
Apple Inc. (Petitioner)
v. 

Smith Interface Technologies, LLC (Patent 
Owner)

1

Petitioner Demonstratives

Case Nos. IPR2024-01115, IPR2024-01116, IPR2024-01119

U.S. Patent No. 10,656,754

Before Hon. Miriam L. Quinn, Sharon Fenick, and Brian P. Murphy

Administrative Patent Judges

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

1

APPLE 1028 
Apple v. Smith Interface 

IPR2024-01115, -01116, -01119



Table of Contents

3Overview of the Instituted Grounds

5Background Info: The ‘754 Patent and Prior Art 

11Issue 1: Ahn-Chaudhri Renders Progressively Blurring Obvious

121A: Ahn and Chaudhri-842 Both Teach the Menu Following the User’s Finger

221B: Motivation to Combine with Chaudhri-842

30Issue 2: Shiplacoff Renders Varying the Speed of Displayed Cards Obvious

40Issue 3: Claims 2 and 208 Rely Upon the Same Menu Opening Gesture

50Issue 4: Dependent Claims

514A: Dependent claims 27, 186, 230

584B: Dependent claims 37, 64, 75-79, 187, 189, and 223

624C: Dependent claims 67-74, 197, 201-204, and 216 

644D: Dependent claims 199 and 210

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

2



3

Overview of the Instituted Grounds

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

3



Overview of the Instituted Grounds

4-01115 Pet., 1; -01116 Pet., 1; -01119 Pet., 1

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

IPR2024-01115

IPR2024-01116

IPR2024-01119

4



5

Background Info: The ‘754 Patent and Prior Art

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

5



Exemplary Claim 2 of the ’754 Patent
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Exemplary Claim 1 of the ’754 Patent
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Ahn
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APPLE-1004, FIGS. 3A, 4B, 11

-01115 Pet., 9, 11
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Chaudhri-842
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APPLE-1005, FIG. 6, [0006], [0048], [0079]
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Shiplacoff
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Issue 1
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Issue 1A

12

Ahn and Chaudhri-842 Both Teach 

the Menu Following the User’s Finger

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

12



Ahn’s Menu Follows the User’s Finger
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Ahn’s Menu Follows the User’s Finger
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Chaudhri-842 Teaches Graphic Follows the User’s Finger
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APPLE-1005, FIGS. 5A-5B
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Chaudhri-842 Teaches Graphic Follows the User’s Finger
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Purpose of Ahn and Chaudhri-842 Graphics the Same
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APPLE-1005, FIGS. 5A-5B

-01115 Pet., 34-35; Reply, 4-6

Chaudhri-842

Ahn
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Ahn and Chaudhri-842 Teachings 
Consistent with Broader Prior Art
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APPLE-1011, FIG. 21

Reply, 7
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Ahn and Chaudhri-842 Teachings 
Consistent with Broader Prior Art
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APPLE-1010, [0052]

Reply, 7

Nan

19



Petition Relied Upon Obviousness
Based on Ahn and Chaudhri-842

20
-01115 Pet. 33-34
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Rebuttal

to:

“To obtain institution, Petitioner unequivocally relied on paragraphs 24-26 for its 

interpretation of paragraph 23.”  Sur-reply, __.
Rebuttal

to:

“As there is no motivation/modification for sliding Ahn’s menu before a gesture is completed, 

Petitioner cannot establish obviousness.”  Sur-reply, 5-8

20



Petition Relied Upon Obviousness
Based on Ahn and Chaudhri-842
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Rebuttal

to:

“To obtain institution, Petitioner unequivocally relied on paragraphs 24-26 for its 

interpretation of paragraph 23.”  Sur-reply, __.
Rebuttal

to:

“As there is no motivation/modification for sliding Ahn’s menu before a gesture is completed, 

Petitioner cannot establish obviousness.”  Sur-reply, 5-8
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Motivation to Combine with Chaudhri-842
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Ahn’s Menu Blurs Underlying UI Object
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APPLE-1004, FIGS. 3A, 4B

-01116 Pet., 12, 36
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Chaudhri-842 Teaches Transition in Optical Intensity During 
UI Transitions

24

APPLE-1005, FIG. 6, [0006], [0048], [0079]

-01116 Pet., 14
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Petition’s Unrebutted Motivation
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-01116 Pet., 19
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Motivations Taught by Chaudhri-842
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-01116 Pet., 21
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Motivations Taught by Chaudhri-842
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APPLE-1005, [0054], [0062], [0085]

-01116 Pet., 17-18
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Testimony Regarding Limited Number of Ways to Implement 
the Blurring Taught by Ahn Unrebutted By Evidence
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Rebuttal

to:

“To obtain institution, Petitioner unequivocally relied on paragraphs 24-26 for its 

interpretation of paragraph 23.”  Sur-reply, __.
Rebuttal

to:

“There are numerous ways to ‘blur’ an object that are not progressively as a function of the 

user’s gesture.”  Sur-reply, 10-11.

Apple’s Expert’s Declaration Smith’s Expert’s Declaration
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PO Waived Argument Rebutting Number of Ways to Blur
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Rebuttal

to:

“To obtain institution, Petitioner unequivocally relied on paragraphs 24-26 for its 

interpretation of paragraph 23.”  Sur-reply, __.
Rebuttal
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“There are numerous ways to ‘blur’ an object that are not progressively as a function of the 

user’s gesture.”  Sur-reply, 10-11.

POR Sur-Reply
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Issue 2
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Shiplacoff Renders Varying the Speed of 
Displayed Cards Obvious
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Shiplacoff Teaches Varying Speed of User Input to Drag Card
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-01119 Pet., 45

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

31



Shiplacoff Teaches Varying Speed of User Input to Drag Card
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APPLE-1003, ¶361

-01119 Pet., 46
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Testimony of Apple’s Expert (Dr. Terveen)
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Shiplacoff Teaches Varying Speed of User Input to Drag Card
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APPLE-1013, [0104], [0106]

Pet., 46
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Shiplacoff Teaches Varying Speed of User Input to Drag Card
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APPLE-1023, ¶42

Reply, 25-26

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Testimony of Apple’s Expert (Dr. Terveen)
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Shiplacoff Teaches Other Cards “Snap” Into Position
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Pet., 48-49; Reply 21-23

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Testimony of Dr. Terveen

Shiplacoff
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Prior Art Confirms “Snap” Is Fast
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SMITH-2014, [0098]

Reply 23-24
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Patent Owner’s Jaeger Reference
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Prior Art Confirms “Snap” Is Fast
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Reply 24-25
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Hoover
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Dr. Terveen’s Position on Movement
of Card 901B Consistent Throughout Proceeding 
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Reply 26-27
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Dr. Terveen’s Position on Movement
of Card 901B Consistent Throughout Proceeding 
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SMITH-2009, 23:9-17

Reply 27-28
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Dr. Terveen’s Deposition Testimony
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Issue 3
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Dependent Claim 208
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Dependent Claim 208

41-01119 Pet., 50-68
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Where the Petition’s Mapping with Respect to Independent 
Claim 2 Changed, the Petition Explained Those Changes

42-01119 Pet., 50-51
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Shiplacoff’s Card Mode Acts as One of Ahn’s Menus
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

43



The “At Least One Other Object,” Ahn’s Clock Widget, Is Still 
Blurred in the Same Manner as Described for Claim 2

44-01119 Pet., 66; Reply, 35
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The “Window” On Which Shiplacoff’s
Multi-Tasking Menu is Displayed is Translucent, Per Ahn

45APPLE-1023, ¶60; Reply, 36-37
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Multi-Tasking Menu is Displayed is Translucent, Per Ahn
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Shiplacoff’s Transition Effect Results in Progressive Blurring
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APPLE-1013, [0124], [0094]

Reply, 33-34
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The “Gesture” of Claims 2 and 208 Is
Ahn’s “Touch-and-Drag” Operation to Open a Menu

48-01119 Pet., 24-26
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Starting from Shiplacoff’s Full-Screen Mode Consistent with 
Requirements of Independent Claim 2
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Issue 4
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Other Dependent Claims
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Issue 4A
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Dependent claims 27, 186, 230
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Apple’s Arguments with Respect to Dependent Claims 27, 
186, and 230 Are Consistent with Claim 2 Mapping

52-01116 Pet., 40-53, 68; Reply, 16-21
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Claim 27

Claim 186

Claim 230
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Apple’s Arguments with Respect to Dependent Claims 27, 
186, and 230 Are Consistent with Claim 2 Mapping
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APPLE-1004, FIG. 16

-01116 Pet., 40-41
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Apple’s Arguments with Respect to Dependent Claims 27, 
186, and 230 Are Consistent with Claim 2 Mapping
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SMITH-2008, 39:15-40:10

Reply, 18-19
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Apple’s Arguments with Respect to Dependent Claims 27, 
186, and 230 Are Consistent with Claim 2 Mapping
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APPLE-1011, FIG. 50

Reply, 19-20
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Apple’s Arguments with Respect to Dependent Claims 27, 
186, and 230 Are Consistent with Claim 2 Mapping

56

APPLE-1025, 28:37-62

Reply, 17
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Apple’s Arguments with Respect to Dependent Claims 27, 
186, and 230 Are Consistent with Claim 2 Mapping
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APPLE-1026, 10:65-11:7

Reply, 17
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Issue 4B
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Dependent claims 37, 64, 75-79, 187, 189, and 
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Example Dependent Claims 37 and 64
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Claim 37

Claim 64
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Smith’s Arguments for Dependent Claims 37 and 64

60POR, 61, 63
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Claim 37

Claim 64

60



Smith’s Arguments Assume Combination Must Implement 
Ahn’s Menu Items Exactly as Taught in Ahn
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Issue 4C
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Dependent claims 67-74, 197, 201-204, and 
216  
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Smith’s Arguments Regarding Certain Dependent Claims 
Rely Upon Same Disproven Arguments
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Issue 4D
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Dependent claims 199 and 210 
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Dependent Claims 199 and 210
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Smith’s Arguments Regarding Certain Dependent Claims Are 
Not Consistent with the Full Breadth of the Combination
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APPLE-1023, ¶65
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