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I. INTRODUCTION 

U.S. Patent No. 8,872,646 (“the ’646 Patent,” Ex. 1001) is generally directed 

to waking a device from a low power state in response to detected acceleration. 

Specifically, the claims of the ’646 Patent recite well-known accelerometer 

techniques that involve (i) removing glitches, (ii) capturing accelerometer samples 

while at rest, (iii) measuring the current acceleration, and (iv) waking the device 

from the low power state in response to detecting acceleration. However, before 

the alleged invention of the ’646 Patent, such techniques were already well known 

and widely used. 

Accordingly, the evidence in this Petition demonstrates that claim 22 of the 

’646 Patent is unpatentable under (pre-AIA) 35 U.S.C. § 103. Indeed, claim 22 

depends from claim 20, for which the Board has already instituted inter partes 

review based on the same prior art and analysis provided herein. See Apple Inc. v. 

Uniloc Luxembourg, S.A., Case No. IPR2018-00289, Paper 7 at 17-22 (June 11, 

2018). Additionally, while claim 22 has not previously been challenged before the 

Board, it recites limitations that are practically identical to the limitations recited in 

claim 18, which was also instituted in IPR2018-00289 based on the same 

combination of prior art and analysis presented herein. See id. at 22-24. Samsung 

Electronics America, Inc. (“Petitioner”) therefore respectfully requests that claim 

22 be held invalid and cancelled. 
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