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Ollnova Technologies Ltd.

’887 Patent, Claim 1
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Ex. 1001 (’887), Claim 1, 14:48-15:4.

[1.pre] A wireless automation device, comprising:
           [1.a] a transceiver operable to wirelessly communicate packets of information over a wireless network;
           [1.b] a sensor operable to generate a indicator for a sensed condition;
           [1.c] a controller configured to poll the sensor at a polling interval to read the indicator during a current period of the
                    polling interval and to selectively operate the transceiver to communicate information associated reading of 
                    the indicator; and
           [1.d] a memory, the controller storing a reading of the indicator during the current period in the memory, where the
                    memory stores at least one prior reading of the indicator, the prior reading of the indicator made during a prior 
                    period of the polling interval,
            [1.e] wherein the transceiver is configured to transmit a most recent reading of the indicator stored in the memory
                     during a period of a transmission interval in response to detecting a change in the sensed condition outside a
                     predetermined range and wherein transmission of the most recent reading of the indicator stored in the
                    memory during the period of the transmission interval is suspended in response to detecting a chance in the
                     sensed condition within the predetermined range.
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Ollnova Technologies Ltd.

Summary of Why The Petition Fails
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• The prior art does not disclose, teach or suggest a “transmission interval.”

• Periodic monitoring (allegedly a polling interval) is not a transmission 
interval.

• The “report block” in Kates-711 and Kates-505 is not a transmission interval.

• The prior art does not disclose, teach or suggest suspension of transmission 
in response to detecting a change in the sensed condition withing the 
predetermined range.

• Neither Kates-711, Kates-505, nor Mueller disclose suspension of a 
transmission that would have otherwise occurred.  

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Paper 16, 13-19; Paper 19, 1-2, 13-19.
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Grounds 1-12: No Transmission Intervals
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Ollnova Technologies Ltd.

Construction of Transmission Interval
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• Claim element [1.e] recites “wherein the transceiver is 
configured to transmit a most recent reading of the indicator 
stored in the memory during a period of a transmission interval 
in response to detecting a change in the sensed condition 
outside a predetermined range and wherein transmission of 
the most recent reading of the indicator stored in the memory 
during the period of the transmission interval is suspended in 
response to detecting a chance in the sensed condition within 
the predetermined range.

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Paper 16, 8-9; Paper 19, iv; Ex. 1001 (’887), 14:63-15:5.
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Ollnova Technologies Ltd.

Construction of Transmission Interval
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• An “interval” is “a space of time between events or states.”  

• A “transmission interval” is the space of time between successive 
transmission periods.

• A “transmission interval” is not a polling interval (the space of time 
between successive polling periods).

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Paper 16, 8-9; Paper 19, 3-7; Ex. 2006, ¶¶ 46, 50.

Ex. 1001 (’887), 2:16-20.
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Ollnova Technologies Ltd.

Construction of Transmission Interval
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• A “transmission interval” can include a transmission period during which 
transmission was suspended.

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Paper 16, 4-6; Paper 19, 4-5; Ex. 2006, ¶¶ 46, 50.

Ex. 1001 (’887), Fig. 4.

Ollnova Technologies Ltd. 
Exhibit 2009, Page 7



Ollnova Technologies Ltd.

Construction of Transmission Interval
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• A “polling interval” is the space in time between successive polling periods.

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Paper 16, 3-5; Paper 19, 4-5; Ex. 2006, ¶¶ 46, 50.

Ex. 1001 (’887), Fig. 3.
Ex. 1001 (’887), 9:23-37.
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Ollnova Technologies Ltd.

Construction of Transmission Interval
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• A “period” does not have to be a 
“periodic interval,” but it is more than 
a simple single step in a flowchart.

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Paper 16, 6-9; Paper 19, 5-6.

• A transmission interval is not the same 
thing as a polling interval.

• “[D]ifferent claim terms are presumed to 
have different meanings.”

Ex. 1004 (Kates-711), 15:57-62.

Ex. 1004 (Kates-711), Fig. 7.
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Ollnova Technologies Ltd.

Kates-711 and Kates-505 do not disclose, teach or suggest 
“transmission intervals”
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• Kates’ disclosure of a polling interval (e.g., 
“periodic monitoring” or “sensing” periods) 
does not teach a space of time between 
successive transmission periods.

• A “Transmit Report” block is just an event in a 
loop with no reference to whether the block 
occurs during a period of a transmission 
interval.

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Paper 16, 10-12, 14-17; Paper 19, 11-16; Ex. 2006, ¶¶ 49-50.

Ex. 1004 (Kates-711), Fig. 7.
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Ollnova Technologies Ltd.

Kates-711 and Kates-505 do not disclose, teach or suggest 
“transmission intervals”
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• Kates’s disclosure of “Take Sensor Readings” 
block 706 and “Transmit Report” block 707 do 
not teach a polling interval or a transmission 
interval.

• Kates does not disclose a transmission interval 
in which the transmission is suspended.

• Kates does not disclose a transmission interval 
covering multiple polling intervals.

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Paper 16, 10-12, 14-17; Paper 19, 11-16; Ex. 2006, ¶¶ 48-50.

Ex. 1004 (Kates-711), Fig. 7.
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Ollnova Technologies Ltd.

Kates-711 and Kates-505 do not disclose, teach or suggest 
“transmission intervals.”

12

• The disclosure in the ’887 Patent of a separate 
controller 508 in a building automation system 
communicating with a wireless automation 
device 507 is not analogous to Kates.

• The controller 508 is not a controller comprised 
in a wireless automation device.

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Paper 16, 10-12, 14-17; Paper 19, 14.
Ex. 1001 (‘887), 13:36-39.

Ex. 1001 (‘887), Fig. 5.
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Grounds 1-12: No Suspension of Transmission
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Ollnova Technologies Ltd.

Construction of Transmission is … Suspended
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• “wherein transmission of the most recent reading of the indicator stored in 
memory during the period of the transmission interval is suspended in response 
to detecting a change in the sensed condition within the predetermined range” 
means “wherein transmission of the most recent reading of the indicator that 
would otherwise occur is stopped in response to detecting a change in the 
sensed condition within the predetermined range”

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Paper 16, 6-9; Paper 19, 7-10; Ex. 2006, ¶¶ 46-47.

Ex. 2002 (ecobee Claim Construction Order), at 8.
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Ollnova Technologies Ltd.

Construction of Transmission is … Suspended

15DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Paper 16, 6-9; Paper 19, 7-8; Ex. 2006, ¶ 47.

• The plain and ordinary meaning of “suspend” is “to cause to stop for a 
period; interrupt” or “to halt a process temporarily.”

• Consistent with the use of “suspend” in the ’887 Patent specification.

Ex. 1001 (‘887), 11:9-12. Ex. 1001 (‘887), 11:56-59.
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Ollnova Technologies Ltd.

Construction of Transmission is … Suspended

16DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Ex. 2002 (ecobee Claim Construction Order), at 8.
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Ollnova Technologies Ltd.

Petitioner Agrees With Court’s Construction
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Paper 17 (Petitioner’s Reply), at 5. 
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Ollnova Technologies Ltd.

Construction of Transmission is … Suspended
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Paper 16, 6-9; Paper 19, 10; Ex. 2006, ¶ 47.

• The term “suspend” is more than just “not transmitted.”

Ex. 1001 (‘887), 11:62-64.

Ex. 1001 (‘887), 2:24-26.
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Ollnova Technologies Ltd.

Kates-711 and Kates-505 do not disclose, teach or suggest 
“wherein transmission … is suspended.”
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• Claim 1 recites “wherein transmission of the most recent reading of the 
indicator stored in the memory during the period of the transmission interval is 
suspended in response to detecting a chance in the sensed condition within the 
predetermined range.”

• Kates-711 and Kates-505 teach not transmitting but do not teach suspending a 
transmission that would have otherwise occurred.

• Kates-711 and Kates-505 do not teach stopping a transmission that would have 
otherwise occurred.

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Paper 16, 10-12, 17-19; Paper 19, 14-15; Ex. 2006, ¶ 52.

Ex. 1004 (Kates-711), 13:14-16.
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Ollnova Technologies Ltd.

Mueller does not disclose, teach or suggest “wherein 
transmission … is suspended.”
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• Claim 1 recites “wherein transmission of the most recent reading of the 
indicator stored in the memory during the period of the transmission interval is 
suspended in response to detecting a chance in the sensed condition within the 
predetermined range.”

• Mueller teaches not transmitting but does not teach suspending a transmission.

• Mueller does not teach stopping a transmission that would have otherwise 
occurred.

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Paper 16, 12-13, 17-19; Paper 19, 15-16; Ex. 2006, ¶ 52.

Ex. 1031 (Mueller), 8:63-66. Ex. 1031 (Mueller), 9:3-6.
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Ollnova Technologies Ltd.

Prior Art Does Not Disclose “Transmission Interval” or 
“Suspended” Transmission
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• Claim element [1.e] recites “wherein the transceiver is 
configured to transmit a most recent reading of the indicator 
stored in the memory during a period of a transmission interval 
in response to detecting a change in the sensed condition 
outside a predetermined range and wherein transmission of 
the most recent reading of the indicator stored in the memory 
during the period of the transmission interval is suspended in 
response to detecting a chance in the sensed condition within 
the predetermined range.

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Paper 16, 14-19; Paper 19, 11-16; Ex. 2006, ¶¶ 48-52; Ex. 1001 (’887), 14:63-15:4.
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Ollnova Technologies Ltd.

Dependent claims 3-8, 14, 15 and 18.
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• Because the prior art does not teach or disclose either the transmission 
interval limitation or the suspension limitation of independent claim 1, it 
does not render obvious dependent claims 3-8, 14-15, and18.  

• Synqor, Inc. v. Artesyn Techs., Inc., 709 F.3d 1365, 1375 (Fed. Cir. 2013) 
(“Th[e] court need not consider Defendants’ arguments that certain 
dependent claim limitations would have been obvious where the base 
claim has not been proven invalid.”).

• Callaway Golf Co. v. Acushnet Co., 576 F.3d 1331, 1344 (Fed. Cir. 2009) (a 
judgment is irreconcilably inconsistent where a dependent claim is found 
obvious and the independent claim from which it depends is nonobvious).

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Paper 16, 3; Paper 19, 2.
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