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EXAMINER'S ANSWER

This is in response to the appeal brief filed February 22, 2011 appealing from the Office

action mailed April 22, 2010.

(1) Real Party in Interest

The examiner has no commentonthe statement, or lack of statement, identifying by

namethereal party in interest in the brief.

(2) Related Appeals and Interferences

The examineris not aware of any related appeals, interferences, or judicial proceedings

whichwill directly affect or be directly affected by or have a bearing on the Board’s decision in

the pending appeal.

(3) Status of Claims

The followingis a list of claims that are rejected and pending in the application:

Claims 1-7, 10-22, 24 and 25 are pending andstand rejected.

(4) Status of Amendments After Final

The examiner has no commenton the appellant’s statement of the status of amendments

after final rejection containedin thebrief.

(5) Summary of Claimed Subject Matter

The examiner has no commenton the summary of claimed subject matter contained in

the brief.

(6) Grounds of Rejection to be Reviewed on Appeal

The examiner has no commenton the appellant’s statement of the groundsofrejection to

be reviewed on appeal. Every groundof rejection set forth in the Office action from which the
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appealis taken (as modified by any advisory actions) is being maintained by the examiner except

for the groundsofrejection (if any) listed under the subheading “WITHDRAWN

REJECTIONS.” New groundsofrejection (if any) are provided under the subheading “NEW

GROUNDSOF REJECTION.”

(7) Claims Appendix

The examiner has no commenton the copy of the appealed claims contained in the

Appendix to the appellant’s brief.

(8) Evidence Relied Upon

6,570,579 MACINNIS 5-2003

6,864,896 PEREGO 3-2005

5,794,016 KELLEHER 8-1998

6,778,177 FURTNER 8-2004

5,905,506 HAMBURG 5-1999

2003/0164830 KENT 9-2003

(9) Groundsof Rejection

The following ground(s) of rejection are applicable to the appealed claims:

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103

1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which formsthe basisfor all

obviousnessrejections set forth in this Office action:

(a) A patent may not be obtained thoughthe inventionis not identically disclosed or described as set forth in
section 102 ofthistitle, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented andthe prior art are
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obviousat the time the invention was made to a person
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the
manner in which the invention was made.
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2. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459

(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35

U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows:

Determining the scope and contents of the prior art.
Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claimsatissue.
Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinentart.
Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness
or nonobviousness.

FwNS
3. Claims1-4, 7, 10, 12, 14, and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being

unpatentable over MacInnis (US006570579B 1) in view of Perego (US006864896B2).

4, Asper Claim 1, MacInnis teaches a graphics processing circuit, comprising: a graphics

pipeline (58, Fig. 2) on a chip (10); a memory controller (54) on the chip (10), as shown in Fig. 2

(col. 4, lines 65-67; col. 5, lines 36-41), in communication with the graphics pipeline (58),

operative to transfer pixel data between the pipeline (58) and a memory(col. 6, lines 10-13, 59-

66).

However, MacInnis does notteach at least two graphics pipelines on the same chip

operative to process data in a correspondingsetoftiles of a repeating tile pattern corresponding

to screen locations, a respective one of the at least two graphics pipelines operative to process

data in a dedicated tile; wherein the repeating tile pattern includes a horizontally and vertically

repeating pattern of square regions. However, Perego teaches graphics processing circuit (300,

Fig. 3; col. 3, lines 61-63) having at least 2 graphics pipelines (312) operative to process data in

correspondingset oftiles of repeating tile pattern corresponding to screen locations, respective

one of at least 2 graphics pipelines operative to process data in dedicatedtile (col. 5, lines 19-27,

38-44); and memorycontroller (310, Fig. 3) in communication with at least 2 graphics pipelines
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