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Dependent Claim 18

@ 181

As explained m Section IV.A.3, detection is a process that distingushes voice mputs from
non-voice mputs. JX-1, 5:65-6:9. Thus, a “confidence level of detection” is a2 measure reflecting the

confidence that the audio mput 1s voice. JX-1, 30:44-46.

0
=)
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Sonos’s expert, Dr. Johnson, argues that the specificaion lmits “confidence level of
detection” to “the quality or closeness of the match between a voice model and the voice input” .
_ JX-17C qf 619-22. This overly narrow
interpretation is unsupported by the specification. The portion of the specification Dr. Johnson cites
describes a “confidence level” for a “match between a voice model and [a] voice mput” being used to
identity whether a particular person spoke an audio mput, not a confidence level of detectionused
for a voice arbitration. JX-1, 24:42-48; JX-12C q 851-52. Dr. Johnson’s interpretation is also
mconsistent with his own opinions on validity—he opmes that a signal-to-noise ratio, volume

mformation, and detection time are all “confidence levels of detection.” JX-20C §{ 1743-46.

Dr. Johnson also argues that _ 1s the “opposite” of a confidence level
because the higher _, the less likely the audio 1s to be voice. JX-17C f 623-25.

Agamn, Dr. Johnson’s nterpretation 1s too narrow. The_ need only change to reflect
the likelihood that the audio mput 1s voice. JX-1,21:11-30. For example, the *311 descrbes the levels

of “noise” or “distortion” (which are lower when the audio 1s higher quality) as measures of quality.

_ and thus 1s higher when the audio mput is more likely to be voice),

1s a confidence level of detection.
4. Dependent Claim 19
@ 191
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Dated: May 31, 2023
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Patrick D. Curran
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