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Comments and Corrections June, 2004

This issued patent is substantially identical to the application originally submitted.  All
original claims were accepted.  There were "prior art" clarifications added to some of the
diagrams and in claims 15 and 23, "apparatus" was changed to "microprocessor with
processing capabilities."  A few references were added, none of which were material to
our claims.

The pre-publication of our application was issued December, 2003 and gave us an
opportunity to check for typographical errors.  We found a number of such errors, none
of which should trouble the careful reader, and submitted a list to the USPTO at that time
and again later, when we were told the patent would be issued in June, 2004.  Apparently
it is not the practice of the USPTO to correct errors unless they are of a substantial nature,
so the patent as issued still has all but two of the errors that we found in the pre-
publication version.  We have not yet done a "fine-toothed comb" examination of the
issued patent, but it appears to be printed from the same computer file as the pre-
publication version and we assume that few new errors will appear when we do.  The
errors found in the pre-publication version that still remain in the final version are given
below.

It appears that nowadays the USPTO OCRs (or perhaps still re-types) the original patent
application to prepare their publications.   Except for single variables and constants and
very simple expressions, most of the mathematical expressions have been retained in the
USPTO version as photo images of the originals in our application.  Thus the errors are to
be found only in the text portions.  Variables which appear in photo-image equations are
italic, while the variables in the patent text are not.  Most of the time this is not at all
confusing, but in some cases there is a substantial difference, as illustrated by "a" and
"a", column 8 - line 35.

This has also led to epsilon as "є" in the text and "ε" in the photo copied equations.

In addition, there are several typographical errors:

(Column-7 Line-15) There is a "yj" which should be yj that is, j as a subscript.
(Column-10 Line-28) M should be bold to fit with the use of M elsewhere in the text
portion.
(Column-11 Line-30-31) The "α=M -

1βor"  should read "α = M-1 β or" (note space between "β" and "or" as well as the raised
"1") and should be all on the same line.
(Column-11 Line-58, Column-12 Line-63) In both Table 1 and Table 2, row 1 appears
on two lines due to some sort of formatting problem - it should all be on one line.  The
minus goes with the displaced number in each case.  Also, the tables would be
considerably less confusing if the numbers were decimal aligned as in the application.
(Column-13 Line-19) "...fitting for any as 3 precise..." should be "...fitting for as many as
3 precise..."




