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JJTHE UNITED STATES INTERNATIONAL TRADE COMMISSION 
Washington, D.C. 

Before The Honorable MaryJoan McNamara 
Administrative Law Judge 

In the Matter of 

CERTAIN ELECTRONIC DEVICES, 
INCLUDING SMARTPHONES, 
COMPUTERS, TABLET COMPUTERS, 
AND COMPONENTS THEREOF 

Inv. No. 337-TA-1373 

JOINT CHART SETTING FORTH PARTIES’ POST-HEARING 
CLAIM CONSTRUCTIONS 

Pursuant to Ground Rule 1.14 and Order No. 18 (Amended Procedural Schedule), 

Complainants InterDigital, Inc., InterDigital VC Holdings, Inc., InterDigital Patent Holdings, 

Inc., and InterDigital Madison Patent Holdings SAS (collectively, “Complainants” or 

“InterDigital”), Respondents Lenovo PC HK Limited, Lenovo (United States) Inc., and Motorola 

Mobility LLC (collectively, “Respondents”), and the Commission Investigative Staff (“Staff”) 

hereby submit this Joint Chart Setting Forth the Parties’ Post-Hearing Claim Constructions.

AMAZON-1012 
Amazon v. InterDigital, IPR2026-00195
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U.S. Patent No. 10,250,877 

1. Agreed Terms 
 

Claim(s) Term (Party Proposing) Agreed Construction 
7, 8 “circuit configured to” 

 
Proposed by: Lenovo & Staff 

Plain and ordinary meaning (i.e., requires pre-existing programming of hardware and software to 
perform the cited functionality)  
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U.S. Patent No. 9,674,556 

No. Claim(s) Term (Party 
Proposing) 

Complainants’ Proposed 
Constructions 

Respondents’ Proposed 
Constructions 

Staff’s Proposed Constructions 

2 1, 5 “sparse denoising 
filter” 
 
Proposed by: 
Lenovo 

Plain and ordinary meaning (i.e., 
a filter that reduces noise based 
on a sparse representation of the 
signal) 

sparse de-noising filter for 
performing a second pass to 
reduce noise, which is not a 
deringing filter 
 
Alternatively, a filter which 
exploits a sparse image model 
using an over complete set of 
linear transforms and hard 
thresh-holding, which is not a 
deringing filter 

A filter that reduces noise based 
on a sparse representation of the 
signal 

3 1, 5 “adaptive sparse 
de-noising filter” 
 
Proposed by: Staff 

Plain and ordinary meaning 
(i.e., a sparse denoising filter 
(a filter that reduces noise 
based on a sparse representation 
of the signal) that can adjust its 
own parameters according to the 
image region) 

sparse de-noising filter for 
performing a second pass to 
reduce noise, which is not a 
deringing filter, that can adjust its 
own parameters automatically; 
 
Alternatively, a filter which 
exploits a sparse image model 
using an over complete set of 
linear transforms and hard 
thresh-holding, which is not a 
deringing filter, that can adjust its 
own parameters automatically. 

A sparse denoising filter (a 
filter that reduces noise based on 
a sparse representation of the 
signal) that can adjust its own 
parameters automatically 
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 U.S. Patent No. 8,674,859 
 

1. Agreed Terms 
 

Claim(s) Term (Party Proposing) Agreed Construction 
15 “wherein subset comprises” 

 
Proposed by: InterDigital 

“wherein said subset comprises” 

 
2. Disputed Terms 

 
No. Claim(s) Term (Party 

Proposing) 
Complainants’ Proposed 

Constructions 
Respondents’ Proposed 

Constructions 
Staff’s Proposed Constructions 

4 10  “arithmetic 
decoding method 
for symbols coded 
in the form of a 
stream, comprising 
the following steps 
applied at switching 
points distributed in 
said stream to 
decode a current 
symbol” 
 
Proposed by: 
Lenovo & Staff 

The terms “stream” and 
“current symbol” are 
limiting at least to the extent 
that they provide antecedent 
basis for those terms as they 
appear elsewhere in the 
claim. 
 
stream: stream of data. 
 
current symbol: a symbol 
that is currently being 
decoded. 
 
“Switching points” is not 
limiting, but to the extent it 
is found limiting, a 
switching point is a point in 
the stream at the level of 
which the probability model 

The portion of this claim 
term following “comprising” is 
not part of the preamble and 
therefore is limiting. Regardless, 
the entire term is limiting. 
 
The preamble is limiting. 
 
To the extent construction is 
necessary, 
 
stream: “stream of data” 
 
current symbol: “a symbol that is 
currently being decoded” 
 
switching point: “a point in the 
stream at the level of which the 
probability model used to code 
the current symbol can be 

The portion of this claim term 
following “comprising” is not 
part of the preamble and 
therefore is limiting. 
 
Regardless, the terms “stream” 
and “current symbol” are limiting 
at least to the extent that they 
provide antecedent basis for 
those 
terms as they appear elsewhere in 
the claim. 
 
Stream: stream of data. 
 
Current symbol: a symbol that is 
currently being decoded. 
 
The term “switching points” is 
also limiting, regardless of 
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No. Claim(s) Term (Party 
Proposing) 

Complainants’ Proposed 
Constructions 

Respondents’ Proposed 
Constructions 

Staff’s Proposed Constructions 

used to code the current 
symbol can be modified. 

modified—i.e., a probability 
model can be selected” 
 

whether it is considered to be 
part of the preamble. 
 
Switching point: a point in the 
stream at the level of which the 
probability used to code the 
current symbol can be modified. 
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No. Claim(s) Term (Party 
Proposing) 

Complainants’ Proposed 
Constructions 

Respondents’ Proposed 
Constructions 

Staff’s Proposed Constructions 

5 15 “means for 
decoding from the 
stream, at switching 
points distributed in 
said stream to 
decode a current 
symbol, for said 
current symbol, a 
probability model 
identifier” 
 
Proposed by: 
Lenovo & Staff 

Subject to § 112, ¶ 6 
 
Function: decoding from the 
stream . . . a probability model 
identifier 
 
Structure: an arithmetic decoder 
and equivalents thereof. See FIG. 
13 and 13:25-52.  
 
Alternatively, the structure is an 
arithmetic decoder operable to 
perform the claimed function, as 
described in the specification in 
connection with step 202 and 
equivalents thereof, step 202 
being described in the 
specification, for example at the 
following figures and passages: 
FIG. 13 and 13:25-52 and FIGS. 
10, 11 and 10:1-14, 11:12-34. 

Subject to § 112, ¶ 6. 
 
Function: decoding a probability 
model identifier for the current 
symbol from the stream, at 
switching points distributed in 
the stream 
 
Structure: indefinite for lack of 
sufficient corresponding 
structure. 

Subject to § 112, ¶ 6 
 
Function: at switching points in 
the stream, decoding a 
probability model identifier for 
the current symbol  
 
Structure: Fig. 13 and col. 13, ll. 
25-52 disclose the structure of a 
decoding device and, more 
specifically, an entropy decoding 
module that 
implements this step/function. 
Additionally, an algorithm 
corresponding to this limitation 
(step 202) is disclosed at least at 
Fig. 11 and 11:13-17. 
 
(Not indefinite based on the 
current record) 
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No. Claim(s) Term (Party 
Proposing) 

Complainants’ Proposed 
Constructions 

Respondents’ Proposed 
Constructions 

Staff’s Proposed Constructions 

6 15 “means for 
selecting using said 
probability model 
identifier a 
probability model 
in a set comprising 
a current 
probability model 
defined from 
symbols coded 
previous to the 
current symbol and 
a subset of 
probability models 
wherein subset 
comprises at least 
one probability 
model defined by 
default” 
 
Proposed by: 
Lenovo & Staff 

Subject to § 112, ¶ 6 
 
Function: selecting . . .  a 
probability model 
 
Structure: an arithmetic decoder 
and equivalents thereof. See FIG. 
13 and 13:25-52.  
 
Alternatively, the structure is an 
arithmetic decoder operable to 
perform the claimed function, as 
described in the specification in 
connection with step 204 and 
equivalents thereof, step 204 
being described in the 
specification, for example at the 
following figures and passages: 
FIG. 13 and 13:25-52 and FIGS. 
10, 11 and 5:36-43, 10:1-17, 
11:12-36. 

Subject to § 112, ¶6 
  
Function: using the probability 
model identifier to select a 
probability model in a set 
comprising a current probability 
model defined from symbols 
coded previous to the current 
symbol and a subset of 
probability models wherein said 
subset comprises at least one 
probability model defined by 
default 
 
Structure: indefinite for lack of 
sufficient corresponding 
structure. 

Subject to § 112, ¶ 6 
 
Function: selecting a probability 
model using the probability 
model identifier, where the 
probability model is selected 
from a current 
probability model and a subset of 
probability models, including a 
default probability model 
 
Structure: Fig. 13 and col. 13, ll. 
25-52 disclose the structure of a 
decoding device and, more 
specifically, an entropy decoding 
module that implements this 
step/function. 
Additionally, an algorithm 
corresponding to this limitation 
(step 204) is disclosed at least at 
10:14-15, and 11:35-36.  
 
(Not indefinite based on the 
current record) 
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No. Claim(s) Term (Party 
Proposing) 

Complainants’ Proposed 
Constructions 

Respondents’ Proposed 
Constructions 

Staff’s Proposed Constructions 

7 15 “means for adding 
in said subset said 
current probability 
model, the selected 
probability model 
becoming the 
current probability 
model” 
 
Proposed by: 
Lenovo & Staff 

Subject to § 112, ¶ 6 
 
Function: adding in said subset 
said current probability model 
 
Structure: an arithmetic decoder 
and equivalents thereof. See FIG. 
13 and 13:25-52.  
 
Alternatively, the structure is an 
arithmetic decoder operable to 
perform the claimed function, as 
described in the specification in 
connection with step 205 and 
equivalents thereof, step 205 
being described in the 
specification, for example at the 
following figures and passages: 
FIG. 13 and 13:25-52 and FIGS. 
8, 10, 11 and 11:37-43 
(describing 205 and additionally 
that step 205 can be identical to 
step 105), FIG. 7 and 8:8-37 
(describing step 105). 
 

Subject to § 112, ¶ 6  
 
Function: adding the current 
probability model into the subset 
of probability models 
  
Structure: indefinite for lack of 
sufficient corresponding 
structure. 

Subject to § 112, ¶ 6  
 
Function: adding the current 
probability model into the subset 
of probability models 
 
Structure: Fig. 13 and col. 13, ll. 
25-52 disclose the structure of a 
decoding device and, more 
specifically, an entropy decoding 
module that possibly implements 
this 
Step/function. Additionally, an 
algorithm corresponding to this 
limitation (step 205) is disclosed 
at least at Fig. 8 and 11:38-41.  
 
(Not indefinite based on the 
current record) 
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No. Claim(s) Term (Party 
Proposing) 

Complainants’ Proposed 
Constructions 

Respondents’ Proposed 
Constructions 

Staff’s Proposed Constructions 

8 15 “means for 
decoding said 
current symbol with 
said current 
probability model” 
 
Proposed by: 
Lenovo & Staff 

Subject to § 112, ¶ 6 
 
Function: decoding said current 
symbol  
 
Structure: an arithmetic decoder 
and equivalents thereof. See FIG. 
13 and 13:25-52.  
 
Alternatively, the structure is an 
arithmetic decoder operable to 
perform the claimed function, as 
described in the specification in 
connection with step 206 and 
equivalents thereof, step 206 
being described in the 
specification, for example at the 
following figures and passages: 
FIG. 13 and 13:25-52 and FIGS. 
10, 11 and 10:18-19, 11:55-57. 

Subject to § 112, ¶ 6  
 
Function: decoding the current 
symbol with the current 
probability model 
  
Structure: indefinite for lack of 
sufficient corresponding 
structure. 

Subject to § 112, ¶ 6 
 
Function: decoding the current 
symbol with the current 
probability model 
 
Structure: Fig. 13 and col. 13, ll. 
25-52 disclose the structure of a 
decoding device and, more 
specifically, an entropy decoding 
module that 
implements this step/function. 
Additionally, an algorithm 
corresponding to this limitation 
(step 206) is disclosed at least at 
10:18-19. 
 
(Not indefinite based on the 
current record) 
 

9 15 “means for 
updating said 
current probability 
model according to 
the decoding of said 
current symbol” 
 
Proposed by: 
Lenovo & Staff 

Subject to § 112, ¶ 6 
 
Function: updating said current 
probability model 
 
Structure: an arithmetic decoder 
and equivalents thereof. See FIG. 
Figure 13 and 13:25-52.  
 
Alternatively, the structure is an 
arithmetic decoder operable to 

Subject to § 112, ¶ 6 
  
Function: updating the current 
probability model according to 
the decoding of the current 
symbol 
  
Structure: an algorithm wherein 
an occurrence number for the 
current symbol is increased by 1 

Subject to § 112, ¶ 6 
 
Function: updating the current 
probability model according to 
the decoding of the current 
symbol 
 
Structure: Fig. 13 and col. 13, ll. 
25-52 disclose the structure of a 
decoding device and, 
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No. Claim(s) Term (Party 
Proposing) 

Complainants’ Proposed 
Constructions 

Respondents’ Proposed 
Constructions 

Staff’s Proposed Constructions 

perform the claimed function, as 
described in the specification in 
connection with step 208 and 
equivalents thereof, step 208 
being described in the 
specification, for example at the 
following figures and passages: 
FIG. 13 and 13:25-52 and FIGS. 
10, 11, 4:33-54, 10:20-22, 11:57-
61. 

more specifically, an entropy 
decoding module that 
implements this step/function.  
Additionally, an algorithm 
corresponding to this limitation 
(step 208) is disclosed at least at 
4:33-40, 10:20-22.  
 
(Not indefinite based on the 
current record) 
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Dated:  February 21, 2024          Respectfully submitted, 

 

ALSTON & BIRD LLP 
 
By:  /s/ M. Scott Stevens  
Adam D. Swain 
M. Scott Stevens 
ALSTON & BIRD LLP 
950 F Street NW 
Washington, DC 20004 
Telephone: (202) 239-3300 
Facsimile: (202) 239-3333 
 
Philip C. Ducker 
Katherine G. Rubschlager 
ALSTON & BIRD LLP 
560 Mission St., Suite 2100 
San Francisco, CA 94105 
Telephone: (415) 243-1000 
Facsimile: (415) 243-1001 
 
Ryan W. Koppelman  
ALSTON & BIRD LLP 
333 S. Hope St., 16th Floor 
Los Angeles, CA 90071 
Telephone: (213) 576-1000 
Facsimile: (213) 576-1100 
 
Wesley A. Achey 
Neal A. Larson 
ALSTON & BIRD LLP 
1201 West Peachtree Street 
Atlanta, GA 30309 
Telephone: (404) 881-7000 
Facsimile: (404) 881-7777 
 
Jenny J. Wang 
ALSTON & BIRD LLP 
555 Fayetteville Street, Suite 600 
Raleigh, NC 27601 
Telephone: (919) 862-2200 
Facsimile: (919) 862-2260 
 
Counsel to Complainants 

FISH & RICHARDSON P.C. 
 
By:  /s/ Scott M. Flanz   
Adam R. Shartzer 
Ruffin B. Cordell 
Michael J. McKeon 
Richard A. Sterba 
Christian Chu 
Linhong Zhang 
Sunyoung Park 
John Thuermer 
Joshua Carrigan 
Daniel Lee 
Fish & Richardson P.C. 
1000 Maine Avenue, S.W., Suite 1000 
Washington, D.C. 20024 
Telephone: (202) 783-5070 
 
David Barkan 
Leeron G. Kalay 
Fish & Richardson P.C. 
500 Arguello Street, Suite 400 
Redwood, CA 94063 
Telephone: (650) 839-5070 
 
Scott M. Flanz 
Kyle Fleming 
Allison E. Elkman 
Fish & Richardson P.C. 
7 Times Square 
20th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 
Telephone: (212)765-5070 
 
Matthew Johnson 
Fish & Richardson P.C. 
60 South 6th Street, Suite 3200 
Minneapolis, MN 55402 
Telephone: (612) 335-5070 
 
Counsel for Respondents  
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InterDigital, Inc. 
InterDigital VC Holdings, Inc.,  
InterDigital Patent Holdings, Inc., and 
InterDigital Madison Patent Holdings SAS 

Lenovo PC HK Limited, Lenovo (United 
States) Inc., and Motorola Mobility LLC 

  
 

By:  /s/ Jennifer M. Dienes  
Margaret D. Macdonald, Director 
Jeffrey T. Hsu, Supervisory Attorney 
Jennifer M. Dienes, Investigative Attorney 
OFFICE OF UNFAIR IMPORT INVESTIGATIONS 
U.S. International Trade Commission 
500 E. Street, S.W., Suite 401 
Washington, D.C. 20436 
(202) 708-5408 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this day, a true and correct copy of the foregoing document 
was served by the indicated means to the persons at the addresses below: 

The Honorable Lisa Barton 
Secretary to the Commission 
U.S. International Trade Commission 
500 E Street, S.W., Room 112 
Washington, DC 20436 

Via Electronic Filing (EDIS) 

The Honorable MaryJoan McNamara 
Administrative Law Judge 
U.S. International Trade Commission 
500 E Street SW, 
Washington, DC 20436 

Via EDIS, Box, and Email to 
McNamara337@usitc.gov 
 
 

Counsel for Office Of Unfair Import Investigations 
Jennifer Dienes, Esq. 
U.S. International Trade Commission 
500 E Street, S.W., Suite 401 
Washington, DC 20436 

Via E-Mail to: jennifer.dienes@usitc.gov 
 
 

Counsel for Respondents 
Adam R. Shartzer 
Fish & Richardson P.C. 
1000 Maine Avenue SW, Suite 1000 
Washington DC, 20224 
Telephone: (202) 783-5070 
Facsimile: (202) 783-2331 
Email: ServiceLenovo-
InterdigitalITC@fr.com 

Via E-Mail to: 
ServiceLenovo-InterdigitalITC@fr.com  

 
Date: February 21, 2024  /s/ M. Scott Stevens 
   M. Scott Stevens 

 




