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U.S. Patent No. 7,486,807U.S. Patent No. 7,486,807

2
See, e.g., Petition 1-4; Pet’r Reply 6

U.S. Patent No. 7,486,807“Image Retrieving Device, Method for Adding Keywords in Image Retrieving Device, and Computer Program Therefor”

Ex. 1001, FIG. 8
Ex. 1001, FIG. 3

Page 2 of 44



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Independent claim 1Independent claim 1

3
See, e.g., Ex. 1001, 13:32-54 (as-corrected); generally Patent Owner’s Response; Pet’r Reply; PO Sur-Reply 
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Patent Owner argues single issue for Ground 1, independent claim 1
– Construction of “similar to the object of the image previously contained in the database”Patent Owner does not argue against Ground 2

Grounds of unpatentabilityGrounds of unpatentability

Prior ArtBasisClaimsGround Stubler§§ 102/1031-141 Stubler and Wang (not disputed)§ 1032-5, 9-122

4
See, e.g., Petition 1, Pet’r Reply 1-2, 26-27
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Prior art: Stubler – Determining objects and metadata, searching 
database for similar objects, proposing object keywords
Prior art: Stubler – Determining objects and metadata, searching 
database for similar objects, proposing object keywords

5
See, e.g., Petition 7, 18, 20, 32-33, 42-43; Pet’r Reply 6-7, 21, 24-25 

Stubler [0034]

Stubler FIGS. 4-5 (excerpted)

Stubler [0022]

*             *             *

Stubler [0040]

*             *             *
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All claims unpatentable regardless of Board’s resolution 
of claim construction
All claims unpatentable regardless of Board’s resolution 
of claim construction

6

No
(Petition; 

’807 Patent)

Yes
(Patent Owner’s

construction)

Patent Owner has not 
challenged the Petition’s 

showing that all claims are 
unpatentable

Stubler discloses or renders 
obvious Patent Owner’s 

construction 
(e.g., Stubler [0022], [0034])

Whether Patent Owner’s 
construction of “similar 

to the object of the image 
previously contained in 

the database” is correct?

See, e.g., Pet’r Reply 1-2, 16, 18, 23
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Construction of 
“similar to the object of the image

previously contained in the database”

Construction of 
“similar to the object of the image

previously contained in the database”

7
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Patent Owner’s construction has multiple flawsPatent Owner’s construction has multiple flaws

Claims and specification to not support Patent Owner’s narrowing
– Neither “sufficient” nor “identify” appear in the specificationWould inject ambiguity into claims

8
See, e.g., Petition 5; Patent Owner’s Response 13-21; Pet’r Reply 2-15; PO Sur-Reply 2-17

Patent Owner’s 
Construction

Petitioner’s 
Position

Claim Term “sufficiently similar to identify the specific objectof the image previously contained in the database” 
No construction necessary“similar to the object of the image previously contained in the database”
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Patent Owner would require identifying a unique object, 
but the ’807 Patent does not require uniqueness
Patent Owner would require identifying a unique object, 
but the ’807 Patent does not require uniqueness

9

PO Sur-Reply 9
See, e.g., Patent Owner’s Response 19; PO Sur-Reply 9; Pet’r Reply 4-9

Patent Owner’s Response 19
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The claims do not support Patent Owner’s construction requiring 
unique identification
The claims do not support Patent Owner’s construction requiring 
unique identification

10
See, e.g., Ex. 1001, claim 1 (as-corrected), claim 2, claim 5 (as corrected)
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The specification identifies objects as “human” or “car” and does 
not require Patent Owner’s unique identification
The specification identifies objects as “human” or “car” and does 
not require Patent Owner’s unique identification

11

Ex. 1001, FIG. 3

Ex. 1001, 9:7-13

Ex. 1001, 4:59-67

See, e.g., Pet’r Reply 4-9
Ex. 1001, 5:56-61
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The specification identifies keywords like “family” and “friend” 
and does not require Patent Owner’s unique identification
The specification identifies keywords like “family” and “friend” 
and does not require Patent Owner’s unique identification

12

Ex. 1001, FIG. 4

Ex. 1001, 7:48-51

See, e.g., Pet’r Reply 4-9

Ex. 1001, 6:64-7:3

Ex. 1001, 4:8-14

Page 12 of 44



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Patent Owner’s additional citations fail to require its 
construction of unique identification
Patent Owner’s additional citations fail to require its 
construction of unique identification

13

Ex. 1001, FIG. 6

See, e.g., Pet’r Reply 4-9

Ex. 1001, 4:40-47

Ex. 1001, 4:20-24 Ex. 1001, 9:18-22 
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Patent Owner’s construction would make the claim ambiguousPatent Owner’s construction would make the claim ambiguous

14

Pet’r Reply 13
See, e.g., Pet’r Reply 12-14
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Patent Owner cannot say what is “sufficiently similar to identify the 
specific object” under its construction and the ’807 Patent has no guidance
Patent Owner cannot say what is “sufficiently similar to identify the 
specific object” under its construction and the ’807 Patent has no guidance

15
See, e.g., Pet’r Reply 13-14

Sufficiently Similar to 
Identify the Specific Object ??

Database Object (Patent 
Owner’s construction) Blue SUV ??Blue sports car ??Purple sedan ??Blue sedan

Blue SUV ??Black SUV ??White SUV ??Grey SUV
Blue Subaru sedan ??Blue Honda Civic Sedan ??Blue Honda Accord sedan Woman’s sister ??Woman with same skin tone ??Woman with same skin color ??Woman with same hair color ??Woman with same skin tone and hair color ??Individual woman
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Patent Owner’s expert cannot rewrite the claims or specificationPatent Owner’s expert cannot rewrite the claims or specification

16
See, e.g., Pet’r Reply 10 n.3

See also Finisar Corp. v. DirecTV Grp., Inc., 523 F.3d 1323, 1328 (Fed. Cir. 2008)
“[A] court should discount any expert testimony ‘that is clearly atodds with the claim construction mandated by … the written record of the patent.’”

Sequoia Tech., LLC v. Dell, Inc., 66 F.4th 1317, 1325 (Fed. Cir. 2023)
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Stubler GroundStubler Ground

17
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No dispute that Stubler discloses or renders claims obvious 
once Patent Owner’s construction is rejected
No dispute that Stubler discloses or renders claims obvious 
once Patent Owner’s construction is rejected

18
See generally Petition 5-59; Patent Owner’s Response; PO Sur-Reply; see also Pet’r Reply  15-23

No
(Petition; 

’807 Patent)

Patent Owner has not 
challenged the Petition’s 

showing that all claims are 
unpatentable

Whether Patent Owner’s 
construction of “similar 

to the object of the image 
previously contained in 

the database” is correct?
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Stubler discloses or renders obvious the claims under Patent 
Owner’s construction
Stubler discloses or renders obvious the claims under Patent 
Owner’s construction

19
See generally Patent Owner’s Response; PO Sur-Reply; see also Pet’r Reply  23-27

Yes
(Patent Owner’s

construction)

Stubler discloses or renders 
obvious Patent Owner’s 

construction 
(e.g., Stubler [0022], [0034])

Whether Patent Owner’s 
construction of “similar 

to the object of the image 
previously contained in 

the database” is correct?
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Stubler discloses Patent Owner’s construction:
Detecting objects and proposing keywords (Stubler)
Stubler discloses Patent Owner’s construction:
Detecting objects and proposing keywords (Stubler)

20

Stubler [0040]

Stubler FIG. 4 (excerpted)

Stubler FIG. 5 (excerpted)

Stubler [0038]

See, e.g., Pet’r Reply 23-26; see also Petition 5-38
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Stubler discloses Patent Owner’s construction:
Determining object similarity and proposing keywords (Stubler)
Stubler discloses Patent Owner’s construction:
Determining object similarity and proposing keywords (Stubler)

21

Stubler [0034]

Stubler [0030]
See, e.g., Pet’r Reply 23-26; see also Petition 5-38

Stubler [0037]
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Stubler discloses Patent Owner’s construction: 
Object detection (e.g., face, skin, human) (Petitioner’s expert)
Stubler discloses Patent Owner’s construction: 
Object detection (e.g., face, skin, human) (Petitioner’s expert)

22
See, e.g., Petition 27, 33; Pet’r Reply 24

Stevenson ¶92
Stevenson ¶101
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Stubler discloses Patent Owner’s construction:
Detecting an object and object similarity (Petitioner’s expert)
Stubler discloses Patent Owner’s construction:
Detecting an object and object similarity (Petitioner’s expert)

23
See, e.g., Petition 27, 40-43; Pet’r Reply 24Stevenson ¶113

Stevenson ¶117

Stevenson ¶118
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Stubler discloses Patent Owner’s construction:
Searching database for similar objects (Petitioner’s expert)
Stubler discloses Patent Owner’s construction:
Searching database for similar objects (Petitioner’s expert)

24
See, e.g., Petition 20-21, 27, 33, 48; Pet’r Reply 24Stevenson ¶81

Stevenson ¶131
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Stubler discloses the examples in the ’807 Patent:
Detecting objects in images (face, skin color)
Stubler discloses the examples in the ’807 Patent:
Detecting objects in images (face, skin color)

25

Ex. 1001, 4:34-40
See, e.g.,  Petition 6-7, 9, 26-27, 39-43; Pet’r Reply 18-23

Stubler [0030] Ex. 1001, 8:22-48
*         *         *
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Stubler discloses the examples in the ’807 Patent:
Determining similarity of detected object
Stubler discloses the examples in the ’807 Patent:
Determining similarity of detected object

26
See, e.g., Petition 42-43, 64; Pet’r Reply 18-23

Stubler [0034] Ex. 1001, 8:60-67

Page 26 of 44



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Stubler discloses the examples in the ’807 Patent:
Proposing keywords/captions for detected object
Stubler discloses the examples in the ’807 Patent:
Proposing keywords/captions for detected object

27
See, e.g., Petition 7, 9-15, 20-21, 29, 32-33; Pet’r Reply 7, 18-23

Ex. 1001, 4:39-47
Stubler [0040]; see also Stubler [0022], [0035]
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Patent Owner does not challenge that Stubler identifies Turk as an example “known algorithm[]” to determine “facial similarity” under Patent Owner’s construction

Example is permissible to render claims unpatentable

Patent Owner is wrong that Turk must be incorporated by 
reference for Stubler to disclose or render obvious the claims
Patent Owner is wrong that Turk must be incorporated by 
reference for Stubler to disclose or render obvious the claims

28

Stubler [0034]

See, e.g., Pet’r Reply 20 n.7

Sherwin-Williams Co. v. PPG Indus., Inc., 2024 WL 3534113, at *3 (Fed. Cir. July 25, 2024) (affirming anticipation finding where prior art referred to, but did not incorporate by reference, other publication, because referral was “unequivocal disclosure”)
Page 28 of 44
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Patent Owner’s assertion that Stubler teaches “textual” 
descriptions still discloses an example in the ’807 Patent
Patent Owner’s assertion that Stubler teaches “textual” 
descriptions still discloses an example in the ’807 Patent

29
See, e.g., Pet’r Reply 18-21

Ex. 1001, 2:22-27
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Stubler discloses non-textual metadata for comparisonStubler discloses non-textual metadata for comparison

30
See, e.g., Petition 40, 42-43, 64; Pet’r Reply 21-23

Stubler [0022]

Stubler [0034]

Yang, 1 (incorporated into Stubler [0030])
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Stubler discloses non-textual metadata for comparisonStubler discloses non-textual metadata for comparison

31
See, e.g., Petition 5-7, 40, 42-43, 64; Pet’r Reply 21-22

Stubler [0030]

Stubler [0033] Stubler [0033]

Stubler [0011]

Stubler [0022]Yang, 1 (incorporated into Stubler)

Stubler [0034]
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Patent Owner’s arguments about “the object” rely solely on its 
improper construction
Patent Owner’s arguments about “the object” rely solely on its 
improper construction

32
See, e.g., Patent Owner’s Response 41-42; Pet’r Reply 14-15, 23; PO Sur-Reply 20-23

POR 41-42
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Patent Owner’s arguments for independent claims 7 and 8 rely on 
the same arguments as claim 1
Patent Owner’s arguments for independent claims 7 and 8 rely on 
the same arguments as claim 1

33
See, e.g., Patent Owner’s Response 42-43; Pet’r Reply 26

POR 42-43

* * *
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Patent Owner does not dispute that Stubler discloses or renders 
obvious dependent claims 2-6 and 9-14
Patent Owner does not dispute that Stubler discloses or renders 
obvious dependent claims 2-6 and 9-14

34
See, e.g., Patent Owner’s Response 43; Pet’r Reply 26

POR 43
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Stubler+Wang GroundStubler+Wang Ground

35
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Patent Owner does not separately dispute that Stubler and Wang 
render obvious claims 2-4 and 9-12
Patent Owner does not separately dispute that Stubler and Wang 
render obvious claims 2-4 and 9-12

36
See, e.g., Patent Owner’s Response 44; Pet’r Reply 26-27

POR 44
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AppendixAppendix

37
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Claim 1 [as corrected, element identification added]Claim 1 [as corrected, element identification added]

1. [1preamble] An image retrieving device for classifying and retrieving an image by detecting an object in the image and adding a keyword, the image retrieving device comprising:[1a] an image storing section for storing the image which is supposed to be classified and retrieved together with the keyword in a database and an object of the image being previously contained in the database;[1b] an image inputting detecting section that detects an inputted image that is newly inputted to the image retrieving device;[1c] an object acknowledging section for acknowledging an inputted object in the inputted image that has been detected by the image inputting detecting section;[1d] a keyword proposing section for proposing the keyword on a display, the keyword which relates to the inputted object which is acknowledged by the object acknowledging section; and[1e] an object information inputting section for confirming by the user, adding, and correcting the keyword which is proposed by the keyword proposing section when the inputted object acknowledged by the object acknowledging section is similar to the object of the image previously contained in the database.
38

Ex. 1001, claim 1 (13:32-54, Cert. of Correction)
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Claims 2, 3 [element identification added]Claims 2, 3 [element identification added]

2. [2preamble] An image retrieving device according to claim 1, wherein the object acknowledging section includes:[2a] a human detection condition inputting section for setting up conditions for determining whether or not the image contains a human;[2b] a face image detecting section for detecting a face image in the image; and[2c] a face image similarity determining section for detecting a face image which is detected by the face image detecting section so as to detect a similar face image stored in the database according to the detected face imaged. 
3. An image retrieving device according to claim 2 wherein the object information inputting section serves as a personal information inputting section for confirming, adding, and correcting a personal information.

39
Ex. 1001, claim 2 (13:32-54, Cert. of Correction)
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Claims 4-6 [as corrected]Claims 4-6 [as corrected]

4. An image retrieving device according to claim 2 further comprising a skin color area detecting section for detecting a skin color area in the image, wherein the skin color area detecting section is used when the human is detected.
5. An image retrieving device according to claim 2, wherein the keyword proposing section proposes the keyword to the image which is inputted last in a case in which the similar face image is not detected by the face image similarity determining section.
6. An image retrieving device according to claim 1 wherein the keyword is added according to a retrieving template which is formed by keywords which have hierarchical structure.

40
Ex. 1001, claims 4-6 (13:32-54, Cert. of Correction)
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Claim 7 [as corrected, element identification added]Claim 7 [as corrected, element identification added]

7. [7preamble] A method for adding keywords in an image retrieving device for classifying and retrieving an image by detecting an object in the image and adding a keyword, the method comprising:[7a] storing the image which is supposed to be classified and retrieved together with the keyword in a database and an object of the image being previously contained in the database;[7b] detecting an inputted image that is newly inputted to the image retrieving device by an image inputting detection section;[7c] acknowledging an inputted object in the inputted image that has been detected by the image inputting detecting section;[7d] proposing the keyword on a display, the keyword which relates to the inputted object which is acknowledged by an object acknowledging section; and[7e] confirming by the user, adding, and correcting the keyword which is proposed by a keyword proposing section when the inputted object acknowledged by the object acknowledging section is similar to the object of the image previously contained in the database.
41

Ex. 1001, claim 7 (13:32-54, Cert. of Correction)
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Claim 8 [as corrected, element identification added]Claim 8 [as corrected, element identification added]

8. [8preamble] A computer readable medium storing a computer program for operating an image retrieving device which classifies and retrieves an image by detecting an object in the image and adding a keyword, the storage medium comprising:[8a] storing the image which is supposed to be classified and retrieved together with the keyword in a database and an object of the image being previously contained in the database;[8b] detecting an inputted image that is newly inputted to the image retrieving device by an image inputting detecting section;[8c] acknowledging an inputted object in the image that has been detected by the image inputting detecting section;[8d]proposing the keyword on a display, the keyword which relates to the inputted object which is acknowledged by an object acknowledging section; and[8e] confirming by the user, adding, and correcting the keyword which is proposed by a keyword proposing section when the inputted object acknowledged by the object acknowledging section is similar to the object in the image previously contained in the database.
42

Ex. 1001, claim 8 (13:32-54, Cert. of Correction)
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Claims 9-11 [as corrected]Claims 9-11 [as corrected]

9. An image retrieving device according to claim 2 wherein the keyword is added according to a retrieving template which is formed by keywords which have hierarchical structure.
10. An image retrieving device according to claim 3 wherein the keyword is added according to a retrieving template which is formed by keywords which have hierarchical structure.
11. An image retrieving device according to claim 4 wherein the keyword is added according to a retrieving template which is formed by keywords which have hierarchical structure.

43
Ex. 1001, claims 9-11 (13:32-54, Cert. of Correction)
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Claims 12-14 [as corrected]Claims 12-14 [as corrected]

12. An image retrieving device according to claim 5 wherein the keyword is added according to a retrieving template which is formed by keywords which have hierarchical structure.
13. A method according to claim 7, wherein the keyword is added according to a retrieving template which is formed by keywords which have a hierarchical structure.
14. A computer readable medium storing a computer program according to claim 8, wherein the keyword is added according to a retrieving template which is formed by keywords which have a hierarchical structure.

44
Ex. 1001, claims 12-14 (13:32-54, Cert. of Correction)
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