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Overview

• Technology Overview

• Cited References

 No Disclosure of Haptic Feedback Responsive to the 
Recited Precondition 

 Petitioner’s Mapping Combines Unrelated Disclosures 
Without Justification 

 None of Petitioner’s Five Slide/Swipe Gesture Theories 
Meet the Claims
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Technology Overview
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Patent Owner Response

Technology Overview: Multi-Part Pattern-Based Gestures
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POR at 7



Technology Overview: Multi-Part Pattern-Based Gestures
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POR at 9 (citing EX2007, FIG. 24)

Patent Owner Response

Patent Owner Response

POR at 9 (citing EX2007, FIG. 24)



Patent Owner Response

’212 Patent
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POR at 10



’212 Patent
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’212 Patent, Claim 1

[1.pre] A non-transitory computer-readable media storing computer instructions that; when executed by at least one processor of a mobile device 
including a touch screen, a memory, and an actuator coupled to the at least one processor; cause the mobile device to: 

[1.a] display indicia associated with an application, utilizing the touch screen;

[1.b] when a first duration of a touch being applied to the touch screen is detected as ceasing in connection with the indicia, perform an operation;

[1.c] when a second duration of the touch, that is different than the first duration of the touch, being applied to the touch screen is detected in 
connection with the indicia after the first duration is detected without the ceasing, output feedback that is perceptible by touch, utilizing the 
actuator;

[1.d] when the second duration of the touch being applied to the touch screen is detected in connection with the indicia after the first duration 
of the touch is detected without the ceasing, display at least one menu including a plurality of particular actions;

[1.e] when a selection touch being applied to the touch screen is detected in connection with at least one of the particular actions of the at least one 
menu after the second duration of the touch being applied to the touch screen is detected in connection with the indicia after the first duration of 
the touch is detected without the ceasing, perform the at least one particular action; and

[1.f] when a slide or swipe gesture being applied to the touch screen is detected after the second duration of the touch being applied to the 
touch screen is detected in connection with the indicia after the first duration of the touch is detected without the ceasing, change at least one 
aspect of the display of the at least one menu.
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Cited References
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Hotelling
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EX1004, p. 1

EX1004, [0068]-[0069]; POR at 17-18

EX1004, [0009]; POR at 17



Hotelling
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EX1004, FIG. 18; POR at 19

EX1004, [0085]; POR at 19

Hotelling discloses a “main menu GUI” to access “selected functional[ity],” such that “[b]y keeping different 
functionalities distinct, user confusion may be reduced.”

POR at 19-20 (citing EX1004, [0085], [0091])



Hotelling
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EX1004, FIG. 27A; POR at 21-22

EX1004, FIG. 11; POR at 20

EX1004, [0077]; POR at 20

EX1004, [0151]; POR at 21



Hotelling
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EX1004, [0161]; POR at 18

EX1004, [0163]; POR at 18

Hotelling discloses a “haptics mechanism” to “enhance the feel of actuating a GUI element.”
POR at 18.



Martyn
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EX1005, p. 1
POR at 25 (citing EX1005, FIGs. 1-2 (annotated))

POR at 23



Cho
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EX1006, p. 1

Pet. at 11

• Cho is cited by the Petition only for several Limitation 
[1.f] theories and dependent claims that rely on the 
same theories.

• See Pet. at 36-40, 46-0.



Petition’s Theory – Hotelling-Martyn-Cho

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 18

Pet. at 13 Pet. at 27

Combine:
1. Hotelling’s main menu GUI;
2. Hotelling’s music player touch vocabulary input gesture;
3. Hotelling’s generic disclosure of haptic feedback;
4. Martyn’s context menu.
5. Cho’s information window manipulation

See Sur-Reply at 3, 10; Pet. at 13-20



No Disclosure of Haptic Feedback 
Responsive to the Recited Precondition 
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Limitations [1.c], [16.h], [84.d] 
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EX1004, [0161]; POR at 28

Dr. Madisetti Declaration

EX2005, ¶56; POR at 28-29

’212 Patent, Claim 1

[1.c] when a second duration of the touch … is detected without the ceasing, output feedback that is 
perceptible by touch, utilizing the actuator



Limitations [1.c], [16.h], [84.d] 
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EX1004, [0163]; POR at 29

’212 Patent, Claim 1

[1.c] when a second duration of the touch … is detected without the ceasing, output feedback that is 
perceptible by touch, utilizing the actuator

Dr. Madisetti Declaration

EX2005, ¶56; POR at 28-29



Limitations [1.c], [16.h], [84.d] 
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EX1004, [0161]; POR at 30

’212 Patent, Claim 1

[1.c] when a second duration of the touch … is detected without the ceasing, output feedback that is 
perceptible by touch, utilizing the actuator

Dr. Madisetti Declaration

EX2005, ¶59; POR at 30-31



Limitations [1.c], [16.h], [84.d] 
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’212 Patent, Claim 1

[1.c] when a second duration of the touch … is detected without the ceasing, output feedback that is 
perceptible by touch, utilizing the actuator

EX1004, [0158]; POR at 30

Dr. Madisetti Declaration

EX2005, ¶60; POR at 30-31



Limitations [1.c], [16.h], [84.d] 
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’212 Patent, Claim 1

[1.c] when a second duration of the touch … is detected without the ceasing, output feedback that is 
perceptible by touch, utilizing the actuator

EX1004, [0159]; POR at 30

Dr. Madisetti Declaration

EX2005, ¶61; POR at 30-31



Petitioner’s Mapping
Combines Unrelated Disclosures

Without Justification 
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Limitations [1.d], [16.i], [84.e] 
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Pet. at 27

EX1004, [0151]; POR at 37 EX1004, [0085]; POR at 37

’212 Patent, Claim 1

[1.d] when the second duration of the touch … is detected … display at least one menu including a 
plurality of particular actions;

EX1004, FIG. 18; POR at 37



Limitations [1.d], [16.i], [84.e] 
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EX1004, FIG. 18; POR at 37.

’212 Patent, Claim 1

[1.d] when the second duration of the touch … is detected … display at least one menu including a 
plurality of particular actions;

EX1004, FIG. 11; POR at 39.

Dr. Madisetti Declaration

EX2005, ¶68; POR at 37

EX2005, ¶69; POR at 39-40



Limitations [1.d], [16.i], [84.e] 
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’212 Patent, Claim 1

[1.d] when the second duration of the touch … is detected … display at least one menu including a 
plurality of particular actions;

EX1004, FIGs. 1C, 11; POR at 42.

Dr. Madisetti Declaration

EX2005, ¶85; POR at 42



Limitations [1.d], [16.i], [84.e] 
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’212 Patent, Claim 1

[1.d] when the second duration of the touch … is detected … display at least one menu including a 
plurality of particular actions;

EX1004, FIG. 9 (modified); POR at 44.

Dr. Madisetti Declaration

EX2005, ¶86; POR at 42-43



Limitations [1.d], [16.i], [84.e] 
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EX2006, 89:18-90:13

Dr. Cockburn Deposition

EX2006, 18:19-19:2

Dr. Cockburn Deposition

’212 Patent, Claim 1

[1.d] when the second duration of the touch … is detected … display at least one menu including a 
plurality of particular actions;



Limitations [1.d], [16.i], [84.e] 
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Patent Owner Response

’212 Patent, Claim 1

[1.d] when the second duration of the touch … is detected … display at least one menu including a 
plurality of particular actions;

POR at 36 



Petition’s [1.d] Mapping

Limitations [1.d], [16.i], [84.e] 
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’212 Patent, Claim 1

[1.d] when the second duration of the touch … is detected … display at least one menu including a 
plurality of particular actions;

Petition’s Combination

Pet. at 13 Pet. at 26-27



Limitations [1.d], [16.i], [84.e] 
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Reply at 10-11.

Not cited or argued in Petition pp. 29-31 (Element [1.d]).

Not cited or argued in Petition pp. 29-31 (Element [1.d]).

Not cited or argued in Petition pp. 29-31 (Element [1.d]).

Not cited or argued in Petition pp. 29-31 (Element [1.d]).

Petitioner’s Reply Brief



None of Petitioner’s Five Slide/Swipe 
Gesture Theories Meet the Claims
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Limitations [1.f], [16.k], [84.g] 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 35

Pet. at 33-40, 45-52

Claim Limitation [1.f] 15 59 60 61 62 63 64

Theory 1: Martyn’s highlighting X X X

Theory 2: Hotelling’s swipe to “back out a folder” X X X X

Theory 3: Cho’s scrolling X X X

Theory 4: Cho’s window re-sizing X X X X

Theory 5: Cho’s window dismissal X X X X X

The Petition maps each of five theories to the various dependent claims as shown in the chart below:

’212 Patent, Claim 1

[1.f] when a slide or swipe gesture … is detected after the second duration … change at least one aspect of 
the display of at least one menu



Limitations [1.f], [16.k], [84.g] – Theory 1 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 36

EX1005, [0018]; POR at 49

Dr. Madisetti Declaration

EX2005, ¶94; POR at 49-50EX1005, FIG. 1; POR at 49



Limitations [1.f], [16.k], [84.g] – Theory 1 

37

Dr. Madisetti Declaration

EX2005, ¶93; POR at 49

EX2005, ¶95; POR at 50

EX1005, [0017]; POR at 49

EX1005, [0007]; Sur-Reply at 14

EX1005, [0016]; POR at 49



Limitations [1.f], [16.k], [84.g] – Theory 2 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 38

EX1004, FIG. 27A; POR at 51

Dr. Madisetti Declaration

EX2005, ¶97; POR at 51



Limitations [1.f], [16.k], [84.g] – Theory 3 
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EX1005, FIG. 3; POR at 53

EX1005, [0015]; POR at 54

Dr. Madisetti Declaration

EX2005, ¶100; POR at 53

EX2005, ¶99; POR at 52-53



Limitations [1.f], [16.k], [84.g] – Theory 3 
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EX2006, 89:18-90:13

POR at 25 (citing EX1005, FIG. 2 (annotated))

EX1005, [0021]

Dr. Cockburn Deposition



Limitations [1.f], [16.k], [84.g] – Theory 4 
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Dr. Madisetti Declaration

EX2005, ¶103; POR at 56

POR at 25 (citing EX1005, FIG. 2 (annotated))

EX1005, [0021]



Limitations [1.f], [16.k], [84.g] – Theory 5 
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EX1005, [0020]-[0022]; POR at 57-58

EX1005, [0023]; POR at 58

Dr. Madisetti Declaration

EX2005, ¶105; POR at 57-58



Additional Slides
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“Claim Construction”
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Petitioner’s Reply Brief

Reply at 2

Sur-Reply at 2-3

PO’s Sur-Reply Brief



Petitioner’s Attacks on Dr. Madisetti are Without Merit
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Sur-Reply at 22

Sur-Reply at 22

Dr. Madisetti Deposition

EX1059, 55:16-22
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