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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

_______________ 

BEFORE THE PATENT TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD 

_______________ 

INTELLECTUAL VENTURES MANAGEMENT, LLC 

Petitioner 

 

v. 

XILINX, INC. 

Patent Owner 

_______________ 

 

Case IPR2012-00020 

Patent 8,058,897 

_______________ 

 

 

Before SALLY C. MEDLEY, KARL D. EASTHOM, and  

JUSTIN T. ARBES, Administrative Patent Judges.  

 

MEDLEY, Administrative Patent Judge. 

 

DECISION  

Institution of Inter Partes Review 

37 C.F.R. § 42.108  
 

 Intellectual Ventures Management, LLC (IVM) filed a petition to institute an 

inter partes review of U.S. Patent 8,058,897 (the “’897 patent”) on the basis that 

claims 1-9 and 12-14 are unpatentable.  35 U.S.C. § 311 et seq.  (Paper 5).  Patent 

Owner Xilinx, Inc. filed a preliminary response to the petition.  (Paper 10).  For the 
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reasons that follow, the Board, acting on behalf of the Director, has determined to 

institute an inter partes review under the terms set forth herein.   

BACKGROUND 

IVM challenges claims 1-9 and 12-14 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a).  (Paper 5).  

The Petition is GRANTED as to claims 1-9 and 12-14 on the grounds explained 

herein. 

The ’897 Patent (Ex. 1001) 

The ’897 patent, entitled “Configuration of a Multi-Die Integrated Circuit,” 

issued on November 15, 2011 based on Application 12/825,286, filed                 

June 28, 2010.   

The ’897 patent generally relates to the configuration of an integrated circuit 

(IC) that includes multiple dies, such as a master die and a slave die.  The ’897 

patent describes that a master die of an integrated circuit (IC) receives 

configuration data for both the master and slave dies.  The master and slave 

segment of the configuration data can be determined and the slave segment of the 

configuration data can be distributed to the slave die of the IC.  (Ex. 1001, Col. 

2:5-15).  The ’897 patent also describes sending configuration data from the master 

die of a first IC to a second IC.  (Ex. 1001, Col. 7:45-60).   

Exemplary Claims 

Of the claims challenged, claims 1 and 8 are the only independent claims. 

Claims 2-7 depend directly from claim 1 and claims 9 and 12-14 depend directly 

from claim 8.  Claims 1 and 8 are reproduced here: 

1. A method of configuring an integrated circuit (IC), the method 

comprising: 

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


Case IPR2012-00020 

Patent 8,058,897 
 

3 
 

 

receiving configuration data within a master die of a first IC, 

wherein the first IC comprises the master die and a slave die; 

 

determining a master segment and a slave segment of the 

configuration data, wherein the master segment specifies a master die 

circuit design to be implemented within the master die and the slave 

segment specifies a slave die circuit design to be implemented within 

the slave die; 

 

distributing the slave segment of the configuration data to the slave 

die of the first IC, 

 

determining, within the master die, whether configuration data 

comprises a segment of configuration data for a second IC; and 

 

responsive to determining that the configuration data comprises a 

segment of configuration data for the second IC, sending the segment 

of the configuration data to the second IC. 

 

8. An integrated circuit (IC) comprising: 

 

an interposer comprising a configuration bus; 

 

a first die on a surface of the interposer; 

 

a second die on the surface of the interposer, 

 

wherein the first die and the second die are coupled by the 

configuration bus, 

 

wherein the first die is configured, responsive to receiving 

configuration data, to determine a first segment and a second segment 

of the configuration data and distribute the second segment of the 
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configuration data to the second die through the configuration bus, 

 

wherein the first die comprises a configuration data output coupled 

to an output of the IC, and responsive to determining that the 

configuration data comprises a segment of configuration data for the 

additional IC, the first die is configured to send the segment of 

configuration data for the additional IC through the first die 

configuration data output.   

 

The Prior Art 

IVM relies on the following prior art:  

U.S. Patent 7,397,272 , Jul. 8, 2008 (“Wennekamp”) (Ex. 

1009); 

U.S. Patent 7,827,336, Nov. 2, 2010 (“Miller”) (Ex. 1010); 

U.S. Patent 7,671,624, Mar. 2, 2010 (“Walstrum”) (Ex. 1011); 

U.S. Patent 7,702,893, Apr. 20, 2010 (“Rally”) (Ex. 1012); and 

U.S. Patent 6,730,540, May 4, 2004 (“Siniaguine”) (Ex. 1013).  

 

The Asserted Grounds 

 IVM challenges the patentability of ’897 patent claims 1-9 and 12-14 on the 

following grounds: 

1) Claims 1-7 are unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as obvious over 

Wennekamp;  

2) Claims 1 and 8 are unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as obvious 

over Wennekamp in view of Miller; 

3) Claims 1 and 8 are unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as obvious  

over Wennekamp in view of Walstrum; 
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4) Claims 12-14 are unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as obvious 

over Wennekamp in view of either Miller or Walstrum;   

5) Claims 1-3 and 5-7 are unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 

obvious over Rally; 

6) Claims 1 and 8 are unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as obvious 

over Rally in view of Miller; 

7) Claims 1 and 8 are unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as obvious 

over Rally in view of Walstrum;   

8) Claims 13 and 14 are unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 

obvious over Rally in view of either Miller or Walstrum; and 

9) Claim 9 is unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as obvious over 

Wennekamp or Rally in view of either Miller or Walstrum further in 

view of Siniaguine. 

ANALYSIS 

Claim Interpretation 

Consistent with the statute and the legislative history of the America Invents 

Act (AIA), the Board  interprets claims using “the broadest reasonable construction 

in light of the specification of the patent in which it appears.  37 C.F.R. § 100(b); 

see also Office Patent Trial Practice Guide, 77 Fed. Reg. 48756, 48766 (Aug. 14, 

2012).  There is a “heavy presumption” that a claim term carries its ordinary and 

customary meaning.  CCS Fitness, Inc. v. Brunswick Corp., 288 F.3d 1359, 1366 

(Fed. Cir.  2002).  However, claims “must be read in view of the specification. . . . 

[T]he specification is always highly relevant to the claim construction analysis.  
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