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Overview of the Instituted Grounds

4

Pet., 2; see Inst. Dec., 7, 40
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Background Info: The ’580 Patent and Prior Art
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The ’580 Patent

6
DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Inst. Dec., 3; APPLE-1001, 67:45-51, 
68:25-40, FIG. 22 (annotated)
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The ’580 Patent: Touch States

7
DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Pet., 47; Reply, 25-26

Four “touch states” (from lowest 
to highest pressure level)

1. No touch
2. Light touch

3. Medium touch
4. Heavy touch

Lowest touch state (no touch) 
requires “some form of proximity”

APPLE-1001, 17:22-32

APPLE-1001, 52:57-63
APPLE-1001, 36:31-38
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Exemplary Claim of the ’580 Patent

8

1. An apparatus, comprising:
 at least one non-transitory memory; a touch screen; a camera; and
 one or more processors in communication with the at least one non-transitory memory, the touch 
screen, and the camera, wherein the one or more processors execute instructions stored in the non-
transitory memory to cause the apparatus to:
 display, via the touch screen, a first virtual display layer including contents;
 display, via the touch screen, at least one user interface element;

detect, via the touch screen, at least a portion of touch on the least one user interface element;
 when an aspect of the touch is detected to surpass a threshold, display, via the touch screen, a 
plurality of markings in a second virtual display layer that appears to have a lesser depth than the first virtual 
display layer, where at least a portion of the second virtual display layer is at least partially translucent so 
that at least a portion of the contents of the first virtual display layer is visible through the at least portion of 
the second virtual display layer;
 detect, via the touch screen, a touch movement on at least one of the plurality of marking; and
during detection of the touch movement on the at least one of the plurality of marking in the second virtual 
display layer that appears to have the lesser depth than the first virtual display layer, display, via the touch 
screen, a movement of the markings in the second virtual display layer as a function of the touch movement; 
and

perform a zoom operation on the at least portion of the contents of the first virtual display layer without 
performing the zoom operation on the plurality of markings in the second virtual display layer, where the 
zoom operation correlates with the movement of the markings in the second virtual display layer, and the at 
least portion of the second virtual display layer is at least partially translucent so that a result of the zoom 
operation on the at least portion of the contents of the first virtual display layer is visible through the at least 
portion of the second virtual display layer.

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

APPLE-1001, 102:12-54
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Key limitations of Claim 1

9

[1g] detect, via the touch screen, at least a portion of touch on the [at] least one user interface 
element;
[1h] when an aspect of the touch is detected to surpass a threshold, display, via the touch 
screen, a plurality of markings in a second virtual display layer that appears to have a lesser 
depth than the first virtual display layer, 
[1i] where at least a portion of the second virtual display layer is at least partially translucent 
so that at least a portion of the contents of the first virtual display layer is visible through the at 
least portion of the second virtual display layer;
[1j] detect, via the touch screen, a touch movement on at least one of the plurality of 
marking; and
[1k] during detection of the touch movement on the at least one of the plurality of marking in 
the second virtual display layer that appears to have the lesser depth than the first virtual 
display layer, display, via the touch screen, a movement of the markings in the second virtual 
display layer as a function of the touch movement; and
[1l(i)]perform a zoom operation on the at least portion of the contents of the first virtual display 
layer without performing the zoom operation on the plurality of markings in the second virtual 
display layer, [1l(ii)] where the zoom operation correlates with the movement of the markings 
in the second virtual display layer, and [1l(i)] the at least portion of the second virtual display 
layer is at least partially translucent so that a result of the zoom operation on the at least 
portion of the contents of the first virtual display layer is visible through the at least portion of 
the second virtual display layer.

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

APPLE-1001, 102:36-54
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Primary Reference: Ramos Paper

10

APPLE-1004, 3, FIG. 1 (annotated; cropped), Pet., 7

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Pressure 
cursor
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Primary Reference: Ramos Video

11

APPLE-1005, 3:22; Pet., 13

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

APPLE-1005, 0:03; Pet., 14

Pressure 
cursor
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Primary Reference: Ramos Video

12

APPLE-1005, 3:16 (cropped); Pet., 19

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

APPLE-1005, 0:03 (cropped); Pet., 14
Pressure 

cursor

Translucent and Overlaying

12



Primary Reference: Ramos Video

13
DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

APPLE-1005, 0:14; Pet., 15-16; APPLE-1003, ¶¶ 79-89

Detecting at least a portion of touch on the UI element
Displaying plurality of markings responsive to an aspect of 

the touch detected to surpass a threshold 

13



Primary Reference: Ramos Video

14

APPLE-1005, 3:10; Pet., 46-47; APPLE-1003, ¶¶ 79-89

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Detecting at least a portion of touch on the UI element
Displaying plurality of markings responsive to an aspect of 

the touch detected to surpass a threshold 

14



Primary Reference: Ramos Video

15
DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Perform a zoom operation on the at least portion of the 
contents of the first virtual display layer

APPLE-1005, 3:16, 3:19; Pet., 69-72; APPLE-1003, ¶ 104

15



Secondary Reference: Ording

16
DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

APPLE-1006, Abstract, [0045], FIG. 1; Pet., 22-25
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Secondary Reference: Hayward

17Pet., 94-96; APPLE-1016, Abstract, [0067], FIGS. 10A-10C
DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
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Issue 1

18

The RROD renders obvious a Zlider 
widget that is at least partially translucent 

over underlying image content

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
18



The RROD includes a Vernier in a second virtual display layer that is at 
least partially translucent above the first virtual display layer

19Reply, 13-19; APPLE-1005, 3:22 (modified); compare with APPLE-1001, FIG. 22

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Rebuttal
 to:

“To obtain institution, Petitioner unequivocally relied on paragraphs 24-26 for its 
interpretation of paragraph 23.”  Sur-reply, __.

Rebuttal
 to:

“The RROD Lacks a ‘Plurality of Markings in a Second Virtual Display Layer’ That is ‘Partially 
Translucent’ and ‘Appears to Have a Lesser Depth Than The First Virtual Display Layer.’”  
Sur-reply, 10

19



Key limitations of Claim 1

20

[1h] when an aspect of the touch is detected to surpass a threshold, 
display, via the touch screen, a plurality of markings in a second virtual 
display layer that appears to have a lesser depth than the first virtual 
display layer, 

[1i] where at least a portion of the second virtual display layer is at 
least partially translucent so that at least a portion of the contents of 
the first virtual display layer is visible through the at least portion of the 
second virtual display layer;

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

’580 Patent, Claim 1 (excerpted)

APPLE-1001, 102:27-35

20



Issue 1A

21

The Zlider includes a plurality of markings 
and is at least partially translucent

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
21



The Zlider includes a pressure cursor and a Vernier

22

APPLE-1004, 3, FIG. 1 (cropped); Pet., 7

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
22



The experts agree that the Zlider includes multiple 
components, including a Vernier and pressure cursor

23
DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Reply, 14; APPLE-1033, 52:10-18; APPLE-1003, ¶91

Dr. Mahon’s Deposition

Dr. Cockburn’s First Declaration

23



Ramos Paper teaches that the pressure cursor is 
part of the Zlider

24
DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Patent Owner’s Sur-reply

Sur-reply, 11; APPLE-1004, 3, FIG. 1 (cropped); APPLE-1033, 52:10-18

Ramos Paper

Dr. Mahon’s Deposition

24



Ramos Video shows the translucency of the 
Zlider’s pressure cursor

25

APPLE-1005, 3:16 (cropped); Pet., 19

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

APPLE-1005, 0:03 (cropped); Pet., 14

Partially 
translucent

25



Smith’s expert agrees that the Zlider’s pressure 
cursor is at least partially translucent

26
DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Reply, 13-14; 
APPLE-1033, 65:11-66:5Dr. Mahon’s Deposition

26



The dependent claims permit the second virtual display 
layer to include more than one layer

27Reply, 18-19; APPLE-1001, 104:42-43, 106:47-48

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

’580 Patent, Claim 21 (excerpted)

27



Smith’s expert did not consider dependent claim 21

28
DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Reply, 1; APPLE-1033, 43:20-44:13

Dr. Mahon’s Deposition

28



A POSITA would have considered all of the components 
of the Zlider to be in the same virtual display layer

29

Dr. Cockburn’s Declaration

Reply, 14-15; APPLE-1032, ¶29; APPLE-1036

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

2010 Android “DatePicker”

29



The Zlider (and all of its components) overlay the 
underlying image

30Reply, 17; Pet., 40; APPLE-1005, 0:03 (annotated)

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
30



The Zlider (and its components) overlay the underlying 
image

31Reply, 13-19; APPLE-1005, 3:22 (modified); compare with APPLE-1001, FIG. 22

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Rebuttal
 to:

“To obtain institution, Petitioner unequivocally relied on paragraphs 24-26 for its 
interpretation of paragraph 23.”  Sur-reply, __.

Rebuttal
 to:

“The RROD Lacks a ‘Plurality of Markings in a Second Virtual Display Layer’ That is ‘Partially 
Translucent’ and ‘Appears to Have a Lesser Depth Than The First Virtual Display Layer.’”  
Sur-reply, 10

Partially 
translucent

Second virtual 
display layer 

appears to have 
a lesser depth 
than the first 
virtual display 

layer

Plurality of 
markings

First virtual 
display layer

31



Multiple sub-layers within a layer is not inconsistent 
with the ’580 Patent

32
DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Patent Owner’s Sur-reply

Sur-reply, 11-12; APPLE-1001, 68:4-9; APPLE-1005, 3:22 (modified); Reply, 18-19

Rebuttal
 to:

“To obtain institution, Petitioner unequivocally relied on paragraphs 24-26 for its 
interpretation of paragraph 23.”  Sur-reply, __.

Rebuttal
 to:

“Petitioner’s attempt to treat the pressure cursor as integral with the Zlider’s virtual display 
layer also conflicts with the ’580 Patent.”  Sur-reply, 11-12

’580 Patent

32



The Zlider’s Vernier is also shown to overlay the 
underlying image

33Pet., 54-55; APPLE-1005, 3:28 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Further evidence that the Zlider exists in a layer that appears at a less depth 
than the underlying image content

33



Issue 1B

34

It would have been obvious to make the 
entire Zlider translucent

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
34



Ramos Video and Ording both teach widget translucency

35

Ramos Video

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Ording

APPLE-1005, 3:16 (cropped); Pet., 19; Reply, 20
APPLE-1006, Abstract, [0045], FIG. 1; Pet., 22-25; Reply, 19

Rebuttal
 to:

“To obtain institution, Petitioner unequivocally relied on paragraphs 24-26 for its 
interpretation of paragraph 23.”  Sur-reply, __.

Rebuttal
 to:

“Petitioner Has Not Identified Any Credible Motivation to Combine Ording’s Semitransparent 
Overlay.”  Sur-reply, 2

35



The benefits of widget and user interface translucency 
were well-known

36

Brandis

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Hotelling

APPLE-1003, ¶66; APPLE-1025, [0077], [0094], [0101]; 
APPLE-1026, [0153], [0162]; Pet., 32-33

36



Smith’s arguments regarding inoperability ignore 
the level of ordinary skill of a POSITA

37
DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Patent Owner’s Response Dr. Cockburn’s Supplemental 
Declaration

POR, 19
Reply, 5-6; APPLE-1032, ¶¶20-24

37



Ramos Video shows modification of the 
transparency effects

38
DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Reply, 7-11; APPLE-1005, 
4:00, 4:03, 4:06

38



Issue 2

39

The “zoom operation” performed on the 
image content is not performed on the 

plurality of markings

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
39



Claim 1 recites performing “a zoom operation” on the first virtual 
display without performing “the zoom operation” on the markings

40
DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

’580 Patent, Claim 1 (excerpted)

APPLE-1001, 102:44-47 

[1l(i)] perform a zoom operation on the at least portion of the 
contents of the first virtual display layer without performing 
the zoom operation on the plurality of markings in the second 
virtual display layer, [1l(ii)] where the zoom operation 
correlates with the movement of the markings in the second 
virtual display layer, and [1l(i)] the at least portion of the 
second virtual display layer is at least partially translucent so 
that a result of the zoom operation on the at least portion of 
the contents of the first virtual display layer is visible through 
the at least portion of the second virtual display layer.

40



The independent claims recite “the zoom operation,” 
not “any zoom operation”

41
DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Reply, 23-24; APPLE-1001, 107:41-44, 109:15-28; see also id., 113:60-114:2, 116:24-34

’580 Patent, claim 22 (excerpted)

’580 Patent, claim 47

’580 Patent, claim 48

41



Ramos teaches “zooming” of image content and “adapt[ing] 
grid spacing” of Vernier

42
DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Pet., 62-72; Reply, 21-24

Ramos Paper Ramos Video

“The Zlider also displays a 
Vernier, which adapts its grid 

spacing depending on the 
widget’s current precision.”

APPLE-1004, 1, 3

“Here we see how a Zlider can 
be used to fluidly pan and zoom 

across an image.”

APPLE-1005, 3:06-3:20

APPLE-1005, 0:55-1:00

42



Adapting grid spacing of the Vernier is not a “zooming” function

43
DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Pet., 69; POR, 37-38; Reply, 23; APPLE-1032, ¶¶ 40-41

Petition Patent Owner’s Response

Adapt grid spacing ≠ the zoom operation

43



The Zlider causes a consistent x-y zoom on the underlying 
image content

44
DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Reply, 21-24; APPLE-1005, 3:17-3:20Ramos Video

44



The Zlider causes a consistent x-y zoom on the underlying 
image content

45
DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Reply, 21-24; APPLE-1005, 3:17-3:20Ramos Video

45



The changing of the spacing of the Vernier is not “the zoom 
operation” performed on the image content

46
DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Reply, 21-24; APPLE-1005, 3:17-3:20Ramos Video

APPLE-1005, 3:17 
(zoomed in 27.2x)

46



The changing of the spacing of the Vernier is not “the zoom 
operation” performed on the image content

47
DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Reply, 21-24

Ramos Video

APPLE-1005, 3:17 
(zoomed in 27.2x; cropped)

Adapting of 
grid lines 

from 3:17 to 
3:18 in 

Ramos Video

Zoom in on 
grid lines 

from 3:17 of 
Ramos Video

APPLE-1005, 3:18; 
Reply, 21-24

47



Ramos Video does not show that “the zoom 
operation” is also performed on the Vernier

48
DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Patent Owner’s Sur-reply

Sur-reply, 14-15; Reply, 21-24

Rebuttal
 to:

“To obtain institution, Petitioner unequivocally relied on paragraphs 24-26 for its 
interpretation of paragraph 23.”  Sur-reply, __.

Rebuttal
 to:

“When Image Content Is Zoomed, the ‘Zoom Operation Is Also Performed on the Zlider 
Markings.’  Sur-reply, 14

No zooming 
is performed 
on the Zlider 

markings

48



Issue 3

49

Hovering is an “aspect” and/or 
a “portion” of a touch

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
49



The ’580 Patent: Touch includes proximity and contact

50
DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Four “touch states” (from lowest 
to highest pressure level)

1. No touch
2. Light touch

3. Medium touch
4. Heavy touch

Pet., 47; Reply, 25-26

APPLE-1001, 52:57-63
APPLE-1001, 36:31-38

Lowest touch state (no touch) 
requires “some form of proximity”

APPLE-1001, 17:22-32

50



Jobs2 further supports Petitioner’s position

51
DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Reply, 26; APPLE-1001, 100:52-60; APPLE-1034, [1197]

’580 Patent

Jobs2

51



Jobs2 further supports Petitioner’s position

52
DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Reply, 26; APPLE-1034, [1192]-[1194], FIGS. 59A-C, 59E; APPLE-1032, ¶ 45

Jobs2

52



Smith’s expert did not consider Jobs2 or any other 
application referenced in the ’580 Patent

53
DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Reply, 26; APPLE-1033, 20:2-15, 20:17-22; EX2012

Dr. Mahon’s Declaration

No reference to Jobs2

Dr. Mahon’s Deposition

53



Dr. Cockburn explained that capacitive touch sensors 
do not require physical contact

54
DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Reply, 25-28; APPLE-1032, ¶¶ 44-45, 48

Dr. Cockburn’s Supplemental Declaration

54



Claim 1 recites an “aspect” and “portion” of touch

55
DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

APPLE-1001, 102:24-34’580 Patent, Claim 1 (excerpted)

Patent Owner’s Response POR, 40

[1g] detect, via the touch screen, at least a portion of touch on the [at] least one user 
interface element;
[1h] when an aspect of the touch is detected to surpass a threshold, display, via the 
touch screen, a plurality of markings in a second virtual display layer that appears to 
have a lesser depth than the first virtual display layer, 
[1i] where at least a portion of the second virtual display layer is at least partially 
translucent so that at least a portion of the contents of the first virtual display layer is 
visible through the at least portion of the second virtual display layer;

55



“detect[s] ... at least a portion of touch” 

56
DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Pet., 43-48; APPLE-1003, ¶¶79-82; APPLE-1004, 3; APPLE-1005, 0:14

Ramos Paper

Ramos Video

56



“when an aspect of the touch is detected to surpass a 
threshold, display … a plurality of markings”

57
DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Pet., 43-48; APPLE-1003, ¶¶79-82; APPLE-1005, 3:10, 3:11

Ramos Video

57



Issue 4

58

The Dependent Claims Are Obvious

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
58



Issue 4A

59

It would have been obvious to add a 
duration magnitude threshold per Ording 

(claims 9, 32, and 69)

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
59



Claims 9, 32, and 69

60

’580 Patent, Claim 9

APPLE-1001, 103:12-15; Reply, 32-33; POR, 53; Pet. 49-50
DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Petition Patent Owner’s Response

60



Using a duration threshold would have been obvious

Petitioner’s Reply Reply, 32-33

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Ording

Saponas APPLE-1020, [0033]

APPLE-1006, [0141]

61

61



Issue 4B

62

The “first touch” and “second touch” are 
part of the same single continuous gesture 
with constant contact (claims 29 and 65)

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
62



Claims 29 and 65

63

’580 Patent, Claim 22 (excerpted)

APPLE-1001, 107: 23-40, 108:3-5
DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

’580 Patent, Claim 29

63



RROD teaches a single continuous gesture including meeting a 
threshold proximity, contact, and touch movement

64

Petition

Pet., 47, 59-62, 88, 92; Reply, 31-32

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

“a touch” 
(first touch)

“another touch” 
(second touch)

64



RROD teaches a single continuous gesture including meeting a 
threshold proximity, contact, and touch movement

65

Ramos Video

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

1 2

34
Pet., 46-47, 61-62; APPLE-1005, 3:10-3:16 (cropped; annotated)

65



RROD teaches a single continuous gesture including meeting a 
threshold proximity, contact, and touch movement

66
DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Pet., 46-47, 61-62; APPLE-1005, 3:10-3:16 (cropped; annotated)

Rebuttal
 to:

“To obtain institution, Petitioner unequivocally relied on paragraphs 24-26 for its 
interpretation of paragraph 23.”  Sur-reply, __.

Rebuttal
 to:

“Ramos neither states nor depicts that the Zlider is designed to be used in a single unbroken 
press from Vernier invocation through parameter manipulation”  Sur-reply, 21

1 2

34

66



The Petition clearly maps the “touch” and “another touch”

67
DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Pet., 47 

Petition

Pet., 71-72; see id., 61-64

67



Issue 4C

68

A POSITA would have been motivated to 
modify the RROD with Hayward (claim 48)

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
68



Claim 48

69

’580 Patent, Claim 48

APPLE-1001, 109:29-38
DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Petition

69



Hayward teaches the use of a widget for adjusting 
image contrast

70
DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Hayward

Pet., 94-96; APPLE-1016, Abstract, [0067], FIGS. 10A-10C

70



A POSITA would have been motivated to modify RROD 
with Hayward

71
DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Ramos Paper

Pet., 96-99; APPLE-1004, 2; APPLE-1006, [0027], [0047]

Ording

71



A POSITA would have been motivated to modify RROD 
with Hayward

72
DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Patent Owner’s Sur-reply

Sur-reply, 24; Pet., 96-99; APPLE-1004, 2; Reply, 34

Rebuttal
 to:

“To obtain institution, Petitioner unequivocally relied on paragraphs 24-26 for its 
interpretation of paragraph 23.”  Sur-reply, __.

Rebuttal
 to:

“But Petitioner never identifies a shortcoming in Ramos that Hayward solves.”  Sur-reply, 24

Ramos Paper

Petitioner’s Reply

72



A POSITA would have been motivated to modify RROD 
with Hayward

73
DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Patent Owner’s Sur-reply

Sur-reply, 24; Pet., 94-96; APPLE-1016, Abstract, [0067] 

Rebuttal
 to:

“To obtain institution, Petitioner unequivocally relied on paragraphs 24-26 for its 
interpretation of paragraph 23.”  Sur-reply, __.

Rebuttal
 to:

“Substituting a location-independent gesture translation for Zliding would change the very 
mode of interaction, not optimize it.”  Sur-reply, 24

Hayward

73
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