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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

BEFORE THE PATENT TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD 

APPLE INC., 

Petitioner, 

v. 

MASIMO CORPORATION, 

Patent Owner. 

Case IPR2022-01299  
U.S. Patent 7,761,127 

SECOND DECLARATION OF WILLIAM P. KING, Ph.D. 

I declare that all statements made herein on my own knowledge are true and 

that all statements made on information and belief are believed to be true, and 

further, that these statements were made with the knowledge that willful false 

statements and the like so made are punishable by fine or imprisonment, or both, 

under Section 1001 of Title 18 of the United States Code. 

Dated: 19 October 2023  By: 
William P. King, Ph.D. 
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1. I, William P. King, Ph.D., am making this declaration at the request of 

Patent Owner Masimo Corporation (“Masimo”) in the matter of the Inter Partes 

Review No. IPR2022-01299 of U.S. Patent No. 7,761,127 (“the ’127 patent”).  I 

understand that this declaration is being submitted in this proceeding as Exhibit 

2194. 

2. I previously submitted the declaration that is Exhibit 2151 in this IPR.  

3. I am being compensated for my work in this matter at my standard 

hourly rate for consulting services.  My compensation in no way depends on the 

outcome of this proceeding. 

4. In addition to my own knowledge and expertise and the materials 

identified in Exhibit 2151, I have reviewed and considered the following written 

materials in conducting the analyses and forming the opinions set forth in this 

declaration. 

Exhibit or 
Paper No. 

Description 

46 Petitioner’s Reply to Patent Owner’s Response 

1050 
U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2005/0279949 A1 
(“Oldham”) 

1051 
“Red, Green, and Blue LEDs for White Light Illumination,” 
IEEE Journal on Selected Topics in Quantum Electronics, Vol. 8, 
No. 2, March/April 2002, pp. 333-338 (“Muthu”) 

1052 
U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2003/0230765 A1 
(“Dry”) 
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Exhibit or 
Paper No. 

Description 

1053 
U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2010/0259182 A1 
(“Man”) 

1054 U.S. Patent No. 7,055,986 (“Littleton”) 

1055 Supplemental Declaration of Dr. Brian W. Anthony 

 

I. LIMITED SCOPE OF THIS DECLARATION 

5. I understand that this declaration is limited to responding to Apple’s 

and Dr. Anthony’s reply arguments related to the additional references of Exhibits 

1050-1054.  Consistent with this limited scope, in connection with this declaration, 

I have not conducted supplemental analysis of the information and opinions set 

forth in my Exhibit 2151 declaration, including information and opinions related to 

(1) my qualifications and professional background, (2) my understanding of 

relevant legal principles, (3) the state of the art prior to the ’127 patent, (4) the 

invention of the ’127 patent, (5) the file history of the ’127 patent, (6) claim 

construction, (7) scientific principles including heat transfer principles, and (8) the 

teachings of the prior art.  In view of the limited scope of this declaration, I do not 

respond herein to every assertion made by Apple in its Reply or by Dr. Anthony in 

his Reply declaration.  My not responding to an assertion of Apple or Dr. Anthony 

should not be interpreted to mean that the assertion is correct or that I agree with 

the assertion.  

MASIMO 2194 
Apple v. Masimo 

IPR2022-01299
f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


IPR2022-01299 
Apple Inc. v. Masimo Corp. 

-3- 

II. ANALYSIS OF APPLE’S NEW REFERENCES 

A. Oldham  

6. In my Exhibit 2151 declaration, I testified: 

Some devices used temperature sensors as a thermostatic control in 

wavelength-shift-reduction systems.  For example, U.S. Patent 

Application Publication No. US 2005/0279949 A1 to Oldham, which 

Apple submitted as Exhibit 1010 in non-instituted IPR2022-01300, 

uses a temperature sensor to control active heating and cooling 

devices (such as heaters and fans) to heat up or cool the LEDs based 

on the temperature reading of the temperature sensor to attempt to 

maintain target LED temperatures or operating wavelengths.  

EX2151 ¶40.  That testimony accurately describes Oldham and its disclosure of an 

example of a device that used a temperature sensor “as a thermostatic control in 

wavelength-shift-reduction systems.”  In its Petition in IPR2022-01300 (which I 

understand was not instituted), Apple similarly described Oldham as “a 

temperature regulation system to control heating and cooling of LEDs such that 

their operating temperatures are stabilized within an acceptable temperature 

range.”  IPR2022-01300 Pet., 9-10.  Apple also explained to the Board that, while 

the combinations presented in the Petition in this IPR2022-01299 case “describe 

temperature sensing for purposes such as … compensating for temperature 

fluctuations of LEDs,” the combinations including Oldham presented in the 
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IPR2022-01300 Petition “describe active temperature regulation for LEDs in an 

oximetry environment.”  Paper 3, 3. 

7. Apple’s Petition in this IPR2022-01299 case does not rely on Oldham

for any purpose, much less as a reference that allegedly discloses or makes obvious 

the “thermal mass” or “bulk temperature” limitations.  In this case, Apple first 

relied on Oldham in its Reply.  Thus, this declaration is my first chance to respond 

to Apple’s and Dr. Anthony’s new unpatentability arguments relying on Oldham. 

8. I reviewed the entire disclosure of Oldham (including but not limited

to the portions Apple and Dr. Anthony rely on) to assess whether Oldham would 

have motivated a POSITA to combine Yamada with “a thermal core … based on 

the teachings of Chadwick” in a manner that yields the claimed invention of the 

’127 patent.  In my opinion, Oldham would not have motivated a POSITA to make 

that combination, as explained below.    

9. Apple and Anthony specifically rely on Oldham’s Paragraph 39

disclosure that its “temperature regulating system can adjust a monitored 

temperature of the LED to compensate for any thermal masses intervening between 

the LED and the temperature sensor and to thus derive, calculate, or estimate an 

operating temperature.”  Reply, 17; EX1055 ¶36 (both citing EX1050 ¶39).  In my 

view, a POSITA could not reasonably interpret that passage as suggesting that 

Oldham’s “thermal masses” have the appropriate temperature-change resistance or 

MASIMO 2194 
Apple v. Masimo 

IPR2022-01299
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.


