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DETAILED ACTION
Notice of Pre-AIA or AIA Status
The present application, filed on or after March 16, 2013, is being examined under the first

inventor to file provisions of the AIA.

Claim Interpretation

1. This application includes one or more claim limitations that do not use the word “means,”
but are nonetheless being interpreted under 35 U.S.C. 112(f) or pre-AIA 35 U.S.C. 112, sixth
paragraph, because the claim limitation(s) uses a generic placeholder that is coupled with functional
language without reciting sufficient structure to perform the recited function and the generic
placeholder is not preceded by a structural modifier. Such claim limitation(s) is/are: an associating
function for associating, an operation control function for simulation, and determining function tor
determining in claims 1-7.

Because this/these claim limitation(s) is/are being interpreted under 35 U.S.C. 112(f) or pre-
ATA 35 U.S.C. 112, sixth paragraph, it/they is/are being interpreted to cover the corresponding
structure described in the specification as performing the claimed function, and equivalents thereof.
The associating function for associating is associating unit 432 of figure 4, the operation control
function for simulation is control unit 433 in figure 4, and determining function for determining is
the determining unit 434 in figure 4.

If applicant does not intend to have this/these limitation(s) interpreted under 35 U.S.C.
112(f) or pre-AIA 35 U.S.C. 112, sixth paragraph, applicant may: (1) amend the claim limitation(s)
to avoid it/them being interpreted under 35 U.S.C. 112(f) or pre-AIA 35 U.S.C. 112, sixth paragraph
(e.g., by reciting sufficient structure to perform the claimed function); or (2) present a sufticient

showing that the claim limitation(s) recite(s) sufficient structure to perform the claimed function so
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as to avoid it/them being interpreted under 35 U.S.C. 112(f) or pre-AIA 35 U.S.C. 112, sixth

paragraph.

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112

2. The tollowing is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 112(b):

(b) CONCLUSION.—The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out
and distinctly claiming the subject matter which the inventor or a joint inventor regards as the invention.

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 112 (pre-AlIA), second paragraph:

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claming
the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention.

3. Claims 1-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112(b) or 35 U.S.C. 112 (pre-AIA), second
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject
matter which the inventor or a joint inventor, ot for pre-AIA the applicant regards as the invention.

The limitations of an associating function for associating, an operation control function for
simulation, and determining function for determining do not provide any support within the
specification of any “function” (algorithm) other than the elements in figure 4. The associating unit,
operation unit and control unit in figure 4 does not provide any metes and bounds to any structure
to understand what applicant means by associating function, operation function and determining

function.

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101

4. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows:

Whoever 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, subject to the conditions
and requirements of this title.

5. Claims 1-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed to an

abstract idea without significantly more. The claim(s) recite(s) “an associating step of associating, on
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the basis of random data, a plurality of positions in which a lottery result is to be indicated and a

22 <«

plurality of kinds of marks to be indicated in the plurality of positions;” “an operation controlling
step of simulating a motion of the virtual object in a virtual space by physical operation;” and “a
determining step of determining a lottery result on the basis of the mark associated with a particular
position on the virtual object as determined according to a state of the virtual object in the
simulation result.”

22 (¢

The lururanons of “associating”, “operation controlling”, and “determining” steps is a

process that, under its broadest reason

able inter;

mtion, covers performance following rules and
instruction of 2 game. The dares do not recite any type of processor other than a control unit
however, nothing in the clatm ¢lements precludes the steps from practicaliy being perforraed m the

mund. If the clatm hmetations, under 1ts broadest rea srformance of

nable interproation, covers ¢

following roles and instruction of a game but for the recitation of generic computer components,

then it talls within the “Certain Methods of Organtzing Human Activity” grouping of abstract ideas.
This judicial exception is not integrated into a practical application. The claim recites an

22 <

additional element using a processor (control unit) to perform the “associating”, “operation

controlling”, and “determining” steps. The processor (control unit) in the “associating”, “operation

controlling”, and “determining” steps is recited at 2 hich-level of generality such that it amounts no
b ) )

roore than mere instructions to apply the exception using a generic computer component. The 2019
PEG (Revised Patent Subject Matter Eligibility Guidance) defines the phrase “integration into a
practical application” to require an additional element or a combination of additional elements in the
claim to apply, rely on, or use the judicial exception in a manner that imposes a meaningful limit on
the judicial exception, such that it is more than a drafting effort designed to monopolize the
exception. Lirnitations that are indicative of integration into a practical application when recited in a

chum with a judicial exception inclade:
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+  Improveroents 1o the funcioning of a compater, of t any other technology or
techoical field, as discussed in MPEP 2106.05(x);

+  Applying or using 2 judicial exception to effect a partcular treatment or prophyiaxis
for disease or roedical condition — see Vanda Memo

= Applying the judicial exception with, or by use of, a particular machine, as discussed
in MPEP 2106.05(b);

= Effecting a wansformation or reduction of a particular arvcle to a ditferent state or
thing, as discussed i MPEP 2106.05{c); and

«  Applying or using the judicial exception in some other meaningful way beyond

generally linking the use of the judicial exception 1o a particuiar rechnological

envirortnent, such that the claim as a whole 15 more than a drafi

to monopaolize the exception, as discussed i MPEP 2106.05(¢) and the 1 ands
Memo issued m June 2018,

Farrurations that are not indicative of infegration mnto a practical apphcation when recited in 2

clamm with a padicial exception nchide:

+  Adding the words “apply " (or an equivalent) with the judicial exception, or mere
instructions to implement an abstract ides on a computer, or merely uses a computer
as a4 100l to perform an abstract 1dea, as discussed in MPEP 2186.05(8);

*  Adding insigruticant extra-solution activity to the judicial excepuion, as discussed in
MPEP 2106.05(g); and

*  Generally linking the use of the judicial exception to a particulsr technological
environment or field of use, as discussed in MPEP 2106.05().

Accordingty, this additional element does not integrate the abstract wdea into o practical
application hecause it does not impose any meaningiil limuts on practicing the abstract idea.

The claim(s) does/do not include additional elements that are sufficient to amount to
significantly more than the judicial exception. The added limitation of a control unit, storage unit,
and a program are considered to be extra-solution activity. Adding these generic computer elements
to perform generic functions that are well-understood, routine and conventional, such as gathering

data, performing calculations, and outputting a result as evidence by_Alice Corp., 134 S. Ct. at 2355—
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56 (mere instruction to implement an abstract idea (game rules) on a computer "cannot impart
patent eligibility), and Versata Dev. Group, Ine. v. SAP Am. (Storing and retrieving information in
memory) see MPEP (2106.05(d)(II), does not transform the claims into eligible subject matter.
Nothing in the claims, understood in light of the specification, requires anything other than off-the-
shelf, conventional computer, network, and display technology for gathering, sending, and
presenting the desired information. As discussed above with respect to integration of the abstract
idea into a practical application, the additional element of using a processor to perform the
“associating”, “operation controlling”, and “determining” steps amounts to no more than mere
instructions to apply the exception using a genenc compuier component. Mere instruction 1o apply
an exception using a generic cotoputer component cannct provide an mventive concept.

The dependent claims 2-7 each recite a further step of the abstract game method that when
taken as a whole fails to contribute significantly more because each is merely another step that
merely defines another rule/instruction, may be cartied out by hand or in the mind as part of the
overall method without integration into a practical application to any particular machine or device,

improvement to any particular machine or device, or contribution of substantially more than an

abstract method and generic computer components.

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102
In the event the determination of the status of the application as subject to AIA 35 U.S.C.
102 and 103 (or as subject to pre-AIA 35 U.S.C. 102 and 103) is incorrect, any correction of the
statutory basis for the rejection will not be considered a new ground of rejection if the prior art

relied upon, and the rationale supporting the rejection, would be the same under either status.
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6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the

basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action:

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless —

(2)(1) the claimed invention was patented, described in a printed publication, ot in public use, on sale or
otherwise available to the public before the effective filing date of the claimed invention.

(2)(2) the claimed invention was described in a patent issued under section 151, or in an application for
patent published or deemed published under section 122(b}, in which the patent or application, as the case
may be, names another inventor and was effectively filed before the effective filing date of the claimed
mvention.

7. Claim(s) 1-4 and 8-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a)(1) as being anticipated by Ferrell
(US Pat. No. 8,900,047).

Regarding claim 1, Ferrell discloses a lottery device comprising a control unit and a storage
unit (Fig. 9), the control unit being configured to execute a program stored in the storage (Fig. 9 and
col. 5, lines 8-48) unit to thereby implement: an associating function for associating, on the basis of
random data, a plurality of positions in a virtual object in which a lottery result is to be indicated and
a plurality of kinds of marks to be indicated in the plurality of positions (Fig. 9 and col. 5, lines 8-48;
wherein the virtual objects is simulated dice); an operation control function for simulating a motion
of the virtual object in a virtual space by physical operation (col. 5, lines 8-48; wherein the simulated
dice roll is operated by the simulated dice roll module 950); and a determining function for
determining a lottery result on the basis of the mark associated with a particular position on the
virtual object as determined according to a state of the virtual object in the simulation result (col. 5,
lines 8-48; wherein the marks are the numbers that appear on the simulated dice when they come to
rest).

Regarding claim 2, Ferrell discloses wherein the virtual object is a polyhedron, and the
plurality of positions in which the lottery result is to be indicated are plurality of surfaces of the

polyhedron, respectively; wherein polyhedron are dice having six side).
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Regarding claim 3, Ferrell discloses wherein the associating function displays the marks
assoctated on the basis of the random data, on the plurality of sutfaces of the polyhedron,
respectively (col. 1, lines 60-65; wherein each side of the six sided dice has a corresponding numbers
from one through six).

Regarding claim 4, Ferrell discloses wherein the operation control function simulates the
motion of the polyhedron being cast by physical operation in response to at least a direction or a
speed based on a user input (Fig. 9 and col. 5, lines 8-48; wherein the electronic simulated dice roll
module 950 simulates the physical operation of the simulated dice roll and wherein the direction is
onto the game board).

Regarding claim 8, Ferrell discloses a lottery device comprising: a control unit (Fig. 9); and a
storage unit from/to which data is read out/written by the control unit (Fig. 9 and col. 5, lines 8-48),
the control unit is programmed to: associate, on the basis of random data, a plurality of positions in
which a lottery result is to be indicated in a virtual object read out from the storage unit (Fig. 1, 3-9
and col. 5, lines 8-48) and a plurality of kinds of marks read out from the storage unit, and write data
representing the association to the storage unit (Fig. 9 and col. 5, lines 8-48; wherein the virtual
objects 1s simulated dice and wherein the marks are the numbers that appear on the simulated dice
when they come to rest); simulate a motion of the virtual object in a virtual space by physical
operation and, write data on the simulation result to the storage unit (col. 5, lines 8-48; wherein the
simulated dice roll is operated by the simulated dice roll module 950); and read out the data
representing the association and the data on the simulation result from the storage unit and
determine, on the basis of the read out data, a lottery result on the basis of the mark associated with
a position on the virtual object as determined according to a state of the virtual object in the
stmulation result (Fig. 9 and col. 5, lines 8-48; wherein the results of the virtual object (dice) are

displayed).
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Regarding claim 9, Ferrell discloses a lottery method carried out in a device including a
control unit (Fig. 9), and a storage unit (Fig. 9), the method being carried out by the control unit
executing a program stored in the storage unit, the method comprising: an associating step of
associating, on the basis of random data, a plurality of positions in which a lottery result is to be
indicated (Figs. 1 and 3-8) and a plurality of kinds of marks to be indicated in the plurality of
positions (Figs. 1 and 3-8); an operation controlling step of simulating a motion of the virtual object
in a virtual space by physical operation (col. 5, lines 8-48; wherein the simulated dice roll is operated
by the simulated dice roll module 950); and a determining step of determining a lottery result on the
basis of the mark associated with a particular position on the virtual object as determined according
to a state of the virtual object in the simulation result (Fig. 9 and col. 5, lines 8-48; wherein the

results of the virtual object (dice) are displayed).

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103
In the event the determination of the status of the application as subject to ATA 35 U.S.C.
102 and 103 (or as subject to pre-AIA 35 U.S.C. 102 and 103) 1s incorrect, any cotrection of the
statutory basis for the rejection will not be considered a new ground of rejection if the prior art
relied upon, and the rationale supporting the rejection, would be the same under either status.
8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103 which forms the basis for all obviousness

rejections set forth in this Office action:

A patent for a claimed invention may not be obtaned, notwithstanding that the claimed mvention is not
identically disclosed as set forth in section 102, if the differences between the claimed mvention and the
prior art are such that the claimed invention as a whole would have been obvious before the effective filing
date of the claimed invention to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which the claimed mvention
pertains. Patentability shall not be negated by the manner in which the invention was made.

9. Claim 5-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 as being unpatentable over by Ferrell (US Pat.

No. 8,900,047) in view of Gurule (US Pub. No. 2012/0172103).
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Regarding claim 5, Ferrell discloses the claimed invention as discussed above however silent
in regards to wherein the virtual object is a wheel shaped portion for roulette, and the plurality of
posttions in which the lottery result is to be indicated are a plurality of spots provided at the wheel
shaped portion.

Gurule teaches a virtual roulette wheel having a plurality of positions to be indicated by a
plurality of spots provided at the wheel shape portion (Fig. 2). By having the virtual object in a shape
of a roulette wheel, one of ordinary skill in the art would provide an alternative random generating
device.

Regarding claim 6, Gurule teaches wherein the associating function displays each of the
marks associated on the basis of the random data, in the vicinity of each of the plurality of spots at
the wheel-shaped portion (Fig. 2).

Regarding claim 7, Gurule teaches wherein the operation control function simulates a
motion of the wheel-shaped portion spun in response to at least a spinning angle or a speed based
on a user input and a motion of a ball moving on the wheel-shaped portion and entering the spot
(Fig. 5 and paragraphs 67-69).

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art before the effective
filing date of the claimed invention to modity Ferrell to include a virtual roulette wheel as taught by

Gurule to provide an alternative random generating device.

Conclusion
10. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's
disclosure. Kido (US Pub. No. 2010/0069142; Nagano (US Pub. No. 2009/0181746); Sugai et al.

(US Pub. No. 2016/0292954); and Alsip (US Pub. No. 2016/0012674) all discloses different lottery

type games using different RNGs.
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11. Any inquiry concerning this communication or eatlier communications from the examiner
should be directed to ALEX P RADA whose telephone number is (571)272-4452. The examiner
can normally be reached on M-F 8-5.

Examiner interviews are available via telephone, in-person, and video conferencing using a
USPTO supplied web-based collaboration tool. To schedule an interview, applicant is encouraged to
use the USPTO Automated Interview Request (AIR) at http://www.uspto.gov/interviewpractice.

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccesstul, the examiner’s supervisor,
Dmitry Suhol can be reached on (571) 272-4430. The fax phone number for the organization where
this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300.

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system,
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system,
contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like
assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information

system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000.

/APR/
Examiner, Art Unit 3715

/Jay Trent Liddle/
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3715
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REMARKS
The following remarks are responsive to the Office Action of December 11, 2019.
At the time of the Office Action, claims 1-9 were pending in the application. The
status of the claims is as follows:

e Claims 1-4, 8, and 9 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102(a)(1) as anticipated by
Ferrell (U.S. Patent 8,900,047).

e Claims 5-7 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103 as obvious over Ferrell in view of
Gurule (U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2012/0172103).

e Claims 1-9 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §101 as directed to non-statutory subject
matter.

e Claims 1-7 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §112(b) as being indefinite.

e Claims 1-7 were interpreted (not rejected) under 35 U.S.C. §112(f).

Rejections under 35 US.C. § 101, § 112(b) and interpretations under § 112(f)

In the Office Action, claims 1-9 were rejected under U.S.C. § 101 as directed to non-
statutory subject matter, and claims 1-7 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112(b) and were
interpreted under 35 U.S.C. § 112(f). In this response, independent claims 1, 8 and 9 have
been amended to clarify and emphasize that the claimed device is an electronic lottery device
that includes an electronic control unit, an electronic data processor, electronic memory,
electronic data storage that includes a program executed by the electronic control unit, and a
display. By way of these amendments, which are supported, for example, by the disclosure
of Fig. 2 and the accompanying description of an exemplary hardware configuration in
paragraphs [0026]-[0027] of the published application, the claims clearly provide that the
claimed subject matter is an electronic lottery device comprised of a hardware configuration
that performs operations that simulate and display a lottery operation (i.e., dice roll, roulette
wheel spin) and a random lottery result. In view of these amendments, it is submitted that the
rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 101 are addressed because, as set forth by the amended claims,
the invention is directed to a specific electronic hardware configuration which is programmed
with instructions to perform and display specific electronic lottery operations. Similarly, the
rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 112(b) and interpretations under 35 U.S.C. §112(f) are
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addressed by the specific structural elements introduced by the amendments. Accordingly,

reconsideration and withdrawal of these rejections is respectfully requested.

Rejections under 35 US.C. § 102 and § 103

In the Office Action, independent claims 1 and 8 were rejected under 35
U.S.C. § 102(a)(1) as anticipated by Ferrell. For the following reasons, applicant respectfully
disagrees.

One of the key features of the claimed invention is explained in paragraph [0053] of

the published application:

[0053] More specifically, the lottery result is not determined simply on
the basis of the result of simulation of the motion of the virtual object
but on the basis of association based on random data between the
plurality of positions on the virtual object and the plurality of
marks. If the lottery result is determined only according to the
simulation result of the motion of the virtual object, the lottery result
could be biased for example depending on the shape of the virtual
object or some conditions. In contrast, according to the embodiment,
the lottery result is determined according to the association based on
random data between the plurality of positions on the virtual object and
the plurality of marks, and therefore randomness can be secured in the
lottery result. More specifically, in the above example, it is guaranteed
that the dice 52 and 53 roll each of 1 to 6 with a probability of 1/6. In
the roulette lottery, it is guaranteed that the 38 marks indicated at the
wheel 61 are each obtained as a lottery result with a probably of 1/38.

This feature is set forth in claim 1 as “associating, on the basis of random data, a plurality of
positions in a virtual object in which a lottery result is to be indicated and a plurality of kinds
of marks to be indicated in the plurality of positions,” and is similarly set forth in independent
claims 8 and 9. The purpose of this feature is to ensure the randomness of the lottery result.

With respect to this feature, the Office Action points to Fig. 9 and column 5, lines 8-
48 of Ferrell. However, when Fig. 9 and column 5, lines 8-58 are reviewed, it is apparent
that Ferrell only discloses the conventional technique that the lottery result is determined
simply on the basis of the result of the simulation of the motion of the virtual object. In
particular, Fig. 9 of Ferrell merely illustrates an “Electronic Simulated Dice Roll Module
950” and the associated passage of the specification teaches the conventional technique that
the lottery result is obtained “by executing the electronic simulated dice roll module 950.”
Such a technique is not based on random data and may cause bias in the lottery result. Thus,
this conventional teaching in the primary reference Ferrell — that the lottery result is

determined by a simulated dice roll -- teaches away from claimed technique of “associating,
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on the basis of random data, a plurality of positions in a virtual object in which a lottery result
is to be indicated and a plurality of kinds of marks to be indicated in the plurality of positions
a feature that the lottery result. In fact, the term “random™ appears nowhere in Ferrell.

In view of at least this clear absence in the teaching of Ferrell, reconsideration and

withdrawal of the rejections based on Ferrell is respectfully requested.

Conclusion

For the foregoing reasons, this application is considered in good and proper form for
allowance, and the Examiner is respectfully requested to pass this application to issue. If, in the
opinion of the Examiner, a telephone conference would expedite the prosecution of the subject

application, the Examiner is invited to call the undersigned attorney.

Respectfully submitted,

/brian ¢. rupp/

Brian C. Rupp, Reg. No. 35,665

FAEGRE DRINKER BIDDLE & REATH LLP
191 N. Wacker Drive, Suite 3700

Chicago, Illinois 60606-1698

(312) 569-1000 (telephone)

(312) 569-3000 (facsimile)

Customer Number: 08968

Date: March 5, 2020

121596372.1
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Listing of the Claims

This Listing of the Claims will replace all prior versions, and listings, of claims in the

application.

Claim 1 (currently amended): [[A]] An electronic lottery device comprising [[a]] an

electronic control unit including an electronic data processor and an electronic data memory.

[[a]] an electronic data storage unit and at least one electronic display, the electronic control
unit betng-configured-to-exeeute executes a program stored in the storage unit to thereby

implement:

an associating function for associating, on the basis of random data, a plurality of
positions in a virtual object in which a lottery result is to be indicated and a plurality of kinds
of marks to be indicated in the plurality of positions;

an operation control function for simulating a motion of the virtual object in a virtual
space by physical operation; and

a determining function for determining a lottery result on the basis of the mark
associated with a particular position on the virtual object as determined according to a state of
the virtual object in the simulation result; and

a displaying function for displaving the simulated motion of the virtual object in the

virtual space and the lottery result on the electronic display.

Claim 2 (original): The lottery device according to claim 1, wherein the virtual object is a
polyhedron, and the plurality of positions in which the lottery result is to be indicated are

plurality of surfaces of the polyhedron, respectively.

Claim 3 (currently amended):  The lottery device according to claim 2, wherein the
asseetating displaying function displays the marks associated on the basis of the random data

>

on the plurality of surfaces of the polyhedron, respectively.
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Claim 4 (previously presented):  The lottery device according to claim 2, wherein the
operation control function simulates the motion of the polyhedron being cast by physical

operation in response to at least a direction or a speed based on a user input.

Claim 5 (original):  The lottery device according to claim 1, wherein the virtual object is a
wheel shaped portion for roulette, and the plurality of positions in which the lottery result is
to be indicated are a plurality of spots provided at the wheel shaped portion.

Claim 6 (currently amended):  The lottery device according to claim 5, wherein the
asseetating displaying function displays each of the marks associated on the basis of the
random data, in the vicinity of each of the plurality of spots at the wheel-shaped portion.

Claim 7 (previously presented):  The lottery device according to claim 5, wherein the
operation control function simulates a motion of the wheel-shaped portion spun in response
to at least a spinning angle or a speed based on a user input and a motion of a ball moving on

the wheel-shaped portion and entering the spot.

Claim 8 (currently amended): [[A]] An electronic lottery device comprising:
[[a]] an _electronic control unit; and

[[a]] an electronic data storage unit from/to which data is read out/written by the

control unit,_and

an electronic display,

the control unit is programmed to:

associate, on the basis of random data, a plurality of positions in which a lottery result
is to be indicated in a virtual object read out from the storage unit and a plurality of kinds of
marks read out from the storage unit, and write data representing the association to the
storage unit;

simulate a motion of the virtual object in a virtual space by physical operation and,
write data on the simulation result to the storage unit; and

read out the data representing the association and the data on the simulation result

from the storage unit and determine, on the basis of the read out data, a lottery result on the
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basis of the mark associated with a position on the virtual object as determined according to a
state of the virtual object in the simulation result; and

display the simulated motion of the virtual object in the virtual space and the lottery

result on the electronic display.

Claim 9 (currently amended): [[A]] An electronic lottery method carried out in [[a]] an
electronic device including [[a]] an electronic control unit including an electronic data

processor and an electronic data memory, and [[a]] an electronic data storage unit, and at

least one electronic display. the method being carried out by the electronic control unit

executing a program stored in the electronic data storage unit, the method comprising:

an associating step of associating, on the basis of random data, a plurality of positions
in which a lottery result is to be indicated and a plurality of kinds of marks to be indicated in
the plurality of positions;

an operation controlling step of simulating a motion of the virtual object in a virtual
space by physical operation; and

a determining step of determining a lottery result on the basis of the mark associated
with a particular position on the virtual object as determined according to a state of the virtual
object in the simulation result; and

displaying the simulated motion of the virtual object in the virtual space and the

lottery result on the electronic display.
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