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The ’960 and ’021 Patents

Ex. 1001, Fig. 1; ’960 Pet., 10; see 
also ’021 Pet., 30. 

Ex. 1001, Fig. 2; ’960 Pet., 10; 
see also ’021 Pet., 11.
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’960 and ’021 Patents:
Sasaki and Ellis teach inferring one or more 

entertainment preferences of a user.
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’960 Ex.1001, Claim 1.

Sasaki and Ellis render obvious “inferring” 
“one or more entertainment preferences of a user”.

’960 Patent, Claim 1 ’021 Patent, Claim 1

’021 Ex.1001, Claim 1.
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’960/’021 Ex.1005, [0137].

Ellis’s techniques are used in connection with a portable device 
that stores and downloads content 

’960 Pet. 23, 30; ’021 Pet., 24, 32-33.

Ellis

’960/’021 Ex.1005, [0136].

’960/’021 Ex.1005, [0156].
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Ellis teaches a technique for inferring preferences by monitoring content 
consumed on the portable device and reporting usage data to a central facility.

Ellis

’960/’021 Ex.1005, [0212].

’960/’021 Ex.1005, [0185].

’960/’021 Ex.1005, [0221].

’960/’021 Ex.1005, [0263].

’960/’021 Ex.1005, [0236].

’960 Pet. 22-33; ’021 Pet., 34-35; ’960 Reply, 2-3; ’021 Reply, 2-3.
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Sasaki teaches a server that receives preference information and provides 
content recommendations to a portable device.

Sasaki

’960/’021 Ex.1004, [0126].

’960/’021 Ex.1004, [0126].

’960 Pet. 32; ’021 Pet., 33; ’960 Reply, 2; ’021 Reply, 1-2.
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The combination of Sasaki and Ellis teaches a server that infers a user’s 
preferences from the media consumed on their portable device.

’960 Pet. 29-33; ’021 Pet., 31-36; ’960 Ex.1003, ¶¶ 75-90; ’021 
Ex.1003, ¶¶ 74-95; ’960 Reply, 1-6; ’021 Reply, 1-4; 

• Ellis teaches a technique to automatically determine a 
user’s preferences by monitoring the media content 
consumed by the user and reporting usage data to a central 
facility. 

• Sasaki teaches a server that receives user preference 
information from a mobile terminal. 

• Sasaki’s server uses the user preference information to 
provide content recommendation. 
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’960 Patent:
Sasaki and Ellis teach inferring user preferences 

based on “a plurality of media”.
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’960 Ex.1001, Claim 1.

Sasaki and Ellis render obvious inferring preferences 
“based on” a “plurality of media”.

’960 Patent, Claim 1
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’960 Pet., 33.

’960: The combination of Sasaki and Ellis.

Petition

’960 Pet., 32.

’960 Pet., 31-33; ’960 Ex.1003, ¶¶ 84-90.
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Ellis and Sasaki each teach using a plurality of media in their content 
recommendation systems.

Ellis

’960 Ex.1005, [0263].

’960 Pet., 32-33, 49; ’960 Ex.1003, ¶¶ 61, 80, 84-90; ’960 Reply, 7-8.

Sasaki

’960 Ex.1005, [0214].

’960 Ex.1005, [0230].

’960 Ex.1004, [0074].

’960 Ex.1004, [0045].

Use [0021] instead of 46.

’960 Ex.1004, [0021].
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Patent Owner incorrectly conflates “plurality of media” with “plurality of types of 
media”.

Patent Owner’s Claim Construction: “more than one media”

’960 POR, 26.

’960 Reply, 10-13; ’960 POR, 8, 26-29; ’960 Sur-reply, 3-8.

’960 POR, 8.

’960 POR, 26.

Patent Owner’s Analysis: “plurality of media content types” 
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The ’960 Patent distinguishes between “media” and “media types”.

’960 Patent

’960 Reply, 10-13.

’960 Ex.1001, 3:53-55.

’960 Ex.1001, 1:24-27.
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The only embodiment in the ’960 Patent is inferring preferences based on a 
plurality of media of a single media type.

’960 Patent, 5:34-46.

’960 Patent, 6:10-16.

The ’960 Patent does not provide any examples in which the 
inferring is based on a plurality of media content types. 

’960 Reply, 11-13.

’960 Patent
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Ellis and Sasaki each also teach using a plurality of different media types in 
their content recommendation systems.

Ellis

’960 Ex.1005, [0263].

Sasaki

’960 Ex.1005, [0214].

’960 Ex.1005, [0230].

’960 Ex.1004, [0074].

’960 Pet., 32-33, 49; ’960 Ex.1003, ¶¶ 61, 80, 84-90; ’960 Reply, 7-8.

’960 Ex.1004, [0045].

Use [0021] instead of 46.

’960 Ex.1004, [0021].
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’021 Patent:
Sasaki and Ellis teach inferring user preferences based 
on “a plurality of media content types” including “textual 
media, image media, audio media, and video media”.
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’021: Sasaki and Ellis render obvious inferring preferences based on “textual 
media, image media, audio media, and video media”.

’021 Patent, Claim 1

’021 Ex.1001, Claim 1.
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’021: The combination of Sasaki and Ellis.

Petition

’021 Pet., 34.

’021 Pet., 34-36; ’021 
Ex.1003, ¶ ¶ 87-95.’021 Pet., 36.
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’021: Ellis and Sasaki each teach using a plurality of different media types in 
their content recommendation systems.

Ellis

’021 Ex.1005, [0263].

Sasaki

’021 Ex.1005, [0214].

’021 Ex.1005, [0230].

’021 Ex.1004, [0074].

’021 Pet., 34-36; ’021 Ex.1003, ¶¶ 84, 87-95; ’021 Reply, 6-8.

’960 Ex.1004, [0045].

Use [0021] instead of 46.

’960 Ex.1004, [0021].



21DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 21

’021 Sur-reply, 4.

’021: Patent Owner incorrectly asserts that the inferring 
must be based on all the content types listed.

Patent Owner Response

’021 POR, 15-18, 36-40; ’021 Sur-reply, 3-11.

’021 POR, 16.
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’021: Patent Owner’s expert’s understanding is inferring a preference based on 
a single media type.

See ’021 Reply, 11-12.

Dr. Stillerman Deposition

’021 Ex.1023, 46.
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’021: The only embodiment in the ’021 Patent is 
inferring a preference based on a single media type.

The ’021 Patent does not provide any examples in which a content 
recommendation is based on all the types of content listed.

’021 Reply, 11.

’021 Patent

’021 Patent, 5:44-57.
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’960 and ’021 Patents:
Sasaki and Ellis teach the “current location” limitations.



25DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 25

’960 Ex.1001, Claim 1; see also Claim 21.

’960: Sasaki and Ellis render obvious the 
“current location” limitations.

’960 Patent, Claim 1

’960 Ex.1001, Claim 11; see also Claims 6, 16.

’960 Patent, Claim 11
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’021: Sasaki and Ellis render obvious the 
“current location” limitations.

’021 Patent, Claim 1

’021 Ex.1001, Claim 1.

’021 Patent, Claim 10

’021 Ex.1001, Claim 10.
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’021: Sasaki and Ellis render obvious the 
“current location” limitations.

’021 Patent, Claim 16

’021 Ex.1001, Claim 16; see also Claim 4.
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’960/’021: Ellis teaches using GPS to determine the user’s location. 

Ellis

’960/’021 Ex.1005, [0225]. 

’960 Pet., 23-24, 34, 36, 41; ’021 Pet., 24-25, 37-38, 42-43; ’960 Reply, 13; ’021 Reply, 14-15.

’960/’021 Ex.1005, [0233]; see also [0234]. 
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’960/’021: Ellis teaches using the current location of the user 
to recommend local events. 

Ellis

’960/’021 Ex.1005, [0233]; see also [0234]. 

’960/’021 Ex.1005, [0236]. 

’960 Pet., 23-24, 26, 34, 36; ’021 Pet., 24-25, 27, 33, 37-38; ’960 Reply, 13; ’021 Reply, 14-15.
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’960/’021: Ellis teaches using the current location of the user 
to recommend local events. 

Ellis

’960 Pet., 35; see also ’021 Pet., 37. 
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Sasaki teaches that the server can receive location information 
from the built-in GPS of the terminal device. 

Sasaki

’960/’021 Ex.1004, [0069]. 

’960/’021 Ex.1004, [0080]-[0081]. 

’960 Pet., 34, 41, 55, 76; ’021 Pet., 36, 42, 51, 53-54; ’960 Reply, 14-15; ’021 Reply, 12, 
15.
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The combination of Sasaki and Ellis teaches that the server receives the 
current location of the portable device to recommend local events. 

’960 Pet., 34-37, 41-42, 54-55; ’021 Pet., 36-39, 42-43; 51, 53-54; ’960 Ex.1003, ¶¶ 91-96, 
114-117; ’021 Ex.1003, ¶¶ 96-101,150-154, 162-163; ’960 Reply, 13-16; ’021 Reply, 12-15.

• Sasaki explains that the terminal device can determine the 
location (GPS information) of the user. 

• Sasaki explains that the terminal device can send the 
location of the user to the server.

• Ellis teaches that the GPS location of the portable device 
can be used to recommend local venues or events. 
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’960/’021: Sasaki’s server-terminal embodiment is the terminal-terminal 
embodiment with a server instead of a terminal. 

Sasaki

’960/’021 Ex.1004, [0113].

Petition

’960 Pet., 30; see also ’021 Pet. 30.

’960 Pet., 21-22, 30; 021 Pet., 22-23, 30; ’960 Ex. 1003, ¶41; 
’021 Ex. 1003, ¶41; ’960 Reply, 15-17; ’021 Reply, 13, 15-16.

’960/’021 Ex.1004, [0112].
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’960 and ’021 Patents:
A POSITA would be motivated to combine 

Sasaki and Ellis.
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’960/’021: Patent Owner asserts that Ellis and Sasaki address distinct 
problems. 

Patent Owner Response

’960 POR, 39; see also ’021 POR, 50.
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’960/’021: Sasaki and Ellis both describe portable devices. 

See ’960 Pet., 22-23; ’021 Pet., 23-24.

Ellis

’960/’021 Ex.1005, [0263].

Sasaki

’960/’021 Ex.1005, [0156].

’960/’021 Ex.1004, [0021].
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’960/’021: Sasaki and Ellis both describe portable devices for the consumption 
of content. 

See ’960 Pet., 22-23; ’021 Pet., 23-24.

Ellis

’960/’021 Ex.1005, [0263].

Sasaki

’960/’021 Ex.1004, [0074].
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’960/’021: Sasaki and Ellis both describe providing recommendations to 
portable devices. 

See ’960 Pet., 21-26; ’021 Pet., 22-27; ’960 Reply, 18-19; ’021 Reply, 17-18.

Ellis Sasaki

’960/’021 Ex.1004, [0115].

’960/’021 Ex.1005, [0233]; see also [0234]. 
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’960/’021: Ellis provides features that enhance content recommendation 
systems.

See ’960 Pet., 25; ’021 Pet., 26.

’960/’021 Ex.1005, [0212].

’960/’021 Ex.1005, [0230].

’960/’021 Ex.1005, [0233].

Ellis
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’960/’021: A POSITA would have been motivated to combine Sasaki and Ellis.

See ’960 Pet., 24-26; ’021 Pet., 25-27; ’960 Ex.1003, ¶¶ 59-63; 
’021 Ex.1003, ¶¶ 58-62.

• Ellis’s technique of monitoring the content that the user consumes 
automatically captures the user’s preferences in near real-time, 
rather than waiting for the user to manually supply her 
preferences. 

• As the user’s preferences change over time, Ellis’s technique 
would update the recommendations to that user accordingly. 

• A POSITA would be motivated to combine Sasaki’s system for 
content recommendation with Ellis’s enhanced features for 
recommending content.
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’960/’021: Patent Owner asserts that there were technological barriers to 
combining Sasaki and Ellis.

Patent Owner’s Response

’960 POR, 39-40; see also ’021 POR, 51.
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’960/’021 Ex.1004, [0041].

’960/’021: Sasaki’s system had antennas, storage and display 
capabilities for audio and video. 

’960 Pet., 48, 57; ’021 Pet., 48, 57; ’960 Reply, 21-23; ’021 Reply, 20-21.

Sasaki

’960/’021 Ex.1004, [0029].

Dr. Stillerman’s Deposition

’960/’021 Ex.1023, 52-53.

’960/’021 Ex.1023, 54.
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’960/’021: POSITAs were actually combining the technologies to have storage, 
displays and antennas for audio and video

’960 Reply, 22-23; ’021 Reply, 21.

Apple iPhone

’960/’021 Ex.1022.
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Patent Owner Response

Patent Owner asserts that Ellis teaches away from a combination with Sasaki. 

’960 POR, 41; see also ’021 POR, 53.
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Ellis teaches digital radio content and 
Sasaki is specifically designed to work with digital music content.

Ellis

’021 Ex.1005, [0263].

Sasaki

’021 Ex.1004, [0074].

’021 Ex.1004, [0140].

See ’960 Pet., 22-23; ’021 Pet., 23-24; ‘960 Reply, 23; ‘021 Reply, 22.

’021 Ex.1005, [0002].
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’021 Patent:
Sasaki and Ellis teach “podcast media”.



47DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 47

’960/’021: Sasaki and Ellis render obvious “podcast media”.

’021 Patent, Claim 2

’021 Ex.1001, Claim 2.
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’021: Ellis discloses content recommendation based on podcast media.

Ellis Lim

’021 Ex.1005, [0214].

’021 Ex.1005, [0274].

’021 Ex.1005, [0179].

’021 Ex.1010, [0002].

’021 Pet., 41-42; ’021 Ex.1003, ¶ ¶ 114-116; ’021 Reply, 22-23; 
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’021 Patent:
Sasaki and Ellis teach obtaining “information about the 

media” from a storage within the server.



50DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 50

Sasaki and Ellis render obvious “obtain” “information about the media from a 
storage within the computer server”.

’021 Patent, Claim 9

’021 Ex.1001, Claim 9.
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’021: The combination of Sasaki and Ellis teach storing information about the 
media in the server.

Petition

’021 Pet., 30.

Sasaki

’021 Ex.1004, [0119].

’021 Pet., 45-46; ’021 Ex.1003, ¶¶ 130-135; ’021 Reply, 23-25.

Ellis

’021 Ex.1005, [0263].

’021 Ex.1005, [0236].



52DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 52

’960 and ’021 Patents:
Dr. Houh’s testimony is properly based on evidence.
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’960/’021: Dr. Houh’s Testimony properly relies on evidence and technical 
reasoning.

Dr. Houh’s Declaration

’960 Reply, 24-25; ’021 Reply, 25-26; see generally ’960 Ex.1003; ’021 Ex.1003.

’960 Ex.1003, ¶ 62; see also ’021 Ex.1003, ¶ 61.

’960 Ex.1003, ¶ 111; see also ’021 Ex.1003, ¶ 115.

’960 Ex.1003, ¶ 222; see also ’021 Ex.1003, ¶ 195.
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