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’058 Patent’s Disclosure 

Petitioner’s DX-2 ‘058 Patent, Fig. 1, 4:1-62; Petition, 1-2.



’058 Patent - Illustrative Claim

Petitioner’s DX-3 

1. Apparatus for accessing information- or service-providing Web sites, comprising a communication 
device connectable through a communication network to the Internet, control and processing device or 
devices, data storage device or devices, and a display, said storage device or devices containing a plurality 
of selection pages within a tree menu structure, said selection pages being beforehand locally 
stored in said data storage device or devices and each being specifically designed for containing a 
set of icons including at least one of a direct access icon for directly accessing remote sources of 
information and a selection icon for locally accessing another selection page within said tree menu 
structure,
wherein said plurality of selection pages includes:
a first selection page, a second selection page and a third selection page, said first selection page being 
specifically designed for containing a selection icon for locally accessing said second selection page, said 
second selection page being specifically designed for containing a selection icon for locally accessing said 
third selection page, said third selection page being specifically designed for containing one or more 
direct access icons for directly accessing an information- or service-providing Web site, and
at least one selection page being specifically designed for containing one or more icons for directly 
accessing a search engine on the Web,
wherein the control and processing device or devices are programmed for:
enabling a preliminary search locally performed within said communication device in 
different themes and sub themes within said plurality of selection pages, and
emitting on the communication network, in response to selection of a direct access icon in a 
selection page being currently displayed, an address of an information- or service-providing Web 
site corresponding to said selected direct access icon, said address being locally generated during the 
preliminary search and selection,
wherein the apparatus is implemented in a mobile phone.

’058 Patent, Claim 1



Petitioner’s Grounds

Petition, 3-4              

Proposed Grounds Basis Disputed Claims

Ground 1: Rossmann/Himmel § 103 24-26

Ground 2: Rossmann/Himmel/King § 103 1, 2, 4-6, 10-23, 27

Ground 3: Rossmann/Himmel/King/Adar § 103 1, 2, 4-6, 10-23, 25, 
27

Ground 4: Rossmann/Himmel/King/Boyle or 
Rossmann/Himmel/King/Adar/Boyle

§ 103 3, 7-9

Petitioner’s DX-4



Remaining Issues

Petitioner’s DX-5 

} “Beforehand locally stored”
} Rossmann teaches limitation under Board’s interpretation at institution

} Rossmann stores deck of cards during 1st preliminary search, allowing same deck of cards 
to be used in subsequent preliminary search

} “Icon”
} Plain and ordinary meaning captures selectable text

} Confirmed by Office during prosecution and PO in litigation

} “Search engine on the web”
} Searching across web pages in a single domain sufficient

} Claims are not limited to examples in specification like Yahoo! and Voila

} “Specifically designed” 
} Rossmann-Himmel’s HDML decks are specifically designed to include the 

selectable text options for local and remote navigation

See generally POR; Reply; PO’s Sur-Reply



Petitioner’s DX-6 

Beforehand Locally Stored

Claim 1: “storage device or devices containing a plurality of 
selection pages within a tree menu structure, said selection 
pages being beforehand locally stored in said data 
storage device or devices”



Board Imposed Temporal Requirement, Construing 
“Beforehand Locally Stored” at Institution

Petitioner’s DX-7 Institution Decision, 8, 13. 



Rossmann-Himmel Satisfies “Beforehand Locally 
Stored” as Construed by Board

Petitioner’s DX-8 

} Rossmann decks of cards are stored locally before 
preliminary search.
}  Petition mapped Rossmann’s “cache-case”

Reply, 19-21; Petition, 16-18. 



Rossmann-Himmel Satisfies “Beforehand Locally 
Stored” as Construed by Board (cont.)

Petitioner’s DX-9 

} PO’s expert confirmed that deck of cards is maintained 
between sessions and can serve multiple searches. 

Reply, 19-21



Rossmann-Himmel Satisfies “Beforehand Locally 
Stored” as Construed by Board (cont.)

Petitioner’s DX-10 

} Petitioner’s expert confirmed the same:

Reply, 19-21; Ex. 1052 (Bederson Supp. Dec.), ¶ 39.



Petitioner’s Reliance on Same Embodiment in Rossmann to Meet 
PO’s Proposed Construction is Proper Under Axonics

Petitioner’s DX-11 Reply, 21-22



Petitioner’s DX-12 

Icon

Claim 1:  “first selection page being specifically designed for 
containing a selection icon for locally accessing said 
second selection page, . . . third selection page being 
specifically designed for containing one or more direct access 
icons for directly accessing an information- or service-
providing Web site”



Plain & Ordinary Meaning of “Icon” Captures Non-
Graphical Text Links

Petitioner’s DX-13 

1. PO and Office Interpreted “Icon” broadly
} PO alleged in parallel litigation that non-graphical text links 

satisfied “icon”
} Examiner mapped non-graphical text links to “icon” in office 

actions

2. Specification Does Not Support Mandating Graphics
} PO’s reliance on alleged “three-way taxonomy” fails

¨ No evidence informing meaning of “designation”

} Claims allow graphical icons, text-based icons, and icons with both 
textual and graphical components

3. Dictionary definitions cannot override permissive 
intrinsic record

Reply, 4-16



Timeline of Party Positions re “Icon”

Petitioner’s DX-14 Reply, 1-4

PO mapped non-graphical text link 
to “direct access icon” 

June 3 & Oct. 17,  2024 
Complaint and Contentions 

Feb. 27, 2025 
Petitioner Markman Brief 
Proposed “Icon” Requires 
Pictorial Symbol 

PO Expert conceded that "at least 
some of the hyperlinks that are 
displayed within web pages could 
accurately be characterized as icons"

March 20, 2025 
PO Markman Response Proposed 
Plain and Ordinary Meaning of 
“Icon”

Petition asked Board to Apply PO’s 
apparent interpretation of the plain 
and ordinary meaning of “icon”

Based at least on allegations, that 
plain and ordinary meaning 
captured non-graphical text links

April 24, 2025
Petition Filed

Adopts plain and ordinary

May 6, 2025
Court Issues Markman Order

ID agreed that text-based links 
satisfy “icon” 

Nov. 4, 2025 
IPR Instituted



PO Shifts Theories  
POR Disowns Allegations and Seeks to Exclude Non-Graphical Text Links

Petitioner’s DX-15 POR, 18-19



Post-Markman, Petitioner Affirmatively Advances “Plain 
and Ordinary” Meaning as Adopted by District Court

Petitioner’s DX-16 

Director Squires:

Reply, 6 fn2 (Revvo Tech.’s, Inc. v. Cerebrum Sensor Tech.’s, Inc., IPR2025-00632, Paper 20 at *5 
(PTAB Nov. 3, 2025)).



During Prosecution, Multiple Office Actions Mapped Text 
Links to “Icon”

Petitioner’s DX-17 

} Parent ’877 Patent FH
} Cole’s link 207 mapped to “icon”

} Ex. 1033 at 168-72

} Matthews’ links 100, 92, 90 mapped to “selection icon” and links 94a 
mapped to “direct access icon”
} Ex. 1033 at 250-54

Reply, 7-11.



During Prosecution, Multiple Office Actions Mapped Text 
Links to “Icon” (cont.)

Petitioner’s DX-18 

} Parent ’877 Patent FH
} Walden’s HTML links mapped to “icon”

} Ex. 1033 at 340-43

Reply, 7-11.



During Prosecution, Multiple Office Actions Mapped Text 
Links to “Icon” (cont.)

Petitioner’s DX-19 

} ’058 Patent FH
} Hsu’s bookmark links mapped to “icon”

} Ex. 1002 at 374-88

} Logan’s links 1-4 mapped to “icon”
} Ex. 1002, 403-10

Reply, 7-11.



PO’s Infringement Allegations Also Mapped Text-Based 
Links to Claimed “Icon”

Petitioner’s DX-20 

} PO’s June 3, 2024 
Infringement Allegations
} Ex. 1059, 14

Reply, 1-2.



Intrinsic Record Does Not Mandate Graphical Icons
Alleged “Three-Way Taxonomy” Unsupported

Petitioner’s DX-21 POR, 19; Reply, 14-16.

} POR:



Intrinsic Record Does Not Mandate Graphical Icons
Alleged “Three-Way Taxonomy” Unsupported (cont.)

} Patent does not elaborate on meaning of “designation”
} No extrinsic evidence regarding term’s meaning

} PO’s expert:

Reply, 15-16.

Ex. 1053 (Eslamimehr Trans.), 27:1-4

Ex. 1053 (Eslamimehr Trans.), 28:19-25

Ex. 1053 (Eslamimehr Trans.), 30:1-10

Petitioner’s DX-22 



Intrinsic Record Does Not Mandate Graphical Icons
Claims Permit Graphical Icons and Textual Icons

Reply, 12-13. Petitioner’s DX-23 



Extrinsic Evidence Cannot Override Permissive Intrinsic 
Record

Reply, 16. 

} The Board does not need dueling dictionary definitions to 
decide this issue

Petitioner’s DX-24 



Rossmann Teaches “Icons” Under a Correct Plain and 
Ordinary Meaning

Petition, 16-18; Reply, 16. Petitioner’s DX-25 



Rossmann/Himmel Renders Obvious “Icons” Even 
Under PO’s New Interpretation

Reply, 16-18.

} For dependent claims 12 and 19, Petition at 52-53 proposed modifying 
Rossmann to utilize graphical icons pursuant to Himmel. 

} Same theory applies to all claims, satisfying PO’s new and narrow 
interpretation of “icon.”

Petitioner’s DX-26 



Rossmann/Himmel Renders Obvious “Icons” Even 
Under PO’s New Interpretation (cont.)

Sur-Reply, 11-12; Ex. 1003 (Bederson Dec.), ¶ 162 (re Claim 12)

} Sur-Reply does not dispute technical capability to add graphics into Rossmann

} Sur-Reply errantly claims no motivation to make change. 
} Dr. Bederson re Claim 12:

} PO and its expert chose to not challenge this theory for claims 12 and 19. 

Petitioner’s DX-27 



Petitioner’s DX-28 

Search Engine on the Web

Claim 25: “The mobile communication device according to claim 
24, wherein at least one of the selection pages is further 
specifically designed to include one or more icons for 
directly accessing a search engine on the Web.”



Secondary Considerations:
No Evidence of Copying

Petitioner’s DX-29 

} The Petition at 29-31 relied on Himmel’s “search” 
hotlink to search within a website  
} POPR at 18-19 argued functionality that operates within a 

single website is not a search engine on the web

} Institution:

Rossmann/Himmel Renders Obvious “Search engine on 
the web”

Institution Decision, 11. 



Secondary Considerations:
No Evidence of Copying

Petitioner’s DX-30 

1. POR and Sur-Reply (1) rehash rejected POPR 
argument, and (2) add additional narrowing limitation 
regarding independent addressability

Rossmann/Himmel Renders Obvious “Search engine on 
the web” (cont.)

POR, 35-42; Sur-Reply, 16-19



Secondary Considerations:
No Evidence of Copying

Petitioner’s DX-31 

1. Cross-site search functionality, like in Yahoo! or Voila, 
is not claimed 

2. Claim 25 does not require independent addressability
1. Regardless, Himmel teaches an independently addressable icon that 

accesses a search engine on the web

Rossmann/Himmel Renders Obvious “Search engine on 
the web” (cont.)

Reply, 23; Ex. 1052 (Bederson Supp. Dec.), ¶ ¶ 45-48



Secondary Considerations:
No Evidence of Copying

Petitioner’s DX-32 

1. PO does not dispute Adar’s teachings
1. Ground 3 provides an alternative challenge relying on 

Adar’s search engine icon to Yahoo! 
2. Ground 3 rises or falls with PO’s theories against the 

independent claims 

Ground 3: Rossmann/Himmel/Adar Renders Obvious 
“Search engine on the web” 

Petition, 65-67; Reply, 24-25



Petitioner’s DX-33 

“Specifically Designed”

Claim 1: “first selection page being specifically designed for 
containing a selection icon for locally accessing said second 
selection page”



Secondary Considerations:
No Evidence of Copying

Petitioner’s DX-34 

} POR (at 44) suggested the “specifically designed” 
language requires deliberate authorship 

} Sur-Reply (at 20) distances this position: “No designer’s 
mental state need be examined.”

Rossmann/Himmel Renders Obvious the “Specifically 
Designed” Limitations

POR, 44; Sur-Reply, 20.



Secondary Considerations:
No Evidence of Copying

Petitioner’s DX-35 

} Sur-Reply (at 19) insists that user involvement is excluded:

} This directly conflicts with POR (at 9) concession that user involvement is 
permitted:

Rossmann/Himmel Renders Obvious the “Specifically 
designed” limitations (cont.)

Sur-Reply, 18-19; POR, 9.



Secondary Considerations:
No Evidence of Copying

Petitioner’s DX-36 

} Rossmann’s HDML decks have built-in hierarchy 

Rossmann/Himmel Renders Obvious the “Specifically 
designed” limitations (cont.)

Petition, 18


