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Exhibit B-15 to HMD’s Invalidity Contentions  
Comparison of U.S. Patent No. 9,665,705 and U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2004/0123113 

(“Mathiassen”) 

As described in the following claim chart, asserted claims 1, 10, 11, and 15-17 of U.S. Patent No. 9,665,705 (“’705 patent”) are invalid 
in view of U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2004/0123113 (“Mathiassen”), alone or in combination with one or more prior art 
references and other arguments identified in HMD’s Invalidity Contentions, including, without limitation, as set forth below.1  

Mathiassen was filed on December 18, 2002 and published on June 24, 2004. Mathiassen is accordingly prior art to the ’705 patent 
under at least pre-AIA § 102(e). Mathiassen anticipates or renders obvious, alone or in combination with other prior art references, each 
of the Asserted Claims of the ’705 patent as described in the chart below and in the main Invalidity Contentions document to which this 
chart is annexed. 

Nothing in these claim charts should be construed as an admission regarding infringement, either literally or under the doctrine of 
equivalents, or as an admission regarding HMD’s understanding of the proper scope of the Asserted Claims. Given the ambiguities in 
Plaintiff’s infringement contentions, the exemplary citations herein necessarily account for a variety of possible infringement arguments 
and claim constructions, including the claim constructions and interpretations apparently advanced by Plaintiff.  

To the extent Plaintiff contends that Mathiassen fails to disclose, teach, or suggest one or more of the claim elements set forth below, it 
would be obvious to combine Mathiassen with one or more of the prior art references listed in HMD’s Invalidity Contentions, described 
element-by-element in Exhibit C, and with the knowledge of a person of ordinary skill in the art, to render the asserted claims obvious. 
As included in the following claim chart, it would be obvious to combine Mathiassen with at least the following references, either alone 
or in combination with each other: 

• U.S. Patent No. 6,877,097 (“Hamid”)
• U.S. Patent No. 7,404,486 (“Sands”)
• U.S. Patent No. 7,697,729 (“Howell”)
• U.S. Patent Pub. No. 2002/0063154 (“Hoyos”)
• U.S. Patent No. 6,766,456 (“McKeeth”)
• U.S. Patent No. 6,983,061 (“Ikegami”)

1 CPC has indicated that it has dropped previously asserted claims and is now asserting only claims 1, 10, 11, and 15-17 of the ’705 patent.  See Response to 
Defendant’s Interrogatory No. 21, served February 24, 2022. 

CPC EXHIBIT 2002 
Apple Inc. v. CPC Patent Technologies PTY Ltd. 
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• U.S. Patent No. 5,933,515 (“Pu”) 
• PCT Pub. No. WO 2005/043451 (“Steinar”) 
• U.S. Patent No. 6,509,847 (“Anderson”) 
• U.S. Patent No. 6,088,585 (“Schmitt”) 
• U.S. Patent No. 6,219,793 (“Li”) 

 
This claim chart is a part of HMD’s Invalidity Contentions and supports the arguments therein.  This claim chart should be read in 
combination with the arguments provided in HMD’s Invalidity Contentions. 
 
Citations to particular supporting evidence are merely exemplary of where each limitation of each asserted claim of the ’705 patent is 
disclosed or taught by Mathiassen and/or other prior art.  HMD reserves the right to rely on other evidence providing comparable 
evidence of how Mathiassen alone or in combination with other prior art renders the ’705 patent invalid. 
 

 
Invalidity Claim Chart - U.S. Pat. No. 9,665,705 

 Claim Element Mathiassen 
1.  A system for providing 
secure access to a controlled 
item, the system 
comprising:  

To the extent the preamble is limiting, Mathiassen discloses a system for providing secure access to a 
controlled item explicitly, inherently, or as a matter of common sense, or it would have been obvious 
to add missing aspects of the limitation. 
 
For example, see the following passages and/or figures, as well as all related disclosures: 
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Invalidity Claim Chart - U.S. Pat. No. 9,665,705 
 Claim Element Mathiassen 

 
Mathiassen at Fig. 2a 
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Invalidity Claim Chart - U.S. Pat. No. 9,665,705 
 Claim Element Mathiassen 

 
Mathiassen at Fig. 2b 
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Invalidity Claim Chart - U.S. Pat. No. 9,665,705 
 Claim Element Mathiassen 

 
Mathiassen at Fig. 8 
 
“A portable or embedded access device is provided for being coupled to, and for allowing only 
authorized users access to, an access-limited apparatus, device, network or system, e.g. a computer 
terminal, an internet bank or a corporate or government intranet. The access device comprises an 
integrated circuit (IC) (1) providing increased security by bridging the functionality of biometrics 
input from a user and, upon positive authentication of the user's fingerprint locally to provide secure 
communication with the said access-limited apparatus, device, network or system, whether local or 
remote. 
A corresponding method of using the portable device or the embedded device is disclosed for 
providing a bridge from biometrics input to a computer locally, into secure communication protocol 
responses to a non-biometrics network. 

Page 5 of 78
f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


Real-Time Litigation Alerts
  Keep your litigation team up-to-date with real-time  

alerts and advanced team management tools built for  
the enterprise, all while greatly reducing PACER spend.

  Our comprehensive service means we can handle Federal, 
State, and Administrative courts across the country.

Advanced Docket Research
  With over 230 million records, Docket Alarm’s cloud-native 

docket research platform finds what other services can’t. 
Coverage includes Federal, State, plus PTAB, TTAB, ITC  
and NLRB decisions, all in one place.

  Identify arguments that have been successful in the past 
with full text, pinpoint searching. Link to case law cited  
within any court document via Fastcase.

Analytics At Your Fingertips
  Learn what happened the last time a particular judge,  

opposing counsel or company faced cases similar to yours.

  Advanced out-of-the-box PTAB and TTAB analytics are  
always at your fingertips.

Docket Alarm provides insights to develop a more  

informed litigation strategy and the peace of mind of 

knowing you’re on top of things.

Explore Litigation 
Insights

®

WHAT WILL YOU BUILD?  |  sales@docketalarm.com  |  1-866-77-FASTCASE

API
Docket Alarm offers a powerful API 
(application programming inter-
face) to developers that want to 
integrate case filings into their apps.

LAW FIRMS
Build custom dashboards for your 
attorneys and clients with live data 
direct from the court.

Automate many repetitive legal  
tasks like conflict checks, document 
management, and marketing.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS
Litigation and bankruptcy checks 
for companies and debtors.

E-DISCOVERY AND  
LEGAL VENDORS
Sync your system to PACER to  
automate legal marketing.


