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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE

ARENDI S.AR.L.,
Plaintiff,
C.A. No. 13-919-JLH

V.

GOOGLE LLC,

N N N N N N N N N

Defendant.

VERDICT FORM

Instructions: When answering the following questions and completing this Verdict
Form, please follow the directions provided and follow the Jury Instructions that you have been
given. Your answer to each question must be unanimous. Some of the questions contain legal
terms that are defined and explained in the Jury Instructions. Please refer to the Jury Instructions
if you are unsure about the meaning or usage of any legal term that appears in the questions
below.
As used herein:

1. “Arendi” refers to Plaintiff Arendi S.A.R.L.;

2. “Google” refers to Defendant Google LLC; and

3. The *’843 Patent” refers to U.S. Patent No. 7,917,843.

A. Direct Infringement

Question No. 1A — Computer-Readable Medium Claims — Google Chrome Used With
Content Detectors and Contextual Search Quick Actions:

Did Arendi prove, by a preponderance of the evidence, that Google directly infringed any of the
following computer-readable medium claims of the *843 Patent by its use of Google Chrome with
“Content Detectors” and “Contextual Search Quick Actions”?

“Yes” is a finding in favor of Arendi.
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“No” is a finding in favor of Google.

YES NO
(for Arendi) (for Google)

Claim 23

Claim 30

Question No. 1B — Method Claims — Google Chrome Used With Content Detectors and
Contextual Search Quick Actions:

Did Arendi prove, by a preponderance of the evidence, that Google directly infringed any of the
following method claims of the *843 Patent by performing every step of the claimed method using
Google Chrome with “Content Detectors” and “Contextual Search Quick Actions”?

“Yes” is a finding in favor of Arendi.

“No” is a finding in favor of Google.

YES NO
(for Arendi) (for Google)

Claim 1

Claim 8

Question No. 1C — Computer-Readable Medium Claims — Applications Used With Smart
Text Selection with Text Classifier:

Did Arendi prove, by a preponderance of the evidence, that Google directly infringed any of the
following computer-readable medium claims of the 843 Patent by its use of any of the accused
applications with “Smart Text Selection with Text Classifier”?

“Yes” is a finding in favor of Arendi.

“No” is a finding in favor of Google.
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YES NO
(for Arendi) (for Google)

Claim 23

Claim 30

Question No. 1D — Method Claims — Applications Used With Smart Text Selection with
Text Classifier:

Did Arendi prove, by a preponderance of the evidence, that Google directly infringed any of the
following method claims of the *843 Patent by performing every step of the claimed method using
the accused applications with “Smart Text Selection with Text Classifier”?

“Yes” is a finding in favor of Arendi.

“No” is a finding in favor of Google .

YES NO
(for Arendi) (for Google)

Claim 1

Claim 8
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B. Invalidity
Question No. 2A — Anticipation:

Did Google prove by clear and convincing evidence, that any of the following claims of the *843
Patent are invalid as anticipated by prior art?
“Yes” is a finding in favor of Google.

“No” is a finding in favor of Arendi.

YES NO
(for Google) (for Arendi)
Claim 1
Claim 8
Claim 23
Claim 30

Question No. 2B — Obviousness:
Did Google prove, by clear and convincing evidence, that any of the following claims of the *843
Patent are invalid as obvious in view of prior art?

“Yes” is a finding in favor of Google.

“No” is a finding in favor of Arendi.

YES NO
(for Google) (for Arendi)
Claim 1
Claim 8
Claim 23
Claim 30
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Question No. 2C — Written Description:

Did Google prove, by clear and convincing evidence, that any of the following claims of the *843
Patent are invalid for lack of written description in the specification of the 843 Patent?
“Yes” is a finding in favor of Google.

“No” is a finding in favor of Arendi.

YES NO
(for Google) (for Arendi)
Claim 1
Claim 8
Claim 23
Claim 30

Question No. 2D - Enablement:

Did Google prove, by clear and convincing evidence, that any of the following claims of the *843
Patent are invalid for lack of enablement by the specification of the ’843 Patent?
“Yes” is a finding in favor of Google.

“No” is a finding in favor of Arendi.

YES NO
(for Google) (for Arendi)
Claim 1
Claim 8
Claim 23
Claim 30
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