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Patent Owner hereby submits its objections to Petitioner’s demonstratives 

exhibits. 

I. New Evidence Or Arguments 

Slide 21: 

 

Uncited case: Slide 21 cites a new case (Koninklijke) that is uncited in any 

briefing in IPR2024-00212 and presents a new argument that “evidence of a 

POSA’s background knowledge does not need to be named in the ground to be 

considered” which is not present in briefing (see -00212 Reply, 8-11). 
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Slide 120: 

 

Uncited cases, uncited evidence, and new argument: Slide 120 cites 

Publicover and Square which are not cited in papers, cites Orsini at [0063] which 

is not cited in the portions of the briefing addressing the limitation-at-issue (see -

00214 Pet., 60-62, 72-78; Reply, 6-12), and presents new arguments not in any 

briefing that address “SFI’s Sur-Reply allegation” and that the ’609 does not 

contain any description of “executing code by a processor to perform … storing.” 
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Slide 121: 

 

New argument: Slide 121 contains presents new arguments not in any 

briefing, which are purportedly “responsive to [the] Sur-Reply,” that “SFI’s Patent 

relies on conventional processors and code for storing.” 
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Slide 122: 

 

Uncited case: Slide 122 cites a new case (Immervision) “responsive to [the] 

’609 Sur-Reply” that is not cited in any briefing. 
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Slide 125: 

 

Uncited case: Slide 125 quotes Axonics citing “’609 Reply, 4; ’854 Reply, 

14,” but the specified briefing relates to a different limitation and cites a different 

portion of Axonics for a different proposition. 
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Slide 126: 

 

Uncited evidence and new argument: Slide 126 shows Orsini Figures 2, 4, 

and 6 to “respon[d] to [the] Sur-Reply” and citing Pet., at 9, 20, and 19, but the 

specified briefing relates to a different ground and does not present any argument 

that “SFI’s Assertion that the claims require that the processor send ‘instructions’ 

to a storage device is refuted by the ’609 patent’s specification.”  
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Slide 157: 

 

Uncited case: Slide 157 cites a new case (Koninklijke) that is uncited in any 

briefing in IPR2024-00212 and presents a new argument that “it does not follow 

that [the Court] ignore the skilled artisan’s knowledge when determining whether it 

would have been obvious to modify the prior art” which is not present in briefing 

(see -00212 Reply, 8-11). 
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Slide 167: 

 

Uncited evidence: Slide 167 quotes from Ex. 1099 at 172-173 that is uncited 

in any briefing and which is allegedly “responsive to [the] ’116 Sur-Reply.” 
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Slide 178: 

 

Uncited cases: Slide 178 quotes from several papers in Life Spine, which 

was never cited in any paper of record. 
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Slide 179 

 

Uncited cases: Slide 179 quotes from Gurley and Fulton to “respon[d] to 

[the] ’609 Sur-Reply,” but neither case was ever cited or presented in any briefing 

of record. 
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II. Evidence Incorporated-By-Reference In Briefing  

Slide 28: 

 

Evidence incorporated-by-reference: Slide 28 contains quotes from Ex. 1113 

at [0092], [0098] and Ex. 1114 at [0022] that were only cited without explanation 

in the identified portions of the briefing (-00212 Reply, 6-9).  
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Slide 68: 

 

Evidence incorporated-by-reference: Slide 68 contains quotes from Ex. 1072 

at [0043], Ex. 1073 at [0003]-[0004], and Ex. 1075 at 1:51-59 that were only cited 

without explanation in the identified portions of the briefing (-00212 Reply, 26; -

00214 Reply, 2-3; -00215 Reply, 9).  
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Slide 69: 

 

Evidence incorporated-by-reference: Slide 69 contains quotes from Ex. 1097 

at 2:31-54 and Figure 1 that were only cited without explanation in the identified 

portions of the briefing (-00212 Reply, 26; -00214 Reply, 3; -00215 Reply, 9).  
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Slide 70: 

 

Evidence incorporated-by-reference: Slide 70 contains quotes from Ex. 1076 

at 9:53-10:5 and Figure 2 and quotes from Ex. 1092 at [0079] that were only cited 

without explanation in the identified portions of the briefing (-00212 Reply, 26; -

00214 Reply, 3; -00215 Reply, 9).  
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Slide 75:

 

Evidence incorporated-by-reference: Slide 75 contains quotes from Ex. 1108 

at 2:1-4 that were only cited without explanation in the identified portions of the 

briefing (-00212 Reply, 26; -00214 Reply, 2; -00215 Reply, 8). 
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Slide 79:

 

Evidence incorporated-by-reference: Slide 79 contains quotes from the reply 

declaration at ¶¶ 105-106 that were only cited without explanation in the identified 

portions of the briefing (-00212 Reply, 19-20; -00215 Reply, 11). 
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Slide 86: 

 

Evidence incorporated-by-reference: Slide 86 contains quotes from the reply 

declaration at ¶¶ 106-110 that were only cited without explanation in the identified 

portions of the briefing (-00212 Reply, 28; -00215 Reply, 11). 
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Slide 87: 

 

Evidence incorporated-by-reference: Slide 87 contains quotes from Ex. 1079 

at 544-546 and Ex. 1080 at 2-6 that were only cited without explanation in the 

identified portions of the briefing (-00212 Reply, 28; -00215 Reply, 11-12). 
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Slide 89: 

 

Evidence incorporated-by-reference: Slide 89 contains quotes from the reply 

declaration at ¶¶ 174-175 that were only cited without explanation in the identified 

portions of the briefing (-00212 Reply, 29; -00215 Reply, 12-13).  
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Slide 95: 

 

Evidence incorporated-by-reference: Slide 95 contains quotes from Ex. 1082 

at 8 that were only cited without explanation in the identified portions of the 

briefing (-00212 Reply, 31 -00215 Reply, 16 n.4). 
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Slide 96: 

 

Evidence incorporated-by-reference: Slide 96 contains quotes from Ex. 1082 

at 8, Ex. 1083 at 7:32-40, Ex. 1084 at [0026], and Ex. 1085 at 4:7-25 that were 

only cited without explanation in the identified portions of the briefing (-00212 

Reply, 31 -00215 Reply, 16 n.4). 
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Slide 139: 

 

Evidence incorporated-by-reference: Slide 139 contains quotes from the 

reply declaration at ¶ 176 that were only cited without explanation in the identified 

portions of the briefing (-00214 Reply, 26; -00215 Reply, 19). 
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Slide 128: 

 

Evidence incorporated-by-reference: Slide 128 contains quotes from Ex. 

1117 at [0003] that were only cited without explanation in the identified portions 

of the briefing (-00214 Reply, 7). 
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Slide 144: 

 

Evidence incorporated-by-reference: Slide 144 contains Ex. 1087 at [0018], 

[0020] that was only cited without explanation in the identified portions of the 

briefing (-00214 Reply, 20; -00215 Reply, 18). 
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Slide 169: 

 

Evidence incorporated-by-reference: Slide 169 quotes from Ex. 1087 at 

[0020] that were only cited without explanation in the identified portions of the 

briefing (-00214 Reply, 20; -00215 Reply, 18). 



27 

Respectfully submitted, 

/ Stephen J. Elliott / 

Stephen J. Elliott (Reg. No. 52,858) 

Andrei Iancu (Reg. No. 41,862) 

Haley M. Sanders, pro hac vice 

SULLIVAN & CROMWELL LLP  

 

Kenneth J. Weatherwax (Reg. No. 54,528) 

Nathan Lowenstein, pro hac vice  

Colette Woo, pro hac vice  

LOWENSTEIN & WEATHERWAX LLP 

 

Date:   February 26, 2025
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