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Dr. Houh is Not A POSITA

“[t]he Board [has] within its discretion
to weigh the credibility of expert testimony” Shoes by Firebug 
LLC v. Stride Rite Children’s Grp., LLC, 962 F.3d 1362, 1372 
(Fed. Cir. 2020)
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Claim Terms
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Integration Tier Including Web Services 
Communication Mechanisms
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Reply , 2

Reply , 2
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Integration Tier Including Web Services 
Communication Mechanisms

“The mere fact that there is an alternative embodiment disclosed in the [asserted patent] that is not encompassed by
[our] claim construction does not outweigh the language of the claim, especially when the court’s construction is supported by the 
intrinsic evidence.” August Tech. Corp. v. Camtek, Ltd., 655 F. 3d 1278, 1285 
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…including web services communication mechanisms 
for interfacing with a mobile wallet application
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Reply , 3-4
Reply , 4
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…including web services communication mechanisms 
for interfacing with a mobile wallet application

Web Services are different that  Web Sites and Web Pages
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Sur-Reply , 21
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“Hardware SIM Card”
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‘399 POR , 16

’399 Sur-Reply , 22



THE PETITION FAILS TO DEMONSTRATE THE
UNPATENTABILITY OF CHALLENGED CLAIMS
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Petitioner Has Failed To Show That Dill Teaches An 
Integration Tier, Including A Web Services Communication Mechanisms 
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Sur-Reply , 14
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Dill Fails To Teach An Integration Tier That Includes A Web
Services Mechanism For Interfacing With A Mobile Wallet Application

Dill’s Mobile Wallet Application (121) Doe NOT Communicate 
with the Web Interface (137)
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Dill Fails To Teach An Integration Tier That Includes Web Services Mechanisms For Interfacing With A 
Plurality Of Different Device Types Over A Plurality Of Different Channels

The “Different Channels” identified by Petitioner do not 
interface with the web Interface
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Reply , 15
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Dill Fails To Teach A Notification Services Engine Configured To
Interface With The Integration Tier

Petitioner educed no additional evidence of how the Dill’s 
Transfer Module Interfaces with itself 
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Institution, 26

Reply, 12

Houh Supplement Dec, 2



Dill Fails To Teach Receipt Of A Communication From The Agent
Terminal Over At Least One Of The Plurality Of Channels

Dill is wholly silent with regard to any communication that is 
received from the agent (135) via the web interface (137)
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Dill Fails To Teach Receipt Of A Communication From The Agent
Terminal Over At Least One Of The Plurality Of Channels

Petitioner Changed their Mapping of “channels” from the 
Petition (left) to the reply (right) 
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Reply , 13
Petition , 45



Petitioner Has Failed To Establish That Dill Teaches Web Services
For Interfacing With A Mobile Wallet Application

Petitioner has offered no evidence that Dill’s webpage is 
accessed with the mobile wallet application (120)
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Sur-Reply , 19
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Petitioner Has Failed To Establish That Dill Teaches Web Services
For Interfacing With A Mobile Wallet Application

An internet browser is not a “Mobile Wallet Application”
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Sur-Reply , 20POR , 42



The Petition Erroneously Maps Dill’s Mobile Wallet Application
(121) In Mobile Network Operator (120) To The Claimed “Mobile 
WalletApplication” Installed On A Mobile Device

Dill’s Mobile Wallet Application runs is run by the MNO 
and/or the transfer facilitator 
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Institution  , 29

Dill  , [0094]

POR , 49



Dill And Bykov Fail To Teach A Mobile Wallet Installed On A 
Hardware SIM Card
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Bykov’s personal exchange 
module is not a “SIM Card” 
instead, it is a card used for 

NFC transactions

‘399 Petition , 23-24



Independent claims
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US 9,208,488 
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US 10,438,196
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