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ANALYTICS-BACKED PROSECUTION

Examiner Metrics may be used to guide prosecution decisions

Appeal v. RCE
Interviews

Appeal Forwarding Fee



ANALYTICS-BACKED PROSECUTION

AVRES T JURISTAT

AYRES, TIMOTHY MICHAEL

Filtera FilingDate | DispositionDate  ArtUnit  Class  Assignee  Firm  Other
Start Year End Year
Start End
Examiner Details 5 Applications Disposed Per Year i
Filed Applications
Name AYRES TIMOTHY MICHAEL
Title Examiner
Phone 571-272-B299
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ANALYTICS-BACKED PROSECUTION

Allowance Rate

AYRES

Effect Of Interview On Allowance Rate

Examiner Art Unit

Allowance Rate Overall 51% 60%
Allowance Rate with Interview 69% 77%

Allowance Rate without Interview 48% 549%



ANALYTICS-BACKED PROSECUTION
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Appeal Brief

The next step for applications after the
appeal brief stage.

Pre-Appeal Brief Conference

The breakdown of the examiner's Pre-Brief
Conference decisions.

Pros. Reopen B Abandoned

Proceed on Appsal Patent Board

Appeals Overview

17025
Motice of Appeal i | Pre-Brief Conference

ANALYTICS-BACKED PROSECUTION

PTAB

The breakdown of the Patent Trial & Appeal
Board's decisions.

W Ex. AfPart M Ex Afimmed
I Ex. Reversed

i
Eum.ﬂﬂ‘lmled.
wmmﬁ

5135
4.3%
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2235
Examiner Reversed

RCE

Examiner Reverssd In Part (2/33) m

Appesl Pending (1/°33)
Remanged (1735)



ANALYTICS-BACKED PROSECUTION

Pre-Appeal Brief Conference Appeal Brief PTAB
The breakdown of the examiner’s Pre-Brief The next step for spplications after the Thne breakdown of the Patent Trial & Appe-’
Conference decisions. appesl brief stage. Board's decisions.

Motice of Appeal Pre-Brief Conference Appesl Brisf

Examiner Reversed

Absndoned B.6%

RCE |

Examiner Reversed In Part (2735)
Appeal Pending (1735)

Remanded (1/35)



FIRM AND CLIENT ANALYTICS

Analytics may be used to

Compare outside service providers
Allowance rates
Average actions to disposition

Claim change from issuance to allowance
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| ASSIGNEE STUDY

Applications

Dep. Claim
Change

Our Firm

Firm A

Firm B

Firm C

Firm D

260

172

117

73

73

Allowance Months to Office Actions Ind. Claim
Rate Disposition Change
94% 21.3 1.7 0.1
92% 27.9 2.3 0
77% 24.6 1.8 0
82% 26.1 2.1 0
94% 24.4 1.5 0.1

11



ASSIGNEE STUDY

Aoblications Allowance “““i 3Claim
pp Rate “ “ Change
Our Firm m\“

SR L

Firm C 82% 26.1 2.1 0 -0.5

-2.1

Firm B

Firm D 73 94% 24.4 1.5 0.1 -1.5

12



| ASSIGNEE STUDY

Applications

Dep. Claim
Change

Our Firm

Firm A

Firm B

Firm C

Firm D

260

172

117

73

73

Allowance Months to Office Actions Ind. Claim
Rate Disposition Change
94% 21.3 1.7 0.1
92% 27.9 2.3 0
77% 24.6 1.8 0
82% 26.1 2.1 0
94% 24.4 1.5 0.1

13



FIRM AND CLIENT ANALYTICS

Extenuating circumstances may lead to varying statistics across
clients and firms

Amount of foreign prosecution corresponding to the US case
Country of origin

Technologies that differ across firms
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USING ANALYTICS TO REVIEW MAINTENANCE FEES

Analytics may be used to
Review competitor trends
Identify abandonment rates by technology class
Review your portfolio to identify higher value patents

Number of citations
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USING ANALYTICS TO REVIEW MAINTENANCE FEES

COMPANY A 10 YEAR MAINTENANCE DATA

M Seriesl

I $7,195,400
I, 59,756,600
I $8,468,700
I 57,252,000
I 511,033,400

I 54,317,600
I 54,709,700
I 54,911,800

I 52,352,200
I 3,463,500

2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2026 2027
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PORTFOLIO MANAGEMENT | reevvrowe




BENCHMARKING, LANDSCAPING, AND ANALYSIS

Own Portfolio
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CITATION PYRAMID

Citation Pyramid
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TREND IDENTIFICATION AND MANAGEMENT

Chart By CPC Class
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|VISUAL MAPPING
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ENFORCEMENT/

SANGEETA GANDHI SHAH

MONETIZATION STRATEGIES




Case Timeline Calendar Days v 4D @

Top Firms in PTAB Proceedings

Brooks Kushman
1 1
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BACKGROUND/PENDENCY

Top Firms in PTABE Proceedings

Brooks Kushman
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Ameranth, Inc. v. Domino’s Pizza LLC.
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MOTION OUTCOME/RULINGS
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EXPERT WITNESS

Create dossier of potential
experts

Super-vetting
Cares ff 4 5}3“ 4 & & Jf-*‘é
Minimize risk of Daubert . | °
Tharmess x Michesl & ® [ ]
challenges . o
® L 4
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EMERGING TECHNOLOGIES

Technological Emergence
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PATENT ANALYSIS TOOLS
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Sangeeta Shah Rachel Smith Tiffany Fidler
sshah@brookskushman.com rsmith@brookskushman.com tfidler@brookskushman.com
CEO Shareholder Co-Chair Patent Prosecution
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ADVANCING WOMEN INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY AND
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