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I. Introduction 

The Petition and the record as a whole provides detailed reasons why a 

person of skill in the art (“POSITA”) would have understood the combination of 

Bowes, TMS, and Thomas (in addition to other cited art) to render obvious each 

and every limitation of the challenged claims of the ’789 patent.  

Patent Owner does not dispute the teachings of Bowes, TMS, Thomas or the 

other cited references as applied to the claims. Instead, Patent Owner only argues 

that a POSITA would not combine Bowes and Thomas because such a 

combination would reduce the bus bandwidth for the DSP below the bandwidth 

necessary to operate in real time. As shown below, this argument fails because it 

ignores the entirety of Thomas, as well as the teachings of Bowes and TMS, in 

that, as Patent Owner’s expert effectively admits, Thomas discloses a bus with 

more than twice the bandwidth necessary to support real time operations in Bowes.  

As discussed in more detail below, Thomas teaches using two processing 

units, each using half the bus, where the bus is at least twice the size of the 

memory bus that is needed for real time operation in Bowes. Accordingly, Patent 

Owner’s argument fails because it ignores the fact that the bus teachings from 

Thomas, when combined with Bowes’s system, would provide more than 

sufficient bandwidth for the DSP to operate in real time even when sharing the bus 

with another device. 
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