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Reply, 1 note 1 (citing Exhibit 2004)

’695 patent, claim 6
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Masimo's tissue thickness arguments are ineffectual
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Webster
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Masimo's tissue thickness arguments are ineffectual
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Petitioner’s Reply

Chin

APPLE-1006, 5:55-56 (cited at Reply, 5)
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Masimo's tissue thickness arguments are ineffectual
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Masimo's tissue thickness arguments are ineffectual
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Petitioner’s Reply

Reply, 10
Chin

APPLE-1006, 5:55-56 (cited at Reply, 5)
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APPLE-1006, 5:55-56 (cited at Reply, 5)
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Masimo’s “experiment” is unavailing
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Masimo’s “experiment” is unavailing
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DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

30



Issue 3
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A POSITA would have had a Reasonable 
Expectation of Success when Performing the 

Proposed Modifications
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A POSITA would have had a reasonable expectation of success in 
combining Sarantos-Mendelson and Chin
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A POSITA would have had a reasonable expectation of success in 
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Petitioner’s Reply

Reply, 10
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A POSITA would have had a reasonable expectation of success in 
combining Sarantos-Mendelson and Chin
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Dr. Anthony’s Declaration

APPLE-1003, [98] (cited at Petition, 62)
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A POSITA would have had a reasonable expectation of success in 
combining Ackermans and Chin
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Patent Owner’s Response

POR, 37
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A POSITA would have had a reasonable expectation of success in 
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A POSITA would have had a reasonable expectation of success in 
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Dr. Anthony’s Declaration
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Masimo mischaracterizes Chin
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POR, 12, 23, 34

Patent Owner’s Response
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APPLE-1006, 5:55-56 (cited at Reply, 5)
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Overview of the Instituted Grounds
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Petition, 2-3; see Institution Decision 

(Paper 8), 9-10, 25; Ex. 2004 
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