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I. INTRODUCTION 

Petitioner replies to Patent Owner’s (PO) Response (Paper 17, “Resp.”) and 

the Board’s decision to institute IPR (Paper 7, “Dec.”) of the ’384 patent. PO’s 

arguments should be rejected and claims 1-13 of the ’384 patent found 

unpatentable for at least the reasons set forth in the Petition (Paper 1, “Pet.”) and 

accompanying exhibits, and the additional reasons provided below. 

II. CLAIM CONSTRUCTION 

PO argues that “a selectable link embedded in the additional dynamic 

preview information,” as recited in claim 1, requires (i) “the ‘additional dynamic 

preview information’ to be preview information that is dynamic” and (ii) “the 

‘selectable link’ to include such dynamic preview information.” (Resp., 11 

(emphasis omitted).) As it did in its Institution Decision (Dec., 7-12), the Board 

should reject PO’s construction because it is inconsistent with the intrinsic 

evidence, and cannot be reconciled with the testimony of PO’s expert. Moreover, 

PO’s construction is irrelevant because the Petition demonstrates that this 

limitation would have been obvious even under PO’s construction. 

A. The “Selectable Link” Is “Embedded” in the “Additional 
Dynamic Preview Information,” Which Can Include Information 
That Is Not Dynamic 

Given the claim language, there is no dispute that “additional dynamic 

preview information” includes dynamic information. The only dispute is whether 

“additional dynamic preview information” can also include other types of 
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