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I. INTRODUCTION 

Petitioner’s Reply (Paper 25, “Reply”) turns on two primary issues.  First, 

Petitioner appears to contend that a proper interpretation for the claim term 

“multitude” should be “a number larger than four” by arguing that prosecution 

history disclaimer must be clear and unequivocal and that the ‘774 Patent lacks 

written description support for a number of thresholds less than five.  See Reply at 

1-9.  Second, Petitioner appears to acknowledge that Sakamoto fails to disclose 

limitations 1(e), 8(c), and 8(d) of the ‘774 Patent by 1) contending that each of 

Sakamoto’s positioning modes has a regular refresh rate which automatically 

changes with a change in mode responsive to the battery charge level, as opposed to 

“having a value that is responsive to a user input request”; and 2) contending that 

Sakamoto discloses four thresholds associated with signal level, as opposed to “the 

power level comprising a multitude of threshold values determined by a user or 

system administrator.”  Id. at 15-17.  As discussed below, Petitioner has not 

demonstrated by clear and convincing evidence that any of the challenged claims of 

U.S. Patent No. 8,497,774 (“the ’774 Patent”) are invalid as obvious because the 

references on which it relies nonetheless fail to disclose required limitations from 

the challenged claims. Because the Petitioner has not met its burden, the challenged 

claims should be upheld. 

II. CLAIM CONSTRUCTION 
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