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Applicant’s Distinguishing Argument 

b‘Nicolas neither teaches nor suggests a processor 
that can execute both CISC and RISC instructions 
in hard ware. ” 

“Applicant’s definition of dual-instruction set 
processor is one that executes both CISC and 
RISC.” 

__ 
“The claims recite at least a RISC and a CISC 
instruction decoder, and an execute unit that 
receives decoded RISC and decoded CISC 
instructions and executes both RISC and CISC 
instructions.” 

“A dual-instruction-set CPU is able to execute 
x86 CISC (complex instruction set computer) 
code or PowerPC RISC (reduced instruction set 
computer) code.” 

“The claims recite at least a RISC and a CISC 
instruction decoder.” 

”The fact that Portanova is an emulator drives to 
the heart of this appeal: the complete, total 
absence of prior art showing both RISC and CISC 
hardware execution.” 




