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Obviousness Grounds

2Inst. Dec., 6.

Becerra Grounds
1, 2, 4, 5, 7-9 Becerra (EX1005)

3, 10, 11, 13-16 Becerra, Couckuyt (EX1006)

10, 11, 13-16 Becerra, Couckuyt, Keys (EX1034)

6 Becerra, Moyer (EX1010)

7 Becerra, Jou (EX1007)

12 Becerra, Couckuyt, Keys, Jou

QlikView Grounds
1, 2, 5-9 QlikView Manuals (EX1008, EX1009)

3, 10-16 QlikView Manuals, Couckuyt

10-16 QlikView Manuals, Couckuyt, Keys

6 QlikView Manuals, Moyer
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Agenda

3

The ’892 Patent

Becerra Grounds
Independent Claim 1
Becerra and Couckuyt (Claims 3, 10, 11, and 13-16)
Becerra, Couckuyt, and Keys (Claims 10, 11, and 13-16)
Becerra and Jou (Claims 7 and 12)
Becerra and Moyer (Claim 6)

QlikView Manuals
The ’892 patent’s priority date
Public availability of the QlikView Manuals
Independent Claim 1
The QlikView Manuals and Couckuyt (Claims 3 and 10-16)
The QlikView Manuals, Couckuyt, and Keys (Claims 10-16)
The QlikView Manuals and Moyer (Claim 6)
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The ’892 Patent

4Pet., 1-2.

EX1001, 1:13-27.

EX1001, 1:28-44.
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The ’892 Patent

5Pet., 2; POR, 7; Pet. Reply, 7, 10.

EX1001, 1:65.

EX1001, 10:7-15.
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The ’892 Patent: Independent Claims

6EX1001, Claims 1, 10.

1. A computer system comprising:

a data module configured to store data;

a chart template module configured to store chart templates;

a generation module configured to generate an interactive chart on 
a generation interface,

wherein the generation interface is configured to enable a user to 
generate the interactive chart from data stored in the data module 
and a template from the chart template module;

a sharing module configured to enable a user to publish or embed 
the interactive chart as a self-contained and independent electronic 
document,

wherein the self-contained and independent interactive chart, when 
opened in a program in the absence of the generation interface and 
the chart template module, enables a user to a) render the chart, b) 
obtain input from a user and c) rerender the chart using the input as 
a parameter thereby enabling the interactive chart to retain 
interactivity when published or embedded.

10. A computer-implemented method comprising:

providing a generation interface having a data pane and a chart 
pane;

receiving a user selection of data in the data pane;

receiving a user selection of a chart template in the chart pane, 
wherein the chart template is stored in a chart template module 
located on a remote server;

allowing the user to drag and drop the selected data into the 
chart pane on the generation interface;

automatically generating an interactive chart using data dropped 
into the chart pane and the chart template from the chart template 
module selected by the user; and

publishing or embedding the interactive chart as a self-contained 
and independent electronic document,

wherein the self-contained and independent interactive chart, when 
opened in a program in the absence of the generation interface and 
the chart template module, enables a user to a) render the chart, b) 
obtain input from a user and c) rerender the chart using the input as 
a parameter thereby enabling the interactive chart to retain 
interactive features when published or embedded.

[1A]

[1B]

[1C]

[1D]

[1E]

[1F]
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Ground 1: Becerra
(Claims 1, 2, 4, 5, and 7-9)
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Ground 1: Becerra

8Pet., 10-11, 18-19, 23.

EX1005, FIG. 2.

EX1005, ¶10.

Becerra
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Ground 1: Becerra

9Pet., 12, 25.

EX1005, FIG. 5.

EX1005, ¶52.

Becerra
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Ground 1: Becerra teaches element [1A]

10Pet., 15-18.

Pet., 16-17; EX1003, ¶¶166-68.

[1A]: “a data module configured to store data”

The “computer system” implementing Becerra’s techniques provides a “data module configured to store 
data,” e.g., a file system storing a spreadsheet file.

Becerra discloses element [1A] in at least two ways:

1

Becerra discloses storing the selected data and an associated mathematical model within an internal 
data structure2

Pet., 17-18; EX1003, ¶¶169-71.
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Ground 1: Becerra teaches element [1A]

11Pet., 15-17; EX1003, ¶¶166-68.

The “computer system” implementing Becerra’s techniques provides a “data module configured to store 
data,” e.g., a file system storing a spreadsheet file.1

Becerra

EX1005, ¶38.

EX1005, FIG. 4.
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Becerra discloses storing the selected data and an associated mathematical model within an internal 
data structure2

Ground 1: Becerra teaches element [1A]

12Pet., 17-18; EX1003, ¶¶169-71.

EX1003, ¶71.

EX1005, ¶44.

Becerra Petitioner’s Expert
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Ground 1: Becerra teaches element [1A]

13POR, 27-28; Pet. Reply, 6.

EX1070, 22:1-14.

EX1005, ¶44.

POR

PO’s Expert
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Ground 1: Becerra teaches element [1B]

14Pet., 18-20.

[1B]: “a chart template module configured to store chart templates”

EX1005, FIG. 2.

EX1005, ¶10.

Becerra

EX1005, ¶32.
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Ground 1: Becerra teaches element [1B]

15POR, 30.

POR, 30.

POR
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Ground 1: Becerra teaches element [1B]

16Pet. Reply, 6-7.

EX1071, 18:5-7.

PO’s Expert

Patent Owner’s expert and its inventor agree that chart 
template formatting settings include the type of chart

Inventor

. . .

. . .

EX1070, 23:20-24:20.
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Ground 1: Becerra teaches elements [1C] and [1D]

17Pet., 20-24; EX1003, ¶¶180-89.

[1C] and [1D]: “a generation module configured to generate an interactive chart on a generation 
interface, wherein the generation interface is configured to enable a user to generate the interactive 
chart from data stored in the data module and a template from the chart template module”

EX1005, ¶32.

EX1005, FIG. 4.

EX1005, FIG. 2.

Becerra
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Ground 1: Becerra teaches elements [1C] and [1D]

18POR, 30-31; Pet. Reply, 7.

POR, 30.

EX1005, FIG. 4.

POR

EX1001, 1:65.

POR, 30-31.

Pet. Reply, 7.

Petitioner Reply

’892 Patent
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Ground 1: Becerra teaches element [1E]

19Pet., 24-26.

[1E]: “a sharing module configured to enable a user to publish or embed the 
interactive chart as a self-contained and independent electronic document”

EX1005, ¶52.

EX1003, ¶191.

Petitioner’s Expert

Becerra
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Ground 1: Becerra teaches element [1E]

20Inst. Dec., 34-35; POR, 33.

Inst. Dec., 34-35.

Institution DecisionPOR

POR, 33.
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Ground 1: Becerra teaches element [1E]

21Pet. Reply, 1-2.

“enabl[ing] a user to publish . . . the interactive chart as a self-contained and independent electronic document”
does not exclude 

exporting the chart as “a self-contained and independent electronic document” for download

’892 Patent, Claim 1

PO’s Expert
EX1001, Claim 1.

EX1070, 28:5-8.

Claim Language
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Ground 1: Becerra teaches element [1E]

22Pet. Reply, 2-3.

EX1001, FIG. 30.

EX1001, 14:41-50.

’892 Patent

Patent Owner Agrees

POR, 33.

Specification
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Ground 1: Becerra teaches element [1E]

23Pet. Reply, 4-5.

EX2015, 17.

Mr. Duncker’s Evidence

Petitioner’s Expert

EX1072, ¶14.
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Ground 1: Becerra teaches element [1E]

24POR, 56, 61; PO Sur-reply, 6.

POR, 56, 61 (citing EX2015).

POR

PO’s Sur-reply

PO Sur-reply, 6.

≠
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Ground 1: Becerra teaches element [1E]

25Pet. Reply, 8-9.

Under Patent Owner’s narrow construction, Becerra still renders obvious element [1E]

’892 Patent, Claim 1

EX1001, Claim 1.

Petitioner’s Expert

EX1072, ¶18.
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Ground 1: Becerra teaches element [1E]

26Pet. Reply, 9.

Under Patent Owner’s narrow construction, Becerra still renders obvious element [1E]

EX1072, ¶19.

EX1074, 1.

Petitioner’s Expert



Patent Owner’s Demonstrative Exhibit – Not Evidence

Ground 1: Becerra teaches element [1E]

27Pet. Reply, 9.

Under Patent Owner’s narrow construction, Becerra still renders obvious element [1E]

EX1072, ¶21.

EX1074, 1.

Petitioner’s Expert
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Ground 1: Becerra teaches element [1E]

28Pet. Reply, 9.

EX1071, 48:22-25.

Mr. Duncker

Under Patent Owner’s narrow construction, Becerra still renders obvious element [1E]

PO’s Expert

EX1070, 33:11-20. EX1071, 66:21-25.



Patent Owner’s Demonstrative Exhibit – Not Evidence

Ground 1: Becerra teaches element [1F]

29Pet., 26-28; EX1003, ¶¶200-03.

[1F]: “wherein the self-contained and independent interactive chart, when opened in a program in the absence of the generation 
interface and the chart template module, enables a user to a) render the chart, b) obtain input from a user and c) rerender the 
chart using the input as a parameter thereby enabling the interactive chart to retain interactivity when published or embedded.”

EX1005, ¶52.

Becerra

Output 
Components

Input 
Components

EX1005, FIG. 5.
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Ground 1: Becerra teaches element [1F]

30POR, 34.

POR, 34.

POR
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Ground 1: Becerra teaches element [1F]

31Pet. Reply, 10; EX1003, ¶¶24-26.

EX1001, 10:7-11.

Becerra

EX1005, ¶52.

’892 Patent

The ’892 patent, like Becerra, uses “Adobe flash player” 
to “show the interactive charts.”
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Ground 1: Becerra teaches element [1F]

32Pet. Reply, 10.

EX1070, 42:13-17.

Patent Owner’s expert testified that, when executing a “Flash file” containing an 
interactive chart, numerous interactions can cause rerendering of the chart.

EX1070, 41:8-12.

EX1070, 41:14-19.

EX1070, 40:8-11.
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Ground 2: Becerra and Couckuyt
(Claims 3, 10, 11, and 13-16)
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Ground 2: Becerra and Couckuyt

34

EX1001, Claim 10.
EX1001, Claim 3.

’892 Patent, Claim 3 ’892 Patent, Claim 10

. . .
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Ground 2: Becerra and Couckuyt

35Pet., 39-41; Pet. Reply, 11-13.

Couckuyt

EX1006, 7:10-16.

EX1006, 7:24-28.
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Ground 2: Becerra and Couckuyt

36POR, 36.

POR, 37.

POR, 36.

POR



Patent Owner’s Demonstrative Exhibit – Not Evidence

Ground 2: Becerra and Couckuyt

37Pet., 39-41; Pet. Reply, 11-13.

Couckuyt

EX1006, 7:10-16.

EX1003, ¶228.

EX1003, ¶228.

Petitioner’s Expert

Single 
Chart

Couckuyt teaches the concept of dragging-and-dropping data into a chart – including a single chart
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Ground 3: Becerra, Couckuyt, and Keys
(Claims 10, 11, and 13-16)



Patent Owner’s Demonstrative Exhibit – Not Evidence

Ground 3: Becerra, Couckuyt, and Keys

39
EX1001, Claim 10.

’892 Patent, Claim 10
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Ground 3: Becerra, Couckuyt, and Keys

40

EX1034, FIG. 1.

POR

POR, 44.

Keys

Pet., 48-52; POR, 44; Pet. Reply, 13-14.



Patent Owner’s Demonstrative Exhibit – Not Evidence

Ground 3: Becerra, Couckuyt, and Keys

41

EX1034, FIG. 1.

KeysPetitioner’s Expert

EX1003, ¶274.

EX1003, ¶272.

Pet., 48-52; POR, 44; Pet. Reply, 13-14.
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Grounds 1, 5, and 6: Becerra and Jou
(Claims 7 and 12)
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Grounds 1, 5, and 6: Becerra and Jou

43

EX1001, Claim 12.EX1001, Claim 7.

’892 Patent, Claim 7 ’892 Patent, Claim 12
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Ground 1: Becerra

44

Patent Owner does not dispute Becerra’s teaching of “an animation feature”

Petitioner’s Expert

EX1003, ¶214.

POR

POR, 35-36.

Pet., 30-31; POR, 35-36.
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Ground 1: Becerra

45

Claims 7 and 12 do not require at least two interactive features

Petitioner Reply POR

POR, 35-36.

POR, 35-36; Pet. Reply, 10-11.

Pet. Reply, 10-11.
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Grounds 5 and 6: Becerra and Jou

46

Patent Owner does not dispute Jou’s teachings of “a data hide feature,” 
“a drill-down feature,” or “a zoom feature”

Petitioner’s Expert

EX1003, ¶¶287-88.

POR

POR, 47-48.

Pet., 54-57; POR, 47-48.
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Grounds 5 and 6: Becerra and Jou

47

Both Becerra and Jou are directed to visualizing business data

Becerra

EX1005, ¶8.

Jou

EX1007, ¶10.

Pet., 54-57; Pet. Reply, 14-15; EX1003, ¶¶289-91.
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Ground 4: Becerra and Moyer
(Claim 6)
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Ground 4: Becerra and Moyer

49

EX1001, Claim 4.

’892 Patent, Claim 4
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Ground 4: Becerra and Moyer

50

Petitioner’s Expert

EX1003, ¶279.

EX1003, ¶280.

EX1010, FIG. 5A.

Pet., 52-54; Pet. Reply, 14.

Moyer
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Grounds 7-10: The QlikView Manuals

The ’892 patent has a priority date of September 5, 2008
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When “neither the PTO nor the Board has    
previously considered priority, there is simply 
no reason to presume that claims in [an] 
application are entitled to the earlier effective 
filing date of an earlier filed application.” 

The ’892 patent has a September 5, 2008 priority date

52Pet., 5; Pet. Reply, 16.

PowerOasis, Inc. v. T-Mobile USA, Inc., 522 F.3d 1299, 1305 (Fed. Cir. 2008).
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’728 provisional
The ’728 provisional is substantively 
different than the ’892 patent

► Different Specification
► Different Figures
► No Claims

Claims broader than the invention disclosed 
in an earlier parent application are not 
entitled to  the earlier priority date.

Research Corp. Techs. v. Microsoft Corp., 627 F.3d 859 (Fed. Cir. 2010);
D Three Enterprises LLC v. SunModo Corp., 890 F.3d 1042 (Fed. Cir. 2018);
Anascape, Ltd. v. Nintendo of America, Inc., 601 F.3d 1333 (Fed. Cir. 2010).

Pet. Reply, 18.

The ’892 patent is not entitled to its provisional filing date
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The ’892 patent is not entitled to its provisional filing date

54Pet. Reply, 18-20.

► The ’728 provisional does not adequately disclose the computer system architecture.

► No “computer system comprising … a data module … a chart template module … a generation interface … [and] 
a sharing module” (claim 1)

► No “computer-implemented method” involving “a chart template module” and “a server” (claim 10)

► The ’728 provisional does not adequately disclose the chart template module elements.

► No “chart template module configured to store chart templates” (claim 1) or a “chart template [that] is stored in a 
chart template module located on a remote server” (claim 10)

► No generating a chart from “a template from the chart template module” (claim 1) or automatically generating a 
chart using “the chart template from the chart template module selected by the user” (claim 10)

► The ’728 provisional does not adequately disclose a “self-contained and independent 
electronic document” (claims 1 and 10).
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iCharts added the computer system architecture in the ’892 patent

55Pet. Reply, 18-19.

EX1071, 81:3-10, 82:3-6.

Mr. Duncker

EX1001, FIG. 2.

EX1001, FIG. 1.
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’728 Provisional

The ’728 patent does not adequately describe a 
“chart template module”

► Does not describe how or where “a chart template 
module” stores chart templates.

► Does not show how a user generates a chart from “a 
template from the chart template module.”

► For claim 10, no disclosure of a “chart template 
module located on a remote server.”

EX1013, 0045-46.
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The ’728 patent does not describe publishing or embedding a chart 
as “a self-contained and independent electronic document”

EX1003, ¶63.

Petitioner’s Expert

’728 Provisional

EX1013, 0059.

EX1013, 0045.
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iCharts has not shown earlier conception of the invention
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iCharts did not show conception or diligence

59Pet. Reply, 15, 21-26.

► iCharts has not shown possession of the recited “chart templates.”

► iCharts has not shown possession of the recited computer system architecture.

► No “computer system comprising … a data module … a chart template module … a generation interface … [and] 
a sharing module” (claim 1)

► No “computer-implemented method” involving “a chart template module located on a remote server” (claim 10)

► The conception evidence is piecemeal, failing to show possession of the complete invention.

► The conception and diligence evidence is not corroborated.
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For the chart templates, iCharts relies only on chart types

60

POR, 58 (citing EX2007).

Chart Types ≠ Chart Templates

Petitioner’s Expert

EX1003, ¶29 (citing EX1001, 10:17-22, 12:57-65, 13:57-61, 16:20-31).

Pet. Reply, 21-24.

iCharts’ evidence of chart templates:
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In the ’892 patent, chart types are not chart templates

61Pet. Reply, 22.

Chart Types

Presets / Chart Templates

EX1001, 16:20-31.

EX1001, FIG. 40B.
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Chart types alone are not chart templates

Mr. Duncker

EX1071, 25:11-21.

Pet. Reply, 22.
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iCharts has not shown the recited computer system architecture

63Pet. Reply, 24.

PO’s Expert

EX2201, ¶31.

Petitioner’s Expert

EX1072, ¶38.
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iCharts has not shown the recited computer system architecture

64Pet. Reply, 24.

EX1071, 29:16-23.

Mr. Duncker

EX1071, 33:25-35:5.

Mr. Duncker
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Mr. Duncker admitted the evidence does not show a server

65

. . .

Mr. Duncker

EX1071, 70:25-3, 72:8-12.

EX2200, p. 43 (citing EX2005)

Pet. Reply, 23-25.
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Mr. Duncker admitted the evidence does not show a server

66

. . .

Mr. Duncker

EX1071, 72:22-25, 73:18-24.

EX2200, p. 43 (citing EX2005)

Pet. Reply, 23-25.
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The conception evidence is piecemeal, failing to show 
possession of the complete invention

67

► PO relies on a different exhibit for 
nearly every element of claim 1

► PO relies on 15 exhibits across all 
claims (2002, 2004, 2005, 2007, 
2008, 2009, 2011, 2013, 2015, 2018, 
2022, 2023, 2026, 2028, 2030)

EX2002
EX2004

EX2007

EX2008

EX2005; 
EX2002

E2009

E2015

POR, 57-74; Pet., 15.

“Conception is the formulation ‘in the 
mind of the inventor of a definite and 
permanent idea of the complete and 
operative invention, as it is therefore 
to be applied in practice.’”

Kridl v. McCormick, 105 F.3d 1446, 1449 (Fed. Cir. 1997)
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The conception and diligence evidence is not corroborated

68

“Even the most credible inventor testimony 
is a fortiori required to be corroborated by 
independent evidence.”

Medichem S.A. v. Rolabo, S.L., 437 F.3d 1157, 1171-72 (Fed. Cir. 2006).

“The evidence proffered by Mr. Drachmann is stuck in a 
catch-22 of corroboration: Apator attempts to corroborate 
Mr. Drachmann’s testimony with the emails and 
drawings, but the emails and drawings can only provide 
corroboration with help from Mr. Drachmann’s testimony.”

Apator Miitors ApS v. Kamstrup A/S, 887 F.3d 1293, 1296 (Fed. Cir. 2018).

Mr. Duncker

iCharts relies on Mr. Duncker to 
authenticate the emails and documents

Pet. Reply, 25-26.

Inventor with a 
financial interest in the 
outcome of the case

EX1073, 0002; EX1071, 95:12-14 (providing the percentage).
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The QlikView Manuals were published by July 8, 2008. 
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Numerous witnesses support the QlikView evidence

70Pet., 7-9.

► Deborah Lofton (EX1068): Qlik’s Chief Legal Officer and Corporate 
Secretary

► Dr. Sylvia Hall-Ellis (EX1030): Expert in Library and Information Science 
with Over 50 Years of Experience

► Christopher Schmandt (EX1003): Expert in Computer Science, Computer 
Engineering, and User Interfaces for Data Visualization

► Nathaniel Frank-White (EX1032-33): Records Request Processor at the 
Internet Archive
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► Deborah Lofton (EX1068): Qlik’s Chief Legal Officer and Corporate 
Secretary

► Dr. Sylvia Hall-Ellis (EX1030): Expert in Library and Information Science 
with Over 50 Years of Experience

► Christopher Schmandt (EX1003): Expert in Computer Science, Computer 
Engineering, and User Interfaces for Data Visualization

► Nathaniel Frank-White (EX1032-33): Records Request Processor at the 
Internet Archive

Numerous witnesses support the QlikView evidence
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The QlikView Manuals were published by July 8 or 9, 2008

72

► Over 40,000 QlikView users in over 1,000 organizations in the Americas region. Over 7,000 
organizations globally.

► Ms. Lofton: “No later than July 9, 2008, Qlik was selling and shipping customers copies of 
QlikView Version 8.50. The documentation for QlikView Version 8.50, including the reference 
manuals (e.g. EX1008 and EX1009), would have been available at the time of sale . . . .”

► QlikView Manuals were available on Qlik’s FTP website by July 8, 2008.

► Qlik registered QlikView 8.50 for copyright, indicating a July 8, 2008 publication date.

EX1068, ¶7; EX1014; EX1015; EX1016; EX1017.

EX1023; EX1028.

EX1068, ¶7.

EX1030, ¶¶29, 37; EX1059; EX1060.

Pet., 7-9.
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QlikView was a well-known product

73Pet., 8.

EX1023, 0001.

EX1028, 0017.

Archived July 26, 2008

February 1, 2008
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The QlikView Manuals were distributed to customers

74

Ms. Lofton

EX1068, ¶7.

Pet., 7-8.

“Where, as here, a publication’s 
purpose is dialogue with the 
intended audience, that purpose 
indicates public accessibility.”

Weber, Inc. v. Provisur Tech., Inc., 92 F.4th 1059, 1067-68 (Fed. Cir. 2024).
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QlikView Manuals were on Qlik’s FTP website by July 8, 2008

75

EX1015, 0001.

EX1015, 0017.

Pet., 7.
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Qlik registered QlikView 8.50 for copyright

76
EX1008, 0002. EX1009, 0002.

EX1060, 0001-2.

Pet., 9.
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Ground 7: The QlikView Manuals 
(Claims 1, 2, and 5-9)
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Ground 7: QlikView Manuals

78NOT DISPUTEDPet., 59-60.

EX1008, 0061.

EX1008, 0239.
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Ground 7: QlikView Manuals

79Pet., 60-61.

EX1008, 0262-68.

NOT DISPUTED
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Ground 7: QlikView Manuals

80Pet., 61-63.

EX1008, 0882.

NOT DISPUTED
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Ground 7: QlikView Manuals

81Pet., 63-64.

EX1008, 0894.

NOT DISPUTED
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Ground 7: QlikView Manuals

82Pet., 63-64.

EX1008, 0939.

NOT DISPUTED
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Ground 7: QlikView Manuals

83Pet., 64-68.

. . .

Pet., 64-67.

The Petition’s Theories:

Pet., 68.

1

2
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Ground 7: QlikView Manuals

84Pet., 64-68.

EX1008, 0807.

EX1008, 0807.
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Ground 7: QlikView Manuals

85Pet., 67-69; Pet. Reply, 28-30.

When published via a Java Objects Client, QlikView 
documents are “self-contained and independent”

EX1009, 0199.

EX1009, 0133.
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Ground 7: QlikView Manuals

86Pet., 66; Pet. Reply, 28-30.

When published, the interactive chart is self-contained 
and independent relative to the generation interface 
and template module

EX1009, 0155-56.
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EX1002, 0355-56.

Pet. Reply, 29.

Prosecution History: “self-contained” and “independent” is 
relative to the generation interface and template module

Ground 7: QlikView Manuals
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Ground 7: QlikView Manuals

88Pet., 66; Pet. Reply, 28-30.

EX1070, 28:9-14.

PO’s Expert
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Like QlikView, if a chart was updated, embed code 
would retrieve the updated chart from the server 
upon browser refresh 

EX2014, 0001.

Mr. Duncker:

EX1071, 55:10-18.

Like QlikView maintaining charts on a QlikView server, 
iCharts were maintained on an iCharts server 

Ground 7: QlikView Manuals
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Ground 7: QlikView Manuals

90Pet., 68; Pet. Reply, 27.

EX1009, 0204; EX1008, 1065.

.

An Excel document is “a self-contained and 
independent document”

NOT DISPUTED
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Ground 7: QlikView Manuals

91Pet., 68; Pet. Reply, 27.

EX1008, 1313.

Tables in Excel documents are charts

EX1069, 0001.
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Ground 7: QlikView Manuals

92Pet., 68-70.

EX1009, 0133.

Published/Embedded QlikView charts include many 
interactive features, such as:

EX1008, 0035-36.

NOT DISPUTED
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iCharts does not dispute QlikView’s teaching of the claim 
elements in the dependent claims for Ground 7

93

Patent Owner Response

POR., 87.

*iCharts lists claims 2, 4, 5, 7, 8, and 9. But the dependent claims for ground 7 are 2 and 5-9. 
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Ground 8: The QlikView Manuals and Couckuyt 
(Claims 3 and 10-16) 
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Ground 8: QlikView Manuals and Couckuyt

95

Patent Owner Response

Pet. Reply, 30-31.

“[A] finding that the prior art as a whole suggests the 
desirability of a particular combination need not be supported 
by a finding that the prior art suggests that the combination 
claimed by the patent applicant is the preferred, or most 
desirable, combination.”

In re Fulton, 391 F.36 1195, 1200 (Fed. Cir. 2004).

POR., 88.

“[The expert] stated eleven times that he did not provide any 
reason to combine the references in his expert declaration.”

Virtek Vision Int’l ULC v. Assembly Guidance Sys., Inc., 97 F.4th 882, 887 (Fed. Cir. 2024).

Petitioner’s Expert’s Motivation to 
Combine Analysis

EX1072, ¶¶385-91.



Patent Owner’s Demonstrative Exhibit – Not Evidence

Ground 8: QlikView Manuals and Couckuyt

96

EX1003, ¶388 (modifying EX1008, 0894).

EX1003, ¶388.

PO’s Expert

Pet., 78.



Patent Owner’s Demonstrative Exhibit – Not Evidence 97

Petitioner Reply

Pet. Reply, 31.

Ground 8: QlikView Manuals and Couckuyt
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Ground 9: The QlikView Manuals, Couckuyt, and Keys 
(Claims 10-16) 
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POR

Pet., 49.

Ground 9: QlikView Manuals, Couckuyt, and Keys

POR, 90.

EX1034, FIG. 1.

Keys
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Ground 9: The QlikView Manuals and Moyer
(Claim 6) 
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Petitioner Reply

Pet. Reply, 32.

Ground 8: QlikView Manuals and Moyer



Patent Owner’s Demonstrative Exhibit – Not Evidence

Thank You
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