
DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

PATENT OWNER’S 
DEMONSTRATIVES
Nespresso USA, Inc. v. K-fee System GmbH

Inter Partes Reviews
• IPR2024-00299, U.S. Patent No. 11,554,910
• IPR2024-00304, U.S. Patent No. 11,465,830
• IPR2024-00257, U.S. Patent No. 11,548,722
• IPR2024-00254, U.S. Patent No. 11,465,829

March 20, 2025

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH
IPR2024-00299, EX. 2034;
IPR2024-00304, EX. 2034;
IPR2024-00257, EX. 2034;
IPR2024-00254, EX. 2034;

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 1
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

IPR2024-00299 (US11,554,910) – Independent claims 1, 8 (8 claims)
 No Motivation to Combine (’910 Patent all claims)

o Discrete Embodiments Within Yoakim
o Yoakim, Jarisch 929, Rossi, Rapparini 

 Petitioner lacks evidence for the following claim limitations
o Plurality of vertically oriented grooves… (’910 Patent all claims)

• “…spaced a distance between the flange and the closed bottom”
• “…cover 20% to 80% of the wall between the flange and the closed bottom” / “…cover 40% to 60% of the wall between the flange and the closed bottom”

o Identifier that exhibits concavity and/or convexity (’910 Patent Claims 6-7)
o Identifier on the outside surface of the wall of the base element (’910 Patent Claims 1-7)
o Portion capsule free of a filter inside of the cavity (’910 Patent all claims)
o Encoded information used to activate a pump (’910 Patent all claims)
o Quantity, pressure, and/or temperature of hot water (’910 Patent all claims)
o Identifier that is electrically conductive (’910 Patent Claims 2-7)

See generally 910 Pet; 910 POPR; 910 ID; 910 POR; 910 Reply; 910 POSR.2

IPR2024-00299 

NESPRESSO FAILS TO CARRY ITS BURDENS
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

IPR2024-00254 (US11,465,829) – Independent claims 1, 12 (19 claims)

 No Motivation to Combine (’829 Patent all claims)
o Discrete Embodiments Within Yoakim
o Yoakim, Jarisch, Rossi, Castellani

 Petitioner lacks evidence for the following claim limitations
o Groove that is laterally offset from the chamfered mandrel (’829 Patent Claim 4)
o Capsule free of a filter inside of the cavity (’829 Patent Claims 9, 18)
o Pump controlled to supply hot water only upon detection of the identifier (’829 Patent all claims)

See generally 829 Pet; 829 POPR; 829 ID; 829 POR; 829 Reply; 829 POSR.3

IPR2024-00254 

NESPRESSO FAILS TO CARRY ITS BURDENS
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

IPR2024-00257 (US11,548,722) – Independent claim 1 (24 claims)

 No Motivation to Combine (’722 Patent all claims)
o Discrete Embodiments Within Yoakim
o Yoakim, Jarisch 929, Rossi, Rapparini, Castellani 

 Petitioner lacks evidence for the following claim limitations
o Identifier located on the side wall of the base element (’722 Patent Claims 13, 16)
o Portion capsule free of a filter (’722 Patent Claims 14-16)
o Pump controlled to push water into the portion capsule only upon a determination that the read 

identifier agrees with a stored reference (’722 Patent all claims)

See generally 722 Pet; 722 POPR; 722 ID; 722 POR; 722 Reply; 722 POSR.4

IPR2024-00257 

NESPRESSO FAILS TO CARRY ITS BURDENS

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 4 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

IPR2024-00304 (US11,465,830) – Independent claims 1, 8 (12 claims)

 No Motivation to Combine (’830 Patent all claims)
o Discrete Embodiments Within Yoakim
o Yoakim, Jarisch, Rossi, Rapparini 

 Petitioner lacks evidence for the following claim limitations
o Ledge at the inside surface of the wall projecting towards the central longitudinal axis (’830 

Patent Claims 1-7, 9-12)
o Capsule free of a filter inside of the cavity (’830 Patent Claims 7, 12)
o Identifier configured to be read by a sensor/detector to activate a pump (’830 Patent all claims)

See generally 830 Pet; 830 POPR; 830 ID; 830 POR; 830 Reply; 830 POSR.5

IPR2024-00304 

NESPRESSO FAILS TO CARRY ITS BURDENS
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE6
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE7

NO MOTIVATION TO 
COMBINE: 
DISCRETE EMBODIMENTS 
WITHIN YOAKIM

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

’910 Patent (IPR2024-00299): All Claims
’829 Patent (IPR2024-00254): All Claims
’830 Patent (IPR2024-00304): All Claims
’722 Patent (IPR2024-00257): All Claims

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 7 
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IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

NO MOTIVATION TO COMBINE DISCRETE 
EMBODIMENTS WITHIN YOAKIM

• Combining Yoakim’s discrete embodiments is not a ‘predictable variation’ 
requiring no ‘leap of inventiveness’

• Yoakim’s different embodiments are a mixture of laboratory models and 
schematic drawings

• Yoakim’s various disclosed capsules are not compatible with various 
capsule holders within a centrifugal brewing device

• Yoakim aggregates various discrete embodiments from a series of 
continuations-in-part

• Petitioner’s RPI argued against such a combination 

910 POPR at 6-19; 910 POR at 6-20; 910 POSR at 5-10; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 74-100.8

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 8 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

PETITIONER MUST PROVIDE A RATIONALE FOR 
COMBINING SEPARATE EMBODIMENTS WITHIN YOAKIM

910 POPR at 6-19; 910 POR at 6-20; 910 POSR at 5-10.9

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

“Petitioner also fails to provide a sufficient rationale to combine the 
teachings of [a single prior art reference’s] different embodiments.  
Petitioner simply fails to explain sufficiently why one skilled in the art 
would have found it obvious to combine those teachings.”

Abiomed, Inc. v. Maquet Cardiovascular, LLC, IPR2017-01204, Paper 9, at 11 (PTAB Oct. 23, 2017)

“Whether a rejection is based on … combining multiple embodiments 
from a single reference … there must be a motivation to make the 
combination and a reasonable expectation that such a combination 
would be successful”

In re Stepan, 868 F.3d 1342, 1346 n.1 (Fed. Cir. 2017)

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 9 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

BOSTON SCIENTIFIC DOES NOT SUPPORT 
PETITIONER’S POSITION

910 POR at 7; 910 POSR at 6.10

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

“Combining two embodiments disclosed adjacent
to each other in a prior art patent does not require a 
leap of inventiveness”

Boston Scientific Scimed, Inc. v. Cordis Corp., 554 F.3d 982, 991 (Fed. Cir. 2009) (emphasis added)

Here, Petitioner seeks to combine over five separate Yoakim 
embodiments across numerous paragraphs and figures.

See generally 910 Pet, 722 Pet, 829 Pet, 830 Pet

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 10 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE
910 POR at 7-8; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 74-76.

11

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

PETITIONER ALWAYS TREATED YOAKIM AS SEPARATE INVENTIONS

Ex. 2027 (US 9,277,837)
Figs. 1-25

Ex. 2028 (US 9,271,598)
Figs. 1-18

Ex. 2029 (US 9,668,604)
Figs. 1-15

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim)
Figs. 1-65

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 11 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

A POSITA WOULD NOT COMBINE YOAKIM’S DISCRETE EMBODIMENTS 

910 POR at 7-8; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 74-76.12

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 75-76 
(Patent Owner Annotation)

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 12 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCESee 910 Pet at 45-52, 56, 60-61, 65-67; 910 POR at 6-20; 910 POSR at 5-11; Ex. 2020 (910 
Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 74-95.

13

IPR2024-00299

’910 PETITION COMBINES MULTIPLE DISTINCT YOAKIM EMBODIMENTS 
TO COVER K-FEE’S INDEPENDENT CLAIMS 1 AND 8

Yoakim (Ex. 1004) at Figs. 6, 7 
910 Pet at 46-51, 60-61, 67 (cited ISO 910 cls. [1.a] / [8.a], [1.b] / [8.b], [1.c] / [8.c], [1.j] / [8.j], [1.m] / [8.m], [1.n] / [8.n]) 

Yoakim (Ex. 1004) at Fig. 23 
910 Pet at 46-47, 56-50 

(cited ISO 910 cls. [1.a] / [8.a], [1.d] / [8.d], 
[1.e]-[1.g] / [8.e]-[8.g])

Yoakim (Ex. 1004) at Figs. 26, 27, 28 
910 Pet at 46-51, 60-61 (cited ISO 910 cls. [1.a] / [8.a], 

[1.b] / [8.b], [1.c] / [8.c], [1.j] / [8.j])

Yoakim (Ex. 1004) at Fig. 61
910 Pet at 51-55, 70-73 (cited ISO 910 cls. [1.d] / [8.d], [1.q]-[1.s], [1.u]; [8.q]-[8.t])

Yoakim (Ex. 1004) at Fig. 35
910 Pet at 63-67 (cited ISO 910 cls. [1.m] / [8.m])

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 13 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCESee 830 Pet at 47-55, 60-62, 65-69, 72-75, and 78; 830 POR at 6-21; Ex. 2020 (830 Glucksman 
Decl.) at ¶¶ 76-105.

14

IPR2024-00304

’830 PETITION COMBINES MULTIPLE DISTINCT YOAKIM EMBODIMENTS 
TO COVER K-FEE’S INDEPENDENT CLAIMS 1 AND 8

Yoakim (Ex. 1004) at Figs. 6, 7 
830 Pet at 47-48, 50-51, 54, 62-65 (cited ISO 830 cls. [1.a ] / [8.a], [1.e] / [8.e], [1.h] / [8.h], [1.m] / 

[8.m], [1.o] / [8.o], [1.p] / [8.p], [1.q] / [8.q])

Yoakim (Ex. 1004) at Fig. 23 
830 Pet at 51 (cited ISO 830 cls. [1.f])

Yoakim (Ex. 1004) at Figs. 26, 27, 28 
830 Pet at 47-55, 62-65 (cited ISO 830 cls. [1.a] / [8.a], 

[1.b] / [8.b], [1.c] / [8.c], [1.d] / [8.d], [1.e] / [8.e], [1.g], [1.h] 
/ [8.h], [1.n] / [8.n], [1.o] / [8.o], [1.p] / [8.p])

Yoakim (Ex. 1004) at Fig. 61
830 Pet at 55-62 (cited ISO 830 cls. [1.i] / [8.i], [1.j] / [8.j], [1.k] / [8.k], [1.l] / [8.l])

Yoakim (Ex. 1004) at Figs. 35
830 Pet at 65-67 (cited ISO 830 cls. [1.q] / [8.q], [1.r] / [8.r])

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 14 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCESee 829 Pet at 42-43, 45-51, 55-56, 59-66, 68-71; 829 POR at 6-18; Ex. 2020 (829 Glucksman 
Decl.) at ¶¶ 76-93.

15

IPR2024-00254 

’829 PETITION COMBINES MULTIPLE DISTINCT YOAKIM EMBODIMENTS 
TO COVER K-FEE’S CLAIMS

Yoakim (Ex. 1004) at Figs. 6, 7 
829 Pet at 44-49, 51 (cited ISO 829 cls. [1.a]/[12.a], [1.c]/[12.c], [1.d]/[12.d], [1.e]/[12.e], [1.f]/[12.f], 

[1.i]/[12.i], [1.m]/[12.m])    

Yoakim (Ex. 1004) at Fig. 23 
829 Pet at 71 (cited ISO 829 cls. 6/15)

Yoakim (Ex. 1004) at Figs. 26, 27. 28, 29, 30, 31 
829 Pet at 44-49 (cited ISO 829 cls. [1.b]/[12.b], 
[1.c]/[12.c], [1.d]/[12.d], [1.e]/[12.e], [1.f]/[12.f])

Yoakim (Ex. 1004) at Figs. 61, 62
829 Pet at 55-56, 57-58, 62-66 (cited ISO 829 cls. [1.k]/[12.k], [12.n], 

[1.l]/[12.l], [1.o]/[12.p], 6/15)

Yoakim (Ex. 1004) at Figs. 34, 35, 36
829 Pet at 58-59 (cited ISO 829 cls. [1.m] / [12.m])

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 15 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE
See 722 Pet, 44-47, 51-54, 57-58, 71; 722 POR at 6-19; Ex. 2020 (722 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 81-110.

16

IPR2024-00257

’722 PETITION COMBINES MULTIPLE DISTINCT YOAKIM EMBODIMENTS 
TO COVER K-FEE’S CLAIMS

Yoakim (Ex. 1004) at Figs. 6, 7 
722 Pet at 45 (cited ISO 722 cls. [1.a], [1.b])   

Yoakim (Ex. 1004) at Fig. 23 
722 Pet at 56-57 (cited ISO 722 cls. [1.h], [1.i])

Yoakim (Ex. 1004) at Figs. 26, 27 
722 Pet at 45

(cited ISO 722 cls. [1.a], [1.b]) 

Yoakim (Ex. 1004) at Figs. 61, 62
722 Pet at 46 (cited ISO 722 cl. [1.c])

Yoakim (Ex. 1004) at Figs. 34, 35, 36
722 Pet at 59-60 (cited ISO 722 cl. 5)

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 16 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

YOAKIM LINKS SPECIFIC CAPSULES WITH  
COMPATIBLE MACHINES

910 POPR at 6-19; 910 POR at 6-20; 910 POSR at 5-10; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 74-100.
17

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) 
at Fig. 35

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at Fig. 28 Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at Fig. 23

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) 
at Fig. 8

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) 
at Fig. 61

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at Fig. 61
Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at Fig. 62

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 17 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

FIG. 35 MACHINE WORKS WITH FIGS. 28-31 TYPE CAPSULE

910 POPR at 8-13; 910 POR at 11-16; 910 POSR at 5, 8-10; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) 
at ¶¶ 78-83, 88, 91-93.

18

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at [0440] 
(Patent Owner Annotation) 

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) 
at Fig. 35

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at Fig. 28

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 18 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE910 POR at 8-11, 18-20; 910 POSR at 7-10; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 77-83, 88, 98-100.19

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

FIG. 8 MACHINE WORKS WITH FIG. 23 CAPSULE

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at [0217]
(Patent Owner Annotation)

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) 
at Fig. 8

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at Fig. 23

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 19 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE
910 POR at 8-11, 18-20; 910 POSR at 5, 8-10; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 74-78, 88, 90-100.

20

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

FIG. 61 MACHINE WORKS WITH FIG. 61/62 CAPSULES

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at [0512] 
(Patent Owner Annotation)

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) 
at Fig. 61

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at Fig. 61
Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at Fig. 62

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 20 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

PETITIONER’S HINDSIGHT DRIVEN INCOMPATIBLE 
COMBINATIONS

910 Pet at 45-52, 56, 60-61, 65-67; 910 POPR at 6-19; 910 POR at 6-20; 910 POSR at 5-10; 
Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 74-100.

21

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) 
at Fig. 35

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at Fig. 8 Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) 
at Fig. 61

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at Fig. 61
Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at Fig. 62Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at Fig. 23Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at Fig. 28

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 21 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

FIG. 61/62 MACHINE CANNOT RECEIVE FIG. 23 
CAPSULE’S TOOTHED STRUCTURE

910 POPR at 6-19; 910 POR at 6-20; 910 POSR at 5-10; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 74-78, 
88, 90-100.

22

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

Fig. 23 capsule has a toothed structure, which the machine of Figs. 61 
and 62 is not set up to receive.

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at Fig. 23
(Patent Owner Annotation)

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at Fig. 61
(Patent Owner Annotation)

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 22 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

FIG. 8/9 SYSTEM ILLUSTRATES A LABORATORY SET UP 
INCOMPATIBLE WITH OTHER YOAKIM EMBODIMENTS

910 POR at 8-11, 18-20; 910 POSR at 7-10; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 77-83, 88, 98-100.23

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at  
¶¶ 79-80 (Patent Owner Annotation)

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at Fig. 8 Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at Fig. 9

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 23 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

JOBIN HAS NOT EVEN CONSIDERED YOAKIM’S FIG. 8/9 SYSTEM

910 POR at 8-9; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 77-78.24

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

Ex. 2025 (Jobin 9/19/24 Dep.) at 182:12-183:3
(Patent Owner Annotation)

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 24 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

FIG. 28-31 TYPE CAPSULE’S PERIPHERAL COLLECTION 
RECESS IS INCOMPATIBLE WITH FIG. 61/62 MACHINE

910 POR at 13-15; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 91-94.25

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

Fig. 28 capsule has a peripheral collection recess (116) to maintain fluid at 
the periphery, which the system of Figs. 61 and 62 is not set up to receive.

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at Fig. 28 
(Patent Owner Annotation) Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at Fig. 61 

(Patent Owner Annotation)

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 25 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

FIGS. 35/38 VALVE SYSTEM IS INCOMPATIBLE WITH 
IDENTIFICATION MEANS FOR FIG. 61/62 MACHINE

910 POR at 11, 14-20; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 89-100.26

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

Annular v-shaped valve system depicted in Figs. 35-36 lacks space for an 
identification means found in the valve plate of Figs. 61-62 machine and capsules

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at Fig. 36 
(Patent Owner Annotation)

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at Fig. 35 
(Patent Owner Annotation) 

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at Fig. 62 
(Patent Owner Annotation)

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 26 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

FIGS. 35/38 VALVE SYSTEM LACKS SPACE FOR AN IDENTIFICATION MEANS

910 POR at 11, 14-20; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 89-100.27

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶93 
(Patent Owner Annotation) 

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at Fig. 36 
(Patent Owner Annotation)

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at Fig. 35 
(Patent Owner Annotation) 

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 27 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

FIGS. 61/62 VALVE SYSTEM UTILIZES IDENTIFICATION MEANS

910 POR at 11, 14-20; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 89-100.28

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

Plate-like interface assembly 213 extends over the capsule flange, accommodates sensing device 231, 
and permits identification means

Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶94 
(Patent Owner Annotation)

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at Fig. 62 
(Patent Owner Annotation)

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 28 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE29

INTENTIONALLY LEFT 
BLANK

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 29 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE30

INTENTIONALLY LEFT 
BLANK

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 30 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

PETITIONER’S AFFILIATE & RPI RECOGNIZES NON-COMBINABLE 
DIFFERENCES IN VALVE ENGAGEMENT WHILE PROSECUTING US 9,545,121

910 POR at 17-18; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶ 96; Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at Figs. 35, 61; Ex. 
2002 (US 9,545,121) at Fig. 6; Ex. 2003 (9/7/16 Response to OA in Appl. No. 14/254,574) at 5; 
Ex. 2004 (Yoakim I) at Fig. 10.

31
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Ex. 2003 (9/7/16 Response to OA in Appl. No. 14/254,574) at 5 (discussing Yoakim I (Ex. 2004))

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 31 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

PETITIONER’S RPI SOUGHT TO DISTINGUISH VALVE SYSTEMS BETWEEN “YOAKIM I” 
(SIMILAR TO YOAKIM AT FIG. 35) AND US 9,545,121 (SIMILAR TO YOAKIM AT FIG. 61)

910 POR at 17-18; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶ 96; Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at Figs. 35, 61; 
Ex. 2002 (US 9,545,121) at Fig. 6; Ex. 2003 (9/7/16 Response to OA in Appl. No. 14/254,574) at 
5; Ex. 2004 (Yoakim I) at Fig. 10.
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Ex. 2002 (US 9,545,121) at Fig. 6 
(Patent Owner Annotation)

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at Fig. 61 
(Patent Owner Annotation)

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at Fig. 35 
(Patent Owner Annotation)Ex. 2004 (Yoakim I) at Fig. 10 

(Patent Owner Annotation)   

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 32 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

GLUCKSMAN CONFIRMS PETITIONER SEEKS TO MAKE A CONTRADICTORY 
ARGUMENT HERE FROM PETITIONER’S AFFILIATE & RPI

910 POR at 17-18; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶ 96; Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at Figs. 35, 61; 
Ex. 2002 (US 9,545,121) at Fig. 6; Ex. 2003 (9/7/16 Response to OA in Appl. No. 14/254,574) at 
5; Ex. 2004 (Yoakim I) at Fig. 10.
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Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶ 97 
(Patent Owner Annotation)  

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 33 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

PETITIONER’S RPI SOUGHT TO DISTINGUISH VALVE SYSTEMS BETWEEN “YOAKIM I” 
(SIMILAR TO YOAKIM AT FIG. 35) AND US 9,545,121 (SIMILAR TO YOAKIM AT FIG. 61)

910 POR at 17-18; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶ 96; Ex. 1004 
(Yoakim) at Figs. 35, 61; Ex. 2002 (US 9,545,121) at Fig. 6; Ex. 2003 
(9/7/16 Response to OA in Appl. No. 14/254,574) at 5; Ex. 2004 
(Yoakim I) at Fig. 10.
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Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶ 97 
(Patent Owner Annotation)

Ex. 2002 (US 9,545,121) at Fig. 6 
(Patent Owner Annotation)

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at Fig. 61 
(Patent Owner Annotation)

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at Fig. 35 
(Patent Owner Annotation)Ex. 2004 (Yoakim I) at Fig. 10 

(Patent Owner Annotation)   

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 34 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

JOBIN AGREES DESIGNING COMPLEMENTARY CAPSULES AND 
MACHINES IS A COMPLICATED, ITERATIVE PROCESS  

910 POR at 23-24; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶ 111. 35

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

Ex. 2025 (Jobin 9/19/2024 Dep.) at 31:20-32:11 
(Patent Owner Annotation) 

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 35 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

CLAIMS OF THE ASSERTED PATENTS REQUIRE 
CAPSULE/MACHINE COMPATIBILITY

910 ID at 26; 910 POR at 11-13; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶ 95. 36

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

See, e.g., 910 Patent at cl. 1 
(Patent Owner Annotation)

See, e.g., 910 Patent at 1:22-25
(Patent Owner Annotation) 

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 36 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE37

NO MOTIVATION TO 
COMBINE: 
YOAKIM AND 
JARISCH/JARISCH 929

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

’910 Patent (IPR2024-00299): All Claims
’829 Patent (IPR2024-00254): All Claims
’830 Patent (IPR2024-00304): All Claims
’722 Patent (IPR2024-00257): All Claims

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 37 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

NO MOTIVATION TO COMBINE:
• No motivation to combine Yoakim, Jarisch / Jarisch 929

– There is no motivation to place a code on the bottom of Yoakim’s flange
– There is a lack of expectation of success in combining Yoakim and Jarisch / 

Jarisch 929 
 Significant redesign required: complicated optic assemblies; “unbalance” problem; Jarisch 

929’s pyramidal plate 

– Jarisch / Jarisch 929 do not enable an identifier on the bottom of the flange
– Petitioner’s RPI argued against such a combination 

910 POPR at 20-35; 910 POR at 20-42; 910 POSR at 11-21; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) 
at ¶¶ 101-35.
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K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 38 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

NO MOTIVATION OR REASONABLE 
EXPECTATION OF SUCCESS

910 POPR at 20-35; 910 POR at 20-42; 910 POSR at 11-21; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 
101-35.
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Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶ 129 
(Patent Owner Annotation) 

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 39 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

ALL ASSERTED PATENTS REQUIRE AN IDENTIFIER 
TO BE READ BY SENSOR/DETECTOR

See generally 910 POPR at 20-35; 910 POR at 20-42; 910 POSR at 11-21; Ex. 2020 (910 
Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 101-35; Ex. 1001 (910 Patent) at cls. 1-8; Ex. 1001 (830 Patent) at cls. 1-12; 
Ex. 1001 (722 Patent) at cls. 1-24; Ex. 1001 (829 Patent) at cls. 1-19.
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Ex. 1001 (910 Patent) at cl. 1

Ex. 1001 (830 Patent) at cl. 1
Ex. 1001 (722 Patent) at cl. 1

Ex. 1001 (829 Patent) at cl. 1

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 40 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

MOVING YOAKIM’S OPTICAL CODE WOULD 
REQUIRE SIGNIFICANT REDESIGN

• Optical codes—and 
detectors—on opposite 
sides of capsules
–Jarisch / Jarisch 929 sensor 62
–Yoakim sensing device 231

910 Pet at 37; 910 POPR at 28-35; 910 POR at 30-40; 910 POSR at 11-21; Ex. 2020 
(910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 123-35.

41

910 Pet at 37:

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at Fig. 61 
(Patent Owner Annotation)

Ex. 1006 (Jarisch 929) at Fig. 5 
(Petitioner Annotation)

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 41 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

COMPLEX OPTICS ASSEMBLY FURTHER
COMPLICATED BY YOAKIM’S CAPSULE HOLDER

910 POPR at 22-23, 33-35; 910 POR at 27-28; 910 POSR at 11-21; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) 
at ¶¶ 106-08.
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Complex optics assembly must navigate capsule holders such as Yoakim Fig. 24 where the only 
path to the code on the flange is through the wave-like structure of the hollow teeth 440

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at Fig. 24 Ex. 1006 (Jarisch 929) at Fig. 5 
(Petitioner Annotation)

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 42 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

YOAKIM’S RIM, WITH AND WITHOUT TEETH, LACKS 
SUFFICIENT SPACE FOR JARISCH / JARISCH 929’S CODE

910 POPR at 22-23, 33-35; 910 POR at 27-28; 910 POSR at 11-21; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) 
at ¶¶ 106-08.
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Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at [0414], Fig. 27 
(Patent Owner Annotation)

Ex. 1006 (Jarisch 929) at [0018] 
(Patent Owner Annotation)

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at Fig. 27 Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at Fig. 23

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 43 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

JARISCH 929 DOES NOT DESCRIBE THE PYRAMIDAL PLATE IN THE 
FOUR CORNERS OF THE REFERENCE 

910 POR at 24-25; 910 POSR at 16-17; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶ 104; Ex. 2032 
(WO2010076048A1) at 6:1-7:17, 33:2-34:21, Fig. 17.
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Ex. 1006 (Jarisch 929) at [0017] 
(Patent Owner Annotation)

Ex. 2032 (WO2010076048A1) at Fig. 17

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 44 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

JOBIN DOES NOT RECALL WHETHER JARISCH 929 OR 
YOAKIM DISCLOSE PYRAMIDAL PLATES

910 POR at 24-25; 910 POSR at 16-17; 722 POR at 23; see Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶ 
104; SEE Ex. 2032 (WO2010076048A1) at 6:1-7:17, 33:2-34:21, Fig. 17; Ex. 2025 (9/19/24 Jobin 
Dep.) at 150:5-6, 10-11, 151:8-12.
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Ex. 2025 (9/19/24 Jobin Dep.) at 151:8-12 
(Patent Owner Annotation)Ex. 2025 (9/19/24 Jobin Dep.) at 150:5-6, 10-11

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 45 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

A POSITA WOULD UNDERSTAND JARISCH 929’S PYRAMIDAL PLATES 
TO BE DIFFERENT FROM YOAKIM’S TEACHINGS

910 Pet at 38; 910 POR at 24-25; 910 POSR at 16-17; see Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶ 
104; Ex. 2032 (WO2010076048A1) at 6:1-7:17, 33:2-34:21, Fig. 17.
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Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶104 
(Patent Owner Annotation)

Petitioner seeks to argue….

But a POSITA would not combine…

910 Pet at 38 (Patent Owner Annotation)

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 46 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

BOARD’S RELIANCE ON JARISCH 929’S PYRAMIDAL PLATE 
IS UNFOUNDED

910 ID at 28-29; 910 POR at 24-25; 910 POSR at 16-17; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶ 104; 
Ex. 2032 (WO2010076048A1) at 6:1-7:17, 33:2-34:21, Fig. 17.
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THE BOARD STATES…

On the current record, 
Patent Owner prevails:

• A POSITA would understand 
Jarisch 929’s pyramidal plate 
to be different from Yoakim’s 
teachings

• Petitioner’s expert admits 
Jarisch 929 does not depict a 
pyramidal plate

910 ID at 28-29 (Patent Owner Annotation)

BUT…

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 47 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

YOAKIM SEEKS TO AVOID IMBALANCE VIA “SNUG 
FIT” REQUIREMENT

910 POPR at 25-28; 910 POR at 29-31; 910 POSR at 18-21; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶ 119.48

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at [0006] 
(Patent Owner Annotation)

Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶119 
(Patent Owner Annotation)

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 48 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

A POSITA WOULD NOT ABANDON YOAKIM’S 
“SNUG FIT” ADVANTAGE

910 POPR at 25-28; 910 POR at 29-31; 910 POSR at 18-21; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶ 119.49

Ex. 1005 (Jarisch) at Fig. 4 (Patent Owner Annotation)

Ex. 1006 (Jarisch 929) at Fig. 5 (Patent Owner Annotation)

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at [0479] (Patent Owner Annotation)

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at Fig. 61 (Patent Owner Annotation)

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 49 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

PETITIONER’S REPLY DOES NOT CITE ANY 
CONTRADICTORY EVIDENCE

910 Reply at 15-16; 910 POSR at 20.50

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

910 POSR at 20 (responding to Petitioner Reply arguments at pages 15-16)

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 50 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

YOAKIM TEACHES THAT THE ANGLE OF THE WIDENING SIDE WALL 
DEPICTED IN JARISCH / JARISCH 929 RENDERS “POOR RESULTS”

910 POR at 29-32; 910 POSR at 18; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 120-21.51

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at [0261] (Patent Owner Annotation)

Jarisch / Jarisch 929’s cell teaches 
a side wall angle shown by Yoakim 

to provide “poor results”
Ex. 1005 (Jarisch) at Fig. 4 (Patent Owner Annotation)

Ex. 1006 (Jarisch 929) at Fig. 5 (Patent Owner Annotation)

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 51 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

JOBIN STATES DEVELOPING COMPATIBLE CAPSULES AND MACHINES 
REQUIRES YEARS

910 POR at 23, 29-32; 910 POSR at 18; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶ 111. 52
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Ex. 2025 (9/19/24 Jobin Dep.) at 31:20-32:11 
(Patent Owner Annotation)

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 52 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

YOAKIM TEACHES A CAPSULE FREE FROM 
SOILING OR DAMAGE

910 POPR at 20-23; 910 POR at 25-28; 910 POSR at 15-16; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at 
¶¶ 104-08. 
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Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at 61 (Patent Owner Annotation)

910 Pet at 11 (Patent Owner Annotation)

But Yoakim already teaches such an advantage 
Petitioner seeks to argue….

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 53 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

YOAKIM UTILIZES PANESAR CODE LOCATION TO 
SOLVE SOILING PROBLEM

910 POR at 25-28; 910 POSR at 15-16; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 104-08. 54
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Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶104 (Patent Owner Annotation)

Left: Ex. 1010 (Panesar) at Fig. 10 (Patent Owner Annotation)

Right: Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at Fig. 61 (Patent Owner Annotation)

910 POSR at 16:

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 54 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

A POSITA WOULD NOT EXPECT SOILING FROM THE 
INLET OF THE CAPSULE

55
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Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶105 (Patent Owner Annotation)

910 POR at 25-28; 910 POSR at 15-16; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 104-08. 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

PETITIONER’S RPI ARGUED A POSITA WOULD NOT MODIFY YOAKIM’S 
CAPSULE TO INCLUDE JARISCH 929’S SEQUENTIAL READING FEATURE

910 POR at 34-36; 910 POSR at 15-16; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 125-28. 56
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Ex. 2022 (2/25/16 Gerbaulet Decl.) at 2 (Patent Owner Annotation)

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 56 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

JARISCH 929’S CO-PENDING APPLICATION RECOGNIZES PROBLEMS 
WITH JARISCH 929’S CODE PLACEMENT ON BOTTOM OF FLANGE

910 POR at 23-25, 38-40; 910 POSR at 15-16; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 110-13, 
119, 129-35.
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Ex. 2021 (US 10,294,020) at 2:34-47 
(Patent Owner Annotation)

Ex. 2021 (US 10,294,020) at 2:18-26 
(Patent Owner Annotation)

Ex. 2021 (US 10,294,020) at 3:9-13 
(Patent Owner Annotation)

• Poor reading conditions 
when barcode is placed on 
underside of flange due to 
light transversing capsule 
holder

• Light reading the barcode 
incurs significant angular 
deviations due to 
unbalance, vibrations

• Improvements to light 
emitting & sensing devices 
make machine too 
expensive

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 57 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

JARISCH / JARISCH 929 CONCLUSORY STATEMENT DOES NOT ENABLE A 
MACHINE-READABLE CODE ON THE BOTTOM OF THE FLANGE

910 POR at 23-25, 38-40; 910 POSR at 15-16; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 110-13, 119, 
129-35.
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Ex. 1006 (Jarisch 929) at [0106]

Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶111 
(Patent Owner Annotation)
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE59

NO MOTIVATION TO 
COMBINE: 
YOAKIM,  JARISCH / 
JARISCH 929 AND ROSSI

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

’910 Patent (IPR2024-00299): All Claims
’829 Patent (IPR2024-00254): All Claims
’830 Patent (IPR2024-00304): All Claims
’722 Patent (IPR2024-00257): All Claims

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 59 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

NO MOTIVATION TO COMBINE:

• No motivation to combine Yoakim, Jarisch / Jarisch 929, & Rossi
– Yoakim has its own safety mechanism
– Rossi discloses high pressure system while Yoakim and Jarisch / Jarisch 929 disclose low 

pressure systems with rotation
– Petitioner ignores important nuances of Rossi’s validation element
– Significant redesign would be required to combine references

910 POPR at 35-38; 910 POR at 42-44; 910 POSR at 21-22; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) 
at ¶¶ 136-42.
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K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 60 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

ROSSI SAFETY MECHANISM DOES NOT 
PROVIDE MOTIVATION TO COMBINE

• In arguing motivation to use Rossi’s safety 
mechanism, Petitioner ignores Yoakim’s own safety 
mechanism
– No motivation to look elsewhere
– No explanation of how to reconcile the systems

910 POPR at 35-38; 910 POR at 42-44; 910 POSR at 21-22; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 
136-42.
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K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 61 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

YOAKIM ALREADY DISCLOSES 
ITS OWN SAFETY MECHANISM

910 POPR at 35-38; 910 POR at 42-44; 910 POSR at 21-22; Ex. 2020 (910 
Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 136-42.

62

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at [0205] 
(Patent Owner Annotation)

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 62 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

ROSSI “VALIDATION ELEMENT” DOES NOT 
SUPPLY MOTIVATION TO COMBINE

• Petitioner ignores Rossi validation element nuances
1. Distinct from “identification” element
2. Used to preclude reuse 
3. Preferably destroys validation element
4. Best if validation is clear to user, visibly not reusable
5. May take place outside of the machine
6. Used to “unlock” the machine

910 POPR at 35-38; 910 POR at 42-44; 910 POSR at 21-22; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 
136-42.

63

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 63 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

INCOMPATIBILITIES BETWEEN SYSTEMS 
BELIE ARGUED MOTIVATION TO COMBINE

• Rossi: high pressure 
system

• Yoakim & Jarisch / 
Jarisch 929: low 
pressure rotational 
systems

910 POPR at 35-38; 910 POR at 42-44; 910 POSR at 21-22; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at 
¶¶ 136-42.

64

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at [0132] 
(Patent Owner Annotation)

Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶ 137

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 64 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

A POSITA WOULD NOT BE MOTIVATED TO COMBINE TEACHINGS 
OF LOW-PRESSURE SYSTEM WITH HIGH PRESSURE SYSTEM

Yoakim: low pressure, 0-2 bars Rossi: high pressure

910 POPR at 35-38; 910 POR at 42-44; 910 POSR at 21-22; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at 
¶¶ 136-42.65

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at [0132] 
(Patent Owner Annotation)

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at [0180] 
(Patent Owner Annotation)

Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl. at ¶ 140

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 65 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE66

NO MOTIVATION TO 
COMBINE: 
YOAKIM,  JARISCH 
/JARISCH 929 AND 
RAPPARINI

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257

’910 Patent (IPR2024-00299): All Claims (Ground 1)

’830 Patent (IPR2024-00304): All Claims (Ground 2)

’722 Patent (IPR2024-00257): All Claims (Grounds 1 and 2)

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 66 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

NO MOTIVATION TO COMBINE:

• No motivation to combine Yoakim, Jarisch / Jarisch 929, & 
Rapparini
– Rapparini’s container is not suitable for use in a centrifugal brewing 

machine, such as taught by Yoakim and Jarisch
– A POSITA would not have looked to Rapparini’s permeable containers 

to modify non-permeable capsules

910 POR at 44-47; 910 POSR at 22-23; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 143-46.67

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 67 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

RAPPARINI TEACHES A SOLUTION FOR 
FILTERING, PERMEABLE CONTAINERS

910 POR at 44-47; 910 POSR at 22-23; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 143-46.68

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257

Ex. 1008 (Rapparini) at [0007] 
(Patent Owner Annotation)

Ex. 1008 (Rapparini) at FIG. 6

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 68 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

RAPPARINI’S CONTAINER IS NOT SUITABLE FOR USE IN A 
CENTRIFUGAL ESPRESSO MACHINE

910 POR at 44-47; 910 POSR at 22-23; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 143-46.69

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257

Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶ 143 
(Patent Owner Annotation)

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 69 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

YOAKIM ARGUED AGAINST COMBINING 
ALTERNATIVE EXTRACTION METHODS 

910 POR at 46-47; 910 POSR at 22-23; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶ 145.70

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257

Ex. 2023 (Yoakim Decl.) at 2 (Patent Owner Annotation)

Ex 2023 at 4-5

Ex 2023 at 11

Ex. 2023 (Yoakim Decl.) at 4-5 (Patent Owner Annotation)

Ex. 2023 (Yoakim Decl.) at 11 

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 70 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE71

NO MOTIVATION TO 
COMBINE: 
YOAKIM,  JARISCH 
/JARISCH 929 AND 
CASTELLANI

IPR2024-00257, -00254 

’722 Patent (IPR2024-00257): Claims 2-3 (Ground 2)

’829 Patent (IPR2024-00254): Claims 10, 11, 19 (Ground 2)

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 71 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

NO MOTIVATION TO COMBINE

722 Pet at 75-79, 722 POR at 45-51, 722 POSR at 24-25; Ex. 2020 (722 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 158-63.

829 Pet at 72-77; 829 POR at 41-46; 829 POSR at 20-21; Ex. 2020 (829 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 133-40.
72

11,548,722
(IPR2024-00257)

Ground 2
• Combining 5 references:

–Yoakim
–Jarisch 929
–Rapparini
–Castellani
–Rossi

IPR2024-00257, -00254 

11,465,829
(IPR2024-00254)

Ground 2
• Combining 4 references:

–Yoakim
–Jarisch
–Castellani
–Rossi

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 72 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

NO REASONABLE EXPECTATION OF SUCCESS

• No reasonable expectation of success in combining Yoakim, Jarisch / Jarisch 
929, and Castellani
– Castellani’s teachings are not compatible with centrifugal brewing systems
– Castellani’s fork element would generate friction against the rotating capsule
– Applying Castellani’s teachings to system with detector under flange would obscure 

optical code reader

722 Pet at 75-79, 722 POR at 45-51, 722 POSR at 24-25; Ex. 2020 (722 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 158-63.

829 Pet at 72-77; 829 POR at 41-46; 829 POSR at 20-21; Ex. 2020 (829 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 133-40.
73

IPR2024-00257, -00254 

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 73 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE
722 POR at 45-51, 722 POSR at 24-25; Ex. 2020 (722 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 158-63.

829 POR at 41-46; 829 POSR at 20-21; Ex. 2020 (829 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 133-40.
74

CASTELLANI IS NOT COMPATIBLE WITH CENTRIFUGAL SYSTEMS

IPR2024-00257, -00254 

Yoakim (Ex. 1004): Centrifugal Device 
Rotating Capsule Holder

Castellani (Ex. 1009): Stationary Capsule Holder 
Without Detector

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at Fig. 61

Ex. 1009 (Castellani) at Fig. 1

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 74 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE
722 POR at 45-51, 722 POSR at 24-25; Ex. 2020 (722 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 158-63.

829 POR at 41-46; 829 POSR at 20-21; Ex. 2020 (829 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 133-40.
75

CASTELLANI’S FORK LIMITS PLACEMENT OF READER

IPR2024-00257, -00254 

Ex. 1009 (Castellani) at Fig. 1

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 75 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE
722 POR at 45-51, 722 POSR at 24-25; Ex. 2020 (722 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 158-63.

829 POR at 41-46; 829 POSR at 20-21; Ex. 2020 (829 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 133-40.
76

RESIDUE FROM USED CAPSULE WILL DRIP ON DETECTOR

IPR2024-00257, -00254 

Ex. 1009 (Castellani) at Fig. 2

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 76 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE
722 POR at 45-51, 722 POSR at 24-25; Ex. 2020 (722 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 158-63.

829 POR at 41-46; 829 POSR at 20-21; Ex. 2020 (829 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 133-40.
77

CASTELLANI’S FORK ELEMENT TOUCHES THE CAPSULE

IPR2024-00257, -00254 

Ex. 1009 (Castellani) at Fig. 1 
(Patent Owner Annotation)

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 77 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE
722 POR at 45-51, 722 POSR at 24-25; Ex. 2020 (722 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 158-63.

829 POR at 41-46; 829 POSR at 20-21; Ex. 2020 (829 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 133-40.
78

CASTELLANI’S FORK DOES NOT DROP OUT OF THE WAY

IPR2024-00257, -00254 

Ex. 1009 (Castellani) at [0022] (Patent Owner Annotation) Ex. 1009 (Castellani) at [0023] (Patent Owner Annotation)

Ex. 1009 (Castellani) at Fig. 8 (Patent Owner Annotation) Ex. 1009 (Castellani) at Fig. 9 (Patent Owner Annotation)

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 78 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE
722 POR at 45-51, 722 POSR at 24-25; Ex. 2020 (722 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 158-63.

829 POR at 41-46; 829 POSR at 20-21; Ex. 2020 (829 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 133-40.
79

CASTELLANI’S FORK DOES NOT DROP OUT OF THE WAY

IPR2024-00257, -00254 

Ex. 1009 (Castellani) at Fig. 2 (Patent Owner Annotation)

Ex. 1009 (Castellani) at [0024] (Patent Owner Annotation)

Ex. 1009 (Castellani) at Fig. 10 (Patent Owner Annotation)

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 79 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE80

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 80 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

PRIOR ART FAILING:

GROOVE THAT IS 
LATERALLY OFFSET FROM 
THE CHAMFERED 
MANDREL

’829 Patent (IPR2024-00254): Dependent Claim 4

81

IPR2024-00254

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 81 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

’829 CLAIM 4 REQUIRES

82 Ex. 1001 (829 Patent) at cl. 4.

IPR2024-00254

Ex. 1001 (829 Patent) at cl. 4 
(Patent Owner Annotation) 

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 82 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

BOARD PRELIMINARILY FOUND FOR PATENT OWNER

83 829 ID at 47-50; 829 POR at 55; 829 POSR at 27; Ex. 2020 (829 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 156-57.

IPR2024-00254

829 ID at 49

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 83 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

BOARD’S PRIOR CONSTRUCTION RULING APPLIES HERE

84 829 ID at 47-50; 829 POR at 55-58; 829 POSR at 28-29; Ex. 2020 (829 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 156-60.

IPR2024-00254

Nespresso USA, Inc. v. K-Fee Sys. GmbH, IPR2022-01574, Paper 29 at 25-31, 32-45 (PTAB April 10, 2024) 
(Patent Owner Annotation)

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 84 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

DISTRICT COURT REJECTED NESPRESSO’S BROADENED 
CONSTRUCTION

85 829 ID at 47-50; 829 POR at 55-58; 829 POSR at 28-29; Ex. 2020 (829 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 156-60.

IPR2024-00254

Ex. 1070 at 9-11 (K-Fee Sys. GmbH v. Nespresso USA, Inc., CV 21-3402-GW-AGRx, Dkt. 352 (C.D. Cal. Dec. 16, 2024)) 
(Patent Owner Annotation)

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 85 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

PETITIONER’S YOAKIM FIG. 35 ANNOTATIONS DO NOT DEPICT 
A GROOVE LATERALLY OFFSET FROM A “MANDREL”

• Petition argues:
–Blue: seal
–Red: groove

• Nespresso ignores
–Groove (red) above
piercing spike (yellow), 
not laterally offset

86 829 Pet at 69; 829 POR at 58-59; 829 POSR at 28-29; Ex. 2020 (829 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 161-62.

IPR2024-00254

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at Fig. 35 
(Petitioner Annotation)

829 Pet at 69:

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 86 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

PETITIONER ARBITRARILY ANNOTATES THE GROOVE

87 829 Pet at 68-70; 829 POR at 63-64; 829 POSR at 28-29; Ex. 2020 (829 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 161-68.

IPR2024-00254

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at [0436] 
(Patent Owner Annotation)

Petitioner cites: But:

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at Fig. 35 
(Petitioner Annotation)

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at Fig. 35   
(Patent Owner Annotation)

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 87 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

“GROOVE” NOT OBVIOUS FROM YOAKIM’S TEACHINGS

88 829 Pet at 68-70; 829 POR at 58-65; 829 POSR at 28-29; Ex. 2020 (829 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 161-68. 

IPR2024-00254

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at Fig. 35 
(Petitioner Annotation)

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at Fig. 38 
(Petitioner Annotation)

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 88 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE89

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 89 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

PRIOR ART FAILING:

PORTION CAPSULE 
FREE OF A FILTER

’829 Patent (IPR2024-00254): Dependent Claims 9, 18
’910 Patent (IPR2024-00299): All Claims
’830 Patent (IPR2024-00304): Dependent Claims 7, 12
’722 Patent (IPR2024-00257): Dependent Claims 14-16

90

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 90 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

NO TEACHINGS IN PRIOR ART:
• Single-serve capsule free of a filter 

–Petition fails to identify Yoakim’s capsule “free of a filter”
–Exemplary Yoakim Fig. 28 discloses a filter within the cavity
–Yoakim at [0171] teaches an additional filter to the original filter 

within the cavity
–Yokaim at [0271] discloses an additional filter in the brewing 

machine

910 POPR at 38-49; 910 POR at 47-57; 910 POSR at 25-26; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at 
¶¶ 147-65.

91

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 91 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

THE ASSERTED CLAIMS REQUIRE…

910 POPR at 38-49; 910 POR at 47-57; 910 POSR at 25-26; Ex. 2020 (910 
Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 147-65.

92

IPR2023-00485, -00502IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

Ex. 1001 (910 Patent) at cls. 1, 8 
(Patent Owner Annotation)

Ex. 1001 (829 Patent) at cls. 9, 18 
(Patent Owner Annotation)

Ex. 1001 (722 Patent) at cls. 14-16 
(Patent Owner Annotation)

Ex. 1001 (830 Patent) at cls. 7, 12 
(Patent Owner Annotation)

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 92 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

FILTER DESCRIPTION IN ASSERTED PATENTS

910 Pet at 67; 910 POR at 47-48; 910 POSR at 25-26; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 147-48.93

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

Ex. 1001 (910 Patent) at 7:12-19 
(Patent Owner Annotation) 

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 93 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

PETITIONS’ ARGUMENT DOES NOT DEMONSTRATE 
DISCLOSURE OF A CAVITY FREE OF A FILTER

910 Pet at 67 829 Pet at 72

910 Pet at 67; 829 Pet at 72; 722 Pet at 71; 830 Pet at 72-73.94

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 94 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

PETITIONS’ ARGUMENT DOES NOT DEMONSTRATE 
DISCLOSURE OF A CAVITY FREE OF A FILTER

722 Pet at 71 830 Pet at 72-73

910 Pet at 67; 829 Pet at 72; 722 Pet at 71; 830 Pet at 72-73.95

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 95 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

YOAKIM AT [0171] DOES NOT DISCLOSE A CAPSULE FREE 
OF A FILTER THAT IS LOCATED INSIDE THE CAVITY

910 POR at 49-52; 910 POSR at 25-26; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 149-55.96

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

Yoakim Fig. 28, element 118 depicts 
“a series of slits,” which is a filter

An “additional filtering layer” is additive to the 
filtering outlets/slits

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at [0171]
(Patent Owner Annotation) 

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at Fig. 28 
(Patent Owner Annotation) 

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 96 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

NOT ALL CLAIMS REQUIRE A FILTER IN THE 
CAVITY  

Ex. 1001 (722 Patent) at cls. 14-16; 722 POR at 62-69.97

IPR2023-00485, -00502IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

Ex. 1001 (722 Patent) at cls. 14-16 (Patent 
Owner Annotation) 

Petitioner’s arguments that Yoakim’s lid with filtering means (i.e. “slits”) are not inside the cavity are not applicable 

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 97 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

YOAKIM AT [0343] DOES NOT DISCLOSE A CAPSULE FREE 
OF A FILTER THAT IS LOCATED INSIDE OF THE CAVITY

910 Pet at 67; 910 POR at 51-52; 910 POSR at 25-26; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶ 156.98

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

Petitioner admits Yoakim at [0343] expressly 
discloses filters within Yoakim’s capsule

[0343] discloses the outlet openings

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at [0343] (Patent Owner Annotation) 

910 Pet at 67 (Patent Owner Annotation) 

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 98 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

YOAKIM AT [0255], [0288] AND [0300] DO NOT DISCLOSE A CAPSULE 
FREE OF A FILTER THAT IS LOCATED INSIDE OF THE CAVITY

910 Pet at 67; 722 Pet at 71; 830 Pet at 72-73; 910 POR at 51-52; 722 POR at 65-66; 830 POR at 
56-57; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶ 156; Ex. 2020 (722 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶ 189; Ex. 
2020 (830 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶ 184.

99

IPR2023-00485, -00502

Yoakim at [0255], [0288] and [0300] disclose a filter inside the cavity

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257 

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at [0255] (Patent Owner Annotation) 
Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at [0300] (Patent Owner Annotation) 

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at [0288] (Patent Owner Annotation) 

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 99 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

YOAKIM AT FIG. 45 DOES NOT DISCLOSE A CAPSULE FREE 
OF A FILTER THAT IS LOCATED INSIDE OF THE CAVITY

910 Pet at 67; 910 POR at 51-52; 910 POSR at 25-26; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶ 157.100

Element 708 is a “filter part”

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257 

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at [0461] (Patent Owner Annotation) Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at Fig. 45 (Patent Owner Annotation) 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

YOAKIM AT [0461] DOES NOT DISCLOSE A CAPSULE FREE OF A 
FILTER THAT IS LOCATED INSIDE OF THE CAVITY

910 Pet at 67; 910 POR at 52; 910 POSR at 25-26; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶ 156.101

IPR2023-00485, -00502

Yoakim at [0461] discloses a filter

IPR2024-00299 

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at [0461] (Patent Owner Annotation) 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

YOAKIM AT FIGS. 6 & 7 DOES NOT SHOW THE CAVITY OF 
THE CAPSULE

910 Pet at 67; 910 POR at 41-42; 910 POSR at 25-26; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶ 116.102

IPR2023-00485, -00502IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257 

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at Fig. 6 

Yoakim Figures 6 & 7 fail to show inside the cavity of the capsule with the filtering means

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at Fig. 7
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

YOAKIM AT FIG. 54 DOES NOT DISCLOSE A CAPSULE FREE 
OF A FILTER THAT IS LOCATED INSIDE OF THE CAVITY

910 Pet at 67; 910 POR at 53-54; 910 POSR at 25-26; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶ 164.103

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

According to Yoakim, Fig. 54 is a 
schematic drawn at a high level

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at [0083] (Patent Owner Annotation) 

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at Fig. 54 

Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶164 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

JOBIN AGREES THAT SCHEMATIC VIEWS DO NOT 
CONTAIN EVERY DETAIL

910 POR at 54-55 (citing Ex. 2011 (11/28/23 Jobin Dep.)); Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶ 164.104

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

Ex. 2011 (11/28/23 Jobin Dep.) at 53:2-22 (Patent Owner Annotation) 

Ex. 2011 (11/28/23 Jobin Dep.) at 55:20-22 (Patent Owner Annotation) 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCESee 910 Pet at 67; 910 POR at 16-18, 53-54; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 94-97, 162-64.105

NO MOTIVATION TO COMBINE FIGS. 54/55 
MACHINE WITH INCOMPATIBLE CAPSULES

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257 

Discrete embodiments within Yoakim with no motivation to combine provided by Petitioner

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at Figs. 54, 55, [0506] (Patent Owner Annotation) 

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at Figs. 6, 7, 56-60 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

YOAKIM AT FIGS. 41 & 42 DO NOT DISCLOSE A CAPSULE 
FREE OF A FILTER THAT IS LOCATED INSIDE OF THE CAVITY

910 Pet at 67; 910 POR at 49-52; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 164-65.106

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

Figure 42 depicts a porous wall 180, which is a filter for 
separating the liquid from the food substance.

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) [0451] (Patent Owner Annotation) 

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at Figs. 41, 42 (Patent Owner Annotation) 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

PETITIONER’S RELIANCE ON NEW CITATIONS IN 
REPLY SHOULD BE REJECTED

910 POR at 56-57.107

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

Henny Penny Corp. v. Frymaster LLC, 938 F.3d 1324, 1330-31 (Fed. Cir. 2019)

“Board did not abuse its discretion in holding [Petitioner] to its 
word and disregarding its new theory first raised in reply.”

“We do not direct the Board to take new evidence or, even, to 
accept new briefing.”

Ariosa Diagnostics v. Verinata Health, Inc., 805 F.3d 1359, 1367-68 (Fed. Cir. 2015)

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 107 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE910 ID at 44-45; 910 POR at 52; 910 POSR at 25-26; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 158-62.108

YOAKIM AT [0271] DOES NOT CORRECT PETITION’S GAPS
IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at [0271]
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE910 ID at 44-45; 910 POR at 52; 910 POSR at 25-26; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 158-62.109

EMBODIMENTS PRECEDING/FOLLOWING [0271] DEPICT 
FILTERING MEANS 

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at Fig. 16 Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at Fig. 26 

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at Fig. 28

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at Fig. 17 Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at Fig. 27
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE910 ID at 44-45; 910 POR at 52; 910 POSR at 25-26; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 158-62.110

A POSITA WOULD UNDERSTAND DISADVANTAGES OF A 
FILTER SOLELY IN THE DEVICE

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

A filter solely in the 
device requires 

removing/cleaning 
the dirty device 
after every use

Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶159-161 (Patent Owner Annotation)
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE910 POR at 55-56.111

PETITIONER’S CONCLUSORY “DESIGN CHOICE” 
ARGUMENT IS IMPROPER

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257 

“Even when obviousness is based on a single prior art 
reference, there must be a showing of a suggestion or 
motivation to modify the teachings of that reference.”

In re Kotzab, 217 F.3d 1365, 1370 (Fed. Cir. 2000)

“Design choice may serve as a basis for obviousness where 
alternative elements or configurations in the prior art perform 
the same function as the claimed aspects with no unexpected 
results.”

Ex Parte Elliott, 2020 WL 5231583, at *3 (Aug. 28, 2020)

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 111 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE112

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 112 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

PRIOR ART FAILING:

PUMP

’910 Patent (IPR2024-00299): All Claims
’829 Patent (IPR2024-00254): All Claims
’830 Patent (IPR2024-00304): All Claims
’722 Patent (IPR2024-00257): All Claims

113
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K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 113 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

ALL 910 PATENT CLAIMS REQUIRE

Ex. 1001 (910 Patent) cls. 1-8; 910 POR at 57-62; 910 POSR at 23-35; Ex. 2020 
(910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 166-78. 

• Pump activated by 

machine using encoded 

information

114

IPR2024-00299

Ex. 1001 (910 Patent) at cl.1 (Patent Owner Annotation)
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

YOAKIM LACKS ANY TEACHING THAT INFORMATION IN THE 
IDENTIFICATION MEANS IS USED TO ACTIVATE A PUMP

910 POR at 57-58; 910 POSR at 23-35; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 167-68. 115

IPR2024-00299

Adjusting settings is NOT activation of a pump

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at [0477] (Patent Owner Annotation)

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at [0521] (Patent Owner Annotation)
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

JOBIN NEVER ANALYZED HOW YOAKIM’S CONTROL MEANS 
ACTIVATES THE PUMP

910 POR at 58-59; 910 POSR at 23-35; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 168-69. 116

IPR2024-00299

Ex. 2025 (Jobin Dep. 9/19/24) at 174:25-176:18 (Patent Owner Annotation)
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

A POSITA WOULD HAVE UNDERSTOOD PUMP ACTIVATION VIA 
ENCODED INFORMATION IS NOT INHERENT IN YOAKIM’S TEACHINGS

910 POR at 57-62; 910 POSR at 23-35; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶169. 117

IPR2024-00299

Ex. 2020 (Glucksman Decl.) at ¶169
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

ALTERNATIVES TO OPERATING A PUMP WITH INFORMATION 
ENCODED IN THE IDENTIFICATION MEANS

910 POR at 58-60; 910 POSR at 23-35; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶169-70.118

IPR2024-00299

A POSITA would have understood Yoakim’s system could operate in these ways

Ex. 1039 (Schifferle) at [0021] (Patent Owner Annotation) 

Ex. 1003 (Jobin Decl.) at ¶58 (Patent Owner Annotation) 

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 118 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

ALL 722 PATENT CLAIMS REQUIRE

Ex. 1001 (722 Patent) at cls. 1-24.

• Pump pushes water 
only upon both:

–Detection

–Determination

Of a read identifier

119

IPR2024-00257 

Ex. 1001 (722 Patent) at cl.1 (Patent Owner Annotation)
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

ALL 830 PATENT CLAIMS REQUIRE

Ex. 1001 (830 Patent) at cls. 1-12.

• Pump activated by:

–Detection

–Individualization / 

Determination

120

IPR2024-00304 

Ex. 1001 (830 Patent) at cl.1 (Patent Owner Annotation)
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

ALL 829 PATENT CLAIMS REQUIRE

Ex. 1001 (829 Patent) at cls. 1-19.

• Pump supplies hot 

water only upon both:

–Detection

–Determination

121

IPR2024-00254 

Ex. 1001 (829 Patent) at cl.1 (Patent Owner Annotation)
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

YOAKIM DOES NOT DISCLOSE CLAIMED 
PUMP CONTROL

910 POR at 57-62; 830 POR at 48-53; 722 POR at 51-60; 829 POR at 46-55.

Yoakim “pump 6” 
teachings

≠
Pump controlled to 

supply water only upon 
detection of identifier

122

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at [0180] (Patent Owner Annotation)
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

YOAKIM “FLOW RATE” TEACHINGS DO NOT 
DISCLOSE CLAIMED PUMP CONTROL

910 POR at 57-58; 830 POR at 48-50; 722 POR at 51-53; 829 POR at 46-48; Ex. 2020 
(910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 167-68.

Yoakim “flow rate” 
teachings

≠
Pump controlled to 

supply water only upon 
detection of identifier

123

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at [0521] (Patent Owner Annotation)
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

YOAKIM TEACHES CONTROL OF FLOW RATE BY A 
VALVE AS A KEY PARAMETER – NOT A PUMP

910 POR at 57-58; 830 POR at 48-50; 722 POR at 51-53; 829 POR at 46-48; Ex. 2020 (910 
Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 167-68.

• Yoakim discloses numerous 
controllable features, e.g.,
–Restriction valve
–Flow rate
–Rotational speed

• Only reach claim with benefit of 
hindsight 

124
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Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at [0521] (Patent Owner Annotation)
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

YOAKIM DOES NOT DISCLOSE CLAIMED 
PUMP CONTROL

910 POR at 57-58; 830 POR at 48-50; 722 POR at 51-53; 829 POR at 46-48; Ex. 2020 (910 
Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 166-78.

Yoakim “pump 211” 
teachings 

≠
Pump controlled to 

supply water only upon 
detection of identifier

125
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Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at [0522] (Patent Owner Annotation)
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

YOAKIM TEACHES CENTRIFUGAL ROTATION CAN 
OCCUR BEFORE WATER INTRODUCED

829 POR at 53-54; Ex. 2020 (829 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶ 154.

• “Centrifugal rotation”—a step in 
production process—can occur 
even before water introduced 
into capsule

• Thus, “activating a cycle of 
production” would not 
necessarily involve controlling a 
pump to supply water to 
capsule

126

IPR2024-00254 

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at [0440] (Patent Owner Annotation)
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

YOAKIM CONFIRMS: PUMP NOT NECESSARY TO 
SUPPLY HEATED WATER TO CAPSULE

910 POR at 59-62; 830 POR at 48-50; 722 POR at 51-53; 829 POR at 46-48; Ex. 2020 
(910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 141-42, 172-78.
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Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at [0132] (Patent Owner Annotation)

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at [0180] (Patent Owner Annotation)
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE128

St
ep

 1
: r
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n Recognition of
“an identifying 
element on the 
load element” &
“on the load 
element a 
validation 
element” St

ep
 2

: v
al

id
at

io
n “Preferably 

takes the form of 
mechanical 
destruction of 
the validation 
element”

St
ep

 3
: a

ct
iv

at
io

n “automatically 
activates a cycle 
of edible-product 
production”
“As with the first 
and second 
steps, this step 
may take place 
inside or outside 
the machine”

ROSSI’S 3 STEPS DISCLOSE 0 PUMPS 

Ex. 1041 (Rossi) at 6-13; 910 POR at 57-62; 830 POR at 48-50; 722 POR at 51-53; 829 POR at 46-
48; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 166-78.
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

A POSITA WOULD NOT BE MOTIVATED TO COMBINE TEACHINGS 
OF LOW-PRESSURE SYSTEM WITH HIGH PRESSURE SYSTEM

Yoakim: low pressure, 0-2 bars Rossi: high pressure

910 Pet at 71-73; 910 POR at 59-62; 830 Pet at 60-61; 830 POR at 48-50; 722 Pet at 54-56; 722 
POR at 51-53; 829 Pet at 62-66; 829 POR at 46-48; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 141-
42, 172-78.
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Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at [0132] 
(Patent Owner Annotation)

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at [0180] 
(Patent Owner Annotation)

Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl. at ¶ 140
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE130
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

PRIOR ART FAILING:

IDENTIFIER ON THE 
OUTSIDE SURFACE OF 
THE WALL OF THE BASE 
ELEMENT
’910 Patent (IPR2024-00299): Claims 1-7
’722 Patent (IPR2024-00257): Claims 13, 16
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K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 131 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

910 CLAIMS 1-7 REQUIRE

Ex.1001 (910 Patent) at cls. 1-7.132

IPR2024-00299 

Ex.1001 (910 Patent) at cl. 1 (Patent Owner Annotation)
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

722 CLAIMS 13, 16 REQUIRE

Ex. 1001 (722 Patent) at cls. 13, 16.133

IPR2024-00257 

Ex. 1001 (722 Patent) at cl. 13 (Patent Owner Annotation)
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

NO TEACHINGS IN PRIOR ART:

• Identifier on the wall of the base element
– Jarisch 929 lacks teaching of placing a support on cup-shaped area of the 

capsule
– A POSITA would have understood that the part of the “body” where Jarisch 929 

teaches placing a support is limited to the circumference of the capsule 
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IPR2024-00299, -00257 

910 Pet at 74; 910 POR at 67-69; 910 POSR 29-31; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 188-92. 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

UNDISPUTED THAT THE SUPPORT IS ON THE 
“CIRCUMFERENCE”

135

IPR2024-00299, -00257 

910 POR at 67-68; 910 POSR at 30; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 188-92.

Membrane

Flange-like Rim

Ex. 1006 (Jarisch 929) at [0050] (Patent Owner Annotation)

Ex. 1006 (Jarisch 929) at Fig. 3

Ex. 1006 (Jarisch 929) at Fig. 4Ex. 1006 (Jarisch 929) at [0019] (Patent Owner Annotation)
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

THE RIM IS PART OF THE “BODY OF THE CAPSULE”

136

IPR2024-00299, -00257 

910 Pet at 74; 910 POR at 67; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 188-92.

Petitioner cites: 

But:

Ex. 1006 (Jarisch 929) at Fig. 4

Ex. 1006 (Jarisch 929) at [0064]

Ex. 1006 (Jarisch 929) at [0050]
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

NO JARISCH / JARISCH 929 EMBODIMENT INCLUDES 
SUPPORT ON THE WALL OF THE BASE ELEMENT

137

IPR2024-00299, -00257 

910 POR at 67.

Ex. 1006 (Jarisch 929) at Fig. 2
Ex. 1006 (Jarisch 929) at Fig. 3

Ex. 1006 (Jarisch 929) at Fig. 4

Ex. 1006 (Jarisch 929) at Fig. 5

Ex. 1006 (Jarisch 929) at Fig. 8 Ex. 1006 (Jarisch 929) at Fig. 7
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

JARISCH 929 LACKS MOTIVATION TO PLACE SUPPORT ELSEWHERE

138

IPR2024-00299, -00257 

910 POR at 69; 910 POSR at 31, Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 188-92. 

• There is no motivation to print the support on Jarisch / Jarisch 929’s base element wall

• Cannot read Jarisch / Jarisch 929’s support if it is placed on the wall of Jarisch / Jarisch 929’s base elemen

Jobin states:

Ex. 1003 (910 Jobin Decl.) at ¶¶ 371-72 Patent Owner Annotation)

But:

Ex. 1006 (Jarisch 929) at Fig. 5 Patent Owner Annotation); see id. at [0106]

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 138 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

JARISCH 929 DIRECTS A POSITA TO ACHIEVE RELIABLE READINGS BY 
REPEATING THE SEQUENCE ON THE CIRCUMFERENCE

139

IPR2024-00299, -00257 

910 POR at 68-69; 910 POSR at 31; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 188-92. 

Jarisch 929:

Ex. 1006 (Jarisch 929) at [0068]

Ex. 1006 (Jarisch 929) at Fig. 5 (Patent Owner Annotation)

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 139 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE140

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 140 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

PRIOR ART FAILING:

SETTINGS FOR HOT 
WATER

’910 Patent (IPR2024-00299): All Claims

141

IPR2024-00299

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 141 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

ALL 910 CLAIMS REQUIRE

Ex. 1001 (910 Patent) at cls. 1-8; 910 POR at 66-67; 910 POSR at 29.142

IPR2024-00299

Ex. 1001 (910 Patent) at cl. 1 (Patent Owner Annotation)

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 142 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

DISCLOSURE OF CONTROLLING “TEMPERATURE” 
IS NOT THE SAME AS “HOT WATER”

910 POR at 66-67; 910 POSR at 29.143

IPR2024-00299

910 POR at 66-67

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 143 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

PETITIONER CANNOT MAKE NEW 
ARGUMENTS ON REPLY

910 POR at 66-67; 910 POSR at 29.144

IPR2024-00299

PTAB TPG Nov. 2019 at 73 (Patent Owner Annotation)

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 144 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE145

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 145 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

PRIOR ART FAILING:

PLURALITY OF 
VERTICALLY ORIENTED 
GROOVES SPACED A 
DISTANCE BETWEEN THE 
FLANGE AND BOTTOM

’910 Patent (IPR2024-00299): All Claims

146

IPR2024-00299

o “…spaced a distance between the flange and the closed bottom”
o “…cover 20% to 80% of the wall between the flange and the closed bottom” / 
“…cover 40% to 60% of the wall between the flange and the closed bottom”

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 146 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

ALL ’910 CLAIMS REQUIRE

Ex. 1001 (910 Patent) at cls. 1-8; 910 POR at 62-66; 910 POSR at 26-29; Ex. 2020 
(910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 179-87.

147

IPR2024-00299

Ex. 1001 (910 Patent) at cl. 1 (Patent Owner Annotation)

Ex. 1001 (910 Patent) at cl. 4 (Patent Owner Annotation)

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 147 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

FIGURE 19 ILLUSTRATES GROOVES SPACED A DISTANCE 
BETWEEN THE FLANGE AND THE CLOSED BOTTOM

910 POR at 63; POSR at 28; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 179-87. 148

IPR2024-00299

Ex. 1001 (910 Patent) at Fig. 19 (Patent Owner Annotation)

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 148 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

RAPPARINI’S RIBS INTERSECT WITH THE 
FLANGE

910 POR at 63-64; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶ 180. 149

IPR2024-00299

Ex. 1008 (Rapparini) at Figs, 6, 6bis 
(Patent Owner Annotation)

Rapparini’s ribs are not spaced a distance 
between the flange and the closed bottom

Ex. 1008 (Rapparini) at [0011] 
(Patent Owner Annotation)

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 149 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

RAPPARINI’S DIE EXTENDS RIBS TO THE TOP 
SURFACE OF THE THERMOFORMED MATERIAL

910 POR at 64; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶ 181. 150

IPR2024-00299

Ex. 1008 (Rapparini) at Fig. 4

Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶182

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 150 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

JOBIN ADMITS THE RIBS EXTEND FROM THE 
FLANGE

910 POR at 64; POSR at 27; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 181-82.151

IPR2024-00299

Ex. 2025 (9/19/24 Jobin Dep.) at 117:16-19

Ex. 1008 (Rapparini) at Fig. 4

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 151 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE910 POR at 65-66; Ex. 1003 (910 Jobin Decl.) at ¶ 385; Ex. 1008 (Rapparini) at Fig. 6bis.
152

IPR2024-00299

JOBIN FAILS TO DEMONSTRATE 
20%-80%, 40%-60% COVERAGE

JOBIN: 

Ex. 1008 (Rapparini) at Fig. 6bis (Petitioner Annotation); 
Ex. 1003 (910 Jobin Decl.) at ¶ 385

“patent drawings do not define the 
precise proportions of the elements 
and may not be relied on to show 
particular sizes if the specification 
is completely silent on the issue”

See Mahle Behr Charleston Inc. v. Frank Amidio Catalano, 
IPR2023-00861, Paper 18, at 3 (PTAB May 24, 2024).

BUT: 

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 152 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE910 POR at 65; Ex. 2025 (9/19/24 Jobin Dep.) at 121:11-17.153

IPR2024-00299

RAPPARINI LACKS DISCLOSURE FOR 
PERCENTAGES OF COVERAGE

JOBIN COULD NOT IDENTIFY ANY DISCLOSURE OF THE PERCENTAGE OF COVERAGE: 

Ex. 2025 (9/19/24 Jobin Dep.) at 121:11-17 
(Patent Owner Annotation)

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 153 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE910 Reply at 26; 910 POR at 65-66; 910 POSR at 29; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 186-87.154

IPR2024-00299

VARIABLE LENGTH TO OPTIMIZE STABILITY DOES 
NOT SUGGEST 20%-80%, 40%-60% COVERAGE 

Petitioner argues: 

910 Reply at 26

BUT:
• There is NO evidence that 20%-80%, 40%-60% coverage 

optimizes or increases structural stability  

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 154 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

RAPPARINI’S RIBS INTERSECTING WITH 
FLANGE CANNOT CARRY CODE

910 POR at 63-65; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶ 180. 155

IPR2024-00299

Ex. 1008 (Rapparini) at Figs, 6, 6bis 
(Patent Owner Annotation)

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 155 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE156

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 156 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

PRIOR ART FAILING:

LEDGE AT THE INSIDE 
SURFACE OF THE WALL 
PROJECTING TOWARDS 
THE CENTRAL 
LONGITUDINAL AXIS

’830 Patent (IPR2024-00304): Claims 1-7, 9-12

157

IPR2024-00304

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 157 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

’830 PATENT CLAIMS 1-7, 9-12 REQUIRE

Ex. 1001 (830 Patent) at cls. 1-7, 9-12; 830 POR at 61-70; 830 POSR at 27-30; 
Ex. 2020 (830 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 191-201.

158

IPR2024-00304

Ex. 1001 (830 Patent) at cl. 1 
(Patent Owner Annotation)

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 158 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

ALLEGED LEDGE IS NOT FORMED AT THE 
INSIDE SURFACE OF THE WALL

830 Pet at 53-54; 830 POR at 61-64; 830 POSR at 27-30; Ex. 2020 (830 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 192-96.
159

IPR2024-00304

Petitioner’s annotated ledge comprising the “collecting recess 116” is
above food substance 122

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at Fig. 28 (Petitioner Annotation)

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 159 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

COLLECTING RECESS 116 IS LOCATED 
OUTSIDE OF THE CAPSULE

830 POR at 64-68; 830 POSR at 27-30; Ex. 2020 (830 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶ 197.160

IPR2024-00304

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at Fig. 29 (Patent Owner Annotation)

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 160 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

ALLEGED LEDGE DOES NOT FACE BEVERAGE MATERIAL

830 Pet at 53-54; 830 POR at 61-64; 830 POSR at 27-30; Ex. 2020 (830 Glucksman 
Decl.) at ¶¶ 192-96, 199-201.

161

IPR2024-00304

Ex. 1001 (830 Patent) at cl. 1 
(Patent Owner Annotation)

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at Fig. 28 (Petitioner Annotation)

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 161 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

ALLEGED LEDGE IS NOT PROJECTING 
TOWARDS THE CENTRAL LONGITUDINAL AXIS

830 Pet at 53-54; 830 POR at 69-70; 830 POSR at 27-30; Ex. 2020 (830 Glucksman 
Decl.) at ¶¶ 199-201.162

IPR2024-00304

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at Fig. 28     
(Ledge annotated by Petitioner) 

(Arrows annotated by Patent Owner)

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 162 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE163

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 163 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

PRIOR ART FAILING:

IDENTIFIER IS 
ELECTRICALLY 
CONDUCTIVE

’910 Patent (IPR2024-00299): Claims 2-7

164

IPR2024-00299

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 164 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

NO TEACHINGS IN PRIOR ART:

910 POR at 69-70; 910 POSR at 31-32; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 193-94.

• Identifier is Electrically Conductive
– Yoakim teaches solely an aluminum capsule, not an aluminum individualization 

identifier
– Jarisch 929 does not disclose electrical conductivity of an individualization 

identifier 
– A POSITA would understand that Jarisch 929 (Ex. 1006) at [0027] does not 

teach an electrically conductive individualization identifier

165

IPR2024-00299

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 165 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

910 PATENT CLAIMS 2-7 REQUIRE

Ex. 1001 (910 Patent) at cls. 2-7; 910 POR at 69-70; 910 POSR at 31-32; Ex. 2020 
(910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 193-94.

166

IPR2024-00299

Ex. 1001 (910 Patent) at cl. 2 
(Patent Owner Annotation)

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 166 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

PETITION FAILS TO SHOW ELECTRICALLY 
CONDUCTIVE IDENTIFIER

167

IPR2024-00299

910 Pet at 74-75; 910 POR at 69-70; 910 POSR at 31-32; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman 
Decl.) at ¶¶ 193-94.

910 Pet at 74-75

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 167 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

YOAKIM DISCLOSES AN ALUMINUM CAPSULE, NOT 
AN ELECTRICALLY CONDUCTIVE IDENTIFIER

910 POR at 69-70; 910 POSR at 31-32; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 193-94.168

IPR2024-00299

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at [0215] 
(Patent Owner Annotation)

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at [0128] 
(Patent Owner Annotation)

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at [0129] 
(Patent Owner Annotation)

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 168 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

EMBOSSING ON ALUMINUM DOES NOT NECESSARILY 
CREATE AN ELECTRICALLY CONDUCTIVE IDENTIFIER

910 POR at 69-70; 910 POSR at 31-32; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 193-94.169

IPR2024-00299

Ex. 1071 (12/17/24 Glucksman Dep.) at 66:21-67:19

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 169 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

JARISCH 929 DOES NOT TEACH AN 
ELECTRICALLY CONDUCTIVE IDENTIFIER

910 POR at 69-70; 910 POSR at 31-32; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 193-94.
170

IPR2024-00299

Petitioner makes no showing that such Jarisch 929’s 
symbols disclose, expressly or inherently, having 

electrical conductivity. 

A POSITA would have understood that these 
characteristics in [0027] apply to insulators.

Petitioner does not identify any teaching to suggest 
obviousness

Ex. 1004 (Yoakim) at [0027] (Patent Owner Annotation)

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 170 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

A POSITA WOULD HAVE UNDERSTOOD JARISCH 929 AT 
[0027] TO APPLY TO INSULATORS

910 POR at 69-70; 910 POSR at 31-32; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 193-94.171

IPR2024-00299

Ex.2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 193-94 
(Patent Owner Annotation)

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 171 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE172

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 172 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

PRIOR ART FAILING:

IDENTIFIER EXHIBITING 
CONCAVITY AND/OR 
CONVEXITY

’910 Patent (IPR2024-00299): Claims 6-7

173

IPR2024-00299

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 173 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

910 PATENT CLAIMS 6-7 REQUIRE

174

IPR2024-00299

Ex. 1001 (910 Patent) at cls. 6-7; 910 POR at 70-71; 910 POSR at 29-31; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman 
Decl.) at ¶¶ 195-99.

Ex. 1001 (910 Patent) at cl. 6 
(Patent Owner Annotation)

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 174 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

NO TEACHINGS IN PRIOR ART:

• Identifier exhibiting concavity and/or 
convexity
– Jarisch 929 teaches placing a code on the rim of the capsule
– The capsule in Jarisch 929 has a flat rim which does not exhibit concavity or 

convexity
– A POSITA would understand that the part of the “body” where Jarisch 929 

teaches placing a code is limited to the rim of the capsule 

175

IPR2024-00299

910 Pet at 78-79; 910 POR at 70-71; 910 POSR at 29-31; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 
195-99.

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 175 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

UNDISPUTED THAT THE SUPPORT IS ON THE 
“CIRCUMFERENCE”

176

IPR2024-00299 

910 POR at 70-71; 910 POSR at 30; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 195-99.

Membrane

Flange-like Rim

Ex. 1006 (Jarisch 929) at [0050] (Patent Owner Annotation)

Ex. 1006 (Jarisch 929) at Fig. 3

Ex. 1006 (Jarisch 929) at Fig. 4Ex. 1006 (Jarisch 929) at [0019] (Patent Owner Annotation)

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 176 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

THE RIM IS PART OF THE “BODY OF THE CAPSULE”

177

IPR2024-00299 

910 POR at 70-71; 910 POSR at 29-31; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 195-99.

Ex. 1006 (Jarisch 929) at Fig. 4
Ex. 1006 (Jarisch 929) at [0050] 
(Patent Owner Annotation)

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 177 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

NO JARISCH / JARISCH 929 EMBODIMENT INCLUDES 
SUPPORT ON THE WALL OF THE BASE ELEMENT

178

IPR2024-00299 

910 POR at 70-71; Ex. 1005 (Jarisch) at 1-7; Ex. 1006 (Jarisch 929) at Figs. 1-8.

Ex. 1006 (Jarisch 929) at Fig. 2
Ex. 1006 (Jarisch 929) at Fig. 3

Ex. 1006 (Jarisch 929) at Fig. 4

Ex. 1006 (Jarisch 929) at Fig. 5

Ex. 1006 (Jarisch 929) at Fig. 8 Ex. 1006 (Jarisch 929) at Fig. 7

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 178 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

JARISCH 929 LACKS MOTIVATION TO PLACE SUPPORT ELSEWHERE

179

IPR2024-00299 

910 POR at 70-71; 910 POSR at 31; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 195-99.

• There is no motivation to print the support on Jarisch / Jarisch 929’s base element wall

• Cannot read Jarisch / Jarisch 929’s support if it is placed on the wall of Jarisch / Jarisch 929’s base element

• Jarisch / Jarisch 929 disclose a barrier (depicted in green above) separating the transparent (or light 
conductive) centrifugal cell from the capsule, which would prohibit readability of a support/code on the wall

Jobin states:

Ex. 1003 (910 Jobin Decl.) at ¶¶ 371-72 (Patent Owner Annotation)

But:

Ex. 1006 (Jarisch 929) at Fig. 5; see id. at [0106] 
(Patent Owner Annotation)

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 179 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCESee 910 Reply at 29-30; 910 POSR at 31.180

PETITIONER’S NEW “DESIGN CHOICE” ARGUMENT 
IS IMPROPER

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257 

“Design choice may serve as a basis for obviousness where 
alternative elements or configurations in the prior art perform 
the same function as the claimed aspects with no unexpected 
results.”

Ex Parte Elliott, 2020 WL 5231583, at *3 (Aug. 28, 2020)

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 180 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE181

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 181 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE182

EXPERTS

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 182 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

BOARD PRELIMINARILY ADOPTED PETITIONER’S 
PROPOSED STANDARD

910 ID at 17; 910 POR at 4.183

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

910 ID at 17 (Patent Owner Annotation) 

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 183 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

PATENT OWNER CHALLENGES PRIOR STANDARD

910 POR at 4; see 910 ID at 17; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 42-45.184

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

New Proposed Standard NOT Considered by the Board

910 POR at 4

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 184 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE910 POR at 4; 910 POSR at 1-5; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 7, 10, 47.185

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

5+ years of Experience in Design of Mechanical Beverage Systems:

Bachelors and Masters in Engineering: 

GLUCKSMAN MEETS BOTH PROPOSED POSITA STANDARDS

Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶ 47 

Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶ 10 
(Patent Owner Annotation)  

Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶ 7 (Patent Owner Annotation)  

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 185 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE910 POR at 4; 910 POSR at 1-5; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 10, 22.186

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

50 Years of Experience in Appliance Design, Coffee Brewing, and Sensor Identification:

GLUCKSMAN MEETS BOTH PROPOSED POSITA STANDARDS AND 
PETITIONER DOES NOT DISPUTE THIS

Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶ 10 

Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶ 22 

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 186 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

PETITIONER’S PROPOSED STANDARD IS 
IMPROPERLY NARROW

910 Pet at 16; 910 ID at 17; 910 POR at 4; 910 POSR at 1-5; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 43-47.
187

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

Compare 910 POR at 4

with 910 Pet at 16

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 187 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

PETITIONER’S PROPOSED STANDARD IS IMPROPERLY NARROW

910 POR at 4; 910 POSR at 1-5; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 43-47.188

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

• Active workers in the field do not 
require engineering degrees

• Professional backgrounds and 
experiences of active workers in 
the field vary

• Common denominator is a passion 
for coffee

Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶ 44 (Patent Owner Annotation) 

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 188 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

TOO NARROW: PETITIONER DOES NOT ACCOUNT FOR 
EDUCATIONAL LEVEL OF THE INVENTOR

910 POR at 4; 910 POSR at 1-5; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 43-47.189

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

Jobin states:

Ex. 2025 (9/19/24 Jobin Dep.) at 51:15-22 (Patent Owner Annotation) 

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 189 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE190

INTENTIONALLY LEFT 
BLANK

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 190 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE910 POR at 4; 910 POSR at 1-5; Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 12-22.
191

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 
GLUCKSMAN DESIGNED, DEVELOPED, AND PATENTED MULTIPLE 

BEVERAGE SYSTEMS

Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶ 17 (Patent Owner Annotation)

Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶ 13 (Patent Owner Annotation)

Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶ 15 (Patent Owner Annotation)

Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶ 16 (Patent Owner Annotation)

Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶ 12 (Patent Owner Annotation)

Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶ 19 (Patent Owner Annotation)

Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶ 22 (Patent Owner Annotation)

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 191 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCEEx. 1071 (12/17/24 Glucksman Dep.) at 56:14-21, 65:5-66:2; 910 POR at 4; 910 POSR at 1-5; Ex. 
2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 16-19.

192

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

PETITIONER NITPICKS ANSWERS: TESTIMONY CITED IN REPLY 
RELATES TO 2023 PATENT IRRELEVANT TO PRESENT CASE

Ex. 1071 (12/17/24 Glucksman Dep.) at 56:14-21

Ex. 1071 (12/17/24 Glucksman Dep.) at 65:7-21

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 192 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE910 POSR at 2; Ex.1071 (12/17/24 Glucksman Dep.) at 81:9-82:17, 87:3-10, 87:20-88:1; Ex. 2020 (910 
Glucksman Decl.) at ¶ 38.

193

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

GLUCKSMAN APPLIES CORRECT OBVIOUSNESS 
STANDARD

Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶38

Ex. 1071 (12/17/24 Glucksman Dep.) at 87:3-10

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 193 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE910 POSR at 2-3; compare Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 40-41 with Ex. 1003 (910 Jobin 
Decl.) at ¶¶ 41-42.

194

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

BOTH EXPERTS CITE THE SAME PHILLIPS STANDARD

Ex. 1003 (910 Jobin Decl.) at ¶¶ 41-42Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 40-41 

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 194 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE910 POSR at 2-3; Ex. 1071 (12/17/24 Glucksman Dep.) 112:5-16; Ex. 1001 (910 Patent) 
at cl. 1.

195

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

GLUCKSMAN’S TESTIMONY IS CONSISTENT WITH CLAIM 
LANGUAGE DESPITE PETITIONER’S IMPRECISE QUESTIONS

910 claim language states “is further provided” NOT “and”

Ex. 1071 (12/17/24 Glucksman Dep.) at 112:5-16 Ex. 1001 (910 Patent) at cl. 1 (Patent Owner Annotations)

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 195 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

GLUCKSMAN IS ENTITLED TO EQUAL WEIGHT

Ex. 2020 (910 Glucksman Decl.) at ¶¶ 1-26; Ex.1003 (910 Jobin Decl.) at ¶¶ 5-30, Appendix A; Ex. 
2025 (Jobin 9/19/24 Dep.), 21:19-23:21; 910 POSR at 1.

196

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

Glucksman’s years of experience 
working on beverage machines 

= 
≈ 5 times Jobin’s years of experience 

working on beverage machines 

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 196 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE197

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 197 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE198

CITATION ABBREVIATIONS

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 198 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

CITATION ABBREVIATIONS

199

DescriptionAbbreviation 

IPR2024-00299, Paper 7, Corrected Petition for Inter Partes
Review of U.S. Patent No. 11,554,910

910 Pet

IPR2024-00304, Paper 7, Corrected Petition for Inter Partes
Review of U.S. Patent No. 11,465,830

830 Pet

IPR2024-00304, Paper 1, Petition for Inter Partes Review of 
U.S. Patent No. 11,548,722

722 Pet

IPR2024-00304, Paper 1, Petition for Inter Partes Review of 
U.S. Patent No. 11,465,829

829 Pet

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 199 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

CITATION ABBREVIATIONS

200

DescriptionAbbreviation 

IPR2024-00299, Paper 8, Patent Owner Preliminary 
Response of U.S. Patent No. 11,554,910

910 POPR

IPR2024-00304, Paper 8, Patent Owner Preliminary 
Response of U.S. Patent No. 11,465,830

830 POPR

IPR2024-00304, Paper 8, Patent Owner Preliminary 
Response of U.S. Patent No. 11,548,722

722 POPR

IPR2024-00304, Paper 7, Patent Owner Preliminary 
Response of U.S. Patent No. 11,465,829

829 POPR

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 200 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

CITATION ABBREVIATIONS

201

DescriptionAbbreviation 

IPR2024-00299, Paper 9, Decision Institution of Inter Partes
Review of U.S. Patent No. 11,554,910

910 ID

IPR2024-00304, Paper 9, Decision Institution of Inter Partes
Review of U.S. Patent No. 11,465,830

830 ID

IPR2024-00304, Paper 9, Decision Institution of Inter Partes
Review of U.S. Patent No. 11,548,722

722 ID

IPR2024-00304, Paper 8, Decision Institution of Inter Partes
Review of U.S. Patent No. 11,465,829

829 ID

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 201 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

CITATION ABBREVIATIONS

202

DescriptionAbbreviation 

IPR2024-00299, Paper 16, Patent Owner Response of U.S. 
Patent No. 11,554,910

910 POR

IPR2024-00304, Paper 16, Patent Owner Response of U.S. 
Patent No. 11,465,830

830 POR

IPR2024-00304, Paper 16, Patent Owner Response of U.S. 
Patent No. 11,548,722

722 POR

IPR2024-00304, Paper 15, Patent Owner Response of U.S. 
Patent No. 11,465,829

829 POR

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 202 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

CITATION ABBREVIATIONS

203

DescriptionAbbreviation 

IPR2024-00299, Paper 18, Petitioner’s Reply to Patent 
Owner Response for U.S. Patent No. 11,554,910

910 Reply

IPR2024-00304, Paper 18, Petitioner’s Reply to Patent 
Owner Response for U.S. Patent No. 11,465,830

830 Reply

IPR2024-00304, Paper 18, Petitioner’s Reply to Patent 
Owner Response for U.S. Patent No. 11,548,722

722 Reply

IPR2024-00304, Paper 17, Petitioner’s Reply to Patent 
Owner Response for U.S. Patent No. 11,465,829

829 Reply

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 203 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

CITATION ABBREVIATIONS

204

DescriptionAbbreviation 

IPR2024-00299, Paper 20, Patent Owner Sur-Reply of U.S. 
Patent No. 11,554,910

910 POSR

IPR2024-00304, Paper 20, Patent Owner Sur-Reply of U.S. 
Patent No. 11,465,830

830 POSR

IPR2024-00304, Paper 20, Patent Owner Sur-Reply of U.S. 
Patent No. 11,548,722

722 POSR

IPR2024-00304, Paper 19, Patent Owner Sur-Reply of U.S. 
Patent No. 11,465,829

829 POSR

IPR2024-00299, -00304, -00257, -00254 

K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH, EX2034, page 204 
NESPRESSO USA, INC. v. K-FEE SYSTEM GMBH 

IPR2024-00299, U.S. PATENT 11,554,910




