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Today’s Discussion

e Using examiner analytics to supplement prosecution strategy
e How to use PatentAdvisor to obtain individual attorney statistics
e Using PTAB Decisions to review legal arguments analytically

e Using PatentAdvisor data to guide conversations on client’s
prosecution strategy

e Comparative Analytics for analyzing clients vs. competitors
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Using Examiner Analytics to

Supplement Prosecution Strategy




Examiner Analytics

Interviews

f( ' LexisNexis

(@ PatentAdvisor

INTERVIEW STATISTICS

ALLOWAMNCE RATE WITH INTERVIEW

53.8%

ALLOWAMNCE RATE WITHOUT INTERVIEW

20%

Patented & Abandoned Patented Abandoned

Percentage of Applications with at least one Interview

before Patent Issuance/Abandonment

39.4%

13 out of 33 applications

Pending All Applications

Fallowing the
office action that
was interviewed,
the next
significant event
was:

Allowance

Abandonment

RCE

Final OA

Non-Final 0A




Examiner Analytics

Office Actions per patent
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(@ PatentAdvisor

OFFICE ACTIONS STATISTICS ~

Patented & Abandoned Patented Abandoned

AVERAGE Number of Office Actions between Filing Date

and Patent Issuance (Including both Non-Final and Final)

5 . 9 OFFICE ACTIONS

82 office actions i

14 applications

als* YEAR-OVER-YEAR BREAKDOWN

Applications with At Least one Final Office Actions before

Patent Issuance

100%

14 out of 14 case/s

als* YEAR-OVER-YEAR BREAKDOWN

@ How often the Examiner issues a Notice of Allowance
in response to an Amendment After Final that affects the

claims

20%

1 out of 5 applications

1!t YEAR-OVER-YEAR BREAKDOWN

Pending All Applications

Application with MOST Office Actions before Patent

Issuance (Including both Non-Final and Final)

9 OFFICE ACTIONS

Applications with More than one Final Office Action

before Patent Issuance

7/8.6%

11 out of 14 case/s

als* YEAR-OVER-YEAR BREAKDOWN

Number of Cases With More Than Two Final Rejections

before Patent Issuance

38

Application with LEAST Office Actions before Patent

Issuance (Including both Non-Final and Final)

2 OFFICE ACTIONS

Formal Restriction Requirements Issued

28.6%

4 out of 14 case/s

uls* YEAR-OVER-YEAR BREAKDOWN




Examiner Analytics

Examiner allowance rate vs. Art Unit allowance rate
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(@ PatentAdvisor

A

M

ETA ©® RELATIVE TO AU: 1735 ©
ALLOWANCE RATE AU 1735 ALLOWANCE RATE (CURRENT AU)




Examiner Analytics

Appeal statistics

f(i LexisNexis

@ PatentAdvisor

APPEAL STATISTICS

Patented & Abandoned Patented Abandoned Pending

Total applicant wins Total applicant losses

147 45

APPEAL EXIT BREAKDOWN

APPEAL OUTCOME BREAKDOWRN

All Applications

TOTAL MUMBER OF APPEAL CYCLES:

APPEAL CYCLES IN 1208 APPLICATIONS

PERCENTAGE OF APPLICATIONS WITH AT LEAST ONE APPEAL CYCLE;

159 OUT OF 1208 APPLICATIONS

CHANCES OF WINNING ON APPEAL;

Not counted as win/loss: case resolved too early in process

Thenext Allowance 5
Notice of Appeal: 11.9% 26 of 219 cycles significant Abandonment s
eventwas: RCE 15
Final Office Action 1
Non-final Office Action o
The next Allowance 10 (Applicant Win)
iorifi Abandonment &{Applicant Loss)
Pre-Appeal Brief 21.5% 47 of 219 eycles Zf:!,?f::; RCE 7 (Applicant Loss)
Request for Review: Final Office Action 5 (Applicant Win)
Non-final Off ction 18 (Applicant Win)
Undetermined 1
The next Allowance 23 (Applicant Win)
A Abandonment 1 (Applicant Loss)
Appeal Brief: 32.9% 720f 219 cycles :,g:r‘:::!; RCE 1 {Applicant Loss)
Final Office Action 4 (Applicant Win)
Mon-final O ction 43 (Applicant Win)
S Allowance 1 (Applicant Win)
significant Abandonment 2{Applicant Loss)
Examiner’s Reply: m 8 of 21% cycles event was: RCE 5 (Applicant Loss)
Final Office Action 0 (Applicant Win)
Mon-final Office Action 0(Applicant Win)
The next Allowance 40 (Applicant Win)
significant Abandonment 12 (Applicant Loss)
BPAI/PTAB Decision: 30.1% 560 219 cycles JRsa— ReE 11 (Applicant Lass]

Final Office Action

Non-final Office Action

1 {Applicant win)

2 (Applicant Win)




File Wrapper Search to obtain
individual attorney analytics




Individual Analytics

f(( ' PatentAdvisor' Compare My Saved Work Pathways™

File Wrappers Search

File Wrappers

"mehall” "62,380"

Results n

Export to Briefcase

2306 documents found for ""mehall" "62,380""

Your search has resulted in a large number of results. You can limit your search using the filter menu.
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Individual Analytics

Using file wrapper search

EXPORT APPLICATIONS FROM RESULTS TO BRIEFCASE

17423486
17435519
17378800 :
17297877 Choose Briefcase
17351360

17420310 OR

17606128
17417265
17299159

17414307
17414928 Assign Applications To Briefcase
17275969

17298936

17275796

17422766 Briefcases will now be deleted after 6 months of
17421372 inactivity.
17311988

17275964

17416663

17311382

16871702

17275424

17275666

1035 applications ready to be assigned to briefcase

Clint Mehall|
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Individual Analytics

Using file wrapper search

(@ PatentAdvisor

Search

Compare

My Saved Work Pathways™ PAIR Extension

Briefcase Search Results for

alele
idual attorney stats

Ind

ALLOWANCE RATE

91%

TOTAL NUMBER OF APPLICATIONS

TOTAL NUMBER OF APPLICATIONS - OVER TIME
465 402 PATENTED APPLICATIONS

TOTALO®

40 ABANDONED APPLICATIONS

@ Patented @ Abandoned @ Pending
100
3 PENDING APPLICATIONS

This page is limited to patent applications with electronic file 3 - e B W I__ |_- ‘-- |-. |l =
histories that were filed on or after 11/29/00. 2009 2011 2012
Click here to include all known published pplications.

2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

2021 2022
Granted/abandoned shown in year granted/abandoned
Pending shown in year filed

f( ' LexisNexis



i1 (@ PatentAdvisor

OFFICE ACTIONS STATISTICS ™

Search

Compare My Saved Work Pathways™

Patented & Abandoned Patented Abandoned

AVERAGE Number of Office Actions between Filing Date

and Patent Issuance (Including both Non-Final and Final)

1 . 6 OFFICE ACTIONS

649 office actions in 402 applications

sls* YEAR-OVER-YEAR BREAKDOWN

Applications with At Least one Final Office Actions before

Patent Issuance

361370

154 out of 402 case/s
al& YEAR-OVER-YEAR BREAKDOWN

@ How often the Examiner issues a Notice of Allowance
in response to an Amendment After Final that affects the

0%

0 out of 27 applications

sls* YEAR-OVER-YEAR BREAKDOWN

Pending All Applications

Application with MOST Office Actions before Patent

Issuance (Including both Non-Final and Final)

1 2 OFFICE ACTIONS

[5] 13/239,398

Applications with More than one Final Office Action

before Patent Issuance
24 out of 402 case/s

als* YEAR-OVER-YEAR BREAKDOWN

Number of Cases With More Than Two Final Rejections

before Patent Issuance

10

Application with LEAST Office Actions before Patent

Issuance (Including both Non-Final and Final)

1 OFFICE ACTIONS

[=] 12/120,048

Formal Restriction Requirements Issued

29.1%

117 out of 402 case/s
als* YEAR-OVER-YEAR BREAKDOWN

f( ' LexisNexis
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My Saved Work Pathways™

(@ PatentAdvisor T e

OFFICE ACTIONS STATISTICS ™

Patented & Abandoned Patented Abandoned Pending All Applications
[————

AVERAGE Number of Office Actions between Filing Date

and Abandonment (Including both Non-Final and Final)

3 OFFICE ACTIONS

119 office actions in 40 applications

pls* YEAR-OVER-YEAR BREAKDOWN

Applications with At Least one Final Office Actions before

Abandonment

85%

34 out of 40 case/s

p's' YEAR-OVER-YEAR BREAKDOWN

@ How often the Examiner issues a Notice of Allowance
in response to an Amendment After Final that affects the

0%

0 out of 4 applications

pls* YEAR-OVER-YEAR BREAKDOWN

Application with MOST Office Actions before

Abandonment (Including both Non-Final and Final)

1 O OFFICE ACTIONS

[=] 12/647,293

Applications with More than one Final Office Action

before Abandonment

30%

12 out of 40 case/s

als* YEAR-OVER-YEAR BREAKDOWN

Number of Cases With More Than Two Final Rejections

before Abandonment

4

Application with LEAST Office Actions before

Abandonment (Including both Non-Final and Final)

1 OFFICE ACTIONS

[E] 15/466,875

Formal Restriction Requirements Issued

2/ D7

11 out of 40 case/s
1 YEAR-OVER-YEAR BREAKDOWN

f( ' LexisNexis
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Individual Analytics

Appeals

f(i LexisNexis

‘ (@ PatentAdvisor

Patented & Abandoned Patented Abandoned Pending

Total applicant wins Total applicant losses

116 17

APPEAL EXIT BREAKDOWN

O

APPEAL OUTCOME BREAKDOWN

All Applications

TOTAL NUMBER OF APPEAL CYCLES:

APPEAL CYCLES IN 884 APPLICATIONS

PERCENTAGE OF APPLICATIONS WITH AT LEAST ONE APPEAL CYCLE:

128 OUT OF 884 APPLICATIONS

CHANCES OF WINNING ON APPEAL:

Not counted as wi ss: case resolved too early in process

BPAI/PTAE Decision: 32% 49 of 153 cycles

Allowance 8
o, The next
Notice of Appeal: 1 3 2 1 A 20 of 153 cycles significant Abandonment 4
event was: RCE 2
Final Office Action 2
Non-final Office Action 4
Allowance 2 (Applicant Wi
The next i
. significant Abandonment 0 (Applicant Loss)
Pre-Appeal Brief 2 A 3 of 153 cycles event was: RCE 0 (Applicant Loss)
Request for Review: Final Office Action 0 (Applicant Win)
Non-final Office Action 1 (Applicant Win)
Allowance 37 (Applicant Win)
The next o
= significant Abandonment 0 (Applicant Loss)
Appeal Brief: 503 /) 77 of 153 cycles e RCE 0 (Applicant Loss)
Final Office Action 1 (Applicant Win)
Non-final Office Action 39 (Applicant Win)
Allowanc 0 (Applicant Win)
The next owance pplicant Win)
o significant Abandonment 3 (Applicant Loss)
Examiner’s Reply: 2.6% 4of 153 cycles eventwas: RCE 1 (Applicant Loss)
Final Office Action 0 (Applicant Win)

Non-final Office Action 0 (Applicant Win)

Allowance 32 (Applicant Wi

The next

significant Abandonment 8 (Applicant Loss)

event was: RCE 5 (Applicant Loss)
Final Office Action 0 (Applicant Win)
Non-final Office Action 4 (Applicant Win)

15



Individual Analytics

Downloading spreadsheet data for comparison

f((a PatentAdvisor' Compare My Saved Work

Briefcase Search Results for

Download as CSV

Download as XLSX

Individual attorney stats

Create NEW Briefcase

Update EXISTING Briefcase

ALLOWANCE RATE

921%

TOTAL NUMBER OF APPLICATIONS TOTAL NUMBER OF APPLICATIONS - OVER TIME B
46 5 402 PATENTED APPLICATIONS ‘
| @ Patented @ Abandoned @ Pending
40 ABANDONED APPLICATIONS ‘ !
TOTALO® 100

23 PENDING APPLICATIONS

) I I | I
This page is limited to patent applications with electronic file _ el l_ - I__ - HEm —_— i .

histories that were filed on or after 11/29/00. 2009 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022

Click here to include all known published applications.
Granted/abandoned shown in year granted/abandoned.

Pending shown in year filed.

f( ' LexisNexis



Individual Analytics

Downloading spreadsheet data for comparison

f(i LexisNexis

DOWNLOAD ALL AS XLSX

ACTIONS FIELDS / APPLICATIONS

Storage Destination Briefcase

Individual attorney stats ~ # B Automatic Download
Advanced Download
> Basic Applicati Dat
Saved Presets @8 Basic Application Data
BB Prosecution Events
Default

| B Claim Statistics

4 BB Examiner Statistics

> [] ®m Abandoned
> W4 e General
M Patented & Abandoned
> [] mm Patented

File Name

> [] mm Pending
2022-Apr-16-Individualattorneystats-Default.xlsx

BB Art Unit Statistics

The speed of your download will depend on how many fields and applications you select. Please be aware that too many
fields/applications can slow down your export.

17



Individual Analytics

Downloading spreadsheet data for comparison

f(i LexisNexis

H S ¢ -
HOME INSERT

¥

€& 3=

c

REVIEW

o

Alignment

PAGELAYOUT ~ FORMULAS  DATA
g"c“t [ Calibri -[n -x A ==8
i@ Copy ~
e ~ Format Painter Iu-|H- Q- A~ E==
Clipboard ru Font ]
A444 - Jx | =AVERAGE(A2:A443)
A B
1 Examiner - Allowance Rate - Allowance Rate with Allowance Rate witho
425 61.80% 79.5% 49.4%
426 85.20% 94.1% '69.1%
427 77% '81.9% "74.6%
428 91.20% 97.3% '90.3%
429 97.10% 97.9% '97%
430 90.80% '94.9% '87.6%
431 72.10% 91% '58.8%
432 91.70% '97.4% '90%
433 87.20% '88.3% '86.9%
434 82.80% '88.3% "77.8%
435 86.90% 91.7% '86%
436 79.80% '88.4% '78.7%
437 67.50% 92% "26%
438 94% '97.1% '93.8%
439 83.10% 89.7% '80.6%
440 76.90% '88.5% '65.7%
a21 45.10% 67.7% "1.6%
442 72.80% '73.9% "71.2%
443 80.60% 91.9% '60.8%
a4 78.25%

18



Reviewing PTAB ex parte appeal

Decisions




PTAB Decisions

Reviewing Legal Arguments Analytically

f(i LexisNexis

f(a PatentAdvisor Search Compare My Saved Work

File Wrappers Search

File Wrappers

Search file history

"analogous art” OR "nonanalogous art”

Reset m Filters Applied

(DocumentType APDR APDA APDP X)

Results n

5568 documents found for ""analogous art" OR "nonanalogous art""

Your search has resulted in a large number of results. You can limit your search using the filter menu.

20



PTAB Decisions

Reviewing Legal Arguments Analytically

(@ PatentAdvisor

THa rast Allowance 1134 (Applicant Win)
. - a significant Abandonment 2853 (Applicant Loss)
BPAI/PTAB Decision: 81.6% 5147 of 6309 cycles e RCE 942 (Applicant Loss)
Final Office Action 40 (Applicant Win)
Non-final Office Action 165 (Applicant Win)
Undetermined 13

Only 26% chance of winning when PTAB Decision
mention analogous art case law

f( ' LexisNexis 21



PTAB Decisions

Reviewing Legal Arguments Analytically

Ex Parte Appeals Madness

#1 No Rational
Underpinning
(46% win rate)

#16 No

suggestion of
desirability
(86% win rate)

#8 Examiner
Bears the Initial
Burden
(74% win rate)

#9 “Could have
made” is not
enough to show
obviousness
f(i LexisNexis (80% win rate)

#16 No
suggestion of
desirability
(86% win rate)

#9 “Could have
made” is not
enough to show
obviousness
(80% win rate)

#16 No
suggestion of
desirability
(86% win rate)

22



PTAB Decisions

Reviewing Legal Arguments Analytically

#7 Rejection lacks
a factual basis

and is speculative
(79% win rate)

f(i LexisNexis

#15 Modification
would change the
principle of
operation of the
prior art
(40% win rate)

#7 Rejection lacks
a factual basis
and is speculative
(79% win rate)

#2 Prior art
teaches away
(19% win rate)

#15 Modification
would change the
principle of
operation of the
prior art
(40% win rate)

#7 Rejection lacks
a factual basis
and is speculative
(79% win rate)

#10 Rejection
involves a
hindsight

reconstruction
using the

invention as a
template

(68% win rate)

23



PTAB Decisions

Reviewing Legal Arguments Analytically

f(i LexisNexis

#4 Non-analogous
prior art
(26% win rate)

#13 Cannot prove
obviousness of
combined elements
simply by showing
each was
independently known
(78% win rate)

#5 Inherency
requires a showing
something is
necessarily present
(50% win rate)

#12 Prior art must
be considered in
its entirety
(11% win rate)

#13 Cannot prove
obviousness of
combined elements
simply by showing
each was
independently known
(78% win rate)

#5 Inherency
requires a showing
something is
necessarily present
(50% win rate)

#13 Cannot prove
obviousness of
combined
elements simply
by showing each
was
independently
known
(78% win rate)

LexisNexis Confidential



PTAB Decisions

Reviewing Legal Arguments Analytically

#11 Broadest
reasonable
construction rubric
does not allow claims
to be interpreted to
embrace anything
remotely related to
the claimed invention
(71% win rate)

f(i LexisNexis

#14 Modification
would involve
substantial
reconstructions
and redesign
(37% win rate)

#11 Broadest

reasonable
construction rubric
does not allow claims
to be interpreted to
embrace anything

remotely related to
the claimed invention

(71% win rate)

#3 No reasonable

expectation of
success
(27% win rate)

#14 Modification
would involve
substantial
reconstructions
and redesign
(37% win rate)

#6 Hindsight bias
based on
knowledge
gleaned only from
application
(20% win rate)

#11 Broadest
reasonable
construction rubric
does not allow claims
to be interpreted to
embrace anything
remotely related to
the claimed invention
(71% win rate)
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PTAB Decisions

Reviewing Legal Arguments Analytically

#16 No

suggestion of
desirability
(86% win rate)

#13 Cannot prove
obviousness of
combined elements
simply by showing
each was
independently known
(78% win rate)

f(i LexisNexis

#16 No

suggestion of
desirability

(86% win rate)

#7 Rejection lacks
a factual basis
and is speculative
(79% win rate)

#7 Rejection lacks
a factual basis
and is speculative
(79% win rate)

#11 Broadest
reasonable
construction rubric
does not allow claims
to be interpreted to
embrace anything
remotely related to
the claimed invention
(71% win rate)
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Client Analytics




Client Analytics

Basic data to start conversations on client strategy

@ PatentAdvisor

Browsing History / Benchmarking Report / Benchmarking Report Dashboard

Assignee Search Results for

APPLE INC.

ALLOWANCE RATE

90.3%
TOTAL NUMBER OF APPLICATIONS

9 304 8406 PATENTED APPLICATIONS

TOTAL® 898 ABANDONED APPLICATIONS

O PENDING APPLICATIONS

This page is limited to patent applications with electronic file
histories that were filed on or after 11/29/00.
Click here to include all known published applications.

Compare

- Tree View / stats / stats

Filters Applied

TOTAL NUMBER OF APPLICATIONS - OVER TIME

4k

0 E—
2019

@ Patented @ Abandoned @ Pending

2020 2021

DISPOSITION DATE FROM X

.
2022

Granted/abandoned shown in year granted/abandoned.

Pending shown in year filed.

My Saved Work

f( ' LexisNexis
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Client Analytics

Basic data to start conversations on client strategy
(@ PatentAdvisor

OFFICE ACTIONS STATISTICS ~

Patented & Abandoned Patented

1 . ; OFFICE ACTIONS

14198 office actions in 8406 applications

ils* YEAR-OVER-YEAR BREAKDOWN

Abandoned All Applications

EE——
AVERAGE Number of Office Actions between Filing Date Application with MOST Office Actions before Patent
and Patent Issuance (Including both Non-Final and Final) Issuance (Including both Non-Final and Final)

1 ; OFFICE ACTIONS

[=] 10/682,088

Application with LEAST Office Actions before Patent

Issuance (Including both Non-Final and Final)

1 OFFICE ACTIONS

[] 15/978.128

Patented & Abandoned Patented

3 o 3 OFFICE ACTIONS

2924 office actions in 898 applications

uls* YEAR-OVER-YEAR BREAKDOWN

Abandoned All Applications

e ————— .}
AVERAGE Number of Office Actions between Filing Date Application with MOST Office Actions before
and Abandonment (Including both Non-Final and Final) Abandonment (Including both Non-Final and Final)

1 | OFFICE ACTIONS

[=] 11/850,020

Application with LEAST Office Actions before

Abandonment {Including both Non-Final and Final)

1 OFFICE ACTIONS

[=] 15/526,200

f( ' LexisNexis
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Client Analytics

Basic data to start conversations on client strategy
(@ PatentAdvisor

INTERVIEW STATISTICS M~

ALLOWANCE RATE WITH INTERVIEW ALLOWANCE RATE WITHOUT INTERVIEW

39.1% 92.7%

Patented & Abandoned Patented Abandoned All Applications

Percentage of Applications with at least one Interview

before Patent Issuance/Abandonment . Abandonment
Following the

0 office action that RCE
" O was interviewed,

the next Final OA
6080 out of 9304 applications significant event
e Non-Final OA

Atowance |
O
3
L]
i
I

Undetermined

0 1k 2k 3k 4k 5k

f( ' LexisNexis



Client Analytics

Basic data to start conversations on client strategy

(@ PatentAdvisor

PILOT PROGRAM STATISTICS

Patented & Abandoned Patented Abandoned All Applications

Percentage of Applications with at least one AFCP 2.0

request before Patent Issuance/Abandonment

1 9 1 o/o Following the
o AFCP request, the

Next Significant Advisory Action
Event Was:

Allowance

1777 out of 9304 applications

Other

(=]

250 500 750 1000 1250

f( ' LexisNexis 31



Client Analytics

Basic data to start conversations on client strategy

f(i LexisNexis

{@ PatentAdvisor
APPEAL STATISTICS

Patented & Abandoned Patented Abandoned All Applications

Total applicant wins Total applicant losses

465 205

APPEAL EXIT BREAKDOWN

APPEAL OUTCOME BREAKDOWN

TOTAL NUMBER OF APPEAL CYCLES:

APPEAL CYCLES IN 9304 APPLICATIONS

PERCENTAGE OF APPLICATIONS WITH AT LEAST ONE APPEAL CYCLE:

%

621 0UT OF 9304 APPLICATIONS

CHANCES OF WINNING ON APPEAL:

Not counted as win/loss: case resolved too ear! process

4%

Final Office Action

Non-final Office Action

Allowanc: 2
) The next
Notice of Appeal: 4.4% 310f 701 cycles et Abandonment 3
event was: RCE 18
Final Office Action 1
Non-final Office Action 7
Allowance 61 (Applicant Win)
The next cad
A significant Abandonment 13 (Applicant Loss)
Pre-Appeal Brief 24.1% 169 of 701 cycles e acE PR
Request for Review: Final Office Action 4 (Applicant Win)
Non-final Office Action 61 (Applicant Win)
Allowance 121 (Applicant Win)
The next ! e i
o significant Abandonment 2 (Applicant Loss)
Appeal Brief: 2 8 A) 196 of 701 cycles e RCE 1 (Applicant Loss)
Final Office Action 4 (Applicant Win)
Non-final Office Action 68 (Applicant Win)
Allowance 0 (Applicant Win)
The next i s
significant Abandonment 3 (Applicant Loss)
Examiner’s Reply: 20 0f 701 cycles EETES RCE 14 (Applicant Loss)
Final Office Action 1 (Applicant Win)
Non-final Office Action 2 (Applicant Win)
Allowance 133 (Applicant Win)
The next o] L
(Applicant Loss)
o Abandonment 91 (Applicant Loss)
BPAI/PTAB Decision: 285 of 701 cycles S RCE 51 (Applicant Loss)

3 (Applicant Win)
7 (Applicant Win)

32



Comparative Analytics for

analyzing client vs. competitors




Comparative Analytics

Comparing your client with their competitors

(@ PatentAdvisor

COMPETITIVE ANALYSIS
TECHNOLOGY AREAS: TC 1700, TC 2600, TC 3600, TC 2400, TC 2800, TC 3700, TC

2100, TC 1600
DISPOSITION DATE: 2019-01-01 - 2022-04-17
GENERATED ON: 2022-04-17 01:09:32

APPLICATION SUMMARY

43 5 3 8 87% (38076) PATENTED 30000

13% (5462) ABANDONED 25000

REEIREE 0% (0) PENDING 200
15000

10000

5000

SAMSUNG

Pending Applications

> 5 Applications

O Grouped ® Stacked

APPLE INC.

f( ' LexisNexis
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Comparative Analytics

Comparing your client with their competitors

(@ PatentAdvisor

EFFECTIVENESS V.EFFICIENCY®

Effectiveness Measurement (Y-Axis): | Allowance rate ¥ | Efficiency Measurement (X-Axis): | PatentAdvisor Efficiency Score™ v |

94
93
92
91
90
89
88
87
86
85
84
83

APPLE INC.

ALLOWANCE RATE (%) —

n
il

(e}
m
)

v
wu
wv O
o~

48 49 50 51 52 53 54

f( ' LexisNexis



Comparative Analytics

Comparing your client with their competitors
(@ PatentAdvisor

AVERAGE NUMBER OF OFFICE ACTIONS TO ISSUANCE

1.8

1.6

1.4

1.2

1.0

0.8

Number of Office Actions

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.0

APPLE INC. SAMSUNG
8398 apps 29673 apps

f(i' LexisNexis’



Comparative Analytics

Comparing your client with their competitors

(@ PatentAdvisor

% OF PATENTED APPLICATIONS WITH AT LEAST 1 APPEAL

5.0
4.5
4.0
3.5
3.0
25

2.0

Percentage Of Applications (%)

1.5

1.0

0.5

0.0

APPLE INC. SAMSUNG
8398 total 29678 total

f(i' LexisNexis



Comparative Analytics

Comparing your client with their competitors

f(i' LexisNexis’

(@ PatentAdvisor

NUMBER OF PATENTED APPLICATIONS WITH 2+ RCE’'S

10

9

= 8
&
=

= 7
2
g

= é
=3
<

s 5
o
&

= 4
c
@
2

g 3

2

s

0

APPLE INC. SAMSUNG
8398 total 29678 total

NUMBER OF ABANDONED APPLICATIONS WITH 2+ RCE’S

30

25

20

15

10

Percentage Of Applications (%)

APPLE INC. SAMSUNG
890 total 4572 total
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