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Bank Address and Address signal inpiits in 1able of “Pin Deseriptions™), JEDEC specifications are
particularly relevant since Netlist elaims that ils patent covers Mede C of 5 related JEREC
slandard for FBINMM devices, Ix. 5 (Am. Infeg. Cont.); < T
inventors* incorporation of 2 JEDEC standaed into the patent demonstrates that JEDRC standards
are relevant to the alleged invention. 12:41-45,
2 Netlist’s I'roposed Consiruction Lacks Inirinsic Suppori

Netlist's construction of “control signals® is overbroad and not supporied by inteinsic or
exlrinsic cvidence. Nothing in the intrinsie record describes control signals as “sighals.., thet
regulate system operations™ ~ this language appenrs nowhere in the specification or prosecution
history. Neither of the specification excerpts Netlist cites refers to “regulat{ing) system
aperations™ or expluin what if means to “regulate system operations.” Op. Br, at 12: 6:64.7:2,
2:34-36. Furthermorg, Netlist presents no extrinsic evidenee to support this language, “Regulate
system operations” is s0 broad a3 (o be virlually limitless, and would do more to conlise than to
enlighten the jury. Tn particular, Netlist's construction gives the jury no way to distinguish
“eontrol sigrals™ from ather signals (fike “command sigaals™ sent by the computer system,

E. “the set of input control signals corresponding t¢ a second number of memory
devices smaller than the first number of mMemory devices*

Gaogle’s Proposed Construction Metlist’s Proposed Construction
“the st of input control sigmdls genermted by no construction required, of, aliernatively.
the computer system o contrel a memory “the set of input control mgmis‘ received from
muklule having the second number of memory | the computer system, which is configured v
devives, hased on the camputer system utilize & memory module having 4 seconid
understaniding the memory module to have the number of memory devices™
second pumber of devices™ -

The parties’ dispute over this phrase stems from Netlist’s effort to read the “corresponding

L™ lintitation — the heart of the alleped invention ~ out of the claim entirelyfl

0 SH’ footnoies 1 and 2, supra, for x,lﬂuﬁcauon of the terms “frst number™ and “second number,”
Unless the two "t.nm..bpundln;, to” limitations in (he patent dre construed to preclude a signal

from “corresponding 10™ both the actval number and the apparent number of memory dlevices and

ranks of devices, the asserted claims are indefinite, The elalins implicitly require that the signal

“corresponding 1™ the smaller, apparent number of devices or ranks does not alse “correspond to”
14
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1 The Intrinsie Evidence Supports Google’s Frapesed Construction

(a) The Patq:nl‘s Puipose Is To Allow A Moadule To Use More
Memory Devices Than The System Is Configured To Operate

The specification shaws Geogle's construction is correct. 1t repeatedly indlcates, including

in the Summary ol the Invention, that the patent's purpose s to atlow a computer gyslent (o use a
memory madule with more memory devices or ranks than it was designed 10 opersie, stating that:

*  “In certain einbodiments, the memory module 10 simulates & virwal memory madule

when the number of mermory devices 30 of the memory module 10 is Jarger than the
number of memory devices 30 per mentory module for which the computer system is
colifigurcd to utilize,” 7;23-28,

“In certain embodiments, (he et af output control signals corresponds 10 a first number of
ranks in which the plurslity of memory devices 30 of the memory module 10 are arranged,
and the set of input coniral signats corresponds to 4 second number of ranks per memory
module for which the computer system is configueed. The second number of tanks in
certain embodiments is smaller than the first number of ranks.” 7:6-14.

“In cerlain embodiments, the computer system is confligured for 1 number of ranks per
memory hodule which is smaller than the number of ranks in which the meniorey devices
30 of the memory module 10 ate arr'i_'mgéc_l." 1:30:33; xee also T:33-43.

“The logic element receives a set of input cantrol signals from the compuier system, The
sel of input control sighnals cormesponds to 4 second number of memory devices smaller
thar the first number of memory devices, The lagie eléfent generates a 521 of output
coniral signals in response 1o the set of input contral signals. The set of output coniro]
signals corresponds to the first number of memory devices.” 2:51-38; see olso 2:63:3:3;

3:B-[6.

the actual number of devices ar ranks, and this is necessadly so: otherwise, the ¢laims would
encompass mudules in which the actual nomber of memory devices and ranks {s the same as the
apparent number of devices and ranks, and such modules are elearly prior art.
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