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Pursuant to the Order Setting Oral Argument (Paper 33, “Order”), Petitioners 

submit the below objections to certain of Patent Owner’s demonstratives. The parties 

have met and conferred in good faith concerning the demonstratives, as required by 

the Order, and timely submit these unresolved objections. A copy of the objected-to 

portions of the demonstratives is attached hereto as Exhibit A. 

Slide 9 (Objection to annotations to Claim 1 of Ex. 1001) Petitioners object 

because Patent Owner’s annotations to Claim 1 do not appear within any papers and 

presents improper new argument. 

Slides 19, 20, 21, 22, 23 (Objection to annotated cropped Figure 1 of Ex. 1005) 

Petitioners object because the cropped Figure 1 of Ex. 1005 and annotations and 

remarks contained in the figure do not appear within any papers and are improper 

new evidence. 

Slide 24 (Objection to title, “Not Its Own Displayed Frame”) Petitioners 

object because the term “Own Displayed Frame” does not appear within any papers 

and presents improper new argument. 

Slides 62, 63, 64, 65, 66 (Objection to Entire Slides) Petitioners object 

because Patent Owner presents new arguments that were not included in Patent 

Owner’s briefings. 
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Date: February 14, 2025 Respectfully submitted, 
 
/Hao Tan/ 

 Hao Tan, Reg. No. 73,711 
Arch & Lake LLP 
203 N LaSalle Street, Suite 2100 
Chicago, IL 60601 
Tel. No. 312.375.9408 
Fax No. 312.614.1873 
HaoTan@archlakelaw.com 
 

 Attorney For Petitioners 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 
 Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.6(e), I hereby certify that, on February 14, 2025, a 

true and correct copy of PETITIONERS’ OBJECTIONS TO PATENT OWNER’S 

DEMONSTRATIVES has been served via e-mail to the Petitioner by serving the 

below-listed attorneys of record for Petitioner in the concurrent proceeding: 

Jessica Kaiser (Kaiser-ptab@perkinscoie.com) 
Matthew J. Moffa (moffa-ptab@perkinscoie.com)  
David Pekarek Krohn (pekarekkrohn-ptab@perkinscoie.com)  
Tyler Knox (knox-ptab@perkinscoie.com)  
Grant Kinsel (kinsel-ptab@perkinscoie.com) 
 

 
Date: February 14, 2025 

 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
/ Hao Tan / 

 Hao Tan, Reg. No. 73,711 
Arch & Lake LLP 
203 N LaSalle Street, Suite 2100 
Chicago, IL 60601 
Tel. No. 312.375.9408 
Fax No. 312.614.1873 
HaoTan@archlakelaw.com 
 

 Attorney For Petitioners 
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9
POR, 24-27; Hart, ¶¶67-68, 70-73; Sur-Reply, 15-18

IPR2024-00188 DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

The Claims Expressly Reference Two Devices Each Configured 
to Reciprocally Transmit and Determine

’669 Patent, Claim 1



Master 
Display

19
POR, 28-30; Hart, ¶¶112-27

IPR2024-00188 DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Masumoto 5th Embodiment

Masumoto, Fig. 1 (excerpted, annotated),  [0108]

Display 
A

Display 
B

Display 
C

Only 1 Master 
Display

ID’d @ Start up or 
installation

Masumoto, Fig. 9 



20
POR, 28-30; Hart, ¶¶112-27  

IPR2024-00188 DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Masumoto 5th Embodiment

Master 
Display

Display 
A

Display 
B

Display 
C

Notification 
Request to A

Notification 
Request to B

Notification 
Request to C

Masumoto, Fig. 1 (excerpted, annotated), [0108]

Masumoto, Fig. 9 (annotated)



21
POR, 28-30; Hart, ¶¶112-27  

IPR2024-00188 DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Masumoto 5th Embodiment

Master 
Display

Display 
A

Display 
B

Display 
C

A sends frame # 
+ time

B sends frame # + 
time

C sends frame # + 
time

Masumoto, Fig. 1 (excerpted, annotated), [0110]

Masumoto, Fig. 9 (annotated)



22
POR, 28-30; Hart, ¶¶112-27

IPR2024-00188 DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Masumoto 5th Embodiment

Master 
Display

Display 
A

Display 
B

Display 
C

A = frame 7190 
@120 sec

Desired @ 120 = 120 
sec x 60 fps = 7200

Correction  7200-
7190=10 

Masumoto, Fig. 1 (excerpted, annotated), [0111]-[0115]

Masumoto, Fig. 9 (annotated)



23
POR, 28-30; Hart, ¶¶112-27

IPR2024-00188 DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Masumoto 5th Embodiment

Master 
Display

Display 
A

Display 
B

Display 
C

Notification to skip 
10 frames only to A

Masumoto, Fig. 1 (excerpted, annotated), [0118]

Masumoto, Fig. 9 (annotated)



24
POR, 32-35; Hart, ¶¶145-53; Sur-Reply, 19

IPR2024-00188 DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Masumoto’s Master Determines Synchronicity By Calculating a 
“Desired Frame,” and Not Its Own Displayed Frame

Masumoto, [0112]-[0115]



62
Institution Decision, 40

IPR2024-00188 DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

The Board Was Skeptical of the Combinations

DI, 40  



63
Institution Decision, 41

IPR2024-00188 DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

The Board Was Skeptical of the Combinations

DI, 41



64
Institution Decision, 7, 60

IPR2024-00188 DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

The Board Instituted Without Competing Testimony

DI, 60

DI, 7



65
POR, 20; Hart, ¶59

IPR2024-00188 DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Patent Owner Provided Dr. Hart’s Testimony,
Which Petitioner Did Not Rebut

Hart, ¶ 59



66

Dr. Hart's Testimony is Determinative

Hart, ¶¶ 8, 10, 11, 15 

Tentzeris, ¶¶  2, 8

POR, 20; Hart, ¶¶8, 10, 11, 15; Ex. 2005; Tentzeris, ¶¶2, 8; Ex. 1011 
IPR2024-00188 DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE
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