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I. INTRODUCTION 

Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd. and Samsung Electronics America, Inc. 

(collectively “Samsung”) request inter partes review (“IPR”) of Claims 1-3 of U.S. 

Patent No. 6,054,336 (“the ’336 Patent”; Ex-1001), assigned to Invensas 

Corporation (“Patent Owner”).   

The ’336 Patent claims a semiconductor fabrication process that uses 

“spacers” to form conductor patterns having dimensions smaller than those that can 

be formed using lithography and masks.  Ex-1001, Claim 1.  During prosecution, 

the applicant argued that Claim 1’s combination of steps — including forming 

spacers by etching “auxiliary windows” in a “first dielectric layer,” adding a 

“second layer,” “anisotropic etching of this second layer” to form spacers, and then 

using the spacers to form “very narrow conductor tracks” — taught over the prior 

art cited by the Examiner.  Ex-1004, 65-72.1  The Examiner accepted these 

arguments and allowed the claims.  Id., 73-76. 

However, the ’336 Patent’s combination of steps for using spacers to create 

conductive patterns with small dimensions was known before the ’336 Patent’s 

priority date of May 29, 1997.  For example, these steps were disclosed in prior art 
                                           
 
1 All citations to Ex-1004 are to the repaginated page numbers applied to the File 

History by Samsung. 
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