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I. INTRODUCTION

Apple Inc. (“Apple” or “Petitioner”) seeks review of claims 8, 9, 12, 13 and
16-22 of U.S. Patent No. 8,063,674 (the ‘“°674 Patent”) based on obviousness
grounds.! In determining whether to institute inter partes review, the Board must
resolve whether a person of ordinary skill in the art (POSA) would have found it
obvious to combine prior-art elements in the manner proposed by Apple. For this
inquiry, the Federal Circuit has cautioned that “[t]he inventor’s own path itself never
leads to a conclusion of obviousness; that is hindsight.” Otsuka Pharm. Co. v.
Sandoz, Inc., 678 F.3d 1280, 1296 (Fed. Cir. 2012). Thus, it is improper to rely on
the patent itself as a roadmap for combining prior-art elements “like separate pieces
of a simple jigsaw puzzle.” InTouch Techs., Inc. v. VGO Commc 'ns, Inc., 751 F.3d
1327, 1349 (Fed. Cir. 2014).

Yet that is exactly what Apple does in its Petition. In Ground 1, Apple asserts
that the challenged claims are obvious over the combination of Steinacker, Doyle,
and Park. But the POSA would never consider implementing the voltage level
detector of Steinacker’s analog/digital mixed signal circuit with the interface circuit
of Doyle, as Apple proposes. Doyle’s circuit is designed to provide an interface

between a TTL circuit and a CMOS circuit. The design and purpose of Doyle’s

! Apple seeks review of claims 1, 2, and 5-7 of the 674 Patent over the same
combination of references in IPR2018-01315.
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TTL/CMOS interface circuit is entirely unrelated to the analog/digital mixed signal
circuit of Steinacker, and the POSA would not combine the circuits absent a desire
to recreate the circuits disclosed in the 674 Patent. Likewise, the POSA would not
combine Park with the hypothetical Steinacker/Doyle circuit to reduce leakage
current (Petition at 20-21) because neither Steinacker nor Doyle recognizes any
problem relating to leakage power consumption. Only impermissible hindsight
would lead one to make this combination.

Apple’s Grounds 2a and 2b based on the alleged AAPA and Majcherczak are
also deficient. These grounds are nothing more than a rehash of art that the Office
already considered during prosecution, and the Board should deny them on this basis
alone.

Because Apple’s petition fails to establish a reasonable likelihood of

prevailing on any claim, the Board should decline to institute trial on the 674 Patent.

II. THE ‘674 PATENT AND ITS PROSECUTION HISTORY
A. Overview of the 674 Patent

U.S. Patent No. 8,068,674 (“the 674 Patent”), titled “Multiple Supply-
Voltage Power-Up/Down Detectors,” generally relates to power-up/down detectors.

The 674 Patent issued on November 22, 2011, from an application filed on February

4, 2009.
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Modern integrated circuits include multiple networks operating with different
supply voltages (e.g., V1 and V2). For example, a lower voltage V1 may be used
for a core logic network, while a higher voltage V2 may be used for an input/output
(“I/O”) network. Multiple independent supply voltages provide flexibility in
operating different networks independently, such as being able to turn off parts of
the circuit that are not needed (e.g., sleep mode), which results in significant power
savings. Also, because new integrated circuit devices often interface with older
technology, “input/output (I/O) circuits within the integrated circuit have remained
at higher operating voltages to interface with the higher voltage requirements of
these older systems.” Ex. 1001 (’674 Patent) at 1:22-25.

The Background section of the 674 Patent recognizes that many previous
power up/down detectors suffered from problems. For example, the 674 Patent
explains:

Core devices and applications communicate with operations outside
of the integrated component through the I/O devices. In order to
facilitate communication between the core and I/O devices, level
shifters are employed. Because the 1/O devices are connected to the
core devices through level shifters, problems may occur when the core
devices are powered-down. Powering down or power collapsing is a
common technique used to save power when no device operations are
pending or in progress. For example, if the core network is power

collapsed, it is possible that the lever shifters, whether through stray

DOCKET

A R M Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com.



https://www.docketalarm.com/

Nsights

Real-Time Litigation Alerts

g Keep your litigation team up-to-date with real-time
alerts and advanced team management tools built for
the enterprise, all while greatly reducing PACER spend.

Our comprehensive service means we can handle Federal,
State, and Administrative courts across the country.

Advanced Docket Research

With over 230 million records, Docket Alarm’s cloud-native
O docket research platform finds what other services can't.
‘ Coverage includes Federal, State, plus PTAB, TTAB, ITC
and NLRB decisions, all in one place.

Identify arguments that have been successful in the past
with full text, pinpoint searching. Link to case law cited
within any court document via Fastcase.

Analytics At Your Fingertips

° Learn what happened the last time a particular judge,

/ . o
Py ,0‘ opposing counsel or company faced cases similar to yours.

o ®
Advanced out-of-the-box PTAB and TTAB analytics are
always at your fingertips.

-xplore Litigation

Docket Alarm provides insights to develop a more
informed litigation strategy and the peace of mind of

knowing you're on top of things.

API

Docket Alarm offers a powerful API
(application programming inter-
face) to developers that want to
integrate case filings into their apps.

LAW FIRMS

Build custom dashboards for your
attorneys and clients with live data
direct from the court.

Automate many repetitive legal
tasks like conflict checks, document
management, and marketing.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS
Litigation and bankruptcy checks
for companies and debtors.

E-DISCOVERY AND

LEGAL VENDORS

Sync your system to PACER to
automate legal marketing.

WHAT WILL YOU BUILD? @ sales@docketalarm.com 1-866-77-FASTCASE




