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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

HUAWEI TECHNOLOGIES CO., LTD.,
HUAWEI DEVICE USA, INC., and
HUAWEI TECHNOLOGIES USA, INC.,

Plaintiffs / Counterclaim-
Defendants,
V.

SAMSUNG ELECTRONICS CO., LTD.,
SAMSUNG ELECTRONICS AMERICA,
INC.,

Defendants / Counterclaim-
Plaintiffs,

and
SAMSUNG RESEARCH AMERICA,

Defendant,
V.

HISILICON TECHNOLOGIES CO., LTD.,

Counterclaim-Defendant.

Case No. 3:16-cv-02787-WHO

HUAWEDI’S REPLY IN SUPPORT OF ITS
MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT
WITH RESPECT TO:

1. SAMSUNG’S ANTITRUST CLAIM

2. NON-INFRINGEMENT OF
SAMSUNG’S 350 PATENT CLAIM

3. NON-INFRINGEMENT OF
SAMSUNG'’S 130 PATENT CLAIMS

4. NON-INFRINGEMENT OF
SAMSUNG’S RE105 PATENT

5. NON-INFRINGEMENT OF
SAMSUNG'’S ’825 PATENT CLAIMS

Hearing Date: August 8§, 2018
Time: 2:00 p.m.

Location: Courtroom 2, 17th Floor
Judge: Hon. William H. Orrick

REDACTED VERSION OF DOCUMENT
SOUGHT TO BE SEALED
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