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UNITE STATES ISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN ISTRICT OF TEXAS
MARSHALL IVISION
OPTRONIC SCIENCES LLC,
Plai tiff, Case No.
v. JURY TRIAL EMAN E
BOE TECHNOLOGY GROUP CO., LTD.,

Defe da t.

COMPLAINT FOR PATENT INFRINGEMENT AGAINST
BOE TECHNOLOGY GROUP CO., LT .

Thisisa actio forpate ti fri geme tarisi gu der the Pate t Laws ofthe U ited States
of America, 35 U.S.C. § 1 ef seq., 1 which Plai tiff Optro ic Scie ces LLC (“Plai tiff”’) makes
the followi g allegatio s agai st BOE Tech ology Group Co., Ltd. (“BOE” or “Defe da t”):

INTRO UCTION

1. This complai t arises from Defe da t’s u lawful i fri geme t of the followi g
U ited States pate ts ow ed by Plai tiff, each of which ge erally relate to wireless commu icatio
tech ology: U ited States Pate ts No. 7,688,934 (the “°934 Pate t”), 8,208,084 (the “’084
Pate t”), 8,502,757 (the “’757 Pate t”), a d 8,604,471 (the “’471 Pate t”) (collectively, the
“Asserted Pate ts”).

THE PARTIES

2. Plai tiffis a limited liability compa y orga ized a d existi gu der the laws of the

state of Texas.
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3. Upo 1 formatio a d belief, BOE is a corporatio orga ized a d existi g u der
the laws of Chi a with a registered address at 10 Jiuxia giao Road, Chaoya g District, Beiji g,
100015, P. R. Chi a, a d a office address at 12 Xihua Middle Road, Beiji g Eco omic-
Tech ological Developme t Area, 100176, P. R. Chi a.

JURIS ICTION AN VENUE

4. This actio arises u der the pate t laws of the U ited States, Title 35 of the U ited
States Code § 1, et seq, 1 cludi g35U.S.C. §§ 271,281, 283,284, a d 285. This Court has origi al
subject matter jurisdictio pursua tto 28 U.S.C. §§ 1331 a d 1338(a).

5. This Court has perso al jurisdictio over Defe da t i this actio because
Defe da t has committed acts withi this District givi g rise to this actio , a d has established
mi imum co tacts with this forum such that the exercise of jurisdictio over Defe da t would ot
offe dtraditio al otio s of fair play a d substa tial justice. Defe da t has established mi imum
co tacts with the U ited States as a whole a d with Texas such that subjecti g Defe da t to
perso al jurisdictio 1 this Court will ot offe d traditio al otio s of fair play a d substa tial
justice. Defe da t has purposely availed itself of the laws a d protectio s ofthe U ited Statesa d
the State of Texas by k owi gly supplyi g a d/or co tracti g to supply display pa els for
i corporatio i to products to be sold, offered for sale, imported, a d used i the U ited States,
the State of Texas, a d 1 this District. Defe da t has targeted the U ited States by co ducti g
regular busi ess therei , a d has placed a d co ti ues to place its products 1 to the stream of
commerce through a established distributio cha el with the expectatio a d/or k owledge that
they will be purchased by co sumersi the U ited States, the State of Texas, a d this District. O
i formatio a d belief, BOE k ows or should be aware that fi ished co sumer products

1 corporati g the Accused Products are sold by U.S. compa ies a d distributors to co sumers i
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this District, 1 cludi g through websites targeti g U.S. customers. Plai tiff’s claims for pate t
1 fri geme t arise directly from a d/or relate to this activity.

6. Defe da talso represe ts itself as a global e tity with a substa tial prese cei the
U ited States, both directly a d through of steam of commerce sales of Accused Products that are

i te dedto,a di factare, soldi the U ited States. .g., https://www.boe.com/e /about/i dex

(“[Defe da t’s] subsidiaries spa 20 cou triesa dregio s,i cludi gthe U ited States, Germa vy,
Britai , Fra ce, Switzerla d, Japa , South Korea, Si gapore, I dia, Russia, Brazil a d the U ited
Arab Emirates. Its service etwork covers major regio s i Europe, the Americas, Asia, Africa
a d beyo d.”). I additio , “o e out of four display products i the world comes from BOE” a d
its display products, i cludi g the Accused Products, are i te ded to be sold “abroad.” /d.

7. Defe da thas otmovedtotra sfercases filedi this Districti the past,i cludi g
but ot limited to lement Capital Commercial Company Pte. Ltd v. BO Technology Group Co.,
etal.,Case No. 2:22-cv-00118-JRG (E.D. Tex.), a d Vista Peak Ventures, LLCv. BO Technology
Group Co., Ltd., Case No. 2:18-cv-00431-JRG (E.D. Tex.).

8. Ve ue is proper i this District u der 28 U.S.C. §§ 1391(a)-(d) a d 1400(b).
Defe da tisaforeig corporatio thatdoes otresidei the U ited Statesa d may besuedi a y
judicial district pursua tto 28 U.S.C. § 1391(¢c)(3).

COUNT 1

INFRINGEMENT OF U.S. PATENT NO. 7,688,934

9. Plai tiffreallegesa di corporates by refere ce the foregoi g paragraphs as if fully
set forth herei .
10. Plai tiff ow s by assig me t all rights, title, a d i terest 1 U.S. Pate t No.

7,688,934, e titled “Shift register a d shift register u it for dimi ishi g clock coupli g effect.”
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The 934 Pate t was duly a d legally issued by the U ited States Pate ta d Trademark Office o
March 30, 2010. A true a d correct copy of the 934 Pate t is attached as Exhibit 1.

11. O 1 formatio a d belief, Defe da t makes, uses, offers for sale, sells, a d/or
imports certai products (“’934 Accused Products™), such as the BOE OLED pa el supplied to
Apple a di cludedi the iPho e 14, that directly i fri ge, literally a d/or u der the doctri e of
equivale ts, 0 e or more claims of the ’934 Pate t. Defe da tis liable fori fri geme tofthe 934
Pate tpursua tto 35 U.S.C. § 271(a).

12.  Defe da talsok owi glya di te tio allyi ducesi fri geme t of o e or more
claims of the 934 Pate ti violatio of 35 U.S.C. § 271(b). Through the fili ga d service of this
Complai t, Defe da thas had k owledge of the ’934 Pate ta dthei fri gi g ature of the 934
Accused Products. Despite this k owledge of the 934 Pate t, Defe da t co ti ues to actively
e courage a d i struct its direct a d i direct customers to directly i fri ge the 934 Pate t. For
example, o 1 formatio a d belief, Defe da t specifically i1 structs Apple or ma ufacturers
associated with Apple to make, use, sell, offer for sale, a d import devices that meet all the
limitatio s of o e or more claim of the 934 Pate t. Defe da tdoessok owi ga di te di gthat
its customers will commit these 1 fri gi g acts. Defe da t also k ew or was willfully bli d that
its actio s would 1 duce directi1 fri geme t by others a di te ded that its actio s would i duce
direct i fri geme t by others. Accordi gly, a reaso able i fere ce is that Defe da t specifically
i te ded for others, such as its customers, to directly i fri ge o e or more claims of the 934 Pate t
because Defe da t had k owledge of the 934 Pate ta d actively i duced others (e.g., its direct
a di direct customers) to directly i fri ge the 934 Pate t.

13.  Defe da talso co tributorily i fri ges pursua tto 35 U.S.C. § 271(c) by maki g,

usi g, selli g, offeri g to sell, commercially distributi g, a d/or importi g the 934 Accused
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Products, k owi g that they co stitute a material part of the i ve tio , are especially made or
adapted foruse i 1 fri gi g, a dare ot staple articles of commerce capable of substa tial o -
1 fri gi guse.

14.  The 934 Accused Products satisfy all claim limitatio s of o e or more claim of the
’934 Pate t. A claim chart compari g i depe de t claim 1 of the 934 Pate t to represe tative
’934 Accused Products is attached as Exhibit 2.

15. Bymaki g, usi g, offeri g forsale, selli ga d/or importi gi tothe U ited States
the 934 Accused Products, Defe da t has i jured Plai tiff a d is liable for i fri geme t of
the 934 Pate t pursua tto 35 U.S.C. § 271.

16.  As aresult of Defe da t’si fri geme t of the *934 Pate t, Plai tiff is e titled to
mo etary damagesi a amou t adequate to compe sate for Defe da t’si fri geme t,buti o
eve tlesstha areaso able royalty for the use made of thei ve tio by Defe da t, together with
i teresta d costs as fixed by the Court.

COUNT II

INFRINGEMENT OF U.S. PATENT NO. 8,208,084

17. Plai tiffreallegesa di corporates by refere ce the foregoi g paragraphs as if fully
set forth herei .

18. Plai tiff ow s by assig me t all rights, title, a d 1 terest 1 U.S. Pate t No.
8,208,084, ¢ titled “Array substrate with test shorti g bar a d display pa el thereof.” The *084
Pate t was duly a d legally issued by the U ited States Pate ta d Trademark Office o Ju e 26,
2012. A true a d correct copy of the 084 Pate t is attached as Exhibit 3.

19. O 1 formatio a d belief, Defe da t makes, uses, offers for sale, sells, a d/or

imports certai products (“’084 Accused Products™), such as the BOE OLED pa el supplied to
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Apple a d1i cludedi the iPho e 14, that directly i fri ge, literally a d/or u der the doctri e of
equivale ts, 0 e or more claims of the 084 Pate t. Defe da tis liable fori fri geme tofthe 084
Pate tpursua tto 35 U.S.C. § 271(a).

20.  Defe da talsok owi glya di te tio allyi ducesi fri geme tof o e or more
claims of the 084 Pate ti violatio of 35 U.S.C. § 271(b). Through the fili ga d service of this
Complai t, Defe da thas had k owledge of the ’084 Pate ta dthei fri gi g ature of the 084
Accused Products. Despite this k owledge of the 084 Pate t, Defe da t co ti ues to actively
e courage a d i struct its direct a d i direct customers to directly i fri ge the 084 Pate t. For
example, o 1 formatio a d belief, Defe da t specifically i structs Apple or ma ufacturers
associated with Apple to make, use, sell, offer for sale, a d import devices that meet all the
limitatio s of o e or more claim of the 084 Pate t. Defe da tdoessok owi ga di te di gthat
its customers will commit these i fri gi g acts. Defe da t also k ew or was willfully bli d that
its actio s would 1 duce directi fri geme t by others a d1i te ded that its actio s would i duce
direct i fri geme t by others. Accordi gly, a reaso able i fere ce is that Defe da t specifically
i te ded for others, such as its customers, to directly i fri ge o e or more claims of the 084 Pate t
because Defe da t had k owledge of the 084 Pate ta d actively i duced others (e.g., its direct
a di direct customers) to directly i fri ge the 084 Pate t.

21.  Defe da talso co tributorily i fri ges pursua tto 35 U.S.C. § 271(c) by maki g,
usi g, selli g, offeri g to sell, commercially distributi g, a d/or importi g the 084 Accused
Products, k owi g that they co stitute a material part of the i ve tio , are especially made or
adapted forusei 1 fri gi g, a dare ot staple articles of commerce capable of substa tial o -

1 fri gi guse.
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22. The 084 Accused Products satisfy all claim limitatio s of o e or more claim of the
084 Pate t. A claim chart compari g i depe de t claim 1 of the 084 Pate t to represe tative
’084 Accused Products is attached as Exhibit 4.

23. Bymaki g, usi g, offeri g forsale,selli ga d/orimporti gi tothe U ited States
the 084 Accused Products, Defe da t has i jured Plai tiff a d is liable for i fri geme t of
the 084 Pate t pursua tto 35 U.S.C. § 271.

24. Asaresult of Defe da t’si fri geme t of the 084 Pate t, Plai tiff is e titled to
mo etary damagesi a amou t adequate to compe sate for Defe da t’si fri geme t,buti o
eve tlesstha areaso able royalty for the use made of thei ve tio by Defe da t, together with
1 terest a d costs as fixed by the Court.

COUNT 111

INFRINGEMENT OF U.S. PATENT NO. 8.502.757

25. Plai tiffreallegesa di corporates by refere ce the foregoi g paragraphs as if fully
set forth herei .

26. Plai tiff ow s by assig me t all rights, title, a d 1 terest 1 U.S. Pate t No.
8,502,757, e titled “Orga ic light emitti g display havi g threshold voltage compe satio
mecha ism a d drivi g method thereof.” The *757 Pate t was duly a d legally issued by the
U ited States Pate ta d Trademark Office o August 6,2013. A true a d correct copy of the *757
Pate tis attached as Exhibit 5.

27. O 1 formatio a d belief, Defe da t makes, uses, offers for sale, sells, a d/or
imports certai products (“’757 Accused Products™), such as the BOE OLED pa el supplied to

Apple a di cludedi the iPho e 14, that directly i fri ge, literally a d/or u der the doctri e of
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equivale ts, 0 e or more claims of the 757 Pate t. Defe da tisliable fori fri geme tofthe 757
Pate tpursua tto 35 U.S.C. § 271(a).

28.  Defe da talsok owi glya di te tio ally i ducesi fri geme tof o e or more
claims of the 757 Pate ti violatio of 35 U.S.C. § 271(b). Through the fili ga d service of this
Complai t, Defe da thas had k owledge of the 757 Pate ta dthei fri gi g ature of the *757
Accused Products. Despite this k owledge of the *757 Pate t, Defe da t co ti ues to actively
e courage a d i struct its direct a d i direct customers to directly i fri ge the *757 Pate t. For
example, o 1 formatio a d belief, Defe da t specifically i structs Apple or ma ufacturers
associated with Apple to make, use, sell, offer for sale, a d import devices that meet all the
limitatio s of o e or more claim of the 757 Pate t. Defe da tdoessok owi ga di te di gthat
its customers will commit these i fri gi g acts. Defe da t also k ew or was willfully bli d that
its actio s would i duce directi fri geme t by others a di te ded that its actio s would i duce
direct i fri geme t by others. Accordi gly, a reaso able i fere ce is that Defe da t specifically
i te ded for others, such as its customers, to directly i fri ge o e or more claims of the *757 Pate t
because Defe da t had k owledge of the *757 Pate t a d actively i duced others (e.g., its direct
a di direct customers) to directly i fri ge the *757 Pate t.

29.  Defe da talso co tributorily i fri ges pursua tto 35 U.S.C. § 271(c) by maki g,
usi g, selli g, offeri g to sell, commercially distributi g, a d/or importi g the ’757 Accused
Products, k owi g that they co stitute a material part of the i ve tio , are especially made or
adapted forusei 1 fri gi g, a dare ot staple articles of commerce capable of substa tial o -

1 fri gi guse.
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30. The 757 Accused Products satisfy all claim limitatio s of o e or more claim of the
757 Pate t. A claim chart compari g i depe de t claim 1 of the *757 Pate t to represe tative
"757 Accused Products is attached as Exhibit 6.

31. Bymaki g, usi g, offeri g forsale,selli ga d/or importi gi tothe U ited States
the *757 Accused Products, Defe da t has i jured Plai tiff a d is liable for i fri geme t of
the *757 Pate t pursua tto 35 U.S.C. § 271.

32. Asaresult of Defe da t’si fri geme t of the 757 Pate t, Plai tiff is e titled to
mo etary damagesi a amou t adequate to compe sate for Defe da t’si fri geme t,buti o
eve tlesstha areaso able royalty for the use made of thei ve tio by Defe da t, together with
1 terest a d costs as fixed by the Court.

COUNT 1V

INFRINGEMENT OF U.S. PATENT NO. 8.604.471

33. Plai tiffreallegesa di corporates by refere ce the foregoi g paragraphs as if fully
set forth herei .

34. Plai tiff ow s by assig me t all rights, title, a d 1 terest 1 U.S. Pate t No.
8,604,471, e titled “Semico ductor structure a d orga ic electrolumi esce ce device.” The *471
Pate twasdulya dlegally issued by the U ited States Pate ta d Trademark Office o December
10, 2013. A true a d correct copy of the 471 Pate t is attached as Exhibit 7.

35. O 1 formatio a d belief, Defe da t makes, uses, offers for sale, sells, a d/or
imports certai products (“’471 Accused Products™), such as the BOE OLED pa el supplied to
Apple a d1i cluded i the iPho e 14, that directly i fri ge, literally a d/or u der the doctri e of
equivale ts, o e or more claims of the 471 Pate t. Defe da tisliable fori fri geme tofthe 471

Pate tpursua tto 35 U.S.C. § 271(a).
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36. Defe da talsok owi glya di te tio allyi ducesi fri geme tof o e or more
claims of the 471 Pate ti violatio of 35 U.S.C. § 271(b). Through the fili ga d service of this
Complai t, Defe da thas had k owledge of the 471 Pate ta dthei fri gi g ature of the *471
Accused Products. Despite this k owledge of the 471 Pate t, Defe da t co ti ues to actively
e courage a d i struct its direct a d i direct customers to directly i fri ge the *471 Pate t. For
example, o 1 formatio a d belief, Defe da t specifically i structs Apple or ma ufacturers
associated with Apple to make, use, sell, offer for sale, a d import devices that meet all the
limitatio s of o e or more claim of the 471 Pate t. Defe da tdoessok owi ga di te di gthat
its customers will commit these i fri gi g acts. Defe da t also k ew or was willfully bli d that
its actio s would i duce directi fri geme t by others a di te ded that its actio s would i duce
direct i fri geme t by others. Accordi gly, a reaso able i fere ce is that Defe da t specifically
1 te ded for others, such as its customers, to directly i fri ge o e or more claims of the 471 Pate t
because Defe da t had k owledge of the *471 Pate ta d actively i duced others (e.g., its direct
a d1i direct customers) to directly i fri ge the *471 Pate t.

37.  Defe da talso co tributorily i fri ges pursua tto 35 U.S.C. § 271(c) by maki g,
usi g, selli g, offeri g to sell, commercially distributi g, a d/or importi g the 471 Accused
Products, k owi g that they co stitute a material part of the i ve tio , are especially made or
adapted forusei 1 fri gi g, a dare ot staple articles of commerce capable of substa tial o -
1 fri gi guse.

38.  The ’471 Accused Products satisfy all claim limitatio s of o e or more claim of the
’471 Pate t. A claim chart compari g i depe de t claim 1 of the 471 Pate t to represe tative

’471 Accused Products is attached as Exhibit 8.
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39. By maki g, usi g, offeri g for sale, selli ga d/or importi gi tothe U ited States
the ’471 Accused Products, Defe da t has i jured Plai tiff a d is liable for i fri geme t of
the ’471 Pate t pursua tto 35 U.S.C. § 271.

40. Asaresult of Defe da t’si fri geme t of the *471 Pate t, Plai tiff is e titled to
mo etary damagesi a amou t adequate to compe sate for Defe da t’si fri geme t,buti o
eve tlesstha areaso able royalty for the use made of thei ve tio by Defe da t, together with
1 terest a d costs as fixed by the Court.

PRAYER FOR RELIEF

WHEREFORE, Plai tiff respectfully requests that this Court e ter:

a. A judgme ti favor of Plai tiffthat Defe da thasi fri ged, either literally a d/or
u der the doctri e of equivale ts, the 934, 084, *757, a d ’471 Pate ts a d that they are valid,
e forceable, a d pate t-eligible;

b. A judgme t a d order requiri g Defe da t to pay Plai tiff its damages, costs,
expe ses, a d pre-judgme t a d post-judgme t i terest for Defe da t’s i fri geme t of
the 934, °084, *757,a d 471 Pate ts;

c. A judgme t a d order requiri g Defe da t to provide a accou ti g a d to pay
suppleme tal damages to Plai tiff, 1 cludi g without limitatio , pre-judgme ta d post-judgme t
1 terest,a d a award of a o goi g royalty for Defe da t’s post-judgme ti fri geme ti a
amou taccordi g to proof;

d. A judgme ta dorder fi di g thatthisisa exceptio al case withi the mea i g
of 35 U.S.C. § 285 a d awardi g to Plai tiff its reaso able attor eys’ fees a d costs agai st
Defe da t,a de ha ced damages pursua t to 35 U.S.C. § 284;

€. A ya dalliju ctive a d/or equitable relief to which Plai tiff may be e titled
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1 cludi g without limitatio o goi g royalties with respect to Defe da t’si fri geme t;a d
f. A y a d all other relief as the Court may deem appropriate a d just u der the
circumsta ces.

EMAN FOR JURY TRIAL

Plai tiff, u der Rule 38 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, requests a trial by jury of

a y issues so triable by right.

Dated: July 23, 2024 Respectfully submitted,

/s/ Benjamin T. Wang

Be jami T.Wa g (CA SBN 228712)
Email: bwa g@raklaw.com

A drew D. Weiss (CA SBN 232974)
Email: aweiss@raklaw.com

Christia W. Co kle (CA SBN 306374)
Email: cco kle@raklaw.com

RUSS AUGUST & KABAT

12424 Wilshire Blvd. 12th Floor

Los A geles, CA 90025

Pho e: (310) 826-7474

Elizabeth L. DeRieux (TX SBN 05770585)
Email: ederieux@capshawlaw.com
Capshaw DeRieux LLP

114 E. Commerce St.

Gladewater, TX 75647

903 845-5770 Office

Attorneys for Plaintiff Optronic Sciences LLC
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