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Patent Owner Firstface Co., Ltd. (“Firstface” or “Patent Owner”) submits 

this Sur-Reply to the Petition of Apple Inc., Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., and 

Samsung Electronics America, Inc. (together, “Petitioner”) seeking inter partes 

review of claims 1,  8-9, and 15 of U.S. Patent No. 8,831,557 (Ex. 1101, the “’557 

patent”).  

I. Introduction 

Petitioner’s Reply, like its Petition, fails to show that the Challenged Claims 

are unpatentable. None of the cited art, alone or in combination, discloses 

simultaneously performing a user identification function and activating the display, 

as required by all Challenged Claims. Petitioner’s arguments otherwise rely on 

overly generous readings of the references, inferring disclosure from silence. The 

Board should reject Petitioner’s arguments and find all Challenged Claims 

patentable. 

II. Claim Construction 

A. “simultaneously” 

In its Reply, Petitioner “adopts” the Board’s construction of 

“simultaneously.” Reply at 1-2. As explained in its POR, Patent Owner agrees that 

this is the correct construction. The Board should therefore construe 

“simultaneously” as “when a user just presses the activation button, both the user 

identification function and the switching from the inactive state of the display unit 
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