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Application No. Applicant(s)
17/556,860 KISHOREetal.

Office Action Summary Examiner Art Unit|AIA (FITF)Status
KENNETH BARTLEY 3684 Yes

-- The MAILING DATEofthis communication appears on the coversheet with the correspondence address --

Period for Reply

A SHORTENED STATUTORYPERIOD FOR REPLYIS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTHS FROM THE MAILING

DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION.Extensionsof time may be available underthe provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed after SIX (6) MONTHSfrom the mailing
date of this communication.

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHSfrom the mailing date of this communication.
- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED(35 U.S.C.§ 133).

Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, evenif timely filed, may reduce any earned patent term
adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b).

Status

1)™) Responsive to communication(s)filed on 20 September 2024.
C) A declaration(s)/affidavit(s) under 37 CFR 1.130(b) was/werefiled on

2a)() This action is FINAL. 2b)¥)This action is non-final.

3) An election was madeby the applicant in responseto a restriction requirement set forth during the interview
on ; the restriction requirement and election have been incorporated into this action.

4)(2) Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is
closed in accordance with the practice under Exparte Quayle, 1935 C.D. 11, 453 O.G. 213.

Disposition of Claims*

) Claim(s) 1-2,4-7,10-16 and 18-21 is/are pending in the application.

5a) Of the above claim(s) _ is/are withdrawn from consideration.

CL] Claim(s)__is/are allowed.

Claim(s) 1-2,4-7,10-16 and 18-21 is/are rejected.

(] Claim(s)__ is/are objectedto.

)C] Claim(s are subjectto restriction and/or election requirement
* If any claims have been determined allowable, you maybeeligible to benefit from the Patent Prosecution Highway program at a

participating intellectual property office for the corresponding application. For more information, please see

http://www.uspto.gov/patents/init_events/pph/index.jsp or send an inquiry to PPHfeedback@uspto.gov.

)

)

)

)

Application Papers

10) The specification is objected to by the Examiner.

11)0) The drawing(s) filedon__ is/are: a)(J accepted or b)( objected to by the Examiner.
Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a).

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d).

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119

12)7) Acknowledgmentis made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d)or(f).
Certified copies:

a)C All b)() Some** c)Z Noneofthe:

1.1.) Certified copies of the priority documents have beenreceived.

2.2) Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No.

3.1.) Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been receivedin this National Stage
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)).

*“ See the attached detailed Office action fora list of the certified copies not received.

Attachment(s)

1) Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 3) (LJ Interview Summary (PTO-413)
Paper No(s)/Mail Date

2) (J Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO/SB/08a and/or PTO/SB/08b) 4) (Qj Other:
Paper No(s)/Mail Date

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office

PTOL-326 (Rev. 11-13) Office Action Summary Part of Paper No./Mail Date 20241220
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Application/Control Number: 17/556,860 Page 2
Art Unit: 3684

DETAILED ACTION

Notice of Pre-AlA or AIA Status

The present application, filed on or after March 16, 2013, is being examined

underthefirst inventor to file provisions of the AIA.

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114

1. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set

forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), wasfiled in this application after final rejection. Since this

application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set

forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action

has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on

September 20, 2024 has been entered.

Response to Amendment

2. Claims 1, 5, 10, 14, 16, 18, and 20 have been amended. Claims 3, 8, 9, and 17

have been canceled. Claim 21 is new. Claims 1, 2, 4-7, 10-16, and 18-21 are pending

and are provided to be examined upon their merits.

Response to Arguments

3. Applicant’s arguments with respect to claims 1, 2, 4-7, 10-16, and 18-21 have

been considered but are moot because the new groundof rejection does not rely on any

reference applied in the prior rejection of record for any teaching or matter specifically

challenged in the argument. A response is provided below in bold where appropriate.
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Application/Control Number: 17/556,860 Page 3
Art Unit: 3684

Applicant_argues 35 USC §101 Rejection, starting pg. 11 of Remarks:

REJECTIONS UNDER35 U.S.C. § 101

It was alleged at page 11 of the Office Action that “[c]laims 1-20 are
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimedinvention is directed to an
abstract idea without significantly more.”

Regarding Prong One of Step 2A of the 2019 Revised Patent Subject
Matter Eligibility Guidance (Step 2A-Prong 1): the features of amended
independent claim 1 recites “[a] first electronic device, comprising: ... circuitry
configured to ... transmit the received userprofile information to a server via a
network... receive, from the server, a set of health templates based on the
received userprofile information associated with the first user, wherein the
received set of health templates, from a plurality of health templates stored in the
server, is based on an application of a second artificial intelligence (Al) model on
the transmitted user profile information ... determine, by one or more sensors
associated with thefirst electronic device, a set of health parameters of thefirst
user and a setof activities of the first user, based on the selected first health

template ... determine a set of health recommendations associated with thefirst
user, wherein the set of health recommendations is determined based on: ... an
application of a first Al model on the selected first health template ... setup a set
of periodic auto-reminders, associated with the determined setof activities for
the first user ... generateafirst notification associated with a first activity of the
set of activities for the first user based on the set of periodic auto- reminders...
control the display device to display the generated first notification.”

The aboveis reciting abstract elements. Recall, “additional elements” cannot
include a judicial exception.

See also the July 2024 Subject Matter Eligibility examples provided by the Office
regarding artificial intelligence, where using Al at a high level of generality was
not enough.

Further, the Applicant submits that the features of amended independent
claim 1 cannot be classified as the alleged abstract idea under “mental process”
or “certain methods of organizing human activity”, because the claimed subject
matter instead of merely “concept performed in the mind of the person or with
pen and paper” or “manage personal behavior and teaching’, the features of
amended independent claim 1 recites “circuitry configured to: ... setup a set of
periodic auto-reminders, associated with the determined set of activities for the
first user, “generate a first notification associated withafirst activity of the set of
activities for the first user based on the set of periodic auto- reminders’, and
“control the display device to display the generatedfirst notification’ which the
Applicant submits “cannot be practically performed in the human mind orwith
pen or paper” or “by organizing a human activity”. Therefore, the features of
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Application/Control Number: 17/556,860 Page 4
Art Unit: 3684

amended independent claim 1 do not describe an abstract concept, or a concept
similar to those found by the Courts to be Abstract, such as a method for
organizing humanactivity or mental process or mental process.

Respectfully, using a generic computer has been shownto be abstract under
mental processes. Further, claim elements are examined to determineif they
recite abstract ideas. If any claim element is found to be abstract, the claims are
considered abstract.

From MPEP 2106.04(a)...
“Examiners should determine whether a claim recites an abstract idea by (1)
identifying the specific limitation(s) in the claim under examination that the
examiner believes recites an abstract idea, and (2) determining whether the
identified limitations(s) fall within at least one of the groupings of abstract ideaslisted
above. The groupings of abstract ideas, and their relationship to the body of judicial
precedent, are further discussed in MPEP§ 2106.04(a)(2)
(s2106.html#ch2100_d29a1b_13ae3_321).”

See also the July 2024 SME whereclaims using Al were found to include mental
process limitations (e.g., Example 47, Claim 2).

From Claim 2 Example 47...
A method of using an artificial neural network (ANN) comprising:
(a) receiving, at a computer, continuous training data;

(b) discretizing, by the computer, the continuoustraining data to generate input data;

(c) training, by the computer, the ANN based onthe input data and a selected training
algorithm to generate a trained ANN, wherein the selected training algorithm includes a
backpropagation algorithm and a gradient descent algorithm;

(d) detecting one or more anomalies in a data set using the trained ANN;

(e) analyzing the one or more detected anomalies using the trained ANN to generate
anomaly data; and

(f) outputting the anomaly data from the trained ANN.

“Here, steps (b), (d), and (e) fall within the mental process grouping of abstract
ideas, and steps (b) and (c) fall within the mathematical concepts grouping of
abstract ideas. Limitations (b)-(e) are considered together as a single abstract idea for
further analysis. (Step 2A, Prong One: YES).” (pg. 8 of July 2024 SME)

Regarding Prong Two of Step 2A of the 2019 Revised Patent Subject
Matter Eligibility Guidance, even if one were to arrive at a conclusion satisfying
the Prong One of such analysis, assuming arguendo, to which the Applicant does

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.


