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Pursuant to Local Patent Rule 1-10, and the Parties’ Proposed Stipulated Discovery Plan
and Scheduling Order dated August 29, 2024 (ECF No. 45 at 2), Plaintiffs Evolution Malta
Limited, Evolution Gaming Malta Limited, Evolution Gaming Limited, and SIA Evolution Latvia
(collectively, “Evolution”), by and through their undersigned counsel and based upon the
information currently and reasonably available to them, hereby provide their Response to
Defendants Light & Wonder, Inc. f/k/a Scientific Games Corp. and LNW Gaming, Inc. f/k/a SG
Gaming, Inc.’s (collectively, “L&W™) Invalidity and Unenforceability Contentions, served on
November 12, 2024 (hereafter, “IEC”), regarding U.S. Patent Nos. 10,629,024 (the “’024 patent™),
11,011,014 (the “’014 patent”), and 11,756,371 (the “’371 patent”) (collectively, the “Asserted
Patents”).

I. Preliminary Statement

L&W bears the burden of proving invalidity by clear and convincing evidence.
Accordingly, Evolution’s Response to L&W’s November 12, 2024 Invalidity and
Unenforceability Contentions is based on allegations and citations to references that L&W actually
and expressly included in its IEC. Evolution expressly reserves the right to supplement and/or
amend its Response to the extent L&W is permitted to supplement and/or amend its Invalidity
and/or Unenforceability Contentions and to the extent otherwise permitted by the Local Rules for
the District of Nevada, the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, and/or by an order of the Court. In
addition, the Court has not yet entered a claim construction order in this case, and Evolution
reserves the right to supplement and/or amend its Response based on any claim construction order
entered by the Court.

No statements herein are intended as, and do not constitute, an admission regarding the
meaning of any claim term. Evolution reserves the right to offer constructions of disputed claim
terms, and intrinsic and extrinsic support for those constructions, at the appropriate time.

IL. Response to Invalidity Contentions Under 35 U.S.C. §§ 102 and 103
None of the references identified by L&W in their IEC anticipates or renders obvious any

of the asserted claims of any of the Asserted Patents, which are presumed valid, because the
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grounds, theories, and reasons set forth by L&W fail to meet its “‘heavy burden of persuasion,’
requiring proof of [invalidity] by clear and convincing evidence.” Microsoft Corp. v. i4i Ltd.
P’ship, 564 U.S. 91, 102 (2011).

For any references for which L&W did not provide a claim chart (i.e. in Exhibit A-1
through A-31), including the “references applied during patent examination,” alleged “public
knowledge and uses and/or offers for sale or sales of products and services that are prior art,” and
references that allegedly show “the state of the art and background knowledge of a person of
ordinary skill in the art” (IEC at 7-8, 11-12), L&W has not even attempted to set forth any
contention regarding how any of these references anticipate and/or render obvious any of the
asserted claims of the Asserted Patents, including by failing to provide claim charts mapping any
of those references to the claims of the Asserted Patents as required by LPR 1-8. Accordingly,
L&W fails to meet their heavy burden to show that any of those references anticipate and/or render
obvious any of the asserted claims of the Asserted Patents.

Further, “[p]atent claims are construed from the perspective of one of ordinary skill in the
art” and “[w]hat a prior art reference discloses or teaches is determined from the perspective of
one of ordinary skill in the art.” Sundance, Inc. v. DeMonte Fabricating Ltd., 550 F.3d 1356, 1361
(Fed. Cir. 2008) (citations omitted). The references identified by L&W, alone or in combination,
do not invalidate any claim of the Asserted Patents because L&W has not identified the level of
skill of a person of ordinary skill in the art, how such a person would construe the claims, or what
the references disclose or teach such a person.

L&W has also failed to establish that any of the references they identified qualifies as prior
art to any of the Asserted Patents under 35 U.S.C. 8 102. The party challenging the validity of a
patent claim bears “the burden of persuasion by clear and convincing evidence on all issues relating
to the status of [references] as prior art.” Mahurkar v. C.R. Bard, Inc., 79 F.3d 1572, 1576 (Fed.
Cir. 1996). The references identified by L&W do not invalidate any asserted claim of the Asserted
Patents because L&W has not established or even attempted to establish that the references are

prior art to the Asserted Patents.
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With respect to the references that L&W charted in Exhibits A-1 through A-31, L&W has
failed to show that any of these references anticipate or render obvious the charted claims. For
example, L&W’s general references to the text of the alleged prior art do not demonstrate that the
alleged prior art discloses or teaches any of the limitations of any of the asserted claims of the
Asserted Patents. General and conclusory statements “do[] not suffice as substantial evidence of
invalidity.” Koito Mfg. Co. v. Turn-Key-Tech, LLC, 381 F.3d 1142, 1152 (Fed. Cir. 2004).

L&W purports to provide “exemplary” citations and purports to reserve the right to use the
entirety of each cited reference at “a later time.” That is improper. See LPR 1-8(b) and (d). In
Evolution’s responses to L&W’s contentions, Evolution addresses the portions of each reference
that L&W actually cited in its invalidity contentions. It is not Evolution’s burden to search through
each reference and speculate as to which additional passages L&W might later try to cite. L&W
has failed to show that any of the charted references anticipate or render obvious any of the asserted
dependent claims for at least the reasons identified for their corresponding independent claims. In
addition, in Exhibits A-1 through A-31, L&W often refers back to disclosures cited in prior claims
or claim elements. L&W has failed to show that any of the charted references disclose or teach
those claims for at least the reasons identified for the claims or claim elements to which L&W
refers back.

A patent claim is anticipated if “each and every limitation is found either expressly or
inherently in a single prior art reference.” IPXL Holdings, L.L.C. v. Amazon.com, Inc., 430 F.3d
1377, 1381 (Fed. Cir. 2005) (citing Bristol-Myers Squibb Co. v. Ben Venue Labs., Inc., 246 F.3d
1368, 1373 (Fed. Cir. 2001)). None of the references identified by L&W expressly or inherently
disclose each and every limitation of any asserted claim of the Asserted Patents.

Anticipation requires more than simply locating each element of a claim within the four
corners of a signal document. To anticipate, the reference must teach all the claim elements
“arranged as in the claim.” Net MoneyIN, Inc. v. Verisign, Inc., 545 F.3d 1359, 1369 (Fed. Cir.
2008) (quoting Connell v. Sears, Roebuck & Co., 722 F.2d 1542, 1548 (Fed. Cir. 1983)). The

references identified by L&W do not anticipate any asserted claim of the Asserted Patents because
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L&W has failed to show how any reference discloses or teaches all the elements of any asserted
claim of the Asserted Patents as arranged in the claim.

In Exhibits A-1 to A-31, L&W includes the following generic language for each claim
element: “To the extent these limitation are not explicitly disclosed by [alleged prior art], they are
inherent or obvious. Moreover, it would have been obvious to a POSITA to modify [alleged prior
art] so as to include these claim limitations in light of the knowledge possessed by one of ordinary
skill in the art.” In fact, for some claim elements, L&W does not cite to any disclosures in the
alleged prior art and instead includes only that generic language. L&W fails to provide any
explanation (let alone legal or factual basis), however, regarding which portion of the claim
element is inherent or obvious, why it would be inherent (i.e., necessarily present) or obvious,
what the alleged obvious modification would have been, or why a POSITA would have been
motivated to make such a modification. The references identified by L&W do not inherently
disclose or render obvious any of the claim elements because L&W has failed to even attempt to
make any such showing.

L&W also provides no information on how the charted references provide an enabling
disclosure of the desired subject matter. A prior art reference “must teach one of ordinary skill in
the art to make or carry out the claimed invention without undue experimentation.” Elan Pharms.,
Inc. v. Mayo Found. For Med. Educ. & Research, 346 F.3d 1051, 1054 (Fed. Cir. 2003) (quoting
Minnesota Mining and Manufacturing Co. v. Chemque, Inc., 303 F.3d 1294, 1301 (Fed. Cir.
2002)); Forest Labs., Inc. v. lvax Pharms., Inc., 501 F.3d 1263, 1268 (Fed. Cir. 2007). The
references identified by L&W do not anticipate any asserted claim of the Asserted Patents because
L&W has failed to show how any reference provides an enabling disclosure.

L&W has also failed to show how any of the references charted in Exhibits A-1 through
A-31 render obvious the claims charted therein. Accordingly, none of the references identified by
L&W, alone or in combination, renders obvious any asserted claim of the Asserted Patents.

For example, L&W fails to consider the alleged prior art references or the claimed

inventions in their entirety. A prior art reference must be considered in its entirety, i.e., as a whole,
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including portions that would lead away from the claimed invention. W.L. Gore & Assoc., Inc. v.
Garlock, Inc., 721 F.2d 1540, 1550 (Fed. Cir. 1983). Similarly, the subject matter of the claim as
a whole must be considered, “not separate pieces of the claim.” Sanofi-Synthelabo v. Apotex, Inc.,
550 F.3d 1075, 1086 (Fed. Cir. 2008). The references identified by L&W do not render obvious
any asserted claim of the Asserted Patents because L&W does not consider the references or the
claimed inventions in their entirety.

L&W’s contentions also fail to comply with LPR 1-8 because they do not properly identify
“[w]hether each item of prior art anticipates each asserted claim or renders it obvious.” LPR 1-
8(c). Ineach of Exhibits A-1 through A-31, L&W asserts that the “asserted claims of [the Asserted
Patents] are anticipated and/or obvious in view of [the cited reference].” See Exhibits A-1 through
A-31. In Section II.C.2 of its IEC, L&W identifies only 11 references that allegedly “anticipate
the Asserted Claims, or function as single-reference obviousness prior art.” IEC at 18. Many of
the corresponding claim charts, however, do not even allege that the so-called “anticipatory”
reference discloses every limitation of even a single independent claim. E.g., Ex. A-2 at claims
1(c)-(e); Ex. A-19 at claims 1(c)-(d); Ex. A-26 at claims 1(c)-(h). Thus, L&W failed to properly
identify which references it is alleging anticipate any asserted claim and which references it is
alleging render any asserted claim obvious. In any event, by its own admission, any reference not
identified in Section II1.C.2 of L&W’s IEC does not anticipate any of the Asserted Claims. In
addition, L&W fails to properly identify the combinations of references that it alleges render
obvious any of the Asserted Claims, as required by LPR 1-8(c). Rather, L&W broadly asserts that
“[t]o the extent Plaintiffs assert that any of the prior art references charted in Exhibit A-1 through
A-31 fail to explicitly or inherently disclose any element of the Asserted Claims, Defendants
contend that it would have been obvious to modify such reference to include the allegedly missing
element, in view of the knowledge of one of ordinary skill in the art, the admitted prior art of the
Asserted Patents, and/or in combination with any of the other prior art references identified in the
Exhibits or herein for that respective patent.” IEC at 8; see also, e.g., id. at 9 (“[F]or each limitation

of the Asserted Claims that Plaintiffs contend is not met by a particular primary reference,
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Defendants contend that the limitation (and claim as a whole) is obvious based on a combination
of that particular primary reference with (1) any other reference as identified in Exhibits A-1
through A-31 or herein as disclosing that limitation, (2) any admitted prior art, and/or (3) the
knowledge of a person of ordinary skill in the art including any of the references and concepts
discussed herein regarding the relevant background and state of the art.”), 20 (“The following
combinations are merely exemplary and provided as examples of combinations that render the
Asserted Claims invalid.”), 39 (“Defendants reserve the right to ... combine any two or more of
the prior art references presented in Exhibits A-1 through A-31 and herein.”). Combining any two
of L&W’s 31 charted references results in 930 different combinations, and combining three
references results in over 26,000 combinations. L&W’s disclosures thus do not comply with LPR
1-8(c). See, e.g., Ironworks Patents LLC v. Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., 2017 WL 4573366, at
*1-3 (N.D. Cal. Oct. 13, 2017) (striking invalidity contentions that “list[ed] references and sa[id]
that the combination of one or more with a particular reference will render unspecified claims of
a patent invalid as obvious” for failing to comply with N.D. Cal. Rule 3-3(b), which is identical in
relevant part to LPR 1-8(c)).

L&W fails to provide an explanation of how any identified reference is to be combined
with any other identified reference, what each reference adds to the combination, or any reason a
skilled artisan would have been motivated to combine any of the identified references with any
other reference.! L&W makes vague assertions that “motivations to combine the teachings of the
prior art references ... are disclosed in: (1) the knowledge of persons of ordinary skill in the art,

including the express, implied, and inherent teachings of the prior art references themselves as

1 L&W claims that their claim charts (Exhibits A-1 through A-31) “set forth obviousness
arguments based on the disclosures in each of the references, teachings well known at the time of
filing, admitted prior art, and the knowledge of a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the
respective patent application was filed” (IEC at 40-41), but their claim charts include no such

arguments.
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described herein and in Exhibits A-1 through A-31, and the admitted prior art of the Asserted
Patents; (2) the fact that the prior art is generally directed towards the same subject matter as the
Asserted Patents; (3) market forces and design incentives, including the need to address issues and
suggest similar solutions; and/or the predictable results obtained by applying known techniques to
modify existing solutions.” IEC at 39-40. L&W also purports to identify “[e]xemplary
[o]bviousness [c]lombinations” (IEC at 21-30) and references that disclose certain features® (IEC
at 31-36). L&W, however, fails to identify with any specificity which limitation is missing from
any primary reference, where that limitation appears in another reference, why a skilled artisan
would have been motivated to combine those particular teachings, or that the a skilled artisan
would have any reasonable expectation of success in doing so. “A party seeking to invalidate a
patent on obviousness grounds must demonstrate by clear and convincing evidence that a skilled
artisan would have been motivated to combine the teachings of the prior art references to achieve
the claimed invention, and that the skilled artisan would have had a reasonable expectation of
success in doing so.” Ivera Med. Corp. v. Hospira, Inc., 801 F.3d 1336, 1344 (Fed. Cir. 2015)
(quoting InTouch Techs., Inc. v. VGO Commc ns, Inc., 751 F.3d 1327, 1347 (Fed. Cir. 2014)).
The references identified by L&W do not render obvious any asserted claim of the Asserted Patents
because L&W has not established that a skilled artisan would have had a reason to combine any
of the references to achieve any of the inventions of the asserted claims, or that the skilled artisan
would have had a reasonable expectation of success in doing so. Instead, L&W’s obviousness
combinations “fall victim to the insidious effect of a hindsight syndrome wherein that which only
the inventor taught is used against its teacher.” W.L. Gore & Assocs., Inc., 721 F.2d at 1553.
Without showing how or why a skilled artisan would have been motivated to combine the
selected features from the various references, L&W’s assertion does not meet the high burden of
showing that the references render the claims obvious. Braintree Labs., Inc. v. Novel Labs., Inc.,

749 F.3d 1349, 1359 (Fed. Cir. 2014). Further, L&W has failed to show that there was “a design

2 As shown herein, the identified prior art does not disclose the features asserted by L&W.
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need or market pressure to solve a problem” or that there was “a finite number of identified,
predictable solutions.” KSR Int’l Co. v. Teleflex Inc., 550 U.S. 398, 402 (2007). L&W fails to
consider whether the identified references undermine any reason a skilled artisan would have been
motivated to combine the known elements, leading to a strong “inference of nonobviousness.”
DePuy Spine, Inc. v. Medtronic Sofamor Danek, Inc., 567 F.3d 1314, 1326 (Fed. Cir. 2009).

L&W also fails to provide any reason that a skilled artisan would have modified a single
reference or a combination of references to arrive at the claimed invention. Although inherency
may supply a missing claim limitation in an obviousness analysis, “the concept of inherency must
be limited when applied to obviousness, and is present only when the limitation at issue is the
‘natural result’ of the combination of prior art elements.” PAR Pharm., Inc. v. TWI Pharms., Inc.,
773 F.3d 1186, 1195 (Fed. Cir. 2014). L&W has failed to show that the references identified by
L&W render obvious any asserted claim of the Asserted Patents because L&W has not established
that a skilled artisan would have modified any of the references, alone or in combination, to achieve
any of the asserted claims.

L&W also fails to identify what parts of what reference will be in a combination, or how
the secondary reference(s) serve to cure the deficiencies of the primary reference. Further, L&W
has failed to consider whether certain combinations change the principle of operation of one or
more of the references, and thus are not combinable. See In re Ratti, 270 F.2d 810, 813 (C.C.P.A.
1959).

Evolution also incorporates its discussion of secondary considerations of non-obviousness.
See Evolution’s Response to L&W’s Interrogatory No. 4, and any amendments and supplements
thereto. L&W did not address any of the objective indica of non-obviousness that Evolution
previously identified despite having received Evolution’s interrogatory response over two weeks
before serving its IEC. Objective indicia must always be considered, and “may often be the most
probative and cogent evidence in the record.” Ligwd, Inc. v. L’OREAL USA, Inc., 941 F.3d 1133,
1136 (Fed. Cir. 2019); Stratoflex, Inc. v. Aeroquip Corp., 713 F.2d 1530, 1538-39 (Fed. Cir. 1983).

L&W asserts in conclusory fashion that certain limitations of the claims “should be given
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no patentable weight because they are directed to printed matter” (see, e.g., IEC at 33), but do not
make any attempt to show that such limitations are directed to printed matter and should not be
given patentable weight. Thus, L&W has failed to show that any limitations should be given no
patentable weight.

Evolution provides below non-exhaustive reasons L&W has failed to show that claim
elements are disclosed in the asserted prior art.

A. Exhibit A-1: Adams

Adams was cited during prosecution of the Asserted Patents. In its contentions, L&W
mixes and matches from different embodiments and fails to show that Adams discloses a system
with each of the elements it cites. L&W also ignores that the claims require certain elements to be
present for a single “spin of the roulette wheel,” and instead cites to disclosures that require
multiple spins of a wheel.

’014 Patent

Claim 1

Adams does not disclose 1(d) or 1(e), and L&W does not contend that it does.

Adams does not disclose 1(f) or 1(g). For example, Adams does not disclose a graphical
user interface (“GUI”), and therefore, does not disclose receiving first or second bet information
viaa GUI. Adams discloses a sign that can display certain information about the game, not a GUI
that players can interact with. In addition, Adams does not disclose “bet information
corresponding to only a single first position on the roulette wheel.” Adams shows that each player
can choose to bet on the optional progressive jackpot or not, and cannot specify a position on the
roulette wheel. Likewise, Adams does not disclose “second bet information corresponding to only
a single second position on the roulette wheel that is different from the single first position.”

Adams does not disclose 1(i). Adams does not disclose “randomly select[ing] a first
selected position.” The cited bonus jackpot indicator is not based on randomly selecting a position
on the roulette wheel, and is instead based on other factors such as the number of spins or wagers.

Adams also states that the bonus jackpot can be activated by prior spins (e.g., “activation of the
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bonus jackpot on a game subsequent to detection of a certain predetermined winning number”),
and therefore does not disclose selecting anything “for the spin of the roulette wheel.”

Adams does not disclose 1(j), and L&W does not contend that it does.

Adams does not disclose 1(k). Although Adams has optical sensors that can identify which
pocket a ball is in, Adams does not disclose determining the ball has fallen into “the single first
position” corresponding to the “first selected position.”

Adams does not disclose 1(1) as it does not disclose the “first payout” of 1(j).

Claim 2: Adams’ display sign does not “indicate[] the first selected position.”

Claim 3: Adams does not disclose a lightning visual effect.

Claim 5: Adams does not include a processor configured to randomly select a second
selected position on the roulette wheel or to determine a payout for that position that is different
than the first. See claims 1(i) and 1(j).

Claim 6: L&W does not contend that Adams discloses this element.

Claim 7: Adams does not disclose a GUI at all, and as such, it does not disclose a GUI that
includes a roulette board nor one that highlights the first selected position. See also Claim 1(i).

Claim 8: L&W does not contend that Adams discloses this element.

Claim 9:

Adams does not disclose 9(a) and 9(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(d) and
1(e) as described above.

Adams does not disclose 9(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(f) above.

Adams does not disclose 9(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(g) above.

Adams does not disclose 9(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(i) above.

Adams does not disclose 9(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(j) above.

Adams does not disclose 9(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(k) above.

Adams does not disclose 9(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(l) above.

Claim 10: Adams does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim

2 as described above.
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Claim 11: Adams does not disclose claim 11 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
3 as described above.

Claim 13: Adams does not disclose claim 13 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
5 as described above.

Claim 14: Adams does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
6 as described above.

Claim 15: Adams does not disclose claim 15 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
7 as described above.

Claim 16: Adams does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
8 as described above.

Claim 17:

Adams does not disclose 17(a) and 17(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(d),
1(e), 9(a), and 9(b) as described above.

Adams does not disclose 17(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(f) and 9(c) as
described above.

Adams does not disclose 17(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(g) and 9(d) as
described above.

Adams does not disclose 17(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(i) and 9(f) as
described above.

Adams does not disclose 17(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(j) and 9(g) as
described above.

Adams does not disclose 17(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(k) and 9(h) as
described above.

Adams does not disclose 17(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(I) and 9(i) as
described above.

Claim 18: Adams does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose

claims 2 and 10 as described above.
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Claim 19: Adams does not disclose claim 19 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 3 and 11 as described above.

Claim 21: Adams does not disclose claim 21 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 5 and 13 as described above.

Claim 22: Adams does not disclose claim 22 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 6 and 14 as described above.

Claim 23: Adams does not disclose claim 23 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 7 and 15 as described above.

Claim 24: Adams does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 8 and 16 as described above.

’024 Patent

Claim 1:

Adams does not disclose 1(d) and 1(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(d),
1(e), 1(f), and 1(g) of the *014 patent as described above.

Adams does not disclose 1(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(h) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Adams does not disclose 1(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(i) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Adams does not disclose 1(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(j) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Adams does not disclose 1(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(k) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Adams does not disclose 1(j) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(l) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Claim 2: Although Adams states that it has wheel sensors, Adams does not disclose
determining that the roulette wheel has spun using wheel sensors.

Claim 3: As with claim 2, Adams does not disclose a wheel sensor used to determine the
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roulette wheel has been spun. Adams also does not disclose closing bets in response to such a
determination. Though in some embodiments, Adams states that its system can prevent further
jackpot wagers, Adams does not disclose that its system can close bets more generally.

Claim 4: Adams does not disclose claim 4 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
2 of the ’014 patent as described above.

Claim 5: Adams does not disclose claim 5 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
3 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 7: Adams does not disclose claim 7 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
5 of the "014 patent as described above.

Claim 8:

Adams does not disclose 8(a) and 8(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 9(a),
9(b), 9(c), and 9(d) of the 014 patent as described above.

Adams does not disclose 8(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(e) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Adams does not disclose 8(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(f) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Adams does not disclose 8(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(g) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Adams does not disclose 8(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(h) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Adams does not disclose 8(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(i) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Claim 9: Adams does not disclose claim 9 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
2 as described above.

Claim 10: Adams does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
3 as described above.

Claim 11: Adams does not disclose claim 11 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
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10 of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 12: Adams does not disclose claim 12 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
11 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 14: Adams does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
13 of the "014 patent as described above.

Claim 15:

Adams does not disclose 15(a) and 15(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
17(a), 17(b), 17(c), and 17(d) of the 014 patent as described above.

Adams does not disclose 15(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(e) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Adams does not disclose 15(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(f) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Adams does not disclose 15(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(g) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Adams does not disclose 15(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(h) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Adams does not disclose 15(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(i) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Claim 16: Adams does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 2 and 9 as described above.

Claim 17: Adams does not disclose claim 17 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
18 of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 18: Adams does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
19 of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 20: Adams does not disclose claim 20 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
21 of the ’014 patent as described above.

’371 Patent
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Claim 1:

Adams does not disclose 1(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(i), 1(j),
and 1(1) of the *014 patent as described above.

Adams does not disclose 1(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(k) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Adams does not disclose 1(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(i), 1(j), and
1(1) of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 2: Adams does not disclose claim 2 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
2 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 4: Adams does not disclose claim 4 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
5 of the "014 patent as described above.

Claim 5: Adams does not disclose claim 5 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
6 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 6: Adams does not disclose claim 6 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
1(d), 1(e), and 7 of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 7: Adams does not disclose claim 7 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
8 of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 8: L&W does not contend that Adams discloses this element.

Claim 9: L&W does not contend that Adams discloses this element.

Claim 10: Adams does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
1(f) of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 11:

Adams does not disclose claim 11(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 6 as
described above.

Adams does not disclose claim 11(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(d)
as described above.

Adams does not disclose claim 11(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(e)
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as described above.

Adams does not disclose claim 11(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(f)
as described above.

Claim 12: Adams does not disclose claim 12 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
2 as described above.

Claim 14: Adams does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
4 as described above.

Claim 15: Adams does not disclose claim 15 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
5 as described above.

Claim 16: Adams does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
6 as described above.

Claim 17: Adams does not disclose claim 17 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
7 as described above.

Claim 18: Adams does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
8 as described above.

Claim 19: Adams does not disclose claim 19 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
10 as described above.

Claim 20: Adams does not disclose claim 20 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
9 as described above.

Claim 21:

Adams does not disclose claim 21(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(d)
and 11(b) as described above.

Adams does not disclose claim 21(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(e)
and 11(c) as described above.

Adams does not disclose claim 21(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(f)
and 11(c) as described above.

Claim 22: Adams does not disclose claim 22 for the same reasons it does not disclose
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claims 2 and 12 as described above.

Claim 24: Adams does not disclose claim 24 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 4 and 14 as described above.

Claim 25: Adams does not disclose claim 25 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 5 and 15 as described above.

Claim 26: Adams does not disclose claim 26 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 6 and 11(a) as described above.

Claim 27: Adams does not disclose claim 27 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 7 and 17 as described above.

Claim 28: Adams does not disclose claim 28 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 8 and 18 as described above.

Claim 29: Adams does not disclose claim 29 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 9 and 20 as described above.

Claim 30: Adams does not disclose claim 30 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 10 and 19 as described above.

B. Exhibit A-2: Double Ball Roulette

Double Ball Roulette is not a computerized game. It does not disclose processors, GUISs,
or other non-manual steps. L&W has failed to identify sufficient evidence to show that Double
Ball Roulette is prior art.

’014 Patent

Claim 1

Double Ball Roulette does not disclose 1(c) because it does not include a processor. L&W
does not contend that Double Ball Roulette discloses this element.

Double Ball Roulette does not disclose 1(d) or 1(e) because it does not disclose a GUI or a
first and second player device. L&W does not contend that Double Ball Roulette discloses this
element.

Double Ball Roulette does not disclose 1(f) or 1(g). It discloses wagering generally, and
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mentions that inside and outside bets may be placed with the dealer. Double Ball Roulette does
not include a processor that receives bet information. Nor does Double Ball Roulette show the
placing of a bet that corresponds to only a single position on the roulette wheel.

Double Ball Roulette does not disclose 1(h). Double Ball Roulette does not disclose a
processor that makes this determination.

Double Ball Roulette does not disclose 1(i). Double Ball Roulette does not disclose a
processor that randomly selects a first selected position on the roulette wheel. Nor does it disclose
randomly selecting a selected position on the roulette wheel prior to the ball falling into an outcome
position. Instead, Double Ball Roulette discloses two balls, each of which falls into an outcome
position.

Double Ball Roulette does not disclose 1(j). Double Ball Roulette does not disclose a
processor that determines payouts. Nor does it disclose determining different payouts for different
single positions on the roulette wheel. All bets are subject to the odds list in the cited table.

Double Ball Roulette does not disclose 1(k). Double Ball Roulette does not disclose a
processor that determines where the ball has fallen.

Double Ball Roulette does not disclose 1(l). Double Ball Roulette does not disclose
indicating whether a player should be paid, nor does it disclose the “first payout” (see claim 1(j)).

Claim 2: Double Ball Roulette does not include a display sign and L&W does not contend
that it does.

Claim 3: Double Ball Roulette does not disclose a lightning visual effect.

Claim 5: Double Ball Roulette does not disclose a processor that selects positions on the
roulette wheel or that determines payouts for different positions on the roulette wheel. The payouts
and odds are set in advance by rule. See claims 1(i) and 1(j).

Claim 6: L&W does not contend that Double Ball Roulette discloses this element.

Claim 7: L&W does not contend that Double Ball Roulette discloses this element.

Claim 8: L&W does not contend that Double Ball Roulette discloses this element.

Claim 9:
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Double Ball Roulette does not disclose 9(a) and 9(b) for the same reasons it does not
disclose 1(d) and 1(e) as described above.

Double Ball Roulette does not disclose 9(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(f)
above.

Double Ball Roulette does not disclose 9(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(g)
above.

Double Ball Roulette does not disclose 9(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(h)
above.

Double Ball Roulette does not disclose 9(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(i)
above.

Double Ball Roulette does not disclose 9(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(j)
above.

Double Ball Roulette does not disclose 9(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(k)
above.

Double Ball Roulette does not disclose 9(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(1)
above.

Claim 10: Double Ball Roulette does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 2 as described above.

Claim 11: Double Ball Roulette does not disclose claim 11 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 3 as described above.

Claim 13: Double Ball Roulette does not disclose claim 13 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 5 as described above.

Claim 14: Double Ball Roulette does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 6 as described above.

Claim 15: Double Ball Roulette does not disclose claim 15 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 7 as described above.

Claim 16: Double Ball Roulette does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it does not
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disclose claim 8 as described above.

Claim 17:

Double Ball Roulette does not disclose 17(a) and 17(b) for the same reasons it does not
disclose 1(d), 1(e), 9(a), and 9(b) as described above.

Double Ball Roulette does not disclose 17(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(f)
and 9(c) as described above.

Double Ball Roulette does not disclose 17(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(g)
and 9(d) as described above.

Double Ball Roulette does not disclose 17(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(h)
and 9(e) as described above.

Double Ball Roulette does not disclose 17(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(i)
and 9(f) as described above.

Double Ball Roulette does not disclose 17(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(j)
and 9(g) as described above.

Double Ball Roulette does not disclose 17(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(k)
and 9(h) as described above.

Double Ball Roulette does not disclose 17(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(1)
and 9(i) as described above.

Claim 18: Double Ball Roulette does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 2 and 10 as described above.

Claim 19: Double Ball Roulette does not disclose claim 19 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 3 and 11 as described above.

Claim 21: Double Ball Roulette does not disclose claim 21 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 5 and 13 as described above.

Claim 22: Double Ball Roulette does not disclose claim 22 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 6 and 14 as described above.

Claim 23: Double Ball Roulette does not disclose claim 23 for the same reasons it does not

-20 -
Light & Wonder v. Evolution
Light & Wonder Exhibit 1010




© 00 ~N o o b~ o w NP

N NN N NN NN P PR R R R R R R,
~ o g A W N P O © N o oA~ W N Pk O

disclose claims 7 and 15 as described above.

Claim 24: Double Ball Roulette does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 8 and 16 as described above.

’024 Patent

Claim 1:

Double Ball Roulette does not disclose 1(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
1(c) of the *014 patent as described above.

Double Ball Roulette does not disclose 1(d) and 1(e) for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 1(d), 1(e), 1(f), and 1(g) of the 014 patent as described above.

Double Ball Roulette does not disclose 1(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
1(h) of the 014 patent as described above.

Double Ball Roulette does not disclose 1(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
1(i) of the *014 patent as described above.

Double Ball Roulette does not disclose 1(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
1(j) of the ’014 patent as described above.

Double Ball Roulette does not disclose 1(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
1(k) of the 014 patent as described above.

Double Ball Roulette does not disclose 1(j) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
1(1) of the ’014 patent as described above.

Claim 2: Double Ball Roulette does not disclose wheel sensors. L&W does not contend
that Double Ball Roulette discloses this claim.

Claim 3: L&W does not contend that Double Ball Roulette discloses this claim.

Claim 4: Double Ball Roulette does not disclose claim 4 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 2 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 5: Double Ball Roulette does not disclose claim 5 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 3 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 7: Double Ball Roulette does not disclose claim 7 for the same reasons it does not
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disclose claim 5 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 8:

Double Ball Roulette does not disclose 8(a) and 8(b) for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 9(a), 9(b), 9(c), and 9(d) of the 014 patent as described above.

Double Ball Roulette does not disclose 8(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
9(e) of the 014 patent as described above.

Double Ball Roulette does not disclose 8(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
9(f) of the 014 patent as described above.

Double Ball Roulette does not disclose 8(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
9(g) of the 014 patent as described above.

Double Ball Roulette does not disclose 8(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
9(h) of the 014 patent as described above.

Double Ball Roulette does not disclose 8(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
9(i) of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 9: Double Ball Roulette does not disclose claim 9 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 2 as described above.

Claim 10: Double Ball Roulette does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 3 as described above.

Claim 11: Double Ball Roulette does not disclose claim 11 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 10 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 12: Double Ball Roulette does not disclose claim 12 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 11 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 14: Double Ball Roulette does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 13 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 15:

Double Ball Roulette does not disclose 15(a) and 15(b) for the same reasons it does not

disclose claims 17(a), 17(b), 17(¢c), and 17(d) of the 014 patent as described above.
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Double Ball Roulette does not disclose 15(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
17(e) of the 014 patent as described above.

Double Ball Roulette does not disclose 15(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
17(f) of the 014 patent as described above.

Double Ball Roulette does not disclose 15(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
17(g) of the *014 patent as described above.

Double Ball Roulette does not disclose 15(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
17(h) of the *014 patent as described above.

Double Ball Roulette does not disclose 15(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
17(1) of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 16: Double Ball Roulette does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 2 and 9 as described above.

Claim 17: Double Ball Roulette does not disclose claim 17 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 18 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 18: Double Ball Roulette does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 19 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 20: Double Ball Roulette does not disclose claim 20 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 21 of the 014 patent as described above.

’371 Patent

Claim 1:

Double Ball Roulette does not disclose 1(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
1(c) of the *014 patent as described above.

Double Ball Roulette does not disclose 1(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
1(1), 1(j), and 1(1) of the 014 patent as described above.

Double Ball Roulette does not disclose 1(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
1(k) of the 014 patent as described above.

Double Ball Roulette does not disclose 1(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
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1(i), 1(j), and 1(1) of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 2: Double Ball Roulette does not disclose claim 2 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 2 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 4: Double Ball Roulette does not disclose claim 4 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 5 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 5: Double Ball Roulette does not disclose claim 5 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 6 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 6: Double Ball Roulette does not disclose claim 6 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 1(d), 1(e), and 7 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 7: Double Ball Roulette does not disclose claim 7 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 8 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 8: Double Ball Roulette does not disclose a 49:1 payout.

Claim 9: Double Ball Roulette does not disclose a 29:1 payout.

Claim 10: Double Ball Roulette does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 1(f) of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 11:

Double Ball Roulette does not disclose claim 11(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 6 as described above.

Double Ball Roulette does not disclose claim 11(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 1(d) as described above.

Double Ball Roulette does not disclose claim 11(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 1(e) as described above.

Double Ball Roulette does not disclose claim 11(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 1(f) as described above.

Claim 12: Double Ball Roulette does not disclose claim 12 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 2 as described above.

Claim 14: Double Ball Roulette does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it does not
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disclose claim 4 as described above.

Claim 15: Double Ball Roulette does not disclose claim 15 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 5 as described above.

Claim 16: Double Ball Roulette does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 6 as described above.

Claim 17: Double Ball Roulette does not disclose claim 17 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 7 as described above.

Claim 18: Double Ball Roulette does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 8 as described above.

Claim 19: Double Ball Roulette does not disclose claim 19 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 10 as described above.

Claim 20: Double Ball Roulette does not disclose claim 20 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 9 as described above.

Claim 21:

Double Ball Roulette does not disclose claim 21(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 1(d) and 11(b) as described above.

Double Ball Roulette does not disclose claim 21(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 1(e) and 11(c) as described above.

Double Ball Roulette does not disclose claim 21(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 1(f) and 11(c) as described above.

Claim 22: Double Ball Roulette does not disclose claim 22 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 2 and 12 as described above.

Claim 24: Double Ball Roulette does not disclose claim 24 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 4 and 14 as described above.

Claim 25: Double Ball Roulette does not disclose claim 25 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 5 and 15 as described above.

Claim 26: Double Ball Roulette does not disclose claim 26 for the same reasons it does not
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disclose claims 6 and 11(a) as described above.

Claim 27: Double Ball Roulette does not disclose claim 27 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 7 and 17 as described above.

Claim 28: Double Ball Roulette does not disclose claim 28 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 8 and 18 as described above.

Claim 29: Double Ball Roulette does not disclose claim 29 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 9 and 20 as described above.

Claim 30: Double Ball Roulette does not disclose claim 30 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 10 and 19 as described above.

C. Exhibit A-3: Back2Back Roulette

L&W has not identified any evidence showing when Back2Back Roulette was released to
the public, and has not established it is prior art. L&W has not produced any of the evidence on
which it relies. L&W appears to mix and match from different embodiments. L&W seems to cite
to a GUI but then also cites to descriptions of a non-electronic table game so it is unclear what, if
any, system L&W is relying on. L&W also ignores that the claims require certain elements to be
present for a single “spin of the roulette wheel,” and instead cites to events that require multiple
spins of a wheel.

’014 Patent

Claim 1

For claims 1(a) and 1(b), L&W identifies an image of a roulette wheel and an image of a
ball, but it does not show that the identified ball is used with the roulette wheel. In addition, L&W
does not identify a physical wheel or ball.

L&W does not contend that Back2Back Roulette discloses 1(c), 1(d), 1(e), 1(h), 1(k), and
1(D).

Back2Back Roulette does not disclose a processor. Therefore, it does not disclose a
processor configured to perform the steps recited in claims 1(f), 1(g), 1(i), and 1(j).

Back2Back Roulette does not disclose 1(f) or 1(g). It does not disclose a GUI, nor does it
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disclose receiving bet information corresponding to “only a single... position on the roulette
wheel.”

Back2Back Roulette does not disclose 1(i) and 1(j). The cited text does not come from any
identifiable document. There is no context to the three sentences cited, and does not explain what
the bonus pertains to. It appears that a bonus is based on results from prior spins, and therefore, is
not based on a selected number “for the spin of the roulette wheel.”

Claim 2: Back2Back Roulette does not disclose a “first selected position” and therefore
does not disclose this element.

Claim 3: L&W does not contend that Back2Back Roulette discloses this element.

Claim 5: Back2Back Roulette does not disclose a “selected position” as explained for
claim 1(i).

Claim 6: L&W does not contend that Back2Back Roulette discloses this element.

Claim 7: Back2Back Roulette does not disclose a “selected position” as explained for claim
1(i), and therefore does not disclose highlighting a selected position.

Claim 8: Back2Back Roulette does not disclose this element. In addition, bonus is based
on results from prior spins, and therefore, is not based on a selected number “for the spin of the
roulette wheel.”

Claim 9:

Back2Back Roulette does not disclose 9(a) and 9(b) for the same reasons it does not
disclose 1(d) and 1(e) as described above.

Back2Back Roulette does not disclose 9(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(f)
above.

Back2Back Roulette does not disclose 9(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(g)
above.

Back2Back Roulette does not disclose 9(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(i)
above.

Back2Back Roulette does not disclose 9(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(h)
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above.

Back2Back Roulette does not disclose 9(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(j)
above.

Back2Back Roulette does not disclose 9(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(k)
above.

Back2Back Roulette does not disclose 9(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(1)
above.

Claim 10: Back2Back Roulette does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 2 as described above.

Claim 11: Back2Back Roulette does not disclose claim 11 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 3 as described above.

Claim 13: Back2Back Roulette does not disclose claim 13 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 5 as described above.

Claim 14: Back2Back Roulette does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 6 as described above.

Claim 15: Back2Back Roulette does not disclose claim 15 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 7 as described above.

Claim 16: Back2Back Roulette does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 8 as described above.

Claim 17:

Back2Back Roulette does not disclose 17(a) and 17(b) for the same reasons it does not
disclose 1(d), 1(e), 9(a), and 9(b) as described above.

Back2Back Roulette does not disclose 17(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(f)
and 9(c) as described above.

Back2Back Roulette does not disclose 17(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(g)
and 9(d) as described above.

Back2Back Roulette does not disclose 17(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(h)
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and 9(e) as described above.

Back2Back Roulette does not disclose 17(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(i)
and 9(f) as described above.

Back2Back Roulette does not disclose 17(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(j)
and 9(g) as described above.

Back2Back Roulette does not disclose 17(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(k)
and 9(h) as described above.

Back2Back Roulette does not disclose 17(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(1)
and 9(i) as described above.

Claim 18: Back2Back Roulette does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 2 and 10 as described above.

Claim 19: Back2Back Roulette does not disclose claim 19 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 3 and 11 as described above.

Claim 21: Back2Back Roulette does not disclose claim 21 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 5 and 13 as described above.

Claim 22: Back2Back Roulette does not disclose claim 22 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 6 and 14 as described above.

Claim 23: Back2Back Roulette does not disclose claim 23 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 7 and 15 as described above.

Claim 24: Back2Back Roulette does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 8 and 16 as described above.

’024 Patent

Claim 1:

Back2Back Roulette does not disclose 1(a) and 1(b) for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 1(a) and 1(b) of the 014 patent as described above.

Back2Back Roulette does not disclose 1(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim

1(c) of the *014 patent as described above.
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Back2Back Roulette does not disclose 1(d) and 1(e) for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 1(d), 1(e), 1(f), and 1(g) of the 014 patent as described above.

Back2Back Roulette does not disclose 1(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
1(h) of the 014 patent as described above.

Back2Back Roulette does not disclose 1(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
1(i) of the *014 patent as described above.

Back2Back Roulette does not disclose 1(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
1(j) of the 014 patent as described above.

Back2Back Roulette does not disclose 1(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
1(k) of the 014 patent as described above.

Back2Back Roulette does not disclose 1(j) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
1(1) of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 2: Back2Back Roulette does not disclose determining that the roulette wheel has
spun using wheel sensors.

Claim 3: As with claim 2, Back2Back Roulette does not disclose a wheel sensor used to
determine the roulette wheel has been spun. Back2Back Roulette also does not disclose closing
bets in response to such a determination.

Claim 4: Back2Back Roulette does not disclose claim 4 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 2 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 5: Back2Back Roulette does not disclose claim 5 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 3 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 7: Back2Back Roulette does not disclose claim 7 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 5 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 8:

Back2Back Roulette does not disclose 8(a) and 8(b) for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 9(a), 9(b), 9(¢), and 9(d) of the 014 patent as described above.

Back2Back Roulette does not disclose 8(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
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9(e) of the 014 patent as described above.

Back2Back Roulette does not disclose 8(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
9(f) of the 014 patent as described above.

Back2Back Roulette does not disclose 8(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
9(g) of the 014 patent as described above.

Back2Back Roulette does not disclose 8(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
9(h) of the *014 patent as described above.

Back2Back Roulette does not disclose 8(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
9(i) of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 9: Back2Back Roulette does not disclose claim 9 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 2 as described above.

Claim 10: Back2Back Roulette does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 3 as described above.

Claim 11: Back2Back Roulette does not disclose claim 11 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 10 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 12: Back2Back Roulette does not disclose claim 12 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 11 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 14: Back2Back Roulette does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 13 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 15:

Back2Back Roulette does not disclose 15(a) and 15(b) for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 17(a), 17(b), 17(¢c), and 17(d) of the 014 patent as described above.

Back2Back Roulette does not disclose 15(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
17(e) of the 014 patent as described above.

Back2Back Roulette does not disclose 15(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
17(f) of the *014 patent as described above.

Back2Back Roulette does not disclose 15(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
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17(g) of the *014 patent as described above.

Back2Back Roulette does not disclose 15(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
17(h) of the *014 patent as described above.

Back2Back Roulette does not disclose 15(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
17(1) of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 16: Back2Back Roulette does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 2 and 9 as described above.

Claim 17: Back2Back Roulette does not disclose claim 17 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 18 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 18: Back2Back Roulette does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 19 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 20: Back2Back Roulette does not disclose claim 20 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 21 of the 014 patent as described above.

’371 Patent

Claim 1:

Back2Back Roulette does not disclose 1(a) and 1(b) for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 1(a) and 1(b) of the 014 patent as described above.

Back2Back Roulette does not disclose 1(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
1(c) of the *014 patent as described above.

Back2Back Roulette does not disclose 1(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
1(1), 1(j), and 1(1) of the *014 patent as described above.

Back2Back Roulette does not disclose 1(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
1(k) of the 014 patent as described above.

Back2Back Roulette does not disclose 1(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
1(1), 1(j), and 1(1) of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 2: Back2Back Roulette does not disclose claim 2 for the same reasons it does not

disclose claim 2 of the 014 patent as described above.
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Claim 4: Back2Back Roulette does not disclose claim 4 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 5 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 5: Back2Back Roulette does not disclose claim 5 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 6 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 6: Back2Back Roulette does not disclose claim 6 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 1(d), 1(e), and 7 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 7: Back2Back Roulette does not disclose claim 7 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 8 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 8: L&W does not contend that Back2Back Roulette discloses this element.

Claim 9: L&W does not contend that Back2Back Roulette discloses this element.

Claim 10: Back2Back Roulette does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 1(f) of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 11:

Back2Back Roulette does not disclose claim 11(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 6 as described above.

Back2Back Roulette does not disclose claim 11(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 1(d) as described above.

Back2Back Roulette does not disclose claim 11(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 1(e) as described above.

Back2Back Roulette does not disclose claim 11(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 1(f) as described above.

Claim 12: Back2Back Roulette does not disclose claim 12 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 2 as described above.

Claim 14: Back2Back Roulette does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 4 as described above.

Claim 15: Back2Back Roulette does not disclose claim 15 for the same reasons it does not

disclose claim 5 as described above.
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Claim 16: Back2Back Roulette does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 6 as described above.

Claim 17: Back2Back Roulette does not disclose claim 17 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 7 as described above.

Claim 18: Back2Back Roulette does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 8 as described above.

Claim 19: Back2Back Roulette does not disclose claim 19 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 10 as described above.

Claim 20: Back2Back Roulette does not disclose claim 20 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 9 as described above.

Claim 21:

Back2Back Roulette does not disclose claim 21(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 1(d) and 11(b) as described above.

Back2Back Roulette does not disclose claim 21(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 1(e) and 11(c) as described above.

Back2Back Roulette does not disclose claim 21(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 1(f) and 11(c) as described above.

Claim 22: Back2Back Roulette does not disclose claim 22 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 2 and 12 as described above.

Claim 24: Back2Back Roulette does not disclose claim 24 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 4 and 14 as described above.

Claim 25: Back2Back Roulette does not disclose claim 25 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 5 and 15 as described above.

Claim 26: Back2Back Roulette does not disclose claim 26 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 6 and 11(a) as described above.

Claim 27: Back2Back Roulette does not disclose claim 27 for the same reasons it does not

disclose claims 7 and 17 as described above.
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Claim 28: Back2Back Roulette does not disclose claim 28 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 8 and 18 as described above.

Claim 29: Back2Back Roulette does not disclose claim 29 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 9 and 20 as described above.

Claim 30: Back2Back Roulette does not disclose claim 30 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 10 and 19 as described above.

D. Exhibit A-4: Baron

L&W mixes and matches from different embodiments in Baron. For example, while some
embodiments include a physical wheel and physical ball, others are entirely digital/virtual.
Similarly, while some embodiments include a GUI interface, some only allow for conventional
wagers on the table. L&W also ignores that the claims require certain elements to be present for
a single “spin of the roulette wheel,” and instead cites to disclosures that require multiple spins of
a wheel.

’014 Patent

Claim 1

Baron does not disclose 1(a) or 1(b) for some embodiments. Baron describes a roulette
game using a physical ball and wheel. Baron also describes embodiments with multiple balls. It
also describes embodiments that are entirely digital/virtual.

Baron does not disclose 1(f) or 1(g). The cited portions of Baron include several types of
wagers. The progressive wager and bonus wager are not “bet information corresponding to only
a single. .. position on the roulette wheel” and do not correspond to a single position on the roulette
wheel. Similarly, wagers corresponding to a split, a street, a corner, or an outside bet are not “bet
information corresponding to only a single... position on the roulette wheel” as they all correspond
to multiple positions on the wheel. The progressive wager and bonus wager also require multiple
spins, and thus are not part of “a spin of the roulette wheel.” The cited portions of Barron do not
disclose a “second bet information corresponding to only a single second position on the roulette

wheel that is different from the single first position.”
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Baron does not disclose 1(h). Baron can determine the outcome position of a ball, but it
does not disclose that its system makes a determination that the roulette wheel and ball was spun.

Baron does not disclose 1(i). Baron does not show randomly selecting “a first selected
position on the roulette wheel” or doing so prior to the ball “falling into an outcome position.”
None of the passages L&W cites discloses such a selection. L&W cites to passages where three
separate roulette wheels are spun simultaneously, but none of those passages describes randomly
selecting “a first selected position on the roulette wheel.” In each of the wheels, the ball falls into
an outcome position (e.g., Baron refers to “two roulette outcomes” in [0088]). The progressive
pot is based on multiple spins, and thus cannot be awarded based on the “spin of the roulette
wheel.”

Baron does not disclose 1(j). Baron does not disclose a “first payout for the first single
position” and a “second payout for the single second position” that are different. Baron shows that
all payouts for single positions on the roulette wheel are the same.

Baron does not disclose 1(I). It does not disclose the first payout as explained for 1(j), and
thus, does not disclose an indication of such payout.

Claim 2: Baron does not disclose a display that “indicates the first selected position.” In
addition, only certain embodiments include a display adjacent to the roulette wheel.

Claim 3: Baron does not disclose a lightning visual effect.

Claim 5: Baron does not disclose this element. Baron does not randomly select a “second
selected position on the roulette wheel.” Nor does Baron disclose that different positions on the
roulette wheel have different payouts. See claims 1(i) and 1(j).

Claim 6: Baron does not disclose this element. L&W does not identify any embodiments
where a system causes the roulette wheel and ball to automatically spin.

Claim 7: Baron does not disclose this element. Baron does not disclose randomly selecting
a first selected position, and therefore, it also does not disclose “highlight[ing] the first selected
position.”

Claim 8: L&W does not contend that Baron discloses this element.
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Claim 9:

Baron does not disclose 9(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(f) above.

Baron does not disclose 9(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(g) above.

Baron does not disclose 9(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(h) above.

Baron does not disclose 9(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(i) above.

Baron does not disclose 9(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(j) above.

Baron does not disclose 9(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(k) above.

Baron does not disclose 9(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(1) above.

Claim 10: Baron does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
2 as described above.

Claim 11: Baron does not disclose claim 11 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
3 as described above.

Claim 13: Baron does not disclose claim 13 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
5 as described above.

Claim 14: Baron does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
6 as described above.

Claim 15: Baron does not disclose claim 15 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
7 as described above.

Claim 16: Baron does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
8 as described above.

Claim 17:

Baron does not disclose 17(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(f) and 9(c) as
described above.

Baron does not disclose 17(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(g) and 9(d) as
described above.

Baron does not disclose 17(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(i) and 9(f) as

described above.
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Baron does not disclose 17(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(h) and 9(e) as
described above.

Baron does not disclose 17(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(j) and 9(g) as
described above.

Baron does not disclose 17(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(k) and 9(h) as
described above.

Baron does not disclose 17(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(l) and 9(i) as
described above.

Claim 18: Baron does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
2 and 10 as described above.

Claim 19: Baron does not disclose claim 19 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
3 and 11 as described above.

Claim 21: Baron does not disclose claim 21 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
5 and 13 as described above.

Claim 22: Baron does not disclose claim 22 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
6 and 14 as described above.

Claim 23: Baron does not disclose claim 23 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
7 and 15 as described above.

Claim 24: Baron does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
8 and 16 as described above.

’024 Patent

Claim 1:

Baron does not disclose 1(a) and 1(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(a)
and 1(b) of the 014 patent as described above.

Baron does not disclose 1(d) and 1(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(f)
and 1(g) of the 014 patent as described above.

Baron does not disclose 1(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(h) of the 014
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patent as described above.

Baron does not disclose 1(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(i) of the *014
patent as described above.

Baron does not disclose 1(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(j) of the 014
patent as described above.

Baron does not disclose 1(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(k) of the ’014
patent as described above.

Baron does not disclose 1(j) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(1) of the 014
patent as described above.

Claim 2: Baron does not disclose determining that the roulette wheel has spun using wheel
sensors.

Claim 3: As with claim 2, Baron does not disclose a wheel sensor used to determine the
roulette wheel has been spun. Baron also does not disclose closing bets in response to such a
determination.

Claim 4: Baron does not disclose claim 4 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 2
of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 5: Baron does not disclose claim 5 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 3
of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 7: Baron does not disclose claim 7 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 5
of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 8:

Baron does not disclose 8(a) and 8(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 9(c)
and 9(d) of the 014 patent as described above.

Baron does not disclose 8(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(e) of the 014
patent as described above.

Baron does not disclose 8(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(f) of the 014

patent as described above.
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Baron does not disclose 8(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(g) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Baron does not disclose 8(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(h) of the 014
patent as described above.

Baron does not disclose 8(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(i) of the 014
patent as described above.

Claim 9: Baron does not disclose claim 9 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 2
as described above.

Claim 10: Baron does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
3 as described above.

Claim 11: Baron does not disclose claim 11 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
10 of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 12: Baron does not disclose claim 12 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
11 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 14: Baron does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
13 of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 15:

Baron does not disclose 15(a) and 15(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
17(c) and 17(d) of the 014 patent as described above.

Baron does not disclose 15(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(e) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Baron does not disclose 15(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(f) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Baron does not disclose 15(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(g) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Baron does not disclose 15(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(h) of the

’014 patent as described above.
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Baron does not disclose 15(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(i) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Claim 16: Baron does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
2 and 9 as described above.

Claim 17: Baron does not disclose claim 17 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
18 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 18: Baron does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
19 of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 20: Baron does not disclose claim 20 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
21 of the *014 patent as described above.

’371 Patent

Claim 1:

Baron does not disclose 1(a) and 1(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(a)
and 1(b) of the *014 patent as described above.

Baron does not disclose 1(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(i), 1(j), and
1(1) of the ’014 patent as described above.

Baron does not disclose 1(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(k) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Baron does not disclose 1(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(i), 1(j), and
1(1) of the ’014 patent as described above.

Claim 2: Baron does not disclose claim 2 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 2
of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 4: Baron does not disclose claim 4 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 5
of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 5: Baron does not disclose claim 5 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 6
of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 6: Baron does not disclose claim 6 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 7
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of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 7: Baron does not disclose claim 7 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 8
of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 8: L&W does not contend that Baron discloses this element.

Claim 9: L&W does not contend that Baron discloses this element.

Claim 10: Baron does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
1(f) of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 11:

Baron does not disclose claim 11(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 6 as
described above.

Baron does not disclose claim 11(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(d) as
described above.

Baron does not disclose claim 11(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(e) as
described above.

Baron does not disclose claim 11(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(f) as
described above.

Claim 12: Baron does not disclose claim 12 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
2 as described above.

Claim 14: Baron does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
4 as described above.

Claim 15: Baron does not disclose claim 15 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
5 as described above.

Claim 16: Baron does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
6 as described above.

Claim 17: Baron does not disclose claim 17 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
7 as described above.

Claim 18: Baron does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
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8 as described above.

Claim 19: Baron does not disclose claim 19 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
10 as described above.

Claim 20: Baron does not disclose claim 20 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
9 as described above.

Claim 21:

Baron does not disclose claim 21(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(d)
and 11(b) as described above.

Baron does not disclose claim 21(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(e)
and 11(c) as described above.

Baron does not disclose claim 21(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(f)
and 11(c) as described above.

Claim 22: Baron does not disclose claim 22 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
2 and 12 as described above.

Claim 24: Baron does not disclose claim 24 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
4 and 14 as described above.

Claim 25: Baron does not disclose claim 25 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
5 and 15 as described above.

Claim 26: Baron does not disclose claim 26 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
6 and 11(a) as described above.

Claim 27: Baron does not disclose claim 27 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
7 and 17 as described above.

Claim 28: Baron does not disclose claim 28 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
8 and 18 as described above.

Claim 29: Baron does not disclose claim 29 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
9 and 20 as described above.

Claim 30: Baron does not disclose claim 30 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
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10 and 19 as described above.

E. Exhibit A-5: Bontempo

L&W mixes and matches from different embodiments of Bontempo, which does not
disclose roulette, but rather a game derived from roulette.

’014 Patent

Claim 1

Bontempo does not disclose 1(a). It discloses a wheel assembly for use in a “roulette-
related game,” and not a roulette wheel. [0080]. The wheel assembly has multiple rotors and
multiple sets of ball landings.

Bontempo does not disclose 1(f) or 1(g). It does not disclose the receipt of “bet
information” that “correspond[s] to only a single... position on the roulette wheel.” Bontempo
does not disclose a roulette wheel but rather a wheel assembly. In addition, Bontempo does not
disclose bet information corresponding to only “a single position” on the wheel assembly. There
are multiple rotors and multiple pockets with the same number. L&W provides no explanation of
how a bet could correspond to only a single position on a wheel in Bontempo’s system.

Bontempo does not disclose 1(h). Bontempo does not make a determination that the ball
and wheel have been spun. Bontempo does not disclose a roulette wheel, as explained for 1(a)
above. Although one embodiment in Bontempo discloses sensors that sense the presence of a ball
or the state of the rotors of the wheel, Bontempo does not disclose making a determination that the
ball and wheel have been spun.

Bontempo does not disclose 1(i1). Bontempo does not show randomly selecting “a first
selected position on the roulette wheel” or doing so prior to the ball “falling into an outcome
position.” L&W does not contend that Bontempo discloses this element.

Bontempo does not disclose 1(j). L&W does not contend that Bontempo discloses this
element.

Bontempo does not disclose 1(k). As explained above for claims 1(f) and 1(g), Bontempo

does not disclose a “single first position.”
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Bontempo does not disclose 1(I). Bontempo does not disclose that its interface indicates
the claimed “first payout,” which must correspond to a payout for the “first single position.”

Claim 2: Although Bontempo discloses a display, it does not disclose a display that
“indicates the first selected position.”

Claim 3: Bontempo does not disclose a lightning visual effect. Nor does it disclose
“indicating the first selected position,” as explained for claim 1(i), above.

Claim 5: Bontempo does not disclose this element, and L&W does not contend that
Bontempo does.

Claim 6: Bontempo does not disclose a processor that causes the ball to “automatically
spin.”

Claim 7: Bontempo does not disclose a “first selected position,” as explained for claim 1(i),
above.

Claim 8: Bontempo does not disclose this element, and L&W does not contend that
Bontempo does.

Claim 9:

Bontempo does not disclose 9(a) and 9(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(d)
and 1(e) as described above.

Bontempo does not disclose 9(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(f) above.

Bontempo does not disclose 9(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(g) above.

Bontempo does not disclose 9(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(h) above.

Bontempo does not disclose 9(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(i) above.

Bontempo does not disclose 9(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(j) above.

Bontempo does not disclose 9(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(k) above.

Bontempo does not disclose 9(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(I) above.

Claim 10: Bontempo does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 2 as described above.

Claim 11: Bontempo does not disclose claim 11 for the same reasons it does not disclose
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claim 3 as described above.

Claim 13: Bontempo does not disclose claim 13 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 5 as described above.

Claim 14: Bontempo does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 6 as described above.

Claim 15: Bontempo does not disclose claim 15 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 7 as described above.

Claim 16: Bontempo does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 8 as described above.

Claim 17:

Bontempo does not disclose 17(a) and 17(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(d),
1(e), 9(a), and 9(b) as described above.

Bontempo does not disclose 17(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(f) and 9(c) as
described above.

Bontempo does not disclose 17(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(g) and 9(d)
as described above.

Bontempo does not disclose 17(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(h) and 9(e)
as described above.

Bontempo does not disclose 17(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(i) and 9(f) as
described above.

Bontempo does not disclose 17(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(j) and 9(g)
as described above.

Bontempo does not disclose 17(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(k) and 9(h)
as described above.

Bontempo does not disclose 17(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(I) and 9(i) as
described above.

Claim 18: Bontempo does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose
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claims 2 and 10 as described above.

Claim 19: Bontempo does not disclose claim 19 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 3 and 11 as described above.

Claim 21: Bontempo does not disclose claim 21 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 5 and 13 as described above.

Claim 22: Bontempo does not disclose claim 22 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 6 and 14 as described above.

Claim 23: Bontempo does not disclose claim 23 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 7 and 15 as described above.

Claim 24: Bontempo does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 8 and 16 as described above.

’024 Patent

Claim 1:

Bontempo does not disclose 1(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(a) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Bontempo does not disclose 1(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(c) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Bontempo does not disclose 1(d) and 1(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
1(d), 1(e), 1(f), and 1(g) of the 014 patent as described above.

Bontempo does not disclose 1(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(h) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Bontempo does not disclose 1(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(i) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Bontempo does not disclose 1(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(j) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Bontempo does not disclose 1(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(Kk) of the

’014 patent as described above.
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Bontempo does not disclose 1(j) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(1) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Claim 2: Bontempo does not disclose determining that the roulette wheel has spun using
wheel sensors.

Claim 3: As with claim 2, Bontempo does not disclose a wheel sensor used to determine
the roulette wheel has been spun. Bontempo also does not disclose closing bets in response to
such a determination.

Claim 4: Bontempo does not disclose claim 4 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 2 of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 5: Bontempo does not disclose claim 5 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 3 of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 7: Bontempo does not disclose claim 7 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 5 of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 8:

Bontempo does not disclose 8(a) and 8(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
9(a), 9(b), 9(c), and 9(d) of the *014 patent as described above.

Bontempo does not disclose 8(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(e) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Bontempo does not disclose 8(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(f) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Bontempo does not disclose 8(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(g) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Bontempo does not disclose 8(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(h) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Bontempo does not disclose 8(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(i) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Claim 9: Bontempo does not disclose claim 9 for the same reasons it does not disclose
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claim 2 as described above.

Claim 10: Bontempo does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 3 as described above.

Claim 11: Bontempo does not disclose claim 11 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 10 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 12: Bontempo does not disclose claim 12 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 11 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 14: Bontempo does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 13 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 15:

Bontempo does not disclose 15(a) and 15(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
17(a), 17(b), 17(c), and 17(d) of the 014 patent as described above.

Bontempo does not disclose 15(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(e) of
the 014 patent as described above.

Bontempo does not disclose 15(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(f) of
the 014 patent as described above.

Bontempo does not disclose 15(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(g) of
the 014 patent as described above.

Bontempo does not disclose 15(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(h) of
the 014 patent as described above.

Bontempo does not disclose 15(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(i) of
the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 16: Bontempo does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 2 and 9 as described above.

Claim 17: Bontempo does not disclose claim 17 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 18 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 18: Bontempo does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose
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claim 19 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 20: Bontempo does not disclose claim 20 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 21 of the 014 patent as described above.

’371 Patent

Claim 1:

Bontempo does not disclose 1(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(a) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Bontempo does not disclose 1(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(c) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Bontempo does not disclose 1(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(i), 1(j),
and 1(1) of the *014 patent as described above.

Bontempo does not disclose 1(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(k) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Bontempo does not disclose 1(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(i), 1(j),
and 1(1) of the ’014 patent as described above.

Claim 2: Bontempo does not disclose claim 2 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 2 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 4: Bontempo does not disclose claim 4 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 5 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 5: Bontempo does not disclose claim 5 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 6 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 6: Bontempo does not disclose claim 6 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 1(d), 1(e), and 7 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 7: Bontempo does not disclose claim 7 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 8 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 8: L&W does not contend that Bontempo discloses this element.

Claim 9: L&W does not contend that Bontempo discloses this element.
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Claim 10: Bontempo does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 1(f) of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 11:

Bontempo does not disclose claim 11(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 6
as described above.

Bontempo does not disclose claim 11(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
1(d) as described above.

Bontempo does not disclose claim 11(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
1(e) as described above. L&W does not contend that Bontempo discloses this element.

Bontempo does not disclose claim 11(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
1(f) as described above. L&W does not contend that Bontempo discloses this element.

Claim 12: Bontempo does not disclose claim 12 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 2 as described above.

Claim 14: Bontempo does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 4 as described above.

Claim 15: Bontempo does not disclose claim 15 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 5 as described above.

Claim 16: Bontempo does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 6 as described above.

Claim 17: Bontempo does not disclose claim 17 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 7 as described above. L&W does not contend that Bontempo discloses this element.

Claim 18: Bontempo does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 8 as described above. L&W does not contend that Bontempo discloses this element.

Claim 19: Bontempo does not disclose claim 19 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 10 as described above.

Claim 20: Bontempo does not disclose claim 20 for the same reasons it does not disclose

claim 9 as described above. L&W does not contend that Bontempo discloses this element.
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Claim 21:

Bontempo does not disclose claim 21(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
1(d) and 11(b) as described above.

Bontempo does not disclose claim 21(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
1(e) and 11(c) as described above.

Bontempo does not disclose claim 21(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
1(f) and 11(c) as described above. L&W does not contend that Bontempo discloses this element.

Claim 22: Bontempo does not disclose claim 22 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 2 and 12 as described above.

Claim 24: Bontempo does not disclose claim 24 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 4 and 14 as described above.

Claim 25: Bontempo does not disclose claim 25 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 5 and 15 as described above.

Claim 26: Bontempo does not disclose claim 26 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 6 and 11(a) as described above.

Claim 27: Bontempo does not disclose claim 27 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 7 and 17 as described above. L&W does not contend that Bontempo discloses this element.

Claim 28: Bontempo does not disclose claim 28 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 8 and 18 as described above. L&W does not contend that Bontempo discloses this element.

Claim 29: Bontempo does not disclose claim 29 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 9 and 20 as described above.

Claim 30: Bontempo does not disclose claim 30 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 10 and 19 as described above.

F. Exhibit A-6: Gagner

L&W mixes and matches from different embodiments of Gagner. It discloses games other
than roulette, and L&W improperly cites to some disclosures that pertain only to those other games

(e.g., Figs. 1A and 1B).

-52-
Light & Wonder v. Evolution
Light & Wonder Exhibit 1010




© 00 ~N o o b~ o w NP

N NN N NN NN P PR R R R R R R,
~ o g A W N P O © N o oA~ W N Pk O

’014 Patent

Claim 1

Gagner does not disclose 1(f) or 1(g). Gagner does not disclose “bet information
corresponding to only a single... position on the roulette wheel.” The cited passage shows betting
on “even” numbers, which is a wager that does not correspond to “only a single position on the
roulette wheel.”

Gagner does not disclose 1(h). It does not determine that the ball and wheel have been
spun. Although Gagner shows use of sensing or imaging devices, it shows being used to detect
wagers (e.g., by reading tags). They are not used to determine anything with respect to a ball or
roulette wheel.

Gagner does not disclose 1(i). L&W does not contend that Gagner discloses this element.

Gagner does not disclose 1(j). L&W does not contend that Gagner discloses this element.

Gagner does not disclose 1(k). As explained for claims 1(f), 1(g), and 1(h), Gagner does
not disclose bet information “only a single position on the roulette wheel.” Nor does Gagner
determine that a ball has been spun or has fallen.

Gagner does not disclose 1(l). The cited passages do not disclose indicating that a player
is to be paid a payout, and even if they did, they do not disclose indicating that a “player is to be
paid at the first payout.”

Claim 2: Gagner does not disclose a display that “indicates the first selected position.” See
claim 1(i) above.

Claim 3: Gagner does not disclose a lightning visual effect, and L&W does not contend
that Gagner discloses this element.

Claim 5: L&W does not contend that Gagner discloses this element.

Claim 6: Gagner does not disclose this element. It does not disclose automatically spinning
a ball or roulette wheel.

Claim 7: L&W cites to a physical roulette table in Gagner. A physical roulette table is not

a GUI that includes a roulette board. Gagner also does not disclose randomly selecting ““a first
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selected position,” and therefore it does not disclose highlighting a first selected position.

Claim 8: L&W does not contend that Gagner discloses this element.

Claim 9:

Gagner does not disclose 9(a) and 9(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(d) and
1(e) as described above.

Gagner does not disclose 9(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(f) above.

Gagner does not disclose 9(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(g) above.

Gagner does not disclose 9(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(h) above.

Gagner does not disclose 9(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(i) above.

Gagner does not disclose 9(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(j) above.

Gagner does not disclose 9(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(k) above.

Gagner does not disclose 9(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(1) above.

Claim 10: Gagner does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
2 as described above.

Claim 11: Gagner does not disclose claim 11 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
3 as described above.

Claim 13: Gagner does not disclose claim 13 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
5 as described above.

Claim 14: Gagner does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
6 as described above.

Claim 15: Gagner does not disclose claim 15 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
7 as described above.

Claim 16: Gagner does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
8 as described above.

Claim 17:

Gagner does not disclose 17(a) and 17(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(d),

1(e), 9(a), and 9(b) as described above.
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Gagner does not disclose 17(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(f) and 9(c) as
described above.

Gagner does not disclose 17(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(g) and 9(d) as
described above.

Gagner does not disclose 17(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(h) and 9(e) as
described above.

Gagner does not disclose 17(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(i) and 9(f) as
described above.

Gagner does not disclose 17(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(j) and 9(g) as
described above.

Gagner does not disclose 17(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(k) and 9(h) as
described above.

Gagner does not disclose 17(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(I) and 9(i) as
described above.

Claim 18: Gagner does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 2 and 10 as described above.

Claim 19: Gagner does not disclose claim 19 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 3 and 11 as described above.

Claim 21: Gagner does not disclose claim 21 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 5 and 13 as described above.

Claim 22: Gagner does not disclose claim 22 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 6 and 14 as described above.

Claim 23: Gagner does not disclose claim 23 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 7 and 15 as described above.

Claim 24: Gagner does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 8 and 16 as described above.

’024 Patent
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Claim 1:

Gagner does not disclose 1(d) and 1(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
1(d), 1(e), 1(f), and 1(g) of the 014 patent as described above.

Gagner does not disclose 1(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(h) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Gagner does not disclose 1(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(i) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Gagner does not disclose 1(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(j) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Gagner does not disclose 1(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(k) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Gagner does not disclose 1(j) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(I) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Claim 2: Gagner does not disclose determining that the roulette wheel has spun using wheel
Sensors.

Claim 3: As with claim 2, Gagner does not disclose a wheel sensor used to determine the
roulette wheel has been spun. Gagner also does not disclose closing bets in response to such a
determination.

Claim 4: Gagner does not disclose claim 4 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
2 of the ’014 patent as described above.

Claim 5: Gagner does not disclose claim 5 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
3 of the ’014 patent as described above.

Claim 7: Gagner does not disclose claim 7 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
5 of the ’014 patent as described above.

Claim 8:

Gagner does not disclose 8(a) and 8(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims

9(a), 9(b), 9(c), and 9(d) of the *014 patent as described above.
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Gagner does not disclose 8(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(e) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Gagner does not disclose 8(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(f) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Gagner does not disclose 8(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(g) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Gagner does not disclose 8(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(h) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Gagner does not disclose 8(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(i) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Claim 9: Gagner does not disclose claim 9 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
2 as described above.

Claim 10: Gagner does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
3 as described above.

Claim 11: Gagner does not disclose claim 11 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
10 of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 12: Gagner does not disclose claim 12 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
11 of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 14: Gagner does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
13 of the ’014 patent as described above.

Claim 15:

Gagner does not disclose 15(a) and 15(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
17(a), 17(b), 17(c), and 17(d) of the 014 patent as described above.

Gagner does not disclose 15(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(e) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Gagner does not disclose 15(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(f) of the

’014 patent as described above.
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Gagner does not disclose 15(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(g) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Gagner does not disclose 15(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(h) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Gagner does not disclose 15(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(i) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Claim 16: Gagner does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 2 and 9 as described above.

Claim 17: Gagner does not disclose claim 17 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
18 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 18: Gagner does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
19 of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 20: Gagner does not disclose claim 20 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
21 of the *014 patent as described above.

’371 Patent

Claim 1:

Gagner does not disclose 1(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(i), 1(j),
and 1(1) of the *014 patent as described above.

Gagner does not disclose 1(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(k) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Gagner does not disclose 1(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(i), 1(j), and
1(1) of the ’014 patent as described above.

Claim 2: Gagner does not disclose claim 2 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
2 of the ’014 patent as described above.

Claim 4: Gagner does not disclose claim 4 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
5 of the ’014 patent as described above.

Claim 5: Gagner does not disclose claim 5 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
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6 of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 6: Gagner does not disclose claim 6 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
1(d), 1(e), and 7 of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 7: Gagner does not disclose claim 7 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
8 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 8: L&W does not contend that Gagner discloses this element.

Claim 9: L&W does not contend that Gagner discloses this element.

Claim 10: Gagner does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
1(f) of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 11:

Gagner does not disclose claim 11(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 6 as
described above.

Gagner does not disclose claim 11(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(d)
as described above.

Gagner does not disclose claim 11(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(e)
as described above.

Gagner does not disclose claim 11(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(f)
as described above.

Claim 12: Gagner does not disclose claim 12 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
2 as described above.

Claim 14: Gagner does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
4 as described above.

Claim 15: Gagner does not disclose claim 15 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
5 as described above.

Claim 16: Gagner does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
6 as described above.

Claim 17: Gagner does not disclose claim 17 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
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7 as described above.

Claim 18: Gagner does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
8 as described above.

Claim 19: Gagner does not disclose claim 19 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
10 as described above.

Claim 20: Gagner does not disclose claim 20 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
9 as described above.

Claim 21:

Gagner does not disclose claim 21(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(d)
and 11(b) as described above.

Gagner does not disclose claim 21(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(e)
and 11(c) as described above.

Gagner does not disclose claim 21(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(f)
and 11(c) as described above.

Claim 22: Gagner does not disclose claim 22 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 2 and 12 as described above.

Claim 24: Gagner does not disclose claim 24 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 4 and 14 as described above.

Claim 25: Gagner does not disclose claim 25 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 5 and 15 as described above.

Claim 26: Gagner does not disclose claim 26 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 6 and 11(a) as described above.

Claim 27: Gagner does not disclose claim 27 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 7 and 17 as described above.

Claim 28: Gagner does not disclose claim 28 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 8 and 18 as described above.

Claim 29: Gagner does not disclose claim 29 for the same reasons it does not disclose
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claims 9 and 20 as described above.

Claim 30: Gagner does not disclose claim 30 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 10 and 19 as described above.

G. Exhibit A-7: Govender

Govender describes only a digital wager game and does not disclose a game to be played
in a land-based casino. L&W mixes and matches from different embodiments of Govender. L&W
also ignores that the claims require certain elements to be present for a single “spin of the roulette
wheel,” and instead cites to disclosures that require multiple spins of a wheel.

’014 Patent

Claim 1

With respect to claims 1(a) or 1(b), Govender discloses a digital game. It does not disclose
a physical ball or a physical roulette wheel.

Govender does not disclose 1(f) or 1(g). Govender does not disclose “bet information
corresponding to only a single... position on the roulette wheel.”

Govender does not disclose 1(h), and L&W does not contend that it does.

Govender does not disclose 1(i1). Govender does not show randomly selecting “a first
selected position on the roulette wheel” or doing so prior to the ball “falling into an outcome
position.” In the passages cited by L&W, Govender shows using a random number generator to
simulate the randomness of an ordinary game (e.g., by generating a game outcome, or by randomly
selecting playing cards from a deck). It does not show randomly selecting “a first selected position
on the roulette wheel.” In addition, L& W cites to a accumulated jackpot. Such a jackpot is based
on multiple spins, and not “the spin of the roulette wheel.”

Govender does not disclose 1(j). Govender does not show determining different payouts
for different positions on a roulette wheel. It shows making payouts based on the ordinary odds
that apply in a game. It also shows a progressive jackpot, but the progressive jackpot is not based
on a position on the roulette wheel nor on “the spin of the roulette wheel.”

Govender does not disclose 1(k), and L&W does not contend that it does.
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Govender does not disclose 1(I). Although Govender can show a payout, it does not
disclose indicating that a “player is to be paid at the first payout.”

Claim 2: Govender does not disclose a display that “indicates the first selected position.”

Claim 3: L&W does not contend that Govender discloses this element.

Claim 5: Govender does not disclose this element. It does not disclose “randomly selecting
a second selected position on the roulette wheel” for the same reasons it does not select a “first
selected position” as explained for claim 1(i) above. It does not determine a payout for the second
selected position for same reasons explained for claim 1(j) above.

Claim 6: L&W does not contend that Govender discloses this element.

Claim 7: Govender does not disclose randomly selecting a “first selected position,” and
therefore, it does not disclose highlighting such position. See claim 1(i) above.

Claim 8: L&W does not contend that Govender discloses this element.

Claim 9:

Govender does not disclose 9(a) and 9(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(d) and
1(e) as described above.

Govender does not disclose 9(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(f) above.

Govender does not disclose 9(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(g) above.

Govender does not disclose 9(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(h) above.

Govender does not disclose 9(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(i) above.

Govender does not disclose 9(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(j) above.

Govender does not disclose 9(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(k) above.

Govender does not disclose 9(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(I) above.

Claim 10: Govender does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 2 as described above.

Claim 11: Govender does not disclose claim 11 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 3 as described above.

Claim 13: Govender does not disclose claim 13 for the same reasons it does not disclose
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claim 5 as described above.

Claim 14: Govender does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 6 as described above.

Claim 15: Govender does not disclose claim 15 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 7 as described above.

Claim 16: Govender does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 8 as described above.

Claim 17:

Govender does not disclose 17(a) and 17(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(d),
1(e), 9(a), and 9(b) as described above.

Govender does not disclose 17(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(f) and 9(c) as
described above.

Govender does not disclose 17(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(g) and 9(d)
as described above.

Govender does not disclose 17(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(h) and 9(e) as
described above.

Govender does not disclose 17(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(i) and 9(f) as
described above.

Govender does not disclose 17(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(j) and 9(g) as
described above.

Govender does not disclose 17(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(k) and 9(h)
as described above.

Govender does not disclose 17(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(I) and 9(i) as
described above.

Claim 18: Govender does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 2 and 10 as described above.

Claim 19: Govender does not disclose claim 19 for the same reasons it does not disclose
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claims 3 and 11 as described above.

Claim 21: Govender does not disclose claim 21 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 5 and 13 as described above.

Claim 22: Govender does not disclose claim 22 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 6 and 14 as described above.

Claim 23: Govender does not disclose claim 23 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 7 and 15 as described above.

Claim 24: Govender does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 8 and 16 as described above.

’024 Patent

Claim 1:

Govender does not disclose 1(a) and 1(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
1(a) and 1(b) of the *014 patent as described above.

Govender does not disclose 1(d) and 1(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
1(f) and 1(g) of the ’014 patent as described above.

Govender does not disclose 1(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(h) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Govender does not disclose 1(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(i) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Govender does not disclose 1(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(j) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Govender does not disclose 1(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(k) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Govender does not disclose 1(j) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(l) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Claim 2: Govender does not disclose determining that the roulette wheel has spun using

wheel sensors.
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Claim 3: As with claim 2, Govender does not disclose a wheel sensor used to determine
the roulette wheel has been spun. Govender also does not disclose closing bets in response to such
a determination.

Claim 4: Govender does not disclose claim 4 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
2 of the ’014 patent as described above.

Claim 5: Govender does not disclose claim 5 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
3 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 7: Govender does not disclose claim 7 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
5 of the "014 patent as described above.

Claim 8:

Govender does not disclose 8(a) and 8(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
9(c) and 9(d) of the *014 patent as described above.

Govender does not disclose 8(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(e) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Govender does not disclose 8(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(f) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Govender does not disclose 8(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(g) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Govender does not disclose 8(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(h) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Govender does not disclose 8(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(i) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Claim 9: Govender does not disclose claim 9 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
2 as described above.

Claim 10: Govender does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 3 as described above.

Claim 11: Govender does not disclose claim 11 for the same reasons it does not disclose
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claim 10 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 12: Govender does not disclose claim 12 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 11 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 14: Govender does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 13 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 15:

Govender does not disclose 15(a) and 15(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
17(a), 17(b), 17(c), and 17(d) of the 014 patent as described above.

Govender does not disclose 15(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(e) of
the 014 patent as described above.

Govender does not disclose 15(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(f) of
the 014 patent as described above.

Govender does not disclose 15(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(g) of
the 014 patent as described above.

Govender does not disclose 15(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(h) of
the 014 patent as described above.

Govender does not disclose 15(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(i) of
the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 16: Govender does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 2 and 9 as described above.

Claim 17: Govender does not disclose claim 17 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 18 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 18: Govender does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 19 of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 20: Govender does not disclose claim 20 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 21 of the *014 patent as described above.

’371 Patent
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Claim 1:

Govender does not disclose 1(a) and 1(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
I(a) and 1(b) of the *014 patent as described above.

Govender does not disclose 1(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(i), 1(j),
and 1(1) of the *014 patent as described above.

Govender does not disclose 1(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(k) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Govender does not disclose 1(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(i), 1(j),
and 1(1) of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 2: Govender does not disclose claim 2 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
2 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 4: Govender does not disclose claim 4 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
5 of the "014 patent as described above.

Claim 5: Govender does not disclose claim 5 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
6 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 6: Govender does not disclose claim 6 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 1(d), 1(e), and 7 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 7: Govender does not disclose claim 7 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
8 of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 8: L&W does not contend that Govender discloses this element.

Claim 9: L&W does not contend that Govender discloses this element.

Claim 10: Govender does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 1(f) of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 11:

Govender does not disclose claim 11(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 6
as described above.

Govender does not disclose claim 11(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(d)
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as described above.

Govender does not disclose claim 11(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(e)
as described above.

Govender does not disclose claim 11(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(f)
as described above.

Claim 12: Govender does not disclose claim 12 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 2 as described above.

Claim 14: Govender does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 4 as described above.

Claim 15: Govender does not disclose claim 15 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 5 as described above.

Claim 16: Govender does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 6 as described above.

Claim 17: Govender does not disclose claim 17 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 7 as described above.

Claim 18: Govender does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 8 as described above.

Claim 19: Govender does not disclose claim 19 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 10 as described above.

Claim 20: Govender does not disclose claim 20 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 9 as described above.

Claim 21:

Govender does not disclose claim 21(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
1(d) and 11(b) as described above.

Govender does not disclose claim 21(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
1(e) and 11(c) as described above.

Govender does not disclose claim 21(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
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1(f) and 11(c) as described above.

Claim 22: Govender does not disclose claim 22 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 2 and 12 as described above.

Claim 24: Govender does not disclose claim 24 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 4 and 14 as described above.

Claim 25: Govender does not disclose claim 25 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 5 and 15 as described above.

Claim 26: Govender does not disclose claim 26 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 6 and 11(a) as described above.

Claim 27: Govender does not disclose claim 27 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 7 and 17 as described above.

Claim 28: Govender does not disclose claim 28 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 8 and 18 as described above.

Claim 29: Govender does not disclose claim 29 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 9 and 20 as described above.

Claim 30: Govender does not disclose claim 30 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 10 and 19 as described above.

H. Exhibit A-8: Griswold

L&W mixes and matches from different embodiments of Griswold. Griswold describes
using a random number generator to determine an outcome position, not to select a “selected
position” for a different payout.

’014 Patent

Claim 1

Griswold does not disclose 1(f) or 1(g). Griswold discloses betting generally, but does not
disclose “bet information corresponding to only a single... position on the roulette wheel.”

Griswold does not disclose 1(h). Griswold may show determining the position/pocket the

ball ends up in, determining the speed of the wheel or ball, and controlling the speed at which
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portions of the wheel rotate. But Griswold does not show determining the ball and roulette wheel
have been spun.

Griswold does not disclose 1(i). Griswold does not show randomly selecting “a first
selected position on the roulette wheel” or doing so prior to the ball “falling into an outcome
position.” Griswold discloses an embodiment where a processor randomly selects the outcome
position, and then uses, e.g., a magnet to ensure the ball lands in the outcome position. Griswold
also discloses adjusting the speed at which the wheel is spinning or separately rotating the labels
numbering each pocket to ensure the ball lands in the outcome position.

Griswold does not disclose 1(j). Griswold does not disclose determining different payouts
for different “single positions” on a roulette wheel. Payouts for each single position are made in
accordance with standard odds.

Griswold does not disclose 1(I). Although Griswold can show a payout, it does not disclose
indicating that a “player is to be paid at the first payout.”

Claim 2: Griswold does not disclose a display that “indicates the first selected position.”
Its display only shows outcome positions.

Claim 3: Griswold does not disclose a lightning visual effect.

Claim 5: Griswold does not disclose this element. It does not disclose “a second selected
position” or determining a payout for such a position. See claims 1(i) and 1(j), above.

Claim 6: Griswold does not disclose this element. Griswold does not disclose
automatically spinning a ball.

Claim 7: Griswold does not disclose this element. Griswold does not disclose a “first
selected position” and therefore does not disclose highlighting it. Griswold also does not disclose
a GUI that depicts a roulette board.

Claim 8: Griswold does not disclose this element. Griswold does not disclose a “first
selected position” and does not disclose a “500x™ label.

Claim 9:

Griswold does not disclose 9(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(f) above.
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Griswold does not disclose 9(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(g) above.

Griswold does not disclose 9(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(h) above.

Griswold does not disclose 9(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(i) above.

Griswold does not disclose 9(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(j) above.

Griswold does not disclose 9(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(l) above.

Claim 10: Griswold does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 2 as described above.

Claim 11: Griswold does not disclose claim 11 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 3 as described above.

Claim 13: Griswold does not disclose claim 13 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 5 as described above.

Claim 14: Griswold does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 6 as described above.

Claim 15: Griswold does not disclose claim 15 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 7 as described above.

Claim 16: Griswold does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 8 as described above.

Claim 17:

Griswold does not disclose 17(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(f) and 9(c) as
described above.

Griswold does not disclose 17(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(g) and 9(d) as
described above.

Griswold does not disclose 17(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(h) and 9(e) as
described above.

Griswold does not disclose 17(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(i) and 9(f) as
described above.

Griswold does not disclose 17(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(j) and 9(g) as
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described above.

Griswold does not disclose 17(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(I) and 9(i) as
described above.

Claim 18: Griswold does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 2 and 10 as described above.

Claim 19: Griswold does not disclose claim 19 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 3 and 11 as described above.

Claim 21: Griswold does not disclose claim 21 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 5 and 13 as described above.

Claim 22: Griswold does not disclose claim 22 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 6 and 14 as described above.

Claim 23: Griswold does not disclose claim 23 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 7 and 15 as described above.

Claim 24: Griswold does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 8 and 16 as described above.

’024 Patent

Claim 1:

Griswold does not disclose 1(a) and 1(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
I(a) and 1(b) of the 014 patent as described above.

Griswold does not disclose 1(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(c) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Griswold does not disclose 1(d) and 1(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
1(d), 1(e), 1(f), and 1(g) of the 014 patent as described above.

Griswold does not disclose 1(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(h) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Griswold does not disclose 1(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(i) of the

’014 patent as described above.
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Griswold does not disclose 1(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(j) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Griswold does not disclose 1(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(k) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Griswold does not disclose 1(j) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(l) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Claim 2: Griswold does not disclose determining that the roulette wheel has spun using
wheel sensors.

Claim 3: As with claim 2, Griswold does not disclose a wheel sensor used to determine the
roulette wheel has been spun. Griswold also does not disclose closing bets in response to such a
determination.

Claim 4: Griswold does not disclose claim 4 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
2 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 5: Griswold does not disclose claim 5 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
3 of the ’014 patent as described above.

Claim 7: Griswold does not disclose claim 7 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
5 of the ’014 patent as described above.

Claim 8:

Griswold does not disclose 8(a) and 8(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
9(a), 9(b), 9(c), and 9(d) of the *014 patent as described above.

Griswold does not disclose 8(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(e) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Griswold does not disclose 8(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(f) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Griswold does not disclose 8(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(g) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Griswold does not disclose 8(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(h) of the
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’014 patent as described above.

Griswold does not disclose 8(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(i) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Claim 9: Griswold does not disclose claim 9 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
2 as described above.

Claim 10: Griswold does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 3 as described above.

Claim 11: Griswold does not disclose claim 11 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 10 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 12: Griswold does not disclose claim 12 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 11 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 14: Griswold does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 13 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 15:

Griswold does not disclose 15(a) and 15(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
17(a), 17(b), 17(c), and 17(d) of the 014 patent as described above.

Griswold does not disclose 15(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(e) of
the 014 patent as described above.

Griswold does not disclose 15(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(f) of
the 014 patent as described above.

Griswold does not disclose 15(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(g) of
the 014 patent as described above.

Griswold does not disclose 15(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(h) of
the 014 patent as described above.

Griswold does not disclose 15(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(i) of
the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 16: Griswold does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it does not disclose

-74 -
Light & Wonder v. Evolution
Light & Wonder Exhibit 1010




© 00 ~N o o b~ o w NP

N NN N NN NN P PR R R R R R R,
~ o g A W N P O © N o oA~ W N Pk O

claims 2 and 9 as described above.

Claim 17: Griswold does not disclose claim 17 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 18 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 18: Griswold does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 19 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 20: Griswold does not disclose claim 20 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 21 of the 014 patent as described above.

’371 Patent

Claim 1:

Griswold does not disclose 1(a) and 1(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
1(a) and 1(b) of the 014 patent as described above.

Griswold does not disclose 1(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(c) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Griswold does not disclose 1(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(i), 1(j),
and 1(1) of the *014 patent as described above.

Griswold does not disclose 1(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(k) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Griswold does not disclose 1(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(i), 1(j),
and 1(1) of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 2: Griswold does not disclose claim 2 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
2 of the ’014 patent as described above.

Claim 4: Griswold does not disclose claim 4 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
5 of the ’014 patent as described above.

Claim 5: Griswold does not disclose claim 5 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
6 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 6: Griswold does not disclose claim 6 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims

1(d), 1(e), and 7 of the *014 patent as described above.
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Claim 7: Griswold does not disclose claim 7 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
8 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 8: Griswold does not disclose this element.

Claim 9: Griswold does not disclose this element.

Claim 10: Griswold does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 1(f) of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 11:

Griswold does not disclose claim 11(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 6 as
described above.

Griswold does not disclose claim 11(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(d)
as described above.

Griswold does not disclose claim 11(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(e)
as described above.

Griswold does not disclose claim 11(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(f)
as described above.

Claim 12: Griswold does not disclose claim 12 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 2 as described above.

Claim 14: Griswold does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 4 as described above.

Claim 15: Griswold does not disclose claim 15 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 5 as described above.

Claim 16: Griswold does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 6 as described above.

Claim 17: Griswold does not disclose claim 17 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 7 as described above.

Claim 18: Griswold does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose

claim 8 as described above.
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Claim 19: Griswold does not disclose claim 19 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 10 as described above.

Claim 20: Griswold does not disclose claim 20 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 9 as described above.

Claim 21:

Griswold does not disclose claim 21(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
1(d) and 11(b) as described above.

Griswold does not disclose claim 21(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
1(e) and 11(c) as described above.

Griswold does not disclose claim 21(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(f)
and 11(c) as described above.

Claim 22: Griswold does not disclose claim 22 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 2 and 12 as described above.

Claim 24: Griswold does not disclose claim 24 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 4 and 14 as described above.

Claim 25: Griswold does not disclose claim 25 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 5 and 15 as described above.

Claim 26: Griswold does not disclose claim 26 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 6 and 11(a) as described above.

Claim 27: Griswold does not disclose claim 27 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 7 and 17 as described above.

Claim 28: Griswold does not disclose claim 28 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 8 and 18 as described above.

Claim 29: Griswold does not disclose claim 29 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 9 and 20 as described above.

Claim 30: Griswold does not disclose claim 30 for the same reasons it does not disclose

claims 10 and 19 as described above.
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I. Exhibit A-9: Hsu

Hsu is predominantly directed to non-roulette games (e.g., baccarat), and mentions roulette
in passing. Hsu does not disclose and enable a system with a physical roulette wheel and ball that
also includes a GUI. Nor does Hsu disclose an enable a roulette game with dynamic raised odds.
L&W mixes and matches from different embodiments in an attempt to cover the elements of the
asserted claims.

’014 Patent

Claim 1

Hsu does not disclose 1(a) or 1(b) in the embodiment that includes a GUI.

Hsu does not disclose 1(c) or 1(d) in the embodiment that includes a physical roulette wheel
and ball.

Hsu does not disclose 1(e) because it does not disclose a GUI on a second player device.

Hsu does not disclose 1(f) or 1(g). Hsu does not disclose “bet information corresponding
to only a single... position on the roulette wheel.” The only disclosure of a bet on a roulette game
is in Figure 9, which discloses bets corresponding to multiple positions on a wheel.

Hsu does not disclose 1(h). Hsu does not disclose determining the ball and roulette wheel
have been spun. Hsu’s system cannot make any determinations with respect to whether a ball and
roulette wheel have been spun. For example, the display of Figure 9 does not include any attributes
showing whether the ball and wheel have been spun.

Hsu does not disclose 1(1). Hsu does not show randomly selecting “a first selected position
on the roulette wheel” prior to the ball “falling into an outcome position.” Hsu appears to select
roulette numbers for different payouts while betting is open (see Fig. 9) to attract players’ attention
to the game (see 2:9-14). Such selection occurs before a ball and wheel have been spun for a spin
of the roulette wheel.

Hsu does not disclose 1(k). Hsu does not disclose a processor that can determine that the
ball has fallen into a pocket of the roulette wheel.

Hsu does not disclose 1(I). In the physical table embodiment, Hsu does not disclose
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indicating that a particular roulette player is to be paid at a particular payout.

Claim 2: Hsu does not disclose a display adjacent to a roulette wheel that “indicates the
first selected position.” Hsu discloses a display for baccarat, and does not explain how a display
would work for roulette.

Claim 3: Hsu does not disclose a lightning visual effect.

Claim 5: Hsu does not disclose this element. Hsu does not disclose selecting more than
one number for its dynamic raised odds feature (see Fig. 9).

Claim 6: Hsu does not disclose this element, and L&W does not contend that it does.

Claim 7: Hsu does not disclose this element. Hsu does not disclose a GUI that highlights
the first selected position on the roulette board in response to that position being randomly selected.

Claim 8: Hsu does not disclose this element as there is no disclosure of 500x odds.

Claim 9:

Hsu does not disclose 9(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(e) as described above.

Hsu does not disclose 9(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(f) above.

Hsu does not disclose 9(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(g) above.

Hsu does not disclose 9(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(h) above.

Hsu does not disclose 9(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(i) above.

Hsu does not disclose 9(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(k) above.

Hsu does not disclose 9(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(I) above.

Claim 10: Hsu does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 2
as described above.

Claim 11: Hsu does not disclose claim 11 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 3
as described above.

Claim 13: Hsu does not disclose claim 13 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 5
as described above.

Claim 14: Hsu does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 6

as described above.
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Claim 15: Hsu does not disclose claim 15 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 7
as described above.

Claim 16: Hsu does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 8
as described above.

Claim 17:

Hsu does not disclose 17(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(e) and 9(b) as
described above.

Hsu does not disclose 17(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(f) and 9(c) as
described above.

Hsu does not disclose 17(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(g) and 9(d) as
described above.

Hsu does not disclose 17(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(h) and 9(e) as
described above.

Hsu does not disclose 17(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(i) and 9(f) as
described above.

Hsu does not disclose 17(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(k) and 9(h) as
described above.

Hsu does not disclose 17(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(l) and 9(i) as
described above.

Claim 18: Hsu does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
2 and 10 as described above.

Claim 19: Hsu does not disclose claim 19 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
3 and 11 as described above.

Claim 21: Hsu does not disclose claim 21 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
5 and 13 as described above.

Claim 22: Hsu does not disclose claim 22 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims

6 and 14 as described above.
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Claim 23: Hsu does not disclose claim 23 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
7 and 15 as described above.

Claim 24: Hsu does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
8 and 16 as described above.

’024 Patent

Claim 1:

Hsu does not disclose 1(a) and 1(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(a)
and 1(b) of the 014 patent as described above.

Hsu does not disclose 1(d) and 1(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(e),
1(f), and 1(g) of the *014 patent as described above.

Hsu does not disclose 1(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(h) of the 014
patent as described above.

Hsu does not disclose 1(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(i) of the 014
patent as described above.

Hsu does not disclose 1(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(k) of the 014
patent as described above.

Hsu does not disclose 1(j) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(1) of the 014
patent as described above.

Claim 2: Hsu does not disclose determining that the roulette wheel has spun using wheel
sensors.

Claim 3: As with claim 2, Hsu does not disclose a wheel sensor used to determine the
roulette wheel has been spun. Hsu also does not disclose closing bets in response to such a
determination.

Claim 4: Hsu does not disclose claim 4 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 2 of
the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 5: Hsu does not disclose claim 5 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 3 of

the 014 patent as described above.
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Claim 7: Hsu does not disclose claim 7 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 5 of
the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 8:

Hsu does not disclose 8(a) and 8(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 9(a),
9(b), 9(c), and 9(d) of the *014 patent as described above.

Hsu does not disclose 8(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(e) of the 014
patent as described above.

Hsu does not disclose 8(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(f) of the 014
patent as described above.

Hsu does not disclose 8(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(g) of the 014
patent as described above.

Hsu does not disclose 8(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(h) of the 014
patent as described above.

Hsu does not disclose 8(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(i) of the 014
patent as described above.

Claim 9: Hsu does not disclose claim 9 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 2 as
described above.

Claim 10: Hsu does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 3
as described above.

Claim 11: Hsu does not disclose claim 11 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
10 of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 12: Hsu does not disclose claim 12 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
11 of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 14: Hsu does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
13 of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 15:

Hsu does not disclose 15(a) and 15(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
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17(a), 17(b), 17(c), and 17(d) of the 014 patent as described above.

Hsu does not disclose 15(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(e) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Hsu does not disclose 15(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(f) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Hsu does not disclose 15(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(g) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Hsu does not disclose 15(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(h) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Hsu does not disclose 15(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(i) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Claim 16: Hsu does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
2 and 9 as described above.

Claim 17: Hsu does not disclose claim 17 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
18 of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 18: Hsu does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
19 of the ’014 patent as described above.

Claim 20: Hsu does not disclose claim 20 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
21 of the ’014 patent as described above.

’371 Patent

Claim 1:

Hsu does not disclose 1(a) and 1(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(a)
and 1(b) of the 014 patent as described above.

Hsu does not disclose 1(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(i) and 1(1) of
the 014 patent as described above.

Hsu does not disclose 1(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(k) of the 014

patent as described above.
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Hsu does not disclose 1(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(i) and 1(l) of
the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 2: Hsu does not disclose claim 2 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 2 of
the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 4: Hsu does not disclose claim 4 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 5 of
the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 5: Hsu does not disclose claim 5 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 6 of
the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 6: Hsu does not disclose claim 6 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
1(d), 1(e), and 7 of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 7: Hsu does not disclose claim 7 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 8 of
the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 8: L&W does not contend that Hsu discloses this element.

Claim 9: L&W does not contend that Hsu discloses this element.

Claim 10: Hsu does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
1(f) of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 11:

Hsu does not disclose claim 11(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 6 as
described above.

Hsu does not disclose claim 11(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(d) as
described above.

Hsu does not disclose claim 11(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(e) as
described above.

Hsu does not disclose claim 11(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(f) as
described above.

Claim 12: Hsu does not disclose claim 12 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 2

as described above.
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Claim 14: Hsu does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 4
as described above.

Claim 15: Hsu does not disclose claim 15 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 5
as described above.

Claim 16: Hsu does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 6
as described above.

Claim 17: Hsu does not disclose claim 17 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 7
as described above.

Claim 18: Hsu does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 8
as described above.

Claim 19: Hsu does not disclose claim 19 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
10 as described above.

Claim 20: Hsu does not disclose claim 20 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9
as described above.

Claim 21:

Hsu does not disclose claim 21(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(d) and
11(b) as described above.

Hsu does not disclose claim 21(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(e) and
11(c) as described above.

Hsu does not disclose claim 21(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(f) and
11(c) as described above.

Claim 22: Hsu does not disclose claim 22 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
2 and 12 as described above.

Claim 24: Hsu does not disclose claim 24 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
4 and 14 as described above.

Claim 25: Hsu does not disclose claim 25 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims

5 and 15 as described above.
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Claim 26: Hsu does not disclose claim 26 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
6 and 11(a) as described above.

Claim 27: Hsu does not disclose claim 27 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
7 and 17 as described above.

Claim 28: Hsu does not disclose claim 28 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
8 and 18 as described above.

Claim 29: Hsu does not disclose claim 29 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
9 and 20 as described above.

Claim 30: Hsu does not disclose claim 30 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
10 and 19 as described above.

J. Exhibit A-10: Kido 393

L&W mixes and matches from different embodiments of Kido 393. Kido does not disclose
every element of any of the Asserted Claims.

’014 Patent

Claim 1

Kido 393 does not disclose 1(f) or 1(g). Kido 393 does not disclose bet information
“corresponding to only a single... position on the roulette wheel.” It discloses bets corresponding
to multiple positions.

Kido 393 does not disclose 1(h). The cited passages describe rolling a ball and making a
payout. There is no disclosure of determining the ball and roulette wheel have been spun.

Kido 393 does not disclose 1(i). Kido 393 does not show randomly selecting “a first
selected position on the roulette wheel” or doing so prior to the ball “falling into an outcome
position.” Kido 393 discloses that one or more “bet types” may be selected, and that such “bet
types” may have their odds changed. Bet types correspond to different types of bets (e.g., red or
black, odd or even, corner, column, etc.). See Kido 393 at Fig. 9. Bet types do not correspond to
a position on the roulette wheel. Kido 393 also does not disclose selecting bet types during a game

prior to the ball falling into an outcome position. See Figs. 11 & 12 (S109 and S110). Any changes
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are made before or after a game. See Kido 393 [0048].

Kido 393 does not disclose 1(j). Kido 393 does not disclose determining payouts for
different “single position[s]” on the roulette wheel. Payouts correspond to bet types, not single
positions on the roulette wheel.

Kido 393 does not disclose 1(k). Kido 393 does not show a bet corresponding to a single
first position, as explained for claim 1(f) above.

Kido 393 does not disclose 1(l). Kido 393 does not show a first payout, as explained for
claim 1(j) above.

Claim 2: Kido 393 does not disclose a first selected position, and therefore, does not
disclose a display that “indicates the first selected position.” It also does not disclose a display
adjacent to the roulette wheel.

Claim 3: Kido 393 does not disclose a lightning visual effect.

Claim 5: Kido 393 does not disclose this element. As explained for claims 1(i) and 1(j),
Kido 393 does not randomly select any single position on a roulette wheel, nor does it determine
different payouts for such single positions.

Claim 6: Kido 393 does not disclose claim 6 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim

Claim 7: Kido 393 does not disclose this element. Kido 393 does not disclose a GUI that
highlights the first selected position on the roulette board in response to that position being
randomly selected.

Claim 8: Kido 393 does not disclose this element as there is no disclosure of 500x odds.

Claim 9:

Kido 393 does not disclose 9(c) and 9(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(f) and
1(g) above.

Kido 393 does not disclose 9(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(h) above.

Kido 393 does not disclose 9(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(i) above.

Kido 393 does not disclose 9(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(j) above.
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Kido 393 does not disclose 9(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(k) above.

Kido 393 does not disclose 9(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(l) above.

Claim 10: Kido 393 does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 2 as described above.

Claim 11: Kido 393 does not disclose claim 11 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 3 as described above.

Claim 13: Kido 393 does not disclose claim 13 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 5 as described above.

Claim 14: Kido 393 does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 6 as described above.

Claim 15: Kido 393 does not disclose claim 15 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 7 as described above.

Claim 16: Kido 393 does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 8 as described above.

Claim 17:

Kido 393 does not disclose 17(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(f) and 9(c) as
described above.

Kido 393 does not disclose 17(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(g) and 9(d) as
described above.

Kido 393 does not disclose 17(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(h) and 9(e) as
described above.

Kido 393 does not disclose 17(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(i) and 9(f) as
described above.

Kido 393 does not disclose 17(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(j) and 9(g) as
described above.

Kido 393 does not disclose 17(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(k) and 9(h) as

described above.
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Kido 393 does not disclose 17(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(l) and 9(i) as
described above.

Claim 18: Kido 393 does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 2 and 10 as described above.

Claim 19: Kido 393 does not disclose claim 19 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 3 and 11 as described above.

Claim 21: Kido 393 does not disclose claim 21 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 5 and 13 as described above.

Claim 22: Kido 393 does not disclose claim 22 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 6 and 14 as described above.

Claim 23: Kido 393 does not disclose claim 23 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 7 and 15 as described above.

Claim 24: Kido 393 does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 8 and 16 as described above.

’024 Patent

Claim 1:

Kido 393 does not disclose 1(a) and 1(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
I(a) and 1(b) of the *014 patent as described above.

Kido 393 does not disclose 1(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(c) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Kido 393 does not disclose 1(d) and 1(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
1(d), 1(e), 1(f), and 1(g) of the 014 patent as described above.

Kido 393 does not disclose 1(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(h) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Kido 393 does not disclose 1(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(i) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Kido 393 does not disclose 1(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(j) of the
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’014 patent as described above.

Kido 393 does not disclose 1(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(k) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Kido 393 does not disclose 1(j) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(1) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Claim 2: Kido 393 does not disclose determining that the roulette wheel has spun using
wheel sensors.

Claim 3: As with claim 2, Kido 393 does not disclose a wheel sensor used to determine the
roulette wheel has been spun. Kido 393 also does not disclose closing bets in response to such a
determination. Whether bets are closed is based solely on a timer.

Claim 4: Kido 393 does not disclose claim 4 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
2 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 5: Kido 393 does not disclose claim 5 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
3 of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 7: Kido 393 does not disclose claim 7 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
5 of the ’014 patent as described above.

Claim 8:

Kido 393 does not disclose 8(a) and 8(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
9(a), 9(b), 9(c), and 9(d) of the *014 patent as described above.

Kido 393 does not disclose 8(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(e) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Kido 393 does not disclose 8(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(f) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Kido 393 does not disclose 8(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(g) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Kido 393 does not disclose 8(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(h) of the

’014 patent as described above.
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Kido 393 does not disclose 8(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(i) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Claim 9: Kido 393 does not disclose claim 9 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
2 as described above.

Claim 10: Kido 393 does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 3 as described above.

Claim 11: Kido 393 does not disclose claim 11 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 10 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 12: Kido 393 does not disclose claim 12 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 11 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 14: Kido 393 does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 13 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 15:

Kido 393 does not disclose 15(a) and 15(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
17(a), 17(b), 17(c), and 17(d) of the 014 patent as described above.

Kido 393 does not disclose 15(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(e) of
the 014 patent as described above.

Kido 393 does not disclose 15(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(f) of
the 014 patent as described above.

Kido 393 does not disclose 15(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(g) of
the 014 patent as described above.

Kido 393 does not disclose 15(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(h) of
the 014 patent as described above.

Kido 393 does not disclose 15(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(i) of
the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 16: Kido 393 does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it does not disclose

claims 2 and 9 as described above.
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Claim 17: Kido 393 does not disclose claim 17 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 18 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 18: Kido 393 does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 19 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 20: Kido 393 does not disclose claim 20 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 21 of the 014 patent as described above.

’371 Patent

Claim 1:

Kido 393 does not disclose 1(a) and 1(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
1(a) and 1(b) of the 014 patent as described above.

Kido 393 does not disclose 1(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(c) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Kido 393 does not disclose 1(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(i), 1(j),
and 1(1) of the 014 patent as described above.

Kido 393 does not disclose 1(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(k) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Kido 393 does not disclose 1(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(i), 1(j),
and 1(1) of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 2: Kido 393 does not disclose claim 2 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
2 of the ’014 patent as described above.

Claim 4: Kido 393 does not disclose claim 4 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
5 of the ’014 patent as described above.

Claim 5: Kido 393 does not disclose claim 5 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
6 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 6: Kido 393 does not disclose claim 6 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
1(d), 1(e), and 7 of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 7: Kido 393 does not disclose claim 7 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
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8 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 8: Kido 393 does not disclose 49:1 odds.

Claim 9: Kido 393 does not disclose 29:1 odds

Claim 10: Kido 393 does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 1(f) of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 11:

Kido 393 does not disclose claim 11(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 6 as
described above.

Kido 393 does not disclose claim 11(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(d)
as described above.

Kido 393 does not disclose claim 11(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(e)
as described above.

Kido 393 does not disclose claim 11(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(f)
as described above.

Claim 12: Kido 393 does not disclose claim 12 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 2 as described above.

Claim 14: Kido 393 does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 4 as described above.

Claim 15: Kido 393 does not disclose claim 15 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 5 as described above.

Claim 16: Kido 393 does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 6 as described above.

Claim 17: Kido 393 does not disclose claim 17 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 7 as described above.

Claim 18: Kido 393 does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 8 as described above.

Claim 19: Kido 393 does not disclose claim 19 for the same reasons it does not disclose
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claim 10 as described above.

Claim 20: Kido 393 does not disclose claim 20 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 9 as described above.

Claim 21:

Kido 393 does not disclose claim 21(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
1(d) and 11(b) as described above.

Kido 393 does not disclose claim 21(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
1(e) and 11(c) as described above.

Kido 393 does not disclose claim 21(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(f)
and 11(c) as described above.

Claim 22: Kido 393 does not disclose claim 22 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 2 and 12 as described above.

Claim 24: Kido 393 does not disclose claim 24 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 4 and 14 as described above.

Claim 25: Kido 393 does not disclose claim 25 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 5 and 15 as described above.

Claim 26: Kido 393 does not disclose claim 26 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 6 and 11(a) as described above.

Claim 27: Kido 393 does not disclose claim 27 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 7 and 17 as described above.

Claim 28: Kido 393 does not disclose claim 28 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 8 and 18 as described above.

Claim 29: Kido 393 does not disclose claim 29 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 9 and 20 as described above.

Claim 30: Kido 393 does not disclose claim 30 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 10 and 19 as described above.

K. Exhibit A-11: Jumbo Roulette
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L&W has not shown that Jumbo Roulette including RandomPay is prior art. The cited
YouTube video was posted on July 8, 2019. Jumbo also posted a 2018 Product Video in July
2018, but that video shows that Jumbo’s roulette does not include the “RandomPay” functionality.
L&W has failed to identify sufficient evidence to show that Jumbo Roulette with RandomPay is
prior art.

’014 Patent

Claim 1

Jumbo Roulette does not disclose 1(e) because it does not disclose a second GUI on a
second player device. The video depicts Jumbo Roulette as a single device.

Jumbo Roulette does not disclose 1(f) or 1(g). Jumbo Roulette does not disclose bet
information “corresponding to only a single... position on the roulette wheel.” It discloses bets
corresponding to multiple positions.

Jumbo Roulette does not disclose 1(h). Although it shows the ball and wheel spinning, it
does not show that the system makes a determination that the ball and wheel have been spun.

Jumbo Roulette does not disclose 1(1). L&W cites to Jumbo Roulette’s RandomPay
functionality. L&W has not shown that Jumbo Roulette selects Random Payouts prior to the ball
“falling into an outcome position.”

Jumbo Roulette does not disclose 1(j). Jumbo Roulette does not disclose a bet
corresponding to a ‘“single position” on the roulette wheel, and therefore, does not disclose
determining payouts corresponding to such positions.

Jumbo Roulette does not disclose 1(k). Jumbo Roulette does not disclose a bet
corresponding to a ‘“single position” on the roulette wheel, and therefore, does not disclose
determining that a ball has fallen into such a position.

Jumbo Roulette does not disclose 1(l). The cited passages do not show that Jumbo Roulette
pays a bet at a particular payout. In addition, Jumbo Roulette does not disclose a bet corresponding
to a “single position” on the roulette wheel, and therefore, does not disclose making a payout

corresponding to such a position.
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Claim 2: Jumbo Roulette does not disclose a “display” that “indicates the first selected
position.” L&W cites to a GUI presented to a player, not “a display adjacent to the roulette wheel.”

Claim 3: Jumbo Roulette does not disclose a lightning visual effect.

Claim 5: Jumbo Roulette does not disclose this element. As explained for claim 1(f),
Jumbo Roulette does not disclose a “first single position.”

Claim 6: Jumbo Roulette does not disclose this claim for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 1.

Claim 7: Jumbo Roulette does not disclose this element. As explained for claim 1(f),
Jumbo Roulette does not disclose a “first single position.”

Claim 8: Jumbo Roulette does not disclose this element.

Claim 9:

Jumbo Roulette does not disclose 9(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(e) as
described above.

Jumbo Roulette does not disclose 9(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(f) above.

Jumbo Roulette does not disclose 9(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(g) above.

Jumbo Roulette does not disclose 9(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(h) above.

Jumbo Roulette does not disclose 9(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(i) above.

Jumbo Roulette does not disclose 9(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(j) above.

Jumbo Roulette does not disclose 9(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(k) above.

Jumbo Roulette does not disclose 9(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(I) above.

Claim 10: Jumbo Roulette does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 2 as described above.

Claim 11: Jumbo Roulette does not disclose claim 11 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 3 as described above.

Claim 13: Jumbo Roulette does not disclose claim 13 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 5 as described above.

Claim 14: Jumbo Roulette does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it does not
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disclose claim 6 as described above.

Claim 15: Jumbo Roulette does not disclose claim 15 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 7 as described above.

Claim 16: Jumbo Roulette does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 8 as described above.

Claim 17:

Jumbo Roulette does not disclose 17(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(e) and
9(b) as described above.

Jumbo Roulette does not disclose 17(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(f) and
9(c) as described above.

Jumbo Roulette does not disclose 17(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(g) and
9(d) as described above.

Jumbo Roulette does not disclose 17(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(h) and
9(e) as described above.

Jumbo Roulette does not disclose 17(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(i) and
9(f) as described above.

Jumbo Roulette does not disclose 17(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(j) and
9(g) as described above.

Jumbo Roulette does not disclose 17(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(k) and
9(h) as described above.

Jumbo Roulette does not disclose 17(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(I) and
9(i) as described above.

Claim 18: Jumbo Roulette does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 2 and 10 as described above.

Claim 19: Jumbo Roulette does not disclose claim 19 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 3 and 11 as described above.

Claim 21: Jumbo Roulette does not disclose claim 21 for the same reasons it does not
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disclose claims 5 and 13 as described above.

Claim 22: Jumbo Roulette does not disclose claim 22 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 6 and 14 as described above.

Claim 23: Jumbo Roulette does not disclose claim 23 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 7 and 15 as described above.

Claim 24: Jumbo Roulette does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 8 and 16 as described above.

’024 Patent

Claim 1:

Jumbo Roulette does not disclose 1(d) and 1(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 1(e), 1(f), and 1(g) of the *014 patent as described above.

Jumbo Roulette does not disclose 1(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(h)
of the 014 patent as described above.

Jumbo Roulette does not disclose 1(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(i)
of the 014 patent as described above.

Jumbo Roulette does not disclose 1(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(j)
of the 014 patent as described above.

Jumbo Roulette does not disclose 1(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(Kk)
of the 014 patent as described above.

Jumbo Roulette does not disclose 1(j) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(1)
of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 2: Jumbo Roulette does not disclose determining that the roulette wheel has spun
using wheel sensors. L&W does not contend Jumbo Roulette discloses this element.

Claim 3: As with claim 2, Jumbo Roulette does not disclose a wheel sensor used to
determine the roulette wheel has been spun. Jumbo Roulette also does not disclose closing bets in
response to such a determination.

Claim 4: Jumbo Roulette does not disclose claim 4 for the same reasons it does not disclose
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claim 2 of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 5: Jumbo Roulette does not disclose claim 5 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 3 of the ’014 patent as described above.

Claim 7: Jumbo Roulette does not disclose claim 7 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 5 of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 8:

Jumbo Roulette does not disclose 8(a) and 8(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 9(a), 9(b), 9(c), and 9(d) of the *014 patent as described above.

Jumbo Roulette does not disclose 8(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(e)
of the 014 patent as described above.

Jumbo Roulette does not disclose 8(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(f)
of the 014 patent as described above.

Jumbo Roulette does not disclose 8(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(g)
of the 014 patent as described above.

Jumbo Roulette does not disclose 8(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(h)
of the 014 patent as described above.

Jumbo Roulette does not disclose 8(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(i)
of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 9: Jumbo Roulette does not disclose claim 9 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 2 as described above.

Claim 10: Jumbo Roulette does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 3 as described above.

Claim 11: Jumbo Roulette does not disclose claim 11 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 10 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 12: Jumbo Roulette does not disclose claim 12 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 11 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 14: Jumbo Roulette does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it does not
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disclose claim 13 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 15:

Jumbo Roulette does not disclose 15(a) and 15(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 17(a), 17(b), 17(c), and 17(d) of the 014 patent as described above.

Jumbo Roulette does not disclose 15(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
17(e) of the 014 patent as described above.

Jumbo Roulette does not disclose 15(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
17(f) of the 014 patent as described above.

Jumbo Roulette does not disclose 15(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
17(g) of the *014 patent as described above.

Jumbo Roulette does not disclose 15(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
17(h) of the *014 patent as described above.

Jumbo Roulette does not disclose 15(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
17(1) of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 16: Jumbo Roulette does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 2 and 9 as described above.

Claim 17: Jumbo Roulette does not disclose claim 17 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 18 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 18: Jumbo Roulette does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 19 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 20: Jumbo Roulette does not disclose claim 20 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 21 of the 014 patent as described above.

’371 Patent

Claim 1:

Jumbo Roulette does not disclose 1(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(i),
1(j), and 1(1) of the 014 patent as described above.

Jumbo Roulette does not disclose 1(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(k)
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of the 014 patent as described above.

Jumbo Roulette does not disclose 1(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(i),
1(j), and 1(1) of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 2: Jumbo Roulette does not disclose claim 2 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 2 of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 4: Jumbo Roulette does not disclose claim 4 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 5 of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 5: Jumbo Roulette does not disclose claim 5 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 6 of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 6: Jumbo Roulette does not disclose claim 6 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 1(d), 1(e), and 7 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 7: Jumbo Roulette does not disclose claim 7 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 8 of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 8: L&W does not contend that Jumbo Roulette discloses this element.

Claim 9: L&W does not contend that Jumbo Roulette discloses this element.

Claim 10: Jumbo Roulette does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 1(f) of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 11:

Jumbo Roulette does not disclose claim 11(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 6 as described above.

Jumbo Roulette does not disclose claim 11(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 1(d) as described above.

Jumbo Roulette does not disclose claim 11(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 1(e) as described above.

Jumbo Roulette does not disclose claim 11(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 1(f) as described above.

Claim 12: Jumbo Roulette does not disclose claim 12 for the same reasons it does not
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disclose claim 2 as described above.

Claim 14: Jumbo Roulette does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 4 as described above.

Claim 15: Jumbo Roulette does not disclose claim 15 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 5 as described above.

Claim 16: Jumbo Roulette does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 6 as described above.

Claim 17: Jumbo Roulette does not disclose claim 17 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 7 as described above.

Claim 18: Jumbo Roulette does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 8 as described above.

Claim 19: Jumbo Roulette does not disclose claim 19 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 10 as described above.

Claim 20: Jumbo Roulette does not disclose claim 20 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 9 as described above.

Claim 21:

Jumbo Roulette does not disclose claim 21(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 1(d) and 11(b) as described above.

Jumbo Roulette does not disclose claim 21(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 1(e) and 11(c) as described above.

Jumbo Roulette does not disclose claim 21(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 1(f) and 11(c) as described above.

Claim 22: Jumbo Roulette does not disclose claim 22 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 2 and 12 as described above.

Claim 24: Jumbo Roulette does not disclose claim 24 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 4 and 14 as described above.

Claim 25: Jumbo Roulette does not disclose claim 25 for the same reasons it does not
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disclose claims 5 and 15 as described above.

Claim 26: Jumbo Roulette does not disclose claim 26 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 6 and 11(a) as described above.

Claim 27: Jumbo Roulette does not disclose claim 27 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 7 and 17 as described above.

Claim 28: Jumbo Roulette does not disclose claim 28 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 8 and 18 as described above.

Claim 29: Jumbo Roulette does not disclose claim 29 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 9 and 20 as described above.

Claim 30: Jumbo Roulette does not disclose claim 30 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 10 and 19 as described above.

L. Exhibit A-12: Kido 853

L&W mixes and matches from different embodiments of Kido 853.

’014 Patent

Claim 1

Kido 853 does not disclose 1(f) or 1(g). Kido 853 does not disclose bet information
“corresponding to only a single... position on the roulette wheel.” It discloses bets corresponding
to multiple positions.

Kido 853 does not disclose 1(h). The cited passages describing rolling a ball and making
a payout. There is no disclosure of determining the ball and roulette wheel have been spun.

Kido 853 does not disclose 1(1). Kido 853 does not show randomly selecting “a first
selected position on the roulette wheel” or doing so prior to the ball “falling into an outcome
position.” Kido 853 discloses selecting a mark on the roulette wheel as a “special game value.”
Kido 853 states that when a ball lands in a pocket on the roulette wheel that corresponds to the
“special game value” and a player has bet on that mark, that player will receive a privilege (e.g.,
an increased payout) in the next game of roulette. See, e.g., Kido 853 at [0023], [0030], [0045],

[0096]. Kido 853 also describes the privilege in the context of a progressive jackpot that is
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accumulated from prior games of roulette. Thus it is not for the single “spin of the roulette wheel.”

Kido 853 does not disclose 1(j). Kido 853 does not disclose a bet corresponding to a “single
position” on the roulette wheel, and therefore, does not disclose determining payouts
corresponding to such positions. As explained for 1(i) above, Kido 853 does not determine a

2

payout in a current roulette game based on the “special game value.” A player is awarded a
privilege that applies to subsequent roulette games and not to “the spin of the roulette wheel.”

Kido 853 does not disclose 1(k). Kido 853 does not show a bet corresponding to a single
first position, as explained for claim 1(f) above.

Kido 853 does not disclose 1(l). Kido 853 does not show a first payout, as explained for
claim 1(j) above.

Claim 2: Kido 853 does not disclose a first selected position, and therefore, does not
disclose a display that “indicates the first selected position.” It also does not disclose a display
adjacent to the roulette wheel.

Claim 3: Kido 853 does not disclose a lightning visual effect.

Claim 5: Kido 853 does not disclose this element. Kido 853 discloses selecting only a
single “special game value.” And as explained for claims 1(i) and 1(j), Kido 853 does not
randomly select a “first selected position on the roulette wheel,” nor does it determine different
payouts for such a position.

Claim 6: Kido 853 does not disclose claim 6 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim

Claim 7: Kido 853 does not disclose this element. Kido 853 does not disclose a GUI that
highlights the first selected position on the roulette board in response to that position being
randomly selected. Kido 853 shows illuminating a star on the roulette wheel to identify the special
game value for that game.

Claim 8: Kido 853 does not disclose this element as there is no disclosure of 500x odds.

Claim 9:

Kido 853 does not disclose 9(c) and 9(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(f) and
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1(g) above.

Kido 853 does not disclose 9(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(h) above.

Kido 853 does not disclose 9(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(i) above.

Kido 853 does not disclose 9(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(j) above.

Kido 853 does not disclose 9(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(k) above.

Kido 853 does not disclose 9(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(l) above.

Claim 10: Kido 853 does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 2 as described above.

Claim 11: Kido 853 does not disclose claim 11 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 3 as described above.

Claim 13: Kido 853 does not disclose claim 13 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 5 as described above.

Claim 14: Kido 853 does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 6 as described above.

Claim 15: Kido 853 does not disclose claim 15 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 7 as described above.

Claim 16: Kido 853 does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 8 as described above.

Claim 17:

Kido 853 does not disclose 17(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(f) and 9(c) as
described above.

Kido 853 does not disclose 17(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(g) and 9(d) as
described above.

Kido 853 does not disclose 17(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(h) and 9(e) as
described above.

Kido 853 does not disclose 17(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(i) and 9(f) as

described above.
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Kido 853 does not disclose 17(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(j) and 9(g) as
described above.

Kido 853 does not disclose 17(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(k) and 9(h) as
described above.

Kido 853 does not disclose 17(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(l) and 9(i) as
described above.

Claim 18: Kido 853 does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 2 and 10 as described above.

Claim 19: Kido 853 does not disclose claim 19 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 3 and 11 as described above.

Claim 21: Kido 853 does not disclose claim 21 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 5 and 13 as described above.

Claim 22: Kido 853 does not disclose claim 22 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 6 and 14 as described above.

Claim 23: Kido 853 does not disclose claim 23 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 7 and 15 as described above.

Claim 24: Kido 853 does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 8 and 16 as described above.

’024 Patent

Claim 1:

Kido 853 does not disclose 1(a) and 1(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
I(a) and 1(b) of the 014 patent as described above.

Kido 853 does not disclose 1(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(c) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Kido 853 does not disclose 1(d) and 1(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
1(d), 1(e), 1(f), and 1(g) of the 014 patent as described above.

Kido 853 does not disclose 1(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(h) of the
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’014 patent as described above.

Kido 853 does not disclose 1(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(i) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Kido 853 does not disclose 1(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(j) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Kido 853 does not disclose 1(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(k) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Kido 853 does not disclose 1(j) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(I) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Claim 2: Kido 853 does not disclose determining that the roulette wheel has spun using
wheel sensors.

Claim 3: As with claim 2, Kido 853 does not disclose a wheel sensor used to determine the
roulette wheel has been spun. Kido 853 also does not disclose closing bets in response to such a
determination. Whether bets are closed is based solely on a timer.

Claim 4: Kido 853 does not disclose claim 4 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
2 of the ’014 patent as described above.

Claim 5: Kido 853 does not disclose claim 5 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
3 of the ’014 patent as described above.

Claim 7: Kido 853 does not disclose claim 7 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
5 of the ’014 patent as described above.

Claim 8:

Kido 853 does not disclose 8(a) and 8(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
9(a), 9(b), 9(c), and 9(d) of the *014 patent as described above.

Kido 853 does not disclose 8(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(e) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Kido 853 does not disclose 8(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(f) of the

’014 patent as described above.
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Kido 853 does not disclose 8(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(g) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Kido 853 does not disclose 8(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(h) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Kido 853 does not disclose 8(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(i) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Claim 9: Kido 853 does not disclose claim 9 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
2 as described above.

Claim 10: Kido 853 does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 3 as described above.

Claim 11: Kido 853 does not disclose claim 11 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 10 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 12: Kido 853 does not disclose claim 12 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 11 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 14: Kido 853 does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 13 of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 15:

Kido 853 does not disclose 15(a) and 15(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
17(a), 17(b), 17(c), and 17(d) of the 014 patent as described above.

Kido 853 does not disclose 15(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(e) of
the 014 patent as described above.

Kido 853 does not disclose 15(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(f) of
the 014 patent as described above.

Kido 853 does not disclose 15(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(g) of
the 014 patent as described above.

Kido 853 does not disclose 15(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(h) of

the 014 patent as described above.
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Kido 853 does not disclose 15(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(i) of
the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 16: Kido 853 does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 2 and 9 as described above.

Claim 17: Kido 853 does not disclose claim 17 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 18 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 18: Kido 853 does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 19 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 20: Kido 853 does not disclose claim 20 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 21 of the 014 patent as described above.

’371 Patent

Claim 1:

Kido 853 does not disclose 1(a) and 1(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
1(a) and 1(b) of the 014 patent as described above.

Kido 853 does not disclose 1(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(c) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Kido 853 does not disclose 1(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(i), 1(j),
and 1(1) of the *014 patent as described above.

Kido 853 does not disclose 1(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(k) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Kido 853 does not disclose 1(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(i), 1(j),
and 1(1) of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 2: Kido 853 does not disclose claim 2 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
2 of the ’014 patent as described above.

Claim 4: Kido 853 does not disclose claim 4 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
5 of the ’014 patent as described above.

Claim 5: Kido 853 does not disclose claim 5 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
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6 of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 6: Kido 853 does not disclose claim 6 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
1(d), 1(e), and 7 of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 7: Kido 853 does not disclose claim 7 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
8 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 8: Kido 853 does not disclose 49:1 odds.

Claim 9: Kido 853 does not disclose 29:1 odds

Claim 10: Kido 853 does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 1(f) of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 11:

Kido 853 does not disclose claim 11(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 6 as
described above.

Kido 853 does not disclose claim 11(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(d)
as described above.

Kido 853 does not disclose claim 11(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(e)
as described above.

Kido 853 does not disclose claim 11(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(f)
as described above.

Claim 12: Kido 853 does not disclose claim 12 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 2 as described above.

Claim 14: Kido 853 does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 4 as described above.

Claim 15: Kido 853 does not disclose claim 15 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 5 as described above.

Claim 16: Kido 853 does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 6 as described above.

Claim 17: Kido 853 does not disclose claim 17 for the same reasons it does not disclose
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claim 7 as described above.

Claim 18: Kido 853 does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 8 as described above.

Claim 19: Kido 853 does not disclose claim 19 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 10 as described above.

Claim 20: Kido 853 does not disclose claim 20 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 9 as described above.

Claim 21:

Kido 853 does not disclose claim 21(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
1(d) and 11(b) as described above.

Kido 853 does not disclose claim 21(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
1(e) and 11(c) as described above.

Kido 853 does not disclose claim 21(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(f)
and 11(c) as described above.

Claim 22: Kido 853 does not disclose claim 22 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 2 and 12 as described above.

Claim 24: Kido 853 does not disclose claim 24 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 4 and 14 as described above.

Claim 25: Kido 853 does not disclose claim 25 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 5 and 15 as described above.

Claim 26: Kido 853 does not disclose claim 26 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 6 and 11(a) as described above.

Claim 27: Kido 853 does not disclose claim 27 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 7 and 17 as described above.

Claim 28: Kido 853 does not disclose claim 28 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 8 and 18 as described above.

Claim 29: Kido 853 does not disclose claim 29 for the same reasons it does not disclose

-111 -
Light & Wonder v. Evolution
Light & Wonder Exhibit 1010




© 00 ~N o o b~ o w NP

N NN N NN NN P PR R R R R R R,
~ o g A W N P O © N o oA~ W N Pk O

claims 9 and 20 as described above.

Claim 30: Kido 853 does not disclose claim 30 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 10 and 19 as described above.

M. Exhibit A-13: Lim

L&W mixes and matches from different embodiments of Lim.

’014 Patent

Claim 1

Lim does not disclose 1(e). L&W has not identified a GUI on a second player device.

Lim does not disclose 1(f) or 1(g). L&W has not identified “bet information™ that
corresponds to only a “single position” on the roulette wheel. The cited passage of Lim provides
that a device can “accept a plurality of user inputs” but does not identify what those inputs are
(e.g., a bet) or what information the inputs would comprise.

Lim does not disclose 1(h). Lim does not disclose making a determination that the roulette
wheel and a ball have been spun. Lim discloses that its system can include a camera that captures
images/video of a roulette wheel being spun, but Lim does not disclose making a determination
that such events have occurred.

Lim does not disclose 1(i). Lim does not show randomly selecting ““a first selected position
on the roulette wheel” or doing so prior to the ball “falling into an outcome position.” The cited
passages of Lim refer to using a “live, mechanical or random number generator” to generate an
outcome position. Lim does not disclose selecting a “first selected position.”

Lim does not disclose 1(j). Lim does not disclose that different positions on the roulette
wheel have different payouts.

Lim does not disclose 1(k). Although Lim discloses “detect[ing] the result of the roulette
wheel spin” [0008], Lim does not disclose a single first position. Therefore, it does not disclose
determining the ball has fallen into such position.

Lim does not disclose 1(1). The cited passage of Lim do not disclose “indicat[ing]” that a

player is to be paid nor a payout. The passages refer to receiving payments from players and
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mention that a remote data center can allow “processing of bets/winnings and debiting/crediting
of players’ accounts” but says nothing about individual bets/payouts or about providing indications
to a player.

Claim 2: Lim does not disclose a display adjacent to a roulette wheel nor does it disclose
that “the first selected position.”

Claim 3: Lim does not disclose a lightning visual effect, and L&W does not contend that
Lim discloses this element.

Claim 5: Lim does not disclose this element. As explained above for claim 1(i), Lim does
not disclose randomly selecting a “selected position.”

Claim 6: Lim does not disclose this element, and L&W does not contend that it does.

Claim 7: Lim does not disclose a “selected position,” and therefore, it does not disclose
highlighting a selected position on a GUI.

Claim 8: Lim does not disclose this element, and L&W does not contend that it does.

Claim 9:

Lim does not disclose 9(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(e) as described above.

Lim does not disclose 9(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(f) above.

Lim does not disclose 9(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(g) above.

Lim does not disclose 9(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(h) above.

Lim does not disclose 9(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(i) above.

Lim does not disclose 9(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(j) above.

Lim does not disclose 9(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(k) above.

Lim does not disclose 9(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(l) above.

Claim 10: Lim does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 2
as described above.

Claim 11: Lim does not disclose claim 11 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 3
as described above.

Claim 13: Lim does not disclose claim 13 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 5
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as described above.

Claim 14: Lim does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 6
as described above.

Claim 15: Lim does not disclose claim 15 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 7
as described above.

Claim 16: Lim does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 8
as described above.

Claim 17:

Lim does not disclose 17(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(e) and 9(b) as
described above.

Lim does not disclose 17(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(f) and 9(c) as
described above.

Lim does not disclose 17(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(g) and 9(d) as
described above.

Lim does not disclose 17(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(h) and 9(e) as
described above.

Lim does not disclose 17(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(i) and 9(f) as
described above.

Lim does not disclose 17(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(j) and 9(g) as
described above.

Lim does not disclose 17(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(k) and 9(h) as
described above.

Lim does not disclose 17(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(l) and 9(i) as
described above.

Claim 18: Lim does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
2 and 10 as described above.

Claim 19: Lim does not disclose claim 19 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
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3 and 11 as described above.

Claim 21: Lim does not disclose claim 21 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
5 and 13 as described above.

Claim 22: Lim does not disclose claim 22 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
6 and 14 as described above.

Claim 23: Lim does not disclose claim 23 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
7 and 15 as described above.

Claim 24: Lim does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
8 and 16 as described above.

’024 Patent

Claim 1:

Lim does not disclose 1(d) and 1(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(d),
1(e), 1(f), and 1(g) of the *014 patent as described above.

Lim does not disclose 1(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(h) of the 014
patent as described above.

Lim does not disclose 1(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(i) of the 014
patent as described above.

Lim does not disclose 1(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(j) of the 014
patent as described above.

Lim does not disclose 1(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(k) of the 014
patent as described above.

Lim does not disclose 1(j) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(1) of the 014
patent as described above.

Claim 2: Lim does not disclose determining that the roulette wheel has spun using wheel
Sensors.

Claim 3: As with claim 2, Lim does not disclose a wheel sensor used to determine the

roulette wheel has been spun. Lim also does not disclose closing bets in response to such a
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determination.

Claim 4: Lim does not disclose claim 4 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 2 of
the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 5: Lim does not disclose claim 5 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 3 of
the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 7: Lim does not disclose claim 7 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 5 of
the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 8:

Lim does not disclose 8(a) and 8(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 9(a),
9(b), 9(c), and 9(d) of the 014 patent as described above.

Lim does not disclose 8(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(¢) of the 014
patent as described above.

Lim does not disclose 8(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(f) of the 014
patent as described above.

Lim does not disclose 8(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(g) of the *014
patent as described above.

Lim does not disclose 8(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(h) of the 014
patent as described above.

Lim does not disclose 8(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(i) of the 014
patent as described above.

Claim 9: Lim does not disclose claim 9 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 2 as
described above.

Claim 10: Lim does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 3
as described above.

Claim 11: Lim does not disclose claim 11 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
10 of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 12: Lim does not disclose claim 12 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
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11 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 14: Lim does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
13 of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 15:

Lim does not disclose 15(a) and 15(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
17(b), 17(c), and 17(d) of the 014 patent as described above.

Lim does not disclose 15(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(e) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Lim does not disclose 15(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(f) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Lim does not disclose 15(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(g) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Lim does not disclose 15(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(h) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Lim does not disclose 15(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(i) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Claim 16: Lim does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
2 and 9 as described above.

Claim 17: Lim does not disclose claim 17 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
18 of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 18: Lim does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
19 of the ’014 patent as described above.

Claim 20: Lim does not disclose claim 20 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
21 of the ’014 patent as described above.

’371 Patent

Claim 1:

Lim does not disclose 1(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(i), 1(j), and
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1(1) of the *014 patent as described above.

Lim does not disclose 1(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(k) of the 014
patent as described above.

Lim does not disclose 1(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(i), 1(j), and
1(1) of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 2: Lim does not disclose claim 2 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 2 of
the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 4: Lim does not disclose claim 4 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 5 of
the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 5: Lim does not disclose claim 5 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 6 of
the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 6: Lim does not disclose claim 6 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
1(d), 1(e), and 7 of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 7: Lim does not disclose claim 7 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 8 of
the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 8: L&W does not contend that Lim discloses this element.

Claim 9: L&W does not contend that Lim discloses this element.

Claim 10: Lim does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
1(f) of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 11:

Lim does not disclose claim 11(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 6 as
described above.

Lim does not disclose claim 11(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(d) as
described above.

Lim does not disclose claim 11(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(e) as
described above.

Lim does not disclose claim 11(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(f) as

-118 -
Light & Wonder v. Evolution
Light & Wonder Exhibit 1010




© 00 ~N o o b~ o w NP

N NN N NN NN P PR R R R R R R,
~ o g A W N P O © N o oA~ W N Pk O

described above.

Claim 12: Lim does not disclose claim 12 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 2
as described above.

Claim 14: Lim does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 4
as described above.

Claim 15: Lim does not disclose claim 15 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 5
as described above.

Claim 16: Lim does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 6
as described above.

Claim 17: Lim does not disclose claim 17 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 7
as described above.

Claim 18: Lim does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 8
as described above.

Claim 19: Lim does not disclose claim 19 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
10 as described above.

Claim 20: Lim does not disclose claim 20 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9
as described above.

Claim 21:

Lim does not disclose claim 21(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(d) and
11(b) as described above.

Lim does not disclose claim 21(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(e) and
11(c) as described above.

Lim does not disclose claim 21(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(f) and
11(c) as described above.

Claim 22: Lim does not disclose claim 22 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
2 and 12 as described above.

Claim 24: Lim does not disclose claim 24 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
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4 and 14 as described above.

Claim 25: Lim does not disclose claim 25 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
5 and 15 as described above.

Claim 26: Lim does not disclose claim 26 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
6 and 11(a) as described above.

Claim 27: Lim does not disclose claim 27 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
7 and 17 as described above.

Claim 28: Lim does not disclose claim 28 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
8 and 18 as described above.

Claim 29: Lim does not disclose claim 29 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
9 and 20 as described above.

Claim 30: Lim does not disclose claim 30 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
10 and 19 as described above.

N. Exhibit A-14: Miller

L&W mixes and matches from different embodiments of Miller. For example, while some
embodiments include a physical wheel and physical ball, others are entirely digital/virtual. L&W
also ignores that the claims require certain elements to be present for a single “spin of the roulette
wheel,” and instead cites to disclosures that require multiple spins of one or more wheels.

’014 Patent

Claim 1

Miller does not disclose 1(a) or 1(b) in some embodiments. Certain embodiments include
a physical roulette wheel and a ball. Other embodiments, however, show multiple wheels or balls.
Other embodiments disclose a reel and no ball. Other embodiments do not disclose a physical
wheel and ball.

Miller does not disclose 1(f) or 1(g). Miller discloses betting generally, but does not
disclose bet information “corresponding to only a single... position on the roulette wheel.”

Miller does not disclose 1(h). Miller does not show determining the ball and roulette wheel
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have been spun. Miller may show determining the position/pocket the ball ends up in.

Miller does not disclose 1(i). Miller does not show randomly selecting “a first selected
position on the roulette wheel” or doing so prior to the ball “falling into an outcome position.”
Miller shows use of multiple balls or multiple wheels, where each ball falls into an outcome
position. Miller does not show a processor that randomly selects a position on a roulette wheel
before the ball falls into a position.

Miller does not disclose 1(j). Miller does not disclose different payouts for different single
positions on a roulette wheel for a single spin of a single wheel. Miller discloses a bonus round
that would include separate spins of roulette wheels. E.g., Miller at [358]. Miller also discloses
various types of jackpots that are based on multiple outcomes of multiple wheels. E.g., Miller at
[402].

Miller does not disclose 1(k) because it does not disclose a “first single position.”

Miller does not disclose 1(1) because it does not disclose a “first payout.”

Claim 2: Miller does not disclose a display adjacent to the roulette wheel that “indicates
the first selected position.”

Claim 3: Miller does not disclose a lightning visual effect.

Claim 5: Miller does not disclose this element. Miller does not randomly select a “selected
position” as explained above for claim 1(i). Miller does not disclose different payouts for different
single positions on a roulette wheel for a single spin of a single wheel as explained above for claim
13).

Claim 6: Miller does not disclose claim 6 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1.

Claim 7: Miller does not disclose a “selected position,” and therefore, it does not disclose
highlighting a selected position on a GUI.

Claim 8: Miller does not disclose this element.

Claim 9:

Miller does not disclose 9(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(f) above.

Miller does not disclose 9(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(g) above.
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Miller does not disclose 9(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(h) above.

Miller does not disclose 9(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(i) above.

Miller does not disclose 9(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(j) above.

Miller does not disclose 9(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(k) above.

Miller does not disclose 9(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(I) above.

Claim 10: Miller does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
2 as described above.

Claim 11: Miller does not disclose claim 11 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
3 as described above.

Claim 13: Miller does not disclose claim 13 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
5 as described above.

Claim 14: Miller does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
6 as described above.

Claim 15: Miller does not disclose claim 15 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
7 as described above.

Claim 16: Miller does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
8 as described above.

Claim 17:

Miller does not disclose 17(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(f) and 9(c) as
described above.

Miller does not disclose 17(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(g) and 9(d) as
described above.

Miller does not disclose 17(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(h) and 9(e) as
described above.

Miller does not disclose 17(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(i) and 9(f) as
described above.

Miller does not disclose 17(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(j) and 9(g) as
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described above.

Miller does not disclose 17(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(k) and 9(h) as
described above.

Miller does not disclose 17(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(l) and 9(i) as
described above.

Claim 18: Miller does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
2 and 10 as described above.

Claim 19: Miller does not disclose claim 19 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
3 and 11 as described above.

Claim 21: Miller does not disclose claim 21 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
5 and 13 as described above.

Claim 22: Miller does not disclose claim 22 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
6 and 14 as described above.

Claim 23: Miller does not disclose claim 23 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
7 and 15 as described above.

Claim 24: Miller does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
8 and 16 as described above.

’024 Patent

Claim 1:

Miller does not disclose 1(a) and 1(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(a)
and 1(b) of the 014 patent as described above.

Miller does not disclose 1(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(h) of the 014
patent as described above.

Miller does not disclose 1(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(i) of the ’014
patent as described above.

Miller does not disclose 1(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(j) of the ’014

patent as described above.
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Miller does not disclose 1(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(k) of the 014
patent as described above.

Miller does not disclose 1(j) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(1) of the *014
patent as described above.

Claim 2: Miller does not disclose determining that the roulette wheel has spun using wheel
Sensors.

Claim 3: As with claim 2, Miller does not disclose a wheel sensor used to determine the
roulette wheel has been spun. Miller also does not disclose closing bets in response to such a
determination.

Claim 4: Miller does not disclose claim 4 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 2
of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 5: Miller does not disclose claim 5 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 3
of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 7: Miller does not disclose claim 7 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 5
of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 8:

Miller does not disclose 8(a) and 8(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 9(c)
and 9(d) of the 014 patent as described above.

Miller does not disclose 8(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(e) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Miller does not disclose 8(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(f) of the *014
patent as described above.

Miller does not disclose 8(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(g) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Miller does not disclose 8(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(h) of the *014
patent as described above.

Miller does not disclose 8(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(i) of the ’014

-124 -
Light & Wonder v. Evolution
Light & Wonder Exhibit 1010




© 00 ~N o o b~ o w NP

N NN N NN NN P PR R R R R R R,
~ o g A W N P O © N o oA~ W N Pk O

patent as described above.

Claim 9: Miller does not disclose claim 9 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 2
as described above.

Claim 10: Miller does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
3 as described above.

Claim 11: Miller does not disclose claim 11 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
10 of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 12: Miller does not disclose claim 12 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
11 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 14: Miller does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
13 of the "014 patent as described above.

Claim 15:

Miller does not disclose 15(a) and 15(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
17(c) and 17(d) of the 014 patent as described above.

Miller does not disclose 15(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(e) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Miller does not disclose 15(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(f) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Miller does not disclose 15(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(g) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Miller does not disclose 15(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(h) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Miller does not disclose 15(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(i) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Claim 16: Miller does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
2 and 9 as described above.

Claim 17: Miller does not disclose claim 17 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
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18 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 18: Miller does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
19 of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 20: Miller does not disclose claim 20 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
21 of the 014 patent as described above.

’371 Patent

Claim 1:

Miller does not disclose 1(a) and 1(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(a)
and 1(b) of the 014 patent as described above.

Miller does not disclose 1(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(i), 1(j), and
1(1) of the *014 patent as described above.

Miller does not disclose 1(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(k) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Miller does not disclose 1(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(i), 1(j), and
1(1) of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 2: Miller does not disclose claim 2 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 2
of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 4: Miller does not disclose claim 4 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 5
of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 5: Miller does not disclose claim 5 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 6
of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 6: Miller does not disclose claim 6 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 7
of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 7: Miller does not disclose claim 7 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 8
of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 8: L&W does not contend that Miller discloses this element.

Claim 9: L&W does not contend that Miller discloses this element.
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Claim 10: Miller does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
1(f) of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 11:

Miller does not disclose claim 11(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 6 as
described above.

Miller does not disclose claim 11(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(d) as
described above.

Miller does not disclose claim 11(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(e) as
described above.

Miller does not disclose claim 11(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(f) as
described above.

Claim 12: Miller does not disclose claim 12 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
2 as described above.

Claim 14: Miller does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
4 as described above.

Claim 15: Miller does not disclose claim 15 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
5 as described above.

Claim 16: Miller does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
6 as described above.

Claim 17: Miller does not disclose claim 17 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
7 as described above.

Claim 18: Miller does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
8 as described above.

Claim 19: Miller does not disclose claim 19 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
10 as described above.

Claim 20: Miller does not disclose claim 20 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim

9 as described above.
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Claim 21:

Miller does not disclose claim 21(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(d)
and 11(b) as described above.

Miller does not disclose claim 21(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(e)
and 11(c) as described above.

Miller does not disclose claim 21(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(f)
and 11(c) as described above.

Claim 22: Miller does not disclose claim 22 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
2 and 12 as described above.

Claim 24: Miller does not disclose claim 24 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
4 and 14 as described above.

Claim 25: Miller does not disclose claim 25 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
5 and 15 as described above.

Claim 26: Miller does not disclose claim 26 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
6 and 11(a) as described above.

Claim 27: Miller does not disclose claim 27 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
7 and 17 as described above.

Claim 28: Miller does not disclose claim 28 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
8 and 18 as described above.

Claim 29: Miller does not disclose claim 29 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
9 and 20 as described above.

Claim 30: Miller does not disclose claim 30 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
10 and 19 as described above.

O. Exhibit A-15: Miltenberger 172

L&W mixes and matches from different embodiments of Miltenberger 172. L&W also
ignores that the claims require certain elements to be present for a single “spin of the roulette

wheel,” and instead cites to a separate bonus game that requires multiple spins of one or more
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wheels or the playing of a different game.

’014 Patent

Claim 1

Miltenberger 172 does not disclose 1(f) or 1(g). Miltenberger 172 does not disclose bet
information “corresponding to only a single... position on the roulette wheel.” It does not disclose
second bet information corresponding to a different position than first bet information.

Miltenberger 172 does not disclose 1(h). Although Miltenberger 172 can automatically
spin the wheel and ball and it has a camera that captures images of the wheel and ball, it does not
show making a determination the ball and roulette wheel have been spun.

Miltenberger 172 does not disclose 1(i). Miltenberger 172 does not show randomly
selecting “a first selected position on the roulette wheel” prior to the ball “falling into an outcome
position.” Miltenberger 172 describes a “bonus landing” in a roulette wheel. When the ball falls
into a bonus landing, that triggers the operation of a bonus device. Miltenberger 172 at 9:30-32,
11:65-12:5. For example, triggering the bonus device can trigger a secondary game such as a
pachinko game. Miltenberger 172 at 9:39-67. Falling into a bonus landing can also cause different
numbers on the wheel to be illuminated to, for example, eliminate landings or grant bonuses on
certain landings. Miltenberger 172 at 11:20-28. The bonus game can operate using additional
balls, additional wheels, or additional spins. The bonus is based on results from multiple spins,
and therefore, is not based on selecting a “selected number” “for the spin of the roulette wheel.”

Miltenberger 172 does not disclose 1(j). Miltenberger 172 does not disclose different
payouts for different single positions on a roulette wheel for a single spin of a single wheel.

Miltenberger 172 does not disclose 1(k) because it does not disclose a “first single
position.”

Miltenberger 172 does not disclose 1(1) because it does not disclose a “first payout.”

Claim 2: Miltenberger 172 does not disclose a display adjacent to the wheel that “indicates
the first selected position.”

Claim 3: Miltenberger 172 does not disclose a lightning visual effect.
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Claim 5: Miltenberger 172 does not disclose this element for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 1(i) and 1(k).

Claim 6: Miltenberger 172 does not disclose claim 6 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 1.

Claim 7: Miltenberger 172 does not disclose a GUI that highlights a position. Nor does
Miltenberger 172 disclose a “first selected position.”

Claim 8: Miltenberger 172 does not disclose this element, and L&W does not contend that
it does.

Claim 9:

Miltenberger 172 does not disclose 9(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(f) above.

Miltenberger 172 does not disclose 9(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(g)
above.

Miltenberger 172 does not disclose 9(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(h)
above.

Miltenberger 172 does not disclose 9(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(i) above.

Miltenberger 172 does not disclose 9(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(j) above.

Miltenberger 172 does not disclose 9(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(k)
above.

Miltenberger 172 does not disclose 9(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(I) above.

Claim 10: Miltenberger 172 does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 2 as described above.

Claim 11: Miltenberger 172 does not disclose claim 11 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 3 as described above.

Claim 13: Miltenberger 172 does not disclose claim 13 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 5 as described above.

Claim 14: Miltenberger 172 does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it does not

disclose claim 6 as described above.
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Claim 15: Miltenberger 172 does not disclose claim 15 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 7 as described above.

Claim 16: Miltenberger 172 does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 8 as described above.

Claim 17:

Miltenberger 172 does not disclose 17(a) and 17(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose
1(d), 1(e), 9(a), and 9(b) as described above.

Miltenberger 172 does not disclose 17(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(f) and
9(c) as described above.

Miltenberger 172 does not disclose 17(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(g) and
9(d) as described above.

Miltenberger 172 does not disclose 17(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(h) and
9(e) as described above.

Miltenberger 172 does not disclose 17(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(i) and
9(f) as described above.

Miltenberger 172 does not disclose 17(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(j) and
9(g) as described above.

Miltenberger 172 does not disclose 17(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(k) and
9(h) as described above.

Miltenberger 172 does not disclose 17(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(1) and
9(i) as described above.

Claim 18: Miltenberger 172 does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 2 and 10 as described above.

Claim 19: Miltenberger 172 does not disclose claim 19 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 3 and 11 as described above.

Claim 21: Miltenberger 172 does not disclose claim 21 for the same reasons it does not

disclose claims 5 and 13 as described above.

-131 -
Light & Wonder v. Evolution
Light & Wonder Exhibit 1010




© 00 ~N o o b~ o w NP

N NN N NN NN P PR R R R R R R,
~ o g A W N P O © N o oA~ W N Pk O

Claim 22: Miltenberger 172 does not disclose claim 22 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 6 and 14 as described above.

Claim 23: Miltenberger 172 does not disclose claim 23 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 7 and 15 as described above.

Claim 24: Miltenberger 172 does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 8 and 16 as described above.

’024 Patent

Claim 1:

Miltenberger 172 does not disclose 1(d) and 1(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 1(f) and 1(g) of the 014 patent as described above.

Miltenberger 172 does not disclose 1(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(h)
of the 014 patent as described above.

Miltenberger 172 does not disclose 1(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(i)
of the 014 patent as described above.

Miltenberger 172 does not disclose 1(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(j)
of the 014 patent as described above.

Miltenberger 172 does not disclose 1(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(k)
of the 014 patent as described above.

Miltenberger 172 does not disclose 1(j) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(l)
of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 2: Miltenberger 172 does not disclose determining that the roulette wheel has spun
using wheel sensors.

Claim 3: As with claim 2, Miltenberger 172 does not disclose a wheel sensor used to
determine the roulette wheel has been spun. Miltenberger 172 also does not disclose closing bets
in response to such a determination.

Claim 4: Miltenberger 172 does not disclose claim 4 for the same reasons it does not

disclose claim 2 of the 014 patent as described above.
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Claim 5: Miltenberger 172 does not disclose claim 5 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 3 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 7: Miltenberger 172 does not disclose claim 7 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 5 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 8:

Miltenberger 172 does not disclose 8(a) and 8(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 9(c) and 9(d) of the 014 patent as described above.

Miltenberger 172 does not disclose 8(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(e)
of the 014 patent as described above.

Miltenberger 172 does not disclose 8(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(f)
of the 014 patent as described above.

Miltenberger 172 does not disclose 8(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(g)
of the 014 patent as described above.

Miltenberger 172 does not disclose 8(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(h)
of the 014 patent as described above.

Miltenberger 172 does not disclose 8(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(i)
of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 9: Miltenberger 172 does not disclose claim 9 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 2 as described above.

Claim 10: Miltenberger 172 does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 3 as described above.

Claim 11: Miltenberger 172 does not disclose claim 11 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 10 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 12: Miltenberger 172 does not disclose claim 12 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 11 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 14: Miltenberger 172 does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it does not

disclose claim 13 of the 014 patent as described above.
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Claim 15:

Miltenberger 172 does not disclose 15(a) and 15(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 17(a), 17(b), 17(c), and 17(d) of the 014 patent as described above.

Miltenberger 172 does not disclose 15(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
17(e) of the 014 patent as described above.

Miltenberger 172 does not disclose 15(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
17(f) of the 014 patent as described above.

Miltenberger 172 does not disclose 15(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
17(g) of the *014 patent as described above.

Miltenberger 172 does not disclose 15(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
17(h) of the *014 patent as described above.

Miltenberger 172 does not disclose 15(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
17(1) of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 16: Miltenberger 172 does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 2 and 9 as described above.

Claim 17: Miltenberger 172 does not disclose claim 17 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 18 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 18: Miltenberger 172 does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 19 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 20: Miltenberger 172 does not disclose claim 20 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 21 of the 014 patent as described above.

’371 Patent

Claim 1:

Miltenberger 172 does not disclose 1(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
1(1), 1(j), and 1(1) of the 014 patent as described above.

Miltenberger 172 does not disclose 1(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(k)

of the 014 patent as described above.
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Miltenberger 172 does not disclose 1(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
1(i), 1(j), and 1(1) of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 2: Miltenberger 172 does not disclose claim 2 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 2 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 4: Miltenberger 172 does not disclose claim 4 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 5 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 5: Miltenberger 172 does not disclose claim 5 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 6 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 6: Miltenberger 172 does not disclose claim 6 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 1(d), 1(e), and 7 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 7: Miltenberger 172 does not disclose claim 7 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 8 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 8: L&W does not contend that Miltenberger 172 discloses this element.

Claim 9: L&W does not contend that Miltenberger 172 discloses this element.

Claim 10: Miltenberger 172 does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 1(f) of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 11:

Miltenberger 172 does not disclose claim 11(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 1(d) as described above.

Miltenberger 172 does not disclose claim 11(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 1(e) as described above.

Miltenberger 172 does not disclose claim 11(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 1(f) as described above.

Claim 12: Miltenberger 172 does not disclose claim 12 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 2 as described above.

Claim 14: Miltenberger 172 does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it does not

disclose claim 4 as described above.
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Claim 15: Miltenberger 172 does not disclose claim 15 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 5 as described above.

Claim 16: Miltenberger 172 does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 6 as described above.

Claim 17: Miltenberger 172 does not disclose claim 17 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 7 as described above.

Claim 18: Miltenberger 172 does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 8 as described above.

Claim 19: Miltenberger 172 does not disclose claim 19 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 10 as described above.

Claim 20: Miltenberger 172 does not disclose claim 20 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 9 as described above.

Claim 21:

Miltenberger 172 does not disclose claim 21(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 1(d) and 11(b) as described above.

Miltenberger 172 does not disclose claim 21(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 1(e) and 11(c) as described above.

Miltenberger 172 does not disclose claim 21(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 1(f) and 11(c) as described above.

Claim 22: Miltenberger 172 does not disclose claim 22 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 2 and 12 as described above.

Claim 24: Miltenberger 172 does not disclose claim 24 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 4 and 14 as described above.

Claim 25: Miltenberger 172 does not disclose claim 25 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 5 and 15 as described above.

Claim 26: Miltenberger 172 does not disclose claim 26 for the same reasons it does not

disclose claim 21 as described above.
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Claim 27: Miltenberger 172 does not disclose claim 27 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 7 and 17 as described above.

Claim 28: Miltenberger 172 does not disclose claim 28 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 8 and 18 as described above.

Claim 29: Miltenberger 172 does not disclose claim 29 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 9 and 20 as described above.

Claim 30: Miltenberger 172 does not disclose claim 30 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claims 10 and 19 as described above.

P. Exhibit A-16: Nicely 630

L&W mixes and matches from different embodiments of Nicely 630.

’014 Patent

Claim 1

Nicely 630 does not disclose 1(a) or 1(b) in some embodiments. Certain embodiments
include a physical roulette wheel and a ball. Other embodiments, however, disclose a reel and no
ball. Other embodiments do not disclose a physical wheel and ball.

Nicely 630 does not disclose 1(f) or 1(g). Nicely 630 does not disclose bet information
“corresponding to only a single... position on the roulette wheel.” It does not disclose second bet
information corresponding to a different position than first bet information.

Nicely 630 does not disclose 1(h). Nicely 630 does not show determining the ball and
roulette wheel have been spun. Although Nicely 630 can automatically spin the wheel and ball
and it has a camera that captures images of the wheel and ball, it does not show making a
determination the ball and roulette wheel have been spun.

Nicely 630 does not disclose 1(i). Nicely 630 does not show randomly selecting “a first
selected position on the roulette wheel” or doing so prior to the ball “falling into an outcome
position.” L&W cites to two aspects of Nicely 630 for this element. It cites to an “award system”
that can grant players additional awards based on consecutive wagers and outcomes. E.g., Fig. 18

(showing “consecutive outcomes”). The award system does not randomly select a “first position”
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for a spin of the roulette wheel. L&W also cites to an RNG (30:38-52), but that RNG is used to
generate game outcomes, not randomly select a “selected position.”

Nicely 630 does not disclose 1(j). Nicely 630 does not disclose different payouts for
different positions on a roulette wheel for a single spin of the roulette wheel.

Nicely 630 does not disclose 1(k) because it does not disclose “first single position.”

Nicely 630 does not disclose 1(1) because it does not disclose a “first payout” per 1(j)
above. In addition, L&W has not identified any indication that the first player is to be paid.

Claim 2: Nicely 630 does not disclose a display that “indicates the first selected position”
because Nicely 630 does not disclose a “first selected position.”

Claim 3: Nicely 630 does not disclose a lightning visual effect, and L&W does not contend
that Nicely 630 discloses this element.

Claim 5: Nicely 630 does not disclose this element, and L&W does not contend that it
does.

Claim 6: Nicely 630 does not disclose claim 6 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 1.

Claim 7: Nicely 630 does not disclose this element because Nicely 630 does not disclose a
“first selected position,” and therefore does not disclose highlighting it on a screen.

Claim 8: Nicely 630 does not disclose this element, and L&W does not contend that it does.

Claim 9:

Nicely 630 does not disclose 9(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(f) above.

Nicely 630 does not disclose 9(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(g) above.

Nicely 630 does not disclose 9(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(h) above.

Nicely 630 does not disclose 9(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(i) above.

Nicely 630 does not disclose 9(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(j) above.

Nicely 630 does not disclose 9(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(k) above.

Nicely 630 does not disclose 9(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(I) above.

Claim 10: Nicely 630 does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not disclose
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claim 2 as described above.

Claim 11: Nicely 630 does not disclose claim 11 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 3 as described above.

Claim 13: Nicely 630 does not disclose claim 13 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 5 as described above.

Claim 14: Nicely 630 does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 6 as described above.

Claim 15: Nicely 630 does not disclose claim 15 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 7 as described above.

Claim 16: Nicely 630 does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 8 as described above.

Claim 17:

Nicely 630 does not disclose 17(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(f) and 9(c)
as described above.

Nicely 630 does not disclose 17(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(g) and 9(d)
as described above.

Nicely 630 does not disclose 17(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(h) and 9(e)
as described above.

Nicely 630 does not disclose 17(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(i) and 9(f) as
described above.

Nicely 630 does not disclose 17(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(j) and 9(g)
as described above.

Nicely 630 does not disclose 17(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(k) and 9(h)
as described above.

Nicely 630 does not disclose 17(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(1) and 9(i) as
described above.

Claim 18: Nicely 630 does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose
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claims 2 and 10 as described above.

Claim 19: Nicely 630 does not disclose claim 19 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 3 and 11 as described above.

Claim 21: Nicely 630 does not disclose claim 21 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 5 and 13 as described above.

Claim 22: Nicely 630 does not disclose claim 22 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 6 and 14 as described above.

Claim 23: Nicely 630 does not disclose claim 23 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 7 and 15 as described above.

Claim 24: Nicely 630 does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 8 and 16 as described above.

’024 Patent

Claim 1:

Nicely 630 does not disclose 1(a) and 1(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
I(a) and 1(b) of the 014 patent as described above.

Nicely 630 does not disclose 1(d) and 1(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
1(f) and 1(g) of the ’014 patent as described above.

Nicely 630 does not disclose 1(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(h) of
the 014 patent as described above.

Nicely 630 does not disclose 1(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(i) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Nicely 630 does not disclose 1(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(j) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Nicely 630 does not disclose 1(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(k) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Nicely 630 does not disclose 1(j) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(l) of the

’014 patent as described above.
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Claim 2: Nicely 630 does not disclose determining that the roulette wheel has spun using
wheel sensors.

Claim 3: As with claim 2, Nicely 630 does not disclose a wheel sensor used to determine
the roulette wheel has been spun. Nicely 630 also does not disclose closing bets in response to
such a determination.

Claim 4: Nicely 630 does not disclose claim 4 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 2 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 5: Nicely 630 does not disclose claim 5 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 3 of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 7: Nicely 630 does not disclose claim 7 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 5 of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 8:

Nicely 630 does not disclose 8(a) and 8(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
9(c) and 9(d) of the *014 patent as described above.

Nicely 630 does not disclose 8(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(e) of
the 014 patent as described above.

Nicely 630 does not disclose 8(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(f) of
the 014 patent as described above.

Nicely 630 does not disclose 8(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(g) of
the 014 patent as described above.

Nicely 630 does not disclose 8(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(h) of
the 014 patent as described above.

Nicely 630 does not disclose 8(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(i) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Claim 9: Nicely 630 does not disclose claim 9 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 2 as described above.

Claim 10: Nicely 630 does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not disclose
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claim 3 as described above.

Claim 11: Nicely 630 does not disclose claim 11 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 10 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 12: Nicely 630 does not disclose claim 12 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 11 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 14: Nicely 630 does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 13 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 15:

Nicely 630 does not disclose 15(a) and 15(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 17(c) and 17(d) of the *014 patent as described above.

Nicely 630 does not disclose 15(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(e) of
the 014 patent as described above.

Nicely 630 does not disclose 15(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(f) of
the 014 patent as described above.

Nicely 630 does not disclose 15(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(g) of
the 014 patent as described above.

Nicely 630 does not disclose 15(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(h) of
the 014 patent as described above.

Nicely 630 does not disclose 15(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(i) of
the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 16: Nicely 630 does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 2 and 9 as described above.

Claim 17: Nicely 630 does not disclose claim 17 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 18 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 18: Nicely 630 does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 19 of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 20: Nicely 630 does not disclose claim 20 for the same reasons it does not disclose
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claim 21 of the 014 patent as described above.

’371 Patent

Claim 1:

Nicely 630 does not disclose 1(a) and 1(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
I(a) and 1(b) of the *014 patent as described above.

Nicely 630 does not disclose 1(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(i), 1(j),
and 1(1) of the *014 patent as described above.

Nicely 630 does not disclose 1(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(k) of
the 014 patent as described above.

Nicely 630 does not disclose 1(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(i), 1(j),
and 1(1) of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 2: Nicely 630 does not disclose claim 2 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 2 of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 4: Nicely 630 does not disclose claim 4 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 5 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 5: Nicely 630 does not disclose claim 5 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 6 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 6: Nicely 630 does not disclose claim 6 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 7 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 7: Nicely 630 does not disclose claim 7 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 8 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 8: L&W does not contend that Nicely 630 discloses this element.

Claim 9: L&W does not contend that Nicely 630 discloses this element.

Claim 10: Nicely 630 does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 1(f) of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 11:

Nicely 630 does not disclose claim 11(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 6
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as described above.

Nicely 630 does not disclose claim 11(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
1(d) as described above.

Nicely 630 does not disclose claim 11(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
1(e) as described above.

Nicely 630 does not disclose claim 11(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
1(f) as described above.

Claim 12: Nicely 630 does not disclose claim 12 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 2 as described above.

Claim 14: Nicely 630 does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 4 as described above.

Claim 15: Nicely 630 does not disclose claim 15 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 5 as described above.

Claim 16: Nicely 630 does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 6 as described above.

Claim 17: Nicely 630 does not disclose claim 17 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 7 as described above.

Claim 18: Nicely 630 does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 8 as described above.

Claim 19: Nicely 630 does not disclose claim 19 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 10 as described above.

Claim 20: Nicely 630 does not disclose claim 20 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 9 as described above.

Claim 21:

Nicely 630 does not disclose claim 21(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
1(d) and 11(b) as described above.

Nicely 630 does not disclose claim 21(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
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1(e) and 11(c) as described above.

Nicely 630 does not disclose claim 21(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
1(f) and 11(c) as described above.

Claim 22: Nicely 630 does not disclose claim 22 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 2 and 12 as described above.

Claim 24: Nicely 630 does not disclose claim 24 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 4 and 14 as described above.

Claim 25: Nicely 630 does not disclose claim 25 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 5 and 15 as described above.

Claim 26: Nicely 630 does not disclose claim 26 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 6 and 11(a) as described above.

Claim 27: Nicely 630 does not disclose claim 27 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 7 and 17 as described above.

Claim 28: Nicely 630 does not disclose claim 28 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 8 and 18 as described above.

Claim 29: Nicely 630 does not disclose claim 29 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 9 and 20 as described above.

Claim 30: Nicely 630 does not disclose claim 30 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 10 and 19 as described above.

Q. Exhibit A-17: Nicely 885

L&W mixes and matches from different embodiments of Nicely 885.

’014 Patent

Claim 1

Nicely 885 does not disclose 1(a) or 1(b) for some embodiments. Nicely 885 describes
games other than roulette. For example, it describes a money wheel game that is not roulette.
Nicely 885 also describes embodiments with multiple balls.

Nicely 885 does not disclose 1(d) or 1(e) because it does not disclose a GUI or a first and
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second player device. L&W does not contend Nicely 885 discloses these elements.

Nicely 885 does not disclose 1(f) or 1(g). It does not disclose bet information
corresponding to a single position on a roulette wheel. Nicely 885 states that wagers can be made,
but does not disclose the details.

Nicely 885 does not disclose 1(h), and L&W does not contend that it does.

Nicely 885 does not disclose 1(i). Nicely 885 does not show randomly selecting “a first
selected position on the roulette wheel” or doing so prior to the ball “falling into an outcome
position.”

Nicely 885 states that when playing roulette, a player can trigger a bonus game. A bonus
game is triggered based off of ball color, not a position on a roulette wheel. A bonus game is
played through a separate spin of a roulette wheel, or by playing another game such as cards, dice,
or a money wheel. There is no selection of a “first selected position” for a spin of a roulette wheel.

Nicely 885 does not disclose 1(j). It does not disclose different payouts for different
positions on a roulette wheel in a single spin. L&W cites to a passage about yellow bonus bets,
which appears to refers to a money wheel-based game. In addition, the yellow bonus bets require
multiple spins of a wheel.

Nicely 885 does not disclose 1(k). It does not disclose that a processor determines that a
ball has fallen into a particular position on a roulette wheel. It also does not disclose a “single first
position” as explained above.

Nicely 885 does not disclose 1(l). Nicely 885 does not disclose a first payout as explained
above. Nicely 885 also does not indicate that a player is to be paid a payout.

Claim 2: Nicely 885 does not disclose a display that “indicates the first selected position”
and L&W does not contend that it does.

Claim 3: Nicely 885 does not disclose a lightning visual effect, and L&W does not contend
that Nicely 885 discloses this element.

Claim 5: Nicely 885 does not disclose this element, and L&W does not contend that it

does.
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Claim 6: Nicely 885 does not disclose this element, and L&W does not contend that it does.
Claim 7: Nicely 885 does not disclose this element, and L&W does not contend that it does.
Claim 8: Nicely 885 does not disclose this element, and L&W does not contend that it does.

Claim 9:

Nicely 885 does not disclose 9(a) and 9(b), and L&W does not contend that it does.
Nicely 885 does not disclose 9(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(f) above.
Nicely 885 does not disclose 9(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(g) above.
Nicely 885 does not disclose 9(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(h) above.
Nicely 885 does not disclose 9(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(i) above.
Nicely 885 does not disclose 9(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(j) above.
Nicely 885 does not disclose 9(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(k) above.
Nicely 885 does not disclose 9(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(I) above.
Claim 10: Nicely 885 does not disclose claim 10, and L&W does not contend that it does.
Claim 11: Nicely 885 does not disclose claim 11, and L&W does not contend that it does.
Claim 13: Nicely 885 does not disclose claim 13, and L&W does not contend that it does.
Claim 14: Nicely 885 does not disclose claim 14, and L&W does not contend that it does.
Claim 15: Nicely 885 does not disclose claim 15, and L&W does not contend that it does.
Claim 16: Nicely 885 does not disclose claim 16, and L&W does not contend that it does.
Claim 17:

Nicely 885 does not disclose 17(a) and 17(b), and L&W does not contend that it does.

Nicely 885 does not disclose 17(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(f) and 9(c)

as described above.

Nicely 885 does not disclose 17(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(g) and 9(d)

as described above.

Nicely 885 does not disclose 17(e), and L&W does not contend that it does.

Nicely 885 does not disclose 17(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(i) and 9(f) as

described above.

- 147 -
Light & Wonder v. Evolution
Light & Wonder Exhibit 1010




© 00 ~N o o b~ o w NP

N NN N NN NN P PR R R R R R R,
~ o g A W N P O © N o oA~ W N Pk O

Nicely 885 does not disclose 17(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(j) and 9(g)
as described above.

Nicely 885 does not disclose 17(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(k) and 9(h)
as described above.

Nicely 885 does not disclose 17(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(1) and 9(i) as
described above.

Claim 18: Nicely 885 does not disclose claim 18, and L&W does not contend that it does.

Claim 19: Nicely 885 does not disclose claim 19, and L&W does not contend that it does.

Claim 21: Nicely 885 does not disclose claim 21, and L&W does not contend that it does.

Claim 22: Nicely 885 does not disclose claim 22, and L&W does not contend that it does.

Claim 23: Nicely 885 does not disclose claim 23, and L&W does not contend that it does.

Claim 24: Nicely 885 does not disclose claim 18, and L&W does not contend that it does.

’024 Patent

Claim 1:

Nicely 885 does not disclose 1(a) and 1(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
I(a) and 1(b) of the 014 patent as described above.

Nicely 885 does not disclose 1(d) and 1(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
1(d), 1(e), 1(f), and 1(g) of the 014 patent as described above.

Nicely 885 does not disclose 1(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(h) of
the 014 patent as described above.

Nicely 885 does not disclose 1(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(i) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Nicely 885 does not disclose 1(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(j) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Nicely 885 does not disclose 1(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(k) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Nicely 885 does not disclose 1(j) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(l) of the
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’014 patent as described above.

Claim 2: Nicely 885 does not disclose determining that the roulette wheel has spun using
wheel sensors.

Claim 3: As with claim 2, Nicely 885 does not disclose a wheel sensor used to determine
the roulette wheel has been spun. Nicely 885 also does not disclose closing bets in response to
such a determination.

Claim 4: Nicely 885 does not disclose claim 4 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 2 of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 5: Nicely 885 does not disclose claim 5 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 3 of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 7: Nicely 885 does not disclose claim 7 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 5 of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 8:

Nicely 885 does not disclose 8(a) and 8(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
9(a), 9(b), 9(c), and 9(d) of the *014 patent as described above.

Nicely 885 does not disclose 8(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(e) of
the 014 patent as described above.

Nicely 885 does not disclose 8(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(f) of
the 014 patent as described above.

Nicely 885 does not disclose 8(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(g) of
the 014 patent as described above.

Nicely 885 does not disclose 8(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(h) of
the 014 patent as described above.

Nicely 885 does not disclose 8(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(i) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Claim 9: Nicely 885 does not disclose claim 9 for the same reasons it does not disclose

claim 2 as described above.
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Claim 10: Nicely 885 does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 3 as described above.

Claim 11: Nicely 885 does not disclose claim 11 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 10 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 12: Nicely 885 does not disclose claim 12 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 11 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 14: Nicely 885 does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 13 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 15:

Nicely 885 does not disclose 15(a) and 15(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 17(a), 17(b), 17(c), and 17(d) of the 014 patent as described above.

Nicely 885 does not disclose 15(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(e) of
the 014 patent as described above.

Nicely 885 does not disclose 15(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(f) of
the 014 patent as described above.

Nicely 885 does not disclose 15(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(g) of
the 014 patent as described above.

Nicely 885 does not disclose 15(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(h) of
the 014 patent as described above.

Nicely 885 does not disclose 15(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(i) of
the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 16: Nicely 885 does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 2 and 9 as described above.

Claim 17: Nicely 885 does not disclose claim 17 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 18 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 18: Nicely 885 does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose

claim 19 of the *014 patent as described above.

- 150 -
Light & Wonder v. Evolution
Light & Wonder Exhibit 1010




© 00 ~N o o b~ o w NP

N NN N NN NN P PR R R R R R R,
~ o g A W N P O © N o oA~ W N Pk O

Claim 20: Nicely 885 does not disclose claim 20 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 21 of the 014 patent as described above.

’371 Patent

Claim 1:

Nicely 885 does not disclose 1(a) and 1(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
I(a) and 1(b) of the *014 patent as described above.

Nicely 885 does not disclose 1(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(i), 1(j),
and 1(1) of the *014 patent as described above.

Nicely 885 does not disclose 1(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(k) of
the 014 patent as described above.

Nicely 885 does not disclose 1(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(i), 1(j),
and 1(1) of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 2: Nicely 885 does not disclose claim 2 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 2 of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 4: Nicely 885 does not disclose claim 4 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 5 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 5: Nicely 885 does not disclose claim 5 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 6 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 6: Nicely 885 does not disclose claim 6 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 1(d), 1(e), and 7 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 7: Nicely 885 does not disclose claim 7 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 8 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 8: L&W does not contend that Nicely 885 discloses this element.

Claim 9: L&W does not contend that Nicely 885 discloses this element.

Claim 10: Nicely 885 does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 1(f) of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 11:
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Nicely 885 does not disclose claim 11(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 6
as described above.

Nicely 885 does not disclose claim 11(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
1(d) as described above.

Nicely 885 does not disclose claim 11(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
1(e) as described above.

Nicely 885 does not disclose claim 11(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
1(f) as described above.

Claim 12: Nicely 885 does not disclose claim 12 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 2 as described above.

Claim 14: Nicely 885 does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 4 as described above.

Claim 15: Nicely 885 does not disclose claim 15 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 5 as described above.

Claim 16: Nicely 885 does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 6 as described above.

Claim 17: Nicely 885 does not disclose claim 17 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 7 as described above.

Claim 18: Nicely 885 does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 8 as described above.

Claim 19: Nicely 885 does not disclose claim 19 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 10 as described above.

Claim 20: Nicely 885 does not disclose claim 20 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 9 as described above.

Claim 21:

Nicely 885 does not disclose claim 21(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims

1(d) and 11(b) as described above.

-152 -
Light & Wonder v. Evolution
Light & Wonder Exhibit 1010




© 00 ~N o o b~ o w NP

N NN N NN NN P PR R R R R R R,
~ o g A W N P O © N o oA~ W N Pk O

Nicely 885 does not disclose claim 21(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
1(e) and 11(c) as described above.

Nicely 885 does not disclose claim 21(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
1(f) and 11(c) as described above.

Claim 22: Nicely 885 does not disclose claim 22 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 2 and 12 as described above.

Claim 24: Nicely 885 does not disclose claim 24 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 4 and 14 as described above.

Claim 25: Nicely 885 does not disclose claim 25 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 5 and 15 as described above.

Claim 26: Nicely 885 does not disclose claim 26 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 6 and 11(a) as described above.

Claim 27: Nicely 885 does not disclose claim 27 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 7 and 17 as described above.

Claim 28: Nicely 885 does not disclose claim 28 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 8 and 18 as described above.

Claim 29: Nicely 885 does not disclose claim 29 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 9 and 20 as described above.

Claim 30: Nicely 885 does not disclose claim 30 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 10 and 19 as described above.

R. Exhibit A-18: Pececnik

Pececnik was cited during prosecution of the Asserted Patents. L&W mixes and matches
from different embodiments of Pececnik. L&W also ignores that the claims require certain
elements to be present for a single “spin of the roulette wheel.”

’014 Patent

Claim 1

Pececnik does not disclose 1(f) or 1(g). Pececnik discloses wagers generally, and separate
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“bonus” wagers. It does not disclose bet information corresponding to only a single position on a
roulette wheel.

Pececnik does not disclose 1(h). Pececnik can determine the outcome position of a ball. It
does not show making any determination that the ball and wheel have been spun.

Pececnik does not disclose 1(i). Pececnik does not show randomly selecting “a first
selected position on the roulette wheel” or doing so prior to the ball “falling into an outcome
position.”

Pececnik discloses randomly selecting different balls to use for a spin of the wheel. It states
that it can award increased payouts based if a bonus ball is chosen. Pececnik at 7:58-8:38. For
example, all of the payouts can be subject to a multiplier. 1d. at 15:23-67. Pececnik also shows
that a player can make additional wagers, and by doing so, can get a different payout table.
Pececnik also states that different awards can be made based on the results over multiple plays of
a game (e.g., spins of a wheel). The bonus is based on results from multiple spins, and therefore,
is not based on selecting a “selected number” “for the spin of the roulette wheel.”

Pececnik does not disclose 1(j). Pececnik does not show that different positions can have
different payouts within a single spin of the roulette wheel. All positions can be subject to the
same multiplier depending on the ball chosen or whether an additional type of wager has been
made.

Pececnik does not disclose 1(k). Pececnik does not disclose the “first single position” as
explained above.

Pececnik does not disclose 1(1). Pececnik does not disclose the “first payout” as explained
for 1(k) above.

Claim 2: Pececnik does not disclose a display that “indicates the first selected position.”
See claim 1(i), above.

Claim 3: Pececnik does not disclose a lightning visual effect, and L&W does not contend
that Pececnik discloses this element.

Claim 5: Pececnik does not disclose a “selected position” or a second “payout” for the
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same reasons it does not disclose 1(i) and 1(j) above.

Claim 6: Pececnik does not disclose this claim for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 1.

Claim 7: Pececnik does not disclose a “selected position,” and therefore, it does not
disclose highlighting such a position.

Claim 8: Pececnik does not disclose this element.

Claim 9:

Pececnik does not disclose 9(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(f) above.

Pececnik does not disclose 9(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(g) above.

Pececnik does not disclose 9(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(h) above.

Pececnik does not disclose 9(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(i) above.

Pececnik does not disclose 9(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(j) above.

Pececnik does not disclose 9(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(k) above.

Pececnik does not disclose 9(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(1) above.

Claim 10: Pececnik does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 2 as described above.

Claim 11: Pececnik does not disclose claim 11 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 3 as described above.

Claim 13: Pececnik does not disclose claim 13 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 5 as described above.

Claim 14: Pececnik does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 6 as described above.

Claim 15: Pececnik does not disclose claim 15 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 7 as described above.

Claim 16: Pececnik does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 8 as described above.

Claim 17:
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Pececnik does not disclose 17(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(f) and 9(c) as
described above.

Pececnik does not disclose 17(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(g) and 9(d) as
described above.

Pececnik does not disclose 17(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(h) and 9(e) as
described above.

Pececnik does not disclose 17(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(i) and 9(f) as
described above.

Pececnik does not disclose 17(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(j) and 9(g) as
described above.

Pececnik does not disclose 17(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(k) and 9(h) as
described above.

Pececnik does not disclose 17(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(I) and 9(i) as
described above.

Claim 18: Pececnik does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 2 and 10 as described above.

Claim 19: Pececnik does not disclose claim 19 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 3 and 11 as described above.

Claim 21: Pececnik does not disclose claim 21 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 5 and 13 as described above.

Claim 22: Pececnik does not disclose claim 22 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 6 and 14 as described above.

Claim 23: Pececnik does not disclose claim 23 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 7 and 15 as described above.

Claim 24: Pececnik does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 8 and 16 as described above.

’024 Patent
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Claim 1:

Pececnik does not disclose 1(d) and 1(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
1(d), 1(e), 1(f), and 1(g) of the 014 patent as described above.

Pececnik does not disclose 1(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(h) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Pececnik does not disclose 1(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(i) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Pececnik does not disclose 1(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(j) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Pececnik does not disclose 1(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(k) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Pececnik does not disclose 1(j) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(I) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Claim 2: Pececnik does not disclose determining that the roulette wheel has spun using
wheel sensors.

Claim 3: As with claim 2, Pececnik does not disclose a wheel sensor used to determine the
roulette wheel has been spun. Pececnik also does not disclose closing bets in response to such a
determination.

Claim 4: Pececnik does not disclose claim 4 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
2 of the ’014 patent as described above.

Claim 5: Pececnik does not disclose claim 5 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
3 of the ’014 patent as described above.

Claim 7: Pececnik does not disclose claim 7 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
5 of the ’014 patent as described above.

Claim 8:

Pececnik does not disclose 8(a) and 8(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims

9(c) and 9(d) of the 014 patent as described above.
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Pececnik does not disclose 8(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(e) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Pececnik does not disclose 8(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(f) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Pececnik does not disclose 8(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(g) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Pececnik does not disclose 8(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(h) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Pececnik does not disclose 8(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(i) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Claim 9: Pececnik does not disclose claim 9 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
2 as described above.

Claim 10: Pececnik does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 3 as described above.

Claim 11: Pececnik does not disclose claim 11 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 10 of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 12: Pececnik does not disclose claim 12 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 11 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 14: Pececnik does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 13 of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 15:

Pececnik does not disclose 15(a) and 15(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
17(c) and 17(d) of the *014 patent as described above.

Pececnik does not disclose 15(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(e) of
the 014 patent as described above.

Pececnik does not disclose 15(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(f) of

the 014 patent as described above.
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Pececnik does not disclose 15(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(g) of
the *014 patent as described above.

Pececnik does not disclose 15(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(h) of
the *014 patent as described above.

Pececnik does not disclose 15(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(i) of
the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 16: Pececnik does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 2 and 9 as described above.

Claim 17: Pececnik does not disclose claim 17 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 18 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 18: Pececnik does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 19 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 20: Pececnik does not disclose claim 20 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 21 of the 014 patent as described above.

’371 Patent

Claim 1:

Pececnik does not disclose 1(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(i), 1(j),
and 1(1) of the *014 patent as described above.

Pececnik does not disclose 1(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(k) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Pececnik does not disclose 1(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(i), 1(j),
and 1(1) of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 2: Pececnik does not disclose claim 2 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
2 of the ’014 patent as described above.

Claim 4: Pececnik does not disclose claim 4 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
5 of the ’014 patent as described above.

Claim 5: Pececnik does not disclose claim 5 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
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6 of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 6: Pececnik does not disclose claim 6 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
7 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 7: Pececnik does not disclose claim 7 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
8 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 8: L&W does not contend that Pececnik discloses this element.

Claim 9: L&W does not contend that Pececnik discloses this element.

Claim 10: Pececnik does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 1(f) of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 11:

Pececnik does not disclose claim 11(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(d)
as described above.

Pececnik does not disclose claim 11(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(e)
as described above.

Pececnik does not disclose claim 11(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(f)
as described above.

Claim 12: Pececnik does not disclose claim 12 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 2 as described above.

Claim 14: Pececnik does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 4 as described above.

Claim 15: Pececnik does not disclose claim 15 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 5 as described above.

Claim 16: Pececnik does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 6 as described above.

Claim 17: Pececnik does not disclose claim 17 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 7 as described above.

Claim 18: Pececnik does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose
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claim 8 as described above.

Claim 19: Pececnik does not disclose claim 19 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 10 as described above.

Claim 20: Pececnik does not disclose claim 20 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 9 as described above.

Claim 21:

Pececnik does not disclose claim 21(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(d)
and 11(b) as described above.

Pececnik does not disclose claim 21(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(e)
and 11(c) as described above.

Pececnik does not disclose claim 21(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(f)
and 11(c) as described above.

Claim 22: Pececnik does not disclose claim 22 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 2 and 12 as described above.

Claim 24: Pececnik does not disclose claim 24 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 4 and 14 as described above.

Claim 25: Pececnik does not disclose claim 25 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 5 and 15 as described above.

Claim 26: Pececnik does not disclose claim 26 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 6 and 11(a) as described above.

Claim 27: Pececnik does not disclose claim 27 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 7 and 17 as described above.

Claim 28: Pececnik does not disclose claim 28 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 8 and 18 as described above.

Claim 29: Pececnik does not disclose claim 29 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 9 and 20 as described above.

Claim 30: Pececnik does not disclose claim 30 for the same reasons it does not disclose
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claims 10 and 19 as described above.

S. Exhibit A-19: Raedt

Raedt describes a roulette game that does not have a GUI or player devices. Raedt
describes adding a “bonus game” with a “bonus prize” to roulette that is played after the roulette
game’s outcome has been determined. It does not meet the elements of any independent claim.

’014 Patent

Claim 1

Raedt does not disclose 1(d) or 1(e) because it does not disclose a GUI or a first and second
player device, and L&W does not contend that it does.

Raedt does not disclose 1(f) or 1(g). Raedt does not disclose a processor that receives bet
information. Raedt discloses wagers generally, but it does not disclose bet information
corresponding to a single position on the wheel.

Raedt does not disclose 1(h). Raedt does not determine that the ball and wheel have been
spun.

Raedt does not disclose 1(i). Raedt does not show randomly selecting “a first selected
position on the roulette wheel” or doing so prior to the ball “falling into an outcome position.”
L&W cites to Raedt’s “Bonus game.” In the Bonus game, Raedt can select a number from 1-38
and a player from 1-7, and offer a bonus prize to the selected player. Raedt shows that the Bonus
game is activated after the ball has landed on a number in the roulette wheel. Raedt at Fig. 2.
Therefore, Raedt’s bonus game does not occur “prior to the ball falling into an outcome position
on the roulette wheel.”

Raedt does not disclose 1(j). Raedt’s bonus game applies to just one player at a time, so
one player may have a higher payout than another. Raedt does not show that different positions
on the wheel have different payouts.

Raedt does not disclose 1(k). Raedt does not disclose a processor that has determined the
ball has fallen into a particular position on the roulette wheel.

Raedt does not disclose 1(1). Raedt does not disclose the “first payout” as described for
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claim 1(j) above.

Claim 2: Raedt does not disclose a display that “indicates the first selected position”
because Raedt does not disclose a “selected position.”

Claim 3: Raedt does not disclose a lightning visual effect, and L&W does not contend that
Raedt discloses this element.

Claim 5: Raedt does not disclose this element for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 1(i) and 1(j) above.

Claim 6: Raedt does not disclose a table that automatically spins the ball and wheel.

Claim 7: Raedt does not disclose this element, and L&W does not contend that it does.

Claim 8: Raedt does not disclose this element, and L&W does not contend that it does.

Claim 9:

Raedt does not disclose 9(a) and 9(b), and L&W does not contend that it does.

Raedt does not disclose 9(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(f) above.

Raedt does not disclose 9(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(g) above.

Raedt does not disclose 9(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(h) above.

Raedt does not disclose 9(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(i) above.

Raedt does not disclose 9(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(j) above.

Raedt does not disclose 9(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(k) above.

Raedt does not disclose 9(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(l) above.

Claim 10: Raedt does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
2 as described above.

Claim 11: Raedt does not disclose claim 11 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
3 as described above.

Claim 13: Raedt does not disclose claim 13 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
5 as described above.

Claim 14: Raedt does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim

6 as described above.
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Claim 15: Raedt does not disclose claim 15, and L&W does not contend that it does.

Claim 16: Raedt does not disclose claim 16, and L&W does not contend that it does.

Claim 17:

Raedt does not disclose 17(a) and 17(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(d), 1(e),
9(a), and 9(b) as described above.

Raedt does not disclose 17(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(f) and 9(c) as
described above.

Raedt does not disclose 17(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(g) and 9(d) as
described above.

Raedt does not disclose 17(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(h) and 9(e) as
described above.

Raedt does not disclose 17(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(i) and 9(f) as
described above.

Raedt does not disclose 17(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(j) and 9(g) as
described above.

Raedt does not disclose 17(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(k) and 9(h) as
described above.

Raedt does not disclose 17(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(I) and 9(i) as
described above.

Claim 18: Raedt does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
2 and 10 as described above.

Claim 19: Raedt does not disclose claim 19 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
3 and 11 as described above.

Claim 21: Raedt does not disclose claim 21 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
5 and 13 as described above.

Claim 22: Raedt does not disclose claim 22 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims

6 and 14 as described above.
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Claim 23: Raedt does not disclose claim 23 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
7 and 15 as described above.

Claim 24: Raedt does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
8 and 16 as described above.

’024 Patent

Claim 1:

Raedt does not disclose 1(d) and 1(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(d),
1(e), 1(f), and 1(g) of the *014 patent as described above.

Raedt does not disclose 1(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(h) of the 014
patent as described above.

Raedt does not disclose 1(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(i) of the *014
patent as described above.

Raedt does not disclose 1(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(j) of the 014
patent as described above.

Raedt does not disclose 1(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(k) of the ’014
patent as described above.

Raedt does not disclose 1(j) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(1) of the 014
patent as described above.

Claim 2: Raedt does not disclose determining that the roulette wheel has spun using wheel
sensors.

Claim 3: As with claim 2, Raedt does not disclose a wheel sensor used to determine the
roulette wheel has been spun. Raedt also does not disclose closing bets in response to such a
determination.

Claim 4: Raedt does not disclose claim 4 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 2
of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 5: Raedt does not disclose claim 5 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 3

of the 014 patent as described above.
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Claim 7: Raedt does not disclose claim 7 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 5
of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 8:

Raedt does not disclose 8(a) and 8(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 9(a),
9(b), 9(c), and 9(d) of the *014 patent as described above.

Raedt does not disclose 8(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(e) of the 014
patent as described above.

Raedt does not disclose 8(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(f) of the 014
patent as described above.

Raedt does not disclose 8(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(g) of the 014
patent as described above.

Raedt does not disclose 8(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(h) of the 014
patent as described above.

Raedt does not disclose 8(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(i) of the 014
patent as described above.

Claim 9: Raedt does not disclose claim 9 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 2
as described above.

Claim 10: Raedt does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
3 as described above.

Claim 11: Raedt does not disclose claim 11 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
10 of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 12: Raedt does not disclose claim 12 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
11 of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 14: Raedt does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
13 of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 15:

Raedt does not disclose 15(a) and 15(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
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17(a), 17(b), 17(c), and 17(d) of the 014 patent as described above.

Raedt does not disclose 15(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(e) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Raedt does not disclose 15(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(f) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Raedt does not disclose 15(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(g) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Raedt does not disclose 15(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(h) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Raedt does not disclose 15(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(i) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Claim 16: Raedt does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
2 and 9 as described above.

Claim 17: Raedt does not disclose claim 17 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
18 of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 18: Raedt does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
19 of the ’014 patent as described above.

Claim 20: Raedt does not disclose claim 20 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
21 of the ’014 patent as described above.

’371 Patent

Claim 1:

Raedt does not disclose 1(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(i), 1(j), and
1(1) of the ’014 patent as described above.

Raedt does not disclose 1(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(k) of the 014
patent as described above.

Raedt does not disclose 1(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(i), 1(j), and

1(1) of the ’014 patent as described above.
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Claim 2: Raedt does not disclose claim 2 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 2
of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 4: Raedt does not disclose claim 4 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 5
of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 5: Raedt does not disclose claim 5 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 6
of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 6: Raedt does not disclose claim 6 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
1(d), 1(e), and 7 of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 7: Raedt does not disclose claim 7 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 8
of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 8: L&W does not contend that Raedt discloses this element.

Claim 9: L&W does not contend that Raedt discloses this element.

Claim 10: Raedt does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
1(f) of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 11:

Raedt does not disclose claim 11(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 6 as
described above.

Raedt does not disclose claim 11(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(d) as
described above.

Raedt does not disclose claim 11(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(e) as
described above.

Raedt does not disclose claim 11(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(f) as
described above.

Claim 12: Raedt does not disclose claim 12 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
2 as described above.

Claim 14: Raedt does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim

4 as described above.
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Claim 15: Raedt does not disclose claim 15 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
5 as described above.

Claim 16: Raedt does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
6 as described above.

Claim 17: Raedt does not disclose claim 17 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
7 as described above.

Claim 18: Raedt does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
8 as described above.

Claim 19: Raedt does not disclose claim 19 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
10 as described above.

Claim 20: Raedt does not disclose claim 20 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
9 as described above.

Claim 21:

Raedt does not disclose claim 21(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(d)
and 11(b) as described above.

Raedt does not disclose claim 21(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(e)
and 11(c) as described above.

Raedt does not disclose claim 21(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(f)
and 11(c) as described above.

Claim 22: Raedt does not disclose claim 22 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
2 and 12 as described above.

Claim 24: Raedt does not disclose claim 24 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
4 and 14 as described above.

Claim 25: Raedt does not disclose claim 25 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
5 and 15 as described above.

Claim 26: Raedt does not disclose claim 26 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims

6 and 11(a) as described above.
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Claim 27: Raedt does not disclose claim 27 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
7 and 17 as described above.

Claim 28: Raedt does not disclose claim 28 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
8 and 18 as described above.

Claim 29: Raedt does not disclose claim 29 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
9 and 20 as described above.

Claim 30: Raedt does not disclose claim 30 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
10 and 19 as described above.

T. Exhibit A-20: Sokolov

L&W mixes and matches from different embodiments of Sokolov. For example, while
some embodiments include a physical wheel and physical ball, others are entirely digital/virtual.

’014 Patent

Claim 1

Sokolov does not disclose 1(a) or 1(b). Sokolov discloses a physical wheel with playing
card indicia on it, but it does not disclose a physical roulette wheel. In some embodiments, it does
not disclose a physical wheel or ball.

Sokolov does not disclose 1(f) or 1(g). Sokolov discloses wagering and various types of
bets. It does not, however, disclose bet information corresponding to only “a single... position on
the roulette wheel.”

Sokolov does not disclose 1(h). Sokolov does not determine that the ball and wheel have

99 ¢

been spun. Sokolov states that a computer “preferably” “monitors” game outcomes, not that it
monitors whether the ball and wheel have been spun.

Sokolov does not disclose 1(1). Sokolov does not show randomly selecting ““a first selected
position on the roulette wheel” or doing so prior to the ball “falling into an outcome position.”
Sokolov shows that a ball will land in a pocket on the wheel after being spun to determine an
outcome.

Sokolov does not disclose 1(j). The cited passages of Sokolov do not disclose any payouts,
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and Sokolov does not disclose determining different payouts for different positions on a wheel.

2% ¢¢

Sokolov does not disclose 1(k). Sokolov states that a computer “preferably” “monitors”
game outcomes, not that it can determine whether a ball has fallen into a particular pocket.
Sokolov does not disclose the “selected position” as described above.

Sokolov does not disclose 1(I). The cited passages of Sokolov do not describe providing
any indication concerning payouts. Sokolov does not disclose the first “payout” as described
above.

Claim 2: Sokolov does not disclose a display that “indicates the first selected position.”

Claim 3: Sokolov does not disclose a lightning visual effect.

Claim 5: Sokolov does not disclose this element. Sokolov does not disclose a second
“selected position” or a second “payout” for the same reasons as claims 1(i) and 1(j) above.

Claim 6: Sokolov does not disclose this element, and L&W does not contend that it does.

Claim 7: Sokolov does not disclose this element. Sokolov does not disclose a GUI that
provides a roulette board. Nor does Sokolov disclose highlighting a “selected position.”

Claim 8: Sokolov does not disclose this element, and L&W does not contend that it does.

Claim 9:

Sokolov does not disclose 9(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(f) above.

Sokolov does not disclose 9(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(g) above.

Sokolov does not disclose 9(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(h) above.

Sokolov does not disclose 9(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(i) above.

Sokolov does not disclose 9(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(j) above.

Sokolov does not disclose 9(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(k) above.

Sokolov does not disclose 9(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(l) above.

Claim 10: Sokolov does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 2 as described above.

Claim 11: Sokolov does not disclose claim 11 for the same reasons it does not disclose

claim 3 as described above.
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Claim 13: Sokolov does not disclose claim 13 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 5 as described above.

Claim 14: Sokolov does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 6 as described above.

Claim 15: Sokolov does not disclose claim 15 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 7 as described above.

Claim 16: Sokolov does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 8 as described above.

Claim 17:

Sokolov does not disclose 17(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(f) and 9(c) as
described above.

Sokolov does not disclose 17(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(g) and 9(d) as
described above.

Sokolov does not disclose 17(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(h) and 9(e) as
described above.

Sokolov does not disclose 17(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(i) and 9(f) as
described above.

Sokolov does not disclose 17(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(j) and 9(g) as
described above.

Sokolov does not disclose 17(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(k) and 9(h) as
described above.

Sokolov does not disclose 17(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(I) and 9(i) as
described above.

Claim 18: Sokolov does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 2 and 10 as described above.

Claim 19: Sokolov does not disclose claim 19 for the same reasons it does not disclose

claims 3 and 11 as described above.
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Claim 21: Sokolov does not disclose claim 21 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 5 and 13 as described above.

Claim 22: Sokolov does not disclose claim 22 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 6 and 14 as described above.

Claim 23: Sokolov does not disclose claim 23 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 7 and 15 as described above.

Claim 24: Sokolov does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 8 and 16 as described above.

’024 Patent

Claim 1:

Sokolov does not disclose 1(a) and 1(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
1(a) and 1(b) of the *014 patent as described above.

Sokolov does not disclose 1(d) and 1(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
1(f) and 1(g) of the 014 patent as described above.

Sokolov does not disclose 1(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(h) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Sokolov does not disclose 1(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(i) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Sokolov does not disclose 1(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(j) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Sokolov does not disclose 1(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(k) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Sokolov does not disclose 1(j) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(l) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Claim 2: Sokolov does not disclose determining that the roulette wheel has spun using
wheel sensors.

Claim 3: As with claim 2, Sokolov does not disclose a wheel sensor used to determine the
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roulette wheel has been spun. Sokolov also does not disclose closing bets in response to such a
determination.

Claim 4: Sokolov does not disclose claim 4 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
2 of the ’014 patent as described above.

Claim 5: Sokolov does not disclose claim 5 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
3 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 7: Sokolov does not disclose claim 7 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
5 of the "014 patent as described above.

Claim 8:

Sokolov does not disclose 8(a) and 8(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
9(c) and 9(d) of the *014 patent as described above.

Sokolov does not disclose 8(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(e) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Sokolov does not disclose 8(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(f) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Sokolov does not disclose 8(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(g) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Sokolov does not disclose 8(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(h) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Sokolov does not disclose 8(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(i) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Claim 9: Sokolov does not disclose claim 9 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
2 as described above.

Claim 10: Sokolov does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 3 as described above.

Claim 11: Sokolov does not disclose claim 11 for the same reasons it does not disclose

claim 10 of the *014 patent as described above.
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Claim 12: Sokolov does not disclose claim 12 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 11 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 14: Sokolov does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 13 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 15:

Sokolov does not disclose 15(a) and 15(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
17(c) and 17(d) of the 014 patent as described above.

Sokolov does not disclose 15(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(e) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Sokolov does not disclose 15(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(f) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Sokolov does not disclose 15(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(g) of
the 014 patent as described above.

Sokolov does not disclose 15(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(h) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Sokolov does not disclose 15(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(i) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Claim 16: Sokolov does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 2 and 9 as described above.

Claim 17: Sokolov does not disclose claim 17 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 18 of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 18: Sokolov does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 19 of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 20: Sokolov does not disclose claim 20 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 21 of the *014 patent as described above.

’371 Patent

Claim 1;
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Sokolov does not disclose 1(a) and 1(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
I(a) and 1(b) of the *014 patent as described above.

Sokolov does not disclose 1(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(i), 1(j),
and 1(1) of the *014 patent as described above.

Sokolov does not disclose 1(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(k) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Sokolov does not disclose 1(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(i), 1(j),
and 1(1) of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 2: Sokolov does not disclose claim 2 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
2 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 4: Sokolov does not disclose claim 4 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
5 of the "014 patent as described above.

Claim 5: Sokolov does not disclose claim 5 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
6 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 6: Sokolov does not disclose claim 6 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
1(d), 1(e), and 7 of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 7: Sokolov does not disclose claim 7 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
8 of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 8: L&W does not contend that Sokolov discloses this element.

Claim 9: L&W does not contend that Sokolov discloses this element.

Claim 10: Sokolov does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 1(f) of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 11:

Sokolov does not disclose claim 11(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 6 as
described above.

Sokolov does not disclose claim 11(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(d)

as described above.
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Sokolov does not disclose claim 11(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(e)
as described above.

Sokolov does not disclose claim 11(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(f)
as described above.

Claim 12: Sokolov does not disclose claim 12 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 2 as described above.

Claim 14: Sokolov does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 4 as described above.

Claim 15: Sokolov does not disclose claim 15 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 5 as described above.

Claim 16: Sokolov does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 6 as described above.

Claim 17: Sokolov does not disclose claim 17 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 7 as described above.

Claim 18: Sokolov does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 8 as described above.

Claim 19: Sokolov does not disclose claim 19 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 10 as described above.

Claim 20: Sokolov does not disclose claim 20 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 9 as described above.

Claim 21:

Sokolov does not disclose claim 21(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(d)
and 11(b) as described above.

Sokolov does not disclose claim 21(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(e)
and 11(c) as described above.

Sokolov does not disclose claim 21(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(f)

and 11(c) as described above.
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Claim 22: Sokolov does not disclose claim 22 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 2 and 12 as described above.

Claim 24: Sokolov does not disclose claim 24 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 4 and 14 as described above.

Claim 25: Sokolov does not disclose claim 25 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 5 and 15 as described above.

Claim 26: Sokolov does not disclose claim 26 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 6 and 11(a) as described above.

Claim 27: Sokolov does not disclose claim 27 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 7 and 17 as described above.

Claim 28: Sokolov does not disclose claim 28 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 8 and 18 as described above.

Claim 29: Sokolov does not disclose claim 29 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 9 and 20 as described above.

Claim 30: Sokolov does not disclose claim 30 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 10 and 19 as described above.

U. Exhibit A-21: Thibault

Thibault describes a game system and method that use a wheel that is not a conventional
roulette wheel and multiple balls. Thibault also describes randomly selecting game outcomes (i.e.,
where the balls will land) for each game round, and not randomly selecting position(s) on a roulette
wheel that may receive a higher payout. L&W mixes and matches from different embodiments
and fails to show that Thibault discloses a system or method with each of the elements it cites.

’014 Patent

Claim 1

Thibault does not disclose 1(a) because it does not disclose a roulette wheel. Thibault
discloses a wheel that has no more than 25 sections, each corresponding to different items in a

theme (e.g., Zodiac signs), not a standard single zero or double zero roulette wheel.
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Thibault does not disclose 1(c) because it does not disclose a processor.

Thibault does not disclose 1(d) or 1(e) because it does not disclose a processor that
generates GUIs for presentation on player devices.

Thibault does not disclose 1(f) or 1(g). Thibault does not disclose a roulette wheel, and
thus does not disclose receiving bet information “on a spin of the roulette wheel” or bet information
corresponding to positions “on the roulette wheel.” Moreover, Thibault does not disclose a
processor that receives bet information.

Thibault does not disclose 1(h), and L&W does not contend that it does.

Thibault does not disclose 1(i). Thibault does not disclose a roulette wheel, and thus does
not disclose randomly selecting positions “on the roulette wheel for the spin of the roulette wheel”
or a ball falling into an outcome position “on the roulette wheel.” Further, Thibault does not
disclose randomly selecting “a first selected position on the roulette wheel” that may receive an
increased payout. The cited random selection of Thibault is the random selection of outcome
positions (i.e., where each ball will land), not the random selection of positions that may receive
an increased payout. Lastly, Thibault does not disclose a processor that performs the random
selection.

Thibault does not disclose 1(j). Thibault does not disclose a roulette wheel, and thus does
not disclose determining payouts “for the spin of the roulette wheel.” Additionally, Thibault does
not disclose a first single position that has a higher payout if the ball lands in that position than the
payout for a second single position, because that first single position is the same position as the
randomly selected position. Thibault discloses randomly selecting outcome positions for the balls
(i.e., where the balls will land), not positions that will receive increased payouts, therefore, if a
single first position is the same as the first selected position, the payout is not an increased or
higher payout than the single second position’s payout. Finally, Thibault does not disclose a
processor that determines payouts.

Thibault does not disclose 1(k). Thibault does not disclose a roulette wheel, and thus does

not disclose determining the ball has fallen into a position “for the spin of the roulette wheel.”
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Moreover, Thibault does not disclose a processor that makes this determination.

Thibault does not disclose 1(I). Thibault does not disclose a roulette wheel, and thus does
not disclose indicating payouts “for the spin of the roulette wheel.” Further, Thibault does not
disclose a processor that indicates whether a player should be paid and at what payout.

Claim 2: Thibault does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Thibault does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim because it does not include a roulette wheel, and thus does not disclose a display
“adjacent to the roulette wheel.”

Claim 3: Thibault does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 2 on which it depends. In addition, Thibault does not disclose the additional requirement of
a lightning visual effect, or a processor that causes such lightning visual effect to be presented in
connection with indicating the first selected position. The cited “light beam™ of Thibault is not a
lightning visual effect, and it merely indicates when a bet is received from player device and when
a player device wins, not what the first selected position is.

Claim 5: Thibault does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Thibault does not disclose a roulette wheel, and thus
does not disclose the additional requirement of randomly selecting positions “on the roulette
wheel.” Further, Thibault does not disclose randomly selecting “a second selected position on the
roulette wheel” that may receive an increased payout. The cited random selection of Thibault is
the random selection of outcome positions (i.e., where each ball will land), not the random
selection of positions that may receive an increased payout. Lastly, Thibault does not disclose a
processor that performs the random selection.

Claim 6: Thibault does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Thibault does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that it does.

Claim 7: Thibault does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate

claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Thibault does not disclose the additional requirement of
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a roulette board displayed on a GUI. Additionally, Thibault does not disclose highlighting the first
selected position on a GUIL. The cited disclosure of Thibault is a “light beam” merely indicates
when a bet is received from player device and when a player device wins not what the first selected
position is.

Claim 8: Thibault does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Thibault does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that it does.

Claim 9:

Thibault does not disclose 9(a) and 9(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(d) and
1(e) as described above.

Thibault does not disclose 9(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(f) above.

Thibault does not disclose 9(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(g) above.

Thibault does not disclose 9(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(h) above.

Thibault does not disclose 9(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(i) above.

Thibault does not disclose 9(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(j) above.

Thibault does not disclose 9(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(k) above.

Thibault does not disclose 9(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(1) above.

Claim 10: Thibault does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 9 on which it depends. In addition, Thibault does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 2 as described above.

Claim 11: Thibault does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 10 on which it depends. In addition, Thibault does not disclose the additional requirement
of claim 11 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 3 as described above.

Claim 13: Thibault does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 9 on which it depends. In addition, Thibault does not disclose the additional requirement of
claim 13 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 5 as described above.

Claim 14: Thibault does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
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claim 9 on which it depends. In addition, Thibault does not disclose the additional requirement of
claim 14 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 6 as described above.

Claim 15: Thibault does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 9 on which it depends. In addition, Thibault does not disclose the additional requirement of
claim 15 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 7 as described above.

Claim 16: Thibault does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 9 on which it depends. In addition, Thibault does not disclose the additional requirement of
claim 16 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 8 as described above.

Claim 17:

To the extent 17(pre) is limiting, Thibault does not disclose 17(pre) at least because none
of the cited portions disclose or teach any “non-transitory computer-readable medium containing
computer executable instructions” that are “executed by at least one processor” to perform the
claimed method.

Thibault does not disclose 17(a) and 17(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(d),
1(e), 9(a), and 9(b) as described above.

Thibault does not disclose 17(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(f) and 9(c) as
described above.

Thibault does not disclose 17(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(g) and 9(d) as
described above.

Thibault does not disclose 17(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(h) and 9(e) as
described above.

Thibault does not disclose 17(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(i) and 9(f) as
described above.

Thibault does not disclose 17(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(j) and 9(g) as
described above.

Thibault does not disclose 17(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(k) and 9(h) as

described above.
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Thibault does not disclose 17(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(l) and 9(i) as
described above.

Claim 18: Thibault does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Thibault does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 2 and 10 as described above.

Claim 19: Thibault does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 18 on which it depends. In addition, Thibault does not disclose claim 19 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 3 and 11 as described above.

Claim 21: Thibault does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Thibault does not disclose claim 21 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 5 and 13 as described above.

Claim 22: Thibault does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Thibault does not disclose claim 22 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 6 and 14 as described above.

Claim 23: Thibault does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Thibault does not disclose claim 23 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 7 and 15 as described above.

Claim 24: Thibault does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Thibault does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 8 and 16 as described above.

’024 Patent

Claim 1:

Thibault does not disclose 1(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(a) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Thibault does not disclose 1(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(c) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Thibault does not disclose 1(d) and 1(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
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1(d), 1(e), 1(f), and 1(g) of the 014 patent as described above.

Thibault does not disclose 1(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(h) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Thibault does not disclose 1(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(i) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Thibault does not disclose 1(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(j) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Thibault does not disclose 1(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(k) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Thibault does not disclose 1(j) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(l) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Claim 2: Thibault does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Thibault does not disclose a wheel sensor coupled to a
processor, or a processor that determines a roulette wheel has been spun using such wheel sensor,
and L&W does not contend that it does.

Claim 3: Thibault does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Thibault does not disclose a processor that determines
the roulette wheel and ball have been spun or that closes bets in response to such a determination,
and L&W does not contend that it does.

Claim 4: Thibault does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Thibault does not disclose claim 4 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 2 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 5: Thibault does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 4 on which it depends. In addition, Thibault does not disclose claim 5 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 3 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 7: Thibault does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate

claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Thibault does not disclose claim 7 for the same reasons
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it does not disclose claim 5 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 8:

Thibault does not disclose 8(a) and 8(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
9(a), 9(b), 9(c), and 9(d) of the 014 patent as described above.

Thibault does not disclose 8(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(e) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Thibault does not disclose 8(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(f) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Thibault does not disclose 8(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(g) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Thibault does not disclose 8(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(h) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Thibault does not disclose 8(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(i) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Claim 9: Thibault does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 8 on which it depends. In addition, Thibault does not disclose claim 9 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 2 as described above.

Claim 10: Thibault does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 8 on which it depends. In addition, Thibault does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 3 as described above.

Claim 11: Thibault does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 8 on which it depends. In addition, Thibault does not disclose claim 11 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 10 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 12: Thibault does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Thibault does not disclose claim 12 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 11 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 14: Thibault does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
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claim 8 on which it depends. In addition, Thibault does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 13 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 15:

To the extent 15(pre) is limiting, Thibault does not disclose 15(pre) for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 17(pre) of the *014 patent as described above.

Thibault does not disclose 15(a) and 15(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
17(a), 17(b), 17(c), and 17(d) of the 014 patent as described above.

Thibault does not disclose 15(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(e) of
the 014 patent as described above.

Thibault does not disclose 15(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(f) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Thibault does not disclose 15(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(g) of
the 014 patent as described above.

Thibault does not disclose 15(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(h) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Thibault does not disclose 15(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(i) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Claim 16: Thibault does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 15 on which it depends. In addition, Thibault does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 2 and 9 as described above.

Claim 17: Thibault does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 15 on which it depends. In addition, Thibault does not disclose claim 17 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 18 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 18: Thibault does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Thibault does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 19 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 20: Thibault does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
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claim 15 on which it depends. In addition, Thibault does not disclose claim 20 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 21 of the 014 patent as described above.

’371 Patent

Claim 1:

Thibault does not disclose 1(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(a) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Thibault does not disclose 1(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(c) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Thibault does not disclose 1(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(i), 1(j),
and 1(1) of the 014 patent as described above.

Thibault does not disclose 1(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(k) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Thibault does not disclose 1(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(i), 1(j),
and 1(1) of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 2: Thibault does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Thibault does not disclose claim 2 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 2 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 4: Thibault does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Thibault does not disclose claim 4 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 5 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 5: Thibault does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Thibault does not disclose claim 5 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 6 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 6: Thibault does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Thibault does not disclose claim 6 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 1(d), 1(¢), and 7 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 7: Thibault does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
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claim 6 on which it depends. In addition, Thibault does not disclose claim 7 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 8 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 8: Thibault does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 6 on which it depends. In addition, Thibault does not disclose an increased payout of 49:1,
and L&W does not contend that it does.

Claim 9: Thibault does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 2 on which it depends. In addition, Thibault does not disclose a 29:1 payout, and L&W does
not contend that it does.

Claim 10: Thibault does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 2 on which it depends. In addition, Thibault does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 1(f) of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 11:

Thibault does not disclose claim 11(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 6 as
described above.

Thibault does not disclose claim 11(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(d)
as described above.

Thibault does not disclose claim 11(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(e)
as described above.

Thibault does not disclose claim 11(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(f)
as described above.

Claim 12: Thibault does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Thibault does not disclose claim 12 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 2 as described above.

Claim 14: Thibault does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Thibault does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 4 as described above.

Claim 15: Thibault does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
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claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Thibault does not disclose claim 15 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 5 as described above.

Claim 16: Thibault does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Thibault does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 6 as described above.

Claim 17: Thibault does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 16 on which it depends. In addition, Thibault does not disclose claim 17 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 7 as described above.

Claim 18: Thibault does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Thibault does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 8 as described above.

Claim 19: Thibault does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Thibault does not disclose claim 19 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 10 as described above.

Claim 20: Thibault does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 18 on which it depends. In addition, Thibault does not disclose claim 20 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 9 as described above.

Claim 21:

To the extent 21(pre) is limiting, Thibault does not disclose 21(pre) for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 17(pre) of the 014 patent as described above.

Thibault does not disclose claim 21(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(d)
and 11(b) as described above.

Thibault does not disclose claim 21(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(e)
and 11(c) as described above.

Thibault does not disclose claim 21(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(f)
and 11(c) as described above.

Claim 22: Thibault does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
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claim 21 on which it depends. In addition, Thibault does not disclose claim 22 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 2 and 12 as described above.

Claim 24: Thibault does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 21 on which it depends. In addition, Thibault does not disclose claim 24 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 4 and 14 as described above.

Claim 25: Thibault does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 21 on which it depends. In addition, Thibault does not disclose claim 25 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 5 and 15 as described above.

Claim 26: Thibault does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 21 on which it depends. In addition, Thibault does not disclose claim 26 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 6 and 11(a) as described above.

Claim 27: Thibault does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 26 on which it depends. In addition, Thibault does not disclose claim 27 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 7 and 17 as described above.

Claim 28: Thibault does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 21 on which it depends. In addition, Thibault does not disclose claim 28 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 8 and 18 as described above.

Claim 29: Thibault does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 28 on which it depends. In addition, Thibault does not disclose claim 29 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 9 and 20 as described above.

Claim 30: Thibault does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 21 on which it depends. In addition, Thibault does not disclose claim 30 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 10 and 19 as described above.

V. Exhibit A-22: Orselli

Orselli describes a conventional physical roulette wheel and table operated by a live
croupier. Orselli does not disclose a processor, GUIs, or player devices, among other things. L&W

fails to show that Orselli discloses a system or method with each of the elements it cites.
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’014 Patent

Claim 1

Orselli does not disclose 1(c) because it does not include a processor.

Orselli does not disclose 1(d) or 1(e) because it does not disclose a GUI or a first and second
player device. Orselli discloses a display that can show the number chosen by a random number
generator for a given spin of the roulette wheel, not a GUI that players can interact with or any
“player device[s]” that present a GUI.

Orselli does not disclose 1(f) or 1(g) because it does not disclose a GUI or a processor
receiving bet information. Orselli discloses placing bets on a physical roulette table and with a
dealer, not a processor that receives “[first/second] bet information for a [first/second] bet on a
spin of the roulette wheel via the [first/second] graphical user interface.”

Orselli does not disclose 1(h). Orselli does not disclose a processor that determines the
roulette wheel and ball have been spun.

Orselli does not disclose 1(i). The cited random number generator “is stopped” and a
selected number displayed “[a]fter a predetermined period of time, e.g., as determined by a clock
or when the ball is trapped in a pocket 136 of the roulette wheel 130 to select the winning roulette
number.” Orselli does not disclose randomly selecting a first position “prior to” the ball falling
into an outcome position on the roulette wheel. Moreover, Orselli does not disclose a processor
that performs this action.

Orselli does not disclose 1(j). Orselli does not disclose a processor that determines payouts.
In addition, L&W cites to a payout made on an optional “side bet,” not the payout for the
“conventional roulette bet” the player must make. The side bet payout thus is not for the “first
single position.” Orselli also states that the side bets are all paid out at “predetermined odds,” and
therefore, there is no difference in the payouts between side bets on different numbers.

Orselli does not disclose 1(k). Orselli does not disclose a processor that determines where
the ball has fallen.

Orselli does not disclose 1(1). Orselli does not disclose indicating whether a player should
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be paid and at what payout. Further, Orselli does not disclose a processor that makes these
indications.

Claim 3: Orselli does not disclose a lightning visual effect or a processor that causes such
lightning visual effect to be presented, and L&W does not contend that it does.

Claim 5: Orselli does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Orselli does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim. The cited random number generator only selects one number per spin of the roulette
wheel, and thus Orselli does not disclose “randomly selecting a second position on the roulette
wheel.” Orselli therefore also does not disclose “a payout for the second selected position that is
different than the payout for the single first position.” Moreover, Orselli does not disclose a
processor that selects positions on the roulette wheel or that determines payouts for different
positions on the roulette wheel.

Claim 6: Orselli does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Orselli does not disclose a processor that causes the ball
and wheel to automatically spin. Orselli instead discloses that a “croupier introduces a ball into
the bowl 122 of the roulette wheel ... and typically gives the ball a tangential velocity in a direction
opposite to the spinning roulette wheel 130.”

Claim 7: Orselli does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Orselli does not disclose the additional requirements of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that it does.

Claim 8: Orselli does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Orselli does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that it does.

Claim 9:

Orselli does not disclose 9(a) and 9(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(d) and
1(e) as described above.

Orselli does not disclose 9(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(f) above.
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Orselli does not disclose 9(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(g) above.

Orselli does not disclose 9(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(h) above.

Orselli does not disclose 9(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(i) above.

Orselli does not disclose 9(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(j) above.

Orselli does not disclose 9(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(k) above.

Orselli does not disclose 9(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(I) above.

Claim 11: Orselli does not disclose claim 11 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
3 as described above.

Claim 13: Orselli does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 9 on which it depends. In addition, Orselli does not disclose claim 13 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 5 as described above.

Claim 14: Orselli does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 9 on which it depends. In addition, Orselli does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 6 as described above.

Claim 15: Orselli does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 9 on which it depends. In addition, Orselli does not disclose claim 15 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 7 as described above.

Claim 16: Orselli does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 9 on which it depends. In addition, Orselli does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 8 as described above.

Claim 17:

To the extent 17(pre) is limiting, Orselli does not disclose 17(pre) at least because none of
the cited portions disclose or teach any “non-transitory computer-readable medium,” let alone one
“containing computer executable instructions” that are “executed by at least one processor” to
perform the claimed method.

Orselli does not disclose 17(a) and 17(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(d),

1(e), 9(a), and 9(b) as described above.
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Orselli does not disclose 17(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(f) and 9(c) as
described above.

Orselli does not disclose 17(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(g) and 9(d) as
described above.

Orselli does not disclose 17(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(h) and 9(e) as
described above.

Orselli does not disclose 17(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(i) and 9(f) as
described above.

Orselli does not disclose 17(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(j) and 9(g) as
described above.

Orselli does not disclose 17(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(k) and 9(h) as
described above.

Orselli does not disclose 17(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(l) and 9(i) as
described above.

Claim 19: Orselli does not disclose claim 19 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
3 and 11 as described above.

Claim 21: Orselli does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Orselli does not disclose claim 21 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 5 and 13 as described above.

Claim 22: Orselli does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Orselli does not disclose claim 22 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 6 and 14 as described above.

Claim 23: Orselli does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Orselli does not disclose claim 23 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 7 and 15 as described above.

Claim 24: Orselli does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate

claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Orselli does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons
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it does not disclose claims 8 and 16 as described above.

’024 Patent

Claim 1:

Orselli does not disclose 1(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(c) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Orselli does not disclose 1(d) and 1(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(d),
1(e), 1(f), and 1(g) of the *014 patent as described above.

Orselli does not disclose 1(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(h) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Orselli does not disclose 1(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(i) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Orselli does not disclose 1(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(j) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Orselli does not disclose 1(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(k) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Orselli does not disclose 1(j) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(1) of the 014
patent as described above.

Claim 2: Orselli does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Orselli does not disclose a wheel sensor coupled to a
processor, or a processor that determines a roulette wheel has been spun using such wheel sensor,
and L&W does not contend that it does.

Claim 3: Orselli does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Orselli does not disclose a processor that determines the
roulette wheel and ball have been spun or that closes bets in response to such a determination, and
L&W does not contend that it does.

Claim 5: Orselli does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate

claim 4 on which it depends. In addition, Orselli does not disclose claim 5 for the same reasons it
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does not disclose claim 3 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 7: Orselli does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Orselli does not disclose claim 7 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 5 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 8:

Orselli does not disclose 8(a) and 8(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 9(a),
9(b), 9(c), and 9(d) of the *014 patent as described above.

Orselli does not disclose 8(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(e) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Orselli does not disclose 8(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(f) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Orselli does not disclose 8(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(g) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Orselli does not disclose 8(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(h) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Orselli does not disclose 8(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(i) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Claim 9: Orselli does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 8 on which it depends. In addition, Orselli does not disclose claim 9 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 2 as described above.

Claim 10: Orselli does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 8 on which it depends. In addition, Orselli does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 3 as described above.

Claim 12: Orselli does not disclose claim 12 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
11 of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 14: Orselli does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate

claim 8 on which it depends. In addition, Orselli does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons
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it does not disclose claim 13 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 15:

To the extent 15(pre) is limiting, Orselli does not disclose 15(pre) for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 17(pre) of the *014 patent as described above.

Orselli does not disclose 15(a) and 15(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
17(a), 17(b), 17(c), and 17(d) of the 014 patent as described above.

Orselli does not disclose 15(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(e) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Orselli does not disclose 15(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(f) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Orselli does not disclose 15(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(g) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Orselli does not disclose 15(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(h) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Orselli does not disclose 15(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(i) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Claim 16: Orselli does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 15 on which it depends. In addition, Orselli does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 2 and 9 as described above.

Claim 18: Orselli does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
19 of the ’014 patent as described above.

Claim 20: Orselli does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Orselli does not disclose claim 20 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 21 of the 014 patent as described above.

’371 Patent

Claim 1:

Orselli does not disclose 1(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(c) of the
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’014 patent as described above.

Orselli does not disclose 1(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(i), 1(j), and
1(1) of the *014 patent as described above.

Orselli does not disclose 1(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(k) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Orselli does not disclose 1(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(i), 1(j), and
1(1) of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 4: Orselli does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Orselli does not disclose claim 4 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 5 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 5: Orselli does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Orselli does not disclose claim 5 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 6 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 6: Orselli does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Orselli does not disclose claim 6 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claims 1(d), 1(e), and 7 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 7: Orselli does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 6 on which it depends. In addition, Orselli does not disclose claim 7 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 8 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 8: Orselli does not disclose an increased payout of 49:1.

Claim 9: Orselli does not disclose a 29:1 payout.

Claim 10: Orselli does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
1(f) of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 11:

Orselli does not disclose claim 11(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 6 as
described above.

Orselli does not disclose claim 11(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(d)
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as described above.

Orselli does not disclose claim 11(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(e)
as described above.

Orselli does not disclose claim 11(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(f) as
described above.

Claim 14: Orselli does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Orselli does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 4 as described above.

Claim 15: Orselli does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Orselli does not disclose claim 15 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 5 as described above.

Claim 16: Orselli does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Orselli does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 6 as described above.

Claim 17: Orselli does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 16 on which it depends. In addition, Orselli does not disclose claim 17 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 7 as described above.

Claim 18: Orselli does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Orselli does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 8 as described above.

Claim 19: Orselli does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Orselli does not disclose claim 19 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 10 as described above.

Claim 20: Orselli does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 18 on which it depends. In addition, Orselli does not disclose claim 20 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 9 as described above.

Claim 21:
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To the extent 21(pre) is limiting, Orselli does not disclose 21(pre) for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 17(pre) of the *014 patent as described above.

Orselli does not disclose claim 21(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(d)
and 11(b) as described above.

Orselli does not disclose claim 21(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(e)
and 11(c) as described above.

Orselli does not disclose claim 21(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(f)
and 11(c) as described above.

Claim 24: Orselli does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 21 on which it depends. In addition, Orselli does not disclose claim 24 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 4 and 14 as described above.

Claim 25: Orselli does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 21 on which it depends. In addition, Orselli does not disclose claim 25 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 5 and 15 as described above.

Claim 26: Orselli does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 21 on which it depends. In addition, Orselli does not disclose claim 26 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 6 and 11(a) as described above.

Claim 27: Orselli does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 26 on which it depends. In addition, Orselli does not disclose claim 27 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 7 and 17 as described above.

Claim 28: Orselli does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 21 on which it depends. In addition, Orselli does not disclose claim 28 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 8 and 18 as described above.

Claim 29: Orselli does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 28 on which it depends. In addition, Orselli does not disclose claim 29 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 9 and 20 as described above.

Claim 30: Orselli does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
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claim 21 on which it depends. In addition, Orselli does not disclose claim 30 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 10 and 19 as described above.

W. Exhibit A-23: Nicely *106

L&W mixes and matches from different embodiments and fails to show that Nicely 106
discloses a system or method with each of the elements it cites.

’014 Patent

Claim 1

Nicely "106 does not disclose 1(f) or 1(g) because it does not disclose first/second bet
information corresponding to “only a single [first/second] position on the roulette wheel.” Nicely
’106 discloses a game with multiple roulette wheels and some of those wheels having multiple of
the same numbered wells. Thus, betting information does not correspond to “only a single”
position on a wheel, but instead may correspond to multiple positions on multiple wheels or even
on one wheel.

Nicely 106 does not disclose 1(h). The cited disclosures of Nicely *106 merely teach that
a processor may select which of the multiple wheels to use for a game round and then “direct[]” a
ball launcher to launch a ball into the wheel, not that a processor determines when the roulette
wheel and ball have been spun.

Nicely *106 does not disclose 1(i). Nicely *106 does not disclose randomly selecting a first
selected position on the roulette wheel” or doing so prior to the ball “falling into an outcome
position.” Nicely 106 discloses randomly selecting which of the multiple roulette wheels to use
for a game round, but not randomly selecting a position on a wheel.

Nicely *106 does not disclose 1(j). Nicely 106 does not disclose a first single position that
has a higher payout if the ball lands in that position than the payout for a second single position.
Further, Nicely 106 does not disclose that a processor determines payouts.

Nicely 106 does not disclose 1(k) because it does not disclose determining that the ball
has fallen in the single first position, or a processor that makes this determination.

Nicely *106 does not disclose 1(1), as it does not disclose indicating whether a player should
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be paid and at what payout, or a processor that makes these indications. The cited disclosures of
Nicely 106 merely teach that a processor make cause an award to be paid to a player, but not
indicated to the player, and that the “outcome” (i.e., the outcome position on the wheel the ball
lands in) may be indicated, but not the payout.

Claim 2: Nicely 106 does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not
anticipate claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Nicely *106 does not disclose the additional
requirement of this claim. As discussed above for 1(i), Nicely 106 does not disclose randomly
selecting a first selected position, and thus Nicely 106 does not disclose a display that “indicates
the first selected position.”

Claim 3: Nicely 106 does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not
anticipate claim 2 on which it depends. In addition, Nicely *106 does not disclose a lightning
visual effect or a processor that causes such lightning visual effect to be presented.

Claim 5: Nicely "106 does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not
anticipate claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Nicely *106 does not disclose the additional
requirement of this claim. As discussed above for 1(i), Nicely *106 randomly selects which of the
multiple roulette wheels to use for a game round and does not disclose randomly selecting a first
selected position. Nicely *106 therefore does not disclose “randomly select[ing] a second selected
position on the roulette wheel; and determin[ing] a payout for the second selected position,” or a
processor that performs those actions.

Claim 7: Nicely 106 does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not
anticipate claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Nicely *106 does not disclose the additional
requirement of this claim. Nicely 106 does not disclose a GUI that includes a roulette board.
Moreover, as discussed for 1(i) above, Nicely 106 does not disclose randomly selecting a first
selected position, and thus Nicely 106 does not disclose a processor that highlights the first
selected position on a GUI.

Claim 8: Nicely 106 does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not

anticipate claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Nicely *106 does not disclose the additional
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requirement of this claim, and L&W does not contend that it does with support from Nicely ’106.

Claim 9:

Nicely 106 does not disclose 9(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(f) above.

Nicely 106 does not disclose 9(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(g) above.

Nicely 106 does not disclose 9(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(h) above.

Nicely 106 does not disclose 9(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(i) above.

Nicely 106 does not disclose 9(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(j) above.

Nicely 106 does not disclose 9(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(k) above.

Nicely 106 does not disclose 9(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(1) above.

Claim 10: Nicely 106 does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not
anticipate claim 9 on which it depends. In addition, Nicely 106 does not disclose claim 10 for the
same reasons it does not disclose claim 2 as described above.

Claim 11: Nicely 106 does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not
anticipate claim 10 on which it depends. In addition, Nicely *106 does not disclose claim 11 for
the same reasons it does not disclose claim 3 as described above.

Claim 13: Nicely 106 does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not
anticipate claim 9 on which it depends. In addition, Nicely 106 does not disclose claim 13 for the
same reasons it does not disclose claim 5 as described above.

Claim 15: Nicely 106 does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not
anticipate claim 9 on which it depends. In addition, Nicely *106 does not disclose claim 15 for the
same reasons it does not disclose claim 7 as described above.

Claim 16: Nicely 106 does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not
anticipate claim 9 on which it depends. In addition, Nicely 106 does not disclose claim 16 for the
same reasons it does not disclose claim 8 as described above.

Claim 17:

Nicely *106 does not disclose 17(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(f) and 9(c)

as described above.
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Nicely 106 does not disclose 17(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(g) and 9(d)
as described above.

Nicely 106 does not disclose 17(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(h) and 9(e)
as described above.

Nicely "106 does not disclose 17(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(i) and 9(f)
as described above.

Nicely 106 does not disclose 17(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(j) and 9(g)
as described above.

Nicely 106 does not disclose 17(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(k) and 9(h)
as described above.

Nicely 106 does not disclose 17(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(1) and 9(i)
as described above.

Claim 18: Nicely 106 does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not
anticipate claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Nicely *106 does not disclose claim 18 for
the same reasons it does not disclose claims 2 and 10 as described above.

Claim 19: Nicely 106 does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not
anticipate claim 18 on which it depends. In addition, Nicely 106 does not disclose claim 19 for
the same reasons it does not disclose claims 3 and 11 as described above.

Claim 21: Nicely 106 does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not
anticipate claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Nicely 106 does not disclose claim 21 for
the same reasons it does not disclose claims 5 and 13 as described above.

Claim 23: Nicely 106 does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not
anticipate claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Nicely 106 does not disclose claim 23 for
the same reasons it does not disclose claims 7 and 15 as described above.

Claim 24: Nicely 106 does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not
anticipate claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Nicely 106 does not disclose claim 18 for

the same reasons it does not disclose claims 8 and 16 as described above.

-204 -
Light & Wonder v. Evolution
Light & Wonder Exhibit 1010




© 00 ~N o o b~ o w NP

N NN N NN NN P PR R R R R R R,
~ o g A W N P O © N o oA~ W N Pk O

’024 Patent

Claim 1:

Nicely *106 does not disclose 1(d) and 1(e)? for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
1(f) and 1(g) of the 014 patent as described above.

Nicely "106 does not disclose 1(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(h) of
the *014 patent as described above.

Nicely "106 does not disclose 1(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(i) of
the 014 patent as described above.

Nicely "106 does not disclose 1(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(j) of
the 014 patent as described above.

Nicely "106 does not disclose 1(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(k) of
the 014 patent as described above.

Nicely 106 does not disclose 1(j) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(1) of
the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 2: Nicely 106 does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not
anticipate claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Nicely *106 does not disclose a wheel sensor
coupled to a processor, or a processor that determines a roulette wheel has been spun using such
wheel sensor, and L&W does not contend that it does with support from Nicely *106.

Claim 3: Nicely 106 does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not

anticipate claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Nicely *106 does not disclose a processor that

% The chart in Exhibit A-23 for the asserted claims of U.S. Patent No. 10,629,024 appears to have
misnumbered claim 1 of the ’024 patent, by not numbering the second limitation “a ball configured
to be used in the roulette wheel.” For purposes of this response, Evolution interprets the limitation
“a ball configured to be used in the roulette wheel” to be 1(b) and all subsequent limitations of
claim 1 to be 1(c)-1(j), as was numbered by L&W for claim 1 of the 024 patent in all other

exhibits.
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determines the roulette wheel and ball have been spun or that closes bets in response to such a
determination.

Claim 4: Nicely 106 does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not
anticipate claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Nicely *106 does not disclose claim 4 for the
same reasons it does not disclose claim 2 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 5: Nicely 106 does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not
anticipate claim 4 on which it depends. In addition, Nicely *106 does not disclose claim 5 for the
same reasons it does not disclose claim 3 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 7: Nicely 106 does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not
anticipate claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Nicely *106 does not disclose claim 7 for the
same reasons it does not disclose claim 5 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 8:

Nicely *106 does not disclose 8(a) and 8(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
9(c) and 9(d) of the *014 patent as described above.

Nicely *106 does not disclose 8(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(e) of
the 014 patent as described above.

Nicely 106 does not disclose 8(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(f) of
the 014 patent as described above.

Nicely *106 does not disclose 8(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(g) of
the 014 patent as described above.

Nicely 106 does not disclose 8(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(h) of
the 014 patent as described above.

Nicely 106 does not disclose 8(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(i) of
the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 9: Nicely 106 does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not
anticipate claim 8 on which it depends. In addition, Nicely *106 does not disclose claim 9 for the

same reasons it does not disclose claim 2 as described above.
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Claim 10: Nicely *106 does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not
anticipate claim 8 on which it depends. In addition, Nicely 106 does not disclose claim 10 for the
same reasons it does not disclose claim 3 as described above.

Claim 11: Nicely 106 does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not
anticipate claim 8 on which it depends. In addition, Nicely *106 does not disclose claim 11 for the
same reasons it does not disclose claim 10 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 12: Nicely 106 does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not
anticipate claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Nicely *106 does not disclose claim 12 for
the same reasons it does not disclose claim 11 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 14: Nicely 106 does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not
anticipate claim 8 on which it depends. In addition, Nicely 106 does not disclose claim 14 for the
same reasons it does not disclose claim 13 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 15:

Nicely 106 does not disclose 15(a) and 15(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose
claims 17(c) and 17(d) of the 014 patent as described above.

Nicely 106 does not disclose 15(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(e)
of the 014 patent as described above.

Nicely *106 does not disclose 15(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(f)
of the 014 patent as described above.

Nicely *106 does not disclose 15(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(g)
of the 014 patent as described above.

Nicely *106 does not disclose 15(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(h)
of the 014 patent as described above.

Nicely *106 does not disclose 15(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(i) of
the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 16: Nicely 106 does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not

anticipate claim 15 on which it depends. In addition, Nicely 106 does not disclose claim 16 for
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the same reasons it does not disclose claims 2 and 9 as described above.

Claim 17: Nicely *106 does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not
anticipate claim 15 on which it depends. In addition, Nicely *106 does not disclose claim 17 for
the same reasons it does not disclose claim 18 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 18: Nicely 106 does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not
anticipate claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Nicely *106 does not disclose claim 18 for
the same reasons it does not disclose claim 19 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 20: Nicely 106 does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not
anticipate claim 15 on which it depends. In addition, Nicely *106 does not disclose claim 20 for
the same reasons it does not disclose claim 21 of the *014 patent as described above.

’371 Patent

Claim 1:

Nicely 106 does not disclose 1(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(i),
1(j), and 1(1) of the *014 patent as described above.

Nicely 106 does not disclose 1(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(k) of
the 014 patent as described above.

Nicely *106 does not disclose 1(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(1), 1(j),
and 1(1) of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 2: Nicely 106 does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not
anticipate claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Nicely *106 does not disclose claim 2 for the
same reasons it does not disclose claim 2 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 4: Nicely 106 does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not
anticipate claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Nicely *106 does not disclose claim 4 for the
same reasons it does not disclose claim 5 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 6: Nicely 106 does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not
anticipate claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Nicely *106 does not disclose claim 6 for the

same reasons it does not disclose claim 7 of the 014 patent as described above.
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Claim 7: Nicely 106 does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not
anticipate claim 6 on which it depends. In addition, Nicely *106 does not disclose claim 7 for the
same reasons it does not disclose claim 8 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 8: Nicely 106 does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not
anticipate claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Nicely *106 does not disclose an increased
payout of 49:1, and L& W does not contend that it does with support from Nicely *106.

Claim 9: Nicely 106 does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not
anticipate claim 8 on which it depends. In addition, Nicely *106 does not disclose a 29:1 payout,
and L&W does not contend that it does with support from Nicely *106.

Claim 10: Nicely 106 does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not
anticipate claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Nicely *106 does not disclose claim 10 for the
same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(f) of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 11:

Nicely *106 does not disclose claim 11(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 6
as described above.

Nicely 106 does not disclose claim 11(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
1(d) as described above.

Nicely 106 does not disclose claim 11(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
1(e) as described above.

Nicely 106 does not disclose claim 11(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
1(f) as described above.

Claim 12: Nicely 106 does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not
anticipate claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Nicely 106 does not disclose claim 12 for
the same reasons it does not disclose claim 2 as described above.

Claim 14: Nicely 106 does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not
anticipate claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Nicely 106 does not disclose claim 14 for

the same reasons it does not disclose claim 4 as described above.
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Claim 15: Nicely 106 does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not
anticipate claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Nicely *106 does not disclose claim 15 for
the same reasons it does not disclose claim 5 as described above.

Claim 16: Nicely 106 does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not
anticipate claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Nicely *106 does not disclose claim 16 for
the same reasons it does not disclose claim 6 as described above.

Claim 17: Nicely 106 does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not
anticipate claim 16 on which it depends. In addition, Nicely *106 does not disclose claim 17 for
the same reasons it does not disclose claim 7 as described above.

Claim 18: Nicely 106 does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not
anticipate claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Nicely *106 does not disclose claim 18 for
the same reasons it does not disclose claim 8 as described above.

Claim 19: Nicely 106 does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not
anticipate claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Nicely *106 does not disclose claim 19 for
the same reasons it does not disclose claim 10 as described above.

Claim 20: Nicely 106 does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not
anticipate claim 18 on which it depends. In addition, Nicely 106 does not disclose claim 20 for
the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9 as described above.

Claim 21:

Nicely 106 does not disclose claim 21(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
1(d) and 11(b) as described above.

Nicely 106 does not disclose claim 21(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
1(e) and 11(c) as described above.

Nicely *106 does not disclose claim 21(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
1(f) and 11(c) as described above.

Claim 22: Nicely 106 does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not

anticipate claim 21 on which it depends. In addition, Nicely 106 does not disclose claim 22 for
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the same reasons it does not disclose claims 2 and 12 as described above.

Claim 24: Nicely 106 does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not
anticipate claim 21 on which it depends. In addition, Nicely *106 does not disclose claim 24 for
the same reasons it does not disclose claims 4 and 14 as described above.

Claim 25: Nicely 106 does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not
anticipate claim 21 on which it depends. In addition, Nicely *106 does not disclose claim 25 for
the same reasons it does not disclose claims 5 and 15 as described above.

Claim 26: Nicely 106 does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not
anticipate claim 21 on which it depends. In addition, Nicely *106 does not disclose claim 26 for
the same reasons it does not disclose claims 6 and 11(a) as described above.

Claim 27: Nicely 106 does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not
anticipate claim 26 on which it depends. In addition, Nicely *106 does not disclose claim 27 for
the same reasons it does not disclose claims 7 and 17 as described above.

Claim 28: Nicely 106 does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not
anticipate claim 21 on which it depends. In addition, Nicely 106 does not disclose claim 28 for
the same reasons it does not disclose claims 8 and 18 as described above.

Claim 29: Nicely 106 does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not
anticipate claim 28 on which it depends. In addition, Nicely 106 does not disclose claim 29 for
the same reasons it does not disclose claims 9 and 20 as described above.

Claim 30: Nicely 106 does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not
anticipate claim 21 on which it depends. In addition, Nicely 106 does not disclose claim 30 for
the same reasons it does not disclose claims 10 and 19 as described above.

X. Exhibit A-24: Snow

L&W mixes and matches from different embodiments and fails to show that Snow
discloses a system or method with each of the elements it cites.

’014 Patent

Claim 1
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Snow does not disclose 1(d) or 1(e). The cited disclosures of Snow do not disclose a
processor that generates GUIs. Additionally, the cited disclosures also do not teach 1(e) because
they only disclose a single first player device, not a “second player device of a second player.”
L&W refers to “related text” of specific Figures in Snow for these elements, however, L&W does
not specify what related text within the Snow reference it asserts discloses these elements.

Snow does not disclose 1(f) or 1(g). The cited disclosures of Snow do not disclose a
processor that receives bet information viaa GUI. Moreover, the cited disclosures of Snow do not
disclose bet information corresponding to only a single first position on the roulette wheel. The
only disclosure specifically relating to placing/receiving bets in the cited disclosures is the teaching
that wagers may be accepted by a croupier permitting players to place chips on a physical playing
surface. L&W refers to “related text” of specific Figures in Snow for these elements, however,
L&W does not specify what related text within the Snow reference it asserts discloses these
elements.

Snow does not disclose 1(h). The cited disclosures of Snow do not disclose a processor
that determines the roulette wheel and ball have been spun. The cited disclosures of Snow merely
discuss launching a ball into a spinning roulette wheel upon receiving a player input at a signal
button, not determining that both the roulette wheel and ball have been spun or doing so with a
processor. L&W refers to “related text” of specific Figures in Snow for this element, however,
L&W does not specify what related text within the Snow reference it asserts discloses this element.

Snow does not disclose 1(1). Snow does not show randomly selecting “a first selected
position on the roulette wheel” or doing so prior to the ball “falling into an outcome position.”
The cited random selection of Snow is the random selection of a game outcome (i.e., where the
ball will land on the wheel), not random selection of a “first selected position” to receive a higher
payout. Moreover, Snow does not disclose a processor that randomly selects a first selected
position. L&W refers to “related text” of specific Figures in Snow and “supporting details in the
specification” for this element, however, L&W does not specify what related text or supporting

details within the Snow reference it asserts discloses this element.
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Snow does not disclose 1(j). Snow does not disclose a first payout for the first single
position on the roulette wheel that is higher than the second payout for the single second position
on the same roulette wheel. The higher payouts referenced in the cited disclosures of Snow occur
when (i) the randomly generated outcome for the spin of the roulette wheel is the same as the
outcome from the immediately previous game, activating a “special game” round, and (ii) when a
particular outcome occurs in the special game. Thus, Snow does not disclose two different
positions on the same roulette wheel that have different payouts for a spin of that roulette wheel.
L&W refers to “related text” of specific Figures in Snow for this element, however, L&W does
not specify what related text within the Snow reference it asserts discloses this element.

Snow does not disclose 1(k). The cited disclosures of Snow do not disclose determining
that the ball has fallen in the single first position, or a processor that makes this determination.

Snow does not disclose 1(I). The cited disclosures of Snow do not disclose indicating
whether a player should be paid and at what payout, or a processor that makes these indications.
The cited disclosures merely teach that a processor may calculate a payout and pay a player, but
not that it may indicate the payout to the player.

Claim 2: Snow does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Snow does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim. As discussed above for 1(i), Snow does not disclose randomly selecting a first selected
position, and thus Snow does not disclose a display that “indicates the first selected position.”
L&W refers to “related text” of specific Figures in Snow for this claim, however, L&W does not
specify what related text within the Snow reference it asserts discloses this claim.

Claim 3: Snow does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 2 on which it depends. In addition, Snow does not disclose a lightning visual effect or a
processor that causes such lightning visual effect to be presented.

Claim 5: Snow does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Snow does not disclose the additional requirement of

this claim. As discussed above for 1(i), Snow does not disclose randomly selecting a first selected
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position. Snow therefore does not disclose “randomly select[ing] a second selected position on
the roulette wheel; and determin[ing] a payout for the second selected position,” or a processor
that performs those actions. L&W refers to “related text” of specific Figures in Snow and
“supporting details in the specification” for this claim, however, L&W does not specify what
related text or supporting details within the Snow reference it asserts discloses this claim.

Claim 6: Snow does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Snow does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim. The cited disclosures of Snow do not disclose a processor that causes the ball and wheel
to automatically spin.

Claim 7: Snow does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Snow does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim. The cited disclosures of Snow do not disclose a GUI that includes a roulette board.
Moreover, as discussed for 1(i) above, Snow does not disclose randomly selecting a first selected
position, and thus Show does not disclose a processor that highlights the first selected position on
a GUI. The cited disclosures of Snow at most teach a display that shows launch characteristics of
the ball launching system such as launch direction or lunch speed, not the first selected position
highlighted.

Claim 8: Snow does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Snow does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim. The cited disclosures of Snow do not disclose a processor that indicates “500x” to a
player, let alone “500x” “at the first selected position on a roulette board in the first graphical user
interface.”

Claim 9:

Snow does not disclose 9(a) and 9(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(d) and 1(e)
as described above.

Snow does not disclose 9(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(f) above.

Snow does not disclose 9(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(g) above.
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Snow does not disclose 9(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(h) above.

Snow does not disclose 9(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(i) above.

Snow does not disclose 9(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(j) above.

Snow does not disclose 9(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(k) above.

Snow does not disclose 9(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(I) above.

Claim 10: Snow does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 9 on which it depends. In addition, Snow does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 2 as described above.

Claim 11: Snow does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 10 on which it depends. In addition, Snow does not disclose claim 11 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 3 as described above.

Claim 13: Snow does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 9 on which it depends. In addition, Snow does not disclose claim 13 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 5 as described above.

Claim 14: Snow does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 9 on which it depends. In addition, Snow does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 6 as described above.

Claim 15: Snow does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 9 on which it depends. In addition, Snow does not disclose claim 15 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 7 as described above.

Claim 16: Snow does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 9 on which it depends. In addition, Snow does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 8 as described above.

Claim 17:

Snow does not disclose 17(a) and 17(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(d), 1(e),
9(a), and 9(b) as described above.

Snow does not disclose 17(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(f) and 9(c) as
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described above.

Snow does not disclose 17(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(g) and 9(d) as
described above.

Snow does not disclose 17(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(h) and 9(e) as
described above.

Snow does not disclose 17(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(i) and 9(f) as
described above.

Snow does not disclose 17(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(j) and 9(g) as
described above.

Snow does not disclose 17(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(k) and 9(h) as
described above.

Snow does not disclose 17(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(l) and 9(i) as
described above.

Claim 18: Snow does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Snow does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 2 and 10 as described above.

Claim 19: Snow does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 18 on which it depends. In addition, Snow does not disclose claim 19 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 3 and 11 as described above.

Claim 21: Snow does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Snow does not disclose claim 21 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 5 and 13 as described above.

Claim 22: Snow does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Snow does not disclose claim 22 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 6 and 14 as described above.

Claim 23: Snow does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate

claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Snow does not disclose claim 23 for the same reasons
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it does not disclose claims 7 and 15 as described above.

Claim 24: Snow does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Snow does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 8 and 16 as described above.

’024 Patent

Claim 1:

Snow does not disclose 1(d) and 1(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(d),
1(e), 1(f), and 1(g) of the *014 patent as described above.

Snow does not disclose 1(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(h) of the 014
patent as described above.

Snow does not disclose 1(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(i) of the 014
patent as described above.

Snow does not disclose 1(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(j) of the 014
patent as described above.

Snow does not disclose 1(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(k) of the 014
patent as described above.

Snow does not disclose 1(j) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(1) of the 014
patent as described above.

Claim 2: Snow does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, the cited disclosures of Snow do not disclose a processor
that determines a roulette wheel has been spun using a wheel sensor. The cited wheel sensor
disclosures of Snow teach a wheel sensor and processor that can be used to confirm a game
outcome (i.e., where the ball lands), not to determine that the wheel has been spun.

Claim 3: Snow does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 2 on which it depends. In addition, the cited disclosures of Snow do not disclose a processor
that determines when the roulette wheel and ball have been spun and that closes bets in response

to such a determination.
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Claim 4: Snow does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Snow does not disclose claim 4 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 2 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 5: Snow does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 4 on which it depends. In addition, Snow does not disclose claim 5 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 3 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 7: Snow does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Snow does not disclose claim 7 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 5 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 8:

Snow does not disclose 8(a) and 8(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 9(a),
9(b), 9(c), and 9(d) of the 014 patent as described above.

Snow does not disclose 8(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(e) of the 014
patent as described above.

Snow does not disclose 8(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(f) of the 014
patent as described above.

Snow does not disclose 8(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(g) of the 014
patent as described above.

Snow does not disclose 8(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(h) of the 014
patent as described above.

Snow does not disclose 8(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(i) of the 014
patent as described above.

Claim 9: Snow does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 8 on which it depends. In addition, Snow does not disclose claim 9 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 2 as described above.

Claim 10: Snow does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate

claim 8 on which it depends. In addition, Snow does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it
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does not disclose claim 3 as described above.

Claim 11: Snow does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 8 on which it depends. In addition, Snow does not disclose claim 11 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 10 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 12: Snow does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Snow does not disclose claim 12 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 11 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 14: Snow does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 8 on which it depends. In addition, Snow does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 13 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 15:

Snow does not disclose 15(a) and 15(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
17(a), 17(b), 17(c), and 17(d) of the 014 patent as described above.

Snow does not disclose 15(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(e) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Snow does not disclose 15(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(f) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Snow does not disclose 15(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(g) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Snow does not disclose 15(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(h) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Snow does not disclose 15(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(i) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Claim 16: Snow does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 15 on which it depends. In addition, Snow does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 2 and 9 as described above.

Claim 17: Snow does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
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claim 15 on which it depends. In addition, Snow does not disclose claim 17 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 18 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 18: Snow does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Snow does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 19 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 20: Snow does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 15 on which it depends. In addition, Snow does not disclose claim 20 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 21 of the 014 patent as described above.

’371 Patent

Claim 1:

Snow does not disclose 1(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(i), 1(j), and
1(1) of the *014 patent as described above.

Snow does not disclose 1(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(k) of the 014
patent as described above.

Snow does not disclose 1(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(i), 1(j), and
1(1) of the ’014 patent as described above.

Claim 2: Snow does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Snow does not disclose claim 2 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 2 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 4: Snow does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Snow does not disclose claim 4 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 5 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 5: Snow does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Snow does not disclose claim 5 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 6 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 6: Snow does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate

claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Snow does not disclose claim 6 for the same reasons it
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does not disclose claims 1(d), 1(e), and 7 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 7: Snow does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 6 on which it depends. In addition, Snow does not disclose claim 7 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 8 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 8: Snow does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Snow does not disclose an increased payout of 49:1, and
the cited disclosures of Snow make no reference whatsoever to payouts, let alone a payout of 49:1.

Claim 9: Snow does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 8 on which it depends. In addition, Snow does not disclose a 29:1 payout, and the cited
disclosures of Snow make no reference whatsoever to payouts, let alone a payout of 29:1.

Claim 10: Snow does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Snow does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 1(f) of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 11:

Snow does not disclose claim 11(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 6 as
described above.

Snow does not disclose claim 11(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(d) as
described above.

Snow does not disclose claim 11(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(e) as
described above.

Snow does not disclose claim 11(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(f) as
described above.

Claim 12: Snow does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Snow does not disclose claim 12 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 2 as described above.

Claim 14: Snow does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate

claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Snow does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons
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it does not disclose claim 4 as described above.

Claim 15: Snow does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Snow does not disclose claim 15 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 5 as described above.

Claim 16: Snow does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Snow does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 6 as described above.

Claim 17: Snow does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 16 on which it depends. In addition, Snow does not disclose claim 17 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 7 as described above.

Claim 18: Snow does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Snow does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 8 as described above.

Claim 19: Snow does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Snow does not disclose claim 19 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 10 as described above.

Claim 20: Snow does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 18 on which it depends. In addition, Snow does not disclose claim 20 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 9 as described above.

Claim 21:

Snow does not disclose claim 21(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(d)
and 11(b) as described above.

Snow does not disclose claim 21(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(e)
and 11(c) as described above.

Snow does not disclose claim 21(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(f)
and 11(c) as described above.

Claim 22: Snow does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
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claim 21 on which it depends. In addition, Snow does not disclose claim 22 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 2 and 12 as described above.

Claim 24: Snow does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 21 on which it depends. In addition, Snow does not disclose claim 24 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 4 and 14 as described above.

Claim 25: Snow does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 21 on which it depends. In addition, Snow does not disclose claim 25 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 5 and 15 as described above.

Claim 26: Snow does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 21 on which it depends. In addition, Snow does not disclose claim 26 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 6 and 11(a) as described above.

Claim 27: Snow does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 26 on which it depends. In addition, Snow does not disclose claim 27 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 7 and 17 as described above.

Claim 28: Snow does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 21 on which it depends. In addition, Snow does not disclose claim 28 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 8 and 18 as described above.

Claim 29: Snow does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 28 on which it depends. In addition, Snow does not disclose claim 29 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 9 and 20 as described above.

Claim 30: Snow does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 21 on which it depends. In addition, Snow does not disclose claim 30 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 10 and 19 as described above.

Y. Exhibit A-25: Mattice

Mattice describes a game system and method that is not a roulette game. Mattice describes
a system in which a player may pay to change the paytable used for determining awards for a game

round. L&W mixes and matches from different embodiments and fails to show that Mattice

- 223 -
Light & Wonder v. Evolution
Light & Wonder Exhibit 1010




© 00 ~N o o b~ o w NP

N NN N NN NN P PR R R R R R R,
~ o g A W N P O © N o oA~ W N Pk O

discloses a system or method with each of the elements it cites.

’014 Patent

Claim 1

Mattice does not disclose 1(a) or 1(b). Mattice does not disclose a “roulette wheel” or “a
ball configured to be used in the roulette wheel.” The cited wheels are not roulette wheels and
instead are wheels that can be spun to determine what award or payout a player receives when they
win a game. And the cited balls are bingo balls, not roulette balls.

Mattice does not disclose 1(d) because it does not disclose a GUI. The cited disclosures in
Mattice teach only a “display device” for showing game information and a separate “input device|]
for interaction with a player,” neither of which are a graphical user interface on a player device.

Mattice does not disclose 1(e) because it does not disclose a GUI, as discussed for 1(d)
above, or a “second player device.” Mattice discloses only one gaming device for use by a single
player.

Mattice does not disclose 1(f) or 1(g). As discussed above, Mattice does not disclose a
GUI, and thus Mattice does not disclose receiving bet information via GUIs. Mattice also does
not disclose betting “on a spin of the roulette wheel” or bet information corresponding positions
“on the roulette wheel.”

Mattice does not disclose 1(h). Mattice does not disclose a roulette wheel or a ball to be
used in aroulette wheel. Moreover, Mattice does not disclose a processor that determines a roulette
wheel and ball have been spun.

Mattice does not disclose 1(i). Mattice does not disclose a roulette wheel or a ball to be
used in a roulette wheel, and thus Mattice does not disclose randomly selecting “a first selected
position on the roulette wheel” or doing so prior to the ball “falling into an outcome position on
the roulette wheel.” Additionally, the cited random selection disclosed in Mattice is the random
selection of a paytable from a plurality of paytables or an award wheel from a plurality of award
wheels to determine the payout or award amount a player will receive if they win a game, not to

determine a position on a roulette wheel that may receive an increased payout.
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Mattice does not disclose 1(j). Mattice does not disclose a roulette wheel, and thus does
not disclose determining payouts “for the spin of the roulette wheel.” Moreover, Mattice does not
disclose two different positions (i.e., two game outcomes) having two different payouts. Instead,
the cited disclosure of Mattice teaches a single predetermined combination of symbols (i.e., a
single game outcome) that has two different payouts depending on what paytable is selected for
the game.

Mattice does not disclose 1(k) and L&W does not contend that it does.

Mattice does not disclose 1(I). Mattice does not disclose a roulette wheel, and thus does
not disclose indicating a payout “for the spin of the roulette wheel.” Further, Mattice does not
disclose a processor that indicates whether a player should be paid and at what payout.

Claim 2: Mattice does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Mattice does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim. Mattice does not disclose a roulette wheel, and thus does not disclose a display
“adjacent to the roulette wheel.” Moreover, Mattice does not disclose a display “that indicates the
first selected position.”

Claim 3: Mattice does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 2 on which it depends. In addition, Mattice does not disclose a lightning visual effect or a
processor that causes such lightning visual effect to be presented.

Claim 5: Mattice does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Mattice does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim. Mattice does not disclose a roulette wheel, and thus does not disclose randomly
selecting “a second selected position on the roulette wheel.” Additionally, the cited random
selection disclosed in Mattice is the random selection of a paytable from a plurality of paytables
or an award wheel from a plurality of award wheels to determine the payout or award amount a
player will receive if they win a game, not to determine positions on a roulette wheel that may
receive increased payouts. Mattice also does not disclose a processor that randomly selects

positions on the roulette wheel.
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Claim 6: Mattice does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Mattice does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim. Mattice does not disclose a roulette wheel or a ball to be used in a roulette wheel, and
thus Mattice does not disclose a processor that causes “the ball and the roulette wheel to
automatically spin.”

Claim 7: Mattice does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Mattice does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim. Mattice does not disclose a roulette board or a GUI, and thus does not disclose a “first
graphical user interface [that] includes a roulette board.” Further, Mattice does not disclose a
processor that is “configured to highlight the first selected position.”

Claim 8: Mattice does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Mattice does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim. Mattice does not disclose a roulette board or a GUI, and thus does not disclose
indicating anything “on a roulette board in the first graphical user interface.” Moreover, Mattice
does not disclose a processor that indicates “500x” to a player, let alone “500x” “at the first selected
position on a roulette board in the first graphical user interface.”

Claim 9:

Mattice does not disclose 9(a) and 9(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(d) and
1(e) as described above.

Mattice does not disclose 9(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(f) above.

Mattice does not disclose 9(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(g) above.

Mattice does not disclose 9(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(h) above.

Mattice does not disclose 9(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(i) above.

Mattice does not disclose 9(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(j) above.

Mattice does not disclose 9(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(k) above.

Mattice does not disclose 9(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(I) above.

Claim 10: Mattice does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
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claim 9 on which it depends. In addition, Mattice does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 2 as described above.

Claim 11: Mattice does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 10 on which it depends. In addition, Mattice does not disclose claim 11 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 3 as described above.

Claim 13: Mattice does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 9 on which it depends. In addition, Mattice does not disclose claim 13 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 5 as described above.

Claim 14: Mattice does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 9 on which it depends. In addition, Mattice does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 6 as described above.

Claim 15: Mattice does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 9 on which it depends. In addition, Mattice does not disclose claim 15 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 7 as described above.

Claim 16: Mattice does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 9 on which it depends. In addition, Mattice does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 8 as described above.

Claim 17:

Mattice does not disclose 17(a) and 17(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(d),
1(e), 9(a), and 9(b) as described above.

Mattice does not disclose 17(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(f) and 9(c) as
described above.

Mattice does not disclose 17(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(g) and 9(d) as
described above.

Mattice does not disclose 17(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(h) and 9(e) as
described above.

Mattice does not disclose 17(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(i) and 9(f) as
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described above.

Mattice does not disclose 17(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(j) and 9(g) as
described above.

Mattice does not disclose 17(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(k) and 9(h) as
described above.

Mattice does not disclose 17(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(I) and 9(i) as
described above.

Claim 18: Mattice does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Mattice does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 2 and 10 as described above.

Claim 19: Mattice does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 18 on which it depends. In addition, Mattice does not disclose claim 19 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 3 and 11 as described above.

Claim 21: Mattice does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Mattice does not disclose claim 21 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 5 and 13 as described above.

Claim 22: Mattice does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Mattice does not disclose claim 22 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 6 and 14 as described above.

Claim 23: Mattice does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Mattice does not disclose claim 23 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 7 and 15 as described above.

Claim 24: Mattice does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Mattice does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 8 and 16 as described above.

’024 Patent

Claim 1;
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Mattice does not disclose 1(a) and 1(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
I(a) and 1(b) of the *014 patent as described above.

Mattice does not disclose 1(d) and 1(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
1(d), 1(e), 1(f), and 1(g) of the 014 patent as described above.

Mattice does not disclose 1(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(h) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Mattice does not disclose 1(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(i) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Mattice does not disclose 1(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(j) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Mattice does not disclose 1(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(k) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Mattice does not disclose 1(j) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(I) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Claim 2: Mattice does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Mattice does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim. Mattice does not disclose a roulette wheel, and thus does not disclose determining that
“the roulette wheel has been spun.” Further, Mattice does not disclose a wheel sensor coupled to
a processor, or a processor that determines a roulette wheel has been spun using such wheel sensor.
The cited sensor of Mattice is a camera that takes videos or pictures of “a player actively using the
gaming device and/or the surrounding area of the gaming device.”

Claim 3: Mattice does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Mattice does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim. Mattice does not disclose a roulette wheel or a ball to be used in a roulette wheel, and
thus Mattice does not disclose a processor that determines “when the roulette wheel and the ball
... have been spun.” Mattice also does not disclose closing bets in response to such a

determination.
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Claim 4: Mattice does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Mattice does not disclose claim 4 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 2 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 5: Mattice does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 4 on which it depends. In addition, Mattice does not disclose claim 5 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 3 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 7: Mattice does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Mattice does not disclose claim 7 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 5 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 8:

Mattice does not disclose 8(a) and 8(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
9(a), 9(b), 9(c), and 9(d) of the 014 patent as described above.

Mattice does not disclose 8(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(e) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Mattice does not disclose 8(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(f) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Mattice does not disclose 8(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(g) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Mattice does not disclose 8(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(h) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Mattice does not disclose 8(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(i) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Claim 9: Mattice does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 8 on which it depends. In addition, Mattice does not disclose claim 9 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 2 as described above.

Claim 10: Mattice does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate

claim 8 on which it depends. In addition, Mattice does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons
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it does not disclose claim 3 as described above.

Claim 11: Mattice does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 8 on which it depends. In addition, Mattice does not disclose claim 11 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 10 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 12: Mattice does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Mattice does not disclose claim 12 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 11 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 14: Mattice does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 8 on which it depends. In addition, Mattice does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 13 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 15:

Mattice does not disclose 15(a) and 15(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
17(a), 17(b), 17(c), and 17(d) of the 014 patent as described above.

Mattice does not disclose 15(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(e) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Mattice does not disclose 15(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(f) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Mattice does not disclose 15(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(g) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Mattice does not disclose 15(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(h) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Mattice does not disclose 15(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(i) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Claim 16: Mattice does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 15 on which it depends. In addition, Mattice does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 2 and 9 as described above.

Claim 17: Mattice does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
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claim 15 on which it depends. In addition, Mattice does not disclose claim 17 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 18 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 18: Mattice does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Mattice does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 19 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 20: Mattice does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Mattice does not disclose claim 20 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 21 of the 014 patent as described above.

’371 Patent

Claim 1:

Mattice does not disclose 1(a) and 1(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
1(a) and 1(b) of the 014 patent as described above.

Mattice does not disclose 1(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(i), 1(j),
and 1(1) of the 014 patent as described above.

Mattice does not disclose 1(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(k) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Mattice does not disclose 1(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(i), 1(j),
and 1(1) of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 2: Mattice does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Mattice does not disclose claim 2 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 2 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 4: Mattice does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Mattice does not disclose claim 4 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 5 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 5: Mattice does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Mattice does not disclose claim 5 for the same reasons

it does not disclose claim 6 of the 014 patent as described above.
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Claim 6: Mattice does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Mattice does not disclose claim 6 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 1(d), 1(e), and 7 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 7: Mattice does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 6 on which it depends. In addition, Mattice does not disclose claim 7 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 8 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 8: Mattice does not disclose an increased payout of 49:1.

Claim 9: Mattice does not disclose a 29:1 payout.

Claim 10: Mattice does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not disclose
claim 1(f) of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 11:

Mattice does not disclose claim 11(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 6 as
described above.

Mattice does not disclose claim 11(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(d)
as described above.

Mattice does not disclose claim 11(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(e)
as described above.

Mattice does not disclose claim 11(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(f)
as described above.

Claim 12: Mattice does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Mattice does not disclose claim 12 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 2 as described above.

Claim 14: Mattice does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Mattice does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 4 as described above.

Claim 15: Mattice does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate

claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Mattice does not disclose claim 15 for the same reasons
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it does not disclose claim 5 as described above.

Claim 16: Mattice does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Mattice does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 6 as described above.

Claim 17: Mattice does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 16 on which it depends. In addition, Mattice does not disclose claim 17 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 7 as described above.

Claim 18: Mattice does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Mattice does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 8 as described above.

Claim 19: Mattice does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Mattice does not disclose claim 19 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 10 as described above.

Claim 20: Mattice does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 18 on which it depends. In addition, Mattice does not disclose claim 20 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 9 as described above.

Claim 21:

Mattice does not disclose claim 21(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(d)
and 11(b) as described above.

Mattice does not disclose claim 21(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(e)
and 11(c) as described above.

Mattice does not disclose claim 21(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(f)
and 11(c) as described above.

Claim 22: Mattice does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 21 on which it depends. In addition, Mattice does not disclose claim 22 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 2 and 12 as described above.

Claim 24: Mattice does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
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claim 21 on which it depends. In addition, Mattice does not disclose claim 24 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 4 and 14 as described above.

Claim 25: Mattice does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 21 on which it depends. In addition, Mattice does not disclose claim 25 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 5 and 15 as described above.

Claim 26: Mattice does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 21 on which it depends. In addition, Mattice does not disclose claim 26 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 6 and 11(a) as described above.

Claim 27: Mattice does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 26 on which it depends. In addition, Mattice does not disclose claim 27 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 7 and 17 as described above.

Claim 28: Mattice does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 21 on which it depends. In addition, Mattice does not disclose claim 28 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 8 and 18 as described above.

Claim 29: Mattice does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 28 on which it depends. In addition, Mattice does not disclose claim 29 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 9 and 20 as described above.

Claim 30: Mattice does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 21 on which it depends. In addition, Mattice does not disclose claim 30 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 10 and 19 as described above.

Z. Exhibit A-26: Caro

’014 Patent

Claim 1

Caro does not disclose 1(c), 1(d), 1(e), 1(f), 1(g), or 1(h), and L&W does not contend that
Caro discloses any of these claim elements.

Caro does not disclose 1(i). For example, claim 1(i) requires ‘“at least one hardware

2 ¢¢

processor collectively configured to” “randomly select a first selected position on the roulette
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wheel for the spin of the roulette wheel prior to the ball falling into an outcome position on the
roulette wheel, wherein the first selected position is the same as the single first position.”
However, none of the cited portions of Caro disclose any “hardware processor,” let alone one that
is “configured to” do the random selection required by 1(i). In fact, in connection with claim
element 1(c), which recites “hardware processor,” L&W does not even contend that Caro discloses
that element. In addition, Caro does not disclose randomly selecting “a first selected position on
the roulette wheel ... wherein the first selected position is the same as the single first position.” In
fact, in connection with claim element 1(f) where the claimed “single first position” first appears,
L&W does not even contend that Caro discloses a “single first position.” Thus, Caro does not
disclose any “first selected position” that “is the same as the single first position.” Moreover, Caro
does not disclose selecting “a first selected position on the roulette wheel” prior to the ball “falling
into an outcome position.” At best, the cited portions of Caro disclose “a roulette wheel having
two, independently-rotatable numbered wheels” and, where “the balls stop[] in a pocket aligned
with the same number in the inner ring and outer ring,” a payout that is “significantly higher than
a winning payout for a successful choice of a single number.” Caro, 1:25-43. Thus, Caro does
not disclose any selection of any position “prior to the ball falling into an outcome position of the
roulette wheel.”

Caro does not disclose 1(j). For example, claim 1(j) requires “at least one hardware
processor collectively configured to” “determine a first payout for the first single position and a
second payout for the single second position for the spin of the roulette wheel, wherein the first
payout is higher than the second payout.” However, none of the cited portions of Caro disclose
any “hardware processor,” let alone one that 1s “configured to” do the determination required by
1(j). In fact, in connection with claim element 1(c), which recites “hardware processor,” L&W
does not even contend that Caro discloses that element. In addition, Caro does not disclose “the
first payout [for the first single position] is higher than the second payout [for the single second
position.” Instead, the cited portions show that all “Single Number[s]” receive the same “35:1

PAYOFFS.” Caro, 3:63-4:9.
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Caro does not disclose 1(k), and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses this claim
element.

Caro does not disclose 1(l). For example, claim 1(l) requires “at least one hardware
processor collectively configured to” “indicate that the first player is to be paid at the first payout
for the spin of the roulette wheel.” However, none of the cited portions of Caro disclose any
“hardware processor,” let alone one that is “configured to” do the indication required by 1(1). In
fact, in connection with claim element 1(c), which recites “hardware processor,” L&W does not
even contend that Caro discloses that element. In addition, Caro does not disclose any
“indicat[ion] that the first player is to be paid at the first payout for the spin of the roulette wheel.”
The cited portions merely describe “PAYOFFS” for various outcomes (See, €.g., Caro, 3:64-4:9)
and do not disclose “indicating” any payout to be paid to the player.

Claim 2: Caro does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Caro does not disclose the additional requirement of this
claim, and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses this claim element.

Claim 3: Caro does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 2 on which it depends. In addition, Caro does not disclose the additional requirement of this
claim, and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses this claim element.

Claim 5: Caro does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Caro does not disclose the additional requirements of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses these additional requirements.

Claim 6: Caro does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Caro does not disclose the additional requirement of this
claim, and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses this claim element.

Claim 7: Caro does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Caro does not disclose the additional requirements of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses these additional requirements.

Claim 8: Caro does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
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claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Caro does not disclose the additional requirement of this
claim, and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses this claim element.

Claim 9:

Caro does not disclose 9(a), 9(b), 9(c), 9(d), or 9(e), and L&W does not contend that Caro
discloses any of these claim elements.

Caro does not disclose 9(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(i) above.

Caro does not disclose 9(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(j) above.

Caro does not disclose 9(h), and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses this claim
element.

Caro does not disclose 9(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(1) above.

Claim 10: Caro does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 9 on which it depends. In addition, Caro does not disclose the additional requirement of this
claim, and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses this claim element.

Claim 11: Caro does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 10 on which it depends. In addition, Caro does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses this claim element.

Claim 13: Caro does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 9 on which it depends. In addition, Caro does not disclose the additional requirements of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses these additional requirements.

Claim 14: Caro does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 9 on which it depends. In addition, Caro does not disclose the additional requirement of this
claim, and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses this claim element.

Claim 15: Caro does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 9 on which it depends. In addition, Caro does not disclose the additional requirements of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses these additional requirements.

Claim 16: Caro does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate

claim 9 on which it depends. In addition, Caro does not disclose the additional requirements of
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this claim, and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses these additional requirements.

Claim 17:

To the extent 17(pre) is limiting, Caro does not disclose 17(pre) at least because none of
the cited portions disclose any ‘“non-transitory computer-readable medium,” let alone one
“containing computer executable instructions” that are “executed by at least one processor” to
perform the claimed method. L&W does not contend that Caro discloses any of the foregoing. In
fact, L&W cites back to claim element 1(c), which recites a hardware processor, but L&W does
not contend that Caro discloses a hardware processor.

Caro does not disclose 17(a), 17(b), 17(c), 17(d), or 17(e), and L&W does not contend that
Caro discloses any of these claim elements.

Caro does not disclose 17(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(i) and 9(f) as
described above.

Caro does not disclose 17(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(j) and 9(g) as
described above.

Caro does not disclose 17(h), and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses this claim
element.

Caro does not disclose 17(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(I) and 9(i) as
described above.

Claim 18: Caro does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Caro does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses this claim element.

Claim 19: Caro does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 18 on which it depends. In addition, Caro does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses this claim element.

Claim 21: Caro does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Caro does not disclose the additional requirements of

this claim, and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses these additional requirements.
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Claim 22: Caro does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Caro does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses this claim element.

Claim 23: Caro does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Caro does not disclose the additional requirements of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses these additional requirements.

Claim 24: Caro does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Caro does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses this claim element.

’024 Patent

Claim 1:

Caro does not disclose 1(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(c) of the 014
patent as described above.

Caro does not disclose 1(d), 1(e), or 1(f), and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses
these claim elements.

Caro does not disclose 1(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(1) of the 014
patent as described above.

Caro does not disclose 1(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(j) of the 014
patent as described above.

Caro does not disclose 1(i), and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses this claim
element.

Caro does not disclose 1(j) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(1) of the 014
patent as described above.

Claim 2: Caro does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Caro does not disclose the additional requirement of this
claim, and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses this claim element.

Claim 3: Caro does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
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claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Caro does not disclose the additional requirement of this
claim, and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses this claim element.

Claim 4: Caro does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Caro does not disclose the additional requirement of this
claim, and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses this claim element.

Claim 5: Caro does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 4 on which it depends. In addition, Caro does not disclose the additional requirement of this
claim, and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses this claim element.

Claim 7: Caro does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Caro does not disclose the additional requirements of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses these additional requirements.

Claim 8:

Caro does not disclose 8(a), 8(b), or 8(c), and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses
any of these claim elements.

Caro does not disclose 8(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(f) of the 014
patent as described above.

Caro does not disclose 8(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(g) of the 014
patent as described above.

Caro does not disclose 8(f), and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses this claim
element.

Caro does not disclose 8(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(1) of the 014
patent as described above.

Claim 9: Caro does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 8 on which it depends. In addition, Caro does not disclose the additional requirement of this
claim, and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses this claim element.

Claim 10: Caro does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate

claim 8 on which it depends. In addition, Caro does not disclose the additional requirements of
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this claim, and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses these additional requirements.

Claim 11: Caro does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 8 on which it depends. In addition, Caro does not disclose the additional requirements of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses these additional requirements.

Claim 12: Caro does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Caro does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses this claim element.

Claim 14: Caro does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 8 on which it depends. In addition, Caro does not disclose the additional requirements of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses these additional requirements.

Claim 15:

To the extent 15(pre) is limiting, Caro does not disclose 15(pre) for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 17(pre) of the *014 patent as described above.

Caro does not disclose 15(a), 15(b), or 15(c), and L&W does not contend that Caro
discloses any of these claim elements.

Caro does not disclose 15(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(f) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Caro does not disclose 15(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(g) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Caro does not disclose 15(f), and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses this claim
element.

Caro does not disclose 15(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(i) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Claim 16: Caro does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 15 on which it depends. In addition, Caro does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses this claim element.

Claim 17: Caro does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
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claim 15 on which it depends. In addition, Caro does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses this claim element.

Claim 18: Caro does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Caro does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses this claim element.

Claim 20: Caro does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 15 on which it depends. In addition, Caro does not disclose the additional requirements of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses these additional requirements.

’371 Patent

Claim 1:

Caro does not disclose 1(c), and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses this claim
element.

Caro does not disclose 1(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(i), 1(j), and
1(1) of the *014 patent as described above.

Caro does not disclose 1(e), and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses this claim
element.

Caro does not disclose 1(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(i), 1(j), and
1(1) of the 014 patent as described above. In addition, because Caro does not disclose a “first
selected position,” as required by the claims, (see Claim 1(d) above), it also does not disclose
determining any increased payout for a bet on “the first selected position.” Caro does not disclose
any “first increased payout” for a “first bet” on a “first selected position” that is “greater than a
first non-selected payout that would have been applicable to the first bet on the first selected
position for the spin had the first selected position not been selected by the randomly or pseudo-
randomly selecting the first selected position for the spin.” The cited portions merely disclose a
“payout schedule” for various “wagering areas” and do not disclose increasing a payout for any
selected position.

Claim 2: Caro does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate

- 243 -
Light & Wonder v. Evolution
Light & Wonder Exhibit 1010




© 00 ~N o o b~ o w NP

N NN N NN NN P PR R R R R R R,
~ o g A W N P O © N o oA~ W N Pk O

claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Caro does not disclose the additional requirement of this
claim, and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses this claim element.

Claim 4: Caro does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Caro does not disclose the additional requirements of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses these additional requirements.

Claim 5: Caro does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Caro does not disclose the additional requirement of this
claim, and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses this claim element.

Claim 6: Caro does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Caro does not disclose the additional requirement of this
claim, and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses this claim element.

Claim 7: Caro does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Caro does not disclose the additional requirement of this
claim, and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses this claim element.

Claim 8: Caro does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Caro does not disclose the additional requirement of this
claim, and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses this claim element.

Claim 9: Caro does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 8 on which it depends. In addition, Caro does not disclose the additional requirement of this
claim, and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses this claim element.

Claim 10: Caro does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
1(1) of the 014 patent as described above. Notably, L&W does not contend that Caro discloses
1(f) of the *014 patent, which is similarly requires a first bet to correspond to a single position on
the roulette wheel.

Claim 11:

Caro does not disclose claim 11(a), and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses this

claim element.
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Caro does not disclose claim 11(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(d) as
described above.

Caro does not disclose claim 11(c), and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses this
claim element.

Caro does not disclose claim 11(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(f) as
described above.

Claim 12: Caro does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Caro does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses this claim element.

Claim 14: Caro does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Caro does not disclose the additional requirements of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses these additional requirements.

Claim 15: Caro does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Caro does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses this claim element.

Claim 16: Caro does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Caro does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses this claim element.

Claim 17: Caro does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 16 on which it depends. In addition, Caro does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses this claim element.

Claim 18: Caro does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Caro does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses this claim element.

Claim 19: Caro does not disclose claim 19 for the same reasons it does not disclose claim
10 as described above.

Claim 20: Caro does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
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claim 18 on which it depends. In addition, Caro does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses this claim element.

Claim 21:

To the extent 21(pre) is limiting, Caro does not disclose 21(pre) for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 17(pre) of the *014 patent as described above.

Caro does not disclose claim 21(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(d)
and 11(b) as described above.

Caro does not disclose claim 21(b), and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses this
claim element.

Caro does not disclose claim 21(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(f) and
11(c) as described above.

Claim 22: Caro does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 21 on which it depends. In addition, Caro does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses this claim element.

Claim 24: Caro does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 21 on which it depends. In addition, Caro does not disclose the additional requirements of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses these additional requirements.

Claim 25: Caro does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 21 on which it depends. In addition, Caro does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses this claim element.

Claim 26: Caro does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 21 on which it depends. In addition, Caro does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses this claim element.

Claim 27: Caro does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 26 on which it depends. In addition, Caro does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses this claim element.

Claim 28: Caro does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
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claim 21 on which it depends. In addition, Caro does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses this claim element.

Claim 29: Caro does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 28 on which it depends. In addition, Caro does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that Caro discloses this claim element.

Claim 30: Caro does not disclose claim 30 for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
10 and 19 as described above.

AA. Exhibit A-27: Huard

Huard was cited by the patent examiner during prosecution of the 014 and 371 patents.

’014 Patent

Claim 1

Huard does not disclose 1(d) because Huard does not disclose “generat[ing]a first graphical
user interface for presentation on a first player device of a first player,” let alone a hardware
processor configured to do so. The cited portions merely disclose “a display for showing a number
of prepaid participations (a monetary amount)” and “input keys” whose selection is “indicated by
LEDs or other indicator means.” Huard, 9:55-10:5. Thus, Huard does not disclose any “graphical
user interface.”

Huard does not disclose 1(e) because Huard does not disclose “generat[ing]a second
graphical user interface for presentation on a second player device of a second player,” let alone a
hardware processor configured to do so. The cited portions merely disclose “a display for showing
a number of prepaid participations (a monetary amount)” and “input keys” whose selection is
“indicated by LEDs or other indicator means.” Huard, 9:55-10:5. Thus, Huard does not disclose
any “graphical user interface.”

Huard does not disclose 1(f), 1(g), or (1h), and L&W does not contend that Huard discloses
these claim elements.

Huard does not disclose 1(1). Huard does not disclose randomly selecting “a first selected

position on the roulette wheel” prior to the ball “falling into an outcome position on the roulette
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wheel.” The cited portions merely disclose that, for the roulette game, “the numbers and/or colors
of the notches in which the ball lands ... are the gaming symbols from which the random gaming
symbol picker 28 picks as the winning symbol for the auxiliary game,” and do not disclose when
any gaming symbol is “pick[ed].” Huard, 7:57-8:5. In addition, Huard does not disclose randomly
selecting “a first selected position on the roulette wheel ... wherein the first selected position is
the same as the single first position.” In fact, in connection with claim element 1(f) where the
claimed “single first position” first appears, L&W does not even contend that Huard discloses a
“single first position.” Thus, Huard does not disclose any “first selected position” that “is the same
as the single first position.”

Huard does not disclose 1(j). Huard does not disclose “determin[ing] a first payout for the
first single position” or “a second payout for the single second position.” In fact, in connection
with claim element 1(f) where the claimed “single first position” first appears, and claim element
1(g) where the claimed “single second position” first appears, L&W does not even contend that
Huard discloses a “single first position” or “single second position.” Because Huard does not
disclose any “single first position” or “single second position” that meets the claimed
requirements, it does not disclose “determin[ing]” any payout for any such positions. In addition,
Huard does not disclose “wherein the first payout is higher than the second payout.” The cited
portions do not disclose any first payout or second payout, let alone a first payout that is higher
than a second payout. Rather, the cited portions merely disclose “predetermined prizes.” Huard,
2:45-65.

Huard does not disclose 1(k), and L&W does not contend that Huard discloses this claim
element.

Huard does not disclose 1(1). Huard does not disclose any “indicat[ion] that the first player
is to be paid at the first payout for the spin of the roulette wheel.” The cited portions merely
describe that the “predetermined prizes” are “percentages of the jackpot.” Huard, 2:45-65; see
also, e.g., Huard, 7:17-56 (“a small prize such as three or four tokens,” “twenty tokens”). They do

not disclose “indicating” any payout to be paid to the player.
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Claim 2: Huard does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, because Huard does not disclose a “first selected
position,” as required by the claims, (see Claim 1(i)), it also does not disclose “indicat[ing] the
first selected position.” Huard does not disclose “a display adjacent to the roulette wheel.” The
cited portions merely disclose a display “placed in a location where both the dealer and players
can see it.” Huard, 6:30-35. Huard also does not disclose “a display ... that indicates the first
selected position.” The cited portions merely disclose “a display ... for displaying the magic card
or the combination of cards which are eligible to win, as well as the position 17 of the player who
is eligible to win and the amount which can be won.” 1d.

Claim 3: Huard does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 2 on which it depends. In addition, Huard does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that Huard discloses this claim element.

Claim 5: Huard does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Huard does not disclose “randomly select[ing] a second
selected position on the roulette wheel” (5(a)) or “determin[ing] a payout for the second selected
position that is different than the payout for the first single position.” The cited portion merely
describes a “random card picker 28 ... used to pick out two cards at random from the virtual deck
as being the magic cards.” Huard, 9:28-39.

Claim 6: Huard does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Huard does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that Huard discloses this claim element.

Claim 7: Huard does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Huard does not disclose the additional requirements of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that Huard discloses these additional requirements.

Claim 8: Huard does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Huard does not disclose the additional requirement of

this claim, and L&W does not contend that Huard discloses this claim element.
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Claim 9:

Huard does not disclose 9(a) and 9(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(d) and
1(e) as described above.

Huard does not disclose 9(c), 9(d), or 9(e), and L&W does not contend that Huard discloses
these claim elements.

Huard does not disclose 9(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(i) above.

Huard does not disclose 9(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(j) above.

Huard does not disclose 9(h). L&W cites to claim element 1(k), but L&W does not contend
that Huard discloses 1(k).

Huard does not disclose 9(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(I) above.

Claim 10: Huard does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 9 on which it depends. In addition, Huard does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 2 as described above.

Claim 11: Huard does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 10 on which it depends. In addition, Huard does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that Huard discloses this claim element.

Claim 13: Huard does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 9 on which it depends. In addition, Huard does not disclose claim 13 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 5 as described above.

Claim 14: Huard does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 9 on which it depends. In addition, Huard does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that Huard discloses this claim element.

Claim 15: Huard does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 9 on which it depends. In addition, Huard does not disclose the additional requirements of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that Huard discloses these additional requirements.

Claim 16: Huard does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate

claim 9 on which it depends. In addition, Huard does not disclose the additional requirement of
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this claim, and L&W does not contend that Huard discloses this claim element.

Claim 17:

Huard does not disclose 17(a) and 17(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(d), 1(e),
9(a), and 9(b) as described above.

Huard does not disclose 17(c), 17(d), or 17(e), and L&W does not contend that Huard
discloses these claim elements.

Huard does not disclose 17(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(i) and 9(f) as
described above.

Huard does not disclose 17(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(j) and 9(g) as
described above.

Huard does not disclose 17(h), and L&W does not contend that Huard discloses this claim
element.

Huard does not disclose 17(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(l) and 9(i) as
described above.

Claim 18: Huard does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Huard does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 2 and 10 as described above.

Claim 19: Huard does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 18 on which it depends. In addition, Huard does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that Huard discloses this claim element.

Claim 21: Huard does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Huard does not disclose claim 21 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 5 and 13 as described above.

Claim 22: Huard does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Huard does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that Huard discloses this claim element.

Claim 23: Huard does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
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claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Huard does not disclose the additional requirements of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that Huard discloses these additional requirements.

Claim 24: Huard does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Huard does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that Huard discloses this claim element.

’024 Patent

Claim 1:

Huard does not disclose 1(d) and 1(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(d),
1(e), 1(f), and 1(g) of the *014 patent as described above.

Huard does not disclose 1(f), and L&W does not contend that Huard discloses this claim
element.

Huard does not disclose 1(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(i) of the 014
patent as described above.

Huard does not disclose 1(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(j) of the 014
patent as described above.

Huard does not disclose 1(i), and L&W does not contend that Huard discloses this claim
element.

Huard does not disclose 1(j) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(1) of the 014
patent as described above.

Claim 2: Huard does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Huard does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that Huard discloses this claim element.

Claim 3: Huard does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Huard does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that Huard discloses this claim element.

Claim 4: Huard does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate

claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Huard does not disclose claim 4 for the same reasons it
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does not disclose claim 2 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 5: Huard does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 4 on which it depends. In addition, Huard does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that Huard discloses this claim element.

Claim 7: Huard does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Huard does not disclose claim 7 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 5 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 8:

Huard does not disclose 8(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 9(a) and 9(c)
of the 014 patent. Notably, Huard cites to claim element 9(c) of the 014 patent, but L&W does
not contend that Huard discloses that element.

Huard does not disclose 8(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 9(b) and 9(d)
of the 014 patent as described above. Notably, Huard cites to claim element 9(d) of the 014
patent, but L&W does not contend that Huard discloses that element.

Huard does not disclose 8(c), and L&W does not contend that Huard discloses this claim
element.

Huard does not disclose 8(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(f) of the 014
patent as described above.

Huard does not disclose 8(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(g) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Huard does not disclose 8(f), and L&W does not contend that Huard discloses this claim
element.

Huard does not disclose 8(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(i) of the *014
patent as described above.

Claim 9: Huard does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 8 on which it depends. In addition, Huard does not disclose the additional requirement of

this claim, and L&W does not contend that Huard discloses this claim element.
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Claim 10: Huard does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 8 on which it depends. In addition, Huard does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that Huard discloses this claim element.

Claim 11: Huard does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 8 on which it depends. In addition, Huard does not disclose claim 11 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 10 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 12: Huard does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Huard does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that Huard discloses this claim element.

Claim 14: Huard does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 8 on which it depends. In addition, Huard does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 13 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 15:

Huard does not disclose 15(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 17(a) and
17(c) of the 014 patent. Notably, Huard cites to claim element 17(c) of the 014 patent, but L&W
does not contend that Huard discloses that element.

Huard does not disclose 15(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 17(b) and
17(d) of the 014 patent as described above. Notably, Huard cites to claim element 17(d) of the
’014 patent, but L&W does not contend that Huard discloses that element.

Huard does not disclose 15(c), and L&W does not contend that Huard discloses this claim
element.

Huard does not disclose 15(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(f) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Huard does not disclose 15(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(g) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Huard does not disclose 15(f), and L&W does not contend that Huard discloses this claim

element.
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Huard does not disclose 15(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(i) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Claim 16: Huard does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 15 on which it depends. In addition, Huard does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that Huard discloses this claim element.

Claim 17: Huard does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 15 on which it depends. In addition, Huard does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that Huard discloses this claim element.

Claim 18: Huard does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Huard does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that Huard discloses this claim element.

Claim 20: Huard does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 15 on which it depends. In addition, Huard does not disclose claim 20 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 21 of the 014 patent as described above.

’371 Patent

Claim 1:

Huard does not disclose 1(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(i), 1(j), and
1(1) of the ’014 patent as described above.

Huard does not disclose 1(e), and L&W does not contend that Huard discloses this claim
element.

Huard does not disclose 1(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(i), 1(j), and
1(1) of the 014 patent as described above. In addition, because Huard does not disclose a “first
selected position,” as required by the claims, (see Claim 1(d) above), it also does not disclose
determining any increased payout for a bet on “the first selected position” nor that “the first
increased payout is greater” than the payout that would have applied had the “first selected position
not been selected ... for the spin.”

Claim 2: Huard does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
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claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Huard does not disclose claim 2 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 2 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 4: Huard does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Huard does not disclose claim 4 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 5 of the *014 patent as described above. Huard also does not disclose “a
second selected position” having “a second increased payout,” let alone “select[ing]” any such
position “prior to the ball landing into any of the plurality of positions on the roulette wheel for
the spin.” Nor does Huard disclose “wherein the second increased payout ... is greater than a
second non-selected payout.” The cited portions merely disclose that the “value of the prize
awarded can take into consideration the odds of having the particular combination of cards
selected.” Huard, 8:28-39.

Claim 5: Huard does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Huard does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that Huard discloses this claim element.

Claim 6: Huard does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Huard does not disclose claim 6 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 7. Huard does not disclose any “graphical user interface,” let alone one
that “includes a roulette board” or “in which the first selected position is highlighted.”

Claim 7: Huard does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 6 on which it depends. In addition, Huard does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that Huard discloses this claim element.

Claim 8: Huard does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 8 on which it depends. In addition, Huard does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that Huard discloses this claim element.

Claim 9: Huard does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 2 on which it depends. In addition, Huard does not disclose the additional requirement of

this claim, and L&W does not contend that Huard discloses this claim element.
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Claim 10: Huard does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 2 on which it depends. In addition, Huard does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim. L&W cites to claim element 1(f) of the 014 patent, but L&W does not contend that
Huard discloses that claim element. Thus, L&W does not contend that Huard discloses the
additional requirement of claim 10.

Claim 11:

Huard does not disclose claim 11(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 6 as
described above.

Huard does not disclose claim 11(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(d) as
described above.

Huard does not disclose claim 11(c), and L&W does not contend that Huard discloses this
claim element.

Huard does not disclose claim 11(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(f) as
described above.

Claim 12: Huard does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Huard does not disclose claim 12 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 2 as described above.

Claim 14: Huard does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Huard does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 4 as described above.

Claim 15: Huard does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Huard does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that Huard discloses this claim element.

Claim 16: Huard does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Huard does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 6 as described above.

Claim 17: Huard does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
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claim 16 on which it depends. In addition, Huard does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that Huard discloses this claim element.

Claim 18: Huard does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Huard does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that Huard discloses this claim element.

Claim 19: Huard does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Huard does not disclose claim 19 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 10 as described above.

Claim 20: Huard does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 18 on which it depends. In addition, Huard does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that Huard discloses this claim element.

Claim 21:

Huard does not disclose claim 21(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(d)
and 11(b) as described above.

Huard does not disclose claim 21(b), and L&W does not contend that Huard discloses this
claim element.

Huard does not disclose claim 21(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(f)
and 11(c) as described above.

Claim 22: Huard does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 21 on which it depends. In addition, Huard does not disclose claim 22 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 2 and 12 as described above.

Claim 24: Huard does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 21 on which it depends. In addition, Huard does not disclose claim 24 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 4 and 14 as described above.

Claim 25: Huard does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 21 on which it depends. In addition, Huard does not disclose the additional requirement of

this claim, and L&W does not contend that Huard discloses this claim element.
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Claim 26: Huard does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 21 on which it depends. In addition, Huard does not disclose claim 26 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 6 and 11(a) as described above.

Claim 27: Huard does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 26 on which it depends. In addition, Huard does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that Huard discloses this claim element.

Claim 28: Huard does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 21 on which it depends. In addition, Huard does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that Huard discloses this claim element.

Claim 29: Huard does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 28 on which it depends. In addition, Huard does not disclose the additional requirement of
this claim, and L&W does not contend that Huard discloses this claim element.

Claim 30: Huard does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 21 on which it depends. In addition, Huard does not disclose claim 30 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 10 and 19 as described above.

BB. Exhibit A-28: Yee

Yee was extensively discussed and considered during prosecution of the Asserted Patents
and the patent examiner allowed the claims over Yee.

’014 Patent

Claim 1

Yee does not disclose 1(1). Yee does not show randomly selecting “a first selected position
on the roulette wheel for the spin of the roulette wheel prior to the ball falling into an outcome
position on the roulette wheel.” Rather, as Evolution explained during prosecution and the
Examiner agreed, the cited portions demonstrate that Yee’s random generation of a number
corresponds to the position on the roulette wheel into which a ball drops. See, e.g., Yee, 9:40-
10:14. The cited portions explain that, in Yee, the “wager is resolved by determining whether the

randomly generated number is identical to a randomly generated number from an immediately
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preceding round.” See, e.g., Yee, Abstract, 1:62-2:2, 2:13-36, 2:37-56, 15:5-26. Yee’s “randomly
generated number from an immediately preceding round” is not “a first selected position ... for
the spin of the roulette wheel,” as required by the claim,” and Yee’s “randomly generated number”
for the spin of the roulette wheel is not selected “prior to the ball falling into an outcome position
on the roulette wheel.” Moreover, the cited portions that discuss using a random number generator
to determine the outcome of a game do not use any “ball” and thus cannot select any position
“prior to the ball falling into the outcome position.” The remaining cited portions discuss randomly
selecting “multipliers”, which does not disclose “a first selected position on the roulette wheel,”
and a scratch card embodiment that does not even include a “ball” and is inapplicable.

Yee does not disclose 1(k). The cited portion does not disclose any “hardware processor”
that “determine[s] that the ball has fallen into the single first position.” Rather, the cited portion
merely discloses a ball “com[ing] to rest at a segregated location” on a roulette wheel and a random
number generator for selecting a number and associated color. See Yee, 9:56-63.

Yee does not disclose 1(1). The cited portions do not disclose any “indic[ation] that the
first player is to be paid at the first payout.” While the cited portions explain that Yee makes
payouts to the player, they do not disclose that Yee “indicates” the payout, as required by the claim.
See, e.g., 11:1-34 ( “the payout may be made ... by physically giving chips to a player,”
“transfer[ring] funds” from an account server to a player account).

Claim 2: Yee does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate claim
1 on which it depends. In addition, because Yee does not disclose a “first selected position,” as
required by the claims, (see Claim 1(i)), it also does not disclose “indicat[ing] the first selected
position.”

Claim 3: Yee does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate claim
2 on which it depends. In addition, because Yee does not disclose a “first selected position,” as
required by the claims, (see Claim 1(i)), it also does not disclose presenting any visual effect “in
connection with indicating the first selected position.” Yee also does not disclose a “lightning

visual effect.”
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Claim 5: Yee does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Yee does not disclose the additional requirements of this
claim for the same reasons explained above for 1(i).

Claim 6: Yee does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate claim
1 on which it depends. In addition, Yee does not disclose any “hardware processor” that is
“configured to cause the ball and the roulette wheel to automatically spin.” While the cited
portions disclose that a roulette wheel (virtual or conventional) may be “automatically activated”
and that a conventional ball may be “automatically activated” (Yee, 7:9-26), they do not disclose
that any “hardware processor” is configured to cause both the ball and roulette wheel to spin.

Claim 7: Yee does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate claim
1 on which it depends. In addition, because Yee does not disclose a “first selected position,” as
required by the claims, (see Claim 1(i)), it also does not disclose “highlight[ing] the first selected
position in response to the first selected position being randomly selected.”

Claim 8: Yee does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate claim
1 on which it depends. In addition, because Yee does not disclose a “first selected position,” as
required by the claims, (see Claim 1(i)), it also does not disclose indicating anything “at the first
selected position.” The cited portions also do not disclose indicating “500x” on a roulette board.
At best, the cited portions disclose that 500x may be displayed in a “multiplier selection area” that
is separate from the roulette board. See, e.g., 14:21-27. Nor do the cited portions disclose
indicating “500x” on “the first graphical user interface [on a first player device of a first player].”
Rather, the cited portions explain that multipliers can be displayed on a “a common game display,
such as an upright video display.” See, e.g., 10:61-67; 13:43-14:8.

Claim 9:

Yee does not disclose 9(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(i) above.

Yee does not disclose 9(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(k) above.

Yee does not disclose 9(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(I) above.

Claim 10: Yee does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
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claim 9 on which it depends. In addition, Yee does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 2 as described above.

Claim 11: Yee does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 10 on which it depends. In addition, Yee does not disclose claim 11 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 3 as described above.

Claim 13: Yee does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 9 on which it depends. In addition, Yee does not disclose claim 13 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 5 as described above.

Claim 14: Yee does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 9 on which it depends. In addition, Yee does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 6 as described above.

Claim 15: Yee does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 9 on which it depends. In addition, Yee does not disclose claim 15 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 7 as described above.

Claim 16: Yee does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 9 on which it depends. In addition, Yee does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 8 as described above.

Claim 17:

Yee does not disclose 17(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(i) and 9(f) as
described above.

Yee does not disclose 17(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(k) and 9(h) as
described above.

Yee does not disclose 17(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(I) and 9(i) as
described above.

Claim 18: Yee does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Yee does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it

does not disclose claims 2 and 10 as described above.
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Claim 19: Yee does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 18 on which it depends. In addition, Yee does not disclose claim 19 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claims 3 and 11 as described above.

Claim 21: Yee does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Yee does not disclose claim 21 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claims 5 and 13 as described above.

Claim 22: Yee does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Yee does not disclose claim 22 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claims 6 and 14 as described above.

Claim 23: Yee does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Yee does not disclose claim 23 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claims 7 and 15 as described above.

Claim 24: Yee does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Yee does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claims 8 and 16 as described above.

’024 Patent

Claim 1:

Yee does not disclose 1(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(i) of the *014
patent as described above.

Yee does not disclose 1(1) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(k) of the 014
patent as described above.

Yee does not disclose 1(j) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(1) of the 014
patent as described above.

Claim 2: Yee does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate claim
1 on which it depends. In addition, Yee does not disclose “a wheel sensor that is coupled to the
hardware processor and that enables the hardware processor to determine that the roulette wheel

has been spun.” While the cited portions disclose that “[a] camera ... may be trained on the wheel
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406 and video recordings of each wheel spin may be captured and displayed” (Yee, 20:12-14),
they do not disclose that it is “coupled to the hardware processor” or “enables the hardware
processor to determine that the roulette wheel has been spun.”

Claim 3: Yee does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate claim
1 on which it depends. In addition, Yee does not disclose the additional requirements of this claim.
None of the cited portions disclose “clos[ing] bets when the roulette wheel and the ball are
determined to have been spun.”

Claim 4: Yee does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate claim
1 on which it depends. In addition, Yee does not disclose claim 4 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 2 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 5: Yee does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate claim
4 on which it depends. In addition, Yee does not disclose claim 5 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 3 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 7: Yee does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate claim
1 on which it depends. In addition, Yee does not disclose claim 7 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 5 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 8:

Yee does not disclose 8(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(f) of the 014
patent as described above.

Yee does not disclose 8(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(h) of the 014
patent as described above.

Yee does not disclose 8(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(i) of the *014
patent as described above.

Claim 9: Yee does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate claim
8 on which it depends. In addition, Yee does not disclose claim 9 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 2 as described above.

Claim 10: Yee does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
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claim 8 on which it depends. In addition, Yee does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 3 as described above.

Claim 11: Yee does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 8 on which it depends. In addition, Yee does not disclose claim 11 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 10 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 12: Yee does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Yee does not disclose claim 12 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 11 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 14: Yee does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 8 on which it depends. In addition, Yee does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 13 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 15:

Yee does not disclose 15(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(f) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Yee does not disclose 15(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(h) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Yee does not disclose 15(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(i) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Claim 16: Yee does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 15 on which it depends. In addition, Yee does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claims 2 and 9 as described above.

Claim 17: Yee does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 15 on which it depends. In addition, Yee does not disclose claim 17 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 18 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 18: Yee does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Yee does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it

does not disclose claim 19 of the 014 patent as described above.
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Claim 20: Yee does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Yee does not disclose claim 20 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 21 of the 014 patent as described above.

’371 Patent

Claim 1:

Yee does not disclose 1(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(i) and 1(I) of
the *014 patent as described above. As explained with respect to claim 1(i) of the 014 patent, Yee
does not disclose “randomly or pseudo-randomly select[ing] a first selected position ... for the
spin of the roulette wheel prior to the ball landing,” let alone “a first selected position ... to have
a first increased payout.”

Yee does not disclose 1(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(k) of the 014
patent as described above. In addition, because Yee does not disclose a “first selected position,”
as required by the claims, (see Claim 1(d) above), it also does not disclose that any ball has landed
into it.

Yee does not disclose 1(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(i) and 1(I) of
the ’014 patent as described above. In addition, because Yee does not disclose a “first selected
position,” as required by the claims, (see Claim 1(d) above), it also does not disclose determining
any increased payout for a bet on “the first selected position” nor that “the first increased payout
is greater” than the payout that would have applied had the “first selected position not been selected
... for the spin.”

Claim 2: Yee does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate claim
1 on which it depends. In addition, Yee does not disclose claim 2 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 2 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 4: Yee does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate claim
1 on which it depends. In addition, Yee does not disclose claim 4 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 5 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 5: Yee does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate claim

- 266 -
Light & Wonder v. Evolution
Light & Wonder Exhibit 1010




© 00 ~N o o b~ o w NP

N NN N NN NN P PR R R R R R R,
~ o g A W N P O © N o oA~ W N Pk O

1 on which it depends. In addition, Yee does not disclose claim 5 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 6 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 6: Yee does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate claim
1 on which it depends. In addition, Yee does not disclose claim 6 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 7 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 7: Yee does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate claim
6 on which it depends. In addition, Yee does not disclose claim 7 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 8 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 8: Yee does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate claim
1 on which it depends. In addition, because Yee does not disclose any “first increased payout”
that meets the requirements of the claims (see Claim 1(f) above), Yee also does not disclose that
any increased payout is 49:1. Further, Yee does not disclose that any payout is 49:1. At best, the
cited portions disclose multipliers but do not disclose the payouts for those multipliers or explain
that the payout is “an amount of the wager multiplied by a randomly selected multiplier” of 10x,
25x, 50x, 100x, 250x%, 500x, or 1,000x.

Claim 9: Yee does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate claim
8 on which it depends. In addition, Yee does not disclose that any payout is 29:1. At best, the
cited portions disclose multipliers but do not disclose the payouts for those multipliers or explain
that the payout is “an amount of the wager multiplied by a randomly selected multiplier” of 10x,
25x, 50x, 100x, 250x, 500x, or 1,000x.

Claim 10: Yee does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends.

Claim 11:

Yee does not disclose claim 11(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 6 as
described above.

Yee does not disclose claim 11(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(d) as

described above.
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Yee does not disclose claim 11(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(e) as
described above.

Yee does not disclose claim 11(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(f) as
described above.

Claim 12: Yee does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Yee does not disclose claim 12 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 2 as described above.

Claim 14: Yee does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Yee does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 4 as described above.

Claim 15: Yee does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Yee does not disclose claim 15 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 5 as described above.

Claim 16: Yee does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Yee does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 6 as described above.

Claim 17: Yee does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 16 on which it depends. In addition, Yee does not disclose claim 17 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 7 as described above.

Claim 18: Yee does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Yee does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 8 as described above.

Claim 19: Yee does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends.

Claim 20: Yee does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 18 on which it depends. In addition, Yee does not disclose claim 20 for the same reasons it

does not disclose claim 9 as described above.
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Claim 21:

Yee does not disclose claim 21(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(d) and
11(b) as described above.

Yee does not disclose claim 21(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(e) and
11(c) as described above.

Yee does not disclose claim 21(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(f) and
11(c) as described above.

Claim 22: Yee does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 21 on which it depends. In addition, Yee does not disclose claim 22 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claims 2 and 12 as described above.

Claim 24: Yee does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 21 on which it depends. In addition, Yee does not disclose claim 24 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claims 4 and 14 as described above.

Claim 25: Yee does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 21 on which it depends. In addition, Yee does not disclose claim 25 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claims 5 and 15 as described above.

Claim 26: Yee does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 21 on which it depends. In addition, Yee does not disclose claim 26 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claims 6 and 11(a) as described above.

Claim 27: Yee does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 26 on which it depends. In addition, Yee does not disclose claim 27 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claims 7 and 17 as described above.

Claim 28: Yee does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 21 on which it depends. In addition, Yee does not disclose claim 28 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claims 8 and 18 as described above.

Claim 29: Yee does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate

claim 28 on which it depends. In addition, Yee does not disclose claim 29 for the same reasons it
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does not disclose claims 9 and 20 as described above.

Claim 30: Yee does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 21 on which it depends.

CC. Exhibit A-29: Kosaka

Kosaka was cited and considered by the patent examiner during prosecution of all of the
Asserted Patents. L&W mixes and matches from different embodiments.

’014 Patent

Claim 1

Kosaka does not disclose 1(h). The cited portions do not disclose that any “hardware
processor” is configured to “determine that the roulette wheel and the ball have been spun for the
spin of the roulette wheel.” Rather, the cited portions merely disclose a processor that specifies a
pocket on a wheel, detects the number given to the specified pocket as the winning number, pays
out the game statement based on the winning number, and compensates a loss in a game (Kosaka
11 [0022]) or does not disclose a processor at all (Kosaka { [0150]).

Kosaka does not disclose 1(i). Kosaka does not disclose “randomly selecting a first
selected position on the roulette wheel” that is “the same as the single first position” or doing so
prior to the ball “falling into an outcome position.” The cited portions disclose a “bonus pocket”
(Kosaka, 9 [0075]), but they do not disclose that a “bonus pocket” is a “first selected position on
the roulette wheel” on which a bet can be made, as required by the claim. Rather, Kosaka explains
that “the BET screen 61” includes numbers “except for the number set to the bonus pocket 24 by
the server 13.” Kosaka 4 [0095]. Moreover, the cited portions do not disclose that that the “bonus
pocket” is randomly selected “prior to the ball falling into an outcome position on the roulette
wheel” or that it is selected “for the spin of the roulette wheel,” as required.

Kosaka does not disclose 1(j). The cited portions do not disclose “determin[ing] a first
payout for the first single position ... for the spin of the roulette wheel” or “determin[ing] .. a
second payout for the single second position for the spin of the roulette wheel,” let alone that the

“first payout is higher than the second payout.” Rather, the cited portions merely disclose that a
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“bonus pocket” may be assigned (Kosaka 9 [0018], [0071], [0072], [00297]), that it can be
determined whether the ball enters the bonus pocket (Kosaka {1 [0018], [0182]), the probabilities
of a range of random numbers (Kosaka 1 [0299]), and that payouts can be made based on a
detected winning number (Kosaka 11 [0018], [0304]).

Kosaka does not disclose 1(1). The cited portions do not disclose “indicat[ing] that the first
player is to be paid at the first payout for the spin of the roulette wheel.” Rather, the cited portions
merely disclose calculating credits to be paid and paying out to the game station. See Kosaka {1
[0018], [0183].

Claim 2: Kosaka does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Kosaka does not disclose “a display adjacent to roulette
wheel” or “a display ... that indicates the first selected position.” None of the cited disclosures
describe the proximity of any display to a roulette wheel. Cited portions refer to a physical “display
plate” on the “upper surface of the wheel ... on which each of the numbers” or “English character
‘B’ is printed (Kosaka {{ [0071], [0072]), but these disclosures do not disclose the claimed
display. The cited portion at Kosaka q [0105] does not disclose the table betting board 60’s
proximity to any roulette wheel. That portion refers to Figure 6, but Figure 6 does not depict any
roulette wheel. In addition, none of the cited portions disclose “a display ... that indicates the first
selected position.” Claim 1 requires the “first selected position” to be “the same as the single first
position” to which “bet information correspond[s] (see Claim 1(f), 1(i)) and that is “randomly
select[ed]” (see Claim 1(1)). To the extent L&W contends that Kosaka’s “bonus pocket” is
“randomly select[ed],” the cited disclosures do not show that any “bet information” corresponds
to the “bonus pocket.” Rather, Kosaka explains that “the BET screen 61” includes numbers
“except for the number set to the bonus pocket 24 by the server 13.” Kosaka 9 [0095]; see also
Figure 6.

Claim 3: Kosaka does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 2 on which it depends. In addition, Kosaka does not disclose “wherein the at least one

hardware processor is further configured to cause a lightning visual effect to be presented in
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connection with indicating the first selected position.” The cited portions merely disclose turning
on a “WIN lamp” or turning on LED lights arranged behind a number display plate. See, e.g.,
Kosaka, 99 [0066], [0283], Fig. 30. None of the cited portions disclose “a lightning visual effect.”
Nor do any of the cited portions disclose that turning on the “WIN Lamp” or LED lights is done
“in connection with indicating the first selected position” of the claims.

Claim 5: Kosaka does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Kosaka does not disclose the additional requirements of
this claim. The cited portions do not disclose “randomly select[ing] a second selected position on
the roulette wheel.” Instead, they merely disclose “set[ting] one of the pockets to a bonus pocket”
(Kosaka { [0018]), do not disclose any selection at all (Kosaka 1 [0112], [0113]), or merely
disclose using a random number “to determine whether or not the JP bonus game occurs and that
the JP wins in which of the stations 4 (or the JP is lost in all of the stations 4)” (Kosaka 4 [0155]).
Moreover, none of the cited portions disclose “determin[ing] a payout for the second selected

2

position,” let alone one that is “different than the payout for the single first position.” Because
Kosaka does not disclose “randomly select[ing[ a second selected position on the roulette wheel,”
it also does not disclose “determin[ing] a payout” for any such position.

Claim 6: Kosaka does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends.

Claim 7: Kosaka does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, because Kosaka does not disclose a “first selected
position,” as required by the claims, (see Claim 1(1)), it also does not disclose “highlight[ing] the
first selected position in response to the first selected position being randomly selected.”

Claim 8: Kosaka does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, because Kosaka does not disclose a “first selected
position,” as required by the claims, (see Claim 1(i)), it also does not disclose indicating anything

“at the first selected position.” Kosaka also does not disclose any “indicat[ion]” of 500x, let alone

“at the first selected position on a roulette board in the first graphical user interface.” None of the
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cited portions even mention 500x or indicating any payout “at the first selected position” on a
roulette board in the first graphical user interface. While Figure 31 includes a roulette board, it
does not disclose any indication of 500x on that board or any indication of a payout on payout “at
the first selected position” on the roulette board.

Claim 9:

Kosaka does not disclose 9(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(h) above.

Kosaka does not disclose 9(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(i) above.

Kosaka does not disclose 9(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(j) above.

Kosaka does not disclose 9(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(l) above.

Claim 10: Kosaka does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 9 on which it depends. In addition, Kosaka does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 2 as described above.

Claim 11: Kosaka does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 10 on which it depends. In addition, Kosaka does not disclose claim 11 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 3 as described above.

Claim 13: Kosaka does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 9 on which it depends. In addition, Kosaka does not disclose claim 13 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 5 as described above.

Claim 14: Kosaka does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 9 on which it depends. In addition, Kosaka does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 6 as described above.

Claim 15: Kosaka does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 9 on which it depends. In addition, Kosaka does not disclose claim 15 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 7 as described above.

Claim 16: Kosaka does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 9 on which it depends. In addition, Kosaka does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons

it does not disclose claim 8 as described above.

-273 -
Light & Wonder v. Evolution
Light & Wonder Exhibit 1010




© 00 ~N o o b~ o w NP

N NN N NN NN P PR R R R R R R,
~ o g A W N P O © N o oA~ W N Pk O

Claim 17:

Kosaka does not disclose 17(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(h) and 9(e)
above.

Kosaka does not disclose 17(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(i) and 9(f) as
described above.

Kosaka does not disclose 17(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(j) and 9(g) as
described above.

Kosaka does not disclose 17(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(l) and 9(i) as
described above.

Claim 18: Kosaka does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Kosaka does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 2 and 10 as described above.

Claim 19: Kosaka does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 18 on which it depends. In addition, Kosaka does not disclose claim 19 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 3 and 11 as described above.

Claim 21: Kosaka does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Kosaka does not disclose claim 21 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 5 and 13 as described above.

Claim 22: Kosaka does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Kosaka does not disclose claim 22 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 6 and 14 as described above.

Claim 23: Kosaka does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Kosaka does not disclose claim 23 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 7 and 15 as described above.

Claim 24: Kosaka does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Kosaka does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons

it does not disclose claims 8 and 16 as described above.
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’024 Patent

Claim 1:

Kosaka does not disclose 1(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(h) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Kosaka does not disclose 1(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(i) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Kosaka does not disclose 1(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(j) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Kosaka does not disclose 1(j) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(I) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Claim 2: Kosaka does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Kosaka does not disclose any “hardware processor to
determine that the roulette wheel has been spun,” let alone a “wheel sensor that is coupled to the
hardware processor” that enables it to do so. See Claim 1(h) of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 3: Kosaka does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Kosaka does not disclose “clos[ing] bets when the
roulette wheel and the ball are determined to have been spun.” Rather, the cited portions merely
disclose that “the ball 27 is thrown on the roulette wheel” when the player has 5 seconds remaining
to place a bet. Kosaka, 1 [0103].

Claim 4: Kosaka does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Kosaka does not disclose claim 4 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 2 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 5: Kosaka does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 14 on which it depends. In addition, Kosaka does not disclose claim 5 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 3 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 7: Kosaka does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate

claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Kosaka does not disclose claim 7 for the same reasons
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it does not disclose claim 5 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 8:

Kosaka does not disclose 8(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(f) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Kosaka does not disclose 8(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(g) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Kosaka does not disclose 8(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(i) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Claim 9: Kosaka does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 8 on which it depends. In addition, Kosaka does not disclose claim 9 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 2 as described above.

Claim 10: Kosaka does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 8 on which it depends. In addition, Kosaka does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 3 as described above.

Claim 11: Kosaka does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 8 on which it depends. In addition, Kosaka does not disclose claim 11 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 10 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 12: Kosaka does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Kosaka does not disclose claim 12 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 11 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 14: Kosaka does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 8 on which it depends. In addition, Kosaka does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 13 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 15:

Kosaka does not disclose 15(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(e) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Kosaka does not disclose 15(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(f) of the
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’014 patent as described above.

Kosaka does not disclose 15(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(g) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Kosaka does not disclose 15(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(i) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Claim 16: Kosaka does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 15 on which it depends. In addition, Kosaka does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 2 and 9 as described above.

Claim 17: Kosaka does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 15 on which it depends. In addition, Kosaka does not disclose claim 17 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 18 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 18: Kosaka does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Kosaka does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 19 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 20: Kosaka does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 15 on which it depends. In addition, Kosaka does not disclose claim 20 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 21 of the 014 patent as described above.

’371 Patent

Claim 1:

Kosaka does not disclose 1(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(i), 1(j),
and 1(1) of the *014 patent as described above.

Kosaka does not disclose 1(e). Because Kosaka does not disclose a “first selected
position,” as required by the claims, (see Claim 1(d) above), it also does not disclose that any ball
has landed into it.

Kosaka does not disclose 1(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(i), 1(j),
and 1(1) of the ’014 patent as described above. In addition, because Kosaka does not disclose a

“first selected position,” as required by the claims, (see Claim 1(d) above), it also does not disclose
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determining any increased payout for a bet on “the first selected position.” None of the cited
portions disclose “a first increased payout for the spin of the roulette wheel” where “the first
increased payout is greater than a first non-selected payout that would have been applicable to the
first bet on the first selected position for the spin had the first selected position not been selected.”
The cited portions do not disclose any payout, let alone one that “is greater than a first non-selected
payout.”

Claim 2: Kosaka does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Kosaka does not disclose claim 2 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 2 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 4: Kosaka does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Kosaka does not disclose claim 4 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 5 of the 014 patent as described above. As described above for claim 5
of the *014 patent, the cited portions do not disclose selected any second selected position, let alone
one with “an increased payout” that is “greater than a second non-selected payout that would have
been applicable to a second bet on the second selected position for the spin had the second selected
position not been selected.”

Claim 5: Kosaka does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Kosaka does not disclose claim 5 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 6 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 6: Kosaka does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Kosaka does not disclose claim 6 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 7 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 7: Kosaka does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 6 on which it depends. In addition, Kosaka does not disclose claim 7 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 8 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 8: Kosaka does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate

claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, because Kosaka does not disclose any “first increased
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payout” that meets the requirements of the claims (see Claim 1(f) above), Kosaka also does not
disclose that any increased payout is 49:1. Kosaka does not disclose “wherein the first increased
payout is 49:1.” The cited portion merely discloses the “probability to obtain the right to win the
JP” (Kosaka, 4 [0275]) and does not disclose any payout.

Claim 9: Kosaka does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 8 on which it depends. In addition, Kosaka does not disclose “wherein the first non-selected
payout is 29:1.” The cited portion merely discloses the “probability to obtain the right to win the
JP” (Kosaka, 9 [0275]) and does not disclose any payout.

Claim 10: Kosaka does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends.

Claim 11:

Kosaka does not disclose claim 11(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(d)
as described above.

Kosaka does not disclose claim 11(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(e)
as described above.

Kosaka does not disclose claim 11(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(f)
as described above.

Claim 12: Kosaka does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Kosaka does not disclose claim 12 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 2 as described above.

Claim 14: Kosaka does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Kosaka does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 4 as described above.

Claim 15: Kosaka does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends.

Claim 16: Kosaka does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate

claim 11 on which it depends.
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Claim 16: Kosaka does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Kosaka does not disclose claim 17 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 7 as described above.

Claim 18: Kosaka does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Kosaka does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 8 as described above.

Claim 19: Kosaka does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends.

Claim 20: Kosaka does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 18 on which it depends. In addition, Kosaka does not disclose claim 20 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 9 as described above.

Claim 21:

Kosaka does not disclose claim 21(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(d)
and 11(b) as described above.

Kosaka does not disclose claim 21(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(e)
and 11(c) as described above.

Kosaka does not disclose claim 21(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(f)
and 11(c) as described above.

Claim 22: Kosaka does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 21 on which it depends. In addition, Kosaka does not disclose claim 22 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 2 and 12 as described above.

Claim 24: Kosaka does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 21 on which it depends. In addition, Kosaka does not disclose claim 24 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 4 and 14 as described above.

Claim 25: Kosaka does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 21 on which it depends.

Claim 26: Kosaka does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
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claim 21 on which it depends. In addition, Kosaka does not disclose claim 26 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 6 and 11(a) as described above.

Claim 27: Kosaka does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 26 on which it depends. In addition, Kosaka does not disclose claim 27 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 7 and 17 as described above.

Claim 28: Kosaka does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 21 on which it depends. In addition, Kosaka does not disclose claim 28 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 8 and 18 as described above.

Claim 29: Kosaka does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 28 on which it depends. In addition, Kosaka does not disclose claim 29 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 9 and 20 as described above.

Claim 30: Kosaka does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 21 on which it depends.

DD. Exhibit A-30: Witty

’014 Patent

Claim 1

Witty does not disclose 1(d) because Witty does not disclose “generat[ing]a first graphical
user interface,” let alone a hardware processor configured to do so. The cited portions merely
disclose “a display” for displaying information (e.g., assigned payout values, outcomes). Witty,
4:20-21, 7:26-28, 10:9-12.

Witty does not disclose 1(e) because Witty does not disclose ‘“generat[ing]a second
graphical user interface,” let alone a hardware processor configured to do so. The cited portions
merely disclose “a display” for displaying information (e.g., assigned payout values, outcomes) or
“screen[s].” Witty, 4:20-21, 7:26-28, 10:9-12.

Witty does not disclose 1(f) or 1(g) because Witty does not disclose “receiv[ing]” “bet
information” via a graphical user interface. The cited portions disclose players placing bets on a

physical table 102. See Witty, 9:25-31, 10:9-15, 11:16-33. While Witty discloses it can be
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implemented as a “screen-based” game (Witty, 17:15-27), the cited portion does not disclose that
bet information can be received via a graphical user interface in such implementations.

Witty does not disclose 1(h). The cited portion explains that a “croupier spins the ball in
the roulette wheel 104 (Witty, 12:1-3), but does not disclose that any hardware processor
“determine[s] that the roulette wheel and ball have been spun,” as required by this claim element.

Witty does not disclose 1(j). Witty does not disclose “a first payout for the first single
position” or “a second payout for the second single position.” The cited portions disclose payouts
for a side game and thus do not disclose that the payouts are for “the first single position” or
“second single position.” See, e.g., Witty, 12:14-30 (“Below is an example of a payout table (Table
1) for a side game ....”), 13:31-14:9 (“If the winning number matches any of the four side game
numbers shown on the display 200, the croupier will pay all of the side game bets according to the
payouts assigned to the matching side game number.”).

Witty does not disclose 1(I). The cited portions do not disclose any “indic[ation] that the
first player is to be paid at the first payout.” The cited portions merely disclose a “display” that
may “display a winning animation” (Witty, 13:31-14:9) or “assigned payout values” (Witty, claim
23).

Claim 2: Witty does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends.

Claim 3: Witty does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 2 on which it depends. In addition, Witty does not disclose a lightning visual effect,” let
alone one “presented in connection with indicating the first selected position.” The cited portions
do not disclose any visual effects presented in connection with indicating any position.

Claim 5: Witty does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Witty does not disclose the additional requirements of
this claim for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(j) above.

Claim 6: Witty does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate

claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, the cited portions do not disclose “caus[ing] the ball and
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the roulette wheel to automatically spin.” The cited portion explains that Witty can be
implemented as a “screen based game,” without any disclosure that such screen based game would
“cause the ball and the roulette wheel to automatically spin.”

Claim 7: Witty does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Witty does not disclose “highlighting the first selected
position in response to the first selected position being randomly selected.” Rather, the cited
portions merely disclose that Witty displays the “side game outcome” or “a winning animation.”
Witty, 13:31-14:9.

Claim 8: Witty does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, the cited portions do not disclose 500x at all let alone
any “indicat[ion]” of 500x. Nor do the cited portions disclose any indication on a roulette board
on a graphical user interface.

Claim 9:

Witty does not disclose 9(a) and 9(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(d) and 1(e)
as described above.

Witty does not disclose 9(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(f) above.

Witty does not disclose 9(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(g) above.

Witty does not disclose 9(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(h) above.

Witty does not disclose 9(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(j) above.

Witty does not disclose 9(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(l) above.

Claim 10: Witty does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 9 on which it depends.

Claim 11: Witty does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 10 on which it depends. In addition, Witty does not disclose claim 11 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 3 as described above.

Claim 13: Witty does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate

claim 9 on which it depends. In addition, Witty does not disclose claim 13 for the same reasons it
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does not disclose claim 5 as described above.

Claim 14: Witty does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 9 on which it depends. In addition, Witty does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 6 as described above.

Claim 15: Witty does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 9 on which it depends. In addition, Witty does not disclose claim 15 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 7 as described above.

Claim 16: Witty does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 9 on which it depends. In addition, Witty does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 8 as described above.

Claim 17:

Witty does not disclose 17(a) and 17(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(d), 1(e),
9(a), and 9(b) as described above.

Witty does not disclose 17(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(f) and 9(c) as
described above.

Witty does not disclose 17(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(g) and 9(d) as
described above.

Witty does not disclose 17(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(h) and 9(e) as
described above.

Witty does not disclose 17(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(j) and 9(g) as
described above.

Witty does not disclose 17(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(I) and 9(i) as
described above.

Claim 18: Witty does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 17 on which it depends.

Claim 19: Witty does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate

claim 18 on which it depends. In addition, Witty does not disclose claim 19 for the same reasons
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it does not disclose claims 3 and 11 as described above.

Claim 21: Witty does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Witty does not disclose claim 21 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 5 and 13 as described above.

Claim 22: Witty does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Witty does not disclose claim 22 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 6 and 14 as described above.

Claim 23: Witty does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Witty does not disclose claim 23 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 7 and 15 as described above.

Claim 24: Witty does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Witty does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 8 and 16 as described above.

’024 Patent

Claim 1:

Witty does not disclose 1(d) and 1(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(d),
1(e), 1(f), and 1(g) of the *014 patent as described above.

Witty does not disclose 1(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(h) of the 014
patent as described above.

Witty does not disclose 1(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(j) of the *014
patent as described above.

Witty does not disclose 1(j) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(1) of the *014
patent as described above.

Claim 2: Witty does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends.

Claim 3: Witty does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate

claim 2 on which it depends. In addition, the cited portions of Witty does not disclose any
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“hardware processor” configured “to close bets,” let alone “when the roulette wheel and the ball
are determined to have been spun.” Rather, the cited portions disclose a croupier (rather than a
hardware processor) closing bets. Witty, 12:1-12.

Claim 4: Witty does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends.

Claim 5: Witty does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 4 on which it depends. In addition, Witty does not disclose claim 5 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 3 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 7: Witty does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Witty does not disclose claim 7 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 5 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 8:

Witty does not disclose 8(a) and 8(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 9(a),
9(b), 9(c), and 9(d) of the *014 patent as described above.

Witty does not disclose 8(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(e) of the *014
patent as described above.

Witty does not disclose 8(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(g) of the *014
patent as described above.

Witty does not disclose 8(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(1) of the *014
patent as described above.

Claim 9: Witty does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 8 on which it depends. In addition, Witty does not disclose claim 9 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 2 as described above.

Claim 10: Witty does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 8 on which it depends. In addition, Witty does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 3 as described above.

Claim 11: Witty does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
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claim 8 on which it depends. In addition,

Claim 12: Witty does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Witty does not disclose claim 12 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 11 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 14: Witty does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 8 on which it depends. In addition, Witty does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 13 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 15:

Witty does not disclose 15(a) and 15(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
17(a), 17(b), 17(c), and 17(d) of the 014 patent as described above.

Witty does not disclose 15(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(e) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Witty does not disclose 15(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(g) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Witty does not disclose 15(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(i) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Claim 16: Witty does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 15 on which it depends. In addition, Witty does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 2 and 9 as described above.

Claim 17: Witty does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 15 on which it depends.

Claim 18: Witty does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Witty does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 19 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 20: Witty does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 15 on which it depends. In addition, Witty does not disclose claim 20 for the same reasons

it does not disclose claim 21 of the 014 patent as described above.
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’371 Patent

Claim 1:

Witty does not disclose 1(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(j) and 1(1)
of'the *014 patent as described above. None of the cited portions disclose “a first increased payout”
for “a first selected position” for the same reasons.

Witty does not disclose 1(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(k) of the *014
patent as described above.

Witty does not disclose 1(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(j) and 1(l)
of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 2: Witty does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends.

Claim 4: Witty does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Witty does not disclose claim 4 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 5 of the 014 patent as described above. None of the cited portions disclose
“a second increased payout” for “a second selected position” for the same reasons.

Claim 5: Witty does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Witty does not disclose claim 5 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 6 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 6: Witty does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Witty does not disclose claim 6 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 7 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 7: Witty does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 6 on which it depends. In addition, Witty does not disclose claim 7 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 8 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 8: Witty does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, because Witty does not disclose a “first increased

payout,” as required by the claims (see claim 1(d) above), it also does not disclose that the first
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increased payout is 49:1. Moreover, none of the cited portions disclose a 49:1 payout.

Claim 9: Witty does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 8 on which it depends. In addition, the cited portions do not disclose any non-selected payout
that is 29:1. Rather, the cited portions disclose payouts for selected symbols, none of which is
29:1.

Claim 10: Witty does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim on which it depends.

Claim 11:

Witty does not disclose claim 11(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 6 as
described above.

Witty does not disclose claim 11(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(d) as
described above.

Witty does not disclose claim 11(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(e) as
described above.

Witty does not disclose claim 11(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(f) as
described above.

Claim 12: Witty does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends.

Claim 14: Witty does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Witty does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 4 as described above.

Claim 15: Witty does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Witty does not disclose claim 15 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 5 as described above.

Claim 16: Witty does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Witty does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons

it does not disclose claim 6 as described above.

- 289 -
Light & Wonder v. Evolution
Light & Wonder Exhibit 1010




© 00 ~N o o b~ o w NP

N NN N NN NN P PR R R R R R R,
~ o g A W N P O © N o oA~ W N Pk O

Claim 17: Witty does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 16 on which it depends. In addition, Witty does not disclose claim 17 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 7 as described above.

Claim 18: Witty does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Witty does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 8 as described above.

Claim 19: Witty does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends.

Claim 20: Witty does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 18 on which it depends. In addition, Witty does not disclose claim 20 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claim 9 as described above.

Claim 21:

Witty does not disclose claim 21(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(d)
and 11(b) as described above.

Witty does not disclose claim 21(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(e)
and 11(c) as described above.

Witty does not disclose claim 21(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(f)
and 11(c) as described above.

Claim 22: Witty does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 21 on which it depends.

Claim 24: Witty does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 21 on which it depends. In addition, Witty does not disclose claim 24 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 4 and 14 as described above.

Claim 25: Witty does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 21 on which it depends. In addition, Witty does not disclose claim 25 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 5 and 15 as described above.

Claim 26: Witty does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
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claim 21 on which it depends. In addition, Witty does not disclose claim 26 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 6 and 11(a) as described above.

Claim 27: Witty does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 26 on which it depends. In addition, Witty does not disclose claim 27 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 7 and 17 as described above.

Claim 28: Witty does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 21 on which it depends. In addition, Witty does not disclose claim 28 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 8 and 18 as described above.

Claim 29: Witty does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 28 on which it depends. In addition, Witty does not disclose claim 29 for the same reasons
it does not disclose claims 9 and 20 as described above.

Claim 30: Witty does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 21 on which it depends.

EE. Exhibit A-31: Koh

’014 Patent

Claim 1

Witty does not disclose 1(d) because Koh does not disclose “generat[ing]a first graphical
user interface,” let alone a hardware processor configured to do so. The cited portions merely
disclose displaying “multiplier feature indicators.” Koh, 1:31-2:16, 9:30-10:11, 20:1-20. Other
cited portions explain that Koh may be implemented in “an electrical, electro-mechanical, or video
gaming device” (Koh, 3:4-5, 19:10-19), but they do not disclose any “graphical user interface.”

Witty does not disclose 1(e) because Koh does not disclose “generat[ing]a second graphical
user interface,” let alone a hardware processor configured to do so. The cited portions merely
disclose displaying “multiplier feature indicators.” Koh, 1:31-2:16, 9:30-10:11, 20:1-20. Other
cited portions explain that Koh may be implemented in “an electrical, electro-mechanical, or video
gaming device” (Koh, 3:4-5, 19:10-19), but they do not disclose any “graphical user interface.”

Moreover, the cited portions do not disclose “a second player device of a second player.”
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Koh does not disclose 1(f) or 1(g) because Koh does not disclose “receiv[ing]” “bet
information” via a graphical user interface. The cited portions merely disclose wagering areas
where a player may place a wager, but do not disclose that any bet information is received via a
graphical user interface.

Koh does not disclose 1(h). Koh does not disclose any “hardware processor” that
“determine[s] that the roulette wheel and the ball have been spun.” The cited portions merely
disclose that Koh’s wheel and ball may be spun by a dealer, but do not disclose any determination
by a hardware processor.

Koh does not disclose 1(i). Koh does not disclose any selection of a “first selected
position” for the spin of the roulette wheel prior to the ball falling into an outcome position on the
roulette wheel. The cited portions disclose a first wheel and ball (Target Wheel and Target Ball)
and second wheel and ball (Multiplier Wheel and Multiplier Ball). Koh, 1:31-2:4, 8:20-27. The
result of the Target Wheel and Target Ball does not disclose a selecting a “first selected position”
prior to the ball falling into an outcome position because the ball falling into the outcome position
is the selection. The result of the Multiplier Wheel and Multiplier Ball does not disclose selecting
“a first selected position” because the result does not correspond to a “single first position” that
corresponds to a “first bet,” as required by the claim. Moreover, the cited portions do not specify
which ball falls into a position first. In addition, the cited portions explain that the results of the
Multiplier Wheel/Ball and Target Wheel/Ball are determined by the dealer spinning the wheels
and releasing the balls into each of the wheels and do not disclose that any “hardware processor”
is configured to do the “random[] select[ion]” as required by this claim element.

Koh does not disclose 1(j). The cited portions do not disclose that any “determin[ation]”
of a payout is done by a hardware processor. Rather, the cited portions explain that a “dealer
determines the multiplier feature payout.” Koh 9:5-8; see also id., 1:31-2:22 (explaining dealer
“settling wagers” according to “normal odds payout” or “multiplier feature payout™).

Koh does not disclose 1(k). The cited portions do not disclose that any “determin[ation]”

that the ball has fallen into any position on the roulette wheel is done by a hardware processor.
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Rather, the cited portions explain that the “dealer determines the game outcome after the Target
Ball and Multiplier Ball results are determined, when the balls come to rest in a pocket in their
respective wheels.” Koh, 8:28-29.

Koh does not disclose 1(1). The cited portions do not disclose any “indicat[ion] that the
first player is to be paid at the first payout.” Rather, the cited portions merely disclose displaying
“multiplier feature payout[s]” and that the dealer settles wages according to normal odds payout
or multiplier feature payout.

Claim 2: Koh does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate claim
1 on which it depends. In addition, because Koh does not disclose a “first selected position,” as
required by the claims, (see Claim 1(i)), it also does not disclose “indicat[ing] the first selected
position.” Koh also does not disclose “a display” that it is “adjacent to the roulette wheel.”

Claim 3: Koh does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate claim
1 on which it depends. because Koh does not disclose a “first selected position,” as required by
the claims, (see Claim 1(i)), it also does not disclose presenting any visual effect “in connection
with indicating the first selected position.” Koh also does not disclose a “lightning visual effect.”

Claim 5: Koh does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Koh does not disclose the additional requirements of
this claim for the same reason it does not disclose 1(i) and 1(j) as described above.

Claim 6: Koh does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate claim
1 on which it depends. In addition, Koh does not disclose any hardware processor that “cause[s]
the ball and the roulette wheel to automatically spin.” The cited portions merely disclose that Koh
could be played on “a mechanical, electrical, electro-mechanical, or video gaming device or any
combination thereof,” but do not disclose that that those embodiments include any hardware
processor that “cause[s] the ball and the roulette wheel to automatically spin.”

Claim 7: Koh does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate claim
1 on which it depends. In addition, because Koh does not disclose a “graphical user interface”

(see Claim 1(d) and 1(e)) or a “first selected position” (see Claim 1(i)), Koh also does not disclose

- 293 -
Light & Wonder v. Evolution
Light & Wonder Exhibit 1010




© 00 ~N o o b~ o w NP

N NN N NN NN P PR R R R R R R,
~ o g A W N P O © N o oA~ W N Pk O

a “graphical user interface” that includes a roulette board or one that “highlights the first selected
position.” The cited portions do not disclose “highlight[ing]” any position at all.

Claim 8: Koh does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate claim
1 on which it depends. In addition, Koh does not disclose the additional requirement of this claim,
and L&W does not contend that Koh discloses this claim element.

Claim 9:

Koh does not disclose 9(a) and 9(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(d) and 1(e)
as described above.

Koh does not disclose 9(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(f) above.

Koh does not disclose 9(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(g) above.

Koh does not disclose 9(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(h) above.

Koh does not disclose 9(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(i) above.

Koh does not disclose 9(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(j) above.

Koh does not disclose 9(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(k) above.

Koh does not disclose 9(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(I) above.

Claim 10: Koh does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 9 on which it depends. In addition, Koh does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 2 as described above.

Claim 11: Koh does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 10 on which it depends. In addition, Koh does not disclose claim 11 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 3 as described above.

Claim 13: Koh does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 9 on which it depends. In addition, Koh does not disclose claim 13 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 5 as described above.

Claim 14: Koh does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 9 on which it depends. In addition, Koh does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it

does not disclose claim 6 as described above.
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Claim 15: Koh does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 9 on which it depends. In addition, Koh does not disclose claim 15 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 7 as described above.

Claim 16: Koh does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 9 on which it depends. In addition, Koh does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 8 as described above.

Claim 17:

Koh does not disclose 17(a) and 17(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(d), 1(e),
9(a), and 9(b) as described above.

Koh does not disclose 17(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(f) and 9(c) as
described above.

Koh does not disclose 17(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(g) and 9(d) as
described above.

Koh does not disclose 17(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(h) and 9(e) above.

Koh does not disclose 17(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(i) and 9(f) as
described above.

Koh does not disclose 17(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(j) and 9(g) as
described above.

Koh does not disclose 17(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(k) and 9(h) as
described above.

Koh does not disclose 17(i) for the same reasons it does not disclose 1(I) and 9(i) as
described above.

Claim 18: Koh does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Koh does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claims 2 and 10 as described above.

Claim 19: Koh does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate

claim 18 on which it depends. In addition, Koh does not disclose claim 19 for the same reasons it
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does not disclose claims 3 and 11 as described above.

Claim 21: Koh does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Koh does not disclose claim 21 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claims 5 and 13 as described above.

Claim 22: Koh does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Koh does not disclose claim 22 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claims 6 and 14 as described above.

Claim 23: Koh does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Koh does not disclose claim 23 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claims 7 and 15 as described above.

Claim 24: Koh does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Koh does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claims 8 and 16 as described above.

’024 Patent

Claim 1:

Koh does not disclose 1(d) and 1(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(d),
1(e), 1(f), and 1(g) of the *014 patent as described above.

Koh does not disclose 1(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(h) of the 014
patent as described above.

Koh does not disclose 1(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(i) of the 014
patent as described above.

Koh does not disclose 1(h) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(j) of the 014
patent as described above.

Koh does not disclose 1(1) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(k) of the 014
patent as described above.

Koh does not disclose 1(j) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(1) of the 014

patent as described above.
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Claim 2: Koh does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate claim
1 on which it depends. In addition, Koh does not disclose a “wheel sensor” let alone one that is
“coupled to” a hardware processor that enables the processor to determine that the roulette wheel
has been spun. The cited portions merely disclose that Koh can be embodied “in an electrical,
mechanical, electro-mechanical, or video gaming device and any combination thereof.” Koh 3:4-
5.

Claim 3: Koh does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate claim
1 on which it depends. In addition, Koh does not disclose “clos[ing] bets when the roulette wheel
and the ball are determined to have been spun” let alone a hardware processor configured to do so.
The cited portions that disclose Koh can be embodied “in an electrical, mechanical, electro-
mechanical, or video gaming device and any combination thereof” (Koh 3:4-5) say nothing about
closing bets. The other cited portion merely discloses that the dealer spins the wheels and balls
after wagers have been made. Koh, 8:20-25.

Claim 4: Koh does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate claim
1 on which it depends. In addition, Koh does not disclose claim 4 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 2 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 5: Koh does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate claim
4 on which it depends. In addition, Koh does not disclose claim 5 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 3 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 7: Koh does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate claim
1 on which it depends. In addition, Koh does not disclose claim 7 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 5 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 8:

Koh does not disclose 8(a) and 8(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 9(a),
9(b), 9(c), and 9(d) of the *014 patent as described above.

Koh does not disclose 8(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(e) of the 014

patent as described above.
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Koh does not disclose 8(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(f) of the 014
patent as described above.

Koh does not disclose 8(¢e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(g) of the 014
patent as described above.

Koh does not disclose §(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(h) of the 014
patent as described above.

Koh does not disclose 8(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 9(i) of the 014
patent as described above.

Claim 9: Koh does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate claim
8 on which it depends. In addition, Koh does not disclose claim 9 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 2 as described above.

Claim 10: Koh does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 8 on which it depends. In addition, Koh does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 3 as described above.

Claim 11: Koh does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 8 on which it depends. In addition, Koh does not disclose claim 11 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 10 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 12: Koh does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Koh does not disclose claim 12 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 11 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 14: Koh does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 8 on which it depends. In addition, Koh does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 13 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 15:

Koh does not disclose 15(a) and 15(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims
17(a), 17(b), 17(c), and 17(d) of the 014 patent as described above.

Koh does not disclose 15(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(e) of the
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’014 patent as described above.

Koh does not disclose 15(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(f) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Koh does not disclose 15(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(g) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Koh does not disclose 15(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(h) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Koh does not disclose 15(g) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 17(i) of the
’014 patent as described above.

Claim 16: Koh does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 15 on which it depends. In addition, Koh does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claims 2 and 9 as described above.

Claim 17: Koh does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 15 on which it depends. In addition, Koh does not disclose claim 17 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 18 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 18: Koh does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 17 on which it depends. In addition, Koh does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 19 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 20: Koh does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 15 on which it depends. In addition, Koh does not disclose claim 20 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 21 of the 014 patent as described above.

’371 Patent

Claim 1:

Koh does not disclose 1(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(i), 1(j), and
1(1) of the *014 patent as described above. None of the cited portions disclose “a first increased
payout” for “a first selected position” for the same reasons.

Koh does not disclose 1(e) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(k) of the 014
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patent as described above.

Koh does not disclose 1(f) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(i), 1(j), and
1(1) of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 2: Koh does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate claim
1 on which it depends. In addition, Koh does not disclose claim 2 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 2 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 4: Koh does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate claim
1 on which it depends. In addition, Koh does not disclose claim 4 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 5 of the 014 patent as described above. None of the cited portions disclose a
“second increased payout” for a “second selected position” for the same reasons.

Claim 5: Koh does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate claim
1 on which it depends. In addition, Koh does not disclose claim 5 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 6 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 6: Koh does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate claim
1 on which it depends. In addition, Koh does not disclose claim 6 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 7 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 7: Koh does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate claim
1 on which it depends. In addition, Koh does not disclose claim 7 for the same reasons it does not
disclose claim 8 of the 014 patent as described above.

Claim 8: Koh does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate claim
1 on which it depends. In addition, because Koh does not disclose a “first increased payout,” as
required by the claims (see Claim 1(d) above), it also does not disclose a “first increased payout”
of 49:1. Koh also does not disclose any 49:1 payout. While the cited portions disclose payouts
for various outcomes, none are 49:1.

Claim 9: Koh does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate claim
8 on which it depends. In addition, Koh does not disclose any 29:1 payout. While the cited

portions disclose payouts for various outcomes, none are 29:1.
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Claim 10: Koh does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 1 on which it depends. In addition, Koh does not disclose claim 10 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 1(f) of the *014 patent as described above.

Claim 11:

Koh does not disclose claim 11(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 6 as
described above.

Koh does not disclose claim 11(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(d) as
described above.

Koh does not disclose claim 11(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(e) as
described above.

Koh does not disclose claim 11(d) for the same reasons it does not disclose claim 1(f) as
described above.

Claim 12: Koh does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Koh does not disclose claim 12 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 2 as described above.

Claim 14: Koh does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Koh does not disclose claim 14 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 4 as described above.

Claim 15: Koh does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Koh does not disclose claim 15 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 5 as described above.

Claim 16: Koh does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Koh does not disclose claim 16 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 6 as described above.

Claim 17: Koh does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 16 on which it depends. In addition, Koh does not disclose claim 17 for the same reasons it

does not disclose claim 7 as described above.
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Claim 18: Koh does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Koh does not disclose claim 18 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 8 as described above.

Claim 19: Koh does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 11 on which it depends. In addition, Koh does not disclose claim 19 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 10 as described above.

Claim 20: Koh does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 18 on which it depends. In addition, Koh does not disclose claim 20 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claim 9 as described above.

Claim 21:

Koh does not disclose claim 21(a) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(d) and
11(b) as described above.

Koh does not disclose claim 21(b) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(e) and
11(c) as described above.

Koh does not disclose claim 21(c) for the same reasons it does not disclose claims 1(f) and
11(c) as described above.

Claim 22: Koh does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 21 on which it depends. In addition, Koh does not disclose claim 22 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claims 2 and 12 as described above.

Claim 24: Koh does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 21 on which it depends. In addition, Koh does not disclose claim 24 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claims 4 and 14 as described above.

Claim 25: Koh does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 21 on which it depends. In addition, Koh does not disclose claim 25 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claims 5 and 15 as described above.

Claim 26: Koh does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate

claim 21 on which it depends. In addition, Koh does not disclose claim 26 for the same reasons it
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does not disclose claims 6 and 11(a) as described above.

Claim 27: Koh does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 26 on which it depends. In addition, Koh does not disclose claim 27 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claims 7 and 17 as described above.

Claim 28: Koh does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 21 on which it depends. In addition, Koh does not disclose claim 28 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claims 8 and 18 as described above.

Claim 29: Koh does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 28 on which it depends. In addition, Koh does not disclose claim 29 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claims 9 and 20 as described above.

Claim 30: Koh does not anticipate this claim for the same reasons it does not anticipate
claim 21 on which it depends. In addition, Koh does not disclose claim 30 for the same reasons it
does not disclose claims 10 and 19 as described above.

III.  Response to Invalidity Contentions Under 35 U.S.C. § 112

Enablement requires that “the specification teach those in the art to make and use the
invention without undue experimentation.” Idenix Pharm. LLC v. Gilead Scis. Inc., 941 F.3d 1149,
1154 (Fed. Cir. 2019) (citing In re Wands, 858 F.2d 731, 737 (Fed. Cir. 1988)). “To be enabling,
the specification of a patent must teach those skilled in the art how to make and use the full scope
of the claimed invention without ‘undue experimentation.”” Magsil Corp. v. Hitachi Global
Storage Techs., Inc., 687 F.3d 1377, 1380 (Fed. Cir. 2012) (citations omitted). For L&W to show
that a claim is not enabled it must prove that “at the effective filing date of the patent, one of
ordinary skill in the art could not practice [its] full scope without undue experimentation.” ldenix,
941 F.3d at 1154; Wyeth & Cordis Corp. v. Abbott Labs., 720 F.3d 1380, 1384 (Fed. Cir. 2013).
For example, in determining whether any experimentation is undue, a challenger must address
several factors including: “(1) the quantity of experimentation necessary, (2) the amount of
direction or guidance presented, (3) the presence or absence of working examples, (4) the nature

of the invention, (5) the state of the prior art, (6) the relative skill of those in the art, (7) the
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predictability or unpredictability of the art, and (8) the breadth of the claims.” In re Wands, 858
F.2d at 737.

A claim satisfies the definiteness requirement if it informs, “with reasonable certainty,
those skilled in the art about the scope of the invention.” Nautilus, Inc. v. Biosig Instruments, Inc.,
572 U.S. 898, 901 (2014) (“[W]e hold that a patent is invalid for indefiniteness if its claims, read
in light of the specification delineating the patent, and the prosecution history, fail to inform, with
reasonable certainty, those skilled in the art about the scope of the invention.”). The patent claims,
specification, and prosecution history inform this inquiry. See id. at 910 (“[W]e read § 112, 42 to
require that a patent’s claims, viewed in light of the specification and prosecution history, inform
those skilled in the art about the scope of the invention with reasonable certainty.”); see also PPG
Industries, Inc. v. Guardian Industries Corp., 75 F.3d 1558, 1562—63 (Fed. Cir. 1996).

The written description requirement provides that “[t]he specification shall contain a
written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making and using it, in such
full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it pertains,
or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same.” Ariad Pharm., Inc. v. Eli
Lilly & Co., 598 F.3d 1336, 1343 (Fed. Cir. 2010) (en banc) (citations omitted). This requirement
is met when the specification allows persons of ordinary skill to recognize that the inventor
“invented what is claimed.” Id. at 1351. “In other words, the test for sufficiency is whether the
disclosure of the application relied upon reasonably conveys to those skilled in the art that the
inventor had possession of the claimed subject matter as of the filing date.” 1d. The “written
description” requirement must be applied in the context of the particular invention and the state of
the knowledge. Capon v. Eshhar, 418 F.3d 1349, 1358 (Fed. Cir. 2005). “[T]he written description
requirement may be satisfied ‘if in the knowledge of the art the disclosed function is sufficiently
correlated to a particular, known structure.”” Id. at 1357 (quoting Amgen Inc. v. Hoechst Marion
Roussel, Inc., 314 F.3d 1313, 1332 (Fed. Cir. 2003)).

A. The ’024 Patent

The 024 patent enables every asserted claim and contains sufficient written description in
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support of those claims, and none of the asserted claims is indefinite.

1. Response to Written Description and Enablement Contentions

L&W’s contentions for alleged lack of written description and enablement is limited to its
allegation that certain limitations of the ’024 patent claims are invalid for lack of written
description and enablement because they include the limitation “on a spin of the roulette wheel,”
“on the spin of the roulette wheel, “for the spin of the roulette wheel,” or “on a spin of a roulette
wheel” and “there is no support in the as-filed application for these limitations.” See IEC at 44-
46. L&W iswrong. As L&W acknowledges, these limitations were added during prosecution of
the 024 patent. See IEC at 46. When adding these limitations, Evolution explain that “[sJupport
for the amendments to the claims can be found through the original specification, drawings, and
claims. ... For example, the amendments to the claims are supported by original FIG. 2 (and the
corresponding portion of the specification).” EVOLUTION 0000317-433 at 395. Figure 2 is

depicted below:

Id. at 340; *024 patent, Fig. 2. As shown in Figure 2 and its corresponding description, the process
200 begins at 202, and the process can receive bet information at 204. EVOLUTION_0000317-
433 at 325 (9 [0029]); 024 patent, 4:31-34. “Next, at 206, a roulette wheel and ball can be spun.”
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EVOLUTION_0000317-433 at 325 (9 [0030]); 024 patent, 4:40. Bets are closed at 208, “[t]hen,

at 210, process 200 can randomly select one or more of the roulette wheel numbers,” and “[a]t

212, process 200 can next determine the increased payouts for the numbers selected at 210.”

EVOLUTION_0000317-433 at 326-327 (11 [0031]-[0035]); *024 patent, 4:48-5:30. “Then at 214,

process 200 can detect the ball dropping into a position on the roulette wheel, deduct bet money

from player accounts ... and make payouts of money.” EVOLUTION 0000317-433 at 327 (1

[0036]); *024 patent, 5:31-35. “Following 214, process 200 clears all bet information and loops

back to 204 to proceed with the next play as described above.” EVOLUTION 0000317-433 at

327 (9 [0037]); 024 patent, 5:36-38. Thus Figure 2 and its corresponding description illustrate

that the process 200 of Figure 2 occurs for a spin of the roulette wheel and the ’024 patent

specification fully supports each of the limitations that L&W identified:

receive first bet information for a first bet from a first player device of a first player on a
spin of the roulette wheel, the first bet information corresponding to at least a first position
on the roulette wheel,

receive second bet information for a second bet from a second player device of a second
player on the spin of the roulette wheel, the second bet information corresponding to at
least a second position on the roulette wheel that is different from the first position;
determine that the roulette wheel and the ball have been spun for the spin of the roulette
wheel;

randomly select a first selected position on the roulette wheel for the spin of the roulette
wheel prior to the ball falling into a position on the roulette wheel, wherein the first selected
position is the same as the first position;

determine a first payout for first position and a second payout for the second position for
the spin of the roulette wheel, wherein the first payout is higher than the second payout;
determine that the ball has fallen in the first position for the spin of the roulette wheel; and
indicating that the first player is to be paid at the first payout for the spin of the roulette

wheel.
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’024 Patent, Claim 1.

receiving, using a hardware processor, first bet information for a first bet from a first player
device of a first player on a spin of a roulette wheel, the first bet information corresponding
to at least a first position on the roulette wheel;

receiving, using the hardware processor, second bet information for a second bet from a
second player device of a second player on the spin of the roulette wheel, the second bet
information corresponding to at least a second position on the roulette wheel that is
different from the first position;

determining, using the hardware processor, that the roulette wheel and a ball on the roulette
wheel have been spun for the spin of the roulette wheel;

randomly selecting, using the hardware processor, a first selected position on the roulette
wheel for the spin of the roulette wheel prior to the ball falling into a position on the roulette
wheel, wherein the first selected position is the same as the first position;

determining, using the hardware processor, a first payout for first position and a second
payout for the second position for the spin of the roulette wheel, wherein the first payout
is higher than the second payout;

determining, using the hardware processor, that the ball has fallen in the first position for
the spin of the roulette wheel; and

indicating, using the hardware processor, that the first player is to be paid at the first payout

for the spin of the roulette wheel.

’024 Patent, Claim 8.

receiving first bet information for a first bet from a first player device of a first player on a
spin of a roulette wheel, the first bet information corresponding to at least a first position
on the roulette wheel,

receiving second bet information for a second bet from a second player device of a second
player on the spin of the roulette wheel, the second bet information corresponding to at

least a second position on the roulette wheel that is different from the first position;
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e determining that the roulette wheel and a ball on the roulette wheel have been spun for the
spin of the roulette wheel,

e randomly selecting a first selected position on the roulette wheel for the spin of the roulette
wheel prior to the ball falling into a position on the roulette wheel, wherein the first selected
position is the same as the first position;

e determining a first payout for first position and a second payout for the second position for
the spin of the roulette wheel, wherein the first payout is higher than the second payout;

e determining that the ball has fallen in the first position for the spin of the roulette wheel;
and

e indicating that the first player is to be paid at the first payout for the spin of the roulette
wheel.

’024 Patent, Claim 15.

2. Response to Indefiniteness Contention

L&W’s contention for alleged indefiniteness is limited to its allegation that certain
limitations of the ’024 patent claims that recite “randomly select[ing]” are indefinite because a
person of ordinary skill in the art would not understand with reasonable certainty whether the
claimed “randomly select[ing]” encompasses both random and pseudo-random functions. See IEC
at 47. L&W is wrong. As L&W admits, the 024 patent specification explains that “[a]lthough
the term ‘random’ is used herein, it should be understood that pseudo-random functions can be
used to approximate random functions and thereby select pseudo-random numbers, which can be
considered to be random numbers. ’024 patent, 4:61-65; see also id. 4:59-61 (explaining that “a
pseudo-random number generator function can be used by the process 200” for “randomly
select[ing] one or more of the roulette wheel numbers”). Thus, a person of ordinary skill in the art
would have understood that, in light of the 024 patent’s specification, the claimed “randomly
select[ing]” can also encompass pseudo-random functions.

L&W contends that because the asserted claims of a different patent—the 371 patent—

recite “randomly or pseudo-randomly” it “indicat[es] that random selection and pseudo-random
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selection are distinct” and that somehow causes a person of ordinary skill in the art not to

understand with reasonable certainty the scope of the claimed “randomly selecting.” IEC at 47.

L&W does not explain why the claims of the *371 patent have any bearing on how a person of

ordinary skill in the art would understand the scope of the asserted claims of the 024 patent. As

explained above, the 024 patent specification explains that pseudo-random functions can be

considered to be “random.” Moreover, the 024 patent specification does not state that random

functions and pseudo-functions are not distinct, as L& W seems to suggest. Rather, the *024 patent

explains that pseudo-random functions may also be considered random in the context of the patent.

Thus, a person of ordinary skill in the art would understand the scope of the asserted claims of the

’024 patent with reasonable certainty and each of the limitations that L&W identified is definite:

randomly select a first selected position on the roulette wheel for the spin of the roulette
wheel prior to the ball falling into a position on the roulette wheel, wherein the first selected
position is the same as the first position; (’024 Patent, claim 1);

randomly select a second selected position on the roulette wheel; and (°024 Patent, claim
)

randomly selecting, using the hardware processor, a first selected position on the roulette
wheel for the spin of the roulette wheel prior to the ball falling into a position on the roulette
wheel, wherein the first selected position is the same as the first position; (024 Patent,
claim 8);

randomly selecting a second selected position on the roulette wheel; and (024 Patent,
claim 14);

randomly selecting a first selected position on the roulette wheel for the spin of the roulette
wheel prior to the ball falling into a position on the roulette wheel, wherein the first selected
position is the same as the first position; (024 Patent, claim 15); and

randomly selecting a second selected position on the roulette wheel; and (°024 Patent,

claim 20).
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B. The ’014 Patent
The 014 patent enables every asserted claim and contains sufficient written description in
support of those claims, and none of the asserted claims is indefinite.

1. Response to Written Description and Enablement Contentions

L&W’s contentions that the asserted claims are invalid for lack of written description and
enablement are limited to: (i) certain limitations that require “at least one hardware processor,” (ii)
certain limitations that require “bet information” to correspond to “only a single ... position on the
roulette wheel,” and (iii) like its contentions for the *024 patent, certain limitations that recite “spin
of the roulette wheel.” See IEC at 47-50. Each fails.

First, L&W’s contention that “there is no description in the specification of the Asserted
Patents of using multiple hardware processors collectively to perform the purported invention”
(IEC at 47-48) is wrong. Figure 6 of the Asserted Patents includes hardware processor 602, and
the Asserted Patents explain that “[h]ardware processor 602 can include any suitable hardware
processor, such as microprocessor, a micro-controller, digital signal processor(s), dedicated logic,

and/or any other suitable circuitry for controlling the functioning of a general-purpose computer
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or a special-purpose computer in some embodiments.” E.g., 371 patent, 6:38-48 (emphasis
added). Thus, the Asserted Patents expressly contemplate using multiple hardware processors “in
some embodiments.” In addition, Figure 1 of the Asserted Patents depicts “an example 100 of a
system for implementing Internet-based wagering in accordance with some embodiments.” E.g.,
’014 patent, 2:28-30, 2:47-49.

Figure 1 includes multiple components (e.g., 106, 108, 116, 122, 130, 132, and 134) that
can each include a hardware processor. See, e.g., 014 patent, 6:32-42. These processors work
collectively as part of a system to implement the claimed invention. See, e.g., ’014 patent, 2:28-
30, 2:47-57, 3:18-45, 3:56-63, 4:5-27. For example, the Asserted Patents explain that “[c]ore
application computer 108,” which “controls the activity of the game being presented by system
100,” can “generat[e] user interfaces, present[] user interfaces to devices 130, 132, and 134,
receiv[e] input from players via those user interfaces, receiv[e] bet information, caus[e] money
wagered to be collected, receiv[e] data from [wheel] sensor 104 and/or computer 106, apply[]
game rules, determin[e] payouts, caus[e] payout money to be paid, control[] video that is streamed
to players, and/or any other suitable functions.” E.g., 014 patent, 3:25-34; see also, e.g., id., 41-
42 (“In some embodiments, process 200 can be executed in computer 108.”). In addition, “player
devices 1[3]0, 132, and 134” can “present a user interface, video, and audio that can allow a player
to experience a wagering game, ... receive bets view the interface, indicate account balance,
indicate past plays, provide video and/or audio of the wheel, provide video and/or audio of the
game presenter, provide video and/or audio of the video effects, audio effects, music, etc., capture
video and/or audio of a player using one of the devices, capture text input of the player, provide
video and/or audio of other players, present text input of the other players, etc.” E.g.., 014 patent,
4:15-27; see also, e.g., id., 5:43-6:18. Thus the 014 patent specification fully supports the
limitations L&W identified:

e “at least one hardware processor collectively configured to:” (’014 Patent, claim 1);

99 ¢c 99 ¢

e ‘“‘using at least one hardware processor,” “using the at least one hardware processor,” “using

the least one hardware processor” (014 Patent, claim 9); and
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e “A non-transitory computer-readable medium containing computer executable instructions
that, when executed by at least one processor, cause the at least one processor to perform

a method for wagering, the method comprising” (014 Patent, claim 17).

Second, L&W’s contention that “there is no description in the Asserted Patents’
specification of bet information being limited to correspond only to a single position” (IEC at 48)
is wrong. The claim limitations require “bet information” to correspond to “only a single ...
position on the roulette wheel.” As L&W admits, the *014 patent discloses that “bet information
can include any suitable roulette bet ... , such as a bet on one or more wheel positions and an
amount wagered (e.g., $20).” ’014 patent, 4:36-41 (emphasis added). Figure 5 of the *014 patent
also includes examples of “bet information” corresponding to “only a single ... position on the
roulette wheel.” For example, a chip bet corresponds to number 5 on the wheel.

Thus the *014 patent specification fully supports the limitations L& W identified:

2 e
P EREIY

FIG. 5
e “the first bet information corresponding to only a single first position on the roulette wheel”
and “the second bet information corresponding to only a single second position on the

roulette wheel” (014 Patent, claim 1);
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“the first bet information corresponding to only a single first position on the roulette wheel”
and “the second bet information corresponding to only a single second position on the
roulette wheel” (’014 Patent, claim 9); and

“the first bet information corresponding to only a single first position on the roulette wheel”
and “the second bet information corresponding to only a single second position on the
roulette wheel” (014 Patent, claim 17).

Third, L& W’s contention with respect to the claim limitations reciting “spin of the roulette

wheel” is that “there is no support in the Asserted Patents’ specification” for that limitation. See

IEC at 50. L&W is incorrect for the reasons explained above in Section I11.A.1 with respect to the

’024 patent, which has a substantially similar specification as that of the ’014 patent. Accordingly,

the 014 patent specification fully supports the claim limitations identified by L&W:

receive first bet information for a first bet on a spin of the roulette wheel via the first
graphical user interface, the first bet information corresponding to only a single first
position on the roulette wheel;

receive second bet information for a second bet on the spin of the roulette wheel via the
second graphical user interface, the second bet information corresponding to only a single
second position on the roulette wheel that is different from the single first position;
determine that the roulette wheel and the ball have been spun for the spin of the roulette
wheel;

randomly select a first selected position on the roulette wheel for the spin of the roulette
wheel prior to the ball falling into an outcome position on the roulette wheel, wherein the
first selected position is the same as the single first position;

determine a first payout for the first single position and a second payout for the single
second position for the spin of the roulette wheel, wherein the first payout is higher than
the second payout;

determine that the ball has fallen in the single first position for the spin of the roulette

wheel; and
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indicate that the first player is to be paid at the first payout for the spin of the roulette wheel.

’014 Patent, Claim 1.

receiving, using the at least one hardware processor, first bet information for a first bet on
a spin of the roulette wheel via the first graphical user interface, the first bet information
corresponding to only a single first position on the roulette wheel;

receiving, using the least one hardware processor, second bet information for a second bet
on the spin of the roulette wheel via the second graphical user interface, the second bet
information corresponding to only a single second position on the roulette wheel that is
different from the single first position;

determining, using the least one hardware processor, that the roulette wheel and the ball
have been spun for the spin of the roulette wheel,

randomly selecting, using the least one hardware processor, a first selected position on the
roulette wheel for the spin of the roulette wheel prior to the ball falling into an outcome
position on the roulette wheel, wherein the first selected position is the same as the single
first position;

determining, using the least one hardware processor, a first payout for the single first
position and a second payout for the single second position for the spin of the roulette
wheel, wherein the first payout is higher than the second payout;

determining, using the least one hardware processor, that the ball has fallen in the single
first position for the spin of the roulette wheel; and

indicating, using the least one hardware processor, that the first player is to be paid at the

first payout for the spin of the roulette wheel.

’014 Patent, Claim 9.

receiving first bet information for a first bet on a spin of the roulette wheel via the first
graphical user interface, the first bet information corresponding to only a single first
position on the roulette wheel;

receiving second bet information for a second bet on the spin of the roulette wheel via the
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second graphical user interface, the second bet information corresponding to only a single
second position on the roulette wheel that is different from the single first position;

e determining that the roulette wheel and the ball have been spun for the spin of the roulette
wheel;

e randomly selecting a first selected position on the roulette wheel for the spin of the roulette
wheel prior to the ball falling into an outcome position on the roulette wheel, wherein the
first selected position is the same as the single first position;

e determining a first payout for the single first position and a second payout for the single
second position for the spin of the roulette wheel, wherein the first payout is higher than
the second payout;

e determining that the ball has fallen in the single first position for the spin of the roulette
wheel; and

e indicating that the first player is to be paid at the first payout for the spin of the roulette
wheel.

’014 Patent, Claim 17.

2. Response to Indefiniteness Contention

L&W’s indefiniteness contention is limited to the same contention it made with respect to
the “randomly select[ing]” limitations for the *024 patent. L& W’s contention is wrong for the
same reasons explained above in Section 111.A.2. Like the 024 patent, the *014 patent likewise
explains that “[a]lthough the term ‘random’ is used herein, it should be understood that pseudo-
random functions can be used to approximate random functions and thereby select pseudo-random
numbers, which can be considered to be random numbers. 014 patent, 4:63-67; see also id. 4:61-
63 (explaining that “a pseudo-random number generator function can be used by the process 200”
for “randomly select[ing] one or more of the roulette wheel numbers™). Thus, a person of ordinary
skill in the art would have understood that, in light of the 014 patent’s specification, the claimed
“randomly select[ing]” can also encompass pseudo-random functions.

L&W again does not explain why the claims of the *371 patent have any bearing on how a
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person of ordinary skill in the art would understand the scope of the asserted claims of the 014

patent. See IEC at 51-52. As explained above, the *014 patent specification explains that pseudo-

random functions can be considered to be “random.” Moreover, the 014 patent specification does

not state that random functions and pseudo-functions are not distinct, as L&W seems to suggest.

Rather, the 024 patent explains that pseudo-random functions may also be considered random in

the context of the patent. Thus, a person of ordinary skill in the art would understand the scope of

the asserted claims of the *024 patent with reasonable certainty and each of the limitations that

L&W identified is definite:

randomly select a first selected position on the roulette wheel for the spin of the roulette
wheel prior to the ball falling into an outcome position on the roulette wheel, wherein the
first selected position is the same as the single first position; (’014 Patent, claim 1);
randomly select a second selected position on the roulette wheel; and (014 Patent, claim
5);

wherein the first graphical user interface includes a roulette board and wherein the at least
one hardware processor is further configured to highlight the first selected position in
response to the first selected position being randomly selected. (’014 Patent, claim 7);
randomly selecting, using the least one hardware processor, a first selected position on the
roulette wheel for the spin of the roulette wheel prior to the ball falling into an outcome
position on the roulette wheel, wherein the first selected position is the same as the single
first position; (014 Patent, claim 9);

randomly selecting a second selected position on the roulette wheel; and (014 Patent,
claim 13);

wherein the first graphical user interface includes a roulette board and further comprising
highlighting the first selected position in response to the first selected position being
randomly selected. (014 Patent, claim 15);

randomly selecting a first selected position on the roulette wheel for the spin of the roulette

wheel prior to the ball falling into an outcome position on the roulette wheel, wherein the
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first selected position is the same as the single first position; (’014 Patent, claim 17);

e randomly selecting a second selected position on the roulette wheel; and (014 Patent,
claim 21); and

e wherein the first graphical user interface includes a roulette board and wherein the method
further comprises highlighting the first selected position in response to the first selected
position being randomly selected. (014 Patent, claim 23).
C. The ’371 Patent
The 371 patent enables every asserted claim and contains sufficient written description in

support of those claims, and none of the asserted claims is indefinite.

1. Response to Written Description and Enablement Contentions

L&W’s contentions that the asserted claims are invalid for lack of written description and
enablement are limited to (i) like its contentions for the *024 and 014 patents, certain limitations
that recite “spin of the roulette wheel,” and (ii) like its contentions for the 014 patent, certain
limitations that require “at least one hardware processor.” See IEC at 52-54. Each fails.

First, L&W’s contention with respect to the claim limitations reciting “spin of the roulette
wheel” is that “there is no support in the Asserted Patents’ specification” for that limitation. See
IEC at 53. L&W is incorrect for the reasons explained above in Section 111.A.1 with respect to the
’024 patent, which has a substantially similar specification as that of the *371 patent. Accordingly,
the 371 patent specification fully supports the claim limitations identified by L&W:

e randomly or pseudo-randomly select a first selected position of the plurality of positions
on the roulette wheel to have a first increased payout for the spin of the roulette wheel prior
to the ball landing into any of the plurality of positions on the roulette wheel for the spin;

e determine that the ball has landed into the first selected position for the spin; and

e determine that the first increased payout is applicable to a first bet made on the first selected
position for the spin of the roulette wheel, wherein the first increased payout is greater than
a first non-selected payout that would have been applicable to the first bet on the first

selected position for the spin had the first selected position not been selected by the
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randomly or pseudo-randomly selecting the first selected position for the spin.

’371 Patent, Claim 1.

randomly or pseudo-randomly selecting a first selected position of a plurality of positions
on a roulette wheel to have a first increased payout for a spin of the roulette wheel prior to
a ball landing into any of the plurality of positions on the roulette wheel for the spin;
determining that the ball has landed into the first selected position for the spin; and
determining that the first increased payout is applicable to a first bet made on the first
selected position for the spin of the roulette wheel, wherein the first increased payout is
greater than a first non-selected payout that would have been applicable to the first bet on
the first selected position for the spin had the first selected position not been selected by

the randomly or pseudo-randomly selecting the first selected position for the spin.

’371 Patent, Claim 11.

randomly or pseudo-randomly selecting a first selected position of a plurality of positions
on a roulette wheel to have a first increased payout for a spin of the roulette wheel prior to
a ball landing into any of the plurality of positions on the roulette wheel for the spin;
determining that the ball has landed into the first selected position for the spin; and
determining that the first increased payout is applicable to a first bet made on the first
selected position for the spin of the roulette wheel, wherein the first increased payout is
greater than a first non-selected payout that would have been applicable to the first bet on
the first selected position for the spin had the first selected position not been selected by

the randomly or pseudo-randomly selecting the first selected position for the spin.

’371 Patent, Claim 21.

Second, L&W’s contention with respect to the claim limitations reciting “at least one

hardware processor collectively configured to” is that “there is no support in the Asserted Patents’

specification” for that limitation. See IEC at 53-54. L&W is incorrect for the reasons explained

above in Section III.B.1 with respect to the 014 patent, which has a substantially similar

specification as that of the 371 patent. Accordingly, the *371 patent specification fully supports
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the claim limitations identified by L&W:

e “at least one hardware processor collectively configured to:” (371 Patent, claim 1);

e ‘“‘causing, by at least one hardware processor, a first graphical user interface to be presented
on a first player device, wherein the first graphical user interface includes a roulette board;”
(’371 Patent, claim 11); and

e “A non-transitory computer-readable medium containing computer executable instructions
that, when executed by at least one processor, cause the at least one processor to perform
a method for wagering, the method comprising:” (’371 Patent, claim 21).

2. Response to Indefiniteness Contentions

L&W’s contention for alleged indefiniteness is limited to its allegation that certain
limitations of the ’371 patent claims that recite “randomly or pseudo-randomly select[ing]” are
indefinite because a person of ordinary skill in the art would not understand with reasonable
certainty the scope of the claimed “randomly or pseudo-randomly select[ing].” See IEC at 54-55.
L&W is wrong. L&W incorrectly suggests that the claims’ recitation of “randomly or pseudo-
randomly” “indicat[es] that random selection and pseudo-random selection are distinct” and the
’371 patent specification’s disclosure “that ‘randomly selecting’ encompasses the use of pseudo-
random functions” are somehow inconsistent. Id. A person of ordinary skill in the art would have
understood that, in light of the 371 patent’s specification, pseudo-random functions may also be
considered random in the context of the patent. See ’371 patent, 4:65-5:2 (“Although the term
‘random’ is used herein, it should be understood that pseudo-random functions can be used to
approximate random functions and thereby select pseudo-random numbers, which can be
considered to be random numbers.”), 4:63-65. The ’371 patent specification does not state that
random functions and pseudo-functions are not distinct, as L&W seems to suggest. Moreover,
even if the ’371 patent claims’ recitation of “randomly or pseudo-randomly select[ing]” were
redundant in light of the specification’s disclosure that pseudo-random functions can be considered

random, that does not make the scope of the claims indefinite as a person of ordinary skill in the

art would understand that the scope of the claims would require a random or pseudo-random
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selection. Thus, a person of ordinary skill in the art would understand the scope of the asserted

claims of the *024 patent with reasonable certainty and each of the limitations that L& W identified

is definite:

Iv.

randomly or pseudo-randomly select a first selected position of the plurality of positions
on the roulette wheel to have a first increased payout for the spin of the roulette wheel prior
to the ball landing into any of the plurality of positions on the roulette wheel for the spin;
(’371 Patent, claim 1);

randomly or pseudo-randomly selecting a first selected position of a plurality of positions
on a roulette wheel to have a first increased payout for a spin of the roulette wheel prior to
a ball landing into any of the plurality of positions on the roulette wheel for the spin; (°371
Patent, claim 11); and

randomly or pseudo-randomly selecting a first selected position of a plurality of positions
on a roulette wheel to have a first increased payout for a spin of the roulette wheel prior to
a ball landing into any of the plurality of positions on the roulette wheel for the spin; (°371
Patent, claim 21).

Response to Invalidity Contentions Under 35 U.S.C. § 101

Section 101 provides that “[w]hoever invents or discovers any new and useful process,

machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may

obtain a patent therefor.” 35 U.S.C. § 101. In Alice Corp. v. CLS Bank International, the Supreme

Court articulated a two-step test for examining patent eligibility under § 101. 573 U.S. 208, 134

S.Ct. 2347 (2014). First, a court must “determine whether the claims at issue are directed to a

patent-ineligible concept.” Id. at 2355. “Laws of nature, natural phenomena, and abstract ideas are

not patentable.” Id. at 2354 (quoting Ass'n for Molecular Pathology v. Myriad Genetics, Inc., 569

U.S. 576, 589, 133 S.Ct. 2107 (2013)). If the claims are not directed to a patent-ineligible concept

under Alice step 1, “the claims satisfy § 101” and there is no need to proceed to the second step.

Core Wireless Licensing S.A.R.L. v. LG Elecs., Inc., 880 F.3d 1356, 1361 (Fed. Cir. 2018) (citing

Visual Memory LLC v. NVIDIA Corp., 867 F.3d 1253, 1262 (Fed. Cir. 2017).
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If the claims are directed to a patent-ineligible concept, however, a court must next consider
Alice step two. In this step, the court must consider “the elements of each claim both individually
and ‘as an ordered combination’ to determine whether the additional elements ‘transform the
nature of the claim’ into a patent-eligible application.” Alice, 134 S.Ct. at 2355 (quoting Mayo
Collaborative Servs. v. Prometheus Labs., Inc., 566 U.S. 66, 78-79, 132 S.Ct. 1289 (2012)). This
second step is “a search for an ‘inventive concept’—i.e., an element or combination of elements
that is ‘sufficient to ensure that the patent in practice amounts to significantly more than a patent
upon the [ineligible concept] itself.”” Id. (alteration in original) (quoting Mayo Collaborative
Servs. v. Prometheus Labs., Inc., 566 U.S. 66, 7273 (2012)).

L&W’s contentions under § 101 are limited to a single statement—the “Asserted Claims
of the Asserted Patents are invalid under 35 U.S.C. § 101”—that cites to its Motion to Dismiss and
Reply in support of its Motion to Dismiss. See IEC at41. As explained in Evolution’s Opposition
to L&W’s Motion to Dismiss, the Asserted Patents are patent eligible because they are directed to
an improved roulette game that improves existing technology and contain inventive concepts. See,
e.g., Dkt. No. 53.

V. Response to Unenforceability Contentions

Inequitable conduct is a fraud-based defense, and as such, must be pled with particularity
under Rule 9(b). Exergen Corp. v. Wal-Mart Stores, Inc., 575 F.3d 1312, 1326 (Fed. Cir. 2009).
To prove inequitable conduct, an accused infringer must present evidence that the applicant both
(i) made an affirmative misrepresentation of a material fact or failed to disclose material
information, and (i) in doing so, acted with intent to deceive the PTO. See id. at 1328-29.

The Federal Circuit has explained that to plead the “circumstances” of both elements of
inequitable conduct with the requisite “particularity’” under Rule 9(b), “the pleading must identify
the specific who, what, when, where, and how of the material misrepresentation or omission
committed before the PTO.” Exergen, 575 F.3d at 1328. The pleading must also include
“sufficient allegations of underlying facts from which a court may reasonably infer that a specific

individual (1) knew of the withheld material information or of the falsity of the material
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misrepresentation, and (2) withheld or misrepresented this information with a specific intent to
deceive the PTO.” Id. at 1328-29.

To prove inequitable conduct, “the accused infringer must prove by clear and convincing
evidence that the applicant knew of the reference, knew that it was material, and made a deliberate
decision to withhold it.” Therasense, Inc. v. Becton, Dickinson & Co., 649 F.3d 1276, 1290 (Fed.
Cir. 2011). “Intent and materiality are separate requirements.... [A] court must weigh the evidence
of intent to deceive independent of its analysis of materiality.” Id. With respect to materiality,
“[w]here a patent applicant fails to disclose prior art to the PTO, the prior art is but-for material if
the PTO would not have allowed a claim had it been aware of the undisclosed prior art.” Id. at
1292. To show intent to deceive by omitting a reference, the accused infringer is required to plead
facts that could “plausibly suggest a[] ‘deliberate decision to withhold a known material
reference.”” Exergen, 575 F.3d at 1331. “[T]o meet the clear and convincing evidence standard,
the specific intent to deceive must be the single most reasonable inference able to be drawn from
the evidence.” Therasense, 649 F.3d at 1290 (internal quotations omitted). “Intent to deceive can
not be inferred solely from the fact that information was not disclosed; there must be a factual
basis for a finding of deceptive intent.” Hebert v. Lisle Corp., 99 F.3d 1109, 1116 (Fed. Cir. 1996).
“Because the party alleging inequitable conduct bears the burden of proof, the patentee need not
offer any good faith explanation unless the accused infringer first ... prove[s] a threshold level of
intent to deceive by clear and convincing evidence. ... The absence of a good faith explanation for
withholding a material reference does not, by itself, prove intent to deceive.” Therasense, 649
F.3d at 1291 (internal quotations and citations omitted).

L&W has not yet filed an Answer to Evolution’s Complaint in this case and thus has not
pled an inequitable conduct defense. As explained further below, L&W’s inequitable conduct
contentions in its IEC are insufficient to meet the requirements for pleading an inequitable conduct
defense (let alone prove inequitable conduct) and would thus fail at the pleading stage.

Double Ball Roulette. L&W’s contention with respect to Double Ball Roulette fails

because L&W fails to sufficiently plead that Double Ball Roulette would have been material to

-322 -
Light & Wonder v. Evolution
Light & Wonder Exhibit 1010




© 00 ~N o o b~ o w NP

N NN N NN NN P PR R R R R R R,
~ o g A W N P O © N o oA~ W N Pk O

the patentability of any of the claims of the Asserted Patents and that any specific individual acted
with the specific intent to deceive the PTO.

With respect to materiality, L&W merely asserts that Double Ball Roulette is material
because, “[a]s explained herein and in Exhibit A-2, Double Ball Roulette anticipates and/or renders
obvious one or more claims of the Asserted Patents.” IEC at 55-56. As explained in Section 11.B,
Double Ball Roulette does not anticipate* or render obvious any claims of the Asserted Patents.
Moreover, L&W fails to “identify the particular claim limitations, or combination of claim
limitations, that are supposedly absent from the information of record.” Exergen, 575 F.3d at
1329-30 Thus, L&W'’s allegations fail to explain “both ‘why’ the withheld information is material
and not cumulative, and ‘how’ an examiner would have used this information in assessing the
patentability of the claims.” Id. In fact, L&W does not even allege that Double Ball Roulette is
non-cumulative of the art that was considered by the PTO. Thus, L&W has failed to show that
Double Ball Roulette is both material and non-cumulative, and its allegations of materiality fail.

With respect to intent to deceive, L&W asserts that Mr. Todd Haushalter, the sole inventor
of the Asserted Patents and Chief Product Officer of Evolution, must have known about Double

Ball Roulette but did not cite it or any other prior art to the PTO.> See IEC at 56-57. According

4 Although L&W states Double Ball Roulette anticipates, L&W does not contend that Double Ball
Roulette discloses multiple elements of the independent claims, including 1(c)-(e) of the 014
patent. See Ex. A-2 at 5-6.

® L&W also makes general allegations that unspecified “Duty-Bound Individuals” “had knowledge
of information material to the patentability of one or more claims of the Asserted Patents during
prosecution of these patents” and/or “materially misrepresented the disclosure of the prior art
during prosecution of the Asserted Patents.” IEC at 55-61. Such general allegations are
insufficient to sustain an inequitable conduct defense and do not comply with LPR 1-8. See
Exergen, 575 F.3d at 1328 (under Rule 9(b), “the pleading must identify the specific who, what,

when, where, and how of the material misrepresentation or omission committed before the PTO.”);
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to L&W, “[i]t is not credible that Mr. Haushalter ... was not aware of any information material to
patentability beyond that cited by the PTO during the prosecutions of the Asserted Patents” and
that “[a] person in Mr. Haushalter’s position would have been aware of prior art ..., including
product offerings by competitors like Jumbo Technology.”® However, even if he were aware of
prior art, “[i]ntent to deceive can not be inferred solely from the fact that information was not
disclosed; there must be a factual basis for a finding of deceptive intent.” Hebert, 99 F.3d at 1116.
L&W makes no allegations regarding whether Mr. Haushalter deliberately decided not to disclose
Double Ball Roulette, and if so, why or whether he believed that he would deceive the PTO into
granting the Asserted Patents by not submitting it. L&W’s conclusory assertion that the “single
most reasonable inference to be drawn” is that Mr. Haushalter “specifically intended to deceive
the PTO by failing to disclose prior art material to patentability during the prosecutions of the
Asserted Patents” (IEC at 58) is insufficient to sustain an inequitable conduct defense. See
Exergen, 575 F.3d at 1326-27 (“simply aver[ring] the substantive elements of inequitable conduct,
without setting forth the particularized factual bases for the allegation, does not satisfy Rule 9(b)”).

U.S. Patent No. 9,327,186 (“Pececnik”). L&W’s contention with respect to Pececnik
fails because L&W fails to sufficiently plead that Pececnik would have been material to the
patentability of any of the claims of the Asserted Patents and that any specific individual acted
with the specific intent to deceive the PTO.

With respect to materiality, L&W fails to recognize that Pececnik was cited by the

Examiner during prosecution of the 371 patent and the claims of the *371 patent were allowed

LPR 1-8(f) (requiring “identification of all prior art, dates of the prior art, dates of relevant conduct,
and persons responsible for the alleged affirmative misrepresentation or omission of material
fact”).

® L&W mentions product offerings from Jumbo Technology but does not even allege that any such
product offerings were material to the patentability of the Asserted Patents or that any such product

offerings were withheld with any specific intent to deceive the PTO.
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over Pececnik. See, e.g., 371 patent (“References Cited”); EVOLUTION 0000434 at 507, 970-
979, 1447-1453. Thus, L&W cannot show that Pececnik was withheld or that the Examiner would
not have allowed the claims of the Asserted Patents if he had been aware of Pececnik. L&W again
merely asserts that Pececnik is material because, “[a]s explained herein and in Exhibit A-18,
Pececnik anticipates and/or renders obvious one or more claims of the Asserted Patents.” IEC at
58. As explained in Section I1.R, Pececnik does not anticipate or render obvious any claims of the
Asserted Patents. And, the Examiner allowed the claims of the *371 patent, which is related to the
’024 and ’014 patents, despite having considered Pececnik. Moreover, L&W fails to “identify the
particular claim limitations, or combination of claim limitations, that are supposedly absent from
the information of record.” Exergen, 575 F.3d at 1329-30 Thus, L&W’s allegations fail to explain
“both ‘why’ the withheld information is material and not cumulative, and ‘how’ an examiner
would have used this information in assessing the patentability of the claims.” Id. In fact, L&W
does not even allege that Pececnik is non-cumulative of the art that was considered by the PTO.
Nor does L&W explain why the fact that the Examiner considered Pececnik relevant to a different
patent application (U.S. Patent App. No. 16/268,104 (the “’104 application™)), means that
Pececnik was material to the patentability of the Asserted Patents. Thus, L&W has failed to show
that Pececnik is both material and non-cumulative, and its allegations of materiality fail.

With respect to intent to deceive, L&W asserts that Mr. Haushalter and Mr. Matthew
Byrne, the attorney who prosecuted the Asserted Patents and the *104 application, knew about
Pececnik during prosecution of the 014 and 371 patents but did not cite it or any other prior art
to the PTO. See IEC at 57-58. However, even if they were aware of Pececnik, “[i]ntent to deceive
can not be inferred solely from the fact that information was not disclosed; there must be a factual
basis for a finding of deceptive intent.” Hebert, 99 F.3d at 1116. L&W makes no allegations
regarding whether Mr. Haushalter or Mr. Byrne deliberately decided not to disclose Pececnik, and
if so, why or whether either believed that he would deceive the PTO into granting the *014 or *371
patents by not submitting it. Moreover, the Examiner was well aware of Pececnik, as explained

above. In addition, as L&W admits, the Examiner for the 104 application (Matthew Hoel) was
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the same Examiner who examined the Asserted Patents. See IEC at 57-58. Thus Mr. Hoel was
aware of Pececnik, which he cited during prosecution of the 104 application and the *371 patent,
while the 014 patent was pending. See LW-00001792 at 1980 (citing Pececnik as one of “prior
art made of record and not relied upon [that] is considered pertinent to applicant’s disclosure™).
Notably, during prosecution of the 104 application, Mr. Hoel rejected pending claims in view of
the same U.S. Patent No. 9,600,974 (“’Yee”) that he discussed during prosecution of the ’024 and
’014 patents (and 371 patent). See, e.g., LW-00001792 at 1972-1984; EVOLUTION_0000317
at 374-385. During prosecution of the 104 application, Mr. Hoel also cited to other prior art that
he also cited during prosecution of the 024 patent and/or 014 patent: U.S. Patent No. 5,934,999
(Valdez), U.S. Patent Number 10,629,024 (Haushalter), U.S. Patent Number 10,147,267 (Yee),
U.S. Patent Publication No. 2011/02239832 (Schwartz). See, e.g., LW-00001792 at 1980; ’024
patent (“References Cited”); ’014 patent (“References Cited”). Thus, it is reasonable to conclude
that while Mr. Hoel considered some prior art to be pertinent to both the 104 application and 014
patent, he deemed others (like Pececnik) not to be. Indeed, that Mr. Hoel did consider Pececnik
during prosecution of the *371 patent, but did not reject any pending claims over that reference
and allowed the ’371 patent claims, further supports that Pececnik was not material to the
patentability of any of the Asserted Patents.

U.S. Patent No. 9,600,974 (“Yee”). L&W’s contention that Evolution “materially
mispresented Yee’s disclosure” Yee fails because it is based on L&W’s misreading and/or
misunderstanding of Yee’s disclosures. As Evolution explained to the Examiner, Yee discloses
“randomly generating a number,” which “would be the number corresponding to a position on a
roulette wheel into which a ball drops. That is, the ball dropping into the position is the random
generation of a number.” See, e.g., EVOLUTION_0000317 at 396. In contrast, the claims require
“randomly select[ing] a first selected position on [a] roulette wheel for [a] spin of the roulette
wheel prior to the ball falling into a position on the roulette wheel.” Id. According to L&W,
Evolution’s description of Yee is incorrect because Yee “also discloses the generation of random

numbers via a processor-controlled random number generator.” IEC at 59-60 (citing Yee, 9:64-
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10:14). L&W fails (or refuses) to recognize, however, that Yee’s disclosure of a processor-
controlled random number generator is merely an alternative way in which to determine the
outcome of the game, e.g., in an embodiment involving the “individual electronic gaming device”
of Figure 4, which does not involve a physical wheel, physical ball or live personnel and instead
is “simulated by a control processor.” See, e.g., Yee, 9:64-10:14, 17:63-18:15. The portion of
Yee’s disclosure directly preceding the portion cited by L&W provides the context for which a
number is randomly generated: “A number and associated color within a range of numbers and
associated colors may be randomly generated, as indicated at 106. For example, an outcome
generation apparatus may be used to randomly generate a number from the group consisting of 00
and integers between 0 and 36, for American-style roulette, or from the group consisting of integers
between 0 and 36, for European-style roulette.” Yee, 9:40-46 (emphasis added). Yee does not
even disclose any “ball falling into a position on the roulette wheel” in that embodiment. Thus,
when Yee discloses randomly generating a number by “introducing a ball onto a spinning roulette
wheel wherein the number and associated color are generated by permitting the ball to come to
rest at a segregated location ..., or activating a random number generator and using a result of the
random number generator to select the number and associated color,” it is describing different
ways the outcome of the game (e.g., ball drop for roulette spin or through random number
generator) can be generated. Seee.g., Yee, 19:61-20:2 (“For embodiments using physical roulette
wheels 406, the table 400 may further include a spinning, physical roulette wheel 406 that may be
configured to receive a ball or other indicator which may come to rest in individual, separate
sections with numbers and colors therein to generate a random outcome for a round of roulette.
For embodiments using virtual roulette outcome generation, the outcome may be displayed at the
individual player interfaces 416 or on a common display 430.”). In fact, the next step at 108 of
Figure 1 is to resolve the wager “by determining whether the randomly generated number is
identical to a randomly generated number from an immediately preceding round” (Yee, 10:15-18)
further confirming that Yee’s random generation is directed to generating the outcome for the spin

of the roulette wheel. Thus, Yee does not disclose random selection of any position for a spin of
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the roulette wheel prior to the ball falling into a position on the roulette wheel. As Evolution
explained during prosecution, Yee’s random generation occurs with the ball drop or through
random generation without a ball drop. Moreover, although L&W claims that “Yee’s random
selection of roulette positions occurs prior to a ball falling into a position on the roulette wheel,”
none of L&W’s cited disclosures support L&W’s claims. See IEC, Exhibit A-28, 014 patent,
Limitation 1(i).

Evolution’s arguments with respect to Yee accurately reflect Yee’s disclosures and the
same Examiner, who discussed and carefully considered Yee at length during prosecution of all
three Asserted Patents, determined that Yee does not disclose randomly (or pseudo-randomly)
selecting a first selected position on the roulette wheel for the spin of the wheel prior to the ball
falling into a position on the roulette wheel. See, e.g., EVOLUTION_0000317 at 374-379, 403-
413; EVOLUTION_0000190 at 266-276; EVOLUTION_0000434 at 495-502, 660-669, 970-979,
1447-1453.

L&W again makes the conclusory assertion that the “single most reasonable inference to
be drawn from the above facts” is that Mr. Haushalter and Mr. Byrne “specifically intended to
deceive the PTO by misrepresenting Yee’s disclosure during prosecutions of the Asserted Patents”
(IEC at 61), but such conclusory assertions are insufficient to plead specific intent to deceive.

Accordingly L&W has failed to allege facts that would sustain an inequitable conduct
defense and L&W’s contentions fail.

* * *
I, Sharon Lee, attest that, to the best of my knowledge, information, and belief, formed after an
inquiry that is reasonable under the circumstances, this LPR 1-10 Response to Defendants’
November 12, 2024 Invalidity and Unenforceability Contentions is made in good faith and the
information contained in this Response is correct and provides a complete statement of the

information presently known to Evolution at this time.
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