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l. Introduction

Patent Owner attempts to distinguish the challenged claims of U.S.
9,094,268 (“the ‘268 patent™) on four bases: (1) that the combination of Bowie and
Yamano does not teach “a transmitter portion of the transceiver does not transmit
data during the low power mode and a receiver portion of the transceiver receives
data during the low power mode;” (2) that the combination of Bowie and Yamano
does not teach “maintaining synchronization with a second transceiver;” (3) that
the combination of Bowie and Yamano does not teach “parameters associated with
the full power mode operation;” and (4) that there is no motivation to combine
Bowie and Yamano. Each of these arguments is incorrect.

Patent Owner’s attempt to distinguish the prior art relies on improper claim
constructions and mischaracterizes the disclosures of both Bowie and Yamano.
For at least these reasons, Patent Owner’s arguments fail to refute the obviousness
of the challenged claims.

1. Claim Construction

A.  “maintaining synchronization with a second transceiver”

Patent Owner and its expert previously asserted that the term
“synchronization” refers to a “timing relationship between two transceivers.”
IPR2016-01160, Paper 16, p.24; Ex.1010, 155; see also Ex.1019, 4 (district court

construction of “synchronization signal”). Patent Owner now asserts that this term
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