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I. INTRODUCTION 

Apple Inc. (“Petitioner” or “Apple”) submits this Reply to Patent Owner’s 

Response (“POR”) to the Petition for Inter Partes Review (“IPR”) of U.S. Patent 

No. 10,470,695 (“the ’695 patent”) filed by Masimo Corporation (“Patent Owner” 

or “Masimo”).  As demonstrated below, the POR fails to rebut the positions 

advanced in the Petition.  Apple therefore respectfully submits that the Board 

should find claims 6, 14, and 211 (“the Challenged Claims”) of the ’695 patent 

unpatentable.  

For example, Patent Owner attempts to draw a bright line between pulse 

oximeters used in body locations having what it terms “thick” tissue (e.g., “the 

wrist”), and those used in locations having “thin” tissue (e.g., the “nostril”).  See, 

e.g., POR, 16-20.  The POR characterizes the pulse oximeter described in Chin as a 

“thin tissue device” that is so vastly different from “thick tissue” pulse oximeters 

(e.g., those described in Sarantos and Ackermans) that Chin’s teachings are 

inapplicable to such devices.  See id., 19-20; see also APPLE-1022, 23:2-7.  But 

                                           
1 The Petition originally challenged claims 1-6, 8, 9, 11-19, and 21-30 of the ’695 

patent.  Patent Owner subsequently disclaimed claims 1-5, 8, 9, 11-13, 15-19 and 

22-30, leaving claims 6, 14, and 21 as the only remaining challenged claims.  See 

Ex. 2004. 
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