
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS 

MARSHALL DIVISION 
 

 
LONGITUDE LICENSING LIMITED, 
 

Plaintiff, 
 
 v. 
 
BOE TECHNOLOGY GROUP CO., LTD., 
 

Defendant. 
 

Civil Action No. 2:23-cv-00515-JRG-RSP 

 
PLAINTIFF LONGITUDE LICENSING LIMITED’S P.R. 3-1 

DISCLOSURE OF ASSERTED CLAIMS AND INFRINGEMENT CONTENTIONS 

Pursuant to Patent Rule 3-1 and the Court’s February 9, 2024 order (Dkt. 22), Plaintiff 

Longitude Licensing Limited (“Longitude”) provides its Disclosure of Asserted Claims and 

Infringement Contentions (“Infringement Contentions”) against Defendant BOE Technology 

Group Co., Ltd. (“BOE”). 

Longitude reserves the right to amend and/or supplement these Infringement Contentions 

pursuant to Patent Rule 3-6(a) in view of the Court’s claim construction ruling(s). Longitude 

further reserves the right to seek leave pursuant to Patent Rule 3-6(b) to amend and/or 

supplement these Infringement Contentions, including identification of asserted claims, accused 

instrumentalities, and additional infringing structures within already-accused instrumentalities, 

based on information obtained through discovery and/or other means. 

Longitude is providing these Infringement Contentions before it has received any 

discovery from BOE. Detailed information regarding BOE display panels and modules, the 

customers and affiliates to which BOE sells display panels and modules, and the products in 

which such panels and modules are incorporated is not publicly available. Longitude’s 
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panelook.com.2 The part number, screen size, display type, product type, and application 

information for each BOE panel and module in Exhibit A correspond to, respectively, the 

following filters available on panelook.com: panel model, size, resolution, TN/VA/IPS, 

composition, and application. The range of applications, or categories of products for which each 

BOE panel or module is intended, comprise thirty-six unique categories, including, for example, 

Laptop, Mobile Phone, Desktop Monitor, TV Set, Pad & Tablet. 

Longitude’s infringement charts, attached here, correlate the asserted claims to Accused 

Instrumentalities. Those BOE panel and/or module part numbers are identified in Exhibit A 

under the “Infringement Contentions Exhibit” field, which identifies the BOE panel and/or 

module part numbers in Exhibit A that correspond to a Longitude infringement chart. Longitude 

expects to confirm, during discovery, infringing BOE panels and modules from (1) the BOE part 

numbers identified in Exhibit A for which Longitude has not yet served a corresponding 

infringement chart, and (2) additional BOE panels and modules not identified in Exhibit A, 

because Longitude has no way to locate that information from public data. Such additional BOE 

panels and modules not currently listed in Exhibit A may include, for example, part numbers that 

do not appear under the “BOE” brand on panelook.com; new products; products that BOE no 

longer sells (for which limited information is available); and any custom-made products that 

BOE produces for particular customers, that fall within the scope of Longitude’s infringement 

contentions. 

Furthermore, Longitude identifies in the table below a list of known manufacturers whose 

products incorporate BOE panels or modules, by end product category, as of approximately Q1 

 
2 See https://www.panelook.com/bramodlist.php?brands[]=19 (last accessed March 4, 2024). 
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III. Charts Identifying Each Element of Each Asserted Claim within Accused 
Instrumentalities (P.R. 3-1(c)) 

Longitude contends that BOE has infringed and continues to infringe the asserted patents, 

directly and indirectly, by: (1) making, using, offering to sell, selling, and/or importing into the 

United States display panels and/or modules that practice the asserted patents’ claims (35 U.S.C. 

§ 271(a)); (2) inducing third parties (e.g., BOE customers or affiliates) to directly infringe by 

making, using, offering to sell, selling, and/or importing into the United States BOE display 

panels and/or modules that practice the asserted patents’ claims, with knowledge of the asserted 

patents and of the third parties’ direct infringement and specific intent to cause that direct 

infringement (35 U.S.C. § 271(b)); and (3) contributing to third parties’ (e.g., BOE customers’ or 

affiliates’) direct infringement of the asserted patents by offering to sell, selling, and/or 

importing into the United States BOE display panels and/or modules constituting components of 

patented devices, which constitute a material part of the claimed inventions, with knowledge of 

the asserted patents and of the third parties’ infringement (35 U.S.C. § 271(c)). 

Longitude’s claims under 35 U.S.C. § 271(b) and § 271(c) are based on direct 

infringement, under 35 U.S.C. § 271(a), by BOE’s customers or affiliates making, using, offering 

to sell, or selling in the United States, or importing into the United States, products that contain 

BOE display panels and/or modules that practice the asserted patents’ claims. 

Attached as Exhibits B-G, Longitude provides charts identifying specifically where each 

element of each asserted claim is found within the Accused Instrumentalities. Longitude 

contends that the charted products provide representative infringement reads applicable to the 

broader set of Accused Instrumentalities, including substantially similar panels and other part 

numbers that Longitude may identify during discovery. Longitude reserves the right to provide 

additional support, based on information obtained during discovery, for its contention that the 
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charted products are representative, or to chart additional products as additional information 

becomes available. 

Longitude does not contend that any element of any asserted claim is governed by 

pre-AIA 35 U.S.C. § 112(6). 

IV. Literal Infringement and Infringement under the Doctrine of Equivalents 
(P.R. 3-1(d)) 

Longitude contends that each element of each asserted claim is literally present in each 

Accused Instrumentality. As provided in Longitude’s charts (Exhibits B-G), Longitude contends, 

in the alternative, that certain elements of certain asserted claims are present under the doctrine 

of equivalents in the Accused Instrumentalities. 

V. Priority Dates of the Asserted Claims (P.R. 3-1(e)) 

Longitude contends that the asserted patents are entitled to claim priority to earlier 

applications: 

• The ’079 patent asserted claims claim priority to foreign (JP) Patent Application 

No. 2002-363864, filed on December 16, 2002, and to foreign (JP) Patent 

Application No. 2002-000713, filed on January 7, 2002, or at least U.S. Pat. App. 

No. 10/320,371, filed December 17, 2002, or at least U.S. Pat. App. No. 

11/290,589, filed December 1, 2005. 

• The ’948 patent asserted claims claim priority to foreign (JP) Patent Application 

No. 2006-280583, filed on October 13, 2006, or at least U.S. Pat. App. No. 

11/907,479, filed October 12, 2007. 

• The ’093 patent asserted claims claim priority to foreign (JP) Patent Application 

No. 2008-258122, filed on October 3, 2008, or at least U.S. Pat. App. No. 

12/549,587, filed August 28, 2009. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I certify that I served PLAINTIFF LONGITUDE LICENSING LIMITED’S P.R. 3-1 

DISCLOSURE OF ASSERTED CLAIMS AND INFRINGEMENT CONTENTIONS and 

exhibits on counsel for Defendant BOE Technology Group Co., Ltd., via email, on March 11, 

2024. 

s/ Emily J. Tremblay   
      Emily J. Tremblay 
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