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1. An apparatus for providing a secure transaction, the 
apparatus comprising:

an image capture device configured to capture an image, 
the image having information embedded therein including 
information relating to a transaction;

a memory configured to store predetermined information;

an input unit configured to receive input information 
provided by a user; 

a processor configured to:

verify the user based on the input information to 
ensure that the user is authorized to use the 
apparatus; and

generate an output based on the information 
embedded in the image and the predetermined 
information; and

an output unit configured to forward the output generated 
by the processor, 

wherein the output includes a digital signature to be used to 
signify authorization by the user with respect to the 
transaction.

19. An apparatus for providing a secure transaction, the 
apparatus comprising:

an image capture device configured to capture an image, 
the image having information embedded therein;

a memory configured to store predetermined location;

an input unit configured to receive input information 
provided by a user; a processor configured to:

verify the user based on the input information to 
ensure that the user is authorized to use the 
apparatus; and

generate an output based on the information 
embedded in the image and the predetermined 
information; and

an output unit configured to forward the output 
generated by the processor, 

wherein the output unit includes control logic configured to 
forward the output using a message delivery protocol.

23. A method of providing secure transaction, the method 
comprising:
configuring a portable device to:

capture an image, the image having information embedded 
therein, the information embedded in the image including 
information relating to a transaction;

store predetermined information;

receive input information provided by a user;

verify the user based on the input information to ensure 
that the user is authorized to use the portable device;

generate an output based on the information embedded in 
the image and the predetermined information; and
forward the generated output to the user,

wherein the output includes a digital signature to be used to 
signify authorization by the user with respect to the 
transaction.



Claim Term: “image capture device configured to capture an image”
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Claim Term: “information embedded in the image” 
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Claim Term: “information embedded in the image” 
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What is a barcode scanner?
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What is an image capture device?
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Wang’s Barcode Scanner is not an
“image capture device configured to capture an image”
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Wang’s OCR Reader is not an “image capture device configured to capture an image, 
the image having information embedded therein”

"DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT - NOT EVIDENCE" 9

POR, 33

Sur-Reply, 7-8



The Petition Alleges that Wang’s barcode information is 
“information embedded in the image”

"DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT - NOT EVIDENCE" 10

Petition, 55-56

Petition, 46 Petition, 40



Petitioner Never Alleges In the Petition that Human Readable Text is the 
“information embedded in the image”
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“In an [inter partes review], the petitioner has the 
burden from the onset to show with particularity 
why the patent it challenges is unpatentable.” 
Harmonic Inc. v. Avid Tech., Inc., 815 F.3d 1356, 1363 
(Fed. Cir. 2016) (citing 35 U.S.C. § 312(a)(3) 
(requiring inter partes review petitions to identify 
“with particularity . . . the evidence that supports 
the grounds for the challenge to each claim”)) 
(emphasis added). This burden never shifts to 
Patent Owner. See Dynamic Drinkware, LLC v. Nat’l
Graphics, Inc., 800 F.3d 1375, 1378 (Fed. Cir. 2015).

“It is of the utmost importance that petitioners in the IPR 
proceedings adhere to the requirement that the initial petition 
identify with particularity the evidence that supports the 
grounds for the challenge to each claim.”
Wasica Fin. GmbH v. Cont’l Auto. Sys., Inc., 853 F.3d 1272, 1286 
(Fed. Cir. 2017) 

“[W]e find no support for the PTO’s position that the Board is 
free to adopt arguments on behalf of petitioners that could 
have been, but were not, raised by the petitioner during an 
IPR.”) Ire Magnum Oil Tools, 829 F.3d at 1381 



Petitioner’s New Argument renders ““embedded” superfluous
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1. An apparatus for providing a secure transaction, the 
apparatus comprising:

an image capture device configured to capture an image, 
the image having information [] therein including 
information relating to a transaction;

a memory configured to store predetermined information;

an input unit configured to receive input information 
provided by a user; 

a processor configured to:

verify the user based on the input information to 
ensure that the user is authorized to use the 
apparatus; and

generate an output based on the information [] in 
the image and the predetermined information; and

an output unit configured to forward the output generated 
by the processor, 

wherein the output includes a digital signature to be used to 
signify authorization by the user with respect to the 
transaction.
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“information embedded in the image” is not Human Readable Text
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Sur-Reply, 14
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TAO and PTM’s Barcode Scanner are not an
“image capture device configured to capture an image”
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EX 1010 - Internet Archive Declaration (July 16, 2024) - is not a basis for any of the 
grounds in the petition
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Ground VI Is Limited to EX1005, EX1006 and EX1004
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Sur-Reply, 17-20

Sur-Reply, 22



The Petition never even mentions pages 5-6 of EX1010.
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Steven’s Creek Software website shown in EX1005 and 1010 are different.
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Sur-Reply, 24-25
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Conclusion
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Grounds I-V Fail for the following reasons:
• *Wang’s Barcode Scanner is not inherently or expressly an “image capture device configured to capture 

an image”
• Wang’s OCR Reader is not an “image capture device configured to capture an image, the image having 

information embedded therein”
• Petitioner Never Alleges In the Petition that Human Readable Text is the  “information embedded in the 

image”

• Petitioner’s New Argument renders ““embedded” superfluous

Ground VI Fails for the following reasons:
• TAO and PTM’s Barcode Scanner are not an “image capture device configured to capture an image”
• EX 1010 - Internet Archive Declaration (July 16, 2024)- is not a basis for any of the grounds in the petition
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