Invalidity Claim Chart — 946 Patent

Exhibit B-04 to CMT’s Invalidity Contentions:
Comparison of U.S. Patent No. 9,333,946 and Fong

As described in the following claim chart, claims 1-6, 8-13, and 15-20 (asserted claims) of U.S. Patent No. 9,333,946 (the 946 patent)
are invalid under 35 U.S.C. 88 102 and/or 103 in view of U.S. Patent No. 8,509,812 to Fong et. al. (“Fong”) titled “Method and System
for Collecting Automobile-Related Travel Data With A Smartphone.”

Fong was filed on December 27, 2011, and issued on August 13, 2013. Therefore, it constitutes prior art to the 946 patent under at
least pre-AlA 35 U.S.C. §8 102(a), (b) or (e) and/or AIA § 102(a).

To the extent that Fong is found not to anticipate one or more of the asserted claims of the *946 patent, those claims are obvious in view
of Fong alone or in combination with the knowledge of a POSITA and/or with other prior art references, including, without limitation,
one or more references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 to CMT’s Invalidity Contentions. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions
provide additional details regarding the motivation to combine Fong and the references cited in those exhibits.

CMT notes that while certain potential obviousness arguments and/or combinations may be cited within these charts, such recitations
are not meant to be exhaustive. As such, to the extent that any asserted claims are found not to be anticipated by the reference herein,
Plaintiff reserves the right to argue that such non-anticipated claims are obvious over the reference alone, in view of the ordinary skill
in the art at the time of the alleged invention, in view of any of the arguments and/or prior art identified in the cover pleading or any
exhibits thereto, and/or in combination with other charts provided herewith.

Claim construction is yet to occur, fact discovery is ongoing, and the invalidity of the asserted claims will likely be the subject of expert
discovery. Thus, this chart should not suggest CMT’s adoption of or acquiescence in any claim scope and/or claim construction positions
taken by Sfara in its infringement contentions or elsewhere. This chart is intended to set forth CMT’s contentions, not all of the evidence
that may support such contentions. Where this chart states that a reference discloses any aspect of the claimed invention, the disclosure
may be either express or inherent. The cited passages are illustrative and not intended to be exhaustive. Further, citations to any figure,
table, or chart is also meant to encompass the language describing the respective figure, table, or chart; and vice-versa. CMT reserves
the right to rely on other documents or passages providing comparable evidence of how that Fong alone or in combination with the
knowledge of a POSITA and/or other prior art references renders the asserted claims of the 7946 patent invalid.
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1[pre] | A device, foruse | CMT does not concede that the preamble is limiting. To the extent it is limiting, Fong discloses
with a database, and/or renders obvious a device, for use with a database. See, e.g.:
said device
comprising:
Fong, 5:22-25:
The signature of the stimulus is then stored by the sensor system and used in a comparison
process to identify a subsequently detected stimulus as a stimulus that should initiate the App.
Fong, 9:23-28:
In an embodiment, the recipient 116 is a network connected device that is able to receive the
automobile-related travel data that is communicated by the smartphone 110. For example, the
recipient may be a computer server that is able to store and/or process the received automobile-
related travel data.
Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those
references.

1[a] a field-detecting Fong discloses and/or renders obvious a field-detecting component operable to detect at least one of
component an electric field, a magnetic field and an electro-magnetic field and to generate a detected field
operable to detect | signature based on the detected one of an electric field, a magnetic field and an electro-magnetic field.
at least one of an | See, e.g:
electric field, a
magnetic field
and an electro- Fong at 4:60-5:34:
magnetic field
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and to generate a FIG. 2 illustrates a system in which the stimulus 108 is detected directly by a sensor

detected field system 130 in the smartphone 110. In one embodiment, the stimulus source 106 is an ignition
signature based system of the automobile 104 and the stimulus 1s an EMF that is generated upon startup of the
on the detected automobile. For example, the EMF is generated as a result of electrical power that 1s applied to
one of an electric the starter motor. In an embodiment, the EMF has a particular signature or fingerprint (e.g.,
field, a magnetic frequency, magnitude, and/or duration) that can be characterized and recognized by the

field and an smartphone. In addition to the EMF, the ignition system of the automobile and/or the ignition
electro-magnetic operation generates a series of sound waves, manifested as sound, upon startup. For example,
field; the sound 1s generated as a result of friction between mechanical parts of the automobile that are

set in motion by the ignition system and from operation of a combustion engine. In an
embodiment, the sound has a particular signature or fingerprint (e.g., frequency, magnitude,
and/or duration) that can be characterized and recognized by the smartphone. In the case where
the stimulus source is the ignition system and/or the ignition operation, the smartphone can be
equipped with a sensor system that is capable of detecting and recognizing the EMF or the
sound. In an embodiment, an antenna and sensor logic of the smartphone are used to detect and
recognize the EMF that is generated by the ignition system. In another embodiment, a
microphone and sensor logic of the smartphone are used to detect and recognize the sound that
1s generated by the ignition system and/or the ignition process. In an embodiment, the sensor
system goes through an initialization or learning process to learn the particular signature of the
stimulus. The signature of the stimulus is then stored by the sensor system and used in a
comparison process to identify a subsequently detected stimulus as a stimulus that should
mitiate the App.

Once the sensor system 130 has detected and recognized the EMF or sound that is generated by
the ignition system and/or by the ignition process, the sensor system generates a signal that
either directly or indirectly initiates the App 120. For example, the signal generated from the
sensor system at least triggers the data collection function of the App. Once the App is initiated
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and running on the smartphone, the data collection and distribution functions are implemented
according to the App.

Fong at 1:55-2:5:

In an embodiment, the stimulus that emanates from the automobile is an electromagnetic field
(EMF) or a series of sound waves that is generated from the ignition operation of an
automobile. In another embodiment, the stimulus that emanates from the automobile is a radio
frequency (RF) signal that is generated by an on-board communications system, such as a
Bluetooth communications system. In another embodiment, the stimulus that emanates from the
automobile 1s an RF signal that is generated from an on-board device such as a beacon, a radio
frequency identification (RFID) tag, or a near field communications (NFC) tag. In each of these
mnstances, the stimulus that emanates from the automobile provides a non-intrusive and/or
passive trigger for launching a data collection and distribution function of a smartphone that
requires little or no effort on the part of the smartphone user and that corresponds to a time
when the smartphone user (and the smartphone) is near to or inside the cabin of the automobile.

Fong at 7:20-37:

The signal that is output to the sensor logic may be in the form of electrical current, voltage, etc.
or in binary code. The signal is interpreted by the sensor logic and the sensor logic determines if
the signal matches criteria for initiating the App 120. For example, the sensor logic determines
if the signal matches a pre-established characteristic, signature, and/or fingerprint of the EMF or
of the sound. In an embodiment, the pre-established characteristic, signature, and/or fingerprint
1s learned 1n a setup process. For example, the setup process involves inducing the stimulus and
recording at least a portion of the stimulus as the signature and/or fingerprint. In an
embodiment, the matching process involves comparing the amplitudes of specific frequencies
of a sampled stimulus to determine if the sampled stimulus matches the pre-established
characteristic, signature, and/or fingerprint. The sensor logic may be software/microcode,
hardware, firmware, or a combination thereof.
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Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those

references.
1[b] an input Fong discloses and/or renders obvious an input component operable to input the detected field
component signature into the database. See, e.g.:
operable to input
the detected field
signature into the | Fongat 7:20-37:
database; The signal that is output to the sensor logic may be in the form of electrical current, voltage, etc.

or in binary code. The signal is interpreted by the sensor logic and the sensor logic determines if
the signal matches criteria for initiating the App 120. For example, the sensor logic determines
if the signal matches a pre-established characteristic, signature, and/or fingerprint of the EMF or
of the sound. In an embodiment, the pre-established characteristic, signature, and/or fingerprint
1s learned 1n a setup process. For example, the setup process involves inducing the stimulus and
recording at least a portion of the stimulus as the signature and/or fingerprint. In an
embodiment, the matching process involves comparing the amplitudes of specific frequencies
of a sampled stimulus to determine if the sampled stimulus matches the pre-established
characteristic, signature, and/or fingerprint. The sensor logic may be software/microcode,
hardware, firmware, or a combination thereof.

Fong at 5:20-25:

In an embodiment, the sensor system goes through an initialization or learning process to learn
the particular signature of the stimulus. The signature of the stimulus is then stored by the
sensor system and used in a comparison process to identify a subsequently detected stimulus as
a stimulus that should initiate the App.

Sfara Exhibit 2010, Page 5 of 43
CMT v. Sfara - IPR 2024-00966



Invalidity Claim Chart — *946 Patent

’946 Patent, Claim 1 Prior Art

Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those

references.
1[c] an accessing Fong discloses and/or renders obvious an input component operable to input the detected field
component signature into the database. See, e.g.:
operable to
access the
detected field Fong at 7:20-37:
signature from The signal that is output to the sensor logic may be in the form of electrical current, voltage, etc.
the database; or in binary code. The signal is interpreted by the sensor logic and the sensor logic determines if

the signal matches criteria for initiating the App 120. For example, the sensor logic determines
if the signal matches a pre-established characteristic, signature, and/or fingerprint of the EMF or
of the sound. In an embodiment, the pre-established characteristic, signature, and/or fingerprint
1s learned 1n a setup process. For example, the setup process involves inducing the stimulus and
recording at least a portion of the stimulus as the signature and/or fingerprint. In an
embodiment, the matching process involves comparing the amplitudes of specific frequencies
of a sampled stimulus to determine if the sampled stimulus matches the pre-established
characteristic, signature, and/or fingerprint. The sensor logic may be software/microcode,
hardware, firmware, or a combination thereof.

Fong at 5:20-25:

In an embodiment, the sensor system goes through an initialization or learning process to learn
the particular signature of the stimulus. The signature of the stimulus is then stored by the
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sensor system and used in a comparison process to identify a subsequently detected stimulus as
a stimulus that should initiate the App.

Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those

references.
1[d] a comparing Fong discloses and/or renders obvious a comparing component operable to generate a comparison
component signal. See, e.g.:
operable to
generate a
comparison Fong at 7:20-37:

signal; and The signal that is output to the sensor logic may be in the form of electrical current, voltage, etc.

or in binary code. The signal is interpreted by the sensor logic and the sensor logic determines if
the signal matches criteria for initiating the App 120. For example, the sensor logic determines
if the signal matches a pre-established characteristic, signature, and/or fingerprint of the EMF or
of the sound. In an embodiment, the pre-established characteristic, signature, and/or fingerprint
1s learned 1n a setup process. For example, the setup process involves inducing the stimulus and
recording at least a portion of the stimulus as the signature and/or fingerprint. In an
embodiment, the matching process involves comparing the amplitudes of specific frequencies
of a sampled stimulus to determine if the sampled stimulus matches the pre-established
characteristic, signature, and/or fingerprint. The sensor logic may be software/microcode,
hardware, firmware, or a combination thereof.

Fong at 5:20-25:
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In an embodiment, the sensor system goes through an initialization or learning process to learn
the particular signature of the stimulus. The signature of the stimulus is then stored by the
sensor system and used in a comparison process to identify a subsequently detected stimulus as
a stimulus that should initiate the App.

Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those

references.
1[e] an identifying Fong discloses and/or renders obvious an identifying component operable to identify one of an item
component and a location based on the comparison signal. See, e.g.:
operable to
identify one of an
item and a Fong at 5:26-29:
location ba§ed o Once the sensor system 130 has detected and recognized the EMF or sound that is generated by
ﬂ_le comparison the 1gnition system and/or by the ignition process, the sensor system generates a signal that
signal, either directly or indirectly initiates the App 120.

Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those
references.
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1[f] wherein said
field-detecting
component is
further operable

Fong discloses and/or renders obvious that said field-detecting component is further operable to detect
a second one of an electric field, a magnetic field and an electro-magnetic field and to generate a
second detected field signature based on the detected second one of an electric field, a magnetic field
and an electro-magnetic field. See, e.g::

to detect a second
one of an electric
field, a magnetic
field and an
electro-magnetic
field and to
generate a second
detected field
signature based
on the detected
second one of an
electric field, a
magnetic field
and an electro-
magnetic field,
and

Fong at 4:60-5:34:

FIG. 2 illustrates a system in which the stimulus 108 is detected directly by a sensor

system 130 in the smartphone 110. In one embodiment, the stimulus source 106 is an ignition
system of the automobile 104 and the stimulus 1s an EMF that is generated upon startup of the
automobile. For example, the EMF is generated as a result of electrical power that 1s applied to
the starter motor. In an embodiment, the EMF has a particular signature or fingerprint (e.g.,
frequency, magnitude, and/or duration) that can be characterized and recognized by the
smartphone. In addition to the EMF, the ignition system of the automobile and/or the ignition
operation generates a series of sound waves, manifested as sound, upon startup. For example,
the sound 1s generated as a result of friction between mechanical parts of the automobile that are
set in motion by the ignition system and from operation of a combustion engine. In an
embodiment, the sound has a particular signature or fingerprint (e.g., frequency, magnitude,
and/or duration) that can be characterized and recognized by the smartphone. In the case where
the stimulus source is the ignition system and/or the ignition operation, the smartphone can be
equipped with a sensor system that is capable of detecting and recognizing the EMF or the
sound. In an embodiment, an antenna and sensor logic of the smartphone are used to detect and
recognize the EMF that is generated by the ignition system. In another embodiment, a
microphone and sensor logic of the smartphone are used to detect and recognize the sound that
1s generated by the ignition system and/or the ignition process. In an embodiment, the sensor
system goes through an initialization or learning process to learn the particular signature of the
stimulus. The signature of the stimulus is then stored by the sensor system and used in a
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comparison process to identify a subsequently detected stimulus as a stimulus that should
mitiate the App.

Once the sensor system 130 has detected and recognized the EMF or sound that is generated by
the 1gnition system and/or by the ignition process, the sensor system generates a signal that
either directly or indirectly initiates the App 120. For example, the signal generated from the
sensor system at least triggers the data collection function of the App. Once the App is initiated
and running on the smartphone, the data collection and distribution functions are implemented
according to the App.

Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those

references.

1[g] wherein said Fong discloses and/or renders obvious that said comparing component is operable to generate the
comparing comparison signal based on a comparison of the detected field signature and the second detected field
component 1s signature. See, e.g.:
operable to
generate the
comparison Fong at 7:20-37:
signal based on a The signal that is output to the sensor logic may be in the form of electrical current, voltage, etc.
comparison of the or in binary code. The signal is interpreted by the sensor logic and the sensor logic determines if
detected field the signal matches criteria for initiating the App 120. For example, the sensor logic determines
signature and the if the signal matches a pre-established characteristic, signature, and/or fingerprint of the EMF or
second detected of the sound. In an embodiment, the pre-established characteristic, signature, and/or fingerprint
field signature. 1s learned 1n a setup process. For example, the setup process involves inducing the stimulus and

10
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recording at least a portion of the stimulus as the signature and/or fingerprint. In an
embodiment, the matching process involves comparing the amplitudes of specific frequencies
of a sampled stimulus to determine if the sampled stimulus matches the pre-established

characteristic, signature, and/or fingerprint. The sensor logic may be software/microcode,
hardware, firmware, or a combination thereof.

Fong at 5:20-29:

In an embodiment, the sensor system goes through an initialization or learning process to learn
the particular signature of the stimulus. The signature of the stimulus is then stored by the

sensor system and used in a comparison process to identify a subsequently detected stimulus as
a stimulus that should initiate the App.

Once the sensor system 130 has detected and recognized the EMF or sound that is generated by

the ignition system and/or by the ignition process, the sensor system generates a signal that
either directly or indirectly initiates the App 120.

Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to

this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those
references.

11
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2.

The device of
claim 1, wherein
said field-
detecting
component is
operable to detect
the at least one of
an electric field, a
magnetic field
and an electro-
magnetic field as
a function over a
period of time.

Fong discloses and/or renders obvious that said field-detecting component is operable to detect the at
least one of an electric field, a magnetic field and an electro-magnetic field as a function over a period
of time. See, e.g::

Fong at 1:65-2:5:

In each of these instances, the stimulus that emanates from the automobile provides a non-
mtrusive and/or passive trigger for launching a data collection and distribution function of a
smartphone that requires little or no effort on the part of the smartphone user and that
corresponds to a time when the smartphone user (and the smartphone) is near to or inside the
cabin of the automobile.

Fong at 3:38-46:

In general, the automobile 104 depicted in FIG. 1 includes a stimulus source 106 that generates
a stimulus 106. The stimulus source and the corresponding stimulus may be, for example, an
ignition system of the automobile that generates an EMF and/or a series of sound waves upon
ignition, an on-board communications system (e.g., a Bluetooth communications system) that
generates RF signals, an on-board beacon that generates an RF signal, an RFID tag that
generates an RF signal, or an NFC tag that generates an RF signal.

Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those
references.

12
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operable to detect
a parameter and
to generate a
parameter signal
based on the
detected
parameter,

3[pre] | The device of Fong discloses and/or renders obvious the device of claim 1.

claim ‘1,‘ﬁn1her See 1[pre]-1[g].

comprising:
Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those
references.

3[a] a parameter- Fong discloses and/or renders obvious a parameter-detecting component operable to detect a
detecting parameter and to generate a parameter signal based on the detected parameter. See, e.g.:
component

Fong at 5:11-14:

In the case where the stimulus source is the ignition system and/or the ignition operation, the
smartphone can be equipped with a sensor system that is capable of detecting and recognizing
the EMF or the sound.

Fong at 5:26-29:

Once the sensor system 130 has detected and recognized the EMF or sound that is generated
by the ignition system and/or by the ignition process, the sensor system generates a signal that
either directly or indirectly initiates the App 120.

Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those
references.

13
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3[b] | wherein said
identifying
component is
operable to
identify the one
of an item and a
location based
additionally on
the parameter
signal.

Fong discloses and/or renders obvious that said identifying component is operable to identify the one
of an item and a location based additionally on the parameter signal. See, e.g.:

Fong at 5:20-25:

In an embodiment, the sensor system goes through an initialization or learning process to learn
the particular signature of the stimulus. The signature of the stimulus is then stored by the
sensor system and used in a comparison process to identify a subsequently detected stimulus as
a stimulus that should initiate the App.

Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those
references.

’946 Patent, Claim 4

Prior Art

4. The device of
claim 3, wherein
said parameter-
detecting
component 1§
operable to

Fong discloses and/or renders obvious that said parameter-detecting component is operable to detect,
as the parameter, one of the group consisting of a velocity, acceleration, angular velocity, angular
acceleration, geodetic position, sound, temperature, vibrations, pressure, biometrics, contents of
surrounding atmosphere and combinations thereof. See, e.g.:
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parameter, one of
the group
consisting of a
velocity,
acceleration,
angular velocity,
angular
acceleration,
geodetic position,
sound,
temperature,
vibrations,
pressure,
biometrics,
contents of
surrounding
atmosphere and
combinations
thereof.
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Fong at 5:2-5:

In addition to the EMF, the ignition system of the automobile and/or the ignition operation
generates a series of sound waves, manifested as sound, upon startup. Fong, 5:2-5.

Fong at 5:11-14:

In the case where the stimulus source is the ignition system and/or the ignition operation, the
smartphone can be equipped with a sensor system that is capable of detecting and recognizing
the EMF or the sound.

Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those
references.
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5. The device of Fong discloses and/or renders obvious a communication component operable to wirelessly
claim 1, further communicate with a network. See, e.g.:
comprising a
communication
component Fong at 4:25-29:
operable to The system includes a GPS satellite 102, an automobile 104 that has a stimulus source 106, a
wirelessly smartphone 110(which may be carried by a person that is traveling in the car), a wireless
communicate service provider network 112, the Internet 114, and a recipient 116, such as an insurance
with a network. provider.

Fong at 8:30-40:

For example, the sensor system may utilize the antenna to detect EMF or a microphone of the
user inter face to detect sound. Although the location detection system is described as a GPS
system, in other embodiments, the location detection system may include an accelerometer or a
triangulation system. Further, the location detection system may determine the location of the
smartphone based on information from the wireless service provider network such as
basestation information, or that determines the location of the smartphone from location
information obtained from wireless access points such as Wi-Fi access points.

Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those
references.
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6[pre] | The device of Fong discloses and/or renders obvious the device of claim 1.
claim 1, See 1[pre]-1[g].

Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those
references.

6[a] wherein said Fong discloses and/or renders obvious that said field-detecting component is operable to detect a
field-detecting magnetic field. See, e.g.:

component 1s
operable to detect
a magnetic field, | Fongat 1:55-2:5:

In an embodiment, the stimulus that emanates from the automobile is an electromagnetic field
(EMF) or a series of sound waves that is generated from the ignition operation of an
automobile. In another embodiment, the stimulus that emanates from the automobile is a radio
frequency (RF) signal that 1s generated by an on-board communications system, such as a
Bluetooth communications system. In another embodiment, the stimulus that emanates from
the automobile is an RF signal that is generated from an on-board device such as a beacon, a
radio frequency identification (RFID) tag, or a near field communications (NFC) tag. In each
of these instances, the stimulus that emanates from the automobile provides a non-intrusive
and/or passive trigger for launching a data collection and distribution function of a smartphone
that requires little or no effort on the part of the smartphone user and that corresponds to a time
when the smartphone user (and the smartphone) is near to or inside the cabin of the
automobile.
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Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those
references.

field-detecting
component 1s
further operable
to detect a second
magnetic field
and to generate a
second detected
field signature
based on the
detected second
magnetic field,
and

6[b] wherein said That said input component is further operable to input an association between a vehicle and the
mput component | detected magnetic field would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with the
1s further knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to this
operable to input | limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those
an association references.
between a vehicle
and the detected
magnetic field,
6/[c] wherein said That said field-detecting component is further operable to detect a second magnetic field and to

generate a second detected field signature based on the detected second magnetic field would have
been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the
references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity
Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those references.
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6[d]

wherein said
identifying
component is
further operable,
based on the
association, to
identify the
vehicle as the
item.

That said identifying component is further operable, based on the association, to identify the vehicle as
the item would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with the knowledge of a
POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to this limitation.
CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those references.

’946 Patent, Claim 8 Prior Art
8[pre] | A method, for use | CMT does not concede that the preamble is limiting. To the extent it is limiting, Fong discloses
with a database, and/or renders obvious a method, for use with a database. See, e.g.:
said m.et.hod See 1[pre].
comprising:
Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those
references.
8a] detecting, via a Fong discloses and/or renders obvious detecting, via a field-detecting component, at least one of an
field-detecting electric field, a magnetic field and an electro-magnetic field.
component, at
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least one of an See, e.g., 1[a].
electric field, a
magnetic field
and an electro-
magnetic field;

Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those

references.

8[b] generating, via Fong discloses and/or renders obvious generating, via the field-detecting component, a detected field
the field- signature based on the detected one of an electric field, a magnetic field and an electro-magnetic field.
detecting See, e.g., 1[a], 8[a].
component, a
detected field Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
signature based the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
on the detected this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those

one of an electric | references.
field, a magnetic

field and an
electro-magnetic
field;
8|c] mputting, via an Fong discloses and/or renders obvious inputting, via an input component, the detected field signature
mput component, | into the database.
the detecte-:d field See, e.g., 1[b].
signature into the
database: Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with

the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those
references.
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8[d] accessing, via an | Fong discloses and/or renders obvious accessing, via an accessing component, the detected field
accessing signature from the database.
component, the See, e.g., 1[c].
detected field
signature from Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
the database: the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those
references.
8le] generating, viaa | Fong discloses and/or renders obvious generating, via a comparing component, a comparison signal.
comparing See, e.g., 1[d].
component, a
comparison Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
signal; the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those
references.
8[f] identifying, via Fong discloses and/or renders obvious identifying, via an identifying component, one of an item and a
an identifying location based on the comparison signal.
component, one See e 1le
of an item and a - eg- el
location based on | Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
the comparison the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
signal; this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those
references.
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8[g] detecting, via the | Fong discloses and/or renders obvious detecting, via the field-detecting component, a second one of
field-detecting an electric field, a magnetic field and an electro-magnetic field. See, e.g.:
component, a See, e.g., 1[f].
second one of an
electric field, a Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
magnetic field the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
and an electro- this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those
magnetic field: references.
and

8[h] generating, via Fong discloses and/or renders obvious generating, via the field-detecting component, a second
the field- detected field signature based on the detected second one of an electric field, a magnetic field and an
detecting electro-magnetic field.
component, a
second detected See, eg.. 11f]. 8lel.
field signature Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
based on the the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
detected second this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those
one of an electric | references.
field, a magnetic
field and an
electro-magnetic
field,

8[i] wherein said Fong discloses and/or renders obvious that said generating a comparison signal comprises generating
generating a the comparison signal based on a comparison of the detected field signature and the second detected
comparison field signature.
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signal comprises
generating the
comparison
signal based on a
comparison of the
detected field
signature and the
second detected
field signature.

See, e.g., 1[g].
Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to

this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those
references.

’946 Patent, Claim 9

Prior Art

9. The method of
claim 8, wherein
said detecting
comprises
detecting the at
least one of an
electric field, a
magnetic field
and an electro-
magnetic field as
a function over a
period of time.

Fong discloses and/or renders obvious that said detecting comprises detecting the at least one of an
electric field, a magnetic field and an electro-magnetic field as a function over a period of time.

See, e.g., claim 2.

Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those
references.
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parameter-
detecting
component, a
parameter; and

10[pre] | The method of Fong discloses and/or renders obvious the method of claim 8.

claim _8,_f1111he1‘ See 8[pre]-8[i.

comprising:
Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those
references.

10[a] | detecting, via a Fong discloses and/or renders obvious detecting, via a parameter-detecting component, a parameter.

See, e.g., 3[a].

Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those
references.

10[b]

generating, via
the parameter-
detecting
component, a
parameter signal
based on the
detected
parameter,

Fong discloses and/or renders obvious generating, via the parameter-detecting component, a parameter
signal based on the detected parameter.

See, e.g., 3[a], 10[a].

Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those
references.
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10[c]

wherein said
identifying
comprises
identifying the
one of an item
and a location
based
additionally on
the parameter
signal.

Fong discloses and/or renders obvious that said identifying comprises identifying the one of an item
and a location based additionally on the parameter signal.

See, e.g., 3[b].

Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those
references.

’946 Patent, Claim 11

Prior Art

The method of
claim 10, wherein
said detecting a
parameter
comprises
detecting, as the
parameter, one of
the group
consisting of a
velocity,
acceleration,

Fong discloses and/or renders obvious that said detecting a parameter comprises detecting, as the
parameter, one of the group consisting of a velocity, acceleration, angular velocity, angular
acceleration, geodetic position, sound, temperature, vibrations, pressure, biometrics, contents of
surrounding atmosphere and combinations thereof.

See, e.g., claim 4.

Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those
references.
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angular velocity,
angular
acceleration,
geodetic position,
sound,
temperature,
vibrations,
pressure,
biometrics,
contents of
surrounding
atmosphere and
combinations
thereof.

’946 Patent, Claim 12 Prior Art

12. The method of Fong discloses and/or renders obvious wirelessly communicating, via a communication component,
claim 8, further with a network.
comprsing See, e.g., claim 5.
wirelessly
communicating, Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
via a the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
communication this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those

references.
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component, with
a network.

’946 Patent, Claim 13 Prior Art

the 1dentifying

13[pre] | The method of Fong discloses and/or renders obvious the device of claim 8.

claim 2‘3,‘ﬁu1her See 8[pre]-8[i].

comprising:
Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those
references.

13[a] [ inputting, via the | Fong discloses and/or renders obvious inputting, via the input component is further operable to input

input component | an association.

1s further . See, e.g., 6[b].

operable to iput

an association: Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with

and the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those
references.

13[b] | identifying, via Fong discloses and/or renders obvious identifying, via the identifying component, a vehicle.
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component, a
vehicle,

See, e.g., 6[d].

Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those
references.

putting an
association
comprises
mputting an
association
between a vehicle

13[c] | wherein said Fong discloses and/or renders obvious that said detecting, via a field-detecting component, at least one
detecting, via a of an electric field, a magnetic field and an electro-magnetic field comprises detecting detect a
field-detecting magnetic field.
component, at See, e.g., 6[a].
least one of an
electric field, a Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
magnetic field the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
and an electro- this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those
magnetic field references.
comprises
detecting detect a
magnetic field,

13[d] | wherein said Fong discloses and/or renders obvious that said inputting an association comprises inputting an

association between a vehicle and the detected magnetic field.
See, e.g., 6[b], 13[a].

Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those
references.
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and the detected
magnetic field,

generating a
second detected
field signature
comprises
generating a
second detected
field signature
based on the
detected second
magnetic field,
and

13[e] | wherein said Fong discloses and/or renders obvious that said detecting a second one of an electric field, a magnetic
detecting a field and an electro-magnetic field comprises detecting a second magnetic field.
secon‘d one of an See, e.g., 6[c].
electric field, a
magnetic field Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
and an electro- the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
magnetic field this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those
comprises references.
detecting a
second magnetic
field,

13[f] | wherein said Fong discloses and/or renders obvious that said generating a second detected field signature comprises

generating a second detected field signature based on the detected second magnetic field.
See, e.g., 6[c], 13[e].

Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those
references.
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13[g]

wherein said
identifying a
vehicle comprises
identifying, based
on the
association, the
vehicle as the
item.

Fong discloses and/or renders obvious that said detecting a second one of an electric field, a magnetic
field and an electro-magnetic field comprises detecting a second magnetic field.

See, e.g., 6[d], 13[b].

Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those
references.

’946 Patent, Claim 15

Prior Art

15[pre]

A non-transitory,
tangible,
computer-
readable media
having computer-
readable
mstructions
stored thereon,
for use with a
database, the
computer-
readable
mstructions being

CMT does not concede that the preamble is limiting. To the extent it is limiting, Fong discloses
and/or renders obvious a non-transitory, tangible, computer-readable media having computer-readable
mstructions stored thereon, for use with a database, the computer-readable instructions being capable
of being read by a computer and being capable of instructing the computer to perform the method.

See, e.g., 1[pre], 8[pre].

Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those
references.
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capable of being
read by a
computer and
being capable of
mstructing the
computer to
perform the
method
comprising:

the field-
detecting
component, a
detected field
signature based
on the detected
one of an electric

15[a] | detecting, via a Fong discloses and/or renders obvious detecting, via a field-detecting component, at least one of an
field-detecting electric field, a magnetic field and an electro-magnetic field.
component, at See, e.g., 1[a), 8[a], 8[b].
least one of an
electric field, a Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
magnetic field the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
and an electro- this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those
magnetic field; references.

15[b] | generating, via Fong discloses and/or renders obvious generating, via the field-detecting component, a detected field

signature based on the detected one of an electric field, a magnetic field and an electro-magnetic field.
See, e.g., 1[a], 8[a], &[b], 15[a].

Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those
references.
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field, a magnetic
field and an
electro-magnetic
field;

comparing
component, a

15[c] | inputting, via an Fong discloses and/or renders obvious inputting, via an input component, the detected field signature
mput component, | into the database.
the detecte;d field See, e.g., 1[b], 8[c].
signature into the
database: Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those
references.
15[d] | accessing, viaan | Fong discloses and/or renders obvious accessing, via an accessing component, the detected field
accessing signature from the database.
component, the See, e.g., 1[c], 8[d].
detected field
signature from Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
the database: the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those
references.
15[e] | generating, viaa | Fong discloses and/or renders obvious generating, via a comparing component, a comparison signal.

See, e.g., 1[d], 8[e].
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comparison Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
signal; the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those
references.
15[f] | identifying, via Fong discloses and/or renders identifying, via an identifying component, one of an item and a location
an identifying based on the comparison signal.
component, one See e.o. 1lel. 8
of an item and a e 1lel. 8]
location based on | Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
the comparison the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
signal; this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those
references.
15[g] | detecting, via the | Fong discloses and/or renders obvious detecting, via the field-detecting component, a second one of
field-detecting an electric field, a magnetic field and an electro-magnetic field.
component, a See, e.g.. 1[f]. 8[g]. 8[h].
second one of an
electric field, a Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
magnetic field the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
and an electro- this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those
magnetic field; references.
and
15[h] | generating, via Fong discloses and/or renders obvious generating, via the field-detecting component, a second
the field- detected field signature based on the detected second one of an electric field, a magnetic field and an
detecting electro-magnetic field.
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component, a
second detected
field signature
based on the
detected second
one of an electric
field, a magnetic
field and an
electro-magnetic
field,

See, e.g., 1[f], 8[g]. 8[h], 15[g].
Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to

this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those
references.

15]i]

wherein said
generating a
comparison
signal comprises
generating the
comparison
signal based on a
comparison of the
detected field
signature and the
second detected
field signature.

Fong discloses and/or renders obvious that said generating a comparison signal comprises generating
the comparison signal based on a comparison of the detected field signature and the second detected
field signature.

See, e.g., 1[g], 8[1].
Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to

this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those
references.
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16. The non- Fong discloses and/or renders obvious that the computer-readable instructions are capable of
transitory, mstructing the computer to perform the method such that said detecting comprises detecting the at
tangible, least one of an electric field, a magnetic field and an electro-magnetic field as a function over a period
computer- of time.

readable media of

) ) See, e.g., claims 2, 9.
claim 15, wherein

the computer- Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
readable the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
instructions are this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those
capable of references.

instructing the
computer to
perform the
method such that
said detecting
comprises
detecting the at
least one of an
electric field, a
magnetic field
and an electro-
magnetic field as
a function over a
period of time.
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17[pre] | The non- Fong discloses and/or renders obvious the non-transitory, tangible, computer-readable media of claim
transitory, 15.
tangible, See 15[pre]-15[i].
computer-
readable media of | Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
claim 15, the the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
computer- this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those
readable references.
mstructions being
capable of being
read by a
computer and
being capable of
mstructing the
computer to
perform the
method further
comprising:

17[a] | detecting, via a Fong discloses and/or renders obvious detecting, via a parameter-detecting component, a parameter.
parameter- See, e.g., 3[a], 10[a], 10[b].
detecting Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
component, a the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
parameter; and this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those
references.
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identifying
comprises
identifying the
one of an item
and a location
based
additionally on
the parameter

signal.

17[b] | generating, via Fong discloses and/or renders obvious generating, via the parameter-detecting component, a parameter
the parameter- signal based on the detected parameter.
detecting See, e.g., 3[a], 10[a], 10[b], 17[a].
component, a
parameter signal | Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
based on the the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
detected this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those
parameter, references.

17[c] | wherein said Fong discloses and/or renders obvious that said identifying comprises identifying the one of an item

and a location based additionally on the parameter signal.
See, e.g., 3[b], 10[c].

Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those
references.

’946 Patent, Claim 18

Prior Art

18.

The non-
transitory,

Fong discloses and/or renders obvious that the computer-readable instructions are capable of
mstructing the computer to perform the method such that said detecting a parameter comprises
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tangible, detecting, as the parameter, one of the group consisting of a velocity, acceleration, angular velocity,
computer- angular acceleration, geodetic position, sound, temperature, vibrations, pressure, biometrics, contents
readable media of | of surrounding atmosphere and combinations thereof.

claim 17, wherein

the computer-
readable Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with

instructions are the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
capable of this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those

instructing the references.
computer to
perform the
method such that
said detecting a
parameter
comprises
detecting, as the
parameter, one of
the group
consisting of a
velocity,
acceleration,
angular velocity,
angular
acceleration,
geodetic position,
sound,
temperature,
vibrations,

See, e.g., 4, 11.
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pressure,
biometrics,
contents of
surrounding
atmosphere and
combinations
thereof.

’946 Patent, Claim 19

Prior Art

The non-
transitory,
tangible,
computer-
readable media of
claim 15, the
computer-
readable
mstructions being
capable of being
read by a
computer and
being capable of
mstructing the

Fong discloses and/or renders obvious the computer-readable instructions being capable of being read
by a computer and being capable of instructing the computer to perform the method further
comprising wirelessly communicating, via a communication component, with a network.

See, e.g., claims 5, 12.

Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those
references.
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computer to
perform the
method further
comprising
wirelessly
communicating,
via a
communication
component, with
a network.

’946 Patent, Claim 20

Prior Art

20[pre]

The non-
transitory,
tangible,
computer-
readable media of
claim 15, the
computer-
readable
istructions being
capable of
mstructing the

Fong discloses and/or renders obvious the non-transitory, tangible, computer-readable media of claim
15.

See 15[pre]-15[i].

Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those
references.
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computer to
perform the

detecting, via a
field-detecting
component, at

least one of an

method further
comprising:
20[a] | inputting, via the | Fong discloses and/or renders obvious inputting, via the input component is further operable to input
mput component | an association.
1 further See, e.g., 6[b], 13[a], 13[d].
operable to input
an association: Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
and the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those
references.
20[b] | identifying, via Fong discloses and/or renders obvious identifying, via the identifying component, a vehicle.
the identifying | ¢o0 6 5 6[d], 13[b], 13[g].
component, a
vehicle, Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those
references.
20[c] | wherein said Fong discloses and/or renders obvious that said detecting, via a field-detecting component, at least one

of an electric field, a magnetic field and an electro-magnetic field comprises detecting detect a
magnetic field.

See, e.g., 6[a], 13[c].
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electric field, a
magnetic field
and an electro-
magnetic field
comprises
detecting detect a
magnetic field,

Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those
references.

detecting a
second one of an
electric field, a
magnetic field
and an electro-
magnetic field
comprises
detecting a

20[d] | wherein said Fong discloses and/or renders obvious that said inputting an association comprises inputting an
mputting an association between a vehicle and the detected magnetic field.
association See, e.g., 6[b], 13[a], 13[d], 20[a].
comprises
inputting an Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
association the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
between a vehicle | this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those
and the detected references.
magnetic field,

20[e] | wherein said Fong discloses and/or renders obvious that said detecting a second one of an electric field, a magnetic

field and an electro-magnetic field comprises detecting a second magnetic field.
See, e.g., 6[c], 13[e], 13[f].

Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those
references.
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second magnetic
field,

identifying a
vehicle comprises
identifying, based
on the
association, the
vehicle as the
item.

20[f] | wherein said Fong discloses and/or renders obvious that said generating a second detected field signature comprises
generating a generating a second detected field signature based on the detected second magnetic field.
second detected | g0 4 5 6c], 13[e], 13[£], 20[e].
field signature
comprises Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
generating a the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
second detected this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those
field signature references.
based on the
detected second
magnetic field,
and

20[g] | wherein said Fong discloses and/or renders obvious that said identifying a vehicle comprises identifying, based on

the association, the vehicle as the item.
See, e.g., 6[d], 13[b], 13[g], 20[b].

Furthermore, this limitation would have been obvious in light of Fong alone or in combination with
the knowledge of a POSITA and/or the references identified in Exhibits B-01 through B-29 relating to
this limitation. CMT’s Invalidity Contentions describe the motivations to combine Fong and those
references.
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