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I. Introduction  

The Petition is supported by the Declaration of Dr. David Arnold (Ex. 1003) 

and established that claims 1-8 are anticipated and rendered obvious by Kanno.  This 

Reply addresses Patent Owner’s flawed attorney arguments, unsupported by any 

expert testimony, on each ground. 

Patent Owner does not dispute that Kanno discloses every element of the 

claims under their plain meaning.  Instead, Patent Owner attempts to distinguish 

Kanno by: (i) importing a “far-field radiation” limitation into the claims; (ii) arguing 

that the Petition relied on distinct embodiments of Kanno; and (iii) disputing that a 

POSA would have been motivated to combine certain disclosures of Kanno. 

But nothing in the intrinsic record supports departing from the plain meaning 

to inject a “far-field radiation” requirement, and in any event, Kanno’s system meets 

it.  Further, the Petition not only relied on a single preferred embodiment of Kanno, 

but also showed that Kanno anticipates the claims independent of the supposedly 

“distinct” embodiment.  Relatedly, no motivation is required for what Kanno 

discloses expressly. 

II. Claim Construction 

Claim 1 recites: 

“wherein the first and second source magnetic resonators are positioned 

so that the second magnetic field at least partially cancels the first 

magnetic field outside a spatial region through which power is 
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