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I. STATEMENT OF PRECISE RELIEF REQUESTED 
 

The Board should not institute inter partes review (IPR) on claims 1-20 of 

U.S. Patent No. 7,907,793 (“ ‘793 Patent,” Ex. 1001) because petitioner Prime 

Focus Creative Services Canada Inc. (“Petitioner”) has not met its burden of 

showing it has a reasonable likelihood of prevailing on at least one claim with 

respect to any of its proposed grounds of unpatentability.  Specifically, Petitioner 

has failed to apply the broadest reasonable construction in light of the specification 

for “depth parameter”, has read limitations from the specification into the claims 

that are not claimed, and has ignored support in U.S. Patent No. 7,181,081 (‘081) 

and U.S. Patent No. 7,333,670 (‘670) (hereinafter “ ‘793 Parent Patents”) to which 

the ‘793 Patent claims priority for claimed subject matter.  Thus, Petitioner has 

erred in asserting that the ‘793 Patent is not entitled to the ‘793 Parent Patents 

priority filing dates.  As detailed herein, without the ‘793 Parent Patents to rely on 

as prior art, all eight grounds for obviousness in the petition fail.   

II. REQUIREMENTS FOR PATENT OWNER PRELIMINARY 
RESPONSE FOR INTER PARTES REVIEW 
 

A. Statutory Requirements 
 

Patent Owner certifies that the instant response contains 13611 words, as 

counted by the word-processing program used to generate this Response, where 

such word count excludes the table of contents, table of authorities, certificate of 

service, exhibit list, and this section on word count. See 37 C.F.R. § 42.24. 
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III. INTRODUCTION 
 

A. Patent Owner Legend3D  
 

Patent Owner Legend3D, Inc., (hereinafter Legend3D) is an innovator at the 

forefront of movie effects and virtual reality technology.  The subject of this 

petition, namely the ‘793 Patent (Ex. 1001), is one of 39 patents in Legend3D’s 

patent portfolio, which includes 30 U.S. patents and 9 foreign patents awarded to 

Legend3D and its predecessor Legend Films, Inc.  Legend3D has been setting and 

applying color and depth to 2D movies since at least 2001, and to 3D stereoscopic 

movies since at least 2009, using the same novel technology for creating, moving, 

and reshaping masks developed before entering the 3D stereoscopic movie effects 

market.  Other patents in the Legend3D portfolio are directed at masking 

technology that initially was used for applying color and depth within masked 

areas as well as 2D to 3D conversion, real-time editing of stereoscopic 3D movies, 

virtual reality, importing computer generated elements, gap fill in stereoscopic 

depth conversion, project management for movie projects, including project 

control, disk savings, grouping of items for use across scenes for consistency, and 

animation, for example. 

B. The ‘793 Patent 
 

Petitioner asserts that the ‘793 Parent Patents are prior art to the ‘793 Patent 

and that the ‘793 Patent is not entitled to the priority date of the ‘793 Parent 
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