall exceed twenty dollars, the right of trial by jury shall be preserved ) -
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%72+ ¢_F/RAND #4] £+ 52 #4] (Microsoft Corp. v. Motorola, Inc., No. 10-cv-01823-JLR,
2013 WL 4519451, at *5, W.D.Wash. Aug. 25,2013 ) > sr iz F a2 4% k1 4F > g T 42
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3524 i F A% ITCH B4 218 % W5 @i
(1) F7#P

A "f?’éﬁ%ﬁ‘;ﬁ‘ (motionin limine ) » F-Riz ek L3 0 - A F 1 ITCH &
%2 7g;2 F (Administrative Law Judge » ALJ) 4= # 3 # ;4-%_ (Initial Determination) % & %
Bl FR AL P AR ETART AL EIE -A B B REA A E K
£ %402 FIRAND 484 £+ S pr > 50352 A £ L J1B11 5 § % £ 5 %22 o % 12 2014

AL 6P RNFL FREFITCHA LKL R * 24 H LS boddy -

() #2i%E
UEER PR 5%""f3%‘&"fi5?“§ﬂ§**ifﬁi'l&%i?ﬁﬂii@ﬁ
F/RAND 11 &3+ 5 > 1 ITC A B i scit T HA R0 AR FRA 5 53 2 N

md (irrelevant) » @ & ik 35 55 2828 5 LR (Federal Rules of Evidence » FRE) % 402 if 2R 2 >
F AN I :}iE% o ploeb A 2 v A 5k X R R GE nﬁ:}fi FRE % 403 iz 'L:}i”,T. FIEEAH A A
AT GRS TS B RS ERIMBET 2 2 H T g 27 o T A g v (any relevance

is outweighed by the danger of unfair prejudice ) -
B) RE ik

HEAKRITCA B Tk L MBI L 7 ARRY angdy > Fla it
P2 izt £ B I HamiR g LT R R 0 R R K G
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" Realtek Semiconductor Corp. v. LSI Corp., No. C-12-03451, Doc. 278, Plaintiff Realtek Semiconductor corporation’s
notice of request for use of initial determination in international trade commission investigation number 337-837, or in
the alternative for a limiting instruction (N.D. Cal. February 16, 2014)(3~ p PACER); Realtek Semiconductor Corp. v.
LSI Corp., No. C-12-03451, Doc. 308, Orders on recently made motions [Re: Dkt. Nos. 268, 280, 292] (N.D. Cal.
February 24, 2014)(3>~ p PACER)
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(5) @7 kg xb)

a. sz R A % 402 iF (FRE 402 ): 7 & B s ez 4 7 ek dx *  (lrrelevant evidence is
not admissible ) -

b. =5z #E 27/ # 403 iF (FRE 403): i Feif 34 & MBI amtdy » F @B L E#R G
@za%fﬂ—ééﬁiﬁ%:éixéi%i\mmi%\#%k%@~¢$%%@
MR RS & & e dpsa 5 (The court may exclude relevant evidence if its

probative value is substantlally outweighed by a danger of one or more of the following: unfair

prejudice, confusing the issues, misleading the jury, undue delay, wasting time, or needlessly
presenting cumulative evidence ) -

3525 Rt P A A #4147
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M%%@lw*i\ A-ts o Zp R 2014 & 3 0 28 p o EE Fe A H W AN s @ e R
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‘AEt
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BEREFERPEAAZEH L FL LSII(- ) 8- A37958 827867 & {5 & &
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"8 Realtek Semiconductor Corp. v. LSI Corp., No. 13-16070, 2014 WL 1087822 (9th Cir. March, 20, 2014)
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WEGFRPEAAB L 2 B o 2 adp 0 RIFEAE 4w 3Rk (the US. Court of
Appeals for the Ninth Circuit) 2 ]| & 2 (G.C. & K.B. Invs., Inc. v. Wilson, 326 F.3d 1096, 1107
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a. eBay Inc. v. MercExchange, L.L.C., 547 U.S. 388, 391 (2006) - i+ % &_F 5% < x 24| 4 £.5%
LR PRI 2R o
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Eed (1) E8A 2722V wRF T HE A 7 a2 (the likelihood of substantial and
immediate irreparable ) 12 2 (2) # & H = 3§ ¥ # =A< £ (the inadequacy of remedies at
law ) o

d. Ross-Simons of Warwick, Inc. v. Baccarat, Inc., 217 F.3d 8, 13 (1st Cir. 2000) - % &% ¥ w4}
FTEAPFEG L 2 Kk o
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¥ Realtek Semiconductor, Corporation v. LSI Corporation, Case No. C-12-3451-RMW, Not Reported in F.Supp.2d,

2014 WL 2738226 (N.D. Cal. June 16, 2014)

80 %9 28U.5.C. §2201 (a) i< P (...any court of the United States, upon the filing of an appropriate pleading, may

declare the rights and other legal relations of any interested party seeking such declaration, whether or not further relief is

or could be sought. Any such declaration shall have the force and effect of a final judgment or decree and shall be
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a. 28 U.S.C. §2201 i*uf'— LN ?3‘24@4 Ergwmiz o2zml @iz GRS % A L;%—]‘\ )
FErb Rl R 2 B 2R B LT ¢ FRATERRE L A -
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FEZ G A EEM G N7 RSB RER TR A R H2 AR LR R
B A o
C. %’K%i’%’/zfzﬁ # 4/ 3% 57 i¥ (Fed.R.Civ.P.57 ) . % WF A T PR
My 2 FERLEA e

reviewable as such...)
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8 Realtek Semiconductor Corp. v. LSI Corp., 946 F.Supp.2d 998, 1010 (N.D.Cal. 2013).
82 Realtek Semiconductor Corp. v. LSI Corp., Not Reported in F.Supp.2d, 2014 WL 2738216, at *2 (N.D.Cal. June 16,
2014).
8 Realtek Semiconductor Corp. v. LSI Corp., Not Reported in F.Supp.2d, 2012 WL 4845628, at *5 (N.D.Cal. Oct. 10,
2012).
% Realtek, 946 F.Supp.2d at 1007.
8 Realtek Semiconductor Corp. v. LSI Corp., Not Reported in F.Supp.2d, 2014 WL 46997, at *1 (N.D.Cal. June 6,
2014).
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8 John Jurata, Jr. & David B. Smith, Turning the Page: The Next Chapter of Disputes Involving Standard-Essential
Patents, CP1 Antitrust Chronicle, October 2013 (1), at 6 (2013), available at
http://www.orrick.com/Events-and-Publications/Documents/CPI1-October-2013-Jurata-Smith.pdf (last visited July 21,
2014).

8 In the Matter of Motorola Mobility LLC and Google Inc., FTC File No. 1210120, Paragraph 1T .B.2 (decision and
order, July 24, 2013), available at
http://www.ftc.gov/sites/default/files/documents/cases/2013/07/130724googlemotorolado.pdf (last visited July 28, 2014).
% Id., Paragraph II .E.6.

8 Commission Decision of 29.04.2014, Case AT.39985 - Motorola - Enforcement of GPRS Standard Essential Patents,
C(2014) 2892 final, recital (439), at 78, available at
http://ec.europa.eu/competition/antitrust/cases/dec_docs/39985/39985 928 16.pdf (last visited July 26, 2014).

% 1d., recital (336), at 60.
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1 Commission Decision of 29.04.2014, Case AT.39939 - Samsung - Enforcement of UMTS Standard Essential Patents,
C(2014) 2891 final, recital (99), at 21, available at
http://ec.europa.eu/competition/antitrust/cases/dec_docs/39939/39939 1501 5.pdf (last visited July 28, 2014).
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