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2DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT 
NOT EVIDENCE

Topics

Obvious to:
 1. Swipe in different directions for home screen and widget screen (Claim 1)
  See also claims 9 and 17
 2. Vary navigational paths      (Dep. Claims)
  
  a. Return to wake screen with different swipe gesture  (Claim 6)
   See also claims 14 and 22
  b. Use consistent swipe gesture for home screen  (Claim 3) 
  See also claims 11 and 19 
  c. Claim 3 + return to widget screen with different swipe gesture (Claim 4) 
  See also claims 12 and 20 
  d. Claim 3 + return to wake screen with different swipe gesture (Claim 5) 
  See also claims 13 and 21 
  e. Navigate to control panel     (Claims 7, 8) 
  See also claims 15, 16, 22, and 23
 3. Add limitations of substitute claims     (Sub. Claims)
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3DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT 
NOT EVIDENCE

Topics

Obvious to:
1. Swipe in different directions for home screen and widget screen (Claim 1)

 See also claims 9 and 17
 2. Vary navigational paths      (Dep. Claims)
  
  a. Return to wake screen with different swipe gesture  (Claim 6)
   See also claims 14 and 22
  b. Use consistent swipe gesture for home screen  (Claim 3) 
  See also claims 11 and 19 
  c. Claim 3 + return to widget screen with different swipe gesture (Claim 4) 
  See also claims 12 and 20 
  d. Claim 3 + return to wake screen with different swipe gesture (Claim 5) 
  See also claims 13 and 21 
  e. Navigate to control panel     (Claims 7, 8) 
  See also claims 15, 16, 22, and 23
 3. Add limitations of substitute claims     (Sub. Claims)
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4DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT 
NOT EVIDENCE

Claim 1

EX1001, Claim 1

1.  A method comprising:
at computer system that is in communication with a display 

generation component and one or more input devices:
while the computer system is in a power saving state, detecting 

an input that meets display-waking criteria;
in response to detecting the input that meets the display-waking 

criteria, displaying, via the display generating component, a
wake screen user interface;

while displaying the wake screen user interface, detecting a first 
input that is directed to a portion of the wake screen user 
interface and includes first movement; and

in response to detecting the first input that is directed to the 
portion of the wake screen user interface:

in accordance with a determination that the first input meets 
first criteria, wherein the first criteria require the first 
movement to be in a first direction in order for the first criteria 
to be met:

displaying of a home screen user interface that is different 
from the wake screen user interface,

wherein the home screen user interface includes a 
plurality of application icons corresponding to different 
applications, and wherein a respective application icon of 
the plurality of application icons, when selected, causes 
display of an application corresponding to the respective 
application icon; and

in accordance with a determination that the first input meets 
second criteria different from the first criteria, wherein the 
second criteria require the first movement to be in a second 
direction that is different from the first direction in order for 
the second criteria to be met:

displaying a widget screen user interface that is different 
from the wake screen user interface and the home screen 
user interface, wherein the widget screen user interface 
includes a plurality of user interface objects 
corresponding to different applications, wherein a 
respective user interface object of the plurality of user 
interface objects contains application content from an 
application corresponding to the respective user interface 
object, and when selected, causes display of an 
application corresponding to the respective user interface 
object.
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5DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT 
NOT EVIDENCE

Claim 1 is unpatentable over Chae alone or with Narendra

Pet. at 33 MASIMO 1077 
Masimo v. Apple 
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6DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT 
NOT EVIDENCE

Chae discloses computer connected to display and input

Pet. at 34-35; EX1005 ¶¶ 10, 43, 104, Fig. 4(a); EX1003 ¶¶ 74-75; Reply at 8-9; EX1056 ¶ 
25; EX1057 at 91:3-6, 93:13-18, 94:18-95:9  

• Chae’s smart phone or laptop computer is a “computer 
system”

• Chae’s touch screen is a “display” (e.g., it displays a clock in 
Figure 4(a))

• Chae’s touch screen is also an “input device”
• Computer system necessarily communicates with display 

and input device
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7DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT 
NOT EVIDENCE

Chae discloses a computer in a power-saving state

Pet. at 36-39; EX1005, Fig. 2; EX1003 ¶ 78; EX1019 at 4:39-64; EX1007; Reply at 9; 
EX1056 ¶ 26, EX1057 at 95:17-96:3 

Chae:

Dr. Rosenberg (EX1003):

EX1019:

Dr. Rosenberg (EX1056):

Android:
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8DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT 
NOT EVIDENCE

Chae and Narendra disclose swiping for screen navigation

Pet. at 3-7, 29; EX1005, Fig. 3; EX1006, Figs. 1, 2, 9

Narendra:Chae:

MASIMO 1077 
Masimo v. Apple 
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9DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT 
NOT EVIDENCE

Chae discloses a wake screen user interface

Chae:’352 Patent:

Pet. at 15-16; EX1001 at 38:32-33, Fig. 5B; 
EX1003 ¶ 41

Pet. at 39-41; EX1005 ¶ 95, Figs. 3, 
4(a); EX1003 ¶ 79

• Displayed upon 
waking the device

• No required 
content or features 
on wake screen

MASIMO 1077 
Masimo v. Apple 

IPR2023-00664



10DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT 
NOT EVIDENCE

Chae discloses a home screen user interface

Chae:’352 Patent:

Pet. at 16-18; EX1001, Fig. 4A; EX1003 ¶ 34 Pet. at 45-49; EX1005 ¶ 104, Figs. 17, 
4(b); EX1003 ¶¶ 83-86  

• Includes multiple 
application icons

MASIMO 1077 
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11DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT 
NOT EVIDENCE

If Chae did not disclose opening applications, Narendra does

Pet. at 48-49; EX1005, Fig. 4(b); EX1006 ¶¶ 2, 25; EX1003 ¶¶ 84-86

Chae: Narendra:

Dr. Rosenberg:

MASIMO 1077 
Masimo v. Apple 
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12DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT 
NOT EVIDENCE

Chae discloses a widget screen user interface

Chae:’352 Patent:

Pet. at 19-22; EX1001, Fig. 5CK; EX1003 ¶¶ 47-49 Pet. at 49-55; EX1005, Fig. 6(b); 
EX1003 ¶¶ 87-91

• Includes multiple 
“widgets” (“user 
interface objects 
containing 
application 
content from an 
application . . . 
and when 
selected, causes 
display of an 
application”) 
(claim 1)

• “Here, the home screen 
customized to the SIM 
has items . . . . 
includ[ing] icons and 
widgets.”  EX1005 ¶ 100
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13DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT 
NOT EVIDENCE

Narendra discloses a widget screen user interface

Pet. at 56-57; EX1006 ¶ 25, Figs. 1, 2; EX1003 ¶¶ 91-92

“Desktop screens on mobile device 300 
display content such as application icons, 
widgets, and the like.”  EX1006 ¶ 25
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14DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT 
NOT EVIDENCE

Hong discloses widgets 

Pet. at 9-10, 57-58; EX1010 ¶¶ 4-5, Fig. 7A; EX1003 ¶¶ 60, 93

“Recently, application widgets have been 
provided that enable a user to access contents 
provided in an application without executing the 
application, such as a clock, a calendar . . . .” 

“A user may check … information … provided 
by an application … as a preview … without 
actually executing the application itself.”

EX1010 ¶¶ 4-5

MASIMO 1077 
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15DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT 
NOT EVIDENCE

Android discloses widgets 

Pet. at 59-61; EX1007 at 1:11, 2:06; EX1003 ¶ 95 
MASIMO 1077 

Masimo v. Apple 
IPR2023-00664



16DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT 
NOT EVIDENCE

Chae’s Figure 6(b) discloses a widget screen 

Pet. at 52-54; EX1003 ¶ 89; EX1005, Fig. 6(b), ¶ 100 MASIMO 1077 
Masimo v. Apple 

IPR2023-00664



17DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT 
NOT EVIDENCE

Chae’s Figure 6(b) discloses a widget screen 

Pet. at 55; EX1003 ¶ 91; EX1005, Fig. 6(b), ¶ 100 MASIMO 1077 
Masimo v. Apple 

IPR2023-00664



18DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT 
NOT EVIDENCE

Hong supports Dr. Rosenberg’s understanding of widgets 

Pet. at 57; EX1003 ¶ 93; EX1010 ¶¶ 4-5, Fig. 7A MASIMO 1077 
Masimo v. Apple 

IPR2023-00664



19DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT 
NOT EVIDENCE

Apple argues that prior art widgets did not allow execution of applications 

Reply at 12-13; EX1056 ¶ 32; EX1010 ¶¶ 4-5, Fig. 7A MASIMO 1077 
Masimo v. Apple 

IPR2023-00664



20DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT 
NOT EVIDENCE

Response to Sur-reply Hong Argument 

Sur-reply at 13; EX1010 ¶¶ 4-5, 68; Pet. at 57; EX1003 ¶ 93; Reply at 12-13; EX1056 ¶ 32

Sur-reply at 13 (citing EX1010 ¶ 68):

EX1010 ¶ 68:

EX1010 ¶¶ 4-5:

MASIMO 1077 
Masimo v. Apple 
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21DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT 
NOT EVIDENCE

Apple ignores Android’s widget opening an email application 

Reply at 13; EX1056 ¶ 33; EX1007 at 2:08-2:14 MASIMO 1077 
Masimo v. Apple 

IPR2023-00664



22DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT 
NOT EVIDENCE

If Chae lacked widgets, they would have been obvious to add

Pet. at 61-62; EX1003 ¶ 96 MASIMO 1077 
Masimo v. Apple 

IPR2023-00664



23DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT 
NOT EVIDENCE

Topics

Obvious to:
 1. Swipe in different directions for home screen and widget screen (Claim 1)
  See also claims 9 and 17

2. Vary navigational paths (Dep. Claims)
  
  a. Return to wake screen with different swipe gesture  (Claim 6)
   See also claims 14 and 22
  b. Use consistent swipe gesture for home screen  (Claim 3) 
  See also claims 11 and 19 
  c. Claim 3 + return to widget screen with different swipe gesture (Claim 4) 
  See also claims 12 and 20 
  d. Claim 3 + return to wake screen with different swipe gesture (Claim 5) 
  See also claims 13 and 21 
  e. Navigate to control panel     (Claims 7, 8) 
  See also claims 15, 16, 22, and 23
 3. Add limitations of substitute claims     (Sub. Claims)
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24DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT 
NOT EVIDENCE

Dependent claims – obvious variants of navigational paths

Pet. at 66; EX1003 ¶ 104 MASIMO 1077 
Masimo v. Apple 
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25DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT 
NOT EVIDENCE

Pet. at 66-67; EX1003 ¶ 105

Dependent claims – obvious to choose from finite choices

MASIMO 1077 
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26DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT 
NOT EVIDENCE

Pet. at 67; EX1003 ¶ 107

Dependent claims – obvious to choose from finite choices
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27DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT 
NOT EVIDENCE

Conceptual graphical representations of claimed paths

Pet. at 68; EX1003 ¶ 108 MASIMO 1077 
Masimo v. Apple 

IPR2023-00664



28DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT 
NOT EVIDENCE

Alleged intended purposes would not prevent combination

Reply at 3; EX1056 ¶ 16; see also EX1056 ¶ 19 MASIMO 1077 
Masimo v. Apple 

IPR2023-00664



29DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT 
NOT EVIDENCE

Alleged intended purposes would not prevent combination

Reply at 3; EX1056 ¶ 16; see also EX1056 ¶ 19

• “[F]amiliar items may have obvious uses beyond their primary purposes.”  KSR 
Int’l Co. v. Teleflex Inc., 550 U.S. 398, 420 (2007).

• A reference’s intended purpose does not control the obviousness inquiry.  Intel 
Corp. v. Qualcomm Inc., 21 F.4th 784, 800 (Fed. Cir. 2021).

• POSITA may be motivated to combine certain features to achieve claimed 
invention “even when bodily incorporation” of all disclosed but unclaimed 
features “would be impossible or inadvisable.”  Axonics, Inc. v. Medtronic, Inc., 
73 F.4th 950, 957 (Fed. Cir. 2023).

• Prior-art patents are not limited to their described invention or problems solved; 
they are “relevant for all they contain.”  In re Heck, 699 F.2d 1331, 1333 (Fed. 
Cir. 1983).

MASIMO 1077 
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30DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT 
NOT EVIDENCE

Narendra is compatible with Chae’s multiple SIM cards

Reply at 4; EX1056 ¶ 17 MASIMO 1077 
Masimo v. Apple 

IPR2023-00664



31DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT 
NOT EVIDENCE

Chae is compatible with Narendra’s password protection

Reply at 5; EX1056 ¶ 20; EX1057 at 85:20-86:12 MASIMO 1077 
Masimo v. Apple 

IPR2023-00664



32DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT 
NOT EVIDENCE

A POSITA would have resolved any incompatibility

Reply at 5-6; EX1056 ¶¶ 16, 21; EX1057 at 13:19-14:11, 88:2-7 MASIMO 1077 
Masimo v. Apple 

IPR2023-00664



33DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT 
NOT EVIDENCE

Topics

Obvious to:
 1. Swipe in different directions for home screen and widget screen (Claim 1)
  See also claims 9 and 17
 2. Vary navigational paths      (Dep. Claims)
  
 a. Return to wake screen with different swipe gesture (Claim 6)
  See also claims 14 and 22
  b. Use consistent swipe gesture for home screen  (Claim 3) 
  See also claims 11 and 19 
  c. Claim 3 + return to widget screen with different swipe gesture (Claim 4) 
  See also claims 12 and 20 
  d. Claim 3 + return to wake screen with different swipe gesture (Claim 5) 
  See also claims 13 and 21 
  e. Navigate to control panel     (Claims 7, 8) 
  See also claims 15, 16, 22, and 23
 3. Add limitations of substitute claims     (Sub. Claims)
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34DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT 
NOT EVIDENCE

Claim 6 – return to wake screen with different swipe gesture

Pet. at 69-70; EX1003 ¶ 109 MASIMO 1077 
Masimo v. Apple 

IPR2023-00664



35DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT 
NOT EVIDENCE

Claim 6 – return to wake screen with different swipe gesture

Sur-reply at 20; Pet. at 69-70; EX1003 ¶ 109 MASIMO 1077 
Masimo v. Apple 

IPR2023-00664



36DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT 
NOT EVIDENCE

Claim 6 – finite design choices

Pet. at 66; Reply at 14-15; EX1056 ¶¶ 34-36 MASIMO 1077 
Masimo v. Apple 

IPR2023-00664



37DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT 
NOT EVIDENCE

Claim 6 – parallel swipe not required for motivation

Reply at 21; EX1056 ¶ 44; Pet. at 69-70; EX1003 ¶109 MASIMO 1077 
Masimo v. Apple 

IPR2023-00664



38DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT 
NOT EVIDENCE

Claim 6 – perpendicular swipe not required

Pet. at 68; EX1003 ¶ 108; Reply at 15-16; EX1056 ¶ 37 MASIMO 1077 
Masimo v. Apple 

IPR2023-00664



39DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT 
NOT EVIDENCE

Claim 6 – perpendicular swipe not required

Reply at 21-23; EX1056 ¶¶ 45-47 MASIMO 1077 
Masimo v. Apple 

IPR2023-00664



40DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT 
NOT EVIDENCE

Claim 6 – Chae does not use up all four cardinal directions

Reply at 17; EX1056 ¶ 39; see also Reply at 16-18; EX1056 ¶¶ 38-40; EX1057 at 133:3-10, 
134:7-18; EX1005 ¶¶ 103-104, 108-112, 142, 144, 148, 150-151, Figs. 3, 19-21. 

MASIMO 1077 
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41DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT 
NOT EVIDENCE

Claim 6 – Apple’s proposed combination would not discourage Masimo’s combination

Reply at 19-20; EX1056 ¶ 43

• Apple’s proposed combination is not Masimo’s
• Apple proposes one combination not embodying claim 6
• But Masimo’s combination does embody claim 6
• Proposing an alternative does not negate obviousness
• Apple does not refute that a POSITA would have desired to 

reduce inadvertent wake screen access

MASIMO 1077 
Masimo v. Apple 
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42DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT 
NOT EVIDENCE

Claim 6 – a button would not discourage the combination

Reply at 19-20; EX1056 ¶ 43

• Apple argues a button would be more user friendly than a swipe
• Relies on Cockburn’s subjective user-friendliness opinion
• No surveys or user-interface evaluations
• Swipes are an acceptable substitute for button or key presses and mouse movements 

or clicks
• POSITA would not be discouraged from using a different swipe to return to the wake 

screen because some users may find it easier to press a button
• “Suitable option” sufficient for obviousness.  Intel Corp. v. Qualcomm Inc., 21 F.4th 

784, 800 (Fed. Cir. 2021); In re Mouttet, 686 F.3d 1322, 1334 (Fed. Cir. 2012); In re 
Fulton, 391 F.3d 1195, 1200 (Fed. Cir. 2004).  

MASIMO 1077 
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43DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT 
NOT EVIDENCE

Topics

Obvious to:
 1. Swipe in different directions for home screen and widget screen (Claim 1)
  See also claims 9 and 17
 2. Vary navigational paths      (Dep. Claims)
  
  a. Return to wake screen with different swipe gesture  (Claim 6)
   See also claims 14 and 22
 b. Use consistent swipe gesture for home screen (Claim 3) 
 See also claims 11 and 19 
  c. Claim 3 + return to widget screen with different swipe gesture (Claim 4) 
  See also claims 12 and 20 
  d. Claim 3 + return to wake screen with different swipe gesture (Claim 5) 
  See also claims 13 and 21 
  e. Navigate to control panel     (Claims 7, 8) 
  See also claims 15, 16, 22, and 23
 3. Add limitations of substitute claims     (Sub. Claims)

MASIMO 1077 
Masimo v. Apple 
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44DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT 
NOT EVIDENCE

Claim 3 – consistent swipe gesture for home screen

Pet. at 74; EX1008 ¶¶ 353, 358-359; EX1003 ¶ 129 MASIMO 1077 
Masimo v. Apple 

IPR2023-00664



45DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT 
NOT EVIDENCE

Claim 3 – consistent swipe gesture for home screen

Pet. at 74-75; EX1003 ¶ 130

• “[P]roviding the user a consistent mechanism to access the home screen from 
any other screen was a well-known and accepted user-interface design practice 
for enhancing efficiency and ease of use.”

• “Using a consistent directional swipe gesture to access the home screen, 
whether from the wake screen or a widget screen, would have been an obvious 
substitute for a physical or virtual home button.”

• “[U]sing a consistent directional swipe gesture to access the home screen 
enhances ease of use, efficiency, and convenience by allowing the user to 
learn a single gesture for accessing the home screen.”

MASIMO 1077 
Masimo v. Apple 
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46DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT 
NOT EVIDENCE

Topics

Obvious to:
 1. Swipe in different directions for home screen and widget screen (Claim 1)
  See also claims 9 and 17
 2. Vary navigational paths      (Dep. Claims)
  
  a. Return to wake screen with different swipe gesture  (Claim 6)
   See also claims 14 and 22
  b. Use consistent swipe gesture for home screen  (Claim 3) 
  See also claims 11 and 19 
 c. Claim 3 + return to widget screen with different swipe gesture (Claim 4) 
 See also claims 12 and 20 
  d. Claim 3 + return to wake screen with different swipe gesture (Claim 5) 
  See also claims 13 and 21 
  e. Navigate to control panel     (Claims 7, 8) 
  See also claims 15, 16, 22, and 23
 3. Add limitations of substitute claims     (Sub. Claims)
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47DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT 
NOT EVIDENCE

Claim 4 – return to widget screen with different swipe gesture

Pet. at 78; EX1006, Fig. 9; EX1003 ¶ 136 MASIMO 1077 
Masimo v. Apple 
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48DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT 
NOT EVIDENCE

Claim 4 – return to widget screen with different swipe gesture

Pet. at 79-80; EX1003 ¶¶ 137-139

• “[S]uch a navigational system is easy to learn and use because, as explained above, it 
is consistent with a familiar mental model of the current screen being part of a larger 
‘map’ with additional screens located to the left, right, up, or down.”

• “[T]his navigational system would scale easily to provide quick, efficient, and easy 
access to as many screens as desired because it does not require assigning a 
dedicated directional swipe gesture to every screen.”

• “While recognizing the efficiency of providing direct access to a commonly accessed 
home screen using a dedicated directional swipe gesture (as a replacement for a 
home button), a POSITA would have understood that providing such direct access to 
multiple screens would be logistically difficult and would not scale well because each 
directly accessible screen would require its own dedicated directional swipe gesture.”

• “[A] POSITA would have been motivated to use a dedicated swipe for the home screen 
but not non-home screens to achieve: (1) the efficiency of direct home-screen access 
and (2) Narendra’s scalability for non-home screens.”

MASIMO 1077 
Masimo v. Apple 
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49DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT 
NOT EVIDENCE

Topics

Obvious to:
 1. Swipe in different directions for home screen and widget screen (Claim 1)
  See also claims 9 and 17
 2. Vary navigational paths      (Dep. Claims)
  
  a. Return to wake screen with different swipe gesture  (Claim 6)
   See also claims 14 and 22
  b. Use consistent swipe gesture for home screen  (Claim 3) 
  See also claims 11 and 19 
  c. Claim 3 + return to widget screen with different swipe gesture (Claim 4) 
  See also claims 12 and 20 
 d. Claim 3 + return to wake screen with different swipe gesture (Claim 5) 
 See also claims 13 and 21 
  e. Navigate to control panel     (Claims 7, 8) 
  See also claims 15, 16, 22, and 23
 3. Add limitations of substitute claims     (Sub. Claims)

MASIMO 1077 
Masimo v. Apple 

IPR2023-00664



50DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT 
NOT EVIDENCE

Claim 5 – return to wake screen with different swipe gesture

Pet. at 81; see also Pet. §§ V.B.1-V.B.2; EX1003 ¶¶ 141-142 MASIMO 1077 
Masimo v. Apple 
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51DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT 
NOT EVIDENCE

Topics

Obvious to:
 1. Swipe in different directions for home screen and widget screen (Claim 1)
  See also claims 9 and 17
 2. Vary navigational paths      (Dep. Claims)
  
  a. Return to wake screen with different swipe gesture  (Claim 6)
   See also claims 14 and 22
  b. Use consistent swipe gesture for home screen  (Claim 3) 
  See also claims 11 and 19 
  c. Claim 3 + return to widget screen with different swipe gesture (Claim 4) 
  See also claims 12 and 20 
  d. Claim 3 + return to wake screen with different swipe gesture (Claim 5) 
  See also claims 13 and 21 
 e. Navigate to control panel (Claims 7, 8) 
 See also claims 15, 16, 22, and 23
 3. Add limitations of substitute claims     (Sub. Claims)

MASIMO 1077 
Masimo v. Apple 

IPR2023-00664



52DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT 
NOT EVIDENCE

Karunamuni discloses a control panel user interface

Karunamuni:’352 Patent:

Pet. at 22-24; EX1001 at 4:15-18, 80:15-22, 
Fig. 5CE; EX1003 ¶¶ 50-52

Pet. at 83-85; EX1011 ¶ 17,  
Fig. 3; EX1003 ¶ 61

• Includes one or 
more device 
controls

• Discloses a 
smartphone control 
center

• Controls to change 
screen brightness 
and volume

MASIMO 1077 
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53DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT 
NOT EVIDENCE

Karunamuni discloses swiping to access the control panel

Pet. at 84; EX1011, Fig. 13; EX1003 ¶ 146 MASIMO 1077 
Masimo v. Apple 

IPR2023-00664



54DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT 
NOT EVIDENCE

Claim 7 – access control panel with different swipe gesture

Pet. at 86-87; EX1003 ¶ 147

• “[A] properly functioning GUI would unambiguously associate each gesture-
invokable GUI action with a unique gesture.”

• “[A]ssociating gestures that are too similar to each other with different GUI 
actions should be avoided to reduce the risks of user confusion and 
unintentional invocation of GUI actions.”

• “Accordingly, to enhance ease of use and reduce the possibility of unintentional 
invocation of GUI actions, a POSITA would have been motivated to allow the 
user to navigate to the control center from the wake screen by swiping in a 
different direction from those used to navigate to the home screen or the widget 
screen from the wake screen.”

MASIMO 1077 
Masimo v. Apple 
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55DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT 
NOT EVIDENCE

Claim 8 – return to wake screen with opposite swipe gesture

Pet. at 88-89; EX1006, Fig. 2; EX1003 ¶¶ 150-151

• Narendra discloses intuitive concept of swiping in opposite directions to 
navigate between screens.

• “Accordingly, to enhance ease of use and provide an intuitive user experience, 
a POSITA would have been motivated to allow the user to return to the wake 
screen from the control panel by swiping in the opposite direction from that 
used to navigate from the wake screen to the control panel.”

MASIMO 1077 
Masimo v. Apple 

IPR2023-00664



56DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT 
NOT EVIDENCE

Topics

Obvious to:
 1. Swipe in different directions for home screen and widget screen (Claim 1)
  See also claims 9 and 17
 2. Vary navigational paths      (Dep. Claims)
  
  a. Return to wake screen with different swipe gesture  (Claim 6)
   See also claims 14 and 22
  b. Use consistent swipe gesture for home screen  (Claim 3) 
  See also claims 11 and 19 
  c. Claim 3 + return to widget screen with different swipe gesture (Claim 4) 
  See also claims 12 and 20 
  d. Claim 3 + return to wake screen with different swipe gesture (Claim 5) 
  See also claims 13 and 21 
  e. Navigate to control panel     (Claims 7, 8) 
  See also claims 15, 16, 22, and 23

3. Add limitations of substitute claims (Sub. Claims)

MASIMO 1077 
Masimo v. Apple 

IPR2023-00664



57DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT 
NOT EVIDENCE

Tu discloses “tilt-to-wake” (claims 25-27, 30-32, and 35-37)

RMTA Opp. at 3-6; RMTA Sur-reply at 3-5; EX1065 ¶¶ 67, 69, 70; EX1064 ¶¶ 38-43 MASIMO 1077 
Masimo v. Apple 

IPR2023-00664



58DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT 
NOT EVIDENCE

Motivation to implement tilt-to-wake

RMTA Opp. at 8-9; RMTA Sur-reply at 5-7; EX1065 ¶¶ 5-8, 192; EX1053 at 15-16; EX1064 
¶¶ 32-33

• “A POSITA would have been motivated to implement the ‘tilt-to-wake’ 
functionality disclosed by Tu with the devices disclosed by the prior art cited in 
the Petition to manage the device’s power consumption more efficiently and 
improve ease-of-use.”

• “A POSITA would have understood that tilting the device would be a more 
convenient alternative to a button press.”

• Tu suggests implementing its raise gestures “in other portable devices, such as 
mobile phones, tablets, or the like …”

• Initial Apple Watch had both “raise to wake” and button press to wake.
• Tu teaches how to reduce false positives by tuning “sensitivity.”
• No teaching away, in Chae or otherwise, from tilt-to-wake

MASIMO 1077 
Masimo v. Apple 
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59DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT 
NOT EVIDENCE

Apple’s Dascola Publication

RMTA Opp. at 2; EX1051, Figs. 5A1, 6A, 6B MASIMO 1077 
Masimo v. Apple 
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60DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT 
NOT EVIDENCE

Slide wake screen to reveal underlying UI (claims 28, 33, 38)

RMTA Opp. at 14-16; RMTA Sur-reply at 7-8; EX1051 ¶ 400, Figs. 6A-6D; EX1072 at 5:34-
39, Fig. 3; EX1064 ¶¶ 65-70

Dascola: “control user interface 608 
is gradually revealed …”

Brinda:

MASIMO 1077 
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61DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT 
NOT EVIDENCE

Motivation to slide wake screen up to reveal underlying UI 

RMTA Opp. at 16; RMTA Sur-reply at 8-10; EX1005, Fig. 3; EX1064 ¶ 71

• “A POSITA would have been motivated to implement the sliding wake screen 
disclosed by Dascola and Brinda with the devices disclosed by the prior art in 
the Petition to improve the aesthetics of a user interface.”

• Chae discloses bottom-to-top input on wake screen to display another screen.
• “[A]nimating the transition between screens, such as by sliding the wake screen 

up to gradually reveal another screen would have been a trivial change.”
• Layering windows to create 3D user interfaces was familiar and popular.
• Improved aesthetics motivation appropriately focuses on the claimed invention.  

In re Urbanski, 809 F.3d 1237, 1243-1244 (Fed. Cir. 2016); Janssen Pharm., 
Inc. v. Teva Pharm. Inc., 97 F.4th 915, 925 (Fed. Cir. 2024); Intelligent Bio-Sys., 
Inc. v. Illumina Cambridge Ltd., 821 F.3d 1359, 1367 (Fed. Cir. 2016).

• PTAB has found improved aesthetics an appropriate motivation.  Kawasaki Rail 
Car, Inc. v. Blair, IPR2017-00117, Paper 44 at 27-28 (PTAB May 2, 2018). 

MASIMO 1077 
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62DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT 
NOT EVIDENCE

Power button dismisses wake screen and notifications
(claims 29, 34, 39)

RMTA Opp. at 17-20; EX1051 ¶¶ 192, 242, Fig. 5A1; EX1070 ¶¶ 20, 41, Fig. 5A; EX1064 
¶¶ 76-81

• Dascola discloses wake-screen notifications.
• Power buttons were a ubiquitous feature of mobile devices.
• Dascola discloses a “push button 206 for powering the device on/off and 

locking the device.”
• Lee discloses “[t]he power button 6 may be used to toggle the display screen 2 

on and off (i.e. transition the device 1 between wake and sleep states).”
• Lee discloses “the lock screen and associated widget is not viewable” when the 

display is off, suggesting notifications are not viewable when the display is off.
• Notifications on wake screen provide “easier access” and ensure that “users 

see the notifications, thereby improving the user experience.”
• Implementing a power button provides a “common element … that users would 

have expected a device to have.”
MASIMO 1077 
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