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Overview: The ’581 Patent – The Challenge 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

• Challenged Claims: 1-3, 21, 29-31, 42-44, 54, 62-65

• Independent Claims 1/42 rise and fall together

• Dependent Claims 2/43, 21/54, 29/62, 30/63 argued



Overview: The ’581 Patent – Claim 1
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Three Claimed 
Scenarios



Overview: The ’581 Patent – Claim 1
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Pet. 4-5

First Scenario Second Scenario Third Scenario



Overview: The ’581 Patent – Claim 1
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Pet. 4-5

First Scenario

When Contact < 1st Duration,
Avoid Display (Do Nothing)



Overview: The ’581 Patent – Claim 1
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Pet. 4-5

Second Scenario

When Contact > 1st Duration &                   
____________.< 2nd Duration,
Replace 1st Page with 2nd Page



Overview: The ’581 Patent – Claim 1
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Pet. 4-5

Third Scenario

When Contact > 2nd Duration,
Feedback + Menu + Preview



Overview: The Prior Art References
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Blumenberg Bhumkar Griffin

Pet. 8-12



Overview: Blumenberg
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Pet. 8-12

EX1003 (Cockburn Dec.) Paras 58-64



Overview: Blumenberg

11

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Pet. 8-12

EX1003 (Cockburn Dec.) Paras 58-64
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Pet. 8-12

EX1003 (Cockburn Dec.) Paras 58-64
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Pet. 8-12

EX1003 (Cockburn Dec.) Paras 58-64



Overview: Blumenberg
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Pet. 8-12

EX1003 (Cockburn Dec.) Paras 58-64

Contact Duration

Selection Threshold Activation Threshold Expiry Threshold

-Inadvertent Contact

-No Selection or 

Display Change

-Display Link 

Information

-Contact Terminates, 

Navigate to Targeted 

Page

-Display Link 

Information

-Contact Terminates, 

Link Information 

Remains

-Remove Link 

Information



Overview: The Prior Art Combination
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Pet. 12

Pet. 14

Pet. 12-23



Overview: Petitioner’s Expert—Dr. Cockburn
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

• Reflects over 30 years of 

experience, including gesture-

based techniques for mobile 

device GUIs

• Provides detailed descriptions 

of a POSITA’s background 

knowledge and the state of the 

art (EX1003, ¶¶38-56)

• Buttressed by more than 30 

corroborating exhibitsCockburn Dec. (EX1003) Cockburn Supp. Dec. (EX1058)
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The First Claimed Scenario

Avoiding Display of Any Operation When the 
Contact Is Less Than a First Duration 

(Elements [1.m] and [42.h])

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 



1st Scenario [1.m] – Blumenberg Renders Obvious 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Pet. 34-35

Reply 2-4

Pet. 34-35



1st Scenario [1.m] – Blumenberg Renders Obvious 

19

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Pet. 34-35; Reply 2-4

EX1004 (Blumenberg) [0034]

EX1004 (Blumenberg) [0049]

Blumenberg Teaches Disregarding 
Inadvertent Contact

Blumenberg (EX1004)



1st Scenario [1.m] – Blumenberg Renders Obvious 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Pet. 34-35; Reply 2-4

Cockburn Dec. (EX1003)

EX1003 (Cockburn Dec.) Para. 118

Blumenberg Teaches Disregarding 
Inadvertent Contact



1st Scenario [1.m] – Blumenberg Renders Obvious 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Pet. 34-35; Reply 2-4 EX1058 (Cockburn Supp. Dec.) Para. 38

Blumenberg Teaches Disregarding 
Inadvertent Contact

Cockburn Supp. Dec. (EX1058)



1st Scenario [1.m] – Blumenberg-Griffin Render Obvious
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Pet. 34-35; Reply 2-4

Griffin (EX1006)

Griffin Teaches Disregarding 
Inadvertent Contact



1st Scenario [1.m] – Blumenberg-Griffin Render Obvious
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Pet. 34-35

Reply 2-4

Pet. 35



1st Scenario [1.m] – Blumenberg-Griffin Render Obvious
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Pet. 34-35; Reply 2-4

Cockburn Supp. Dec. (EX1058)
EX1058 (Cockburn Supp. Dec.) Para. 44

Rebuttal
 to:

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

Rebuttal to: “Blumenberg already solves that problem by permitting a user to lock the screen.” POR at 37.



1st Scenario [1.m] – Blumenberg-Griffin Render Obvious

25

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Pet. 34-35; Reply 2-4

Rebuttal
 to:

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

Rebuttal to: “Griffin Confirms That Other Display Operations Occur Before a First Threshold.” Sur-Reply at 11-12.

Griffin (EX1006)

Griffin’s Alternative “Example” Does 
Not Override the Petition’s Analysis

EX1006 (Griffin) [0034]
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The Second Claimed Scenario

Replacing the Current Webpage With the Hyperlink 
Identified Webpage When the Contact Is Greater Than 
the First Duration and Less Than a Second Duration 

(Elements [1.n] and [42.i])

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 



2nd Scenario [1.n] – Blumenberg Renders Obvious 

27

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Pet. 36-39

Reply 7-9

Pet. 37-38



2nd Scenario [1.n] – Blumenberg Renders Obvious 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Pet. 36-39; Reply 7-9

Blumenberg (EX1004)

EX1004 (Blumenberg) [0051]

Blumenberg Teaches Contact Durations



2nd Scenario [1.n] – Blumenberg Renders Obvious 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Pet. 36-39

Reply 7-9

Reply, 7-8



2nd Scenario [1.n] – Blumenberg Renders Obvious 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Pet. 36-39

Reply 7-9
Rebuttal

 to:

“To obtain institution, Petitioner unequivocally relied on paragraphs 24-26 for its 
interpretation of paragraph 23.”  Sur-reply, __.Rebuttal to: “The final sentence expressly states that the duration compared to ‘the first predetermined threshold’ is 

the time period ‘the link information was displayed’ before breaking contact.” Sur-Reply at 12.

Cockburn Supp. Dec. (EX1058)



2nd Scenario [1.n] – Blumenberg Renders Obvious 
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Pet. 36-39; Reply 7-9

Davis Dec. (EX2001)
EX2001 (Davis Dec.) Para. 46

EX2001 (Davis Dec.) Para. 41

EX2001 (Davis Dec.) Para. 42

Blumenberg Teaches Contact Durations



2nd Scenario [1.n] – Blumenberg-Griffin Render Obvious

32

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Pet. 36-39; Reply 7-9 EX1058 (Cockburn Supp. Dec.) Para. 51

Cockburn Supp. Dec. (EX1058)

Griffin Teaches Contact Durations



2nd Scenario [1.n] – Blumenberg-Griffin Render Obvious
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Pet. 36-39; Reply 7-9

Pet. 22-23;

see also 12-13



2nd Scenario [1.n] – Blumenberg-Griffin Render Obvious

34

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Pet. 36-39; Reply 7-9

Griffin Teaches Contact Durations

Griffin (EX1006)

EX1006 (Griffin) [0032]
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The Third Claimed Scenario

Outputting Tactile Feedback Displaying a Menu, and 
Displaying a Portion of the Hyperlink Identified 

Webpage When the Contact Is Greater Than the 
Second Duration (Elements [1.o] and [42.j])

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 



3rd Scenario [1.o] – Claim Construction

36

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Pet. 49-53

Reply 11-19Third Scenario

“When” Contact > 2nd Duration
Feedback + Menu + Preview

Disputed Claim Term



3rd Scenario [1.o] – Claim Construction

37

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Pet. 49-53

Reply 11-19

Petitioner Patent Owner

Plain meaning—

• “[A] basic when-then relationship . . . 

between the stated touch condition at 

Elements [1.o.i]-[1.o.v] and the stated 

functionality at Elements [1.o.vi]-[1.o.viii].”
Pet. 52

• “When the claimed touch contact limitations 

are met, the claimed functions must be 

performed.  Nothing more, nothing less.”
Reply 17

“A POSITA would understand 

that language to require 

programming logic to determine 

when all recited preconditions in 

a limitation are met and, in 

response to that determination 

trigger performance of the 

recited action.” 
PO Resp. 13

The Parties’ Positions on “When”



3rd Scenario [1.o] – Claim Construction
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Pet. 49-53

Reply 11-19

Issue Roadmap



3rd Scenario [1.o] – Claim Construction
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Pet. 49-53

Reply 11-19



3rd Scenario [1.o] – Claim Construction
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Pet. 49-53

Reply 11-19

Surrounding 

Independent Claim 

Language

EX1001 (581 Pat.) Claim 1 (Element [1.o])



3rd Scenario [1.o] – Claim Construction

41

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Pet. 49-53

Reply 11-19

Dependent Claims 
EX1001 (581 Pat.) Claim 3

EX1001 (581 Pat.) Claim 41

Dependent Claims Add 
Temporal Limitations



3rd Scenario [1.o] – Claim Construction

42

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Pet. 49-53

Reply 11-19

EX1001 (581 Pat.) 2:3-17

Specification 

No lexicography for “when”

Additional temporal 
limitation—”subsequently”

EX1001 (581 Pat.) 4:62-67

EX1001 (581 Pat.) 11:11-18



3rd Scenario [1.o] – Claim Construction
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Pet. 49-53

Reply 11-19

Specification 

EX1001 (581 Pat.) 14:21-25

No Specific Logical or 
Causal Limitations



3rd Scenario [1.o] – Claim Construction

44

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Pet. 49-53

Reply 11-19

EX1057 (Parent App.) p.11 (dependent claim 26)

Prosecution History 

of Related Patent
Dependent Claim Adds 

“Only” Limitation

EX1057 (Parent App.)

EX1057 (Parent App.) p.9 (independent claim 16)



3rd Scenario [1.o] – Claim Construction

45

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Pet. 49-53

Reply 11-19

Dictionary Definitions

No Definitional 
Causal Limitation

EX1056

EX1055



3rd Scenario [1.o] – Claim Construction

46

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Pet. 49-53

Reply 11-19

Dr. Cockburn Direct 

Testimony

Cockburn Supp. Dec. (EX1058)



3rd Scenario [1.o] – Claim Construction

47

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Pet. 49-53

Reply 11-19

Dr. Mahon Cross-

Examination 

Testimony

Mahon Depo. (EX1053)

Patent Owner’s Dr. Mahon Agrees: No 
“Particular Way” Is Required

EX1053 40:1-4

EX1053 58:12-19



3rd Scenario [1.o] – Blumenberg Renders Obvious Under Patent Owner’s Construction 

48

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Pet. 49; see also 9-10, 49

Pet. 49-53

Reply 11-19
1

st
  In Response To 

Mapping



3rd Scenario [1.o] – Blumenberg Renders Obvious Under Patent Owner’s Construction 

49

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Reply 17-18

Pet. 49-53

Reply 11-19
1

st
  In Response To 

Mapping
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Pet. 49-53; Reply 11-19 EX1003 (Cockburn Dec.) Para. 65 (annotating EX1004 (Blumenberg), Figure 5C)

Continued Display of “Link Information” 
Caused by Maintaining Contact

Cockburn Dec. (EX1003)

3rd Scenario [1.o] – Blumenberg Renders Obvious Under Patent Owner’s Construction 

1
st
  In Response To 

Mapping
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Pet. 49-53; Reply 11-19

3rd Scenario [1.o] – Blumenberg Renders Obvious Under Patent Owner’s Construction 

Rebuttal
 to:

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

Rebuttal to: “The display’s continuation at and beyond the ‘activation threshold is merely an artifact of its earlier 

action—not a result of meeting the claimed preconditions.” Sur-Reply at 18.

Continued Display of “Link Information” 
Caused by Maintaining Contact

Cockburn Supp. Dec. (EX1058)

EX1058 (Cockburn Supp. Dec.) Para. 65
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

3rd Scenario [1.o] – Blumenberg Renders Obvious Under Patent Owner’s Construction 

Pet. 49-53

Reply 11-19

Pet. 52-53

2
nd

  In Response To 

Mapping
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Motivation to Combine

Applying Bhumkar’s Teachings on Menu Options

for Interfacing With a Webpage Preview in the

Context of Blumenberg’s Web Browser

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 



Pet. 12

Pet. 14 54

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Motivation to Combine Blumenberg and Bhumkar
Pet. 12-18

Reply 22-26



Multiple Motivation Rationales Support 
the Combination
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Motivation to Combine Blumenberg and Bhumkar
Pet. 12-18

Reply 22-26

Reply iii
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Motivation to Combine Blumenberg and Bhumkar

2nd Motivation: A POSITA Would Have Known That 
Bhumkar’s Menu Would Predictably Improve Blumenberg

Cockburn Dec. (EX1003)

Pet. 12-18

Reply 22-24
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Motivation to Combine Blumenberg and Bhumkar

2nd Motivation: A POSITA Would Have Known That 
Bhumkar’s Menu Would Predictably Improve Blumenberg

Cockburn Supp. Dec. (EX1058)

Pet. 12-18

Reply 22-24
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Motivation to Combine Blumenberg and Bhumkar

2nd Motivation: A POSITA Would Have Known That 
Bhumkar’s Menu Would Predictably Improve Blumenberg

Pet. 12-18

Reply 22-24

EX1003 (Cockburn Dec.) Paras. 28-46
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Motivation to Combine Blumenberg and Bhumkar

2nd Motivation: A POSITA Would Have Known That 
Bhumkar’s Menu Would Predictably Improve Blumenberg

Cockburn Supp. Dec. (EX1058)

Pet. 12-18

Reply 22-24
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Motivation to Combine Blumenberg and Bhumkar

Bhumkar Is Not Limited to Previews That Include a Fully
Functioning Webpage

Cockburn Supp. Dec. (EX1058)

Pet. 12-18

Reply 22-24
Rebuttal

 to:

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

Rebuttal to: “The record contains no showing that the proposed combination would yield any meaningful functional 

benefit without converting Blumenberg’s preview into a functioning browser window.” Sur-Reply at 24.

EX1008 (Bhumkar) Abstract
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Motivation to Combine Blumenberg and Bhumkar

Bhumkar Is Not Limited to Previews That Include a Fully
Functioning Webpage

Pet. 12-18

Reply 22-24
Rebuttal

 to:

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

Rebuttal to: “The record contains no showing that the proposed combination would yield any meaningful functional 

benefit without converting Blumenberg’s preview into a functioning browser window.” Sur-Reply at 24.

Cockburn Supp. Dec. (EX1058)
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