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Pursuant to the Board’s authorization on November 18, 2024, Patent Owner
submits this Response to Petitioner’s Preliminary Reply.

Petitioner confuses the file history. Lohr enters the file history on January
13, 2020, when the examiner issued a rejection on the basis that “Lohr discloses
(Figs. 7-15) perform a single (TB) transport block of Msg transmission to the
network according to the TTI information of the Msg”, relying on Lohr [0120],
[0183], [0187]. EX1002 [FH], 164. On April 13, 2020, the applicant traversed the
rejection, arguing that Lohr does not disclose the limitation. Id., 200-201. On May
1, 2020, the examiner issued a final rejection maintaining its rejection based on
Lohr. Id., 214.

On July 9, 2020, the applicant held an interview with the examiner. Id., 243.
According to the examiner, during the interview, “/aJpplicant furthermore
descriptively explained how the current claimed invention differs from the cited
prior art(s).” [e.g., Lohr]. Id. At this point during prosecution, the examiner
dropped all remaining prior art bases for rejection, including Lohr. Id. The
examiner did not limit their statement to agreeing with applicant’s positions
regarding certain prior art; instead the statement included all prior art. One of the
arguments advanced by applicant was that Lohr does not disclose the “single

transport block™ limitation. Id., 200-201.



While the examiner issued two further rejections, both of those rejections
dealt entirely with 112 issues. Id. at 483-485 and 491-492, respectfully. Thus, as of
July 9, 2020, the examiner abandoned its previous incorrect view that Lohr taught
“a UE performing a single (TB) transport block of Msg3 transmission to a network
according to TTI information of a Msg3.” Id., 201. The examiner did not further
reject any claims based on Lohr or any other prior art before issuing a notice of
allowance.

Given that the examiner clearly dropped their rejection based on Lohr, there
1s little if any weight to be accorded to the statement from the examiner in the

Notice of Allowance.
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