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ROADMAP

OVERVIEW

CONTESTED ISSUES

Chin (Anticipation and Obviousness)

• Limitations [1E], [11H], [16D]: “wherein in 

each image capture mode a display on the first 

or second screen is different”

• Claim 10 and Limitation [11A]: 

“wherein in one or more controls are presented 

on a second screen" and "the first screen 

including a first gesture capture region”

• Claims 6, 7, 13, 17, 19, Limitation [16E]: 

“wherein, in the image capture mode, the 

device does not display an image on a first 

screen and displays a preview on a second 

screen” and similar

Whitehorn (Anticipation and Obviousness)

• Limitations [1E], [11H]: “wherein in each 

image capture mode a display on the first 

or second screen is different”

• Claims 6, 7: “wherein, in the image capture mode, the 

device does not display an image on a first screen and 

displays a preview on a second screen” and similar

• Limitation [11B]: “wherein the second screen faces 

an opposite direction from the first screen when the 

device is closed, and wherein an image capture lens 

is associated with the second screen”

• Claim 4: “wherein the device is 

in a landscape or portrait orientation”
DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE



CONTESTED ISSUES

Chin (Anticipation and Obviousness)

• Limitations [1E], [11H], [16D]: “wherein in 

each image capture mode a display on the first 

or second screen is different”

• Claim 10 and Limitation [11A]: 

“wherein in one or more controls are presented 

on a second screen" and "the first screen 

including a first gesture capture region”

• Claims 6, 7, 13, 17, 19, Limitation [16E]: 

“wherein, in the image capture mode, the 

device does not display an image on a first 

screen and displays a preview on a second 

screen” and similar
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ROADMAP

OVERVIEW

Whitehorn (Anticipation and Obviousness)

• Limitations [1E], [11H]: “wherein in each 

image capture mode a display on the first 

or second screen is different”

• Claims 6, 7: “wherein, in the image capture mode, the 

device does not display an image on a first screen and 

displays a preview on a second screen” and similar

• Limitation [11B]: “wherein the second screen faces 

an opposite direction from the first screen when the 

device is closed, and wherein an image capture lens 

is associated with the second screen”

• Claim 4: “wherein the device is 

in a landscape or portrait orientation”
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Overview: IPR2025-00038

• Challenged Claims: 1-7, 10-13, 16-17, 19-20

• Independent Claims: 1, 11, 16

• Grounds for Unpatentability:
Ground 1: All Challenged Claims are unpatentable under pre-AIA 35 U.S.C. § 102 

as being anticipated by Chin

Ground 2: All Challenged Claims are unpatentable under pre-AIA 35 U.S.C. § 103 
as being obvious in view of Chin

Ground 3: Claims 1-7 and 11 are unpatentable under pre-AIA 35 U.S.C. § 102 

as being anticipated by Whitehorn

Ground 4: Claims 1-7 and 11 are unpatentable under pre-AIA 35 U.S.C. § 103 

as being obvious in view of Whitehorn

OVERVIEW

IPR2025-00038  |  4DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE



Key Dispute
OVERVIEW

’842 PATENT CHIN WHITEHORN

1[P] A method, comprising:

1[A]
providing a device having at 

least first and second screens;

1[C]
determining one or more of an image capture function 

configuration, a device orientation, and a device state; and

CLAIM

1[D]
based on one or more of the image capture function 

configuration, the device orientation, and the device state, 

entering one of one or more image capture mode,

1[B]
receiving user interface input to 

execute an image capture function;

1[E]
wherein in each image capture mode a display 

on the first or second screen is different. DISPUTED BY PO DISPUTED BY PO

IPR2025-00038  |  5P.O. Resp., 33-44 DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE



Ex. 1004, Fig. 9 (annotated)

OVERVIEW

Chin Discloses / Renders 
Obvious “In Each Image 
Capture Mode a Display 
on the 1st or 2nd Screen 
is Different”

’842 PATENT

IPR2025-00038  |  6Petition, 23, 29-33 DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE



Ex. 1005, Fig. 6 (annotated)

OVERVIEW

Whitehorn Discloses / 
Renders Obvious “In Each 
Image Capture Mode a 
Display on the 1st or 2nd 
Screen Is Different”

’842 PATENT

IPR2025-00038  |  7Petition, 64, 66-68
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ROADMAP

OVERVIEW

CONTESTED ISSUES

Chin (Anticipation and Obviousness)

• Limitations [1E], [11H], [16D]: “wherein in 

each image capture mode a display on the first 

or second screen is different”

• Claim 10 and Limitation [11A]: 

“wherein in one or more controls are presented 

on a second screen" and "the first screen 

including a first gesture capture region”

• Claims 6, 7, 13, 17, 19, Limitation [16E]: 

“wherein, in the image capture mode, the 

device does not display an image on a first 

screen and displays a preview on a second 

screen” and similar

Whitehorn (Anticipation and Obviousness)

• Limitations [1E], [11H]: “wherein in each 

image capture mode a display on the first 

or second screen is different”

• Claims 6, 7: “wherein, in the image capture mode, the 

device does not display an image on a first screen and 

displays a preview on a second screen” and similar

• Limitation [11B]: “wherein the second screen faces 

an opposite direction from the first screen when the 

device is closed, and wherein an image capture lens 

is associated with the second screen”

• Claim 4: “wherein the device is 

in a landscape or portrait orientation”
DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE



U.S. Patent 
No. 8,836,842
“THE ’842 PATENT”

OVERVIEW

EARLIEST ASSERTED 

PRIORITY DATE:

September 26, 2012

IPR2025-00038  |  9DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE



Chin Prior Art U.S. Pub. 2009/0190295 A1 

OVERVIEW ’842 PATENT

Ex. 1004 IPR2025-00038  |  10DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE



Whitehorn Prior Art U.S. Pub. 2005/0078211 A1
’842 PATENTOVERVIEW

Ex. 1005 IPR2025-00038  |  11DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE



’842 PATENTOVERVIEW

Limitations 
CLAIM 1[E] • 11[H] • 16[D]

IPR2025-00038  |  12DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE



OVERVIEW

MULTIFOLD’S CONSTRUCTIONPETITIONER’S CONSTRUCTION

"The limitation 'wherein in each image capture mode a 

display on the first or second screen is different' means 'a 

different display on the first screen between image capture 

modes or a different display on the second screen between 

image capture modes.' In other words, a single screen 

changes its display between image capture modes." 

P.O. Resp., 10-11.

• Even if Multifold's construction is applied, Petitioners have shown that 

both Chin and Whitehorn disclose or at least render obvious this limitation

• Multifold does not dispute unpatentability under any other construction

No Claim Construction Is Necessary 

IPR2025-00038  |  13Petitioners' Reply, 1-3

NO CONSTRUCTION 

NEEDED

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE



OVERVIEW

IPR2025-00038  |  14

Whitehorn (Anticipation and Obviousness)

• Limitations [1E], [11H]: “wherein in each 

image capture mode a display on the first 

or second screen is different”

• Claims 6, 7: “wherein, in the image capture mode, the 

device does not display an image on a first screen and 

displays a preview on a second screen” and similar

• Limitation [11B]: “wherein the second screen faces 

an opposite direction from the first screen when the 

device is closed, and wherein an image capture lens 

is associated with the second screen”

• Claim 4: “wherein the device is 

in a landscape or portrait orientation”

ROADMAP

CONTESTED ISSUES

Chin (Anticipation and Obviousness)

• Limitations [1E], [11H], [16D]: “wherein in 

each image capture mode a display on the first 

or second screen is different”

• Claim 10 and Limitation [11A]: 

“wherein in one or more controls are presented 

on a second screen" and "the first screen 

including a first gesture capture region”

• Claims 6, 7, 13, 17, 19, Limitation [16E]: 

“wherein, in the image capture mode, the 

device does not display an image on a first 

screen and displays a preview on a second 

screen” and similar

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE



Chin Anticipation 
and Obviousness
CLAIM 1[E]

Ex. 1004, [0078]

Ex. 1004, [0079]

GROUNDS 1 & 2

• Chin's image capture modes 

disclose limitation [1E]

• Teaches that a display on

the first or second screen is 

different in these two modes

Ex. 1004, [0068]

’842 PATENT

IPR2025-00038  |  15
Petition, 29-30 DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE



Chin's Image Capture Modes Disclose Limitation [1E]

Ex. 1004, Fig. 5 (annotated) Ex. 1004, Fig. 6 (annotated)

GROUNDS 1 & 2

IPR2025-00038  |  16Petition, 32-33 DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE



Chin's Figure 9 Confirms the Displays Are Not the Same

IPR2025-00038  |  17

GROUNDS 1 & 2 CHIN ANTICIPATION & OBVIOUSNESS

Ex. 1004, Fig. 9 (annotated)Ex. 1004, [0074]Petition, 31 DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE



Multifold's Attempt to Rewrite Chin's Disclosure

IPR2025-00038  |  18Ex. 1004, Fig. 9 (annotated)

GROUNDS 1 & 2 CHIN ANTICIPATION & OBVIOUSNESS

DISPLAY IMAGES ON 
FIRST AND SECOND 

DISPLAY UNIT BEFORE 

PHOTOGRAPHING

DISPLAY IMAGES ON 
FIRST AND SECOND 

DISPLAY UNIT BEFORE 

PHOTOGRAPHING

Petitioners' Reply, 10 DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE



Chin Meets the Limitation Under Any Construction
GROUNDS 1 & 2 CHIN ANTICIPATION & OBVIOUSNESS

IPR2025-00038  |  19Ex. 1004, Figs. 5 and 6 (annotated)Petitioners' Reply, 11-13 DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE



Ex. 1001, Figs. 16A and 16B (annotated by PO)

Ex. 1001, Figs. 17 and 18 (annotated by PO)

Ex. 2002, ¶ 97

Dr. Surati (Multifold's Expert) Ex. 1015, 26:13-17

Q. So the first screen in image capture 

mode 4 is a different display than the 

first screen image in capture mode 3, 

which you show on page 36, right?

A. I think that's correct.

GROUNDS 1 & 2 CHIN ANTICIPATION & OBVIOUSNESS

Chin Discloses Limitation 1[E] Even According
to Multifold's Incorrect Interpretation

IPR2025-00038  |  20Petitioners' Reply, 13-15 DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE



Chin does not require 

that the non-preview 

screen is turned on or 

displaying anything

A POSITA would 

understand Chin as 

disclosing two options: 

the screen can be 

either on or off

A POSITA would 

be motivated to 

turn off the screen 

to save power and 

avoid unnecessary 
display

A POSITA would have found it 

obvious that the display on each 

screen changes between modes 

and would have been motivated 

to turn off or disable the screen 
that is not displaying the preview

GROUNDS 1 & 2 CHIN ANTICIPATION & OBVIOUSNESS

Even If Not Explicitly Disclosed, Limitation [1E] 
Would Have Been Obvious in View of Chin

IPR2025-00038  |  21Petitioners' Reply, 18-19 DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE



Chin Does Not Require That the Non-Preview Screen 
Is Turned on or Displaying Anything

IPR2025-00038  |  22

DR. SURATI

Ex. 1015, 51:18-22

Q. There’s nothing in Chin that 

discloses that the first 

display unit would display 

an image in the self-

photographing mode, right?

A. I think that's correct.

Ex. 1015, 52:1-5

Q. There’s nothing in Chin that 

discloses that the second 

display unit would display 

an image in the outward-facing 

mode, right?

A. That’s correct.

GROUNDS 1 & 2 UNDISPUTED FACTS

Petitioners' Reply, 18-19 DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE



A POSITA Would Understand Chin as Disclosing 
Two Options: Screen Either On or Off

GROUNDS 1 & 2 UNDISPUTED FACTS

Ex. 1003, ¶ 257

Ex. 1015, 84:20-85:4; 52:6-11

DR. SURATIDR. RODRIGUEZ

Q. The person skilled in the art would 

understand a mobile device’s screen

could be designed to turn off, right?

A. Sure.

Q. That was within the knowledge of a POSITA. 

You would agree with that?

A. I think that’s true.

Q. You would agree that in the self-

photographing mode, the first display

unit could not display something, right?

A. So I think it is a choice that could be 

made. So yes.

IPR2025-00038  |  23Petitioners' Reply, 18-19 DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE



A POSITA Would Understand that 
Battery Life Was Limited in 2011

GROUNDS 1 & 2 UNDISPUTED FACTS

Ex. 1003, ¶ 258 Ex. 1015, 85:12–16

Q. In 2011, around the time of the 

‘842 patent’s invention, the 

battery capacity of mobile 

devices was limited, right?

A. Yes.

DR. SURATIDR. RODRIGUEZ

IPR2025-00038  |  24Petitioners' Reply, 19 DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE



A POSITA Would be Motivated to Turn Off
a Non-Viewed Screen to Save Battery

GROUNDS 1 & 2 UNDISPUTED FACTS

Ex. 1003, ¶ 258
Ex. 1015, 86:11–16

DR. SURATIDR. RODRIGUEZ

Q. But at least one reason why you 

might in some circumstances 

want to turn off a screen 

that’s not being viewed as to 

save battery life; is that fair 

to say?

A. You could do that.

IPR2025-00038  |  25Petitioners' Reply, 19 DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE



Multifold's Counter-Arguments Knock Down Strawmen
GROUNDS 1 & 2 CHIN ANTICIPATION & OBVIOUSNESS

1. Petitioners are not proposing a complicated "facial recognition" 

modification, nor is that modification necessary

2. Petitioners did address reasonable expectation of success 

for this limitation

3. Multifold mischaracterizes Petitioners' obviousness theory

IPR2025-00038  |  26DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE



Chin Does Not Require Facial Recognition
to Enter Self-Photographing Mode

GROUNDS 1 & 2

IPR2025-00038  |  27Ex. 1004, Fig. 9 (annotated) 

Ex. 1004, [0077]

Petition 27-29; Petitioners' Reply, 20-21 DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE



Petitioners Addressed Reasonable Expectation of Success
GROUNDS 1 & 2 CHIN ANTICIPATION & OBVIOUSNESS

Petition, 55. 

Petitioner's Reply, 22-23 

KSR Int’l Co. v. Teleflex Inc.,

550 U.S. 398, 402–03 (2007)

“When there is a design need or market pressure 

to solve a problem and there are a finite number 

of identified, predictable solutions, a person of 

ordinary skill in the art has good reason to pursue 

the known options within his or her technical 

grasp. If this leads to the anticipated success, it is 

likely the product not of innovation but of 

ordinary skill and common sense.”

IPR2025-00038  |  28DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE



Chin Discloses Claim 10 and Limitation [11A]

29IPR2025-00038  |  Ex. 1001, 39:58-59; 39:61-62

GROUNDS 1 & 2 CHIN ANTICIPATION & OBVIOUSNESS

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE



Chin Discloses That the First or Second Display Units 
May be a Touch Screen

GROUNDS 1 & 2 CHIN ANTICIPATION & OBVIOUSNESS

Ex. 1004, Fig. 6 
Ex. 1004, [0045] and [0061]

IPR2025-00038  |  30Petition, 40-42DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE



Multifold's Interpretation of Chin Is Overly Narrow

PO Resp., 51

Ex. 1004, [0061]

GROUNDS 1 & 2

IPR2025-00038  |  31Petitioners' Reply, 15-16 DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE



Chin Discloses that the Display Units 
May Be LCD Displays 

GROUNDS 1 & 2 UNDISPUTED FACTS

DR. SURATIDR. RODRIGUEZ

Ex. 1003, ¶ 252

Ex. 1015, 87:4-10

Q. Now, Chin had two display 

units, 51, 52, we looked at 

earlier, right?

A. Right.

Q. You would agree that Chin 

discloses that those two 

display units could be an LCD 

screen, right?

A. I think that's fair.

IPR2025-00038  |  32Petition, 40-41 DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE



Touch Screen LCDs Were Well-Known Input Options
GROUNDS 1 & 2 UNDISPUTED FACTS

Ex. 1003, ¶ 253

Ex. 1015, 88:8-13

DR. SURATIDR. RODRIGUEZ

Q. Is that something that you can 

answer sitting here today, 

whether there was a touchscreen 

LCD known in 2010?

A. I think that it’s fair to say 

there are LCD touchscreens out 

there at that time.

IPR2025-00038  |  33Petition, 41; Petitioners' Reply, 24 DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE



Chin Discloses That LCDs 
Could Be Touch-Screen Type

GROUNDS 1 & 2 UNDISPUTED FACTS

Ex. 1003, ¶ 252

Ex. 1015, 91:16-92:6 (objection omitted)

DR. SURATIDR. RODRIGUEZ

Q. Confirming: Chin does disclose that 

liquid crystal displays could be 

touchscreen-type, right?

A. It discloses that you could replace 

button – button unit, the second 

button unit is not limited to the 

above structure and may be embodied 

by using different components such 

as a touchscreen-type liquid 

crystal display.

IPR2025-00038  |  34Petition, 41; Petitioners' Reply, 23-24 DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE



Chin Discloses That the Structure
of the Input Options Were Not Limited

GROUNDS 1 & 2 UNDISPUTED FACTS

DR. SURATI

Ex. 1015, 93:6-18

Q. The last sentence of paragraph 46 reads, 

quote, However, the present invention is 

not limited to the illustrated 

configuration of display apparatuses, 

(i.e., the first display unit 51 and the 

second unit 52). Furthermore, the 

display apparatuses are not limited to 

LCD apparatuses, and an organic light-

emitting diode (OLED) can also be used 

as the first display unit 51 and the 

display 52.

Do you see that?

A. I do.

Ex. 1015, 93:19-94:6 (objection omitted)

Q. Do you agree based on this 

disclosure, a POSITA would 

understand a modification of the 

displays taught in Chin is 

possible?

A. (Reviewing.)

So I read it discloses that you 

could use other kinds of displays 

in different arrangements.

IPR2025-00038  |  35Petitioners' Reply, 16 DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE



A POSITA Would Have Been Motivated To Modify Chin
GROUNDS 1 & 2

IPR2025-00038  |  36

Ex. 1003, ¶ 254

Petition, 53-54; Petitioners' Reply, 23-24 DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE



GROUNDS 1 & 2

The Proposed Modification to Chin Would 
Add Input Options, Not Remove Them 

IPR2025-00038  |  37

Ex. 1003, ¶ 254

Petition, 53-54; Petitioners' Reply, 23-24 DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE



Dr. Surati Confirms The "Design Principle" Concern Is Not Relevant 

Ex. 1004, [0009]

GROUNDS 1 & 2 CHIN ANTICIPATION & OBVIOUSNESS

Q. This is describing a circumstance where 

the display apparatus is not externally 

exposed, correct?

A. Yep.

Q. Can you turn to Figure 5 of Chin.

A. (Reviewing)  Yeah, I am looking at it.

Q. In Figure 5 of Chin, the second display 

unit 52 is externally exposed, right?

A. That’s right.

Q. I[n] Figure 6 of Chin, the display unit 

51 is externally exposed; is that right?

A. That’s right.

DR. SURATI

Ex. 1015, 103:3-18 IPR2025-00038  |  38Petitioners' Reply, 24 DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE



GROUNDS 1 & 2 CHIN ANTICIPATION & OBVIOUSNESS

Chin Anticipates and/or Renders Obvious 
Claims 6, 7, 13, 17, 19, Limitation [16E]

IPR2025-00038  |  39DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE



Chin Anticipates and/or Renders Obvious 
Claims 6, 7, 13, 17, 19, Limitation [16E]

GROUNDS 1 & 2 CHIN ANTICIPATION & OBVIOUSNESS

IPR2025-00038  |  40DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE



Chin Discloses a Device Where the First Screen Does Not 
Display an Image and the Second Screen Displays a Preview 

Ex. 1003, ¶ 161-62

GROUNDS 1 & 2 CHIN ANTICIPATION & OBVIOUSNESS

IPR2025-00038  |  41Petition, 38-39; Petitioners' Reply, 16-17
DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE



GROUNDS 1 & 2 CHIN ANTICIPATION & OBVIOUSNESS

Chin does not 

require that the 

non-preview 

screen is turned 

on or displaying 
anything

A POSITA would 

understand Chin as 

disclosing two options: 

screen can be either 

on or off

A POSITA would 

be motivated to 

turn off the screen 

to save power 

and avoid 
unnecessary 

display

A POSITA would have found it 

obvious that the display on 

each screen changes 

between modes and would 

have been motivated to turn 
off or disable the screen that 

is not displaying the preview

Even If Not Explicitly Disclosed, Disabling the 
Non-Preview Screen Would Have Been Obvious

IPR2025-00038  |  42Petitioners' Reply, 18-20
DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE



Chin (Anticipation and Obviousness)

• Limitations [1E], [11H], [16D]: “wherein in 

each image capture mode a display on the first 

or second screen is different”

• Claim 10 and Limitation [11A]: 

“wherein in one or more controls are presented 

on a second screen" and "the first screen 

including a first gesture capture region”

• Claims 6, 7, 13, 17, 19, Limitation [16E]: 

“wherein, in the image capture mode, the 

device does not display an image on a first 

screen and displays a preview on a second 

screen” and similar

OVERVIEW

ROADMAP

CONTESTED ISSUES

IPR2025-00038  |  43

Whitehorn (Anticipation and Obviousness)

• Limitations [1E], [11H]: “wherein in each 

image capture mode a display on the first 

or second screen is different”

• Claims 6, 7: “wherein, in the image capture mode, the 

device does not display an image on a first screen and 

displays a preview on a second screen” and similar

• Limitation [11B]: “wherein the second screen faces 

an opposite direction from the first screen when the 

device is closed, and wherein an image capture lens 

is associated with the second screen”

• Claim 4: “wherein the device is 

in a landscape or portrait orientation”
DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE



Whitehorn Anticipates and/or Renders 
Obvious Limitations [1E] and [11H] 

GROUNDS 3 & 4 WHITEHORN ANTICIPATION & OBVIOUSNESS

IPR2025-00038  |  44DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE



Ex. 1005, Fig. 4

GROUNDS 3 & 4 WHITEHORN ANTICIPATION & OBVIOUSNESS

Whitehorn Anticipates and/or Renders 
Obvious Limitations [1E] and [11H]

45IPR2025-00038  |  Ex. 1005, Fig. 5

Small screen 
interface 118

Top large screen 
interface 128Small screen interface 118

Top cover 106 rotated 

closed and top large 

screen interface not visible

Petition, 66-68; Petitioners' Reply, 25-27 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE



Ex. 1005, Fig. 6

GROUNDS 3 & 4 WHITEHORN ANTICIPATION & OBVIOUSNESS

Whitehorn Anticipates and/or Renders 
Obvious Limitations [1E] and [11H]

46IPR2025-00038  |  Petitioners' Reply, 26 DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE



Whitehorn's Display Changes for the "Convenience" of the User

Ex. 1005, [0027]

Ex. 1005, [0029]

GROUNDS 3 & 4 WHITEHORN ANTICIPATION & OBVIOUSNESS

IPR2025-00038  |  47Petitioners' Reply, 26 DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE



Multifold Offers the Same Incorrect Arguments as it Did for Chin
GROUNDS 3 & 4 WHITEHORN ANTICIPATION & OBVIOUSNESS

PO Resp., 65-66

IPR2025-00038  |  48Petitioners' Reply, 26-27 DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE



Ex. 1005, Fig. 6 annotated

Enter "first image capture mode" and display information on small screen 

interface and top large screen interface, if top cover is folded onto bottom 

cover, and top and bottom large screen interfaces are facing each other

Enter "second image capture mode" and display information on small 

screen interface and top large screen interface in a second orientation, 

if top cover is not folded onto bottom cover, and there is more than +/- 45 

degrees of rotation about the sub-hinge with respect to home position

The Results of Multifold's Arguments Are Illogical
GROUNDS 3 & 4 WHITEHORN ANTICIPATION & OBVIOUSNESS

IPR2025-00038  |  49Petitioners' Reply, 26-27 DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE



Even If Not Explicitly Disclosed, Disabling the 
Non-Preview Screen Would Have Been Obvious

Whitehorn does 

not require that 

the non-preview 

screen is turned 

on or displaying 
anything

A POSITA would 

understand Whitehorn 

as disclosing two 

options: screen can 

be either on or off

A POSITA would 

be motivated to 

turn off the screen 

to save power 

and avoid 
unnecessary 

display

A POSITA would have found it 

obvious that the display on 

each screen changes 

between modes and would 

have been motivated to turn 
off or disable the screen that 

is not displaying the preview

GROUNDS 3 & 4 WHITEHORN ANTICIPATION & OBVIOUSNESS

IPR2025-00038  |  50Petitioners' Reply, 18-20, 25 DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE



A POSITA Would Understand Whitehorn as Disclosing 
Two Options: the Screen Can be Either On or Off

GROUNDS 3 & 4 UNDISPUTED FACTS

DR. SURATIDR. RODRIGUEZ

Ex. 1003, ¶ 375

Ex. 1015, 68:1-10

Q. In this first image capture mode, 

the top large screen is folded over 

so that it’s not visible to the 

user, right?

A. That’s correct.

Q. So the top large screen in the 

first image capture mode could be 

displaying something or not.

These are the two options, right?

A. That’s right.

IPR2025-00038  |  51Petition, 82-83 DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE



Whitehorn Expressly Teaches That a POSITA 
Would Have Known to Modify the Displays

GROUNDS 3 & 4 UNDISPUTED FACTS

Ex. 1005, [0031]

Ex. 1015, 78:11-21

DR. SURATI

Q. Do you see that?

Q. You understand Whitehorn is teaching that 

those skilled in the art might vary the 

information displayed on the screen as 

compared to the embodiments that are 

explicitly disclosed?

A. I see that.

Q. Do you have any basis to disagree with 

that statement?

A. Not at this time.

A. I understand that.
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Ex. 1015, 78:16-79:8 (objection omitted)

GROUNDS 3 & 4 WHITEHORN ANTICIPATION & OBVIOUSNESS

DR. SURATI

Q. You understand Whitehorn is teaching that the device 

might be modified to either display or not display 

information on a particular screen?

A. I don’t think that I teaches that, but it certainly 

allows for that.

Q. You understand Whitehorn is teaching that those 

skilled in the art might vary the information 

displayed on the screen as compared to the 

embodiments that are explicitly disclosed?

A. I understand that.

Whitehorn Expressly Teaches That a POSITA 
Would Have Known to Modify the Displays
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Whitehorn Anticipates 
and/or Renders Obvious 
Claims 6, 7

GROUNDS 3 & 4 WHITEHORN ANTICIPATION & OBVIOUSNESS

Ex. 1003, ¶ 323 

DR. RODRIGUEZ
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GROUNDS 3 & 4 WHITEHORN ANTICIPATION & OBVIOUSNESS

Ex. 1001

Whitehorn Anticipates 
and/or Renders Obvious 
Limitation [11B]
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Ex. 1005, Fig. 4

GROUNDS 3 & 4 WHITEHORN ANTICIPATION & OBVIOUSNESS

Limitation [11B] Imposes Two 
Separate ‘Wherein’ Requirements 
on the Second Screen –
Both Met by Whitehorn

IPR2025-00038  |  56Ex. 1001
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GROUNDS 3 & 4 WHITEHORN ANTICIPATION & OBVIOUSNESS

Limitation [11B] Imposes Two 
Separate ‘Wherein’ Requirements 
on the Second Screen –
Both Met by Whitehorn

IPR2025-00038  |  57Ex. 1001

Ex. 1005, [0029]

Ex. 1005, Fig. 5

Image capture 
device 116, not pictured 
(claimed "image capture lens”)

Top large screen interface 128 
(claimed "second screen")

Petition, 76-77, Petitioners' Reply 27-28
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Whitehorn Anticipates and/or Renders Obvious Claim 4
GROUNDS 3 & 4 WHITEHORN ANTICIPATION & OBVIOUSNESS

Ex. 1005, Fig. 3 IPR2025-00038  |  58Ex. 1001Petition, 73; Petitioners' Reply 28-30 DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE



GROUNDS 3 & 4 WHITEHORN ANTICIPATION & OBVIOUSNESS

PO Sur-Reply, 2

MULTIFOLD IS IMPROPERLY TRYING 

TO REDEFINE “DEVICE” AS “DISPLAY”

Multifold's Argument Rests on a Too-Late 
and Incorrect Claim Construction

59IPR2025-00038  |  DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE
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