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’794 Patent

Ex. 1001 at Cover.

’794 Patent
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’794 Patent

Ex. 1001 at Cover.

Base Station

Mobile Station 1

Mobile Station 2

’794 Patent
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’794 Patent
Benefits of Invention 
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The Old Way

POR at 2-3.

Transceiver
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’794 Patent: Cellular Wi-Fi Hotspot to Multiple Devices

POR at 6-7.

Base Station

Mobile Station 1

Mobile Station 2

Wi-Fi4G/5G
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’794 Patent: Benefit of the Invention

POR at 6-7.

Base Station

Home Router

Mobile Station 1

Mobile Station 2
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The ’794 Instituted Claims
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The ’794 Instituted Claims: Claim 1

Ex. 1001 at 10:17-44.

Claim 1 recites: 
A wireless communication device, comprising:

a first wireless transceiver operable to communicate with a base station, wherein the base station communicates 
with the first wireless transceiver and a plurality of other wireless communication devices according to a wide area 
wireless communication protocol; and

a second wireless transceiver coupled to the first wireless transceiver and operable to directly communicate with a 
first mobile station and a second mobile station, wherein the second wireless transceiver communicates with the 
first mobile station and the second mobile station according to a local area wireless communication protocol,

wherein the first wireless transceiver receives from the base station a first downlink signal intended for the first 
mobile station and provides the first downlink signal to the second wireless transceiver and wherein the second

wireless transceiver receives the first downlink signal and re-transmits the first downlink signal to the first mobile 
station as a second downlink signal according to the local area wireless communication protocol, and

wherein the second transceiver monitors first signal characteristics of the second downlink signal of the first mobile 
station and monitors second signal characteristics of the second mobile station, and based on the first

signal characteristics and the second characteristics, routes information to the first mobile station and the second 
mobile station, respectively.
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The ’794 Instituted Claims: Claims 2, 3, 4 & 5

Ex. 1001 at 10:45-56. 

Claim 2 recites: 
The wireless communication device of claim 1, wherein the second wireless transceiver is coupled to the first wireless 
transceiver by a wireline connection.

Claim 3 recites: 
The wireless communication device of claim 2, wherein the second wireless transceiver is removably coupled to the 
first wireless transceiver.

Claim 4 recites: 
The wireless communication device of claim 1, wherein the first wireless transceiver and second wireless transceiver 
are disposed in a fixed site subscriber station.

Claim 5 recites: 
The wireless communication device of claim 1, wherein the first wireless transceiver and the second wireless 
transceiver are part of an integrated device.
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The ’794 Instituted Claims: Claim 6

Ex. 1001 at 10:57-11:22.

Claim 6 recites: 
A method for communicating with a wireless communication device, comprising:

a first wireless transceiver operable to communicate with a base station, wherein the base station communicates with the first 
wireless transceiver and a plurality of other wireless communication devices according to a wide area wireless communication 
protocol; and

second wireless transceiver coupled to the first wireless transceiver and operable to directly communicate with a first mobile 
station and a second mobile station, wherein the second wireless transceiver communicates with the first mobile station and the 
second mobile station according to a local area wireless communication protocol,

the method comprising:

receiving, using the first wireless transceiver from the base station, a first downlink signal intended for the first mobile station;

providing, using the first wireless transceiver, the first downlink signal to the second wireless transceiver;

receiving, using the second wireless transceiver, the first downlink signal and re-transmitting the first downlink signal to the first 
mobile station as a second downlink signal according to the local area wireless communication protocol;

monitoring, using the second transceiver, first signal characteristics of the second downlink signal of the first mobile station;

monitoring, using the second transceiver, second signal characteristics of the second mobile station; and

based on the first signal characteristics and the second characteristics, routing, using the second transceiver, information to the first 
mobile station and the second mobile station, respectively.
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Palmer
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Palmer teaches a network of LANs connected to a wired network, not a wireless wide 
area network:

Palmer Teaches a Network of LANs, not a WWAN

Ex. 1004 at Fig. 1, 4:26-34; POR at 14-15, 28-29. 

Palmer

LAN
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Palmer: Figure 2

Ex. 1004 at Fig. 2, 4:62-5:1; POR at 15-16, 29-30.

Palmer’s Figure 2 merely changes the link to wired network 38 into a wireless one, 
without mentioning a WAN or WWAN:

Palmer

LAN
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Does not disclose “a wide area wireless communication protocol.”1

Does not disclose a “wireless communication device” comprising 
“a second wireless transceiver coupled to the first wireless transceiver.”2

Does not disclose a second transceiver that monitors the signal 
characteristics of the first and second mobile stations and based on 
these characteristics, routes information to these mobile stations.

3

Palmer Summary

POR at 27-46; Sur-Reply at 1-17.

Does not disclose “a wide area wireless communication protocol.”1

Does not disclose a “wireless communication device” comprising 
“a second wireless transceiver coupled to the first wireless transceiver.”2

Does not disclose a second transceiver that monitors the signal 
characteristics of the first and second mobile stations and based on 
these characteristics, routes information to these mobile stations.

3
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Does not disclose “a wide area wireless communication protocol.”1

Does not disclose a “wireless communication device” comprising 
“a second wireless transceiver coupled to the first wireless transceiver.”2

Does not disclose a second transceiver that monitors the signal 
characteristics of the first and second mobile stations and based on 
these characteristics, routes information to these mobile stations.

3

Palmer Summary

POR at 27-35; Sur-Reply at 1-7.

Does not disclose “a wide area wireless communication protocol.”1
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Palmer Discloses that its Computers are Not Connected to a WAN

Ex. 1004 at Fig. 2, 5:10-19; POR at 16, 30; EX2007 at ¶¶ 66-67.

If Palmer considered antennas 32/34 as part of a WWAN, Palmer would have described 
terminal 20 as having an additional WWAN transceiver to connect to antenna 32: 

Palmer

Central Antenna Wired Network

Wireless 
Communication 

Device
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Palmer’s “wireless coverage not only within a building, but also among several 
buildings or even within a city” does not denote a WAN:

WANs Vary Vastly in Geographic Area

Ex. 1004 at 4:53-57; EX. 1021 at 744; Sur-Reply at 3-4.

Palmer IBM Dictionary of Computing
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Petitioner acknowledges that Palmer does not disclose using a single WWAN protocol:

Palmer Does Not Disclose Using a Single WWAN Protocol

Reply at 5-6; Sur-Reply at 4.

“Palmer has at least as much disclosure of protocols as 
the ’794 Patent, which neither uses the word 
‘protocol’ in the specification, nor offers a single 
example protocol.”

Petitioner’s Reply
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Palmer uses the term “symbolically” to generalize its RF links as any kind or assortment 
of RF connections:

Palmer Does Not Disclose that its RF Links 
Use the Same WWAN Protocol

Ex. 1004 at Fig. 2, 4:40-42; POR at 32-33, 30; EX2007 at ¶ 76.

Palmer
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Palmer’s mention of “industry standard network protocols” refers to network and 
transport layer protocols such as TCP/IP, rather than media transmission protocols:

Palmer’s Protocol Discussions Are Limited 
to Data Networking Protocols

Ex. 1004 at 2:26-33, 2:47-55, 4:31-34; POR at 34-35; Sur-Reply at 4-6.

Palmer
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Does not disclose “a wide area wireless communication protocol.”1

Does not disclose a “wireless communication device” comprising 
“a second wireless transceiver coupled to the first wireless transceiver.”2

Does not disclose a second transceiver that monitors the signal 
characteristics of the first and second mobile stations and based on 
these characteristics, routes information to these mobile stations.

3

Palmer Summary

POR at 35-39; Sur-Reply at 7-12.

Does not disclose a “wireless communication device” comprising 
“a second wireless transceiver coupled to the first wireless transceiver.”2
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Base Station

A wireless communication device, comprising:1[a]

Mobile Station 1

Mobile Station 2

“A wireless 
communication 
device, 
comprising:”

Ex. 1001 at Claim 1.
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’794 Patent: 1[b]

Ex. 1001 at Claim 1.

Base Station

First 
Transceiver

Second 
Transceiver

Coupled Directly 
Communicate

“a second wireless transceiver coupled to 
the first wireless transceiver and operable 
to directly communicate with a first 
mobile station and a second mobile station”

Mobile Station 1

Mobile Station 2
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Access Points in Palmer Are Dispersed

Ex. 2007 at ¶¶ 80-81; Palmer at Fig. 2.

D. Chrissan Declaration Palmer
“80. Petitioner’s expert then opines, in view of 

Palmer’s remote antenna 34 and its access 
points 40, that integration of these 
components within a single device would 
still have been an obvious variant. Id., ¶ 70. I 
disagree, for at least two important reasons: 
in Palmer, 1) there are multiple access points
40 for each remote antenna 34; and 2) access
points 40 are meant to be spread around the 
building and to be geographically away from 
remote antenna 34, as opposed to being co-
located. These two reasons require there to 
be a LAN in Palmer, and for the remote 
antenna 34 to be a distinct device from each 
access point 40.”

Access Point
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Palmer’s Alleged First and Second Transceivers 
are Not in a Single Device

Ex. 1004 at Fig. 2; POR at 37; Sur-Reply at 9-11; EX2007 at ¶ 78.

Access Point

Additional 
wired LAN 

Palmer’s remote antenna 34
and access points 40 are 
separated by a an entirely 
separate, additional wired 
LAN 38:

Remote Antenna 
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Different devices connected by wired network 38 are different devices, 
not a single device:

Palmer’s Alleged First and Second Transceivers 
are Separated by an Entire Network

Ex. 2009, 3; POR at 37; EX2007 at ¶ 77.

Newton’s Telecom 
Dictionary

“LAN Local Area Network. A geographically localized network 
consisting of both hardware and software. LANs link personal computers, 
workstations, printers file servers, and other peripherals. Devices on a 
LAN typically transmit data inside buildings or between buildings located 
near each other. For a more detailed explanation, see Local Area Network. 
See also AppleTalk, Ethernet, LocalTalk token ring, virtual networking 
systems (VINES), and Xerox Network Systems (XNS). 
Local Area Network  A short distance data communications network 
(typically within a building or campus) used to link together computers 
and peripheral LAN between klonger. For a more detailed explanation, 
See Local Area Network devices (such as printers) under some form of 
standard control”
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Ex. 1004 at Fig. 2; Sur-Reply at 9-11.

The wireless communication device of claim 1, wherein the 
second wireless transceiver is coupled to the first wireless transceiver
by a wireline connection.

Claim 2

First 
Transceiver

Second 
Transceiver

Wireline 
Connection

Claim 2’s wireline connection between transceivers 
is not the same as Palmer’s additional LAN 38:
Palmer
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Ex. 1001 at 4:16-32; Sur-Reply at 10-11.

First 
Transceiver

Second 
Transceiver

Wireline 
Connection

The wireless communication device of claim 1, wherein the 
second wireless transceiver is coupled to the first wireless transceiver
by a wireline connection.

Claim 2

Claim 2’s wireline connection is not a 
“conventional wireline communication”:

’794 Patent
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Does not disclose “a wide area wireless communication protocol.”1

Does not disclose a “wireless communication device” comprising 
“a second wireless transceiver coupled to the first wireless transceiver.”2

Does not disclose a second transceiver that monitors the signal 
characteristics of the first and second mobile stations and based on 
these characteristics, routes information to these mobile stations.

3

Palmer Summary

POR at 40-46; Sur-Reply at 12-17.

Does not disclose a second transceiver that monitors the signal 
characteristics of the first and second mobile stations and based on 
these characteristics, routes information to these mobile stations.

3
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’794 Patent: 1[d]

Ex. 1001 at Claim 1.

Base Station

Second 
Transceiver

Signal 
Characteristics

Mobile Station 1

Mobile Station 2

Signal 
Characteristics

Signal 
Characteristics

Downlink signal characteristics 
Mobile Station measures and reports 

Second Transceiver monitors

“wherein the second transceiver monitors 
first signal characteristics of the second 
downlink signal of the first mobile station 
and monitors second signal characteristics 
of the second mobile station”
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Palmer’s Figure 3 “predictive method” says nothing about access point 40 monitoring 
signal characteristics:

Palmer’s Figure 3 Does not Indicate 
Where its Decision to Rate Shift or Roam is Made

Ex. 1004 at Fig. 3, 5:37-43; POR at 16-17, 42-43; Petition at 24-25.

Palmer
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Palmer’s “predictive” method is performed by terminal 20 or centrally, by network 14 
or central host processor 12 (in Fig. 1) or in administration building 33 (in Fig. 2): 

Palmer’s Decision to Rate Shift or Roam is Not Made 
by the Access Point/Second Transceiver

Ex. 1004 at Figs. 1-2, 5:26-36; POR at 16-17, 42-43.

Palmer

Wireless 
Communication 

Device

Network or a Central Host Processor
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The ’794 Patent explains that monitoring requires reporting back to the WLAN 
transceiver and appropriate control circuitry, which requires:

Receiving/Forwarding Data ≠ Monitoring

Ex. 1001 at 8:61-9:3; Sur-Reply at 14-15. 

The WLAN transceiver 
has control circuitry 
that can process the 
received data

The received data 
terminates in the 
WLAN transceiver for 
processing by the 
control circuitry

’794 Patent
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Douglas A. Chrissan Deposition (July 26, 2024) 

Palmer requires using the received measurements in the choice of rate versus roam:

Monitoring = Receiving and Using Measurements 
in Choice of Rate Versus Roam

Sur-Reply at 16; Ex. 1017 at 88:22-89:10. 

“But I think the answer to that is, those units, any 
unit qualifying as network or central host processor in 
Palmer’s sentence here, it’s understood that those 
would not be directly measuring the Radio Signal 26, 
but they could collect measurements from Portable 
Terminal Computer 20 and potentially take other 
measurements related to the connection quality and then 
use those measurements and possibly generate other 
measurements in some algorithm that was making a choice 
of rate versus roam.”
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Palmer’s Alleged First and Second Transceivers 
are Separated by an Entire Network

Ex. 1004 at Fig. 2; POR at 36; Sur-Reply at 9-11; EX2007 at ¶ 77 n.4.

Palmer’s remote antenna 34
and access points 40 are 
separated by a bridge 
(unlabeled box near 34) 
between the wireless 
connection and wired 
network 38 that must have 
transceivers to connect it to 
central antenna 32 and wired 
network 38:

Access Point

Additional 
wired LAN 

Remote Antenna Central Antenna 

Unlabeled 
box near 34
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Palmer teaches that its access points 16/40 act as a bridge:

Palmer’s Access Points 16/40 Act as a Bridge

Ex. 1004 at Fig. 1, 4:42-44, 5:1-3; POR at 15, 28-29. 

Access Point
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Palmer’s access point is a bridge accepts data packets and forwards them:

Palmer’s Access Points are Bridges that Merely 
Accept Data Packets and Forward Them

Ex. 1004 at 4:42-44, 5:1-3; POR at 15, 28-29; Sur-Reply at 13-14; Ex. 1002 at ¶¶ 47, 92. 

“92. Palmer’s access point 40 receives the first downlink signal and 
re-transmits the first downlink signal to the first mobile station 
as a second downlink signal, again as access point 40 operates 
as a ‘bridge’ and therefore ‘forwards packets’ from the 
remote antenna 34 to the portable terminal 20 by accepting 
data packets and forwarding them, consistent with the 
above-presented dictionary definition for ‘bridge’. 
Additionally, such re-transmission is performed according to 
the local area wireless communication protocol, since Palmer 
refers to ‘the use of industry standard network protocols by the 
wireless media.’”

Dr. K. Almeroth Declaration 
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Palmer’s access point is a “relatively dumb” device that simply accepts data packets 
and forwards them:

Palmer’s Access Points are “Relatively Dumb” Bridges 
that Do Not Monitor Signal Characteristics

Ex. 1004 at 4:42-44, 5:1-3; POR at 15, 28-29; Sur-Reply at 13-14; Ex. 1002 at ¶¶ 47, 92; Ex. 1011 at 126-127. 

Newton’s Telecom 
Dictionary
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Hohnstein
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Does not disclose “a wide area wireless communication protocol.”1

Does not disclose a second transceiver that communicates with 
the first and second mobile stations according to a single “local area 
wireless communication protocol.”

2

Does not disclose a second transceiver that monitors the signal 
characteristics of the first and second mobile stations and based on 
these characteristics, routes information to these mobile stations.

3

Hohnstein Summary

POR at 47-62; Sur-Reply at 17-26.

Does not disclose “a wide area wireless communication protocol.”1

Does not disclose a second transceiver that communicates with 
the first and second mobile stations according to a single “local area 
wireless communication protocol.”

2

Does not disclose a second transceiver that monitors the signal 
characteristics of the first and second mobile stations and based on 
these characteristics, routes information to these mobile stations.

3
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Does not disclose “a wide area wireless communication protocol.”1

Does not disclose a second transceiver that communicates with 
the first and second mobile stations according to a single “local area 
wireless communication protocol.”

2

Does not disclose a second transceiver that monitors the signal 
characteristics of the first and second mobile stations and based on 
these characteristics, routes information to these mobile stations.

3

Hohnstein Summary

POR at 47-57; Sur-Reply at 17-25.

Does not disclose “a wide area wireless communication protocol.”1
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The ’794 patent’s claims recite a point-to-multipoint system:

’794 Patent = Point-to-Multipoint

Ex. 1001 at Figs. 2-3, claim 1; POR at 51; Sur-Reply at 17-20.

’794 Patent
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Petitioner identifies Hohnstein’s first wireless transceiver as 
backhaul system 550, including backhaul antenna 552, but 
Hohnstein describes this system as a point-to-point link:

Hohnstein Discloses a Point-to-Point System

Ex. 1005 at Fig. 11, 15:13-20; POR at 48-49. 

Hohnstein
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Hohnstein’s Connections Between Access Points 22 
and Distribution Points 40 are Point-to-Point

Ex. 1005 at Fig. 2, 8:34-36; POR at 19-21, 48-50; Ex. 2007 ¶ 96.

Hohnstein describes point-to-point connections 
between access points 22 and distribution points 40.
Each access point 22 has a dedicated front end interface 
in distribution point 40

Access Point
Hohnstein

Distribution 
Point
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Hohnstein’s Connections Between Access Points 22 
and Distribution Points 40 are Point-to-Point

Ex. 1005 at Fig. 2, 8:34-36; POR at 19-21, 48-50; Ex. 2007 ¶ 96.

Hohnstein

Hohnstein describes point-to-point connections 
between access points 22 and distribution points 40.
Distribution points 40 connects with other distribution 
points 40 via point-to-point wired connections 48 or 
point-to-point radio links 46:

Distribution 
Point

Point-to-Point 
Radio Links 

Point-to-Point 
Wired Connections 
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Hohnstein

Hohnstein’s Wireless Links 42 are Part of Hohnstein’s
Private Network, not the Internet

Ex. 1005 at Fig. 2, 8:49-54; POR at 55-57; Ex. 2007 ¶ 107.

Hohnstein’s wireless links 42 are part of Hohnstein’s
private network:
Distribution points 40 can ultimately connect with (or be) 
a gateway 50 and then connect to the Internet

Distribution 
Point
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1-Layer Mesh Network ≠ ’794 WAN and LAN Networks

Ex. 1001 at Fig. 3; POR at 51-55; Ex. 2007 at ¶¶ 96, 97.

Hohnstein
discloses a 
single-layer 
mesh network

The ’794 Patent claims:
Distinct WAN

Distinct LAN

’794 Patent

Hohnstein
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Mesh Network ≠ ’794 Patent’s Cellular WWAN

Ex. 1005 at Fig. 1; POR at 51-54; Ex. 2007 at ¶¶ 96, 97.

Hohnstein discloses a mesh network:
Mesh networks cannot encompass 
cellular WWAN.
A Mesh network would require at least 
some mobile stations to talk to each other, 
which does not happen in cellular WWAN.

Hohnstein
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Devices utilizing a single wide area 
wireless communication protocol 
typically use a common front end as 
in Figure 2 of the ’794 Patent.

Common Front End = Common Protocol

Ex. 1001 at Fig. 2; POR at 19-21, 48-51; Sur-Reply at 21-22.

’794 Patent
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Different Front End Interfaces = Different Protocols

Ex. 1005 at Fig.2.

Hohnstein’s different front end 
interfaces imply different protocols

Hohnstein

Front End 
Interfaces
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Hohnstein never mentions 
utilizing a wide area wireless 
communication protocol, only 
discusses packet protocols:

Hohnstein’s Point-to-Point System Only Discusses 
Packet Protocols, Not a WWAN Protocol

Ex. 1005 at 8:43-67; POR at 50-51; Sur-Reply at 22. 

Hohnstein
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Petitioner’s Expert’s Inconsistent Testimony

Ex. 1024 at ¶¶ 31-32; Sur-Reply at 22. 

Dr. K. Almeroth Reply

“31. Additionally, under Dr. Chrissan’s
opinion that Hohnstein’s wireless link 
46 is a microwave link, a POSA 
would have understood that in 
Hohnstein then, the same type of 
microwave links may be used to form 
wireless links 42. Hohnstein lacks any 
suggestion that multiple microwave 
links would be different protocols, let 
alone limited to different protocols.”

“30. I disagree. Hohnstein uses the same 
reference numeral 42 to refer to these 
multiple wireless connections between 
a distribution point 40 and each of 
multiple access points 22. A POSA 
would have understood that if these 
wireless connections were intended to 
be limited to different protocols, 
Hohnstein would have assigned 
distinct reference numerals for each 
of these multiple wireless connections
and made some statement on the issue.”
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Hohnstein does not teach that wireless links 28 
between access points 22 and multiple subscriber units 
26 communicate according to a single WLAN protocol:

Hohnstein Teaches Using a Variety of WLAN Protocols

Ex. 1005 at Fig. 1, 4:29-46; POR at 57-59. 

Hohnstein
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Does not disclose “a wide area wireless communication protocol.”1

Does not disclose a second transceiver that communicates with 
the first and second mobile stations according to a single “local area 
wireless communication protocol.”

2

Does not disclose a second transceiver that monitors the signal 
characteristics of the first and second mobile stations and based on 
these characteristics, routes information to these mobile stations.

3

Hohnstein Summary

POR at 57-59.

Does not disclose a second transceiver that communicates with 
the first and second mobile stations according to a single “local area 
wireless communication protocol.”

2
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Hohnstein Does Not Disclose Communication Between an Access Point 22 
and Two or More Subscriber Units 26 According to a Single WLAN Protocol

Ex. 1005 at 4:29-46; POR at 57-59; Ex. 2007 at ¶ 109.

Hohnstein
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58DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Does not disclose “a wide area wireless communication protocol.”1

Does not disclose a second transceiver that communicates with 
the first and second mobile stations according to a single “local area 
wireless communication protocol.”

2

Does not disclose a second transceiver that monitors the signal 
characteristics of the first and second mobile stations and based on 
these characteristics, routes information to these mobile stations.

3

Hohnstein Summary

POR at 60-62; Sur-Reply at 25-26.

Does not disclose a second transceiver that monitors the signal 
characteristics of the first and second mobile stations and based on 
these characteristics, routes information to these mobile stations.

3
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59DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Hohnstein’s access point 22 transmits a signaling 
channel—controlled by a central supervisor—
to subscriber unit 26:

Hohnstein’s Access Point 22 
Does Not Monitor Signal Characteristics

Ex. 1005 at Fig. 1, 5:22-29; POR at 61-62. 

 Informs subscriber unit 26 when and 
how much it is allowed to transmit;
 Access point does not perform channel 

quality estimates:

Access Point

Subscriber 
Unit
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60DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Mahany
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61DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Mahany does not explain that its Figure 48 device is a pass-through device:

Mahany’s WAN Transceiver Does Not Communicate 
with its WAN Transceiver as Claimed

Ex. 1006 at Fig. 48; Sur-Reply at 26; POR at 67-68. 

Data does not pass between the 
optional WAN and required LAN

Data originates / terminates in the 
device using the LAN or WAN

Mahany
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62DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Mahany

Mahany primarily teaches a hierarchy of LANS while disparaging WANS:

Mahany Disparages WANs

Ex. 1006 at Fig. 1b, 3:14-21; POR at 22-24. 
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63DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Petitioner identifies Mahany’s base stations as the claimed 
“wireless communication device”

Mahany Does Not Contain the Claimed Base Station

Ex. 1006 at Fig. 1b, 9:7-16; POR at 65-66. 

Mahany does not 
describe how its base 
station would 
communicate with the 
claimed base station 
that then communicates 
with a first wireless 
transceiver and other 
wireless communication 
devices, as claimed:Mahany
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64DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Mahany Does Not Disclose Monitoring

POR at 68; Petition at 70-73.

Petitioner does not allege that Manhany discloses the claimed 
monitoring of signal characteristics of the first and second 
mobile stations that is missing from Palmer and Hohnstein.
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65DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Agrawal
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66DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Petitioner alleges that a “receiver” that is part of a cellular system 
(not part of a WLAN) monitors some signal characteristics (right).
This does not disclose monitoring as claimed:

Agrawal Does Not Disclose the Claimed 
Monitoring of Signal Characteristics

Ex. 1001 at claim 1; Ex. 1007 at 5:36-46; POR at 68-70. 

’794 Patent Agrawal
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67DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Petitioner does not allege that Agrawal routes information based on the claimed 
monitoring of signal characteristics that is missing from Palmer and Hohnstein:

Petitioner Does Not Allege That Agrawal 
Routes Information Based on its Monitoring

POR at 68; Petition at 77-78; Ex. 1001 at Claim 1.

“As such, Agrawal describes a transceiver 
(e.g., base station 13) that directly 
communicates with first and second 
mobile stations (mobile units 14), and 
that monitors first signal characteristics 
of the second downlink signal of the first 
mobile station and monitors second 
signal characteristics of the second 
mobile station, per limitations [1.d] and 
[6.d]. Ex. 1002, ¶¶203-08.”

’794 Patent Petition
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