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I. INTRODUCTION 

As set forth below, Apple’s reply fails to rebut the core arguments made 

in Corephotonics’ response. Moreover, the reply is rife with technical misun-

derstandings, with unreliable or conclusory analysis, and with untimely new 

arguments. Grounds 2–4 of this IPR should be rejected. 

II. GROUND 2 – OGINO IN VIEW OF BAREAU 

A. Apple Fails to Demonstrate that the Proposed Design Is Manu-
facturable Using Any Technique 

As explained in Corephotonics’ response, Apple’s combination of Ogino 

with Bareau rests on a lens design that cannot be manufactured. A lens that 

cannot be made cannot satisfy the limitations of the ’897 patent claims to a 

“lens assembly” comprising “a plurality of lens elements.” (Ex. 1001 at 8:22, 

9:26–27.) And even if it could, no POSITA would be motivated to design such 

an impossible lens. Apple’s reply suggests this argument “seems to rely on an 

implicit requirement of large-scale injection plastic molding.” (Paper 14 at 9.) 

Apple’s own expert has opined that Ogino’s lens would “preferably be made 

of plastic via injection molding.” (IPR2019-00030, Ex. 2009, Sasián Decl. at 

69.) 
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