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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
 

BEFORE THE PATENT TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD 
 

GOOGLE LLC, 
Petitioner, 

v. 

UNILOC 2017 LLC, 
Patent Owner. 

 

IPR2020-00755 
Patent 6,366,908 B1 

 

Before SALLY C. MEDLEY, KRISTEN L. DROESCH, and 
SHEILA F. McSHANE, Administrative Patent Judges. 

MEDLEY, Administrative Patent Judge.  

DECISION 
Granting Institution of Inter Partes Review 

35 U.S.C. § 314 
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I. INTRODUCTION 

Google LLC (“Petitioner”) filed a Petition for inter partes review of 

claims 6–12 of U.S. Patent No. 6,366,908 B1 (Ex. 1001, “the ’908 patent”).  

Paper 1 (“Pet.”).  Uniloc 2017 LLC (“Patent Owner”) filed a Preliminary 

Response.  Paper 8 (“Prelim. Resp.”).  In accordance with Board 

authorization, Petitioner filed a Reply to the Preliminary Response (Paper 9, 

“Reply”) and Patent Owner filed a Sur-Reply (Paper 11, “Sur-Reply”), 

limited to addressing discretionary denial issues under Apple Inc. v. Fintiv, 

Inc., IPR2020-00019, Paper 11 (PTAB Mar. 20, 2020) (precedential) 

(“Fintiv”).     

Institution of an inter partes review is authorized by statute when “the 

information presented in the petition . . . and any response . . . shows that 

there is a reasonable likelihood that the petitioner would prevail with respect 

to at least 1 of the claims challenged in the petition.”  35 U.S.C. § 314(a) 

(2018).  Upon consideration of the Petition, the Preliminary Response, and 

the evidence of record, we determine that Petitioner has established a 

reasonable likelihood of prevailing with respect to the unpatentability of at 

least one claim of the ’908 patent.  Accordingly, for the reasons that follow, 

we institute an inter partes review of claims 6–12 of the ’908 patent. 

A. Related Matters 

Petitioner and Patent Owner indicate that the ’908 patent is the subject 

of the court proceeding, Uniloc 2017 LLC v. Google LLC, No. 2:18-cv-

00553 (E.D. Tex.) (“district court case”).  Pet. 93; Prelim. Resp. 3.  As 

discussed in more detail below, Petitioner’s motion to transfer the district 

court case to the Northern District of California was granted.  Ex. 1046.   
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B. The ’908 Patent 

The ’908 patent describes a keyfact-based text retrieval method and a 

keyfact-based text index method.  Ex. 1001, 1:6–7.  The ’908 patent states 

that a keyfact is “an important fact contained in sentences which constitute a 

document,” where the keyfact is “represented by an object and property 

information through syntactic analysis of a sentence.”  Id. at 1:15–18.  As 

described in the ’908 patent, a keyword-based text retrieval method was the 

mainstream in conventional text retrieval methods, but the precision of a 

keyword-based text retrieval method was less than ideal for several reasons.  

Id. at 1:19–22.  First, the meaning of the document was not precisely 

represented because the document is represented by keywords, which are 

nouns.  Id. at 1:22–25.  Second, when a query included a natural language 

phrase, sentence, or keywords, the intention of the user’s query was not 

reflected precisely in a keyword-based text retrieval method.  Id. at 1:27–32.  

Therefore, the keyword-based text retrieval method had a fundamental 

limitation in retrieval precision because it performed document retrieval by 

keywords.  Id. at 1:32–34.  Phrase-based text retrieval methods perform 

more precise text retrieval than the keyword-based text retrieval method but 

performs less precise text retrieval than a concept-based text retrieval 

method, which expresses text by concept units.  Id. at 1:45–49. 

The ’908 patent further describes a new approach to keyfact-based 

text retrieval that overcomes the shortcomings of the keyword-based text 

retrieval method and generalized phrase-based text retrieval methods.  Id. at 

1:50–53.  In a keyfact-based text retrieval method, parts of text that 

represent the same meaning are described as a keyfact, where the phrases or 

words having the same meaning are indexed as the same indexing terms.  Id. 

at 1:53–55, 60–62.  According to the ’908 patent, since the keyfact-based 

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


IPR2020-00755 
Patent 6,366,908 B1 

4 

retrieval method is a concept-based retrieval method, indexing and retrieval 

of the keyfact-based retrieval method are performed with the unit of the 

keyfact, and precision of the retrieval is greatly improved.  Id. at 1:55–59. 

A block diagram of a keyfact-based text retrieval system is illustrated 

in Figure 1, reproduced below. 

 
Figure 1 is a block diagram illustrating a keyfact-based text retrieval 

system.  Id. at 4:22–23.  The keyfact-based text retrieval system comprises 

keyfact extraction device 11, keyfact index device 12, and keyfact retrieval 

device 13.  Id. at 4:23–26.  The ’908 patent describes that once a document 

collection 14 or a query 15 is given, the keyfact extraction device 11 extracts 

words without ambiguity by performing morphological analysis and tagging.  

Id. at 4:42–45.  The keyfact generation rule is applied to the words and then 

the keyfacts are extracted.  Id. at 4:45–46.  The keyfact index device 12 

indexes the document collection 14 or the query 15 with the unit of keyfact 
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and calculates the frequencies of the keyfacts.  Id. at 4:47–49.  The 

frequencies of the keyfacts are stored into the index structure 16 with the 

document ID information.  Id. at 4:49–51.  The keyfact retrieval device 13 

orders documents using a similarity calculation method and shows retrieval 

results.  Id. at 4:51–53. 

A block diagram of a keyfact extraction device of a keyfact-based text 

retrieval system is illustrated in Figure 3, reproduced below. 

 
Figure 3 illustrates a block diagram of keyfact extraction device 11 

that analyzes a document and generates keyfacts through the processes of 

morphological analysis, part-of-speech tagging, keyfact pattern extraction, 

and keyfact generation.  Id. at 5:15–18.  The ’908 patent describes that a 

document is supplied at stage 31 and morphological analysis is performed at 

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


Real-Time Litigation Alerts
	� 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 

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,  

opposing counsel or company faced cases similar to yours.

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

Docket Alarm provides insights to develop a more  

informed litigation strategy and the peace of mind of 

knowing you’re on top of things.

Explore Litigation 
Insights

®

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

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.


