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A.  Petitioner Fails To Present Competent Evidence That
Rogers Discloses Or Renders Obvious An Adapter
"Configured To Supply Current On The VBUS Line
Without Regard To A At Least One Associated
Condition Specified In A USB Specification” (Claim 1) .......... 18

1. Supplying 48VDC (Voltage) Does Satisfy The
Limitation "Supply Current Without Regard To At
Least One Associated Condition Specified In A
USB Specification™...........cccoevieiieiie e 19

2. Rogers Does Not Teach Or Make Obvious
Supplying Current In Excess Of 500mA..........ccccccveinene 21

a) Rogers Increases Power By Adjusting
Voltage And Not Current ........cccocevvviveneniinnnns 22

b) Petitioner Conflates the Current
Consumption Internal to the Accessory
Shown in Figure 7(b) with Current Supplied
at VBUS pinin Figure 7(a) ......ccccovvevveneesieennnne 24

c) A POSA Would Have No Reason To
Modify Rogers To Provide More Than
500mA Of Current Across The VBUS Line......... 27

3. Rogers Does Not Teach Or Make Obvious An
Adapter Configured To Supply Current On The
VBUS Line Without Regard To The USB 2.0
Specification's Condition That A Device May Not
Consume 100mA Of Current Until Configured.............. 28

4, Rogers Does Not Teach Or Make Obvious
Supplying Current Without Regard To
"Enumeration Conditions" Specified In A USB
SPECIFICALION ... 31

B.  Petitioners Fail To Present Competent Evidence That
Rogers Discloses Or Renders Obvious An Adapter
"Configured To Supply Current On The VBUS Line
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Without Regard To At Least One USB Specification

Imposed Limit" (Claim 10) ......cccccevvevviiniiiiieiieeeeee e

Petitioners Fail To Present Competent Evidence That
Rogers Discloses Or Makes Obvious Challenged Claims

Petitioners Fail To Present Competent Evidence That
Rogers Discloses Or Renders Obvious The Adapter Of
Claims 2 Or 11, "Wherein Said Current Limit Is 500 Ma"

(ClaIMS 9, 18) ..uieiiiiiice e

Petitioners Fail To Present Competent Evidence That
Rogers Discloses Or Renders Obvious The Adapter Of
Claims 1 Or 10, "Wherein Said Current Is Supplied

Without USB Enumeration™ (Claims 3, 12) ........ccccevvvevinnee

VIII. Ground 2: The Petition Provides No Competent Evidence Of
Motivation To Implement The Proposed Rogers/Shiga
Combination, And Ignores That Doing So Would Result In An

Inoperable System

A
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The Petition Fails To Provide Any Substantiation For Its
Assertion That A POSA Would Look To Shiga To Find
A Way To Indicate To The Base Station That A

Connected Device Is 48VDC Capable..........cccccovevveviviinnnn.

1. Petitioners Fail To Explain Why A POSA Would
Have Chosen SE1 Over Normal USB

Communication ProtoCol ..........eeeeveeeiiieiiicieeeeeeeeeen

a) Rogers Uses Normal USB Protocols To

Communicate The 48VDC Capability ..............

b)  The Petition Fails To Address POSA
Concerns Regarding Consequences Of
Employing An SE1 Signal To Communicate

INFOrMAtION ...t

2. Shiga Is Not Analogous Art And Solves A

Completely Different Problem .........cccccoevvvviinenn,
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IX. Conclusion
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3. No Prior Art References Teach The Use Of SE1 In

Normal USB Communication...........ccceeeeeeeeeeeeiieeeeennn.

4, Absence Of Explicit Discouragement Of SE1 Is

Not A Motivation TOUSE SEL ....ooovvveeeeeeeieeeeeeenn.

A POSA Would Believe That The Proposed Combination
Would Lead To Detrimental Results Because The Base
Unit Cannot Distinguish An SE1 Signal From A 48VDC
Compliant Device And An SE1 Signal Generated In

Error By A Non-48VDC DEeVICE........cccvevveiieeieesee e eie e

1. Scenario 1: A POSA Would Believe That
Assuming SE1 Always Comes From A 48VDC
Device Would Electrically Damage Low Voltage
Devices And Lead To Errors That Are Difficult To

LSO AL e ———

2. Scenario 2: A POSA Would Believe That
Responding To SE1 In Accordance With The USB

Specification Interrupts USB Communication............

3. SE1 Signaling Provides No Advantage Over

Normal USB Enumeration Process .........cceeeeeueeeeennn...
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