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Google respectfully submits this reply to CyWee’s Patent Owner Response 

(“POR”).  CyWee’s arguments fail to rebut the case for unpatentability.  This reply 

will address four broad issues in four sections:  claim construction in §I, whether 

Bachmann is analogous art in §II, CyWee’s arguments concerning specific claim 

limitations in §III, and whether quaternions were known in the relevant art in §IV. 

I. CLAIM CONSTRUCTION 

CyWee argues that the Board should re-construe the claim term “3D pointing 

device”.  The proposed construction would not affect any issue, however, because 

even under CyWee’s proposed construction, the claims are still unpatentable. 

II. BACHMANN IS ANALOGOUS ART 

CyWee first argues that Bachmann is not analogous art.   (POR, pp. 27-31).  

For a reference to be analogous art, it must pass one of two tests, namely “(1) 

whether the art is from the same field of endeavor, regardless of the problem 

addressed; and (2) if the reference is not within the field of the inventor’s endeavor, 

whether the reference is still ‘reasonably pertinent to the particular problem with 

which the inventor is involved.’”  Institution Decision, p. 21, citing In re Bigio, 381 

F.3d 1320 (Fed. Cir. 2004).   Furthermore, under KSR, the scope of analogous art is 

“construed broadly”.  See Wyers v. Master Lock Co., 616 F.3d 1231, 1238 (Fed. Cir. 

2010). 

CyWee makes two arguments concerning Bachmann.  CyWee first argues that 
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