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I. PRELIMINARY STATEMENT 

Patent Owner Immersion Corporation (“Immersion” or “Patent Owner”) 

submits this Response to the Board’s Decision – Institution of Inter Partes Review 

(Paper 7) (“Institution Decision”) as requested by Apple, Inc. ("Petitioner"), 

entered January 11, 2017, of United States Patent No. 8,773,356 (“the '356 

patent”). 

Petitioner argues that Rosenberg 281’s single disclosure of a lookup table 

would have been obvious to combine with Rosenberg 737’s system.  However, the 

decision of whether to implement a lookup table into a particular system is based 

on a complex series of factors that Petitioner’s expert admits he did not address.  

For example, Petitioner’s expert Dr. Baudisch admits that there are numerous 

alternatives to a lookup table that can be used to retrieving haptic effects.  Dr. 

Baudisch only considered one such alternative in his declaration.  Furthermore, Dr. 

Baudisch admits that there are many factors that a POSITA would consider in 

determining which approach to implement in any particular system.  Dr. Baudisch 

only considered one of these many factors in his declaration.  In fact, in designing 

his own haptic feedback system, Dr. Baudisch chose an approach different than a 

lookup table.  Ex. 2005 at ¶¶ 61-62. 

Petitioner cannot sustain its argument that implementation of the claimed 
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