UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

BEFORE THE PATENT TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

Motherson Innovations Co., Ltd.,
Petitioner,

V.

Magna Mirrors of America, Inc.,
Patent Owner.

Case IPR2020-00777
Patent No. 10,261,648

Patent Owner’s Response

DOCKET

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



https://www.docketalarm.com/

IPR2020-00777 Patent No. 10,261,648

TABLE OF CONTENTS
Page
TABLE OF AUTHORITIES .....oo oottt et v
LIST OF EXHIBITS ...ttt sttt Vi
l. Lo (U T A T o TSRS 1
I1. A Person Having Ordinary SKill In The Art.......ccccooiieiie i, 1
1. Claim CONSIIUCTION .......eiiiiiiie e enee s 1
A.  “Exterior Mirror Reflective Element Fixedly Attached At Said
MITTOr HEAA ... 1
B.  “A Bracket To Which Said Exterior Mirror Reflective Element
Is Fixedly Attached” ... 11
C.  “Wherein The Outermost Front Perimeter Edge Of Said
Exterior Mirror Reflective Element Is Rounded™ .............ccccovveennee, 19
D. “Rearward Field of VIEW” ... 24
E.  “Yaw” And “Roll”. ..o 29
IV. The Petition Fails To Establish A Reasonable Likelihood That
Petitioner Will Prevail ... 37
A.  Ground 1: Lupo, Alone or In Combination With Other
References, Does Not Disclose All Of The Elements Of The
Challenged Claims .........ccoiiiiiiecec e 37
1. Lupo Does Not Disclose “An Exterior Mirror Reflective
Element Fixedly Attached At Said Mirror Head” (Claim
1,15, 26) oo 37
2. Lupo Does Not Disclose “A Bracket To Which Said
Exterior Mirror Reflective Element Is Fixedly Attached”
(Claims 3-4, 6—7, 17-18, 21-22, 29-30, 32) ....ccoceevverirerirrennens 38

DOCKET

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



https://www.docketalarm.com/

IPR2020-00777

DOC KET

_ ARM

Patent No. 10,261,648

3. Lupo Does Not Disclose “Wherein Said Multi-Axis

Adjustment Mechanism Is Operable For ... Roll

Adjustment” (Claims 9, 25, 31, and 36) .........ccceevvvevveecneenen. 42
4, Lupo Does Not Disclose The First And Second Actuators

Are “Cooperatively Operable To Adjust Said Mirror

Head” (Claims 12, 27) ..cveceeie e 45
Ground 1(b): The Combination Of Lupo and McCabe Does Not
Render The Challenged Claims ObVIOUS...........ccccevvivieveciic e, 46
1. Lupo In Combination With McCabe Does Not Disclose

2.

“Wherein The Outermost Front Perimeter Edge Of Said
Exterior Mirror Reflective Element Is Rounded” (Claims
2, 16, 33) i 47

There Is No Motivation To Combine McCabe With Lupo ......52

Ground 2(a): Tsuyama Does Not Render The Challenged
ClaimS ODVIOUS .....coovieeiie ettt 54

1.

Tsuyama Fails To Disclose Or Render Obvious An
“Exterior Rearview Mirror Assembly” As Required By
EVEry Claim ... 54

Tsuyama Does Not Disclose “An Exterior Mirror
Reflective Element Fixedly Attached At Said Mirror
Head” (Claims 1, 15, 26) .....ccocvviveiieiie e 59

Tsuyama Does Not Disclose “Wherein Said Multi-Axis
Adjustment Mechanism Is Operable For ... Yaw
Adjustment” (Claims 9, 25, 31, and 36) .........cccceevvvevveeineenee. 61

Tsuyama Does Not Disclose Both An “Attachment
Portion” And A “Support Structure” That Moves
Relative To The Vehicle (Claims 5, 20, 26) .......cccccvviviinennenn 63

Tsuyama Does Not Disclose Wherein Said First And

Second Electrically-Operable Actuators Are

“Cooperatively Operable” To Adjust Said Mirror Head

(ClAIMS 12, 24, 27) et 66

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com.



https://www.docketalarm.com/

IPR2020-00777 Patent No. 10,261,648

D.  Ground 2(b): The Combination of Tsuyama and McCabe Does
Not Render the Challenged Claims ObVIOuUS ...........ccccceevveeiieeiieenee. 67

1. Tsuyama In Combination With McCabe Does Not
Disclose “Wherein The Outermost Front Perimeter Edge
Of Said Exterior Mirror Reflective Element Is Rounded”
(ClAIMS 2, 16, 33)...cciiciecieeie e 67

2. Because Tsuyama Is Not A Rear-View Mirror Used For
Driving, There Is No Reason To Modify It In View Of

MICCADE ... eeees 69

CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE WITH37C.F.R.842.24..........ccceeev.... 72

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE ...ttt 73
NOTES

1. All emphasis in this brief added, unless otherwise indicated.

2. All references to “Petition” herein refer to Paper No. 1, Petition for
Inter Partes Review of U.S. Patent No. 10,261,648, filed by Petitioner on March
31, 2020.

3. All references to “Institution Decision’ herein refer to Paper No. 7,

Decision Granting Institution of Inter Partes Review, filed by the Patent Trial and
Appeal Board on October 7, 2020.
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