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I INTRODUCTION

The Petition by Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd. and Samsung Electronics America,
Inc. (“Samsung” or “Petitioner”) fails to establish a reasonable likelihood of rendering
obvious claim 1 of challenged U.S. Patent No. 10,562,320 (the “‘320 patent”), and thus
the Petition fails to establish a reasonable likelihood of success! on any challenged
grounds.? The Petition challenges claim 1 (and thus all other claims, which each depend
from claim 1) based upon U.S. Published Patent Application No. 2010/0227642 to Kim
(“Kim”) allegedly rendering it obvious. Because the Petition lacks a reasonable
likelihood of success for establishing obviousness of claim 1, it is sufficient for purposes
of this Preliminary Response to address only Samsung’s challenge to claim 1, and further

to address only some of the most glaring shortcomings in Samsung’s claim 1 arguments.

2 Each of challenged claims 2-13 depend from claim 1. Ground 1 seeks cancellation
of claim 1 and various dependent claims based upon the disclosure of Kim. Because
the Petition lacks a reasonable likelihood of success for proving obviousness of
claim 1, it is sufficient for purposes of this Preliminary Response to address the
challenge to claim 1 only. Gwee’s silence at this preliminary stage on unnecessary
issues raised by Grounds 1-3 is not a concession that any assertions in the Petition

are correct.
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