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’040 Patent, Claim 1

Ex.1001, Claim 1.
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Key Points

1. Kim teaches “one of the sources [of content] is

highlighted as being associated with the first content

information” in claim 1.

2. Kim and Choi teach “an electrical input associated

with the television” in claim 1.

3. Obviousness of dependent claim 2.

4. Obviousness of dependent claim 4.

5. Obviousness of dependent claim 6.
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1. Kim teaches “one of the sources [of content] is

highlighted as being associated with the first content

information” in claim 1.
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’040 Patent, Claim 1, element [1.6]

Ex.1001, Claim 1.
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Kim teaches that “one of the sources [of content] is highlighted…”

Ex.1005, [0211]; Petition, 46-48.

Ex.1005, [0228]; Petition, 49.

Kim

Ex.1018 / IPR2024-00351 / Page 6 of 44 

LG Electronics, Inc. et al v. Multimedia Technologies PTE. LTD



7
DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 7

It would have been obvious to highlight an active card object so that it

is distinguished and can be readily identified by the user

Ex.1003, ¶135; Petition, 46- .

Petitioner’s Dr. Lippman
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Patent Owner’s expert confirms that highlighting is helpful because it 

distinguishes and allows the user to identify an active content source

Ex. 1015, 53:19-24; Reply, 10.

Patent Owner’s Expert

Ex. 1015, 54:14-18; Reply, 10.
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Highlighting Kim’s App Store card object is consistent with how 

the ’040 patent would highlight the Applications object

Petition

Petition, 48 (comparing annotated Fig. 21 of Kim and Fig. 15C of the ’040 patent).
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Patent Owner’s arguments, which rely on unrecited limitations, are meritless

Patent Owner Response, 18.

Patent Owner Response

Ex.1001, Fig. 15C; Patent Owner Response, 19.
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Patent Owner Response, 4.

Patent Owner Response

In the ’040 patent, a content source is highlighted because the user moves the 

focus box and not because it corresponds to the program shown on the display

Ex.1015, 55:10-19; Reply, 8-9.

Patent Owner’s Expert
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’040 Patent

Ex.1001, 32:35-43, Fig. 16; Reply, 8.

…

In the ’040 patent, a content source is highlighted because the user moves the 

focus box and not because it corresponds to the program shown on the display

Ex.1015, 61:23-62:21; Reply, 8-9.

Patent Owner’s Expert

…
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Patent Owner’s expert failed to consider the ’040 patent’s embodiments

Ex. 1015, 66:16-21; Reply, 8-9.

Ex.1015, 67:19-23; Reply, 8-9.

Patent Owner’s Expert
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Patent Owner’s unsupported attorney arguments are meritless

Sur-Reply, 8.

Patent Owner Sur-Reply

“[A] claim interpretation that excludes a preferred embodiment 

from the scope of the claim is rarely, if ever, correct.”

MBO Labs., Inc. v. Becton, Dickinson & Co., 474 F.3d 1323, 1333 (Fed. Cir. 2007); Reply, 9.

“Such an interpretation is rarely, if ever, correct and would 

require highly persuasive evidentiary support, which is wholly 

absent in this case.”

Vitronics Corporation v. Conceptronic, Inc., 90 F.3d 1576, 1583 (Fed. Cir. 1996); Reply, 9.
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2. Kim and Choi teach “an electrical input associated with 

the television” in claim 1.
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’040 Patent, Claim 1, element [1.7]

Ex.1001, Claim 1.
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Kim teaches that many types of external 

devices can be connected to the TV

Kim

Ex.1005, Fig. 19, Petition, 40.

Ex.1005, [0210]; Petition, 40-41, 54.
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Choi teaches displaying (1) symbols and (2) letters to 

distinguish if an external device is connected to an input port

Choi

Ex.1007, Fig. 11 (annotated); Petition, 42.

Ex.1007, [0250]; Petition, 42-45.
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It was well known to display symbols and letters 

that specifically identify an input port

Ex.1011, Fig. 17 (d); Petition, 45.

Ex.1026, p. 12 (annotated); Reply, 15.

Ex.1017, Fig. 10 (annotated); Reply 16.Ex.1016, Fig. 3C (annotated); Reply 16.
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Reasons a POSITA would have combined 

Kim’s teachings with the techniques of Choi

Ex.1003, ¶58; Petition, 14.

Petitioner’s Dr. Lippman
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Reasons that a POSITA would have combined 

Kim’s teachings with the techniques of Choi

Ex.1003, ¶129; Petition, 45.

Petitioner’s Dr. Lippman
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Patent Owner Response, 33.

Patent Owner Response

Patent Owner Response, 33.

Patent Owner’s arguments, which rely on unrecited limitations, are meritless
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Patent Owner’s added limitations exclude the ’040 patent’s embodiments

Ex.1015, 25:9-14; Reply, 12.

Patent Owner’s Expert

’040 Patent

Ex.1001, 6:16-20; Reply, 12.
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’040 Patent

Ex.1001, 6:16-20; Reply, 12.

Ex.1001, 18:3-13; Reply, 12.

Patent Owner’s added limitations exclude the ’040 patent’s embodiments

Ex.1015, 84:7-10; Reply, 12.

Patent Owner’s Expert
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Patent Owner’s expert failed to properly consider 

the ’040 patent’s embodiment

Ex. 1015, 85:9-16; Reply, 13.

Patent Owner’s Expert
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Patent Owner’s arguments about a reasonable expectation 

of success are contradicted by its own expert

Ex. 1015, 92:5-12; Reply, 17.

Patent Owner’s Expert

Ex. 1015, 93:8-13; Reply, 18.
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3. Obviousness of dependent claim 2.

 Ground 1: Kim, Lee-1, and Choi

 Ground 2: Kim, Lee-1, Choi, and Lee-2
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’040 Patent, Claim 2

Ex.1001, Claim 2.
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Ground 1: Kim teaches element [2.1] 

“identifying a user associated with the received indication”

Ex.1005, [0081]; Petition, 56-58; Reply, 19.

Ex.1005, [0203]; Petition, 56-58; Reply, 19.

Kim
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Ground 1: Kim teaches element [2.2] 

“retrieving one or more settings associated with the identified user”

Ex.1005, [0215]; Petition, 58; Reply, 21.

Kim

Ex.1005, Fig. 19 (annotated); Petition, 60.
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Ground 2: Kim teaches element [2.1] 

“identifying a user associated with the received indication”

Ex.1010, 41:47-55; Petition, 78-79; Reply, 26-27.

Lee-2

Ex.1010, Fig. 39B (annotated); Petition, 79.
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Ground 2: Kim teaches element [2.2] 

“retrieving one or more settings associated with the identified user”

Ex.1010, 41:61-67; Petition, 80-81; Reply, 26-27.

Lee-2

Ex.1010, Fig. 39B (annotated); Petition, 79.

Ex.1003, ¶291; Petition, 80-81.

Petitioner’s Dr. Lippman
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Patent Owner Response, 49; see also id. 64-65.

Patent Owner Response

Ex. 1015, 92:5-12; Reply, 20.

Patent Owner’s Expert

Ex. 1015, 93:8-13; Reply, 20.

Patent Owner Response, 52; see also id. 67.

Patent Owner’s arguments, which rely on unrecited limitations, are meritless
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Patent Owner Response

Patent Owner Response, 54; see also id. 67.

Ex.1005, [0200]; Reply, 22.

Kim

Patent Owner’s arguments, which rely on unrecited limitations, are meritless
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4. Obviousness of dependent claim 4.
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’040 Patent, Claim 4

Ex.1001, Claim 4.
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Kim teaches element [4.2] “determining, based on the second indication, a

source of content information to be displayed in the global panel based”

Ex.1005, [0289]; Petition, 62.

Kim

Ex.1005, [0292]; Petition, 62.

Ex.1005, [0205]; Petition, 62.

Ex.1005, [0206]; Petition, 62.
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Kim teaches element [4.2] “determining, based on the second indication, a

source of content information to be displayed in the global panel based”

Ex.1003, ¶198; Petition, 65.

Petitioner’s Dr. Lippman
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Utilizing links to request a digital channel is consistent with Kim’s digital 

broadcast teachings, as Patent Owner’s expert concedes

Patent Owner’s Expert

Ex.1015, 127:8-23; Reply, 24.

…

Ex.1015, 126:10-19; Reply, 24.
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5. Obviousness of dependent claim 6.
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’040 Patent, Claim 6

Ex.1001, Claim 6.
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Kim teaches element [6.1] “identifying at least one of a content source 

and a content information currently being displayed via a television”

Ex.1010, 33:63-67; Petition, 62.

Lee-2

Ex.1010, 31:14-20; Reply, 30.

Ex.1010, 37:6-8; Reply, 30.

Petitioner’s Dr. Lippman

Ex.1003, ¶309; Petition, 85.

Ex.1018 / IPR2024-00351 / Page 42 of 44 

LG Electronics, Inc. et al v. Multimedia Technologies PTE. LTD



43
DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 43

Kim teaches element [6.2] “selecting a panel type based on 

the identified at least one of content source and content 

information currently being displayed via the television”

Petitioner’s Dr. Lippman

Ex.1003, ¶314; Petition, 86-87.
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