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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

BEFORE THE PATENT TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

APPLE INC,,
Petitioner,

V.

IMMERSION CORPORATION,
Patent Owner.

Case IPR2017-01368
Patent 8,581,710 B2

Before MICHAEL R. ZECHER, BRYAN F. MOORE, and MINN CHUNG,
Administrative Patent Judges.

CHUNG, Administrative Patent Judge.

DECISION
Denying Institution of Inter Partes Review
35 U.S.C. § 314(a) and 37 C.F.R. § 42.108
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Patent 8,581,710 B2
. BACKGROUND
A. Introduction

Apple Inc. (“Petitioner”) filed a Petition (Paper 1, “Second Petition,”
or “Second Pet.”) requesting an inter partes review of claims 13 and 18-20
(the “challenged claims™) of U.S. Patent No. 8,581,710 B2 (Ex. 1101, “the
710 patent”). As discussed further below, the claims challenged in the
Second Petition cover essentially the same scope as the claims Petitioner
challenged in its prior petition filed in Case IPR2016-01603 (Apple Inc. v.
Immersion Corp., Case IPR2016-01603 (filed Aug. 12, 2016) (Paper 1,
“First Petition” or “First Pet.”)). Immersion Corporation (“Patent Owner”)
timely filed a Preliminary Response (Paper 7, “Prelim. Resp.”).

Institution of inter partes review is discretionary. See 35 U.S.C.
8 314(a); 37 C.F.R. §42.108(a). Under the circumstances of this case, for
the reasons explained below, we exercise our discretion to not institute an

inter partes review as to any of claims 13 and 18-20 of the *710 patent.

B. Related Proceedings

According to the parties, the *710 patent is the subject of the
following proceedings: (1) Immersion Corp. v. Apple Inc.,
Nos. 1:16-cv-00077 and 1:16-cv-00325 (D. Del.); and (2) In the Matter of:
Certain Mobile and Portable Electronic Devices Incorporating Haptics
(Including Smartphones and Laptops) and Components Thereof, ITC
Investigation No. 337-TA-1004 (USITC). Second Pet. 1; Paper 5, 2.

The *710 patent is also the subject of an instituted trial proceeding in
Case IPR2016-01603. Apple Inc. v. Immersion Corp., Case IPR2016-01603
(PTAB Feb. 23, 2017) (Paper 7, “1603 Dec. on Inst.”).
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C. The 710 Patent

The 710 patent describes a system and method for haptic
confirmation of commands on electronic devices. Ex. 1101, Abstract. In
one exemplary embodiment, the device recognizes a speech input, e.g., “call
home,” and determines a command associated with the recognized speech,
e.g., making a telephone call to the phone number designated as “home.” 1d.
at col. 2, Il. 17-25. If the spoken command is recognized successfully, the
device generates a haptic effect to provide a tactile feedback to the user that
the command has been recognized and that the device will perform the
requested function. Id. at col. 2, Il. 19-23. If, on the other hand, the device
does not recognize a command, it generates a different haptic effect to
indicate that no command is recognized and that no function will be
performed. Id. at col. 2, Il. 25-29.

In another embodiment, the device recognizes a touch input on a
touch-sensitive display and determines a command corresponding to the
touch input. Id. at col. 12, Il. 30-45. Figure 6 of the 710 patent is
reproduced below.
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Figure 6 depicts a block diagram of a system for haptic confirmation of
commands in an exemplary embodiment. Id. at col. 11, Il. 12-14. As shown
in Figure 6 above, the system comprises device 610 having housing 605, and
display 650, which may be coupled to the housing or disposed within the
housing. Id. at col. 11, Il. 14-15, 21-22. Device 610, in turn, comprises
processor 620, memory 625, actuator 630, and sensor 640. Id. at col. 11,

Il. 15-17. In an embodiment, display 650 is a touch-sensitive display, which
transmits sensor signals to the processor when a user touches a location on
the touch-sensitive display. Id. at col. 12, Il. 32-34.

Upon receiving sensor signals from the touch-sensitive display, the
processor attempts to identify a command corresponding to the signals, e.g.,
a button or other user interface element on the display corresponding to the
location of the user touch on the touch-sensitive display. Id. at col. 12,

Il. 38-42. If the processor determines a command corresponding to the user
touch input, it generates an actuator signal to produce a haptic effect that
indicates that a command was recognized successfully. 1d. at col. 12, Il. 42—
45, 53-56. Otherwise, the processor generates another actuator signal to
produce a haptic effect that indicates no command was recognized. Id. at
col. 12, Il. 46-49. In either case, the processor then transmits the actuator
signal to the actuator to output the appropriate haptic effect. Id. at col. 12,

Il. 49-52, 56-59. If a command has been recognized, the processor executes

the function associated with the command. Id. at col. 12, Il. 59-61.
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D. Hlustrative Claim
Claim 13 is the only independent claim at issue. Claims 18-20
depend directly from claim 13. Claim 13 is illustrative of the challenged
claims and is reproduced below:

13. A computer-implemented method comprising the steps of:

receiving, from a sensor, a sensor signal associated with a user
input;

recognizing the wuser input and determining a command
associated with the speech information;

if the user input is recognized and the command is determined:

generating a first actuator signal configured to cause an
actuator to output a first haptic effect; and

transmitting the first actuator signal to the actuator;
otherwise:

generating a second actuator signal configured to cause the
actuator to output a second haptic effect; and

transmitting the second actuator signal to the actuator.

Ex. 1101, col. 14, I. 58—col. 15, 1. 5.

DOCKET

A R M Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com.



https://www.docketalarm.com/

Nsights

Real-Time Litigation Alerts

g 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
O 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,

/ . o
Py ,0‘ opposing counsel or company faced cases similar to yours.

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

-xplore Litigation

Docket Alarm provides insights to develop a more
informed litigation strategy and the peace of mind of

knowing you're on top of things.

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.

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




