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BILL LIN, PH.D. October 12, 2023

GOOGLE LLC vs FLYPSI, INC. 5
1 THURSDAY, OCTOBER 12, 2023, 11:01 a.m EST
2 PROCEEDI NGS
3 % *
4 | \Wereupon,
5 BILL LIN, PH D.,
6 a wtness called for exam nation, having been
7 | first duly sworn, was exam ned and testified as
8 | follows:
9 % *
11:01: 38
10 THE REPORTER: Unl ess an obj ection b 01: 38
11 is heard at this tine, all parties to this 11 01: 38
12 deposition are appearing renotely and have 1 01: 38
13 agreed to the witness being sworn in 10: 02: 07
14 remotely. 11: 02: 07
15 EXAM NATI ON 11: 02: 07
16 | BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 11: 02: 08
17 Q Good norning, Dr. Lin. Can you 11:02: 10
18 | state your name for the record? 10: 02:12
19 A My nanme is Bill Lin. 11:02: 19
20 Q Al right. And you have been hired 10:02:20
21 as Google's expert witness in the five I PRs that . 02: 26
22 we are here discussing today. Correct ?300.211.DEPO(3376)
EsquireSolutions.com
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BILL LIN, PH.D. October 12, 2023

GOOGLE LLC vs FLYPSI, INC. 6
1 MR HERR Objection, form Caution  1:02:30
2 the witness not to answer the question to the 023
3 extent that the answer will reveal any i 02:37
4 attorney/client conmunications. i 02:39
. 11: 02: 41
5 Ot herwi se you nmay answer.
. 11: 02: 42
6 THE WTNESS: | have been retained
11: 02: 44
7 as an expert witness for the IPRs in
11:02: 48
8 di scussi on today.
11:02: 49
9 BY MR MCCULLOUGH:
11: 02: 49
10 Q Al'l right. Just a couple of ground b 09 51
11 rules. |If you ever don't understand one of ny 11 02: 54
12 questions, wll you |let ne know? W1 02: 56
13 A Ckay. 16: 02: 58
14 Q All right. |Is there any reason that 11: 02: 59
15 you cannot testify truthfully today? 11: 03: 03
16 A No. 11:03: 05
17 Q Al right. |Is there anyone in the 11:03: 08
18 | same roomw th you? 11:03: 11
19 A. Currently in the roomwth me are 11:03: 14
20 | counsel, Howard Herr, Daniel Zeilberger, and a 11:03:22
21 | tech person. .03 22
22 Q Ckay. And what papers dosX@ﬁjlln:?éfD%(%?ﬁ)
EsquireSolutions.com
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BILL LIN, PH.D. October 12, 2023

GOOGLE LLC vs FLYPSI, INC. 7
1 | inthe roomwth you today? 11:03: 24
2 A. | have only the binders with ny 10:03: 31
3 decl arati ons, exhibits, and the patent and file i 03: 33
4 hi story. - 08:37
. 11: 03: 42
5 Q Al right. And do you have any
. 11: 03: 44
6 progranms open on your conputer aside from Zoonf?
11: 03: 46
7 A | have access to ny conputer. This
11: 03: 49
8 is not nmy conputer. This is the law firnls
11:03: 51
9 conput er.
al 11: 03: 52
10 And | have it on the PDF files of
ve ! ! 18: 03: 56
11 all of the exhibits and so forth. 11 03: 59
12 Q Ckay. You have PDFs of the sanme W1 04: 02

13 | things you have paper copies of; is that correct? 11: 04: 05

14 A That is correct. 10: 04- 08
15 Q Al'l right. Have you reviewed the 11: 04: 19
16 institution decisions in the five IPRs that you 11: 04: 23
17 | submtted a declaration for Google? 11: 04: 27
18 MR. HERR: bjection, form 10:04: 28
19 THE WTNESS: | did not. 11: 04: 31
20 | BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 11:04: 46
21 Q All right. You are -- in your . 04: 48

22 declarations for the five I PRs, you ar%o@fELDEPO(xwﬁ)
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BILL LIN, PH.D. October 12, 2023

GOOGLE LLC vs FLYPSI, INC. 8
1 | proposing any claimconstruction. Correct? 11: 0451
2 A. No, | am not proposing any claim 10:04: 53
3 constructi on. i 05:12
. 11: 05: 14

4 Q Ckay. So, you are applying the
. . ) ) 11: 05: 16
5 plain neaning for all of the claimterns in all
_ 11:05:18
6 of those five patents. Correct?
11: 05: 21
7 A | perforned ny anal ysis on each

11: 05: 25
8 patent and | apply the plain and ordi nary meani ng 1 05: 97
9 | with respect to each patent. b 05: 29
10 Q Ckay. You are not relying on the b 05: 35
11 file history of any of the five patents for any 11 05: 39
12 of your opinions. Correct? 1 05: 56
13 A | don't recall exactly right now, 1: 05: 58
14 | but we would have to go | ook at each of them 11: 06: 01
15 But there was at | east one instance 11: 06: 03
16 where it is also in the patent that the patent 11: 06: 06
17 | anguage was incorrect and was corrected by the 11: 06: 09
18 | file history. 11: 06: 17
19 Q Al right. Your declarations do not 11: 06: 19
20 | identify the -- any legal standards that you 11:06: 24
21 applied or considered in your analysis. Correct? . 06: 29

22 A That is correct. 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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BILL LIN, PH.D. October 12, 2023

GOOGLE LLC vs FLYPSI, INC. 9
1 Q VWere you given any |egal standards 11: 06: 31
2 | that you considered or applied in your analysis? 11 06: 33
3 MR HERR: | would Iike to launch a fi: 06: 40
4 little caution here. | caution the w tness i 06: 42
_ 11: 06: 43

5 not to answer the question to the extent that
. 11: 06: 45
6 t he answer woul d reveal any attorney/client
11: 06: 47
7 privil eged conmuni cati ons.

11: 06: 48
8 O herwi se you may answer. 1 06:.49
9 THE WTNESS: So, ny declaration is b 06:53
10 my anal ysis how the prior art discloses b 06: 57
11 certain teachings. 11 07 00
12 BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 1M: 07: 01
13 Q And were you considering or applying M: 07: 07
14 | any instructions about the law related to 11:07: 11
15 validity when you formed the opinions in your 11: 07: 15
16 decl arati on? 11: 07: 16
17 A | didn't offer any |egal opinions in 11:07: 19
18 nmy decl arati ons. 11: 07: 20
19 Q Sir, I'mnot asking you whether you 11:07:22
20 | offered an | egal opinion. 11:07:24
21 ' m aski ng you whet her you were 4. 07: 25

22 appl ying or considering any |nstructloggaerDEpo(KN6)
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BILL LIN, PH.D. October 12, 2023

GOOGLE LLC vs FLYPSI, INC. 10
1 | regarding the | aw when you formed the opinions in  H:07:30
2 | your declaration. 10:07:32
3 MR. HERR:. (bj ection, asked and i 07: 36
4 answer ed. i 07:37
_ 11: 07: 37
5 THE WTNESS: So, as | said, I, ny
] o 11:07: 40
6 decl arations are about ny opinions of how the
11: 07: 43
7 prior art applies to the clains.
11: 07: 48
8 BY MR MCCULLOUGH
11: 07: 53
9 Q Were you appl yi ng any under st andi ng b 07:56
10 | of what it nmeans to anticipate a patent claim b 08: 01
11 when you fornmed your opinions? 11 08: 05
12 A | didn't offer any |legal opinions in 11 08: 08
13 ny declarations, and so as such | didn't -- ny 10:08: 11
14 | opinions were not based on applying any |egal 11: 08: 13
15 st andar d. 11: 08: 31
16 Q Al'l right. You offered opinions on 11: 08: 33
17 | the level of skill in the art. Correct? 11: 08: 34
18 A. Yes. 11: 08: 36
19 Q Were you appl ying any | egal 11:08: 38
20 | standards when you offered those opinions? 10:08: 42
21 MR. HERR: bjection. |'msorry. 1 08: 46
22 (bj ection, asked and answered. 800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com
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BILL LIN, PH.D. October 12, 2023

GOOGLE LLC vs FLYPSI, INC. 11
1 THE WTNESS: So, like I said, | 10:08:49
T ; : 11:08: 51

2 only offer opinions in ny declaration about
3 how the prior art applied to these patents. fi: 08: 54
4 | didn't offer any |egal opinions. i 08: 58
11: 09: 02
5 BY MR MCCULLOUGH:
_ _ _ 11:09: 03
6 Q Sir, I"'mnot asking you if you
11: 09: 04
7 offered a legal opinion. I1'mtrying to
11: 09: 07
8 under st and what standards you appli ed.
11: 09: 08
9 Way did you offer an opinion on the
11: 09: 11
. : - :
10 | evel of skill in the art? Wre you given sone b 09: 14
11 instruction that that was a rel evant factor and 11 09: 18
12 you applied that instruction in your analysis? 11 09: 22
13 A So, again, so, as | state in ny 1: 09: 28
14 | declaration, | describe what | believe a person 11: 09: 30
15 of ordinary skill in the art at the tinme of the 11: 09: 32
16 al | eged i nvention would have had or woul d have 11: 09: 35
17 | under st ood. 11: 09: 44
18 Q Are you applying any instruction 10: 09: 49
19 | relating to what a person of ordinary skill in 11:09: 52
20 | the art is or why that is relevant to any other 11:09:54
21 I ssue when you forned the opinions in your . 09:56
i on?
22 | declaration: 800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com
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BILL LIN, PH.D. October 12, 2023

GOOGLE LLC vs FLYPSI, INC. 12
1 MR. HERR. Cbjection, form 11:10:01
2 THE WTNESS: | think | state in ny 10:10:03
_ _ . 11: 10: 23
3 decl aration, | believe a person of ordinary
4 skill in the art at the time would have had 11-10:26
: . 11: 10: 29
5 an undergraduate degree in electrical and
_ _ _ _ 11:10: 31
6 conput er engi neering, conmputer science, in a
11: 10: 33
7 field related to tel econmuni cati ons and/ or
11 10: 37
8 soneone with nore education to suppl enment the 1 10: 46
9 practical experience.
11: 10: 47
10 BY MR MCCULLOUGH:
11: 10: 47
11 Q And you are reading that from 11 10: 49
12 somewhere. \Were are you reading that fronf 11 10: 50
13 A That is what | state in ny 10: 10: 52
14 | declaration. 11: 10: 52
15 Q Whi ch decl arati on? 11: 10: 54
16 A The one |I'm | ooking at the nonent, 11: 11: 00
17 Is the '585 patent. 11:11: 10
18 Q Do you have any understanding as to 10:11:11
19 | whether the level of skill in the art is a factor 111115
20 | in considering whether prior art invalidates a 1n-11:18
21 pat ent cl ai n? H 1121
22 A So, as | said, | descr|be(goé_glerIEpo(3376)
EsquireSolutions.com
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BILL LIN, PH.D. October 12, 2023

GOOGLE LLC vs FLYPSI, INC. 13
1 | declaration what | believe a person of ordinary 11:11:26
2 | skill in the art would be. H.11:28
3 And |, in ny analysis, | offer ny i 11:30
o . . 11: 11: 36
4 opinion as to how the prior art applies to the
11: 11: 41
5 claimlimtations with the person of ordinary
) . 11:11: 46
6 skill in the art.
11: 11: 48
7 Q And were you instructed to apply the
11: 11: 51
8 perspective of a person of ordinary skill in the
11:11: 53
9 art?
11:11:58
10 A So, ny own analysis, which I have b 19 00
11 done in other IPRs is, again, I'moffering the 1 12: 04
12 opi nion of how the prior art applies to the W 12: 07
13 limtations with the PCSI TA in m nd. M 12: 20
14 Q So, in your declarations in these 11:12: 22
15 five IPRs, you are not relying on any 1:12: 25
16 i nstructions from Googl e' s counsel about | egal 11: 12: 28
17 | standards relating to invalidity; is that 11:12:30
18 | correct? 10:12:31
19 MR HERR | caution the witness not 11:12:32
20 to answer the question to the extent that 11:12:35
21 answer woul d reveal any attorney/client H:12:37
22 privil eged conmuni cati ons. 800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com
FLYPSI, INC. IPR2023-00359 Ex. 2009, p. 13 of 249



BILL LIN, PH.D. October 12, 2023

GOOGLE LLC vs FLYPSI, INC. 14
1 Ot herw se, you may answer. 11:12:38
2 THE W TNESS: Can you ask the 1n:12:43
3 guestion one nore tine? fl:12:44
4 | BY MR MCCULLOUGH: f:12:45
. . 11: 12: 46
5 Q In your five declarations that we
. _ 11:12: 47
6 are tal ki ng about today, are you relying on any
11:12: 50
7 i nstructions from Google's counsel relating to
11:12: 53
8 | the legal standards for validity of a patent
11: 13: 02
9 cl ai nf
11: 13: 02
10 MR HERR  Sane cauti on. 113 04
11 THE WTNESS: Again, | only offer ny 11 13 06
12 opinion as to how the prior art applies to 1 13: 08
13 t he pat ent. 11: 13 10
14 And, | believe, a person of ordinary 11:13: 12
15 skill in the art at the tine would have the 11:13: 14
16 background that | descri bed. 11: 13: 18
17 MR MCCULLOUGH: (nj ecti on, 11:13: 18
18 nonr esponsi ve. 10:13:18
19 | BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 11:13:20
20 Q Dr. Lin, I'masking you for the 1322
21 basis of your opinion. |I'mentitled to know what H. 13:25
22 st andards you appli ed. 800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com
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BILL LIN, PH.D. October 12, 2023

GOOGLE LLC vs FLYPSI, INC. 15
1 Did you apply any standards given to 11326
2 | you by Google's counsel in forning your opinions 10:13:28
3 in your declaration relating to invalidity, yes f:13:33
4 or no? 11: 13: 36
_ _ 11:13: 36
5 MR. HERR: (bjection, form
. _ 11:13: 38
6 (bj ection, asked and answered. And sane
11:13: 40
7 cauti on.
11: 13: 42
8 THE W TNESS: Yeah, again,
11:13: 44
9 descri bed what | believed a person of
11:13: 46
10 ordinary skill in the art would be at the b 13 48
11 time. 11 13: 49
12 And | have offered ny opinions in 1 13: 53
13 terms of how the prior art applies to the 10: 13: 55
14 patent. 11:13: 57
15 BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 11:13: 57
16 Q That is not ny question, Dr. Lin. | 11: 13: 59
17 need you to listen to my question and answer the 11:14:01
18 | question that I'm asking. 10:14:03
19 Did you apply -- 10:14:05
20 MR. HERR. bjection, form 10:14:06
21 | BY MR MOCULLOUGH: i 14:07
22 Q -- any standards given tosX@ﬁjlltB'EPO(%?ﬁ)
EsquireSolutions.com
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BILL LIN, PH.D. October 12, 2023

GOOGLE LLC vs FLYPSI, INC. 16
1 | Google's counsel relating to invalidity in 11:14:09
2 | forming the opinions in your declaration? 1n:14:12
3 MR. HERR: (bjection, form Asked il 14:19
. 1. 14: 21
4 and answered. And al so, sane caution.
. 11: 14: 23
5 THE WTNESS: | think nmy answer to
. _ 11:14: 24
6 you is that |, | described who I thought a
11: 14: 28
7 person of ordinary skill in the art would be
11: 14: 30
8 and | applied that -- | applied that standard
11: 14: 34
9 of what | thought a person of ordinary skil
11: 14: 37
10 in the art at the tinme would be. b 14: 40
11 BY MR, MCCULLOUGH: 1 14: 41
12 Q That is not ny question. M W 14: 43

13 question is, did you apply any standards relating 10: 14: 45

14 | to validity that were given to you by Google's 10: 14: 48
15 counsel in formng the opinions in your 111: 14: 50
16 decl aration? 11: 14: 51
17 MR HERR  Sane objections. And 11:14:53
18 sanme caution. 11: 14: 54
19 THE WTNESS: | think my answer is 11: 1456
20 the same. | didn't offer any |egal opinions 10:14:58
21 in my declaration. | offered opinion of how . 15:00
22 the prior art applies to the paten%gazxLDEpo(mw6)

EsquireSolutions.com
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BILL LIN, PH.D. October 12, 2023

GOOGLE LLC vs FLYPSI, INC. 17
1 And t hroughout ny decl arati ons, 11:15: 04
2 whenever | refer to a person of ordinary 10:15: 06
3 skill in the art, that person |I'mreferring i 15: 08
4 to is what | described in the section about f:15:10
. . . 11: 15: 13
5 who the person of ordinary skill in the art
_ 11:15: 16
6 woul d be at the tine.
11: 15: 17
7 BY MR MCCULLOUGH:
11: 15: 17
8 Q You have been an expert w tness
11:15:19
9 nunerous tines before. Correct?
11: 15: 21
10 A Yes. b 15: 91
11 Q And in other cases that you worked 115 23

12 on, sonetines you have been given instructions by 1 15 25

13 | the | awyers about what the | egal standards are 0 15: 27
14 and you have applied those instructions in 11 15: 29
15 | form ng your opinions for whatever declaration or 11: 15; 32
16 report you were witing. 11: 15: 33
17 Correct? 11: 15: 34
18 MR. HERR: (Objection, form 10:15: 35
19 THE WTNESS: So, in those tines | 11:15:40
20 woul d have explicitly said so in ny 11:15:43
21 decl ar at i ons. 11:15:43

22 BY MR MCCULLOUGH:
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BILL LIN, PH.D. October 12, 2023

GOOGLE LLC vs FLYPSI, INC. 18
1 Q Ckay. And that is all I'mtrying to 10:15:44
2 | clarify here. 1:15:47
3 VWere you given any instructions by L1541
4 Googl e's | awyer about the | egal standards ff: 15:49
. . - . . 11: 15: 52
5 relating to invalidity that you applied in
_ o _ _ _ 101:15: 54
6 form ng your opinions in the declarations in
11: 15: 57
7 t hese | PRs?
11 15: 58
8 MR. HERR: (bjection, form Sane
14: 16: 00
9 cauti on.
11:16: 01
10 THE WTNESS: Yeah, | don't know - 16: 02
11 what is client privilege or not. 11 16+ 06
12 BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 11: 16: 06
13 Q If you relied onit to formyour 11: 16' 09
14 | opinions, then it is not privileged. 11: 16: 13
15 MR, MCCULLOUGH: Counsel, what is 11 16 13
16 the basis for the privilege objection? 11: 16: 16
17 If I amasking if he applied 11: 16: 18
18 standards in his analysis, how can that 11:16: 20
19 possi bly be privil eged? 10:16: 22
20 |'mentitled to know the basis of 11:16: 24
21 the opinions in his declaration. . 16: 26
22 MR. HERR:  (bj ecti on, for%o_zﬁrDeE%o&?ﬂs)
EsquireSolutions.com
FLYPSI, INC. IPR2023-00359 Ex. 2009, p. 18 of 249
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22

talking to -- are you comuni cating with nme?

MR, MCCULLOUGH. Counsel, |'m asking
you what the basis for the privilege
obj ection is.

Because, if he applied standards
that were given by Google's counsel, |I'm
entitled to know that. That is part of the
basi s of his opinion.

MR HERR: Well, any -- our
communi cation with the expert are privil eged,
SO --

MR, ZEILBERGER: If | can just add
toit. W didn't nmake a privil eged objection
in the sense of instructing Dr. Lin not to
answer the question. It was a caution --

MR, MCCULLOUGH. The witness just
said he doesn't understand how to answer.

MR. ZEI LBERGER Pl ease |l et ne
finish. W allowed you to finish

MR, MCCULLOUGH: You are not
entitled to have two attorneys defend the

deposition. M. Herr is defending the

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com
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BILL LIN, PH.D. October 12, 2023

GOOGLE LLC vs FLYPSI, INC. 20
1 | deposition. He can speak. 11713
2 MR ZEILBERGER This is not Y115
3 relating to defending the deposition, sir. f:17:16
4 You asked us -- H:17:19
. 11:17:19
5 MR, MCCULLOUGH. M. Zeil berger, you
11: 17: 20
6 are not entitled to speak at this deposition,
11:17: 23
7 peri od.
1. 17: 24
8 MR. ZElI LBERGER: Respectfully, that
11: 17: 26
9 I's incorrect.
1. 17: 27
10 MR. HERR: That is incorrect. b 17- 29
11 M. Zeilberger is also a counsel, is also a 11732
12 counsel in this IPR as well. 17 34
13 MR, MCCULLOUGH: He may be counsel 1M:17: 35
14 | but you only get one attorney to speak at the 11: 17: 38
15 deposi ti on. 11: 17: 40
16 M. Herr, what is the basis -- 11: 17: 42
17 MR ZEILBERGER |I'mtrying to help 101: 17: 43
18 | you. Matt, we did not instruct Dr. Lin not 10:17: 46
19 | to answer your question. W cautioned him 11:17: 48
20 | not to reveal the substance of privileged 10:17:50
21 comruni cati ons because you were specifically 4. 17:52
22 aski ng hi m about comruni cations with C%H&Eﬁ'.DEPo (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com
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BILL LIN, PH.D. October 12, 2023

GOOGLE LLC vs FLYPSI, INC. 21
1 Dr. Lin may answer -- Dr. Lin may 1:17:55
2 answer about material that he relied upon. 1:17:59
3 He has already answered your question about il 18: 01
4 ten tinmes. He can do so again if you want f: 18: 03
_ 11: 18: 06

5 himto.
) ] ) 11:18: 06
6 We are not instructing himnot to
11:18: 08
7 reveal material that he relied upon. W are
11:18:11
8 only cautioning himnot to reveal the
11:18: 12
9 substance of privileged comuni cati ons.

11: 18: 17
10 BY MR MCCULLOUGH: b 18:18
11 Q Did you rely on any instructions 1118 19
12 from Googl e' s counsel regarding the standards for 118 21
13 invalidity in form ng the opinions in your 1M:18: 24
14 | declarations, Dr. Lin? 11:18: 26
15 MR. HERR: Sane cauti on. 11:18: 27
16 THE WTNESS: So, ny answer renains 11: 18: 29
17 the sane which is, | did not offer any |egal 11:18:32
18 opi nions in ny declaration. 10:18:33
19 | applied the -- | applied the prior 11:18:37
20 art to the patent. 11:18:41
21 And whenever | reference a person of . 18:44

22 ordinary skill in the art in ny de%b@ﬁfﬂdé&5cm7®
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in my opinions, it is the person, the person
of ordinary skill in the art that | described
in nmy declaration.

And that is the basis of the -- of
who that person of ordinary skill in the art
that | apply.

MR, MCCULLOUGH: (bj ecti on,
nonr esponsi ve.

M. Herr, what is the basis for your
caution when | explicitly limted nmy question
to whether the witness relied on instructions
from Googl e counsel ?

M. Zeil berger just said he was
allowed to testify if he relied on it.

So, what is the basis for your
cauti on?

MR. HERR: So, the basis of the
caution is that to the extent that his answer
m ght reveal any kind of attorney/client
privil eged conmunications is -- he should not

answer that question.

But if not, otherw se, he can sg&flvi%EPo (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com
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1 it 11:19: 31
2 So, it isuptohim right. It is 10:19: 31
3 just a caution. i 19:35
4 W did not instruct himnot to - 19:35
. . 11: 19: 37
5 answer. It is nerely a caution.
. 11:19:39
6 MR, MCCULLOUGH: Are you contending
11: 19: 41
7 that instructions from Googl e's counsel
11: 19: 43
8 regardi ng the standards for invalidity that
11:19: 45
9 he relied on in his declaration are
11: 19: 47
o o
10 privil eged” b 19: 47
11 MR. HERR: No. 1 19: 50
12 BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 1 19: 50
13 Q Dr. Lin, did you rely on any 1M:19: 51
14 | instructions from Google's counsel relating to 11: 19: 54
15 the standards for invalidity in form ng your 11:19: 58
16 opi ni ons? 11: 19: 59
17 A So, again, ny analysis in ny 11: 20: 03
18 | declaration, | did not offer |egal opinions. 10: 20: 08
19 My anal ysis, whenever | refer to a 11:20: 10
20 person of ordinary skill in the art, | described 1:20:12
21 in nmy declaration, and that is the basis that . 20: 14
22 | -- that is the basis for my opinion. 800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com
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1 Q Dr. Lin, ny question is not about 11:20: 18
2 | whether you offered a | egal opinion. 10:20:21
3 "' m aski ng you whether you relied on i 20: 22
4 i nstructions from Googl e. i 20: 24
) 11: 20: 25
5 Do you understand the difference
11: 20: 27
6 bet ween those two concepts?
11: 20: 29
7 MR, HERR: bjection, form And
11: 20: 31
8 asked and answer ed.
11:20: 33
9 THE WTNESS: Yeah, |, the basis of
11: 20: 36
10 who the POSITA is, is what | described in ny b 20: 40
11 decl arati on. 11 20: 40
12 | don't, | don't recall -- 1 just 11 20- 26
13 don't know how el se to answer your questi on. 1: 20: 48
14 | BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 11: 20: 49
15 Q Way don't you know how to answer ny 111: 20: 50
16 question? Wat do you not understand? 11: 20: 53
17 MR. HERR  (Objection, form 11: 20: 55
18 THE WTNESS: Yeah. So, when | 1:20: 57
19 prepare my declaration, | have in mind who | 11:21:02
20 believe a POSITA is and | describe that. 10:21:04
21 And my opinions is about how the o 2101
22 prior art applies. And that is ho‘ﬁ'o&.zﬂroe@%r(gmﬁ)
EsquireSolutions.com
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1 ny decl arati on. 11:21:09
2 | BY MR MCCULLOUGH 12111
3 Q Did Google give you any instructions il 2112
4 on what -- how to define the person of ordinary -2t 14
. . . . 11: 21: 17
5 skill in the art that you applied in your
. 11:21:18
6 decl arati on?
11: 21: 23
7 A | don't recall. But, this, again,
11: 21: 25
8 | this is the person of ordinary skill in the art
11: 21: 28
9 that | believe -- that | amreferring to in ny
11: 21: 32
10 decl arati on. b 21 39
11 Q Did Google give you any instructions 1 21: 34
12 on how to apply the level of skill that you 21 37
13 identified as the person of ordinary skill in the 1M 21: 41
14 | art in formng your other opinions relating to 11: 21: 45
15 | validity in this case? 101: 21: 48
16 A l"msorry. Wat? Say that one nore 11: 21: 50
17 time. 11: 21: 51
18 Q Di d Googl e give you any instructions 10:21:53
19 | on how to apply whatever |evel of skill you came 11:21:55
20 | up with as the person of ordinary skill in the 102157
21 art in formng your other opinions in this . 22:00
i on?
22 decl arati on? 800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com
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1 A. So, again, | described who | 10:22:01
2 | believed a person of skill in the art would be at 1:22:10
3 the, would be at the tine. 1 22:12
4 And that i's, that is the POSITA that  F21
. I 10:22:18
5 | applied nmy opinions on.
_ . 10: 22: 21
6 MR, MCCULLOUGH: (njection,
1. 22: 22
7 nonr esponsi ve.
10: 22: 23
8 BY MR MCCULLOUGH:
11: 22: 23
9 Q Did Google give you any instructions i 99: 5
10 on how you were supposed to apply the |evel of k- 9928
11 skill of how you cane up with a POSITA in 12230
12 anal yzing validity? M 22:31
13 MR. HERR: (bj ection, asked and 1M:22:32
14 answer ed. 11: 22: 36
15 THE W TNESS: Yeah, | believe | 11:22: 42
16 answer ed your question already. 11:22: 43
17 BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 11:22: 43
18 Q What is the answer? Did Google give 101: 22: 45
19 | you instructions, yes or no? 1:22:48
20 MR. HERR  Sane objection. 11: 22:56
21 THE WTNESS: | don't recall right . 22:58
22 now one way or the other. 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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1 But again, when | prepared my 11:22:59
2 decl aration, ny opinions were based on the 10:23: 01
3 person of skill in the art that | described i 23: 04
4 in ny declaration. - 23:06
11:23: 10
5 BY MR MCCULLOUGH:
_ 11:23: 10
6 Q Okay. But you didn't put any
11: 23: 12
7 under standi ng of the | egal standards that you
11:23: 13
8 were applying in your declarations.
11:23:15
9 Correct?
11:23: 16
10 A | did not offer any |egal opinions. b 23: 93
11 Q Dr. Lin, that is not what | asked. 11 23 %
12 | need you to listen to ny question carefully. 11 23 29
13 Did you put any understandi ng of the 10:23: 31
14 | legal standards that you were applying in your 11: 23: 33
15 decl arati on? 11: 23: 36
16 MR. HERR:. (bj ection, asked and 11: 23: 37
17 answer ed. 11: 23: 38
18 THE WTNESS: So, again, in ny 10: 23:40
19 declaration, | described what the prior art 11:23:43
20 teaches or what the prior art discloses and 10:23: 46
21 what a POSI TA woul d have been notivated to H: 23:49
22 do. 800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

2 ESQUIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

FLYPSI, INC. IPR2023-00359 Ex. 2009, p. 27 of 249



BILL LIN, PH.D. October 12, 2023

GOOGLE LLC vs FLYPSI, INC. 28
1 | did not offer any |egal opinions. 11:23:49
2 So, fromthat perspective, | am not 10:23: 53
3 offering -- yeah, | did not offer any |egal il 23: 56
o 11: 23: 59
4 opi ni ons.
11: 23: 59
5 BY MR MCCULLOUGH
_ . 11:24: 00
6 Q Did Google's counsel give you any
11: 24: 02
7 i nstructions on what clai mconstruction is that
11: 24: 04
8 you applied in your declaration?
11: 24: 08
9 A There is no claimconstruction. So,
11: 24: 13
10 so, yeah, there is no claimconstruction in ny b 24: 15
11 decl arati on. 1 24 18
12 MR, MCCULLOUGH: (nj ection, W1 24: 19
13 nonr esponsi ve. 1M: 24- 20
14 BY MR, MCCULLOUGH: 11: 24: 21
15 Q Did Google's counsel give you any 11: 24: 23
16 i nstructions on what claimconstruction is that 11: 24: 25
17 | you applied in your declaration? 11: 24: 29
18 MR. HERR. (bj ection, asked and 10: 24: 30
19 answer ed. 11:24: 31
20 THE WTNESS: So, | think in ny 10:24:34
. . 11: 24: 38
21 declaration | clearly state that | applied
22 the plain and ordi nary neaning and88851f5950(mw6)
EsquireSolutions.com
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1 speci al i zed meaning. That is the claim 10 24: 42
2 construction that | applied. 10:24:45
3 | BY MR MOCULLOUGH fl: 24: 46
4 Q Did Google instruct you to apply the i 24:46
. . . . . 11: 24: 49

5 pl ain and ordi nary meaning or did you decide that
11: 24: 51
6 on your own?
11: 24: 52
7 A | am not aware of any claim

11: 24: 55
8 construction. So, since nobody told nme any claim 1 24 59
9 construction that | should be applying, then | b 95 02
10 applied the plain and ordi nary neani ng. b 5 04
11 Q Did you perform any i ndependent 1 %5: 07
12 anal ysis of whether any claimterns should be W1 25: 10
13 | construed? 10: 25: 13
14 A So, again, | just applied the plain 11: 25: 16
15 and ordinary neaning in |ight of the patents. 11: 25: 19
16 Q Did Google tell you to do that or 11: 25: 22
17 | did you decide to do that on your own? 11:25: 25
18 MR. HERR: bjection, form And I 10:25:27
19 caution the witness not to answer the 11:25:29
20 question to the extent that you woul d reveal 10:25:34
21 any attorney/client privileged . 25: 34

22 communi cati ons. 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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1 Ct herw se, you may answer. 10:25: 35
2 THE WTNESS: Yes, | amnot aware of 112530
3 any claimconstruction. | have not been 1. 25: 38
4 i nstructed about any cl ai m construction. i 25:44
i ) 10: 25: 45
5 And that is the reason why I, | said
_ . . 10: 25: 48
6 in ny declaration that | have applied the
141: 25: 50
7 plain and ordinary nmeaning in |light of the
101 25: 52
8 speci fications.
11: 25: 54
9 BY MR MCCULLOUGH
1f1: 25: 55
10 Q Did you review whet her any claim - %6: 01
11 | ternms of any of the clainms of any of the patents 11 %6 04
12 in the PRs shoul d be construed? 10 26: 07
13 A Dd | reviewif any of themcould be 11: 26' 09
14 | construed? | guess | don't understand your 11: 26: 12
15 guesti on. 11 26: 16
16 | have not been told that there are 11: 26: 17
17 | any claimconstructions. And, in the absence of 11:26:21
18 | any claimconstructions, ny analysis -- in this 101: 26: 25
19 | case, | amnot aware of any clai mconstructions. 10 26: 28
20 So, | applied the plain and ordinary  11:26:30
21 meani ng of things in light of the specification. 1 26: 35
22 Q Did you form any opinions NeTA B/ o1V AP (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com
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1 | own about whether a claimterm should be 11: 26: 39
2 | construed? 1:26:42
3 A So, | think, like I said, | have not il 26:45
4 | been informed that there are any claim i 26:52
_ 11: 26: 53
5 constructi on.
_ 11: 26: 54
6 And so, | analyzed the terns in
11: 26: 58
7 accordance to their plain and ordinary nmeaning in
11: 27: 01
8 light of specification. | did not ask counsel to
11: 27: 05
9 make any cl ai m constructi on.
11: 27: 07
10 Again, | amnot involved in the b 97 09
11 | egal opinions. So, | amnot aware of any claim 12713
12 construction. So, therefore | applied the plain 27 16
13 and ordi nary meani ng. M: 27: 18
14 Q So, you did not form any independent 11 27: 29
15 opinion that a particular claimtermin any of 11: 27: 31
16 the five patents should be construed by the 10: 27: 37
17 Patent Office. Correct? 11: 27: 42
18 A So, again, | amnot aware of any 10:27:44
19 | cl ai m construction. 10:27: 45
20 So, when | analyzed the patent, | 1:27:48
21 anal yzed themin accordance with the plain and i 27:51
22 ordi nary neani ng, you know, with, in | |89$1_£1196Ept0h8376)
EsquireSolutions.com
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1 | specification. 11:27:53
2 Q Di d Googl e counsel give you any 10:27:59
3 instruction on what anticipation neans that you fi: 28:01
. . . .. . 11 28: 03
4 applied in form ng your opinions in your
_ 11: 28: 05
5 decl arati on?
. _ 11: 28: 06
6 MR. HERR: | caution the w tness not
11: 28: 08
7 to answer the question to the extent that the
11: 28: 10
8 answer will reveal any attorney/client
11:28: 12
9 privil eged conmuni cati ons. b 98013
10 Qt herw se, you may answer. b 28 14
11 THE WTNESS: Again, | did not offer 1 28 16
12 any | egal opinions. M 28: 17
13 So ny decl arati ons were about how 10:28: 21
14 the prior art teaches the limtations. 11: 28: 25
15 BY MR, MCCULLOUGH: 11 28: 25
16 Q Are you excludi ng anything fromthat 11: 28: 27
17 | answer based on your counsel's privil eged 11:28: 29
18 | caution? 101: 28: 30
19 And | just want a yes or no. | 11:28: 32
20 | don't want to know what you are excl uding. 10:28: 35
21 A So, ny answer is respect to what | L. 28: 38
22 said earlier is that | didn't offer an%o&gﬂadEpo(%m)
EsquireSolutions.com
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1 | opini ons. 11:28: 41
2 Q That is not my question, Dr. Lin. 11:26: 42
3 Did you exclude anything from your 11 28:44
. 1. 28: 47
4 answer a nonent ago based on your |awer's
1(1: 28: 50
5 counsel to not include anything that would revea
11: 28: 55
6 attorney/client privileged communi cati ons? Yes
11: 28: 58
7 or no?
101 28: 58
8 A No. No. | sinply amrepeating what
11:29: 01
9 | said already earlier which is | didn't offer
1. 29: 05
10 any | egal opinions. k- 99: 19
11 Q Al right. Dr. Lin, I'mnot asking 1 29: 15
12 | what opinions you offered. 10 29: 16
13 But |'m asking, did Google counsel 11:29: 18
14 | give you any instruction on what anticipation 11: 29: 20
15 nmeans that you applied in formng any opinion in 11: 29: 25
16 your decl arations? 11: 29: 27
17 MR. HERR: (bj ection, asked and 11: 29: 28
18 answer ed. 11: 29: 28
19 THE WTNESS: |, | don't believe so. 11:29:31
20 | don't recall, but | don't believe so. 11:29:32
21 Again, | didn't offer any |egal 1 29:35
22 opinions. So, | didn't -- yes, | %b(qgllt.DEPO(%?S)
EsquireSolutions.com
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1 of fer any |egal opinions. 11:29: 39
2 | BY MR MCCULLOUGH 4. 29:41
3 Q Di d Googl e counsel give you any i 29:42
4 i nstruction on what obvi ousness neans that you i 29:43
. . . . . 11: 29: 46
5 applied in formng any opinion in your
. 11:29: 49
6 decl arati on?
11: 29: 49
7 MR. HERR: Sane cauti on.
11: 29: 51
8 THE W TNESS: Yeah, so again,
11: 29: 57
9 didn't offer any legal opinions, so | don't
11:29: 59
10 recall the Google counsel giving ne any |egal b 30: 02
11 things | should be relying upon. 11 30 06
12 BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 11 30: 09
13 Q Have you heard the term secondary 10:30: 11
14 | considerations? 11:30: 16
15 A. | m ght have. 11: 30: 18
16 Q Did you offer any opinions relating 11: 30: 21
17 | to secondary considerations? 11: 30: 23
18 A. | did not. 11:30: 26
19 Q Did -- 11: 30: 27
20 A. Again, | did not, because | didn't 11:30: 30
21 of fer any | egal opinions. 4 30: 31
22 Q Did you receive any i nSt”éS(S.&ﬂ%ép@&?ﬁ)
EsquireSolutions.com
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GOOGLE LLC vs FLYPSI, INC. 35
Googl e' s counsel on what secondary considerations 11: 30: 33
are that you applied in forning any opinion in 10 30: 36
your decl arations? i 30: 39
MR. HERR:. Sane cauti on. 1 30:40
_ 11: 30: 41
THE WTNESS: | don't believe so.
_ _ o 11: 30: 43
Again, | didn't offer any opinions -- |ega
11: 30: 45
opinions. l'msorry.
11 30: 47
BY MR, MCCULLOUGH
11: 30: 49
. Do you have any understandi ng of
Q y y g 11: 30: 50
whet her the Patent O fice has to consider b 30: 54
secondary considerations in -- if analyzing 11: 30 59
obvi ousness? 131 01
MR, HERR: O)] ection, form 11: 31: 02
THE W TNESS: Can you repeat your 11: 31: 04
question? 11: 31: 05
BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 11: 31; 05
Q Do you have any under st andi ng of 11:31: 06
whet her the Patent Office has to consider 10:31: 09
secondary consi derations when anal yzi ng 11:31:12
obvi ousness? 11:31:13
A Again, | didn't offer any |egal H: 3119
opi nions. 800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com
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1 Q Al right. Let's open the Backhaus 11:31:23
2 | reference, which is Exhibit 1005 in any of your 13121
3 petitions or your declarations. fl:31: 30
11: 31: 35
4 THE W TNESS: Yeah, so | know we
_ 11: 31: 37
5 have only been not that far in, but, would
_ . _ _ 11:31: 39
6 you mnd if | take a five-m nute bathroom
11: 31: 43
7 br eak?
11: 31: 43
8 MR, MCCULLOUGH: That is fine.
11: 35: 51
9 (Recess taken -- 11:31 a.m)
11: 35: 58
10 After recess -- 11:35 a.m
( ) 11: 35: 58
11 BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 11 35: 59
12 Q Dr. Lin, you are not a | awer, 11 36: 00
13 correct? 11: 36: 00
14 A | amnot a | awyer. 11: 36: 02
15 Q And you have no | egal training, 11 36: 03
16 correct? 11: 36: 04
17 A Correct. 11: 36: 05
18 Q Who physically wote your 10: 36: 07
19 | decl arations? 11: 36: 08
20 A. It was a, it was a -- the opinions 11:36:14
. . o 11: 36: 17
21 in ny declarations are ny opinions. The
22 preparation of the actual docunent was 880.211 DEPO (3376)
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1 | collaborative effort. 11 36: 20
2 Q What percentage did you physically 14:36: 22
3 Wite? 1(1: 36: 26
4 A | don't, | don't recall exactly. 1 36:29
_ ) 14 36: 32
5 Q. What is your best estinate?
) o . 101 36: 34
6 A Agai n, the opinions expressed in the
11: 36: 41
7 decl arations are my opinions.
1. 36: 42
8 The, the lawers helped ne with a
1: 36: 49
9 col | aborative effort to prepare the decl arations b 36:51
10 and, so -- but they are ny opinions. k- 36: 59
11 Q And you can not identify a single 137 01
12 standard relating to invalidity that was provi ded 11 37: 03
13 to you by Google's counsel that you applied in 11: 37: 05
14 | form ng any opinion in any of your declarations, 11: 37: 08
15 correct? 10:37:12
16 MR. HERR: (bjection, form 11:37:13
17 THE WTNESS: Again, | amnot a 11:37: 15
18 | awyer, and | didn't nmake any | egal opinions, 1:37:19
19 and ny declarations are sel f-contained. 10:37: 24
20 | BY MR MOCULLOUGH: 11:37:25
21 Q Okay. So, let's look at the 13729
22 Backhaus reference, which is Exhibit 1(%805231_1%&@/(3376)
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1 | of the IPRs. 11:37: 32
2 Let me know when you have it. 10:37:33
3 A | have it in front of nme. Thank H: 37235
11 37: 37
4 you.
. . 11: 37: 37
5 Q Ckay. So, this, this Backhaus
. . . . 11:37: 41
6 patent application is prior art that you rely on
11: 37: 46
7 in all of your declarations, correct?
11: 37: 49
8 A Correct.
11:37: 49
9 Q Okay. And did you identify the 3751
10 | Backhaus reference, or was it given to you by b 3754
11 Googl e' s counsel ? 1 3755
12 A | was asked by Google's counsel to 11 37:58
13 consider a certain prior art. 1M 38: 03
14 Q When you say a certain prior art you 11: 38: 06
15 nmean this Backhaus reference, which is 111 38: 09
16 Exhi bit 1005, correct? 11: 38: 09
17 A | was asked to consider Backhaus, 11:38: 11
18 yes. 11: 38: 12
19 Q Okay. Were you given any ot her 11: 38: 22
20 | analysis or witten materials relating to 10:38:27
21 Backhaus, other than the patent application L. 38: 28
: : -
22 itself that you consi dered-” 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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1 A No, | think everything that | relied 11:38: 31
; : : : 11:38: 33
2 upon or given are cited in nmy declarations.
3 Q Ckay. And, you are not relying on i 38: 39
4 any, anything fromthe pending District Court i 38: 41
- . 11: 38: 52
5 litigation, correct?
_ 11: 38: 53
6 A No, | actually don't know anyt hi ng
11: 38: 55
7 about what you just nentioned.
11: 38: 56
8 Q Okay. Let's look at Figure 1 of
11: 38: 59
9 Backhaus.
11: 39: 10
10 A Yes, go ahead. b 39: 11
11 Q Okay. So, you agree that there is 113913

12 no swtch shown on Figure 1 of Backhaus, correct? 11 39: 22

13 A Il -- well, | don't knowif | agree 10: 39: 24
14 with that. 11: 39: 25
15 But, in any case, in ny 11: 39: 29
16 decl arations, | applied the prior art, you know, 11: 39:31
17 Backhaus in this case to the limtations. 11: 39: 34
18 So, | would be happy to go to one of 10:39: 38
19 | the linitations to explain to you how Backhaus 11: 39: 44
20 | discloses the switch in the certain linitation. 10:39:47

11: 39: 49

21 Q Is there a switch shown in Figure 1

22 of Backhaus?
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1 A So, again, | would be happy to go to 11: 39: 50
2 | one of the claimlinitations to explain to you 11 39: 55
3 how t hat applies to Backhaus. H: 39:59
4 But certainly Backhaus di scl oses, i 40:02
. . . . 11: 40: 07
5 Backhaus di scl oses sonet hing call ed comruni cation
11: 40: 10
6 network 125, and it clearly teaches that this
11: 40: 15
7 communi cation network can include sonething
11: 40: 18
8 cal l ed PSTN
11 40: 20
9 And so, we can go to ny anal ysis b 40: %6
10 | that | nethodically spent a |ot of tine preparing b 40: 29
11 to explain to you how !l -- why | have the opinion 11 40 34
12 t hat Backhaus teaches the switch in these W 40: 37
13 [imtations. 11 40 38
14 Q Ckay. So, your opinion is that 11: 40: 40
15 there are switches that are part of 11 40 42
16 comuni cations network 125 shown in Figure 1, 11: 40: 45
17 correct? 11: 40: 52
18 A So, ny opinion is that in the claim 101: 40: 54
19 | linmtations they refer to a claimswitch. 11: 40: 58
20 And it is my opinion that Backhaus 11:41:01
21 teaches this claimswtch. J.41:03
22 Q And your opinion is that %8&21%'.%58 (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com
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1 | switch is part of communications network 125 10:41:14
2 | shown on Figure 1. Correct? W 4117
3 A well, if we -- if you want to go L4119
. . . . 11:41: 21
4 nore into analysis, in my background section |
1. 41: 26
5 talk about a PSTN. And | talk about a | ocal
_ . . 10: 41:31
6 switch that sonmething |ike a server woul d be
11:41: 35
7 attached to when connecting to a PSTN net wor K.
11:41: 39
8 So, | can go into nore details about
11: 41: 42
9 how I, how I applied Backhaus teaching wth 4145
10 | respect to this swtch. 4147
11 MR, MCCULLOUGH: (njection, 1 41 48
12 nonr esponsi ve. 1M 41: 48
13 BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 10 41: 49
14 Q I's it your opinion that 11: 41: 51
15 comuni cations network 125 shown on Figure 1 of 11: 41: 54
16 Backhaus contains a switch? Yes or no? 11: 41: 58
17 MR. HERR: (bj ection, asked and 11: 41: 59
18 answer ed. 11: 42: 00
19 THE WTNESS: Again, innmy, in my 11:42:04
20 anal ysis of the, of the limtations that 11:42:10
21 recite the switch, | have discussed that 1 42:13
22 Backhaus teaches sonething call ed tsgc?zﬁl.'D%Po (3376)
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1 pl at f orm shown in Figure 1. 11:42:18
2 Backhaus teaches that woul d be 1:42:21
3 connected to PSTN. And in ny background i 42:23
4 section | explain that when sonmething |ike an i 42:29
11: 42: 31
5 SLS platformor server is connected to PSTN,
11: 42: 35
6 it will be connected to the I ocal swtch.
11: 42: 39
7 BY MR MCCULLOUGH:
11: 42: 39
8 Q What do you nean by l|ocal swtch?
11: 42: 42
9 A What | nean by local switch is when
11: 42: 45
10 | you are connecting via phone line to the PSTN, b 42 50
11 you woul d be connecting to the | ocal exchange. 1 4253
12 And the | ocal exchange is the | ocal swtch. 1 42 58
13 Q Is the | ocal exchange a single 10: 43: 00
14 | switch or can it be nultiple sw tches? 11: 43: 03
15 A The local switch is a |local swtch. 11 43: 06
16 It is a switch. 11: 43: 12
17 Q So, your understanding is that if 11:43: 14
18 | the SLS platformis connected to a PSTN, then 10:43:19
19 | every single call to or fromthe SLS platform 1:43:25
20 | will go through the same single |ocal switch. 104327
21 Is that correct? o 4321
22 A ves. 800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com
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1 Q Okay. So, the SLS platformis 11:43:39
2 | running on a server. Correct? 11:43:41
3 A The SLS platformis the server in il 43:42
4 the claimlimtations. - 43:48
. . 11: 43: 57
5 Q Okay. And if the SLS platformis
) ) ) 11: 44: 00
6 running on a server physically located in the
11: 44: 03
7 State of California, will the local switch be
11: 44: 07
8 | ocated in California as well?
11: 44: 09
9 A So, in ny analysis of the claim b 44016
10 | limtations, it is ny opinion that the Backhaus's a4 91
11 SLS platformteaches the claimterm server. And 1 44: 25
12 this server is, is connected to -- can be 11 44: 30
13 connected to the PSTN. M 44: 32
14 And when it is connected to the PSTN 11: 44: 35
15 it is connected to a |local swtch. 11: 44: 37
16 And | think typically if a server is 11: 44: 40
17 in California and it is connected to the network, 11: 44: 43
18 | the phone network, it would be connected to a 1 44: 45
19 | local switch in California. 11:44:48
20 Q Okay. And if you shut down the SLS 11:44:51
21 platformrunning on that server in California and H: 44:54
22 you restarted it on a different server 8b&211|.DeEtPOS(3376)
EsquireSolutions.com
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1 | say Virginia, then nowall of the calls to and 11:44:58
2 | fromthe SLS platformwould go through a | ocal 10:45:03
3 switch in Virginia. Correct? i 45: 06
4 A So again -- i 45:09
. . . 11: 45: 10
5 MR. HERR: (Objection. CQutside the
11: 45: 12
6 scope.
11: 45: 14
7 THE W TNESS: Yeah, so ny opinionis
11 45: 17
8 about how Backhaus di scl osures apply to the
101: 45: 24
9 limtations.
11: 45: 24
10 And so the, the analysis | have done b 45: 97
11 isa, itisa--the SLS platformis a server 11 45: 32
12 that is at one location. And it is connected 1 45 36
14 And in that |ocation, when it is 11: 45: 40
15 connected to the PSTN, it will always be 11 45: 43
16 connected to the sanme | ocal swtch. 11: 45: 50
17 BY MR, MCCULLOUGH: 11: 45: 50
18 Q Al right. Turn to Figure 3 of 10: 45: 52
19 | Backhaus. 11: 45: 59
20 A. G ve ne one nonent, please. 11:46: 02
21 Q Uh- huh. 11: 46: 08
”?
22 A 3A, | assune you nean~ 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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1 Q Oh, yes. 3A 1. 46: 10
2 A. | amthere. Thank you. 11:46:13
3 Q Okay. Do you see the table at the 1. 46:19
4 bottom of Figure A -- 3A that is |abeled 3107 - 46: 22
1(1: 46: 26
5 A Yes.
. 11: 46: 27
6 Q Okay. And this Table 310 shows
11: 46: 31
7 rel ati onshi p nunbers that have been assigned to
1. 46: 34
8 three different third party nunbers for a
10: 46: 37
9 particul ar subscriber that is called
11: 46: 40
10 Subscri ber 1. - 46: 40
”?
11 Correct* 1 26: 41
12 A | amsorry. So, in the figure | see 11 46: 48
13 a columm called Subscriber Contact. | see a 11: 46' 53
14 | colum called Rel ati onship Nunber, and | see a 11: 46: 55
15 columm called Third Party Nunber, with different 1M 46: 57
16 nunbers in each row. 11: 46: 58
17 Q Right. And if you look at the title 11:47:01
18 | of Table 310, it says Subscriber Relationship ID 10: 47: 06
19 | Table (Subscriber 1). Correct? 104707
20 A Yes. 11: 47: 07
21 Q So, this table is storing 14710
22 rel ati onship nunbers or contacts of Su%&ﬂﬁaelgpol(%?s)
EsquireSolutions.com
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2 A. One nonent, please. 10:47:15
3 Q Uh- huh. 10:47: 21
4 A Ckay. Can you ask the question one 4724
_ 11: 49: 43
5 nore tinme, please.
. . _ _ 11: 49: 45
6 Q Tabl e 310 is storing relationship
101: 49: 48
7 nunbers of contacts of Subscriber 1. Correct?
11: 49:51
8 A Yes.
11: 49: 56
9 Q And each of the relationship nunbers
11: 49: 58
: : . -
10 in Table 310 is different. Correct?- b 50: 02
11 A Vll, | think | described in ny, | 11 50 07
12 described in ny declaration, and I can | ook up 11 50: 10
13 the place where | described it, is that Backhaus 10:50: 14
14 | discloses that the relationship nunbers do not 11: 50: 16
15 have to be unique to third party nunbers or 11: 50: 20
16 uni que to the subscri ber. 11: 50: 27
17 Q So, is it your understanding that in 11: 50: 29
18 | Backhaus you can use the sane rel ationship nunber 10: 50: 32
19 | for two different third party contacts of the 11:50: 36
20 | same subscriber? 11:50: 36
21 A And | can go to the paragraph where . 50: 39
22 | discuss this. 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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1 But, yes, Backhaus discl oses that 11:50: 40
2 rel ati onship nunbers are not necessarily uni que 1. 50: 43
3 | tothird party nunbers. i 50:47
4 Q I f the sanme relationship nunber is f:30: 51
_ 11: 50: 53
5 used for two different contacts of the sane
. o 11: 50: 55
6 subscri ber, how woul d Backhaus route a call if it
11:50: 58
7 receives a call to that relationship nunber?
11:51: 00
8 How woul d it know which of the two
11:51: 01
9 contacts it is supposed to go to?
11: 51: 04
10 MR. HERR: (bjection, form b 51: 05
11 THE W TNESS: Yeah, again. | think 11 52: 5
12 Backhaus teaches -- and | can't find the 1 52: 54
13 pl ace where | expressed this opinion just 10: 52: 57
14 yet. 11:52: 58
15 But Backhaus teaches that the 11:53: 03
16 rel ati onshi p nunber is not necessarily unique 11: 53: 05
17 to third party nunbers. 11: 53: 07
18 | BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 1M:53: 07
19 Q The way that a subscriber nakes an 11:53: 09
20 | outgoing call to a contact in Backhaus is that 11:53:12
21 the app uses the relationship nunber and dials . 53: 16
. . -
22 | the relationship nunber. Correct? 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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1 A Correct. 10:53:19
2 Q So, if the sanme rel ationship nunber 11:53:20
3 is used for two different contacts of the sane 1f.53:22
4 subscri ber, how would that work? ffl:58:25
11:53: 29
5 How woul d Backhaus know -- the SLS
. 11: 53: 32
6 pl at f orm know whi ch contact to route that cal
11:53: 35
7 to?
11: 53: 36
8 A | think we would have to | ook at the
11:53: 38
9 limtations to see how | have anal yzed the
11:53: 41
10 limtation.
11:53: 41
11 And, I, yes, | would -- if you could 153 45
12 point me to the limtations you want ne to 11 53: 48
13 address, | will describe to you how that, how 11:53: 51
14 | Backhaus is applying that scenario. 11: 54: 04
15 Q Al right. 1In sone parts of the 11 54: 07
16 Backhaus specification it tal ks about using SIP, 11: 54: 12
17 Session Initiation Protocol. 11:54: 14
18 Do you recall that? 11:54: 19
19 A | think it is in there sonmewhere, 11 54: 21
20 | yes. 11: 54: 22
21 Q And you are not relying on SIP in 15424
o . : o
22 your opinions in your declaration, cor r88(s:.£1'1.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com
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1 A No. 11: 54: 26
2 Q What is your understanding of what a o433
3 call is? H:54:35
. 11:54: 38
4 A Call with respect to the patent or
. 11: 54: 41
5 Wi th respect to what?
_ 11: 54: 44
6 Q Wll, let's start with Backhaus.
11: 54: 46
7 What is your understanding of what a
11: 54: 47
8 call is in Backhaus?
11: 54: 49
9 A So, maybe | can start with your b 54:53
10 question with respect to the patent. b 54: 55
11 | think the patent is clear that 11 54: 59
12 when it is referring to a call, it is referring 11 55: 02
13 | to a voice call. And it is referring to the, the 1 55: 08
14 | voice call where a voice path has been 11: 55: 12
15 est abl i shed. 11: 55: 12
16 I n Backhaus, Backhaus teaches the 11: 55: 15
17 | call to be sonething broader including something 11:55: 19
18 | that can transfer text nessages, other things, 10: 55: 23
19 | other than voi ce. 11:55: 33
20 Q All right. In the patents, you said 19538
21 you understand call to be a voice call where the H:55:41
. . : o
22 voi ce path is established. |Is that Co%B&EftDEPO(xwﬁ)
EsquireSolutions.com
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1 A Yes. 11: 55: 45
2 Q And what do you mean by voice path? 10:55: 47
3 A Vell, | think in the patent, the fil: 55:51
4 | person of ordinary skill in the art, when reading 11:55:33
5 t hose patents, for exanple '585, would have - 93:58
6 understood that a call is a, you know, the voice tf: 56: 01
7 | telephone call where the voice path has been e 00
8 est abl i shed where we can actually exchange audi o. i:::
9 Q So, if |I call soneone and their 11;56;21
10 phone is ringing, in your opinion it is not a b 56: 24
11 call until the other person picks up. Is that 11 56: 27
12 correct? 11 56: 28
13 A It is ny opinion that in the patent 1: 56: 35
14 | a person of ordinary skill in the art reading it 11: 56: 38
15 woul d have understood a call to be the voice call 11 56: 41
16 when the voice path has been established. 11: 56: 46
17 Q So, what is it before the person you 11: 56: 50
18 | are calling picks up, when it is ringing? 101: 56: 52
19 What is it at that point? 11: 56: 58
20 A. It is something before the call. 115703
21 Q Is it using a data channel, as that . 57: 05

22 | termis used in the asserted patents h%B(?.le.DEPO(ssm)
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1 A. Again, | have carefully performed my — 11:57:08
2 | analysis. | think you are referring to a claim 10:57:14
3 term 11:57: 16
4 So, we can go to the limtation that H:s 11
. . . . 11:57: 21

5 recites this claimtermand | can explain further
o ] 11:57: 24
6 | what ny opinion is.
11. 57: 27
7 Q | amjust |ooking for your technical
11:57: 29
8 under st andi ng.
11:57: 30
9 So, if we are tal king about a

11: 57: 33
10 | conventional |andline phone on both ends, and a b 5797
11 call is made fromone end to the other, when that 1157 42
12 call is ringing, before the callee has picked up, W 57: 48
13 Is it using a voice channel or data channel or M:57: 51
14 sonet hi ng el se? 11: 57: 52
15 MR. HERR: (bjection, form 11:58: 01
16 THE W TNESS: Again, rather than -- 11: 58: 02
17 again, | think we can go to a particul ar 11: 58: 05
18 limtation that addresses your question and | 101: 58: 08
19 can explain to you ny opinion with respect to  11:58:10
20 that |imitation. 15813
21 | BY MR MOCULLOUGH: i 58: 13

22 Q Can you expl ain your opi n|88&21%fD%a&376)
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1 | a voice channel and a data channel is in relation  11:5815
2 | to a conventional call using | andline tel ephones? 11:58:18
3 A Yeah, so | think again, we can -- | 1. 58:24
. . . 11:58: 29
4 can go to one of the claimelenents, limtations
) i 1. 58: 32
5 and then explain to you. Because there is
. 11: 58: 35
6 sonet hing nore concrete of how, how I have
11:58: 38
7 interpreted the patents and the application of
1. 58: 41
8 t he Backhaus reference.
111: 58: 42
9 Q Well, Dr. Lin, you have all of your 58 44
10 | materials in front of you. So, you can | ook at k- 58 45
11 what ever you want. 1 58: 47
12 But ny question is, in a 11 58: 49
13 conventional call fromone | andline to another, 11: 58: 52
14 | when the call is ringing, before it has been 11: 58: 55
15 pi cked up, what channel is it using? 111 59: 00
16 MR. HERR: (bjection, form 11: 59: 01
17 (bj ecti on, asked and answered. 11: 59: 03
18 THE WTNESS: Yeah, so | can, for 11 59: 04
19 exanmpl e, explain my opinion with respect to 10:59:10
20 Claimi1Bin '585. And, in ny opinion, a 11:59:13
21 person of ordinary skill in the art reading 1. 59:21
22 585 woul d have understood the cal |806.?11939EP%(3376)
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1 voi ce pat h. 11:59: 24
2 And | think a person of skill in the  1:9924
11:59: 26

3 art generally would have understood when
4 readi ng the patents that a channel that is i 59:28
. . . . _ 11:59: 30
5 carrying voice is, is, wuld be a voice
) . ] 11:59: 33
6 channel or it would be acting as a voice
11:59: 35
7 channel .
11:59: 35
8 And a channel that is carrying
11: 59: 39
9 non-voi ce data would be acting as the data

11: 59: 42
10 channel . 1h: 59: 42
11 And so, in ny analysis, for exanple, 11 59: 45
12 of Limtation 1B, in the '585 patent, | have 11 59: 49
13 expl ai ned precisely that. 1M: 59: 52
14 BY MR, MCCULLOUGH: 11: 59: 53
15 Q So, in a conventional landline to 11:59: 57
16 | andline call, would a person of ordinary skill 12: 00: 01
17 | in the art consider that call to be using a voice 12:00: 04
18 | channel when it is ringing before it has been 12: 00: 06
19 | picked up? 12:00: 07
20 MR. HERR. bjection, asked and 1p: 0008
21 answer ed. 1p- 00: 09

22 THE WTNESS: Can you aSkswfn.DEPo (3376)
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1 question one nore time? 12:00: 10
2 | BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 1p-00: 12
3 Q In a conventional landline to 1 00: 12
. . . 2:00: 15

4 | andline call, would a person of ordinary skill !
. . . _ 12:00: 18
5 In the art consider the call to be using a voice
o o 12:00: 21
6 channel when it is ringing before the call has
12: 00: 24
7 been pi cked up or answered?
12: 00: 25
8 MR. HERR: Sane objection.
12: 00: 29
9 THE W TNESS: Yeah, so | think the

12: 00: 36
10 teaching that | have applied doesn't bring 1b- 00: 38
11 that into question. 10 00 39
12 Again, ny analysis of Limtation 1B, 1 00: 43
13 for exanple in the '585, | describe how 10: 00: 47
14 information that is sent before the voice 10: 00: 51
15 path is connected, Backhaus teaches that to 12: 01: 07
16 be sent over a data channel. 12: 01: 14
17 BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 12:01: 18
18 Q So, you can't answer how a person of 12: 01: 20
19 | ordinary skill in the art would consider a 10:01: 22
20 | landline to landline call to be -- when it is 12:01: 26
21 ringing before the call has been answered, you 1. 01: 28

22 can't answer whether that is a voice C%S&Eﬁ'.DéyO(%m)
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1 not . 12: 01: 31
2 s that correct? 1p:01:31
3 MR. HERR: (bjection, form g 01: 32
. 12: 01: 33
4 THE W TNESS: Yeah, so ny answer is,
. . . _ 12:01: 35
5 is that a person of skill in the art reading,
12: 01: 40
6 for exanple, the '585 patent woul d understand
12:01: 45
7 t hat when a channel is carrying voice, it is
12: 01: 47
8 a voice channel. It is acting as a voice
12: 01: 50
9 channel .
12:01: 50
10 And when the channel is being used b 01: 52
11 to carry non-voice data, it is acting as a 1b- 01: 55
12 data channel . 1b: 01: 56
13 BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 10: 01: 57
14 Q So, when the phone is ringing, in a 12: 02: 01
15 |andline to landline call, that channel is not 12: 02: 06
16 carrying voice. Correct? 12: 02: 07
17 MR. HERR: (bjection, asked and 12:02: 09
18 answer ed. 12:02:11
19 THE WTNESS: Again, | think we can 10:02:15
20 go through each of my analysis and | can 1p:02:17
21 explain it to you how | applied the prior 1 02:19
22 art. 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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1 | BY MR MOCULLOUGH: 12:02:24
2 Q Can you not answer my question? 12:02: 25
3 | Wien the phone is ringing in a landline to 1g: 02:27
4 | andline call, the channel is not carrying voi ce, 1p: 02:29
12: 02: 32
5 correct?
o 10:02: 33
6 MR. HERR: bjection, form And
12: 02: 34
7 asked and answer ed.
12:02: 38
8 THE W TNESS: Yeah, so again,
12:02: 41
9 think it is clear that when the channel --
12: 02: 45
10 when a voice path is established and we are - 02- 48
11 exchangi ng audio, | think the channel is 1b- 02: 50
12 acting as a voice channel. 1 02: 52
13 And | think when the channel is 10: 02: 56
14 transmtting non-voice data, it is acting as 12: 03: 00
15 a data channel. 12:03: 01
16 BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 1p: 03: 02
17 Q So, when a landline to | andline call 12: 03: 04
18 | is ringing before it has been answered, that is 10: 03: 07
19 | not using a voice channel in your opinion. 12:03: 10
20 Correct? 12:03:14
21 MR. HERR: Sane objections. 1p-03:15
22 THE W TNESS: Yeah, so | thd_Qﬁ_dépo(:;s?e)
EsquireSolutions.com

Z ESQUIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

FLYPSI, INC. IPR2023-00359 Ex. 2009, p. 56 of 249



BILL LIN, PH.D. October 12, 2023

GOOGLE LLC vs FLYPSI, INC. 57
1 sonething is not, sonething is not -- 12:03: 18
2 If you are transmitting sonething 1p:03: 20
3 that is not voice, it is -- the channel that 1 03: 22
4 is carrying that information is not a voice 1 03:26
12: 03: 27
5 channel .
12: 03: 39
6 BY MR MCCULLOUGH:
12: 03: 39
7 Q Al right. Turn to Paragraph 33 of
12:03: 41
8 Backhaus.
12: 04: 08
9 A Al nost there. Go ahead.
12:04: 17
10 Q Ckay. The first sentence of - 04: 19
11 Par agraph 33 says, "A call made fromthird party 1 04: 22
12 TD 120 to the primary nunber associated with the 1b: 04: 26
13 subscriber TD 110 is transmtted across 10: 04: 27
14 | communi cations network 125 and routed to 10: 04: 30
15 subscriber TD 110 as is understood in the art." 10: 04 33
16 Do you see that? 10: 04: 34
17 A Yes. 12: 04: 38
18 Q And, when it says, "as is understood 12: 04: 40
19 | in the art,"” that neans the calls to the prinary 12:04: 44
20 | number are just routed through the nornal 1:04: 47
21 t el ephone network. Correct? 1p-04:53
22 A Vll, | think it -- agai N obfs11 DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com
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1 | Backhaus, | think the call is nore general. 10 04:56
2 | think it says it is routed across 1p:04:59
3 communi cati ons network 125. 1 05:02
4 But this particular sentence you are 1 05: 04
_ 12: 05: 06
5 asking ne to read doesn't say what networks are
) ) . 12:05: 12
6 I n communi cati on network 125.
12: 05: 15
7 Q Okay. But you agree the calls that
12: 05: 17
8 are directed to the subscriber's primary nunber b 05: 20
9 do not get routed to Backhaus's SLS platform 1b: 05: 24
?
10 Correct * - 05: 49
11 A So your questionis, if athird 10 05: 51
12 party caller is not an SLS subscriber, and is 10 05: 55

13 calling a primary nunber of an SLS subscriber, it 10: 06: 00

14 woul d not -- your question is, would it not go 10: 06: 03
15 | through the SLS pl atfornf 12: 06: 05
16 Q Correct. 12: 06: 05
17 A | think that is correct. 1: 06: 16
18 Q Al right. Now, if you |ook down 12: 06: 20
19 | about seven lines, there is a sentence that says, 12:06: 25
20 "The call signal may include the calling Iine 12:06: 28

12: 06: 32

21 identification, CLID, i.e., the phone nunber

22 | associated with third party TD 120." B3 ESero (3376)
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1 A Yes. 12: 06: 35
2 Q OCkay. And this discussion is still 1p: 06: 39
. . 12: 06: 41
3 | tal king about routing phone calls across -- or,
. 12: 06: 45
4 | sorry. Strike that.
. . . . 12: 06: 45
5 This sentence is still tal king about
_ . _ 12: 06: 48
6 routing phone calls as is understood in the art.
12: 06: 51
7 This is not about Backhaus's SLS
12: 06: 54
8 platform correct?
12: 06: 54
9 A So your question again, please? b: 08: 24
10 Q The sentence that | just read is b 08: 27
11 still tal king about conventional telephone calls. 10 08: 34
12 It is not tal king about Backhaus's SLS platform 10 08: 37
13 Correct? 12: 08: 38
14 A It is talking about a call in 10: 08: 42
15 general, yes. 1: 08: 42
16 Q Ckay. So, for a call that is nmade 12: 08: 49
17 over the PSTN, is the CLID transnmtted over the 12: 08: 54
18 | PSTN as wel | ? 12: 08: 56
19 A. It can be. 1:09: 02
20 Q And when that CLID is being 12:09:04
21 transmtted, is that being transmtted on a voice 1p: 09: 06
?
22 channel or a data channel ~ 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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1 A. | think the analysis | perforned, 12:09:09
2 | which we can go to, | think | amnore specific in 120914
3 | terns of how that applies. 1g: 09:17
4 So, maybe | can go to ny expl anation 1 06: 20
_ 1p: 09: 27
5 with respect to 1B.
. _ _ 12:09: 28
6 Q | am aski ng about call routing as is
12: 09: 31
7 known in the art. Not specific to Backhaus's SLS
12:09: 34
8 platform but just a general phone call.
12:09: 37
9 When the CLID is transmitted, is
12: 09: 40
10 | that using a voice channel or a data channel or - 09: 42
11 sonet hi ng el se? 1 09: 45
12 MR. HERR: (Obj ection, outside the 10 09: 46
13 scope. 12: 09: 46
14 THE WTNESS: So, again, in ny 10: 09: 51
15 anal ysis of 1B, | explain how Backhaus 12: 09: 56
16 teaches that limtation or discloses that 12: 09: 59
17 [imtation. 12:10: 00
18 And | woul d be happy to describe ny 1p:10: 03
19 opi ni on there. 12:10: 03
20 | BY MR MOCULLOUGH: 1p:10:03
. 12: 10: 05
21 Q Do you have an under st andi ng of how
22 | the calling line identification is tra%&}ffoe&qoo (3376)
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1 | for general phone calls in the art prior to 12:10:09
2 | Backhaus? 12:10:12
3 A Yes. 12:10: 15
4 Q What is that understandi ng? ¢ 10:16
. . . . 12:10: 17
5 A So, | think, I think it is a data
12: 10: 24
6 that gets sent over the network.
12:10: 29
7 Q When you say the network, that can
12:10: 31
8 be the PSTN, correct?
12: 10: 34
9 A Yes.
12: 10: 37
10 Q And when you say data, what format - 10: 39
11 Is the CLID sent in conventional phone calls? 1010 44
12 A | think the, | think the -- just the 1b: 10: 49
13 speci fics depend on the inplenentation. 12: 10: 52
14 But | think going back to ny earlier 12: 10: 55
15 answer, | think a person of ordinary skill in the 12:10: 57
16 art reading the '585 patent, for exanple, would 12: 11: 02
17 have understood the call to nean the voice path 12:11:08
18 | where it is connected and woul d have under st ood 12:11:10
19 | that a voice channel is the channel that is 10:11:12
20 | carrying voice. 1p:11:14
21 And woul d have understood that a 1p: 1116
22 channel that is carrying non-voice mu'sgo.E’ﬁ.DEPo (3376)
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1 | considered data. 10:11:18
2 If you are asking me to | ook at the 1p:11:18
. 12:11: 24
3 Backhaus reference right now that we are
4 di scussing, and in the Backhaus reference, the i 11:26
12:11: 28
5 notion of a call is broader. And in Backhaus
12:11: 31
6 notion of a call, it can include both data and
12:11: 35
7 Voi ce.
12: 11: 39
8 Q In conventional calls before
12:11: 41
9 Backhaus, is the calling Iine identification
12:11: 46
10 | transmtted as an anal og signal ? b 11: 57
11 MR. HERR: (nj ection, outside of 10 11: 54
12 scope. 10: 11: 55
13 THE W TNESS: Agal n, the Backhaus -- 10: 11: 58
14 this is a nore general paragraph at this 10:12: 01
15 nmonment. And the caller ID may be transmtted 12: 12: 03
16 in different ways and | think the caller ID 12:12: 11
17 I's not voi ce. 12:12: 16
18 | BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 12:12:16
19 Q My question was, is the caller IDin 11219
20 conventional transm ssions before Backhaus, is it 1p:12:21
21 an anal og signal ? 1 12:25
22 MR. HERR: (bj ection, aSk%go.fﬂ%EPo (3376)
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answered. And outside of scope.

[y

2:12: 26

THE WTNESS: So, again, ny analysis 122

was about how Backhaus or other prior art
applies to the limtations.

And | have expl ai ned how t hat

applies in the, in the -- in ny declaration.
| haven't offered specific opinions

about the scenario that you have descri bed.

BY MR MCCULLOUGH
Q So, you don't know whether in
conventional tel ephony the caller IDis
transmtted as an anal og signal.
You don't know that?
MR. HERR: (bjection, form
THE WTNESS: No, it is not that
don't know that. | -- you are asking ne
whet her it should be treated as voice or
data. And | have not perforned that
analysis. And | would like to be able to
perform such anal ysis before giving a, an
answer .

BY MR MCCULLOUGH

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com
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2:12:35

[y

2:12: 37

[y

2:12:39

[

2:12: 40

—

2:12:45

[y

2:12:49

[

2:12:52

[y

2:12:52

[N

2:12:54

[

2:12:59

—

2:13:01

—

2:13: 02

[y

2:13:05
I 12:13: 06

[y

2:13:10

[N

2:13:13

[y

2:13:14

[

2:13: 16
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1 Q Sir, you are not listening to my 10:13:22
2 | questions. | didn't say voice or data. 1p:13:25
3 | asked you is the caller ID T 13:27
4 | transmtted as an anal og signal. i 13:29
12:13: 31

5 Do you know the answer to that
_ 12:13: 33
6 guestion?
12:13: 33
7 MR. HERR: (bjection, form
12:13:35
8 (bj ecti on, asked and answered.
12:13: 36
9 THE WTNESS: | think that the

12:13: 39
10 caller ID, there is no single way to send it. b 13: 49
11 It could be sent as an anal og signal as well. 10 14: 00
12 BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 10: 14: 00
13 Q In SS7, which is the signalling 10: 14: 02
14 | protocol that you described in your declaration, 10: 14: 05
15 how is caller IDtransmtted? 1: 14: 07
16 Is it transmtted as an anal og 10: 14: 09
17 si gnal ? 12:14: 10
18 MR. HERR: (bjection, form 12:14:11
19 THE WTNESS: | think caller ID can 12:15:25
20 be transnitted different ways. And one of Ip:15:21
21 t he ways can be as anal og. g 15:32

22 BY MR MCULLOUGH 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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1 Q But you are not sure what way caller 10:15:32
2 IDis transmtted in the SS7. |s that correct? 1p:15:35
3 A So, it can be transmtted as anal og. 1p: 15: 38
4 Q Is that the only way that it can be - 16:43
_ 12: 15: 45
5 transmtted per SS7?
) . ) 12: 15: 47
6 A | think -- | think analog is a way
12: 15: 54
7 it can be transmtted. The inplenentations, |
12: 15: 56
8 don't know all the detailed Iimtations of each
12: 15: 59
9 | vendor or each service provider.
12: 16: 00
10 But | don't disagree that caller ID - 16: 03
11 can be transmtted as an anal og dat a. 1 16: 11
12 Q Al right. Let's go to Paragraph 34 1b: 16: 27
13 of Backhaus, the next paragraph. 10: 16: 36
14 A Yes. 12: 16: 36
15 Q Okay. So, this paragraph is tal king 10: 16 38
16 about an incomng call froma third party to an 10: 16: 42
17 SLS nunber. 12: 16: 42
18 Correct? 12: 16: 45
19 A. That is what it reads in the first 12:16: 48
20 | sentence. 12:16: 50
21 Q So, when the SLS platformreceives 1. 16:53
22 | this incomng call, is it receiving 't88&§{LSEp0(ana)
EsquireSolutions.com
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1 | voice channel ? 12:16: 57
2 A. Yeah, so again, the Backhaus | think  1#16:59
3 is nmore general with respect to a call. T 17:08
4 But in ny, in ny analysis, the call fp:17:10
12:17:15

5 to the SLS nunber would go over to PSTN -- |I'm
12:17: 22
6 sorry. The, I'msorry --
12:17: 24
7 The call fromthe third party TD 120
12:17: 32
8 | to the SLS platform the voice path woul d be b 17:38
9 establ i shed through the PSTN

12:17: 40
10 Q Ckay. | amnot -- | didn't follow b 17 43
11 t hat answer. 1743
12 So, when the SLS platformreceives 117 47
13 the incomng call to the SLS nunber, is it 10:17: 51
14 | receiving that call over a voice channel ? 10: 17: 54
15 A. Well, again, the -- and perhaps it 12: 18: 00
16 woul d be useful if we, you know, |ook at ny 10: 18: 05
17 | explanation with respect to sonething |ike 12:18: 06
18 | Limtation 1B where | talk about this. 12:18:10
19 But the call fromthe third party to 11813
20 | an SLS nunber would certainly go to the SLS 1p:18:17
21 platform 1. 18: 18

22 But as | explain in 1B, a888§1ﬂ|.DeEP%f(3376)
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1 | things happen with respect to that call. One of 12:18:22
2 | which is the voice path. 1¢7:18:26
3 Q My question is about, at the nonent 1p: 18: 32
4 | the SLS platformreceives the inconmng call from 1p: 18: 35
12:18:39
5 | the third party to the SLS nunber, at that nonent
1p:18: 43
6 is it receiving that call over a voice channel ?
1P: 18: 46
7 MR. HERR: (bjection, asked and
10:18: 47
8 answer ed.
12: 18: 47
9 THE W TNESS: Yeah, again, we can go b 18:53
10 to, for exanple, ny opinion in patent -- b- 18: 67
11 the '585 patent or any other one. The 119 03
12 exanple is Limtation 1B, and | can explain 10: 19: 06
13 how the call is routed fromthe third party 19:19: 08
14 to an SLS nunber. 10:19: 11
15 BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 12:19:11
16 Q You can go to whatever limtation 12:19:13
17 you want . 12:19:13
18 My question is, at the nmonment the 10:19:16
19 | SLS platformreceives an incomng call fromthe 12:19:20
20 | third party to an SLS nunber, at that noment is 12:19:25
21 it receiving that call on a voice channel? 1p: 19:28
22 MR. HERR: (bjection, for %o.ziof\ﬂ%%% (3376)
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1 and answer ed. 12:19: 30
2 THE W TNESS: Can you ask the 1p:18:31
3 question one nore tine, please? T 2127
4 | BY MR MCCULLOUGH: p:21:28
12: 21: 28

5 Q At the nonent the SLS platform
) ] ) . 12:21: 31
6 receives an incomng call froma third party to
12: 21: 34
7 an SLS nunber, at that nonent is it receiving the
12: 21: 37
8 call on a voice channel ?
12: 21: 40
9 A At the nonment that the SLS platform

12: 21: 42
10 | is receiving a call -- b 21: 47
11 MR. HERR: Sorry. Sanme objections. 1021 48
12 Pl ease wait for nme. Thank you. 1 22: 01
13 THE W TNESS: Yeah, so in Backhaus, 10: 22: 14
14 again the notion of a call is broader. 10: 22: 19
15 I n Backhaus when calls occur, there 10: 22: 23
16 are additional data exchanges that occur. 10: 22: 25
17 So, it depends on this scenario but 12:22: 31
18 sonmetimes the call involves also a exchange 12:22:33
19 of data where a data channel woul d be 10:22: 35
20 i nvol ved. 12:22:40
21 | BY MR MOCULLOUGH: 1g: 22:50

22 Q So, you said sonetines th%o&ﬂf.oﬁarjos(%m)
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1 | involves an exchange of data in a data channel. 10:22:51
2 Are you saying the call can be both 1p:22:55
3 a voi ce and a data channel ? 1p: 22:58
4 A No, that is not what |, that is not 1 23:00
. 12: 23: 01

5 what | said.
. _ 12: 23: 04
6 Q kay. So, what are you saying in
12: 23: 06
7 the scenari o described in Backhaus Paragraph 33,

12:23: 09
8 at the nonent that the SLS platformreceives a b 9313
9 call froma third party to an SLS nunber? 1Is b 93:17
10 | that being received on a voice channel ? b 23: 21
11 MR. HERR: (bjection, asked and 123 2
12 answer ed. 1023 23
13 THE W TNESS: Agal n, the -- we have 10: 23: 26
14 to look at the particular limtations that I 10: 23: 29
15 careful ly anal yzed. 1: 23: 30
16 But the Backhaus calls involved nore 10: 23:34
17 t han connecting the voice path. They al so 10:23: 37
18 i nvol ve exchange of data information. 12:23:39
19 So, | would have to look at the 10:23:41
20 particular linmitation to answer you nore 1p:23:42
21 generally. g 23:45

22 BY MR MUQULLOUGH 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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1 Q | told you what | am aski ng about 10:23:45
2 | Paragraph 33. So, if you need to | ook at 1p:23:48
3 Paragraph 33, look at it. 1: 23:50
4 But ny question is, in the scenario - 23:51
. . 12: 23: 54
5 descri bed in Paragraph 33, at the nonent the SLS
12: 23: 57
6 platformreceives the call froma third party to
12: 24: 00
7 an SLS nunber, is that being received on a voice
12: 24: 03
8 channel ?
12: 24: 05
9 MR, HERR: (bjection, form
12: 24: 06
10 bj ection, asked and answer ed. b 24: 11
11 THE WTNESS: Yeah, so | don't -- 1 24 15
12 you woul d have to point nme -- by the way, | 1b: 24: 17
13 t hi nk you nean Paragraph 34. 10: 24: 19
14 | think you would have to point ne 10: 24: 21
15 to a particular limtation that | have 10: 24: 22
16 anal yzed. 10: 24: 24
17 | think the, the scenario that 12:24: 30
18 you -- the question you asked about whet her 12: 24:32
19 recei ving froma voice channel, is not a 10: 24: 36
20 limtation that | have anal yzed. 1p:24:31
21 | BY MR MOCULLOUGH: 1p: 24: 38
22 Q So, you can't tell ne meteg(?.£11'.6kptoh(3376)
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1 | scenario in Paragraph 34 at the nonent the SLS 12:24: 40
2 | platformreceives a call froma third party to an 172443
3 SLS nunber, you can't tell nme whether that is 1p: 24:46
4 bei ng recei ved over a voi ce channel ? 1p: 24:49
) i 10: 24:52
5 MR. HERR: (bjection, form
] ) 10: 24:53
6 (bj ection, asked and answered.
1P: 24: 54
7 THE W TNESS: Yeah, so again,
12:25:00
8 think, I think it depends on the scenario.
1p:25:03
9 But, in Backhaus, a call is nore
10: 25: 07
10 than just the voice part. And so, it is nore - 95: 12
11 t han voi ce part. 125 12
12 So, when a call is established, the 10: 25: 17
13 dat a exchange can occur. 10: 25: 20
14 BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 10: 25: 20
15 Q What el se does it depend on? Wat 10: 25: 22
16 do you need to know beyond what is witten in 12: 25: 25
17 Par agraph 34 to answer ny question? 12: 25: 27
18 MR. HERR (bjection, form 19:25:28
19 THE WTNESS: So, for exanple, in 12:25:31
20 this scenario where the third party is 12:25:35
21 calling the SLS nunber, the, Backhaus teaches 1p- 25.38
22 the idea that a relationship nunbergo&%Lil_&%e(%m)
EsquireSolutions.com
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1 set up for that, for that third party call. 10:25:41
2 And then the SLS pl atform woul d 1p: 25: 48
3 create a second leg to the subscriber. And 1: 25:52
4 inthat leg of the call, it would exchange - 25:55
- . . . ) 12: 26: 00

5 addi tional information about the relationship
12: 26: 01
6 nunber and the third party nunber and
12: 26: 05
7 addi tional data that get exchanged.
12: 26: 09
8 It is also the case that when the
12: 26: 11
9 third party calls, wants to call a nunber and

12: 26: 17
10 the call itself is the subscriber, there - %6: 20
11 coul d be additional data exchange that occurs 1 %: 22
12 when, when a relationship nunber gets 1b: 26: 25
13 est abl i shed. 10: 26: 25
14 So, this passage you asked ne, in 10: 26: 30
15 i sol ation, doesn't go into detail about the 10: 26 32
16 di fferent scenarios that | have just 10: 26: 33
17 descri bed. 10: 26: 34
18 So, that is why | want to be able to 12: 26: 36
19 talk more specifically with respect to a 10:26: 37
20 limtation. 1p: 26: 39
21 | BY MR MOCULLOUGH: 1p: 26: 40

22 Q So, ny question is about Aod S YbePO (3376)
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1 | specific monent in time. So, at the very first 10:26: 42
2 | nonment that the SLS platformreceives a call from  1%26:46
3 athird party to an SLS nunber. 1: 26:49
. 12: 26: 50
4 So, before setting up any
. . . 12: 26: 52
5 rel ati onshi p nunbers, before creating the second
12: 26: 54
6 |l eg, at the very first nonment the call is
12: 26: 57
7 received, is it being received on a voice
12: 26: 59
8 channel ?
12: 27: 02
9 MR, HERR: (bjection, asked and
12: 27: 03
10 answer ed. b 27 03
11 THE WTNESS: | think again, 1 97 07
12 dependi ng on the scenario, when that call 1b:27: 10
13 occurs -- in Backhaus the notion of a call is 10: 97: 13
14 broader than just the voice path. 10: 27: 15
15 And when that occurs, there are 10: 27: 17
16 t hi ngs, various things that Backhaus teaches 10: 27: 20
17 t hat can happen. And, and so sone of those 1:27:23
18 t hi ngs i nvol ve exchange of data that woul d 12:27:25
19 occur over a data channel . 10:27: 29
20 | BY MR MOCULLOUGH: 1. 21:30
21 Q "' m not tal king about things that 1g: 27:31
22 can happen after the call is rece'ved'so&kﬁﬁoéﬁocm7®
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1 | the one noment where the call is very first 10:27: 34
2 | received by the SLS platform at that nonent, is Ip:21:31
3 it being received on a voice channel ? T 2141
4 MR. HERR: (bjection, form - 2143
) i 12: 27: 45
5 (bj ection, asked and answer ed.
. 12: 27: 46
6 THE WTNESS: So again, the cal
12:27: 58
7 itself, | think the call itself, there is
12: 28: 04
8 certainly, once the voice path is established
12:28: 07
9 is certainly over the voice channel.
12: 28: 09
10 But in the setup of that call and so 1b: 28: 19
11 forth, I think the information being 1 28 16
12 exchanged i s not voice. 1b: 28: 19
14 Q Ckay. So, the first noment -- 10: 28: 22
15 sorry. Go ahead, please. 10: 28: 23
16 A So, | think the question you are 10: 28: 30
17 | asking maybe is related to the earlier one. 12:28: 33
18 When you call, and the caller IDis 12: 28: 36
19 | being passed, that caller ID and ot her 1:28: 38
20 i nformation is being passed, it is not, it is 10:28:43
21 not, you know -- it generally may not be 1: 28: 46
22 consi dered to be over a voice Channel'soaerDEPO(mna)
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1 And again |'mvery careful in ny 12:28: 41
: : - ; : 12: 28: 50
2 analysis and in ny limtations to explain how
3 Backhaus teaches different limtations. 1g: 28:53
4 Q Your understanding that a voice path 1 26: 08
i ) 12:29: 12
5 has to be connected in order for sonething to
12: 29: 15
6 qualify as a voice channel, what is that based
12: 29: 17
7 on?
12:29: 19
8 A That is based on -- that is based on
12: 29: 23
9 ny under standi ng when | read these patents. - 2: 27
10 Q What specifically in the patents |ed - 29: 29
11 you to that understandi ng? 12933
12 A I, it is ny opinion that a person of 10: 29: 36
13 skill in the art would have understood when 10 29: 38
14 | reading this patent that a channel, when carrying 10 29: 42
15 voice, is a voice channel. 12: 29: 43
16 And when it is not carrying voice, 12: 29: 46
17 | it is carrying non-voice data, it would be a data 12:29:49
18 | channel . 10:29: 50
19 Q But what is the basis for that 12:29:51
20 | opinion? 1¢: 29:52
21 A The basis of that opinionis a 1p: 29:57
22 person of skill in the art would have %Bgfifgé§§km7®
EsquireSolutions.com

2 ESQUIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

FLYPSI, INC. IPR2023-00359 Ex. 2009, p. 75 of 249



BILL LIN, PH.D. October 12, 2023

GOOGLE LLC vs FLYPSI, INC. 76
1 | that. And when | read it, that is how | -- when 12:29:59
2 | | read it putting nyself at the time, that is how  1%30:05
3 | woul d have understood it nyself. g 30: 11
4 Q Ckay. Turn to the '585 patent, 1g: 30:47
. . . - ) 12: 30: 21
5 which is, for the record, that is Exhibit 1001 in
o 12: 30: 31
6 Petition Nunber 357.
12: 30: 42
7 A G ve nme one nonent, please.
12: 30: 44
8 Q Uh- huh.
12: 30: 54
9 A Yes. \Which paragraph woul d you like 1b: 30:56
10 | ne to go to? 1 30: 58
11 Q Colunmm 1, Lines 62 to 64. 13113
12 A Sorry. Do you want ne to | ook at ny 131 16
13 decl arati on? What do you want ne to | ook at? 10:31: 19
14 Q No, the '585 patent. 10: 31: 30
15 A. One nonent. Thank you. Wich line 10:31: 33
16 nunber? Wi ch colum and |ine? 12: 31: 34
17 Q Colum 1, Line 60. 12: 31: 47
18 A Under the Summary section? 12: 31:50
19 Q Yes. Okay. And here the patent 10:31:59
20 | references, "Using a voice channel provided in 1p:32:02
21 accordance with a voi ce channel protocol, e.g., 1: 32: 06
22 i n accordance with CDVA or GSM 3G 4G’80&Jl§[.DCEPO(3376)
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1 | like future protocol channel standards." 10:32:13
2 Do you see that? 1p:32:15
3 A Yes. 12: 32: 18
4 Q And so you agree that in the context 322
12: 32: 23
5 of the patents, CDVMA, GSM 3G 4G and LTE are
12: 32: 29
6 al | exanpl es of voice channels. Correct?
12: 32: 33
7 A | don't think a person of ordinary
12: 32: 36
8 skill in the art reading this would nake that
12: 32: 38
9 concl usi on.
12: 32: 40
10 Q Wy not ? b 32 41
11 A VWll, | think at the tinme already 1032 45
12 | with these standards, many of us, including a 1b-32:51
13 person of ordinary skill in the art, would have 10: 32: 53

14 | sonmething |like an i Phone or an Android phone that 10: 32: 56

15 Is connected to one of these protocols. 12: 32: 58
16 And certainly, we have all used 12: 33: 00
17 | these protocols to exchange dat a. 12: 33: 09
18 Q So, why does that nean these 10:33: 11
19 | protocols do not represent a voice channel ? 12:33:15
20 A Vell, like | said -- well, two 12:33:18
21 | things. 12: 33: 18
22 One is that, you know, a %86.?1%%&;0(3376)
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1 | ordinary skill in the art at the time woul d 12:33:22
2 | have -- woul d reasonably have had experience with 123324
3 sonme kind of smartphone, using it to access the 1p: 33:26
4 internet, for exanple. 1p: 33: 30
) i 1p: 33: 32
5 And a person of ordinary skill of
. _ 12:33:34
6 the art at the tine would al so be naking use to
1P: 33: 38
7 make what we typically think of as a voice call
12: 33: 43
8 And so, | think in reading this, a
1p: 33: 45
9 person of skill in the art would understand that
1P: 33: 48
10 | these protocols, or these types of networks can - 33:51
11 be used to carry voice, in which case it is 13353
12 acting as the voice channel. 1b- 33: 55
13 But | think a person of skill in the 10:33: 57
14 | art at the tinme would have al so understood that 10: 33: 59
15 t hese networks are being used to access the 12:34: 01
16 i nternet and when, when sonething is being -- 12:34: 04
17 | when a channel is being used to carry voice, it 10: 34: 07
18 | is acting as a voice channel. And when it is 1p: 34: 10
19 | being used to carry non-voice, it is acting as a 12:34:13
20 | data channel . 12:34:18
21 Q So, even though the patent calls 1p-34:20
22 t hese protocols voice channel protocol 200 Y3%Bepro (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

2 ESQUIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

FLYPSI, INC. IPR2023-00359 Ex. 2009, p. 78 of 249



BILL LIN, PH.D. October 12, 2023

GOOGLE LLC vs FLYPSI, INC. 79
1 | opinionis that a person of ordinary skill in the 12342
2 | art would not agree with that? 1p:34: 26
3 A Vell, I, | amnot sure that a person 1 34: 30
. . . : 12: 34: 34

4 of skill in the art would agree or disagree with
_ _ 10: 34: 38
5 | the patent witers, right.
) o . 12: 34: 41
6 | think it is not a question of
12: 34: 42
7 di sagreeing with the patent witers. It is how a
12: 34: 46
8 person of ordinary skill in the art would have
12: 34: 47
9 read this paragraph.
P grap 12: 34: 56
10 . Al right. Turn to Colum 7 --

Q '9 N N 10: 35: 06
11 MR. HERR: Counsel, we have been 1 35: 07
12 goi ng over about, nore than an hour. And it 135 11
13 i s about now 12:30 on the East Coast. 10: 35: 14
14 If there is a stopping point in the 10: 35: 15
15 next ten m nutes where you think we can take 10: 35: 18
16 a break, please |et us know. 10: 35: 21
17 MR, MCCULLOUGH: Yes, that is fine. 10: 35: 22
18 Let's do something really quickly and then we 12:35:22
19 can break. 10:35: 22
20 | BY MR MOCULLOUGH: 1 35:2%5
21 Q So, Columm 7, Lines 10 through 25. 1g: 35:27

22 Let me know when you are there. 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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A Yes, give ne a nonent.

THE WTNESS: Wuld you mind if I
just take a quick bathroom break agai n and
t hen conme back and resune and then take
anot her break?

MR, MCCULLOUGH: That is fine. W
can take a break. | wll -- that's fine. W
can just do our -- do you need a |unch break
or do you want a | onger break now?

MR. HERR  Yes, let's do a lunch
br eak.

MR, MCCULLOUGH. How | ong do you
want ?

THE WTNESS: |'mokay. Do you want
to cone back at 1:00, so close to 25 m nutes?

MR. HERR  Yes, 25 minutes is fine.
Okay. Let's do 25 mnutes. Thank you.

So, that will be 1:00 p.m Eastern
Ti me, pl ease.

(Di scussion off the record.)

(Recess taken -- 12:37 p.m)

(After recess -- 1:02 p.m)

800.211.DEPO (3376)
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1 | BY MR MOCULLOUGH: 13:02:33
2 Q All right, Dr. Lin, turnto the '585 180234
. : 18: 02: 37
3 patent, Columm 7, the paragraph begi nning at
4 | Line 10. 150241
18: 02: 52
5 kay. | amthere.
. _ 13: 02: 54
6 Q Al right. So, the first sentence
18: 02: 57
7 of this paragraph says, "If call is accepted in
18: 03: 02
8 step 414, however, the handset application may 5 03: 05
9 autonmatically cause the handset 340 to call the B 03: 08
10 bri dge tel ephone nunber in step 422 over a voice 1B 03: 12
11 channel . 1803 12
12 Correct? 18: 03 13
13 A That is what is stated. 18: 03: 16
14 Q And when the handset is placing this 18: 03: 21
15 return call, the voice path has not yet been 18: 03: 24
16 connected, correct? 13:03: 25
17 A So, again, | -- so the passage is 13:03: 39
18 | what you read. The handset may automatically 18: 03: 42
19 | cause the handset to call the bridge nunber in 13: 03: 52
20 | step 422 over a voice channel. 18:03: 52
. . . 18: 03: 55
21 Q And when that call is being nade in
22 the '585 patent, the voice path has no%o&f%ngﬁakmN6)
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1 | connected, correct? 13:04:00
2 A. So, | think the, the -- again, | 13:04:01
3 | think the person reading -- the person of skill 13:04:04
4 in the art reading this would understand the 1 04: 08
. ) X 13:04: 10
5 | voice channel to be the channel that is carrying
. 13:04: 14
6 vVoi ce.
18:04: 16
7 MR, MCCULLOUGH: (nj ection,
13:04: 17
8 nonr esponsi ve.
13:04: 18
9 BY MR MCCULLOUGH:
13:04: 19
10 Q Dr. Lin, inthe first sentence of 1 04: 21
11 t hi s paragraph beginning at Line 10 in Colum 7 18 04: 23
12 of the '585 patent, when this call is being nade, 18: 04: 26
13 the voice path has not yet been connected. 18: 04: 31
14 Correct? 18: 04: 31
15 MR, HERR: (bjection, asked and 18: 04: 32
16 answer ed. 13: 04: 33
17 THE WTNESS: | think it just says 13:04: 41
18 that it was trying to make -- | think the 18: 04: 43
19 sentence just states that it is trying to 18:04:45
20 make a call over a voice channel . 13:04:51
21 | BY MR MOCULLOUGH: 1 04: 51
22 Q And t he voice path has nOtBO(?.gﬁrbEPO (3376)
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1 | connected yet. Correct? 13:04: 54
2 MR. HERR  Same obj ecti on. 18:04:55
3 THE W TNESS: So, yeah, so the text 1: 04:59
4 does not indicate whether it is tal king about 1 06: 26
. . 18: 06: 31

5 a voice path or not. It just tal ks about
_ . 13: 06: 35
6 trying to nake a call over a voice channel.
18: 06: 37
7 BY MR MCCULLOUGH:
18: 06: 38
8 Q The voice path is not connected
13: 06: 39
9 until step 424 at Lines 15 through 17, which is
13: 06: 43
10 where the calls are bridged, correct?

' a9 18: 06: 45
11 A Vell, | think 424 is trying to 18 07 02
12 bridge the two calls. 18: 07: 05
13 Q Right. And before the calls are 18: 07: 06
14 | bridged together, the voice path is not 18: 07: 09
15 connected. Correct? 13: 07: 09
16 A Yeah, so can you repeat the question 13: 14: 29
17 one nore tine? 13:14: 30
18 Q Before the calls are bridged 18: 14:32
19 | together, the voice path is not connect ed. 13:14: 34
20 | Correct? 18:14:35
21 A So, before the voice path is -- one 16 14:42

22 more time, please. 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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1 Q Before the calls are bridged 13:14:43
2 | together, the voice path is not connected. 18:14: 45
3 Corr ect ? 13: 14: 49
4 A | think first part is that the 19 14:49
_ _ 13: 14: 53
5 par agr aph tal ks about making a call over voice
13: 14: 58
6 channel .
18: 14: 59
7 And so, | think that is consistent
18: 15: 00
8 with the answer that you need to have a voice
13:15: 03
9 channel in order to have a voice call
18: 15: 05
10 And, so, the voice call occurs over 1B: 15: 09
11 the voice channel. But '585 tal ks about the 18 15: 14
12 nunber of steps that are in that Figure 4 that 18: 15 18
13 | are -- that occur over sonething else other than 18: 15: 22
14 | this voice channel. 13: 15: 25
15 MR, MCCULLOUGH: (nj ection, 18: 15: 26
16 nonr esponsi ve. 13: 15: 27
17 BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 18: 15: 27
18 Q The voice path is not connected 18:15:29
19 | until the calls are bridged as described in 13:15: 33
20 | Colum 7, Lines 15 through 21. Correct? 18:15:41
21 MR, HERR: (nbjection, asked and 1. 15:42
22 answer ed. 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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1 THE WTNESS: So, | think in reading 131544
2 thi s paragraph, the bridging is bridging the 18:15:50
3 two voi ce paths together. : 15:53
4 | BY MR MOCULLOUGH 1 15:55
. o 18: 16: 03

5 Q So, you think there are two existing
) . ) 18: 16: 05
6 voi ce paths that are being bridged together?
13: 16: 08
7 A There are two legs to the call.
18: 16: 13
8 MR, MCCULLOUGH: (Qnj ection,
13: 16: 14
9 nonr esponsi ve.

18: 16: 14
10 BY MR MCCULLOUGH: B 16 14
11 Q ' m aski ng about voice path. You 15 16: 16
12 have used the word, voice path, to describe your 18: 16: 19
13 under st andi ng of what a voi ce channel is, 18: 16: 22
14 correct? 13: 16: 24
15 A. Wll, | think I, nore accurately I 18: 16: 27
16 characterized a voi ce channel as a channel that 13: 16: 31
17 Is used to carry voi ce. 13: 16: 35
18 Q Does whet her sonething is a voice 18: 16: 37
19 | channel depend on whether the voice path has been  1p:16:40
20 | connected, yes or no? 18:16: 43
21 A If a voice -- so, a channel that is 1p. 16: 47

22 consi dered a voi ce channel is a channe%o&gﬁﬂDéﬁch7®
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1 | being used to carry voi ce. 18:16:49
2 So, there is no voice being carri ed. 13:16: 50
3 It is carrying sonething else. It is not yet -- 18: 16:53
4 it is not a voice channel. 1 16:56
) ) 18: 16: 57
5 A voi ce channel is a channel that
. . 18:17: 00
6 carries voi ce.
18:17:01
7 Q The step before step 424 where the
18:17: 05
8 calls are bridged, the call fromthe user's
18:17:09
9 handset is not carrying voice. Correct? B 17:21
10 A Can you point me to where in the 1 20: 45
11 specification that it refers to that the voice 18: 20 51
12 pat h has not been established yet? 18: 20: 54
13 Q Voi ce path is your term nol ogy. 18: 20" 56
14 | That doesn't conme fromthe asserted patents, 18: 20: 59
15 correct? 18:21:01
16 A Yes. 18: 21: 06
17 Q So, ny question is, before the 13:21: 09
18 | step 424, where the calls are bridged, the call 18:21: 12
19 | that is made by the user's handset, which is 18:21:15
20 | described in this colum as being step 422, that 13:21:24
21 call is not carrying voice. Correct? 18:21:26
? ' 2
22 A. 422? Wi ch nunber, 420 \AQ&S.ZM.DEPO(%?&
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1 Q Yes, 422. 18: 21: 40
2 A. Yeah, so | think what the patent is 18:22: 07
3 saying is that the handset can nake a call to 1 22:12
4 | this bridge nunber over sonething that could form 12215
18: 22: 18
5 a voi ce connection. Sonething that could forma
_ 18:22: 21
6 voi ce channel .
18: 22: 22
7 And then | think the subsequent
18: 22: 25
8 steps you are tal king about is to formthese
18:22: 29
9 voi ce channel s and connect them together.
18: 22: 33
10 Q The patent expressly describes the 1B 99 35
11 call being made in step 422 as occurring, quote, 18: 22- 38
12 over a voice channel. Correct? 18: 22 41
13 A Yes. 18:22: 43
14 Q And that call in step 422 is before 18: 22: 49
15 the voice path is connected by bridging the two 18: 22: 52
16 calls in step 424. Correct? 13: 22: 55
17 A VWll, | think when it says over a 183:22: 57
18 | channel, over a voice channel, | think it is 18: 22:59
19 | tal king about neking a call over sonething that, 13: 23: 02
20 | that can act as a voice channel. 18:23: 08
21 MR MOCULLOUGH  Obj ecti on, 1. 23. 08
22 nonresponsi ve. 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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1 | BY MR MCOCULLOUGH: 13:23:10
2 Q The call in step 422 that the patent 1:23:10
3 descri bes as over a voice channel is being nade 1 23: 12
4 bef ore the voice path is connected by bridging 1§ 23:16
. 18:23: 19
5 the two calls in step 424. Correct?
_ . 18:23: 25
6 MR. HERR: (bj ection, asked and
18: 23: 26
7 answer ed.
13: 23: 26
8 THE WTNESS: | don't think that is
18: 23: 27
9 what it says. | think it is calling a bridge
18:23: 31
10 cell phone nunber over a voice channel to 1B 23: 34
11 mean that over sonething that can be cone to 18: 23 35
12 be, sonething that can act as a voice 18: 23: 37
13 channel . 18: 23: 40
14 BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 13: 23: 40
15 Q So you don't believe the call that 18: 23: 42
16 is being made in 422 is being nade over a voice 13: 23: 45
17 channel ? 13: 23: 45
18 MR. HERR bjection, form 18: 23:51
19 THE WTNESS: | think it is what is 13:23:53
20 witten, which is over a channel, over a 18:23:54
21 voi ce channel. It is over a voice channel. 18- 23.57
22 It is over sonething that can act %80.911\./DCEP%e(3376)
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1 channel . 13:24:00
2 | BY MR MCCULLOUGH 18:24:01
3 Q What is the distinction you are 1 24:01
. . 18: 24: 03
4 drawi ng between over a voice channel and over
_ _ 13: 24: 06
5 sonet hing that can act as a voi ce channel ?
18: 24: 08
6 A When you make over a call as
13: 24: 16
7 sonmet hing that can act as a voice channel, ny
18: 24: 18
8 answer, as | stated earlier, is a voice channel
18: 24: 22
9 is something, is something that is acting as a
18: 24: 27
10 | voice channel when it is carrying voice. 18: 24: 30
11 So, when you are nmeking a call over 18 24 32
12 a voi ce channel, you are making a call over 18: 24 34
13 sonmet hing that can, that can carry voi ce. 18: 24: 39
14 Q Does it have to actually be carrying 18: 24: 42
15 voice to qualify as a voice channel? O is it 18: 24: 45
16 | just the fact that it is capable of carrying 13: 24: 49
17 | voice enough to qualify as a voice channel ? 13:24: 53
18 A. So, | think, I think in the '585 18:24:57
19 | patent, when it is talking about a call, it is, 18:25:01
20 | it is the same as a voice call. 18:25:03
21 But | think when | anal yzed 1: 25: 06
22 Backhaus, | think Backhaus is a broade%o&f%ﬂéﬂﬁd)mN6)
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2 So, I'mokay with the idea that the 18:25:09
3 call here is a voice call. 1§:25:12
4 Q So, you think step 422 is a voice 1B 2017
18: 25: 20
5 cal |l ?
_ . 18:25: 34
6 A The handset is trying to nake a
183: 25: 36
7 voice call. Yes.
183: 25: 37
8 Q Even t hough the voice path has not
183: 25: 40
9 been connected yet?
183: 26: 09
10 A So, | think it is making a voice 1 %6: 11
11 call, and the voice call is established when the 18 %6 14
12 | voice path is established. 18: 26: 20
13 Q Is it using a voice channel before 18: 26' 23
14 | the voice path is established? 18: 26 48
15 A. It is making a voice call -- it is 18: 26: 50
16 maki ng a voice call when it is nmaking the call. 18: 26: 57
17 That is correct. 18: 26: 58
18 MR, MCCULLOUGH: bj ecti on, 18:26: 59
19 nonr esponsi ve. 18:27:00
20 | BY MR MOCULLOUGH: 18-27:00
21 Q Is it using a voice channel before 18.27.02
. : . -
22 the voice path is established~ 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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1 MR. HERR: (bjection, asked and 13:27: 06
2 answer ed. 1:27:01
3 THE WTNESS: Yeah, | think -- g 2r:07
4 So, like | said, | think in the 18- 21 26
. . . 18:27: 28
5 patents when referring to a call, it is
_ . 18:27:31
6 referring to a call nade over a voice
18: 27: 36
7 channel .
18. 27 37
8 So, yes, | think it is being -- the
18: 27: 39
9 call is being made over voice channel.
18:27: 46
10 BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 18: 97 48
11 Q Even before the voice path is 18: 77 48
12 est abl i shed? 18: 27: 49
13 MR. HERR: (bjection, asked and 18: 27: 50
14 answer ed. 18: 27: 52
15 THE WTNESS: | think the analysis | 18: 27: 56
16 performed i n Backhaus regarding the 13: 28: 01
17 transm ssion of information over a data 13: 28: 02
18 channel , Backhaus teaches that certain 18: 28: 04
19 information that gets sent over a data 13: 28: 08
20 channel . 13: 28: 08
21 So, | can explain how | have done 1.28: 11
22 that analysis. 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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1 MR, MCCULLOUGH:  Obj ecti on, 13:28: 15
2 nonr esponsi ve. 18:28:16
3 | BY MR MCOULLOUGH: 1p: 26: 16
4 Q Is the call in step 422 using a 1B 2817
. . . 18: 28: 19

5 | voice channel before the voice path is
. 13: 28: 22
6 est abl i shed, yes or no?
18: 28: 24
7 MR. HERR: (bjection, asked and
18: 28: 25
8 answer ed.
13:28: 25
9 THE WTNESS: So, | think it is the
18: 29: 01
10 sanme answer which is the passage here talks 15: 29: 03
11 about a handset trying to nmake a call over a 18 29: 06
12 voi ce channel . 18: 29: 07
13 And over a voice channel is over 18: 29: 09
14 sonet hing that can act as the voice channel. 18: 29: 12
15 And so, | think the voice channel -- 18: 29: 17
16 t he bridgi ng occurs, the voice channel 13: 29: 20
17 becones active when the calls, when the call 13:29: 23
18 is fully established. 18:29: 28
19 | BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 13:29: 29
20 Q And when you say when the call is 18:29:30
21 | fully established, you are tal king about when the 1p: 29: 32
: . -
22 | two legs are bridged in step 424, corr%85_211.DEPO(3376)
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1 A. So, | think the voice channels are 13:29:47
2 | still there. The voice channel is still there. 18: 29:50
3 They are just not yet acting. They are just not 18: 29:53
4 | yet carrying voice. They are just not acting as 1: 29: 56
) 18: 29: 59

5 voi ce channel s.
_ 18: 30: 04
6 Q You used the phrase that the voice
18: 30: 16
7 channel becones active when the call is fully
18:30: 19
8 est abl i shed.

18:30: 21
9 When you said fully established, are 1B 30: 23
10 | you referring to the bridging that happens in 1 30: 25
11 step 424 or sonething el se? 18:30: 27
12 A So, | think in these steps 422 and 18: 33: 27
13 so forth in Figure 4, | think the diagram shows 18:33: 32
14 | informati on being exchanged. 183: 33: 36
15 And those informations are being 18: 33: 40
16 exchanged that are data. That are not part of 18: 33: 44
17 t he voi ce channel. 18:33: 44
18 So, | think the path that is shared 18: 33: 47
19 | is just trying to make a call over a voice 18:33:49
20 | channel. | think it is what is stated which is 13: 33: 52
21 the handset is trying to nake a call over a voice 18 33:55

22 | channel . 800.211.DEPO (3376)

EsquireSolutions.com

2 ESQUIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

FLYPSI, INC. IPR2023-00359 Ex. 2009, p. 93 of 249



BILL LIN, PH.D. October 12, 2023

GOOGLE LLC vs FLYPSI, INC. 94
1 Q Dr. Lin, ny question was when you 13: 34:01
2 used the phrase, fully established, are you 18:34:05
3 referring to the bridging that happens in 1 34:07
4 | step 424 or sonething el se? 1§ 341
. . 18: 34: 13

5 MR. HERR: (bj ection, asked and
18: 34: 14
6 answer ed.
13: 34: 14
7 THE WTNESS: Wat | was referring
18: 34: 17
8 to is that the passage tal ked about neking a,
18: 34: 22
9 a handset making a call to a bridge tel ephone

13: 34: 26
10 nunber over a voice channel, that it is 1B: 34: 29
11 trying to nake a call over a voice channel, 18 34: 34
12 which is sonething that can carry voi ce. 18: 34: 36
13 The, in ny anal ysis, how Backhaus 18: 34: 41
14 applies prior to the voice path being 18: 34: 43
15 est abl i shed, data exchange that occurs woul d 18: 34: 47
16 not be over a voice channel. 13: 34: 52
17 BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 13: 34: 55
18 Q Dr. Lin, you used the words, fully 18: 34: 57
19 | established, talking about the '585 patent. |'m 13: 34:59
20 | not asking about Backhaus. |'m asking about 18:35:02
21 | words that you used, fully established. 1: 35: 03

22 What are you referring tos&@fﬂ.ﬁ'&"b(%m)

EsquireSolutions.com

2 ESQUIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

FLYPSI, INC. IPR2023-00359 Ex. 2009, p. 94 of 249



BILL LIN, PH.D. October 12, 2023

GOOGLE LLC vs FLYPSI, INC. 95
1 | say the call is fully established? 13:35: 05
2 A. Yeah, so | think what | -- yeah. 18: 35: 08
3 So, | think what | was saying was the handset is 1p: 36:10
. . 18: 36: 14

4 | trying to nake a call to the -- over a voice
13: 36: 18
5 channel .
. . 13: 36: 18
6 And there is another leg that is
18: 36: 20
7 trying to make a call over a voice channel. And

18: 36: 24
8 | when the, when the sonething that bridges the 5 36: 26
9 incomng calls together is connecting the two B 36: 32
10 | voice channels together to do the bridging. 1B: 36: 35
11 So, so, | think | read over a voice 18: 36: 40
12 network -- | nean over a voice channel to nmean 18: 36 43
13 | that the handset is trying to nake a call over a 18: 36: 45
14 | voice channel which is required in order for a 183: 36: 47
15 voice to be carried eventually. 18: 36: 56
16 Q So, is the handset's call using a 13: 36: 59
17 | voice channel before the bridging happens? Yes 183:37: 06
18 or no-? 18: 42: 07
19 A. So, | think the '585 tal ks about 13:42:13
20 | the -- when you are delivering a voice portion of 1g-42:17
21 the call, it is using a voice channel, that it, 1p.42:21

22 | you know, when used to carry voice inf %5&%1'.&:‘1’0(3376)
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1 | that is what is nmeant by voice channel. 13:42:25
2 Wien you are trying to nake a voice 1g:42:21
3 call, I think what the passage neans is that the g 42:31
4 handset is trying to make a voi ce channel call 1. 42: 38
. . 13:42: 41

5 and that the voice channel is when you are
) ) ) . 18: 42: 46
6 carrying voice information.
18: 42: 48
7 So, | think in the situation where
13: 42: 51
8 no channel has been established to carry voice, & 42:53
9 t hen what ever data exchanges is -- it is not

13: 43: 03
10| voice. 13: 43: 03
11 But, | read the passage that you 18 43: 09
12 asked nme to read to say that the handset 330 -- | 18:43: 12
13 mean the handset 340 is nmaking a voi ce channel 18: 43: 15
14 | call and that is why | stated it as over a voice 18: 43: 21
15 channel . 18: 43: 21
16 Q How i s handset 340 meki ng a voice 13: 43: 28
17 | channel call if it is not connected to anything 183:43: 30
18 | on the other end yet? 13: 43: 32
19 A well, | -- 13: 43: 34
20 MR. HERR. Sorry. Objection, form 18:43:35
21 THE W TNESS: Because it is trying 1p: 43:40

22 to make a voice channel call. It %8a££ﬁgé3%(xw6)
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1 to make a voice call. 18:43:43
2 And so it has to -- a number of 15:43:44
3 steps is involved in making a voice call. 18:43:47
4 And so the, a voice channel is a 1: 43:50
. . . . 13:43: 54

5 channel carrying information about voice
o _ _ _ 1B3: 43: 56
6 or -- yes, it is carrying information about
183: 44: 02
7 voi ce.
1B: 44: 06
8 BY MR MCCULLOUGH
13: 44: 19
9 . So, steps involved in trying to make

Q P ying 13:44: 21
10 a voice call qualify as being over a voice - 44: 24
11 channel . 18 44: 25
12 Is that your testinony? 18: 44: 29
13 A My testinony is that it is trying to 18: 44: 31
14 | make a voice channel call, but | think a person 18: 44: 38
15 reading the '585 patent would | ook at Figure 3 18: 44: 40
16 and Figure 4 and understand that there are 18: 44: 42
17 various steps involved in making that call. 18: 44: 52
18 Q Al right. In the context of this 18:45: 07
19 | description that we are looking at in the '585 18:45:09
20 | patent, Colum 7, when does the handset start 18:45:17
21 usi ng a voi ce channel ? 18:45:20

22 A So, the, so, the, the par %96.9&%%(3376)
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1 | are looking at right nowis trying to nake a, 13:45:21
2 | make a point that it is not trying to make any 18:45:31
3 ot her type of tech connection. The handset is 1p: 45: 34
4 | trying to nake a voice channel call. 1p: 46: 39
13: 45: 40

5 So, that neans a call to exchange
) o ] . 18: 45: 43
6 voice. So, it is trying to nake a call, a voice
18: 45: 47
7 channel call over a voice channel.
13: 45: 54
8 But as | just said, a voice channel
183: 45: 59
9 that is, you know -- when delivering the voice B 46: 02
10 | portion of a call, it is using a voice channel. 1B: 46: 08
11 But the passage you asked ne to read 18 46: 11
12 Is a handset trying to nake a voi ce channel call. 18: 46 14
13 Q And my question is when does the 18: 46: 16
14 | handset actually start using a voice channel ? 183: 46: 19
15 MR, HERR: (nbjection, asked and 18: 46 20
16 answer ed. 13: 46: 21
17 THE W TNESS: Yeah, so, |'mnot sure 13: 46: 29
18 that -- yeah, maybe you have to ask your 18: 46: 35
19 question agai n. 13: 46: 35
20 But again, a -- the voice channel is 13:46: 39
. . . . 13: 46: 43
21 bei ng used to carry the voice portion, right,
22 or deliver the voice portion of th%oaerDEPO(mw6)
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1 i nformation. 13: 46: 45
2 So, the information that -- the 18: 46: 46
. . . . 18: 46: 51
3 other information that is sent outside of the
4 voi ce woul d be considered to be data. 1. 46: 53
_ _ 13: 46: 56
5 So, | think ny answer is the sane,
. _ _ _ _ 18:47: 01
6 which is the voice channel is being used to
18: 47: 04
7 carry the portion of information -- it is
13: 47: 08
8 being used to carry the voice portion of the
13:47:11
9 call.
18:47: 11
10 And in the paragraph you are asking B 47- 13
11 me to -- that you asked ne to read, is the 18 47:17
12 handset trying to nake a voice channel call 18:47: 19
13 as opposed to sone other type of connecti on. 18: 47: 25
14 BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 18: 47: 25
15 Q Whi ch step nunber does the handset 18: 47: 28
16 actually start using a voice call -- sorry, 13: 47: 33
17 stri ke that. 13: 47: 33
18 MR. HERR  bjection, asked and 18: 47: 34
19 answer ed. 13:47: 35
20 | BY MR MOCULLOUGH: 18:47:35
21 Q Let nme rephrase that question. 1. 47. 36
22 Whi ch step nunber does th%o&ﬂlqjsfptom?ﬁ)
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1 | actually start using a voice channel ? 13:47:38
2 A. | think maybe the distinction that 13:47:44
3 | we should nake here is the voice portion of the p: 47:48
4 call is using a data channel -- |'msorry. 1: 47:56
. . _ 18: 47: 59

5 The voice portion of the call is
_ _ 13: 48: 01
6 usi ng a voi ce channel .
13: 48: 02
7 The ot her information of the cal

13: 48: 09
8 that is being exchanged is data. And so, | think b 48 15
9 | the question is -- ny answer to your question is B 48:19
10 | that the voice channel is used to carry the voice 1B 48: 21
11 portion of the call. 15: 48: 23
12 Now, when you are nmaking a voice, a 18: 48: 26
13 voi ce channel call, voice channels are invol ved. 18: 48: 30
14 The question isn't about -- you 183: 48: 35
15 know, | think the information that i s sent 18: 48: 37
16 out si de of voice would not be considered to be 13: 48: 41
17 over the voice channel. 13: 48: 44
18 Q Can you identify the nunber of the 18: 48: 48
19 | step where the handset actually starts using a 13: 48: 51
20 | voice channel ? 18:57:41
21 A So, again, | think in the paragraph 1p: 57:43

22 you asked nme to read, | think that han%S&ELﬂSEPO(KN6)
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1 | trying to make a voice channel call fromthe 18:57: 46
2 | handset to the bridge nunber. And, that is the 13:57:49
3 first part. 13.57:53
4 The second part is the voice 1: 57:54
. . . 1B3: 58: 00

5 channel, you know, the information -- the voice
_ , , _ 18: 58: 02
6 I nformation portion would be a carried over a
183: 58: 08
7 voi ce channel and so that is still ny answer.
13:58: 14
8 | think the -- if you | ook at
13:58: 16
9 Colum 5 of the '585 patent, it, in Lines 29

13:58: 19
10 | through 32, it supports the opinions that | just 1 58: 24
11 offered right now which is -- it tal ks about 18 58: 27
12 maki ng i ncom ng and out goi ng channel calls -- 18: 58: 31
13 voi ce channel calls to and fromthe handset. 18: 58: 33
14 So, | think, consistent with what | 183: 58: 38
15 said earlier, which is when a handset is trying 18: 58 40
16 to make a voice channel call to the handset -- | 183: 58: 46
17 mean when the handset is trying to nake a voice 13:58: 48
18 | channel call to a bridge nunber, then the 18: 58: 51
19 | portion, the voice portion would be carried over 18:58: 54
20 | a voice channel . 18: 58: 55
21 And any other infornmation or data 13 58: 56

22 woul d be, would not be sent over a VO'%&lﬁHﬁﬂﬁQJ@3ﬂﬁ
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1 Q Dr. Lin, ny question was, can you 13:59:01
2 | identify the nunber of the step in Colum 7 where 135904
3 | the handset starts actually using a voice 1p: 59: 08
4 channel . 1§ 98:12
. . 18: 59: 14

5 MR. HERR: (bj ection, asked and
18:59: 15
6 answer ed.
18:59: 16
7 THE WTNESS: So, the steps in, to
18: 59: 22
8 your question, what | just said is, the
13: 59: 26
9 channel that is carrying the voice portion of

18: 59: 29
10 the call is over a voice channel. 1B: 50: 39
11 And so, wherever in the figure, the 18: 59: 37
12 flow chart, when voice is being carried is 18: 59: 40
13 when voi ce channel is being used. 18: 59: 41
14 | BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 18: 59: 42
15 Q What nunber step is that? 18: 59: 45
16 MR. HERR: (bj ection, sane 13: 59: 46
17 obj ecti on. 13: 59: 46
18 THE WTNESS: Yeah, so | think 18:59: 52
19 the -- again, voice channel would be 13:59: 54
20 sonething that is carrying the voice portion, 18:59:56
21 the voice portion of a call. 1. 59: 58

22 And so the voice would bes&&&ﬂﬁﬂ§§9@3nn
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1 between two parties when they are talking to 14 00: 03
2 each ot her. 14:00: 06
3 | BY MR MCOULLOUGH: f: 00: 06
4 Q What is the nunber of the step that i 00:07
_ 14: 00: 09
5 | you are tal king about?
_ . 14:00: 15
6 MR. HERR:  Sane objection.
14: 00: 16
7 THE WTNESS: Well, | think this
14: 00: 18
8 chart has several scenarios, but | repeat ny
14: 00: 22
9 answer which is the voice channel is used
14: 00: 25
10 when there is, when the two part -- you know, b 00: 30
11 when the voi ce goes through that channel. 1 00: 32
12 So, when there is actually talking 11 00: 35
13 happeni ng, then that is when the voice 14: 00: 38
14 channel is used. 14: 00: 39
15 BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 14: 00: 39
16 Q So, you cannot tell ne the nunber of 14: 00: 41
17 | the step when the handset begins actually using a 14: 00: 44
18 | voice channel ? 141: 00: 45
19 MR. HERR  Objection, form 14:01: 03
20 bj ection, out of scope. 14:01:04
21 THE W TNESS:  Yeah, again, so | 1 01: 06
22 think there are many steps 'nVOIVe%O&fffBEPO(mwﬁ)
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1 | think the question that you asked 14:01: 08
2 earlier about, you know, what does it mean 14:01:10
3 for a handset to nmake a call to a bridge i 0113
4 nunber over a voice channel, and | tried to 0116
. . 14:01: 20
5 explain that in Colum 5, the '585 patent
_ _ 14:01: 24
6 tal ks about handling voice channel calls to
14.01: 28
7 and fromthe handset.
14: 01: 29
8 So, in order to make a voi ce channe
14:01: 31
9 call, it has to be over a network that is
14:01: 33
10 capabl e of a voice channel. b 01 41
11 BY MR, MCCULLOUGH: - 01 41
12 Q Can you or can you not tell ne the 1 01 43
13 nunber of the step where the handset begins 14 01: 45
14 | actually using a voice channel ? 14: 02: 11
15 MR. HERR: Same objections. 14: 04: 40
16 THE WTNESS: Yeah, so | think 14: 04; 41
17 the -- going back to the sane paragraph, it 14:04: 47
18 tal ks about a handset trying to make a 14: 04: 50
19 call -- trying to make a voice channel call 14: 04: 57
20 to a bridge nunber. 1#: 0458
21 And t he sane paragraph tal ks about, T 06.07
22 tal ks about the switch may bridge %B&ZLLDEPO(mwﬁ)
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1 | inconing voice channel call to the bridge 14:05:10
2 | nunber with the incom ng voice channel call 14:05:12
3 | to the secondary phone nunber. 14:05:15
4 And then it tal ks about thereby i 06:17
. . . . 14:05:19
5 connecting an incomng call fromthe calling
) ] 14:05: 21
6 party to the handset via voice channel.
14: 05: 24
7 So, | think that is consistent with
14. 05: 26
8 | what | said earlier about Colum 5 referring
14: 05: 33
9 t o handset naki ng outgoing and receivVving b 05: 36
10 | incom ng voice channel calls which is the 1 05: 38
11 sane | anguage that has been used in this - 05: 40
12 par agraph via a voi ce channel. 14 05: 44
13 So, what this paragraph is tal king 1: 05' 46
14 | about is meking -- the handset trying to nmake 14: 05: 51
15 a call to the bridge nunber, a voi ce channel 14: 05: 54
16 call. And then the other leg, it is also a 14: 05: 57
17 voi ce channel call. 14: 05: 58
18 And the step that bridges the 14: 06: 00
19 | inconing voice channel to the bridge 14:06: 03
20 | tel ephone nunber with the incoming voice 14: 06: 05
21 channel call to the secondary tel ephone 14 06: 08
22 nunmber woul d then thereby connect i ncoming | sepo (3376)
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1 call fromthe calling party of the handset 14:06:13
2 via a voi ce channel . 14:06: 15
3 So, when the call is connected, then fh: 06: 16
4 they can talk to each other via a voice f: 06: 19
. . 14: 06: 22

5 channel. That is what the paragraph is
_ 14: 06: 23
6 sayi ng.
14. 06: 27
7 BY MR MCCULLOUGH:
14: 06: 27
8 Q And that is step 4247
14: 06: 33
9 MR. HERR: (bjection, outside the

14: 06: 35
10 scope. Asked and answered. s 06: 37
11 THE WTNESS: So, as witten in this 1 06+ 38
12 paragraph, there is a bridging of the 11 06: 45
13 i ncom ng voi ce channel call to the bridge 14: 06: 49
14 t el ephone nunmber with the incom ng voice 14: 06: 51
15 channel call to the secondary nunber. 14: 06: 53
16 And this bridging is what is 14: 06: 55
17 connecting incomng call fromthe calling 14: 06: 57
18 party to the handset via a voice channel. 14:07: 01
19 So, this connection provides a way 14: 07: 04
20 for the calling party in the handset to 140707
21 exchange voice. And that voice exchange is 1 07:13

22 carried over a voice channel. 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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1 So, that would be at step 424. 14:07:15
2 | BY MR MOCULLOUGH: 14:07:18
3 Q Thank you. Al right. Let's turn M 07:19
4 | back to Backhaus, Exhibit 1005. 07 22
14:07: 26
5 A ["msorry. |'msorry, 1005. Thank
14: 07: 32
6 you. Go ahead.
14. 07: 52
7 Q Al'l right. Turn to Paragraph 35.
14: 08: 20
8 A Ckay. | amthere.
14: 08: 23
9 Q And if you look at the |ast sentence
14: 08: 30
10 of this paragraph, starting three lines up from 1 08: 32
11 the bottom of Page 3, it says, "The SLS nodul e 1 08: 36
12 1 105.” 14 08: 37
13 And then if you | ook on the next 14: 08: 39
14 | page, one of the things it can do is, "provide 14: 08: 42
15 servi ces uniquely associated with the second |ine 14: 08: 45
16 nunber such as, but not limted to, dedicated 14: 08: 49
17 | voicemail, ring tones, caller ID and autonated 14. 08: 53
18 responses. " 14: 08: 53
19 Do you see that? 14:08: 54
20 A Yes. 14: 08: 56
21 Q Al right. And those services are 4. 08: 57
22 provi ded by the SLS nodul e 105 whi ch '%0891%:?&30”@376)
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1 | on the subscriber's nobile device. 14:09: 01
2 Correct ? 14:09: 03
3 A So, the Paragraph 35 tal ks about the 14 09:07
4 role of the handset in these services that you 11 08
i ) 14:11:13
5 have just nentioned.
_ 14:11:17
6 MR, HERR: Also, just sorry to
14:11: 18
7 interject. W have been going a little bit
14:11: 21
8 over an hour.
14:11: 21
9 So, when you find, when you find a
14:11. 24
10 poi nt where, you know, in the next ten 14 11: %
11 mnutes, if we can take a break, we wll W 11: 29
12 appreci ate that. 1 11: 31
13 VR, MCCULLOUGH: Ckay 14 11: 32
14 MR HERR  Thank you. 101132
15 BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 14:11: 33
16 Q So, the, Backhaus never descri bes 14:11: 40
17 | providing voicemail for the user's prinary 14:11:43
18 | nunber. Correct? 14:11: 44
19 A. So, in Paragraph 68 of Backhaus, and ~ 1#13:39
20 | in another place, but specifically it tal ks about 14:14:02
21 simlar features and services associated with the 11401
22 subscri ber's prinmary nunber. 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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1 So, Backhaus explains that simlar 14: 14:09
2 | features and services associated with the 1141
3 subscri ber primary nunber may be provided. 1414
4 So, that is one place where that 1
. . : 14:14: 21
5 support is provided. Let nme find you another
14:14: 25
6 pl ace.
14: 14: 25
7 Q So, Paragraph 68 does not say that
14: 14: 29
8 the SLS platform provides those services for the e 1433
9 subscriber's primary nunber. Correct?
14:14: 35
10 A Wll, it clearly says that "it is 1 14: 2
11 envi si oned that an SLS service may provide W 14: 46
12 features and services dedicated to the SLS 14 14 49
13 subscriber,” and -- well, | nmean | think it talks 14 14: 52
14 | about that simlar features can be, and services 14: 14: 54
15 can be associated with the subscriber's primary 14: 14: 57
16 nunber . 14: 14: 58
17 And, give ne a nonent. 14:17: 21
18 So, | cannot renenber if | have 14:17:24
19 | offered that opinion or not. Can you show ne 14:17: 26
20 | where | have made that opinion in ny declaration? 11723
21 Q Backhaus Par agraph 68 says the T 17:31
22 | features that it provides are, "separ ateSo.Hﬁ:SEPo (3376)
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1 | simlar features and services associated with the 14:17:35
2 | subscriber's primry nunmber."” AT 31
3 Corr ect ? 14: 17: 38
4 A That is what is witten. :17:39
_ 14:17: 43
5 Q And Backhaus never descri bes
o _ _ _ 14:17: 47
6 providing a voicenail or any other service for
14: 17: 50
7 t he subscriber's primary nunber. Correct?
14:17: 53
8 MR. HERR: (bjection, asked and
14: 17: 54
9 answer ed.
14: 17: 54
10 THE WTNESS: So, this is not a
'S 14: 17: 59
11 menory test. So, | don't readily recall 1 18: 03
12 ri ght now whether or not | have offered an 11 18: 05
13 Opl ni on. 14: 18: 06
14 So, if you can point ne to any 14: 18: 08
15 opinions | have nade to that effect. 14: 18: 16
16 BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 14:18; 17
17 Q You understand that in Backhaus, 14:18:18
18 | calls to the primary nunber are not routed to the 14:18: 20
19 | SLS platform correct? 14: 18: 22
20 A. | believe that is correct. But ny 14 18:30
21 guestion to you renains -- T4 18:31
22 Q It would be inpossible fo%g&_?ﬁ,o%p% (3376)
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1 | platformto provide voicemail for a call to the 14:18: 32
2 | primary nunber because the prinary number is 14:18: 35
3 never routed to the SLS platform Correct? i 18: 39
4 MR. HERR: (bjection, form i 18:42
14: 18: 44

5 THE W TNESS: So, can you, can you
. _ _ 14: 18: 47
6 point nme to where in any of the decl arations
14: 18: 52
7 that | offer such an opinion?
14: 18: 55
8 BY MR MCCULLOUGH
14:18: 55
9 . | didn't sa ou of fered an opini on.

Q yy P 14: 18: 57
10 "' masking a question about your understandi ng of b 19: 00
11 Backhaus. 1 19: 00
12 I n Backhaus, it is inpossible for 1 19: 02
13 the SLS platformto provide voicenail for a call 14 19: 05
14 | to the primary nunber because the primary nunber 14: 19: 09
15 Is never routed to the SLS platform correct? 14:19: 11
16 MR. HERR:. (bj ection, asked and 14: 19: 12
17 answer ed. 14:19:12
18 THE WTNESS: Yeah, so | don't 14:19:16
19 recall offering such an opinion in ny 14:19: 17
20 declaration. Again, if | did, | would 14:19:21
21 appreciate if you can point nme to it, so | T 19: 24

22 can rem nd nyself what | said. 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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1 But, normally, in Backhaus when you 14:19:26
2 call an SLS number, it goes through SLS 14:19:30
3 pl at f or m 14:19: 34
4 But | don't recall whether | nmade an I 19:35
o 14:19: 37
5 opi ni on whet her Backhaus al one teaches t hat
14:19: 41
6 the SLS platformwould be intercepting calls
14:19: 46
7 for a primary nunber.
14:19: 47
8 MR, MCCULLOUGH. kay. W can take
14:19: 48
9 a break now.
14: 34: 44
10 (Recess taken -- 2:19 p.m) 14 35: 02
11 (After recess -- 2:35 p.m) - 35: 02
12 BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 14: 35: 07
13 Q Al right. Let's turn to your 14: 35: 09
14 | declaration relating to the '585 patent, so this 14: 35: 12
15 is Case Nunber 357, Exhibit 1002. 14° 36: 39
16 Do you have it, Dr. Lin? You are 14: 36: 42
17 mut ed or sonet hing has gone wrong. 14: 36: 45
18 A Ch ny apologies. I'msorry. | said 14 36: 48
19 | | was there already. 14:36:55
20 Q Ckay. Turn to Paragraph 61, which 1#: 36: 58
21 I's on Page 44. 14.37.:09
22 A 61, okay. 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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1 Q And about hal fway down this 14:37:11
2 par agr aph you say, "Such a storing process is 14:37:15
3 performed automatically" -- T 37:18
4 A Sorry. One -- | want to do one nore 3.2
. 14: 37: 24
5 t hi ng.
14: 37: 36
6 Thank you. Go ahead. Paragraph 61.
14. 37: 36
7 Q Do you see the sentence that begins,
14: 37: 38
8 "Such a storing process is perforned
14: 37: 41
9 automatical ly"?
14: 37: 51
10 A Such a process. |'mlooking for the s 37-51
11 wor ds, such a process. 1 37 59
12 Q Such a storing process. 1: 37: 5
13 A "Such a storing process."” Ckay. 14- 37: 53
14 Q Ckay. Go ahead and read that 14: 37: 55
15 sentence to yourself. 14: 39: 43
16 Have you read the sentence, Dr. Lin? 14: 39: 46
17 A | have, yes. 14: 39: 47
18 Q Ckay. Is it your opinion that the 14: 39: 52
19 | storing you are referencing here is automatic 14: 39: 54
20 | because of who is performing it, the service 14 39:57
21 providers and platformversus a user, or is there 14 40:03
. - I
22 sonet hing else to your opinion that | %H&.ﬂl.sljséﬁ?yg(asm)
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1 MR. HERR. Cbjection, form 14:40:05
2 THE WTNESS: Okay. Can you ask 14: 40: 06
3 your question one nore tine, please? H43: 12
4 | BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 4315
. - _ 14: 43: 16
5 Q s it your opinion that the storing
] ) . 14:43: 20
6 you are referencing here is automati c because of
14. 43: 22
7 | who is performng it, the service providers and
14: 43: 26
8 pl atfornms versus a user?
14:43: 28
9 O is there sonmething else to your b 43: 29
10 | opinion that |I am m ssing? 1l 43: 30
11 MR. HERR: Sane objection. W 43 31
12 THE WTNESS: So, ny first answer is - 43: 35
13 yes, it is being automatically stored. 14- 43: 45
14 BY MR, MCCULLOUGH: 14- 43: 46
15 Q And is the basis of your saying that 14: 43: 48
16 it's automatic who is performng the storing? 14: 44: 04
17 A So, first of all, it is clear from 14: 44: 11
18 | the disclosure that the primary nunber and the 14:44:13
19 | secondary nunber are both automatically assigned. 14:44:18
20 And they are both automatically 14:44:20
21 assi gned and perfornmed by the service provider 4422
22 and the SLS platform 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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1 Q Dr. Lin, ny question was, is the 14: 4433
2 | basis for why you claimthis is automatic, is 14:44:31
3 | your basis who is performng the storing? i 44:40
4 MR. HERR:. (bj ection, asked and 44
14: 44: 48
5 answer ed.
14: 44: 48
6 THE WTNESS: Can you ask your
14: 44: 49
7 guestion one nore tine?
14: 44: 50
8 BY MR MCCULLOUGH:
14: 44: 52
9 . Is the basis for wh ou claimthis
Q yy 14: 44: 54
10 | is automatic, is your basis who is performng the b 44: 59
11 act of storing the data? 1 45: 03
12 MR. HERR: Sane objection. 14 45: 04
13 THE WTNESS: |Is the basis for the 14 45: 07
14 automatic storing about who is? 14: 45: 12
15 BY MR, MCCULLOUGH: 14: 45: 12
16 Q Yes. 14: 45; 13
17 A | don't understand the question. 14:45: 14
18 Sorry. 14: 45: 14
19 Q |'s that your basis for saying it is 14: 4516
20 | automatic? 44517
21 A | don't understand the question. T 45:20
22 So, maybe | can ask you to repeat it oggo_gﬂrDeEpo(%m)
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1 tinme. 14: 45: 23
2 Q What is your basis for saying that 14 45:23
3 | this storing occurs automatically? T 45:25
4 A So, the -- as | said in ny f:45:28
_ ) 14: 45: 34

5 decl aration, the primary nunber and the SLS
14: 45: 39
6 nunbers are automatically generated by the
14:45: 41
7 provi der and the SLS service provider.
14: 45: 44
8 So, this part is autonatic.
14:45: 49
9 And | think it is clear in

14: 46: 24
10 | Backhaus's disclosure that the primry nunber and 4 46: 97
11 | the SLS nunbers are both automatically provided - 46: 30
12 by the service provider and by the SLS provider. 14: 46: 35
13 | think it is clear fromthe 16: 46° 36
14 | disclosure that this information is stored in 14: 46: 39
15 thi s dat abase Tabl e 305. 14: 46° 43
16 And | think there is -- | think the, 14: 46: 46
17 | the storing of this table is done by a conputer 14: 46: 49
18 | program at the SLS platform 14: 46: 51
19 And, | think the SLS platformis 14:46: 55
20 | the -- is the entity that is providing that entry  1#46:59
21 to the -- or storing that association in the 14.47.03

22 | database tabl e. 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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1 Q So, is it your understanding that if 14: 47: 08
2 an action is performed by a conmputer program it 4112
3 is automatic? T 4714
4 MR. HERR:  (bj ection, outside of 4119
14: 47: 21

5 scope.
14: 47: 25
6 THE WTNESS: Yes. So, | think it
14. 47 27
7 is my opinion that a person of ordinary skil
14:47: 31
8 in the art readi ng Backhaus woul d have
14: 47: 33
9 understood that the primary nunber is

14: 47: 37
10 automatically generated or automatically b 47- 39
11 provi ded. 1 47 40
12 The secondary nunber, the SLS nunber - 47: 12
13 is also autonatical ly provided. - 47: 44
14 And this association is stored in 104: 47: 47
15 t he SLS dat abase and this association is 14: 47: 51
16 stored automatically. That is ny opinion. 14: 47: 56
17 | think further support is, if you 14:47:59
18 | ooked at Paragraph 44, which | cited to in 14: 48:03
19 the declaration, it talks about the, one of 14: 48:07
20 ordinary skill in the art would recognize 14:48:09
21 that the SLS nunmbers nmay be random and T 48:11

22 generate unrel ated to each other. 8’8&911?5&%0%3376)
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1 i s some exanpl es shown. 14:48: 14
2 And | think because the numbers are 14:48:16
3 bei ng automatically generated, | think a - 48: 17
4 person of skill in the art would have read 1 48:20
. . . 14: 48: 22
5 this disclosure as teaching that the
o ) . . 14: 48: 25
6 associ ation, which is automatic, would al so
14. 48: 28
7 be automatically stored in the SLS dat abase.
14: 48: 45
8 BY MR MCCULLOUGH:
14: 48: 45
9 Q Al right. Turn to Page 46. b 48: 49
10 A Page 46 of what? b 48: 51
11 Q O your decl aration. 1 48: 52
12 A O ny decl aration? 14 48: 54
13 Q  Yes. 14: 48: 55
14 A Thank you. | amthere. Thank you. 14: 49: 03
15 Q Okay. So, Limtation 1B requires 14: 49: 06
16 "Automatically transmtting information that 14: 49: 10
17 i ndi cates an access tel ephone nunber to the 14:49: 12
18 | nobile device via a data channel." 14:49:15
19 Correct ? 14: 49: 16
20 A. That is what is witten, yes. 14:48:21
21 Q And for the transmtting via the 1. 49:29
22 data channel, you have two theories of 88(9%_1?5&&) (3376)
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1 | limitationis met. Correct? 14: 49: 32
2 A. | described the first way and the 14:49:35
3 second way, that's correct. i 49: 38
4 Q Ckay. So let's turn to t: 49:39
. . . 14: 49: 42
5 Par agraph 68, which is your first way.
14: 49: 50
6 A Go ahead.
14: 49: 51
7 Q So, in your first way you were
14: 49: 55
8 relying on a third party making a call to the
14: 49: 57
9 subscriber -- to the subscriber's SLS nunber.
14: 50: 04
10 And then the relationship nunber is 1l 50: 06
11 provided in the calling party field of the call 1 50° 09
12 that is transmtted to the handset. |Is that 14 50 12
13 correct? 14 50: 12
14 A So, when a caller is calling an SLS 14: 50: 39
15 subscri ber, to the SLS nunber, the call would go 14: 50: 46
16 to the SLS platform 14: 50: 49
17 And in the SLS platform there would 14: 50: 53
18 | be a relationship nunmber associated with this 14: 50: 58
19 | calling third party. 14:51: 01
20 And Backhaus teaches that the -- 14:51:04
21 fromthe SLS platformto the subscriber, it wll 14:51.09
22 send a specially encoded nessage t hat %8&51%'.5&0(3376)
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1 | both the relationship nunber as well as the 14:51:12
2 | actual primary nunber of the calling third party. 14:51:15
3 So, it is sending a nessage that oLt
. . . . . . 14:51: 21
4 contains this conbination of information.
. 14.51: 27
5 The Backhaus teaches this
_ _ . _ _ 14: 51: 30
6 rel ati onshi p nunber, which is the cl ai maccess
14:51: 33
7 | tel ephone nunber, and to the nobile device is the
14:51: 38
8 subscri ber.
14:51: 40
9 And the SLS platformwi |l send this
14:51: 44
10 encoded nessage that contains both the 14 51: 50
11 rel ati onshi p nunber and the actual primry nunber 151 52
12 of the calling third party. 14:51: 53
13 And as | further explain in later 14: 51: 59
14 | paragraphs that Backhaus teaches that this can be 14:52: 04
15 sent over a data channel, for exanple, an 14: 52: 08
16 | P-based data channel . 14:52: 10
17 Q So, if you |l ook at what you have 14.52:17
18 | bol ded in Paragraph 68, the rel ationship nunber 14:52: 21
19 | will be put in what Backhaus describes as, 14:52: 24
20 | "calling party field of the call.” Correct? 14:52: 30
21 A Well, | think specifically what | 14:52:32
22 wote here is that the, the SLS pl atfo%ga_ﬂll_dEpo(%m)
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1 | send a specially encoded nessage for the SLS 14:52:40
2 | phone app running on SLS nodul e 105. 14:52: 43
3 | am specifically tal king about M 52:47
e . 14:52: 49
4 | specifically -- especially encoded nessage from
14: 52: 52
5 the SLS platformto the SLS subscriber, which is
) . ) 14: 52: 56
6 the cl ai m nobil e device.
14: 52: 58
7 And this information that is being
14:53: 00
8 sent, or this data that is being sent, contains
14:53: 02
9 both the rel ationship nunber as well as the
14:53: 06
10 | actual primary nunber of the calling third party. 53 10
11 Q And what Backhaus states about this 153 12
12 specially encoded nessage is that it is included 153 15
13 in the calling party field of the call. Correct? 14 53: 17
14 A So, | think first I want to repeat 14: 53: 24
15 t he answer, which is Backhaus clearly teaches 14: 53: 28
16 that the specially encoded nessage contains both 14:53: 31
17 | the relationship nunber and the actual primary 14:53: 34
18 | nunber of the calling third party. 14:53: 36
19 And so as | said the Backhaus notion  1f53:40
20 | of acall is a bit broader. And so in this 145347
21 calling party field, which is in, again, this 14: 5349
22 specially encoded nessage, it contains 86&?11?6’&0 (3376)
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1 | pieces of data. 14: 5352
2 Q So, you agree that the specially 14:53:55
3 encoded nessage you are relying onis in the T 53:57
. . :54: 00

4 calling party field of the call. Correct? 54
. . 14: 54: 01
5 MR. HERR: (bj ection, asked and
14: 54: 02
6 answer ed.
14: 54: 55
7 THE WTNESS: So, | think if you

14: 54: 56
8 | ook at my Paragraphs 68 through 70, | think e 55: 00
9 | expl ai ned ny opinion. s o1
10 And ny opinion, again, is that there 1l 55: 04
11 is this specially encoded nessage that 1 55: 06
12 contains the relationship nunber as well as 14 55: 08
13 the actual tel ephone nunber of the calling 18- 55: 10
14 third party. 14: 55: 10
15 And | think later on | explain in, 14: 55: 16
16 i n Paragraph 69 that Backhaus discl oses 14: 55: 20
17 comuni cati on protocols, including |IP-based 14:55: 23
18 communi cati ons, which may be used for 14:55:25
19 communi cating this kind of information. 14:55:21
20 So, in my opinion, the Backhaus 14:55:32
21 di scl osures teaches this limtation with the T 55: 36

22 nobi | e device being the subscriber ,80&,&}1%&&;(3376)
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1 access number being the rel ationship nunber. 14:55: 38
2 And with the, with the, with the 14:55:40
3 information transmtted containing the 14:55:44
4 rel ati onshi p nunber and the actual third I 55: 46
. ) 14: 55: 50
5 party through sonething |ike an | P-based
) ) ) ) 14:55: 52
6 comuni cation which is a data channel .
14: 55: 57
7 BY MR MCCULLOUGH:
14: 55: 58
8 Q The phrase that Backhaus uses in
14: 56: 01
9 Par agraph 55, which you quote in Paragraph 68 of 56 03
10 our declaration, is callin arty field of the
you Hon. | 'ng party T 14: 56: 05
?
11 call. Correct? 1 56: 08
12 A Par agraph 55, did you say? 14:56: 11
13 Q Yes. \Which you have quoted in 156 17
14 | Paragraph 68 of your declaration. 14: 56: 21
15 A. Yeah, so again, let nme see which -- 14: 56: 24
16 where ny cite is. 14: 56: 45
17 Ckay. So, what is your question? 14:56: 48
18 Q The special ly encoded message t hat 14: 56: 51
19 | you are relying on is part of what Backhaus 1456155
20 | describes as the calling party field of the call. 1#: 56 57
21 | Correct? i 56: 58
22 A So, first of all, again a%oé.zﬂ%&o&sm)
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1 | earlier, | think Backhaus's notion of a call is 14:57:01
2 | broader. That is ny first point. 14:57:04
3 The second point is that | think the k5706
. . . 14. 57: 09

4 paragraph is very clear in explaining that the
. . . 14:57: 13
5 encoded nessage contains quite a bit of
_ . 14:57: 17
6 i nfornmati on.
14:57: 17
7 It contains the relationship nunber.
14:57: 20
8 It contains the actual tel ephone nunber of the
14:57: 24
9 calling third party.

g P y 14: 57: 25
10 And, so, | think this kind of 1l 57- 29
11 comruni cati on Backhaus has taught -- or Backhaus 5733
12 teaches that this kind of conmunication can - 57 36
13 occur, can be an | P-based comruni cati on. 14: 57: 40
14 So, therefore, |I think a person of 14: 57: 42
15 ordinary skill in the art would understand that 14: 57: 43
16 this data would be transmtted over a data 14: 57: 47
17 channel . 14: 57: 50
18 Q | f the subscriber's phone is using a 14:57: 54
19 | CDVA network, the calling party field of the call 14: 57: 58
20 | would be transnmitted over CDMA, correct? 14:58: 03
21 MR, HERR: (bj ection, outside of i 58: 06

22 SCOope. 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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1 THE W TNESS: Again, the passage 14: 58: 06
2 here is very clear that the specially encoded 19809
3 nessage contains a relationship nunber and f:56: 14
4 the actual third party calling nunber. . 58: 15
. . . 14:58: 18
5 And so, that is the information that
) ) ) 14:58: 20
6 is being transmtted.
14:58: 25
7 BY MR MCCULLOUGH:
14: 58: 25
8 Q Dr. Lin, ny question was
14: 58: 26
9 specifically about when the subscriber is using a b 58: 29
10 CDVA network, is the calling party field of the 1l 58: 39
11 call, referenced in Backhaus, is that transnmtted 1 58: 36
12 over a CDMA network? 14: 58: 39
13 MR. HERR: (bjection. Qutside of 14 58: 41
14 scope. Asked and answer ed. 14: 58: 42
15 THE W TNESS: Can you repeat that 14: 58: 44
16 guestion one nore tine? 14: 58: 45
17 BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 14: 58: 46
18 Q If the subscriber is using a CDVA 14:58: 49
19 | network for their nobile phone, is the calling 14: 58: 52
20 | party field of the call, referenced in Backhaus, 1#: 58: 56
21 will that be transmtted to the subscriber's 14 58: 59
CDIVA?
22 phone over ' 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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1 MR HERR  Objection, outside of 14:59: 04
2 scope. Asked and answered. 14:59: 05
3 THE W TNESS: So, like | said, ffh 59: 08
14:59: 11
4 t he Backhaus, and | assune that he was
. . . 14:59: 12
5 careful when he chose his words, in this
o ] 14:59: 15
6 par agraph specifically tal ks about this
14. 59: 17
7 speci ally encoded nessage contai ning two
14:59: 20
8 pi eces of data. One is the relationship
14:59: 21
9 nunber and the other one is the third party
14: 59: 24
10 cal l i ng nunber. 1l 59: 95
11 And so, that is data that, that 1 59: 31
12 Backhaus say that can be done over an 1 59: 34
13 | P- based conmuni cati on. 14: 59: 36
14 MR MCCULLOUGH: (nj ecti on, 14: 59: 37
15 nonr esponsi ve. 14: 59: 37
16 BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 14: 59; 38
17 Q Dr. Lin, nmy question was about when 14:59: 41
18 | the subscriber is using a COMA network. Do you 14:59: 44
19 | understand that? 14:59: 44
20 MR. HERR. Obj ection, outside of 14:59:46
21 scope. Asked and answered. T 5941
22 THE W TNESS: Yeah, so | %Bé.?ﬁ’.DéPO(%m)
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1 think | analyze certain enbodinments in my, in 14:59:49
2 my declarations. | apply certain teachings 14:59:55
3 from Backhaus to discl osure. 15:00:00
4 | suppose in this situation you 1F: 00: 05
) i 15:00: 07

5 descri be, you know, | would need to think
_ _ 15: 00: 10
6 about it and analyze it nore.
15:00: 11
7 | didn't, | didn't provide an
15:00: 13
8 opi ni on about CDVA. And | can certainly do
15:00: 16
9 that, but not within the, you know, the

15:00: 21
10 wi ndow of this call. {5 00: 25
11 BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 1 00: 25
12 Q Backhaus never describes using both 15: 00: 29
13 | P and CDVA for transm ssion of a single call. 15: 00: 34
14 | Correct? 15: 00: 35
15 MR. HERR: (bjection, outside of 15: 00: 37
16 scope. Objection, form 15: 00: 39
17 THE W TNESS: Again, | don't 15: 00: 42
18 understand the question. | have already said 15: 00: 46
19 that the specially encoded nmessage here 15:00: 50
20 contai ns several pieces of information. 15:00:53
21 And | have already said that 15 00:55

22 Backhaus clearly teaches that tran%BraElsll_DoEr&,OoS?’?S)
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1 information like this, as well as other data 15: 00: 58
2 items that are covered in other linitations, 15:01: 02
3 that it can be sent over an | P-based channel, 19 01:05
4 anong ot her data channel s. p-01:10
. . 16:01: 11
5 So, | don't see where the issue is.
15: 01: 16
6 BY MR MCCULLOUGH:
15:01: 16
7 Q Does Backhaus ever describe using
15:01: 18
8 both I P and CDVA for transm ssion of a single
16: 01: 22
9 call ?
15:01: 24
10 MR HERR  Sane obj ections. 1E: 01: 95
11 THE WTNESS: So, the, again, | 15: 01: 28
12 think -- give ne a nonent, please. 15: 02: 43
13 So, again, | want to repeat that, 15: 02 45
14 you know, there is a specially encoded 15: 02: 48
15 nessage that gets sent that contains certain 15: 02: 51
16 pi eces of information. 15: 02: 52
17 Backhaus, for exanple, in the 15: 02: 55
18 abstract and in Paragraph 30 tal k about the 15: 02: 58
19 terms, call and comunication, in a way 15:03:01
20 that -- in away that is not linmted to a 15:03:09
. .. , 15: 03: 13
21 voi ce transm ssion, a text nessage, a video
22 nessage, a page. 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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1 So, what Backhaus refers to as a 15:03:14
2 call is broader than just a voice part of the  P-0318
3 cal | . 15:03: 21
4 And, and | don't see any 1p:03:21
. . .. 15:03: 25
5 contradiction in ny opinion that says that
15: 03: 26
6 Backhaus contenpl ates that the call can be
15: 03: 32
7 broad, including sending nessages.
15: 03: 33
8 And t he specially encoded nessage,
15: 03: 36
9 agai n, contains several fields, severa
15: 03: 40
10 pi eces of information. And Backhaus 1E: 03: 41
11 el sewhere tal ks about transm ssion of this 15: 03: 47
12 i nformati on over | P-based comruni cati ons. 15: 03: 49
13 And so nmy opinion is that a person 15 03: 51
14 of skill in the art would have understood 15: 03: 53
15 that that is a data channel. 15: 03: 58
16 MR, MCCULLOUGH: (bjection, 15: 03: 58
17 nonr esponsi ve. 15: 04: 00
18 | BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 15:04: 00
19 Q You agree that Backhaus never 15: 04: 02
20 | describes a specific exanple of using both IP and 10405
21 CDVA for transm ssion of a single call. Correct? 15:04: 11
22 MR. HERR: (bj ection, aSk%go.fﬂ%EPo (3376)
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1 answered. Qutside of scope. 15:04:13
2 THE WTNESS: So, | think the 1p- 04 22
3 Backhaus clearly, when it describes Tp: 04: 24
. . . 15: 04: 26

4 comuni cation 125, lists the nunber of
15: 04: 29
5 networ ks that can be used.
15: 04: 31
6 BY MR MCCULLOUGH:
15: 04: 31
7 Q Does Backhaus ever describe the
15: 04: 34
8 speci fic exanple of using both IP and CDVA for b o437
9 transm ssion of a single call, yes or no?

15: 04: 42
10 MR. HERR:. (bj ection, asked and 1: 04: 43
11 answer ed. 15 04: 43
12 THE WTNESS: So, | think | want to 15: 04: 47
13 go back to what | said earlier, | did 15: 04: 49
14 not performany analysis -- 15: 04: 51
15 BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 15: 04: 52
16 Q Dr. Lin, it is a yes or no question. 15: 04: 53
17 Does Backhaus ever describe a 15:04: 56
18 | specific exanple of using both IP and CDVA for 15:05: 01
19 | transmnission of a single call, yes or no? 15: 05: 04
20 MR. HERR. bjection, form Asked 15:05: 05
21 and answer ed. 15: 05: 05

22 THE W TNESS: Yeah, so | %Bé.?ﬁ.dEPO(%?ﬁ)
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1 repeat ny answer which is -- 15:05: 08
2 | BY MR MCCULLOUGH 15:05:09
3 Q Dr. Lin, please answer the question 15:05:10
4 | yes or no. This is not a difficult question. 1p: 05:11
15:05: 14
5 You do not get to answer whatever
_ 15: 05: 16
6 you want. You have to answer the question that
15: 05: 18
7 " mactual |y asking.
15:05:19
8 Does Backhaus ever describe a
16: 05: 23
9 specific exanple of a --
P P 15:05: 24
10 MR. HERR: You have to let him {5 05: %
11 finish his answer. 15: 05: 28
12 MR, MCCULLOUGH: He is not answering 15: 05: 30
13 the question. He is not answering the 15: 05: 31
14 guesti on. 16: 05: 32
15 MR. HERR: He was trying. 15: 05 33
16 MR, MCCULLOUGH: No, he wasn't. 15: 05: 34
17 MR HERR  You keep interrupting 16: 05: 35
18 him 15: 05: 36
19 MR MCCULLOUGH  Counsel -- 15:05:37
20 MR. HERR  You keep interrupting 15:05:38
21 hi m 15: 05: 38
22 MR, MCCULLOUGH. Counsel, 85&%1.6&’0 (3376)
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1 not appropriate. Let me ask my question. 15:05:39
2 Dr. Lin needs to answer the question that | 15:05: 39
3 asked. 15: 05: 39
4 | BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 1p:05:39
. ) 15: 05: 46

5 Q Dr. Lin, does Backhaus ever describe
o ) 16: 05: 47
6 a specific exanple of using both IP and CDVA for
15: 05: 51
7 transm ssion of a single call? Yes or no?
15: 05: 55
8 MR. HERR:  (bj ection, outside of
16: 05: 57
9 scope. And asked and answer ed.

15: 05: 59
10 THE WTNESS: So again, | provide a 15: 06: 11
11 di scl osure -- 15: 06 11
12 BY MR, MCCULLOUGH: 15: 06: 12
13 Q No, Dr. Lin, |I'm not gOI ng to | et 15: 06 14
14 | you filibuster and say whatever you want at this 15: 06: 17
15 deposition. | have asked you a yes or no 15: 06: 19
16 question. You need to answer the question. 15: 06: 20
17 MR HERR  Counsel, you just 15:06: 22
18 interrupted him 15: 06: 23
19 MR MCCULLOUGH He is not answering — 1p:06:24
20 the question. | have asked a yes or no 15:06: 26
21 guestion. He can answer yes or no. 1p: 06: 21

22 He is not entitled to pr O‘ébé?&fBEbo (3376)
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1 opi ni on on whatever he feels |ike. 15 06: 29
2 The question is a yes or no 15:06: 31
3 guestion. He can answer it. 1p: 06: 32
4 MR. HERR: He was providing his 1p: 06: 35
. : 15: 06: 37
5 answer -- his responses, his answer. And you
] ] . 15: 06: 40
6 can keep asking himthe sanme questions.
15: 06: 43
7 MR, MCCULLOUGH: His answer is
15: 06: 44
8 ei ther yes or no, and he won't say yes or no.
15: 06: 46
9 | amentitled to a yes or no answer.
15: 06: 49
10 MR HERR: | don't think you are 1E: 06: 50
11 entitled to anything. 15: 06: 51
12 MR, MCCULLOUGH: Well, | disagree. 15: 06: 53
13 And | think this conduct by Dr. Linin this 15: 06: 56
14 deposition is entirely inappropriate. 15: 06: 59
15 MR, HERR: | disagree. | disagree. 15: 07: 02
16 BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 15: 07: 02
17 Q Dr. Lin -- 15: 07: 03
18 MR. HERR  You keep, you keep 15:07:05
19 cutting himoff. 15:07: 06
20 MR. MCCULLOUGH M question is a 15:07:07
21 yes or no question. There is nothing nore to 15 07: 10
22 my question. If | want an expl anateb(%l’l.dEPO(%m)
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1 will ask himfor an explanation after he says 15:07:12
2 yes or no. 16: 07: 14
3 But he can't refuse to answer the tp:07: 14
4 gquestion. He has to give ne the yes or no. 017
: 15:07:19
5 MR, HERR: He did not refuse to
_ . 16: 07: 22
6 answer the question. He did try to answer
15:07: 23
7 t he question but you keep cutting himoff.
16: 07: 24
8 MR, MCCULLOUGH: Whiere did he say
16: 07: 25
9 yes or no? Can you point nme anywhere in this
15:07: 28
10 transcript where he said yes or no to that 1: 07- 30
i on?
11 question? No. 15 07 33
12 BY MR, MCCULLOUGH: 15: 07: 33
13 Q Dr. Lin, does Backhaus ever describe 15: 07: 37
14 | a specific exanple of using both IP and CDVA for 15: 07: 42
15 the transm ssion of a single call? Yes or no? 15: 07: 44
16 MR. HERR: (bjection. Sane 15: 07: 45
17 obj ections. Asked and answered. 15:07: 47
18 THE WTNESS: So, first of all, | 15:07: 48
19 don't think your question can be answered 15:07:51
20 with a yes or no. So | amentitled to answer 15:07:53
21 the question -- I'"'mentitled to give you an 1p: 07: 53
22 answer. 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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BY MR MCCULLOUGH
Q Ckay. Wiy can't the question be
answered yes or no?
A Vell --

MR. HERR: (bjection, form

THE WTNESS: | believe | have
al ready answered your question. So, Backhaus
al ready tal ked about using |P-based
conmuni cat i on.

Let ne finish nmy answer before you
junp in.

Backhaus teaches or discl oses using
| P-based conmuni cations which is clearly a
data channel for using the IP network to pass
dat a.

| think, | didn't analyze
specifically COMA. As | said earlier, | did
not .

If you would like ne to analyze it,
| can do it afterwards, but not within the

wi ndow of this call.

So, | think Backhaus clear]y, falks (3376)
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1 about using IP as communication. | think 15:08: 44
2 Backhaus clearly tal ks about a call being 15:08: 48
3 broader including sendi ng nessages in 1p: 08: 50
4 addition to sendi ng voi ce. 1p: 08: 53
_ 16: 08: 54

5 And | think the passage that |
. _ 15: 08: 56
6 guoted is very clear that there is a
15: 08: 58
7 speci ally encoded nessage that contains
15: 09: 01
8 several pieces of information.
15: 09: 05
9 BY MR MCCULLOUGH
15: 09: 05
10 . You cannot identify a single exanple
Q y g P 16: 09: 08
11 I n Backhaus that uses |IP and CDMA for the 15: 09: 14
12 transm ssion of a single call, correct? 15: 09: 15
13 MR. HERR:  (bj ection, outside of 15: 09: 16
14 scope. 15: 09: 17
15 THE W TNESS: Again, | don't 15: 10: 39
16 bel i eve, unless you can show ne ot herw se, | 15: 10: 42
17 don't believe | have offered an opinion about 15:10: 44
18 Backhaus with respect to CDVA 15:10: 53
19 | BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 15:10: 54
20 Q So, you cannot identify a single 15:10:56
21 exanpl e of Backhaus that uses |IP and CDVA for the 15: 1101
.. . o
22 transm ssion of a single call, correctBOQZMLDEPO(KN6)
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1 MR. HERR: (bjection, asked and 15:11:03
2 answered. Qutside the scope. 15:11:05
_ 15:11: 06
3 THE WTNESS: | have not anal yzed
. . . 16: 11: 07
4 CDMA in ny opinion. It is not an exanple, an
_ _ 165:11: 08
5 enbodi nent that | explained.
_ _ 15:11: 09
6 | applied the teaching of Backhaus
15:11: 12
7 to explain the limtation. And | don't
16:11: 15
8 believe that | have offered an opini on about
16:11: 17
9 | P and CDMA.
15:11: 19
10 Pl ease point out tonme if I did 15 11 29
11 ot herw se. 1511 22
12 BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 15:11: 22
13 Q You cannot identify a single exanple 15: 11: 24
14 | in Backhaus that uses IP and GSM for the 15: 11: 27
15 transm ssion of a single call, correct? 15: 11: 30
16 MR. HERR:  (bj ection, outside of 15:11: 31
17 scope. 15:11: 34
18 THE WTNESS: Again, | don't believe 15:11:41
19 that | have offered opinions in '585 with 15:11:44
20 respect to a CDVA or GSM 15:11:47
21 | BY MR MOCULLOUGH: Tp: 1147
- , -
22 Q Not specific to the '585, 88&{1%0&'30 (3376)
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1 | All of the patents, you have not offered any 15:11:50
2 | exanple in Backhaus that uses |IP and GSM for a 15:11:33
3 single -- for transmission of a single call, 1p: 11:56
4 correct? 1p: 12:00
) 16:12: 01

5 A You woul d have to give ne a nonent
_ _ 15: 12: 04
6 to look through. | think there are certain
15: 12: 06
7 limtations that recite specifically CDVA and
16:12: 10
8 GSM And | -- it is not in the '585.

15:12:12
9 | am happy to go to the patent and & 19:15
10 | tothe limtations that recites specifically GSM 5 1918
11 and CDMA, and | woul d be happy to answer your 15 12: 21
12 questions there. 15:12: 21
13 Q Dr. Lin, I'"masking you about the 15:12: 23
14 | disclosure of Backhaus. |'m not asking you about 151 12: 25
15 the clains that are being chall enged. 15:12: 27
16 My question is, can you identify an 165:12: 30
17 exanpl e in Backhaus that uses |IP and GSM f or 15:12: 34
18 | transnmission of a single call, yes or no? 15:12:38
19 MR HERR  Objection. Qutside of 15:12: 40
20 scope. Asked and answered. 15:12:42
21 THE WTNESS: So, sitting here right  Pi&%

22 now, | don't recall whether BaCkhaléSO.?lal.sDE%O(3376)
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1 di scussion of IP and CDMA. 15:12: 48
2 | am | ooki ng through it right now 15:12:50
3 and | don't see it. 91253
4 | BY MR MOCULLOUGH pr12:54
15: 12: 54
5 Q kay.
_ _ 16:12: 55
6 A But again, | didn't analyze the --
15: 12: 57
7 with respect to the '585, GSM or CDMA.
16:13: 01
8 And for the limtations in the
15: 13: 03
9 patents that involve Iimtations that recite GSM 1307
10 and CDMA, | would be happy to tal k about them 1: 13: 09
11 Q Can you identify a single exanple in 1513 12
12 Backhaus that uses IP and 3G for transm ssion of 15: 13 15
13 a single call? Yes or no? 15:13: 18
14 MR. HERR  (njection, outside of 15: 13: 20
15 scope. 16:13: 21
16 THE WTNESS: So, again as | 15:13: 23
17 expl ai ned in my declaration, in Backhaus, the 16:13: 27
18 notion of a call is broader. And the 15:13:30
19 Backhaus clearly explains that IP can be used  1p13:35
20 as a data channel . 15:13:37
21 And the exanple that | explained to 15 13:40
22 you is that there is a specially e%&gﬁ%Epo (3376)
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1 message that contains several pieces of 15:13: 42
2 i nf or mati on. 15:13:45
3 And it is ny opinion that a person Tp: 13:46
. . . . 16:13:51
4 of ordinary skill in the art readi ng Backhaus
. 15: 13: 54
5 woul d have understood that, you know, certain
15: 13: 56
6 information like this specially encoded
15: 13: 59
7 nessage woul d be sent over a data channel.
15: 14: 03
8 BY MR MCCULLOUGH
15: 14: 03
9 Q Can you identify any specific - 14: 06
10 | exanple in Backhaus where Backhaus descri bes 1: 14: 09
11 usi ng both I P and anot her protocol for 15 14 12
12 transm ssion of a single call? Yes or no? 15: 14: 17
13 A. Yeah, so | nean, | think -- let's go 15: 14: 24
14 | to Paragraph 69 and let's read what | said. 15: 14: 28
15 I n Paragraph 69 of ny declaration, I 15: 14: 32
16 sai d, "Backhaus di scloses that conmunicati on 165: 14: 35
17 protocol s, including |IP-based comuni cati ons, 15: 14: 41
18 | ('data channel') may be used for establishing the 15:14: 46
19 | rel ationship between various nunbers and 15:14: 47
20 | associated databases as descri bed above. " 15:14:50
21 And | cite to Paragraph 73 that 5. 14:53
22 says, "Such channels can be used in SeteBé.QﬂﬁH?DO(%?ﬁ)
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1 | the rel ationship databases sharing information 15: 14155
2 | between the SLS nodule, which is on the phone, 15:14: 58
3 and the SLS platforminitiating voice 19 15:01
4 comuni cation fromthe subscriber TD to the SLS 1p: 16: 03
15: 15: 08
5 platform™"
_ _ 15: 15: 08
6 So, Backhaus in totality tal ks about
15:15: 11
7 all of these things.
15: 15: 12
8 And it is all in the context of
15: 15: 14
9 maki ng cal | s.
15: 15: 15
10 So, a person of skill in the art 1E: 15: 15
11 woul d understand that the, that the transm ssion 15 15 21
12 of this specially encoded nessage is -- Backhaus 15: 15: 26
13 | teaches that |P-based communications is a way for 15: 15: 30
14 | passing this encoded nessage. 15: 15: 33
15 MR, MCCULLOUGH: (Qnj ection, 15: 15 34
16 nonr esponsi ve. 15: 15: 35
17 BY MR, MCCULLOUGH: 16: 15: 35
18 Q My question is about whether 15:15:37
19 | Backhaus, for a single call, ever described using 11540
20 | both I P and any other protocol. For a single 15:15:43
21 cal | . 15: 15: 45
22 MR. HERR:  (bj ecti on. Asléggzﬁqﬂzpo (3376)
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answer ed. 15:15: 47
THE WTNESS: So, ny answer is the 15:15:47
. . 15:15:51
same. My answer is the concept of a call in
Backhaus i ncludes the exchange of this type 1p: 15: 96
. . . . 15:16: 01
of information, |ike the specially encoded
_ _ . 15: 16: 05
nmessage, |ike the data comuni cations for the
15:16: 07
SLS platformto get a rel ationship nunber.
15: 16: 10
And we can tal k about the second way
15:16: 13
which is the same -- | nean which is another
15: 16: 15
way.
4 15: 16: 15
But Backhaus clearly tal ks about 15 16: 17
usi ng data comruni cations, both in the first 15: 16: 20
way and the second way. And it clearly talks 15:16' 23
about that, that it can be using various 15: 16: 30
prot ocol s including |IP-based conmmuni cati ons 15 16° 33
as a data channel . 15: 16: 34
And so, | think a person of skill in 16: 16: 37
the art would understand that that is what is 15:16: 40
bei ng taught . 15:16:40
| think you are asking me whet her 15:16: 42
there is a single sentence with those two 1p:16: 44
words together. 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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1 MR, MCCULLOUGH:  Obj ecti on. 15:16:48
2 Nonr esponsi ve. 15:16: 48
3 | BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 1p: 16: 49
4 Q Can you answer this question yes or 1p: 16:50
. . 15: 16: 51
5 no; does Backhaus ever describe a specific
15: 16: 55
6 exanpl e of using both IP and any ot her protocol
15:17:00
7 | for transm ssion of a single call?
16:17: 04
8 MR. HERR: (bjection, form
16: 17: 06
9 (bj ection, asked and answered.
15:17: 07
10 THE WTNESS: In ny opinion, the two 15 17 09
11 ways that | have described, describes this 151713
12 data conmuni cati ons. 15 17: 14
13 My opinion is expressed in ny 15: 17: 16
14 declaration. It is nmy opinion that for these 15: 17: 19
15 calls in the first way and second way that | 15: 17: 23
16 descri be, data comruni cations occur. 15:17: 25
17 And t he data conmmuni cations as 15:17: 21
18 Backhaus describes, |P-based is one of the 15:17:30
19 net hods that can be used. So, that is my 15:17:32
20 answer . 16:17: 34
21 | BY MR MOCULLOUGH 1p:17:35
22 Q Are you unable to answer tBB&le.DEPO(%m)
EsquireSolutions.com

2 ESQUIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

FLYPSI, INC. IPR2023-00359 Ex. 2009, p. 143 of 249



BILL LIN, PH.D. October 12, 2023

GOOGLE LLC vs FLYPSI, INC. 144
1 | question yes or no of whether Backhaus describes 15:17: 36
2 | a specific exanple of using both IP and any ot her 15:17:39
3 protocol for transm ssion of a single call? fp:17:43
4 MR. HERR: (bjection, form 41
) i 15: 17: 48

5 (bj ection, asked and answer ed.
_ _ 16:17:53
6 THE WTNESS: So, | believe in ny
15: 17: 54
7 declaration | provided two ways of how
16: 17: 57
8 Backhaus teaches this.

16:17: 58
9 | can repeat the answer. But if you 1801
10 | ook at ny declaration, you |ook at the 1E: 18: 03
11 par agraphs, | have expl ai ned how Backhaus 15 18: 05
12 t eaches these concepts. 15: 18: 06
13 And it is very clear to ne, and it 15: 18: 10
14 is ny opinion, that in reading Backhaus in 15: 18: 13
15 both ways there is a data communi cati on that 15: 18: 16
16 occurs. 15: 18: 17
17 And it is very clear that a person 15:18:19
18 of ordinary skill in the art reading Backhaus 15:18:22
19 woul d have understood that |P-based 15:18:23
20 comuni cation is one of the ways to inplenent 15:18: 26
21 t hose data communi cati ons. b 18:21

22 BY MR MoCULLOUGH 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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1 Q So, you are not able to answer that 15:18: 27
2 | question yes or no. |Is that your testinony? 15:18:29
3 MR. HERR: (bjection, form p: 18:31
4 THE WTNESS: That is not ny 1p:18: 33
_ 15: 18: 34
5 t esti nony.
_ . 15: 18: 35
6 MR, HERR: (bjection to form
15:18: 35
7 BY MR MCCULLOUGH:
15: 18: 36
8 Q Then what is the answer, yes or no?
16:18: 37
9 A It is not a yes or no question. | - 18: 40
10 gave you the answer over and over again. 1: 18: 42
11 Q So, you are not able to answer yes 15 18: 43
12 or no. That is your testinony? 15: 18: 45
13 MR. HERR: (nbjection, form 15: 18: 47
14 Obj ection, asked and answer ed. 15: 18: 49
15 THE WTNESS: Yeah, | think -- 15: 18: 51
16 BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 15: 18; 51
17 Q Ckay, let's nove on. 15: 18: 54
18 A ' msorry? 15:18:55
19 Q We are going to nove on then. 15:18:57
20 Par agr aph 69 of your report. This 15:19:04
21 IS where you are cl aimng Backhaus di scl oses 15 19: 10
' ?
22 using | P, correct?” 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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1 A. | think this is one of the places 15:19:15
2 | where | explainit, yes. 15:19:17
3 Q And the only cite that you provide 1p:19:21
4 | for that is Paragraph 74 of Backhaus, correct? 1p: 19: 30
) i 15:19: 38
5 MR. HERR: (bjection, form
165: 19: 58
6 BY MR MCCULLOUGH:
15:19: 59
7 Q Strike that.
15:20: 00
8 The only cite that you provide for b 20: 02
9 supporting your opinion that Backhaus can use IP - 20: 07
10 | is Paragraph 72 and 73 of Backhaus, correct? 5 20: 11
11 MR. HERR: Sane objections. 15: 20 34
12 THE WTNESS: | think in | ooking at 15: 20: 36
13 Par agraphs 69 and 70, it cites to 72, 73, and 15: 20" 46
14 it also cites to 74. 15: 20: 48
15 G ve ne a nonent. 15: 20: 59
16 BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 15: 20: 59
17 Q Where do you cite 74 as show ng that 16: 21: 02
18 | Backhaus can use |P? 15:21: 05
19 A. Gve ne a monent. So, | cited to 15:21:33
20 | 72, 73, which is quoted in ny -- with quotes in 15:21:35
21 ny -- in cites in ny declaration. 1p: 2140
22 Par agraphs 73 -- 72 and 7%08£11.DEPO(3376)
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1 | Backhaus tal ks about different forns of data 15:21:43
2 | comunications. And it talks about the, for 15:21:46
3 exanple, in 73, "It is envisioned that an p: 21:50
4 | P-based interaction over the TD s data service Ip:21:52
. 15: 21: 57
5 may be used for sone enbodi nents."”
_ o 16:21:59
6 So, yes, | cited it in these two
15: 22: 01
7 par agr aphs.
16:22: 11
8 Q Okay. So Paragraph 72 is about
16: 22: 20
9 transm ssions fromthe SLS nodul e on the term nal - 99: 3
?
10 | to the SLS platform Correct? 1: 99 95
11 A | think that cite 73 is the one that 15 23: 06
12 | -- is the one that | cited to in both 15: 23: 15
13 | Paragraphs 60 and 70, and it clearly tal ks about 15: 23: 18
14 | transm ssion of nessages. 15: 23: 20
15 And it says that it is -- you know, 15: 23: 23
16 that something is not neant to be limted to the 16: 23: 27
17 | type of comunication protocol. And then it 15:23:30
18 | lists exanples of several of them including SVS 15: 23: 34
19 | and MVB, as different ways of comunicating data 15:23: 38
20 | messages. 15:23: 38
21 And then it says, "It is envisioned 15 2341
22 that an | P-based interaction over the E%.Ellq:?éP% (3376)
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1 | service may be used by sone enbodi nents." 15:23: 44
2 Q Ckay. M question, Dr. Lin, was 15:23:50
3 about Paragraph 72. Paragraph 72 descri bes 1p: 23:52
4 | conmunications fromthe nodule to the platform 1p: 23:55
15: 23: 58

5 Correct?
_ _ 16: 23: 59
6 A The -- it tal ks about the certain
15:24: 19
7 enbodi nents of an SLS nodul e may communi cate with
15: 24: 23
8 an SLS platform
16: 24: 24
9 Q Par agraph 72 never descri bes
15: 24: 27
10 | communications fromthe platformto the nodul e, 1: 24: 29
?

11 correct? 15 24 31
12 A No. | think | read it as -- | think 15: 26: 27
13 | read Paragraph 72 as tal king about SLS nodul e 15: 26: 32
14 | may conmmunicate with -- it is about comunication 15: 26: 35
15 with the SLS platformw th two directions. 15: 26: 40
16 Q Where are you reading that in 15: 26: 42
17 Par agraph 72? 15: 26: 44
18 A It is beginning -- well, actually 15: 26: 46
19 | several places. In the first sentence it talks 15: 26: 49
20 | about that is envisioned that the SLS nodul e 15:26:52
21 communi cate with the SLS platform That is sort 1p: 26: 55

22 of one instance. 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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1 Q Al right. Let's look at 15:27: 04
. 16: 27: 05
2 Paragraph 73 now. This is the other paragraph
3 | you rely on. T 2107
4 And there are -- at the end there p:21:13
15: 27: 14
5 are sone exanples of what |IP can be used for.
16:27: 18
6 Correct?
15: 27: 21
7 A l"msorry. So, we went over just
15: 27: 24
8 now that in the top third of the Paragraph 73, it b 97: 29
9 is envisioned that an | P-based interaction over
15: 27: 32
10 | TD data services nmay be used by some enbodi nent. 1E: 97 36
11 So, what are you asking ne about 15 7737
12 | now? 15: 27: 38
13 Q At the end of Paragraph 73, there 15: 27: 40

14 | are exanples of the types of information that can 15: 27: 44

15 be transmtted over IP. Correct? 16: 27 47
16 A You are referring to the sentence 16: 27: 51
17 starting with, "Such channels can be used"? 16:27:53
18 Q Yes. 15: 27: 54
19 A. Okay. | have read the sentence. 15:28: 37
20 | What is your question? 15:28: 41

16: 28: 47

21 Q None of those exanples -- none of

22 the exanples in Paragraph 73 rel ate tosgo.fﬂlﬂEPO(%?ﬁ)
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1 | froma third party to a subscriber's SLS nunber. 15:28: 52
2 Correct? 15: 28: 58
3 A Again, | think the -- if you I ook 15: 28:59
4 at 73 inisolation, I think it is consistent with 1p: 26: 08
: . . 15:29: 12

5 the earlier sentence that says communi cation SLS
: 16:29: 19
6 nodule with the SLS platform
15: 29: 22
7 And | think here he uses such words

15: 29: 26
8 about sharing information between the SLS nodul e b 2: 28
9 and the SLS platform - 29: 30
10 So, again, when you share 45 29: 91
11 I nformati on between, it inplies both directions 15:29: 34
12 are possi bl e. 15: 29: 43
13 Q Nowhere i n Paragraph 72 or 73, does 15: 29: 58
14 | it say that I P can be used for a call fromthe 15: 30: 01
15 SLS platformto the subscriber's device. 15: 30: 05
16 Correct? 15: 30: 06
17 A So, in looking at the first way that 16:30: 12
18 | | described, which is what Paragraphs 69 and 70 15:30:17
19 | are about, it is clear that the first way is 15:30: 21
20 about sending a specially encoded nessage. 15:30: 23
21 And 73, Paragraph 73 is teaching 15.30:21

22 t hat such nessages can be sent using a%o&gﬁﬁﬂ§§9@3wn
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1 | cormmunication mechani sm 15:30: 32
2 Q Dr. Lin, my question was, does 15: 30: 38
3 Backhaus 72 or Paragraph 73 ever say that |IP can p: 30:43
4 be used for placing a call fromthe SLS platform 1p: 30:48
. . 15: 30: 52
5 to the subscriber's device?
_ . 15: 30: 56
6 MR. HERR: (bj ection, asked and
15: 30: 57
7 answer ed.
16: 30: 57
8 THE WTNESS: So, again, in ny
16: 31: 04
9 opi ni on, anal ysis is based on what
P i y 15: 31: 09
10 Backhaus teaches in the entirety of -- what 1E: 31: 14
11 Backhaus teaches in his patent. 15: 31 16
12 And t hese paragraphs clearly talk 15: 31 91
13 about data conmuni cation between an SLS 15 31: 23
14 nmodul e and an SLS platformallow ng I P being 15: 31: 28
15 one of the nechanisns to use to comruni cate 15: 31: 31
16 t hi s data. 16: 31: 32
17 So, ny opinion is that that is what 15:31: 34
18 t hese paragraphs teaches. 15: 31: 50
19 | BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 15:32:04
20 Q Turn to page -- one second. 15:32:17
21 THE WTNESS: | think we have gone p: 32:19
22 about anot her hour, so if you mou'%o&f%fbﬁﬁbcm7®
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1 upconi ng break, that woul d be great. 15:32:21
2 MR MOCULLOUGH That's fine. W 15:32:28
3 can take a break now. 15:32:28
4 (Recess taken -- 3:32 p.m) 1p: 39:45
15: 39: 45
5 (After recess -- 3:48 p.m)
15: 48: 28
6 BY MR MCCULLOUGH:
15: 48: 28
7 Q Al right. Dr. Lin, turn to
15: 48: 31
8 Par agraph 76 of your declaration.
16: 49: 00
9 A Ckay.
15: 49: 00
10 Q Al'l right. So, this is addressing 1E: 49: 02
. .. . -
11 claimLimtation 1D, correct?” 15: 49: 04
12 A. Yes. 15: 49: 06
13 Q And Limtation 1D requires receiVving 15: 49: 09
14 | at a switch an outgoing call via a second 15: 49: 13
15 channel. Correct? 15: 49: 16
16 A From the nobile device to an access 15: 49: 19
17 nunber via a second channel . 15: 49: 21
18 Q Ckay. And the second channel in the 15:49:23
19 | clains here has to be a different channel than 15: 49: 26
20 | the data channel nentioned earlier. Correct? 15:49: 31
21 A Yes. 15: 49: 33
22 Q And t he second channel th%60.¥1%$ﬁ%roe(3376)
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1 | relying on is you claimthat Backhaus's SLS 15:49: 36
2 platformreceives a call over a voice channel. 15:49:40
3 Corr ect ? 15:49: 43
4 A And your question is whether | 1p: 49: 59
) i 15:50: 42

5 consi dered the second channel to be a voice
15:50: 43
6 channel ?
15: 50: 44
7 Q Yes.
15:50: 49
8 A Yes.

165: 50: 50
9 Q Okay. And the call that you are - 50:54
10 | claimng is received in this step is when the {E: 50: 59
11 subscriber's SLS app calls the relationship 15:51: 04
12 nunber. Correct? 15:52: 12
13 A So, | think in nmy analysis -- we can 15:52: 15
14 | definitely go through the whole section. 15:52: 17
15 But | think I -- one place where | 15 52: 20
16 have explained this is in the end of 16: 52: 23
17 Par agr aph 80. 16:52: 23
18 And in Paragraph 80, | wote that at 15:52:27
19 | such, if such calls are routed through 15:52:32
20 | network 125 -- where in the earlier paragraph, | 15:52:35
21 tal k about the PSTN being part of this 15:52:39

22 network 125. 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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1 So, what | said here is that where 15:52: 41
2 t he di scl osed switch establishes voice channel, 15:52: 46
3 | which | just answered that it is the second 15:52:49
4 channel | amreferring to, through the discl osed 1p: 52:51
5 PSTN network to facilitate voice conmuni cation in 1p:52:54
6 a connected call, and as such the, the Backhaus 1p: 52:58
7 | discloses receiving at the switch associated with oSt
8 the server an outgoing call fromthe nobile tid
16:53: 10
9 device to the access nunber via a second channel . k53 15
10 Q Let's break this down. b 5313
11 So, in Paragraph 76, what you are 1 5320
12 pointing to is the call fromthe SLS nodul e on 15: 53: 2
13 | the subscriber's termnal device to the 15: 53: 24
14 rel ati onshi p nunber. 15 53: 25
15 Correct? 16:53: 27
16 A | amreferring an outgoing call from 15: 53: 35
17 | the nobile device to the access tel ephone nunber, 15:53:39
18 yes. 15: 53: 39
19 Q And what you are calling the access 15:53: 42
20 | tel ephone number is what Backhaus calls the 15:53:43
21 | relationship number. Correct? 15:53: 47

22 A |"msorry, what | call m%50_2£1$%%0(3376)
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1 Q The access tel ephone nunber in the 15:53:50
2 | clains, what you are reading that on is what 15:53:52
3 Backhaus calls the relationship nunber. Correct? 1p: 53: 54
4 A Correct. Yes. 1p: 98:57
15: 53: 59

5 Q kay. So, the call to the
_ _ 15: 54: 01
6 rel ati onshi p nunber goes through network 125 and
15: 54: 05
7 gets routed to the SLS platform Correct?
15:54: 10
8 A Yes.
15:54: 15
9 Q And you are contendi ng that that
15: 54: 29
: . . -

10 call is received over a voice channel - 1E: 54: 34
11 MR. HERR: (nbjection, form 15: 54: 35
12 THE WTNESS: | think nore 165: 54: 37
13 precisely, if you | ook at the end of 15: 54: 40
14 Paragraph 80 in ny declaration, |I talk about 15: 54: 43
15 once the circuit is set up between the two 15: 54: 45
16 subscri bers, the connection remains for the 165: 54: 47
17 duration of the call. | quoted that part. 15:54:53
18 So, as such, as | just said because 15: 54: 56
19 the calls are routed through the network 15: 5458
20 through PSTN to facilitate voice 15:55:02
21 comruni cation in the connector call, this is 1p: 55. 04

22 how Backhaus di scl oses receiving atBO(S.Eﬁ.DEPO (3376)
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1 switch associated with the server, an 15:55: 06
2 out goi ng call fromthe nobile device to 15:55: 08
3 access the tel ephone nunber via a second 1p: 95: 09
4 channel . 19 55:13
. . 15:55: 13
5 So, it is the case that the, the
_ _ 15: 55: 18
6 call -- the relationship nunber that you
15: 55: 22
7 refer tois what | amreadi ng the access
15: 55: 25
8 nunber, the tel ephone nunber.
15: 55: 26
9 And it is the case that as we
15: 55: 27
10 di scussed before, the local switch that is
' sed " ! 16: 55: 30
11 connected to the SLS platformis the, is the, 15: 55: 33
12 is the swtch. 15: 55: 35
13 And when, when the connection -- 15: 55: 41
14 when the switch establishes voice channel, 15: 55: 45
15 then the outgoing call is from-- the voice 15: 55 50
16 part of the call is going fromthe nobile 15: 55: 52
17 device to that, fromthe nobile device and is 16:55: 57
18 usi ng the voice channel that is established. 15: 56: 01
19 | BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 15: 56: 01
20 Q Limitation 1D is before the call is 15:56: 07
. 15: 56: 31
21 connected to the third party. Correct?
22 MR. HERR: (bj ection, OUt%b(§!§119|:;EP0(3376)
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2 THE WTNESS: So, | think we have 15:56: 33
3 | already established that what | amreading -- 19 59: 17
4 | amreading the relationship nunber as the 1p: 59:19
i 15:59: 21
5 access tel ephone nunber. | amreading the
_ 165: 59: 23
6 second channel as the voice channel.
15: 59: 26
7 And | amreadi ng associate -- | am
15:59: 28
8 reading the SLS platformas the server.
165:59: 30
9 And | amreading the local switch
15:59: 33
10 connected to the server as the switch
15: 59: 34
11 associated with the server. 15: 50: 35
12 At the bottom of Page 66 and then 15: 59: 42
13 conti nuing on in Paragraph 80, | said, 15: 59: 44
14 | "Moreover, as a person of skill in the art 15: 59: 46
15 woul d have understood, the disclosed switch 15: 59 48
16 i's responsi ble for connecting a voi ce channel 15: 59: 50
17 to create a conversation path between the 16: 59: 53
18 | calling and the called parties." 15: 59: 54
19 And | provi ded sone citations. 15:59: 56
20 So, as such, because calls are 15:59:59
21 routed through network 125 where in the -- 16- 00: 01
22 where the disclosed switch establishes 880,211 DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com
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1 voi ce channel, what | refer to as the second 16: 00: 04
2 channel , through the PSTN network to 16: 00: 06
3 facilitate voice conmunication in a connected 1:00:10
4 cal l . 16: 00: 12
. . 16: 00: 12
5 And | gave, in doing all of these
_ o 16: 00: 15
6 steps, Backhaus di scloses receiving at the
16: 00: 18
7 switch associated with a server an outgoi ng
16: 00: 21
8 call froma renote device to the access
16: 00: 24
9 t el ephone nunber via a second channel .
16: 00: 27
10 BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 16: 00: 27
11 Q You understand that connecting the 16: 00° 29
12 outgoing call is recited as a separate step of 16: 00: 33
13 Claiml of the '585 patent. Correct? 16: 00: 39
14 MR HERR  (ojection, form 16: 00: 45
15 THE WTNESS: So, | think to cover 16: 00: 47
16 this Limtation 1D, | think what | have 16: 00: 50
17 expl ai ned here is sufficient to show that 16: 00: 55
18 Backhaus teaches this linitation. 16: 00: 57
19 MR, MCCULLOUGH:  Obj ecti on. 16: 00: 58
20 Nonr esponsi ve. 16: 00: 59
21 | BY MR MOCULLOUGH: 16 00: 59
: : S
22 Q Dr. Lin, did you hear ny %8(?.%15%0(3376)
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1 MR. HERR. Cbjection, form 16:01:09
2 | BY MR MCCULLOUGH 16.01.19
3 Q Did you hear ny question, Dr. Lin? 1:01:19
4 A | believe so. Can you repeat it one fr0n2
. 16: 01: 23
5 nmore tinme?
. 16: 01: 23
6 Q You understand that connecting the
16: 01: 26
7 outgoing call is recited as a separate step of
16: 01: 30
8 Claim1l of the '585 patent. Correct?
16: 01: 34
9 MR, HERR: (bj ection, outside of
16: 01: 35
10 scope. 16: 01: 36
11 THE WTNESS: Are you referring to 16: 01: 38
12 Limtation 1F? 16: 01: 48
14 Q Yes. 16: 01: 54
15 A. So, | provide further explanation 16: 01: 56
16 when | offer ny opinions about 1F. So, with 16: 02: 01
17 respect to 1D, the opinion is what | just 16: 02: 05
18 expl ai ned. 16: 02: 07
19 Q So, when you were applying the 16: 02: 09
20 | claims in your invalidity analysis, did you 16:02:13
21 understand the claimto require that 1D is 16:02: 17
' ? ?
22 occurring before 1F? Yes or no~ 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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1 MR. HERR. Cbjection, form 16 02: 20
2 THE WTNESS: | think what | have 16. 02: 26
3 said here is self-explanatory. 1:03: 23
4 | think -- | will repeat, what | 1:03:25
. _ 16: 03: 28

5 wote is, "Mreover, as a person of ordinary
. _ 16: 03: 31
6 skill in the art would have understood the
16: 03: 33
7 di scl osed switch is responsible for
16: 03: 34
8 connecting a voice call to create a
16: 03: 36
9 conversation path between the calling and the k- 03: 38
10 called parties."

P I 16: 03: 40
11 And, "As such because the calls are 16: 03: 42
12 rout ed through the network where the 16: 03: 44
13 di scl osed switch establishes a second 16: 03: 46
14 channel , the voice channel, through the PSTN 16: 03: 51
15 network to facilitate voice conmuni cation in 16: 03: 54
16 t he connected call." 16: 03: 55
17 And nmy opinion is that this, these 16: 03: 57
18 di scl osures teach, teach this limtation. 16: 04: 01
19 | BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 16:04: 03
20 Q Dr. Lin, | need you to listen to ny 16: 04: 06
21 guestion. M question was not about the opinions 16: 04. 08

22 | that you offered. 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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1 My question is about your 16:04: 09
2 | understanding of what the claimrequires. 16:04:11
3 When you were form ng your 16: 04: 12
. - - . . 16:04: 14
4 invalidity opinions, did you understand the claim
16:04: 19
5 to require that Limtation 1D occur before 1F?
16: 04: 21
6 Yes or no?
16: 04: 22
7 MR, HERR: (bjection, form
16:04: 24
8 (bj ection, asked and answer ed.
16: 04: 25
9 THE W TNESS: Yeah, | think ny
16: 04: 46
10 expl anation here applies either way. 1b: 04: 53
11 MR, MCCULLOUGH: (njection, 16: 04: 54
12 nonr esponsi ve. 16: 04- 56
13 BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 16: 04: 57
14 Q What is your understandi ng of the 16: 04: 58
15 clain? Does Limtation 1D occur before 16 05 01
16 Limtation 1F? Yes or no? 16: 05: 03
17 MR. HERR:  (Objection, form 16: 05: 05
18 bj ection, asked and answered. 16: 08: 29
19 THE WTNESS: So, | think the -- it 16:08: 33
20 is clear that fromthe same linitation that 16:08: 35
21 the outgoing call is an outgoing voice call. 16 08: 38
22 And | think the outgoing \586.5191.DCE%CJ(3376)
EsquireSolutions.com
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1 woul d require a voice channel . 16: 08: 40
2 And the -- this outgoing voice call 16: 08: 43
3 woul d require a voi ce channel . 1p: 08: 51
4 And | think the -- and | think the 0%
. _ 16: 09: 02

5 switch that | tal k about, the closed switch
) ) . ) ] 16: 09: 07
6 is responsible for connecting this voice
16: 09: 09
7 channel to create the conversation path
16: 09: 11
8 between the calling parties.
16: 09: 12
9 And | think this is sufficient, you
16: 09: 16
10 know, together with the, you know, the call 16: 09: 21
11 bei ng routed through a network to facilitate 16: 09: 25
12 voi ce conmuni cate a connected call. 16: 09: 26
13 | think this is enough to neet the 16: 09: 28
14 limtation that the, this is an outgoing 16: 09: 32
15 voice call fromthe nobile device to the 16: 09: 34
16 access tel ephone nunber via a voice channel. 16: 09: 40
17 BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 16: 09: 40
18 Q At the nmoment that the call is 16: 09: 42
19 | received from subscriber's device, so before the 16: 09: 47
20 | second leg of the call has been connected, at 16: 09: 50
21 that nonment that it is received, is it received 16: 09: 55
. : ”
22 via a voi ce channel - 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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1 A. Well, | think the language is via a 16: 09: 56
2 | second channel. And | think my opinion is what 16: 09: 59
3 | -- the teaching that | have explained in ny 1:10: 04
4 paragraph | think is sufficient to explain the 1:10:07
. . 16: 10: 09
5 limtation.
_ 16:10: 11
6 Q The only channel you are relying on
16: 10: 13
7 for the second channel is a voice channel,
16: 10: 15
8 correct? You are not relying on any other
16: 10: 17
9 channel ?
16: 10: 20
10 A That's correct. | -- 16: 10: 22
11 MR. HERR: (nbjection, form 16: 10 23
12 THE WTNESS: So, so yes. In ny 16: 10: 27
13 paragraph in this section, | explain that the 16: 10: 30
14 second, the second channel is the voice 16: 10: 32
15 channel . 16: 10: 32
16 BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 16: 10; 33
17 Q Ckay. So, at the nonent that the 16: 10: 34
18 | call is received fromthe handset to Backhaus's 16: 10: 39
19 | relationship nunber, at the noment that call is 16: 10: 41
20 | received by the SLS platform is it being 16:10:44
21 received via a voice channel? Yes or no? 16- 1121
22 MR. HERR:  (bj ecti on, for%o.211.DEPO(3376)
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1 THE WTNESS: So again, | think the 16:11:29
2 limtation reads via a second channel . 16: 11: 46
3 So, when soneone wants to nmake an 16:11:49
4 out goi ng voice call fromthe nobile device to 1: 1152
. . _ ) 16: 11: 55

5 t he bridge nunber, the outgoing voice call is
. . ) 16: 11: 59
6 a voice call that will go over a voice
16: 12: 02
7 channel .
16: 12: 03
8 So, | think that second part of the
16: 12: 05
9 l[imtation, an outgoing call froma nobile & 12: 07
10 device to access tel ephone nunber by a second 16: 12 09
11 channel is, is same as an outgoi ng voice call 16 12: 14
12 fromthe nobile device to the access 16: 12: 15
13 t el ephone nunmber will occur over a second 16 12: 18
14 channel . 16:12: 18
15 And, | think, | think the switch is 16: 12: 22
16 i nvol ved in connecting that voice call and 16: 12: 25
17 also is involved in establishing that 16:12: 29
18 conmuni cat i on. 16:12: 30
19 So, | think it is receiving as a 16:12:32
20 switch this outgoing voice call. 16:12: 36
21 | BY MR MOCULLOUGH: 1:12:41
?
22 Q So, was that a yes? At t%&.?ﬂ@éﬁomm)
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1 | that the call is received by the SLS platform it 16:12: 43
2 | is being received via a voice channel ? 16:12: 46
3 MR. HERR: (bjection. Asked and 16:12:49
4 answer ed. 1f: 12:50
16: 12: 50
5 THE WTNESS: Yes. That neans there
_ . _ . 16: 12: 56
6 is a, there is an outgoing voice call from
16: 12: 59
7 the nobile device to the access tel ephone
16: 13: 01
8 nunmber. And being a voice call is the voice
16: 13: 05
9 call that requires a voice channel
16:13: 10
10 And the switch is responsible for 16 13: 14
11 connecting that voice channel. 1613 15
12 And so, in order for the switch to 16: 13 18
13 be able to connect that voice channel, it has 16: 13 21
14 to be receiving sone information that said 16: 13: 26
15 t hat has to connect that voi ce channel. 16° 13: 34
16 BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 16: 13: 37
17 Q What information does a switch have 16:13: 39
18 | to receive to connect the voice channel ? 16:13: 44
19 MR HERR  Objection, outside of 16:13:45
20 scope. 16:13: 46
21 THE WTNESS: So, | think my answer 16: 15:41
22 is the sane. | think that becausee&&fﬂfﬁéﬁbcm7®
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1 an outgoing voice call fromthe nobile device 161543
2 to the SLS platform the local switch to the 16: 15: 46
3 server woul d have been aware of this call. 1: 15:52
4 And it would have been aware that this call 1p: 16: 96
. . . . . 16: 15: 59
5 is a voice call via a, via a voice channel.
_ o _ 16: 16: 05
6 And | think the claimjust requires
16: 16: 08
7 the switch to -- | think the claimjust
16: 16: 13
8 requires the switch to be able to know t hat
16: 16: 17
9 it needs to connect a voice channel to create
16: 16: 19
10 a conversation path between the calling and 16: 16: 24
11 call ed parties. 16: 16: 25
12 So, | think fromthat perspective it 16: 16 28
13 has to be receiving the information at the 16: 16: 30
14 switch associated with the server. 16: 16: 35
15 BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 16: 16: 35
16 Q Claim 1D requires the switch to 16: 16: 37
17 actually receive the call on the second channel. 16: 16: 40
18 | Correct? 16: 18: 25
19 A. Again, | think the, the local switch 161831
20 Is a voice swtch, is a phone switch, part of the 16:18: 34
21 phone networ k. 1. 18: 35
22 And the second part of th%00.211.DEPO(3376)
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1 | linitation is about an outgoing voice call from 16:18: 36
2 | the nobile device to access number and is an 16: 18: 39
3 out goi ng voice call that would go over a voice 1p: 18:41
4 channel . 1p:18:44
) ) i 16: 18: 44
5 And | think the switch, in ny
. . ] ] 16: 18: 50
6 explanation, is that it would be, it would know
16: 18: 53
7 about -- it would know about this outgoing call.
16: 18: 56
8 And this outgoing call -- it would
16: 18: 59
9 al so know that the switch will be responsible for - 1: 02
10 | connecting a voice channel to create this 16: 19: 05
11 comruni cation -- conversation path between the 16:19: 08
12 calling and the called parties. 16: 19: 10
13 So, | think nmy opinion is that this 16: 19: 12
14 | is enough to neet the limtation. 16: 19: 18
15 Q At the nonent the switch receives 16: 19: 22
16 the call to the relationship nunber, the second 16: 19: 25
17 |l eg of the call has not been established yet. 16:19: 28
18 | Correct? 16:19: 31
19 A. At the nonent that it receives the 16:19:33
20 | call to relationship number, the second |eg of 16:19: 35
21 | the call has not been established yet. 1| can 16: 19: 38
22 | agree with that. 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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1 Q Okay. And so at the nonent that the  16:19:38
2 | switch receives the call to the relationship 16:19:40
3 nunber, there is no voice path between the 16: 19: 42
4 | subscriber and the third party. Correct? 1f: 19:45
i 16:19: 47

5 A At the -- repeat one nore tine,
16: 19: 54
6 pl ease?
16: 19: 55
7 Q At the nonment the switch receives
16: 19: 57
8 the call to the relationship nunber, there is no

16: 19: 59
9 voi ce path between the subscriber and the third & 20: 02
10 party. Correct? 16: 20: 03
11 A | think | can agree with that. 16: 20 08
12 Q And at the nonent that the switch 16: 20: 11
13 receives the call to the relationship nunber, the 16 20: 14
14 | only thing it is receiving is the called party 16: 20: 20
15 and calling party fields that says | am nmaking a 16: 20: 24
16 call fromthe primary nunber to the relationship 16: 20: 27
17 nunber. Correct? 16: 20: 31
18 MR. HERR bjection, form 16: 20: 33
19 Obj ection, outside of scope. 16:20:35
20 THE W TNESS: One nore tine, please. 16: 20: 36
21 | BY MR MOCULLOUGH: 1p: 20: 31

22 Q At the nonent the switch 538&%'.1\.69&%0(3376)
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1 | the call to the relationship nunmber, the only 16: 20: 39
2 | thing it is receiving is a call that will have 16: 20: 41
- : ' . 16: 20: 44

3 | the calling party field set to the user's primary
4 nunber and the called party field set to the 1p: 20:48
. . 16: 20: 51
5 rel ati onshi p nunber.
16: 20: 52
6 Correct?
16: 20: 56
7 MR. HERR: Sane objections.
16: 20 57
8 THE WTNESS: Well, | think --
16: 25: 57
9 again, | think the second part of the

16: 25: 59
10 l[imtation tal ks about an outgoing voice call 16: %: 01
11 t hat woul d occur over a second channel, over 16: 26 04
12 a voi ce channel . 16: 26: 05
13 Because the voice switch, the |ocal 16: 26: 11
14 switch is responsible for establishing -- for 16: 26: 15
15 establishing this voice connection to 16: 26: 21
16 facilitate the connected call, | believe this 16: 26: 25
17 is sufficient to say that Backhaus discl oses 16: 26: 26
18 this receiving at the switch linitation. 16: 26: 35
19 | BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 16: 26 35
20 Q Do you agree that Backhaus, when at 16: 26: 38
21 the nmonment it receives a call to the relationship 16: 26: 41

22 nunber, it wll receive a call that ha%o&.?ﬁ.DEPo (3376)
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1 | calling party field set to the user's primary 16: 26: 44
2 | nunmber and the called party field set to the 16: 26: 46
3 rel ati onshi p nunber. Yes? 1p: 26:49
4 MR. HERR: (bjection, form 1p: 26:52
o 16: 26: 53
5 (bj ection, asked and answer ed.
. 16: 26: 54
6 THE WTNESS: Again, | read the
16: 26: 58
7 [imtation as saying that there is an
16: 27: 01
8 outgoing voice call that will go over a voice
16: 27: 05
9 channel fromthe nobile device to the access
16: 27: 08
10 t el ephone nunber. 16: 97 09
11 And | think the switch that | refer 16 27 14
12 to has to be involved in establishing this 16: 27: 17
13 connection to facilitate this connection 16: 27: 23
14 pat h. 16: 27: 23
15 And so it is receiving at this, at 16: 27: 26
16 this switch, this outgoing call indication. 16: 27: 33
17 BY MR, MCCULLOUGH: 16: 27: 33
18 Q Turn to Paragraph 60 of Backhaus, 16: 27: 36
19 | Exhibit 1005. 162139
20 A. Par agr aph 607? 16: 27: 40
21 Q 60, yes. 16: 28: 10
22 A | am there. 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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1 Q The first sentence says, "Wen the 16:28: 11
2 | SLS platform 115 processes this first leg of the 16: 28: 14
3 call, it may recognize that the calling nunber is 1 28:17
4 | the subscriber's primary nunber"” -- fp:26:21
. ) 16: 28: 25

5 A Wait. So, go ahead, one nore tine,
16: 28: 27
6 pl ease. Wen the SLS platform--
16: 28: 31
7 Q Yes. The first sentence of this
16: 28: 33
8 aragraph. You see that, right?
P Jarap 16: 28: 34
9 A Yes.
16: 28: 35
10 Q And the first sentence states that 1b: %8: 37
11 the call that is being received by the SLS 16: 28: 40
12 platformhas a calling nunber field set to the 16: 28: 45
13 subscri ber's prinmary nunber and a cal |l ed nunber 16: 28: 48
14 | field set to the relationship nunber. Correct? 16: 28: 54
15 A Correct. That is what is witten. 16: 29: 09
16 Q What is the difference between the 16:29: 19
17 | call fromthe user's termnal to the rel ationship 16:29: 25
18 | nunber that you contend is received on a voice 16: 29: 30
19 | channel for Limtation 1D, and the call that you 16:29:35
20 | discussed in your first way in Paragraph 68, 16: 29: 38
21 which is fromthe platformto the subscriber's 16: 29. 42
i ?
22 devi ce that you contended was a data C%@&Qﬁl.DEPO(%?ﬁ)
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1 MR. HERR  Objection, form 16:29: 49
2 Obj ection, outside the scope. 16: 29: 51
) . 16: 29: 53
3 THE WTNESS: So, the scenario that
4 is depicted in the first way, | believe you 1f: 29:59
. . . 16: 30: 01
5 are referring to the first way in reference
. . 16: 30: 02
6 to Limtation 1B?
16: 30: 08
7 BY MR MCCULLOUGH:
16: 30: 09
8 Q Par agr aph 68, yes.
16: 30: 10
9 A | think that scenario is when a
16: 30: 19
10 third party is calling -- let nme just nake sure |
party g J 16: 30: 25
11 re-read again. 16+ 30 27
12 kay. So, the, this scenario that | 16: 31: 32
13 have described in Paragraph 68 is the situation 16 31: 34
14 | in which a, sonebody is trying to call a 16: 31: 40
15 subscri ber. 16: 31: 41
16 And in that case, the -- when 16: 31 44
17 | sonebody is trying to call an SLS nunber, it goes 16:31:49
18 | to the SLS platform 16:31:51
19 And in Backhaus, it discloses that 16:31: 55
20 | when -- it discloses that the SLS platform may 16:32:00
21 proceed to establish the second half of the call, 16 32:03
22 the call fromthe SLS platformto the %&?Eﬂdﬁ%r(ss?a)
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1 And in that scenario the specially 16: 32:07
2 | encoded nessage that we described before is 16:32:12
3 sonmet hing that contains several pieces of 1:32: 15
4 i nformation, the relationship nunber and the 1p:32:18
. 16: 32: 22

5 actual party nunber of the -- the actual primry
. 16: 32: 27
6 nunber of the calling party.
16: 32: 28
7 So, thisis, this is different than
16: 32: 31
8 | the other scenario that you are pointing ne to.
16: 32: 34
9 Q The call that you reference in

16: 32: 40
10 Par agraph 68 and the call that you reference for 1: 39 49
11 Limtation 1D, in both circunstances is a call 16 32: 46
12 bet ween the subscriber's term nal device and the 16: 32: 50
13 SLS platform Correct? 16 32: 53
14 MR HERR  (ojection, form 16: 32: 54
15 bj ection, outside the scope. 16: 32: 56
16 THE WTNESS: So, the Limtation 1B 16: 34: 20
17 is tal king about the situation where a third 16: 34: 26
18 party is trying to call a subscriber. 16: 34: 28
19 And in Backhaus, the first way that 16: 34. 31
20 | explained, is athird party is trying to 16:34: 34
21 call a subscriber by their SLS nunber and -- 16: 34:51

22 BY MR MoCULLOUGH 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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1 Q | -- go ahead. 16: 34: 52
2 MR. HERR. Sorry, counsel. Did you 16: 34: 54
3 say sonet hi ng? 1: 34:55
. 16: 34: 56
4 MR, MCCULLOUGH: Yes, but it sounded
_ _ 16: 34: 58
5 i ke he wasn't done so | told himto go
16: 35: 00
6 ahead.
16: 35: 01
7 MR. HERR: (Okay. Appreciate that.
16: 35: 16
8 BY MR MCCULLOUGH:
16: 35: 17
9 Q Dr. Lin, are you done with that
16: 35: 18
I)
10 answer “ 16: 35: 18
11 A. Not yet. Gve ne a nonent. 16: 36: 09
12 So, inthe first way | describe a 16: 36 11
13 | scenario where a third party is trying to call a 16: 36: 14
14 | subscriber. And that call goes to an 16: 36: 18
15 i ntermedi ate SLS platform 16: 36: 20
16 And the SLS platformw |l then 16: 36: 25
17 establish a second half of the call. And when it 16 36: 31
18 | does that, when it is trying to set up a second 16: 36: 33
19 | half of the call, it sends a specially encoded 16: 36: 36
20 | message that we di scussed before which contains 16: 36: 38
21 several pieces of informtion. 16: 36: 39
22 Q I n Paragraph 68, what yOUB%_glllDEPO(%m)
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1 | relying onis the SLS platformnaking a call to 16: 36: 49
2 t he subscriber's device. Correct? 16: 36: 53
. 16: 36: 56
3 A To establish the second half of the
4 call, yes. 1p: 36:59
_ _ 16: 36: 59
5 Q Okay. And in paragraph -- or in
o ) ] ) 16: 37: 02
6 Limtation 1D, what you are relying on is the
16: 37: 04
7 subscri ber's device making a call to the
16: 37: 07
8 rel ati onshi p nunber which gets routed to the SLS
16: 37: 09
9 pl at f or m
16: 37: 10
?
10 Correct * 16:37: 11
11 A Say that one nore tine, please. 16:37 15
12 Q In Limtation 1D, what you are 16: 37: 18
13 relying on is the subscriber's device naking a 16: 37: 21

14 | call to the relationship nunber which gets routed 16: 37: 23

15 to the SLS platform Correct? 16: 37: 25
16 A So, | think in 1B, in the first way 16: 39: 12
17 | that | have described is the third party calling 16: 39: 14
18 | a subscriber. There is nothing precluding that 16: 39: 20
19 | third party itself being another SLS subscriber. 16:39: 23
20 So, same, 1D just requires that the 16 39: 32

16: 39: 35

21 access tel ephone nunber information is

22 automatically transmtted to the nDbiI%Ogg [

11 5EPO (3376)
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1 And the first way that it is 16:39: 38
2 | described provides this way where if there is a 16:39:39
3 | third party, which could itself be another 16: 39: 42
4 | subscriber, is calling the subscriber which goes 1f: 3:44
16: 39: 49

5 t hrough the SLS platform and when the SLS
16: 39: 51
6 platformcreates the second half of the call, it
16: 39: 58
7 woul d pass this specially coded nessage.
16: 40: 00
8 So, | believe that neets the claim
16: 40: 02
9 Limtation 1B.

16: 40: 02
10 And your question about 1D is 1: 40: 06
11 | whether that call is about a call originating 16: 40 10
12 | fromthe nobile device to the SLS platform 16: 40: 12
13 And | think the scenarios that | am 16: 40" 17
14 | describing is that case. 16: 40: 32
15 Q So, the calls that you are relying 16: 40° 33
16 on in Paragraph 68 and for Limtation 1D, both of 16: 40: 37
17 those calls have a calling party field. Correct? 16: 40: 43
18 A So, the Backhaus describes -- well, 16: 40: 48
19 | so again, | think when | was describing the first 16: 40: 54
20 | way and second way for 1D, | was being quite 16: 40: 57
21 specific in what is the teaching | amrelying 16: 40:59

22 | upon. 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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1 So, the very specific teachings | am  16:40:59
2 | relying upon is that the specially encoded 16: 41: 02
3 nmessage contains several pieces of information 1 41:05
4 and that is the information bei ng passed. 1p:41:09
. . . 16: 41: 23

5 Q Let's break it down in pieces. The
_ _ 16: 41: 25
6 call that you are relying on in Paragraph 68 for
16: 41: 27
7 | your first way has a calling party field.
16: 41: 30
8 Correct?

16: 41: 32
9 A Vell, nore inportantly, | amciting k- 41:37
10 | to the passage that tal ks about the specially 16: 41: 39
11 encoded nessage. 16: 41 40
12 Q And the specially encoded nessage is 16: 41: 43
13 part of the calling party field. Correct? 16: 41: 50
14 MR. HERR  njection, asked and 16: 41: 51
15 answer ed. 16: 41: 52
16 THE W TNESS: Yeah, so, again as | 16: 41: 54
17 expl ai ned earlier, | think the specially 16: 41: 56
18 encoded nmessage woul d have been understood by 16: 41: 58
19 the, by a person of ordinary skill in the art 16: 42: 01
20 t hat Backhaus teaches using sonething |ike 16: 42: 06
21 the IPto transmt this encoded nessage. 16: 4209

22 There is no, there is no %86.%1%%(3376)
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1 party -- there is no such information -- yes, 16:42:13
2 so, | think my Paragraph 68 is 16:42:21
3 sel f - expl anatory. 1p: 42: 26
4 | BY MR MCCULLOUGH: rdz21
. 16: 42: 27

5 Q The call that you are relying on for
_ _ 16: 42: 29
6 Limtation 1D fromthe subscriber to the
16: 42: 32
7 rel ati onship nunber also has a calling party
16: 42: 34
8 | field as we | ooked at in Paragraph 60 of
16: 42: 38
9 Backhaus. Correct?

16: 42: 46
10 A Vel |, Paragraph 60 tal ks about 1b: 49- 565
11 calling nunbers. |I'mnot sure it tal ks about -- 16: 42: 58
12 | don't knowif it specifically refers to calling 16: 43: 00
13 par t Yy fields. 16: 43 01
14 Q Do you think the calling nunber 16: 43: 03
15 field is different than the calling party field? 16: 43: 06
16 MR. HERR: (bj ection, outside the 16: 43: 07
17 scope. 16: 43: 09
18 THE WTNESS: Well, | think that 16:43:11
19 when Backhaus tal ked about the calling party 16:43:15
20 field, using those words, it specifically 16:43:139
21 tal ks about using a specially encoded nessage 16: 4322

22 that contains infornation that is %b&éﬁroeé?}o (3376)
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1 t han Paragraph 60. 16: 43: 25
2 It has to contain the relationship 16: 43: 29
. . 16: 43: 31
3 nunber and the calling, the calling party --
4 t he actual nunber of the calling third party. 1p:43:31
. . . . 16: 43: 40
5 And this information is not the sane as the
_ _ . 16: 43: 42
6 i nformati on in Paragraph 60.
16: 43: 45
7 BY MR MCCULLOUGH:
16: 43: 46
8 Q The call that you are relying on for 6: 43 49
9 Par agraph 68, at the nonent that call is k- 43:52
10 | received, the voice path has not been connected 1b: 43: 55
11 yet. Correct? 16: 43 59
12 MR. HERR: (bj ection, asked and 16: 44: 00
13 answer ed. 16: 44: 00
14 THE WTNESS: Well, like | said, 16: 44: 03
15 the -- this specially encoded nessage is 16: 44: 08
16 sent, in nmy analysis for 1B, before the voice 16: 44: 14
17 path i s established. 16: 44: 15
18 So, this specially encoded nessage 16:44:19
19 is sent fromthe SLS platformto the 16: 44. 22
20 subscri ber. 16: 4423
21 | BY MR MOCULLOUGH: 1f: 44:24
22 Q And the call that you ares{)(?.ﬂi'.lﬂaq:oo&?ﬁ)
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1 | for Limtation 1D as being received by the SLS 16:44: 25
2 | platform at the nonent that call is received 16:44:29
3 | the voice path has not been established yet. 16: 44: 32
4 Correct ? 16: 44: 34
. i 16: 44: 36
5 MR. HERR: (bj ection, asked and
16: 44: 37
6 answer ed.
16: 44: 37
7 THE WTNESS: So, like | said, in 1D
16: 44. 44
8 we are referring to an outgoing voice call.
16: 44: 47
9 And it is an outgoing voice call fromthe
16: 44: 50
10 nobi | e device to the access tel ephone nunber 16: 44: 55
11 via a second channel . 16: 44: 56
12 And, but, you know, this outgoing 16: 44: 59
13 call, the switch has to play the role of 16: 45' 05
14 connecting the call. And that is why I 16: 45: 09
15 believe that this switch is receiving this 16® 45: 14
16 out goi ng call. 16: 45: 16
17 Again, |, | said in ny Paragraph 80 16:45:21
18 that a person of skill in the art woul d have 16: 45: 25
19 understood that this local switch is 16:45: 27
20 responsi bl e for connecting the voi ce channel 16:45:29
21 to create this conversation path. And in ny 16 45. 33
22 opinion, this is sufficient to -- t886.§11.DEPo (3376)
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1 teaches the Limtation 1B. 16: 45: 37
2 | BY MR MCCULLOUGH 16 45: 42
3 Q And the call that you are relying on 1p: 45:42
. . 16: 45: 44
4 in Paragraph 68, that is also a call to the
. . ) 16: 45: 47
5 subscri ber that the subscriber can accept in
) ) . ] 16: 45: 49
6 whi ch case the switch will connect the voice
16: 45: 52
7 path. Correct?
16: 45: 53
8 MR. HERR: (bjection, form
16: 45: 54
9 THE WTNESS: The, but the scenario
16: 46: 07
10 depicted in 1B invol ves a nunber of things, 1b: 46: 11
11 including the, this additional specially 16: 46: 15
12 encoded nessage that gets sent fromthe SLS 16: 46 18
13 platformto a subscri ber. 16: 46: 26
14 BY MR, MCCULLOUGH: 16: 46: 26
15 Q Okay. So the calls that you are 16: 46: 27
16 relying on in Paragraph 68 and for 1D, they are 16: 46: 32
17 both calls between a subscriber and the SLS 16: 46: 36
18 | platform They both have a calling party field. 16: 46: 43
19 | In both circunmstances they are received before 16: 46: 44
20 | the voice path is connected. 16: 46: 47
21 So, why do you say the call in 68 is 1: 46.51
22 a data path but the call in 1Dis a VO%S&ZLLDEPO(mwﬁ)
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1 | channel ? 16: 46: 54
2 MR. HERR. Objection, form 16: 46: 56
) 16: 47: 02
3 THE WTNESS: Can you repeat that
4 guestion one nore tine? 1p:47:04
16: 47: 05
5 BY MR MCCULLOUGH:
_ 16: 47: 05
6 Q Sure. So, |'m asking about the two
16: 47: 07
7 different calls you rely on. First in
16: 47: 10
8 Par agraph 68, what you call the first way.
16: 47: 12
9 And then the call fromthe
16: 47: 14
10 | subscriber's device to the relationship nunber 1b: 47- 15
11 that you are relying on for Limtation 1D. 16 47 18
12 And, both of those calls are between 16: 47: 21
13 a subscriber's term nal device and the SLS 16: 47: 25
14 | platform They both have a calling party field. 16: 47: 27
15 They are both received before the voice path is 16: 47: 30
16 connect ed. 16: 47: 30
17 So, why do you conclude that the 16: 47: 34
18 | call in Paragraph 68 is a voice -- or is a data 16: 47: 31
19 | channel but the call in Linitation 1Dis a voice 16: 47: 41
20 | channel ? 16:47:48
21 MR HERR  Objection, form 16:47:49
22 THE W TNESS: So, going b%S&szDé'p% (3376)
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1 | the linmtation just requires transferring 16:41:51
2 | information that indicates an access 16:47: 54
3 t el ephone nunber to the nobil e device by data 16 47:56
4 channel . 1f: 48:00
. . 16: 48: 00
5 So, the first way that | explainis
_ _ _ _ 16: 48: 04
6 in that scenario, the SLS platformis, is
16: 48: 09
7 providing information that are not just for
16: 48: 15
8 t hat second half of the call.
16: 48: 17
9 It is providing information about
16: 48: 20
10 | the relationship nunber and the actual nunber 1b: 48: 23
11 of the actual calling party. 16: 48: 25
12 And so, that information, as | 16: 48: 29
13 di scussed, Backhaus teaches that it -- the IP 16: 48: 34
14 | can be used for that conmmunication. And so 16: 48: 37
15 t hat woul d be the channel . 16: 48: 39
16 So, | think the issue is that 16: 48: 44
17 Limtation 1B, | am showi ng how Backhaus 16: 48: 48
18 | describes howthis information is sent over 16: 48: 54
19 | data channel. And this information is the 16:48:57
20 | specially encoded nmessage. 16: 49:00
21 MR HERR Sorry. Let me interject. 16: 49: 02
22 | think that when, when you nention -- Bﬁ&ﬂfmpo (3376)
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1 | is a mix-up between Linitation 1B and 1D. 16: 49: 11
2 Can you clarify what you just said 16: 49: 15
3 | about which linitation? 1 4947
4 THE WTNESS: You nean | wasn't 16:49:19
. . . 16: 49: 21

5 clear which -- the recording is not clear?
16: 49: 24
6 MR HERR  Yes.
16: 49: 25
7 THE WTNESS: So, | amreferring to
16: 49: 26
8 1B, as in Bob. 1B is the Paragraph 68, where

16: 49: 33
9 | describe about this specially encoded k- 49: 36
10 | nessage. 16: 19: 37
11 MR. HERR: Thank you. 16: 49: 40
12 MR, MCCULLOUGH: Ckay, counsel, that 16: 49: 41
13 | was entirely inappropriate. If you think 16: 49: 43
14 | that you need to correct sonething on the 16: 49: 44
15 record, you will get a chance to ask 16: 49: 46
16 questions at the end. But you cannot 16: 49: 48
17 interrupt my exam nation to ask a question. 16: 49:50
18 | Don't do that again. 16: 49: 52
19 MR. HERR: | just thought the audio 16: 49: 56
20 | and the transcript, they were not clear, that 16: 49:58
21 is all. 16: 49: 59

22 THE WTNESS: Sir, would you %&911.DEPO(3376)
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1 again, | think we are approaching anot her 16: 50: 00
2 hour . 16: 50: 03
3 MR MOCULLOUGH Yes, we can take a 100
4 break. That is fine. 1f: 50: 04
16: 50: 04
5 (Recess taken -- 4:50 p.m)
16: 54: 34
6 (After recess -- 5:01 p.m)
16: 54: 34
7 BY MR MCCULLOUGH:
17: 01: 06
8 Q Dr. Lin, turn to Page 80 of your
17: 01: 09
9 decl arati on.
17:01: 09
?
10 Page 80 17:01: 11
11 Q ves. 17:01: 12
12 A Yes, | amthere. 17 01: 32
13 Q kay. So, when you are discussing 17: 01: 34
14 | Taylor, the feature of Taylor that you are 17: 01: 37
15 relying on is the PSTN interface, which is 17: 01: 42
16 I[tem52 in Figure 1A, Correct? 17:01: 44
17 A Yes. 17: 01: 48
18 Q And that PSTN interface is part of 17: 01: 51
19 | the server in Taylor, correct? 17:01: 55
20 A. So, in my declaration, | cite to 17:06: 30
21 Paragraph 8. And it tal ks about the CT server 50 - 06: 31
22 can be configured to interface via a P%J&IZM.DEPO(%%)
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1 | interface 52. 17: 06: 42
2 So, | think one could read that as 17:06: 43
3 either being part of a server or can be 1y 06: 46
. . L. 17: 06: 49
4 configured to be in addition to the server.
. 17: 06: 52
5 | think both are reasonabl e
_ . 17: 06: 54
6 I nterpretations.
17: 06: 54
7 Q The PSTN interface 52 is not itself
17: 07: 00
8 a swtch. Correct?
17.07: 05
9 A That is not opi ni on. opi ni on
v op W op 17:07: 09
10 in, starting at Paragraph 94, onwards, is that - 07 16
11 the PS interface is the claimswtch. 17 07 22
12 Q Al'l right. Backhaus descri bes 17 07: 30
13 routing calls via the PSTN. Correct? 17: 07: 35
14 A Backhaus, yes. 17: 07: 37
15 Q So, Backhaus nust already have its 17: 07: 41
16 own interface for interacting with the PSTN, 17: 07: 43
17 correct? 17: 07: 45
18 MR. HERR  (bjection, outside of 17: 07: 46
20 THE WTNESS: So, if you | ook at 17:08:05
. . 17: 08: 08
21 Paragraph 94 in ny declaration, | have been
22 asked to consider a scenario V\hereswfu%ﬁjd%s?a)
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1 switch is interpreted as requiring it to -- 17:08: 10
2 requiring it to be a device separate from 17.08: 14
3 PSTN. 17. 08: 17
4 And, so, | think under this 1 08: 17
. . o 17. 08: 22
5 scenario, | amoffering the opinion that the
) ) ) ) ) 17: 08: 25
6 claimswitch can be -- the claimswitch in
17 08: 32
7 light of Taylor can be the PSTN interface.
17: 08: 43
8 BY MR MCCULLOUGH:
17:08: 43
9 . Are you still on Page 80 of your
Q Y J y 17: 08: 45
i on?
10 decl arati on~ 17 08: 45
11 A Yes, | am 17 08: 47
12 Q So, in Figure 1A of Taylor, there 17: 08: 49
13 are several circles | abeled 12. 17: 08: 53
14 Do you see those? 17: 08: 56
15 A Yes, but only one of themthat is 17: 08: 58
16 connected to, to the box | abel ed 50. 17: 09: 04
17 Q And in Taylor, the circles, 12, are 17:09: 09
18 | the switches. Correct? 117:09: 13
19 A So, as | have explained in ny 17:00: 17
20 | Background section, and also as | explained in ny 10922
21 anal ysi s of Backhaus, | think a person of skill 17 09: 26
22 in the art would know what a PSTN i s, %8&2%55&&5«%7@
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1 | know that if you connect to a PSTN, you woul d 17:09: 31
2 | necessarily connect to a local switch. 17:09:34
3 And corresponding to this figure, 3 09: 37
. . . 17: 09: 40
4 the switch would be the circle |abeled 12 that is
_ 17: 09: 46
5 connected to this box called 50.
_ 1j7:09: 50
6 So, | think I have been -- so,
17: 09: 54
7 | think Backhaus by itself sufficiently teaches the
17: 09: 58
8 claimswitch. But like I said, |I have been asked
17: 10: 02
9 to -- | have been asked to consider a scenario
17:10: 11
10 where the claimswitch is interpreted as - 10: 14
11 requiring it to be a device separate fromthe 171017
12 PSTN. 17: 10: 17
13 So then | think a person of skill in 17:10: 19
14 | the art would be notivated to inplenent this 17: 10: 22
15 claimswitch in light of Tayl or. 17: 10: 26
16 Q And you are contending that the PSTN 17: 10: 31
17 interface in Taylor is a switch? 17:10: 35
18 A. Yes. 17: 10: 38
19 Q All right. Turn to Paragraph 96 of 17:10:40
20 | your declaration. 17:10: 44
21 A | amt here. - 10:45
22 Q About hal fway down you Se%o&.?ﬁ.DEPO(%?ﬁ)
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1 | sentence beginning, "A person of ordinary skill 17:10: 50
2 in the art woul d have understood"? 17:10:52
3 A Yes. 17: 10: 55
4 Q Ckay. And here you say, "A person 1 10:56
. . . 17:10: 59
5 of ordinary skill in the art would have
_ . _ 17:11: 01
6 understood that PSTN interface 52 disclosed in
17:11: 04
7 Taylor is simlar to the switch described in the
17: 11: 07
8 '585 patent's exanples."” Correct?
7. 11: 11
9 A That is what is witten, yes.
17:11: 13
10 Q So is the PSTN interface a switch or 0-11: 17
11 Is it just simlar to a swtch? 17 11:91
12 A | think the -- so, again, | have 1711 26
13 been asked to consider a scenario in which the 17:11: 27
14 | claimswitch is not part of the PSTN. 17: 11: 30
15 And | think in light of, in light of 17: 11: 33
16 Tayl or, a person of skill in the art woul d have 17: 11: 36
17 been notivated to inplenent this PSTN interface. 17:11: 39
18 And this PSTN interface is acting as 17:11: 43
19 | the claim switch. 17:11:45
20 Q All right. And when you say you 1r:11:49
21 | were asked to consider this scenario, you were - 11:52
- ?
22 asked to do that by Googl e's counsel ~ 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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1 MR HERR (bjection. | caution the 1135
2 witness not to answer the question to the 17. 1159
3 extent that it reveals any attorney/client i 12:01
4 privil eged conmuni cati ons. :12:05
_ 17:12: 06
5 O herwi se, you nay proceed.
o ] 17:12: 07
6 THE WTNESS: So, this is a scenario
17:12: 09
7 that | have been asked to consi der.
17.12: 12
8 BY MR. MCCULLOUGH:
17:12: 12
9 Q Asked by whonf
17:12: 16
10 MR, HERR:  Sane cauti on. 11919
11 THE WTNESS: So, | was asked to 17 12: 21
12 consider -- | was asked to consider this 17:12: 25
13 scenario. So, | don't know what is the -- 17:12: 31
14 yeah. 17: 12: 31
15 So, | think the counsel asked ne to 17:12: 34
16 consider this scenario. 17: 12: 36
17 BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 17:12: 40
18 Q Al right. Let's go to your '094 17:12:45
19 | patent declaration, which is Case Nunber 358, 17:12:50
20 | Exhibit 1002. 17:12:58
21 A You want to go to nmy decl arati on, - 13.00
' ?
22 right” 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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1 Q Yes. 17:13: 01
2 A. Yes. Okay. | have themboth. | 17:13:01
3 have it up. 17-13:16
4 Q Sorry, just give nme a second. 1 13:18
) 17:13: 43
5 Sorry, | meant the '554 declaration. So, | sent
17:13: 48
6 | you to the wong one.
17:13:50
7 A Thank you. Gve ne a nonent,
17:13: 52
8 pl ease.
17:13: 55
9 Q Just for the record, this is
17:13: 57
10 Case 359, Exhibit 1002.
'Ol 17:13: 58
11 A Ckay, | have it up. 112 11
12 Q Okay. Turn to Page 63. 17:14: 57
13 A Ckay, | amthere. 17 14: 59
14 Q ALl right. You say, about hal fway 17: 15: 04
15 down, there is a sentence beginning, "As to the 17: 15: 07
16 second |l eg of the call." 17: 15: 08
17 Do you see that, in Paragraph 80? 17:15:10
18 A. Yes. 17:15:13
19 Q Okay. You see, "The SLS 17:15:16
20 platform 115 conpl etes the subscriber's outgoing 171519
21 call by calling the third party's nunber based on - 15:22
22 the stored relationship informtion. 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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2 A. | see that, vyes. 1r:15:24
3 Q And the stored relationship - 15: 28
: : . : 17: 15: 30
4 information that you are tal king about there is
17: 15: 33
5 stored in the database on the SLS platform
17: 15: 36
6 server. Correct?
17: 15: 43
7 A So you are asking ne about whet her
17: 16: 58
8 | this sentence is in ny thing.
17:17: 00
9 So, could you just repeat what you
y ] P y 17:17: 02
10 | just said and then ask the question you want to 17 04
?
11 ask afterward- 17 17- 05
12 Q The stored information that you 17:17: 08
13 reference in Paragraph 80 is stored in the 17:17: 10
14 | database on the SLS platformserver. Correct? 17: 17: 13
15 A | believe the infornation here about 17:19: 29
16 calling third party nunber based on the storage 17: 19: 33
17 information, | believe that this is referring to 17:19:35
18 | the information being stored on the SLS platform 17:19: 38
19 | So, let me confirmthat on Paragraph 60 of 17:19:43
20 | Backhaus. 17:20:58
21 So, this information about the - 20: 59
22 rel ati onship nunber is both avail abl e %Ba&ffbégd%mna)
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1 | platformas well as on the subscriber handset. 17:21:02
2 And what | am describing here in 17:21:05
3 Paragraph 80 is when the subscriber wants to call i 21: 8
4 athird party, it also has this infornmation about 2112
. . : 17:21: 15

5 what relationship nunber to call instead.
_ . 17:21: 17
6 So, that is what | wote in the
17.21: 19
7 first part of Paragraph 80 which is that, as | --

17: 21: 25
8 as discussed in Limtation 1C, Backhaus discl oses 191 28
9 | that the SLS platform process the first |eg b 91: 33
10 | between the subscriber and the SLS platform of 21 36
11 | the outgoing core directed to the third party. 1721 40
12 So, even though the subscriber dials 1721 41
13 a third party nunber, the subscriber handset 17 21: 47
14 | calls the relationship nunber instead. 17: 21: 49
15 And that is because it has that 17: 21: 52
16 i nformati on at the handset as well. 17: 22: 04
17 Q The -- where did this go? 17:22: 13
18 The information that -- so, in 17:22:25
19 | Paragraph 80, you said the SLS platformconpletes 2221
20 | the call based on the stored rel ationship 12229
21 i nformati on. - 22:30

22 So, in that sentence you %5(?.21%%@0”@376)
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1 | about what the SLS platformis doing. Correct? 17:22: 34
2 A. | see. So, yeah, right. So, yeah, 1r-22:31
. . 17: 22: 41
3 so ny answer was that the relationship
4 information is available at both the handset and - 22:42
17: 22: 46
5 | the SLS platform
. . 17:22: 47
6 But | agree that in this sentence, |
17: 22: 51
7 am tal ki ng about the second leg of the call. And
17: 22: 53
8 in the second leg of the call the, the SLS
17: 22: 59
9 platformal so has this relationship nunber
17:23: 01
10 i nformati on. 23 06
11 Q Al right. So, now !l want to ask 1723 09
12 you about the Logan reference, which you rely on, 1723 14
13 | in the connection with the '770 patent. 17:23: 16
14 So, you can pull up that declaration 17: 23: 18
15 i f you want. 17: 23: 26
16 A G ve ne a nonent please. Thank you. 17: 23: 42
17 Ckay, | have that declaration open 17: 23: 44
18 | for '770. 17:23: 46
19 Q So, | amtrying to understand how 17:23:53
20 you are proposing that Logan and Backhaus woul d 17:23: 56
21 oper at e toget her. - 2351
22 So, what aspects of Logan o8 S Sho (3376)
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1 | relying on? 17: 24: 05
2 MR. HERR. Objection, form 17 24:05
3 THE WTNESS: | think the more 1y 24: 06
4 preci se answer is in each of the limtations i 24:09
. ) 17.24: 12

5 | anal yzed, how | applied the teachings of
7. 24: 19
6 Backhaus and Logan
17 24: 21
7 But generally speaking, generally
17. 24: 25
8 speaki ng, Logan teaches how the user can
17: 24: 32
9 express user preferences. And it is the user

17 24: 38
10 that is using -- that is expressing these 17 24: 40
11 user preferences. 1724 41
12 So, there is an idea that the user 17: 24: 44
13 pref erences nay be associated with sone 17: 24 46
14 primary nunber or may be associated with sone 17: 24: 50
15 secondary nunber. 17: 24: 51
16 | believe there -- and so fromthat 17: 24: 56
17 perspective, these user preferences that are 17:24. 57
18 associated with the primary nunmber would be 107 24: 59
19 what the clains recite as the primary call 17:25: 03
20 processi ng rul es. 17 25: 04
21 And user preferences expressed by 17 25. 06

22 t he user associated with the secon(g%%ll%e{%m)
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1 woul d be what the limtations recite as the 17:25:09
2 second cal | processing rules. 17:25:12
3 So, what, what a person of ordinary i 25:13
. . 17: 25: 16
4 skill in the art woul d understand when
. . . : 17: 25: 18
5 readi ng Backhaus in view of Logan is that
. . _ _ 17:25: 21
6 this -- these call processing information can
17: 25: 26
7 be acquired -- the server or an SLS platform
17: 25: 29
8 can acquire this information fromthe user or
17: 25: 32
9 fromthe subscri ber.
17: 25: 34
10 BY MR MCCULLOUGH:
17. 25: 34
11 Q kay. So, turn to Page 50 of your 17 %5: 36
12 decl arati on. 17: 26: 00
13 A Cxay. 117 26: 00
14 Q And Limtation 1B requires that you 17: 26: 03
15 acquire information about primary call processing 17: 26: 06
16 rules for handling calls directed to the primary 17: 26: 09
17 t el ephone nunber. Correct? 17: 26: 11
18 A Yes. 11r: 26: 14
19 Q All right. Now, | believe you 17:26:16
20 | previously testified that in Backhaus, calls to 17: 26: 20
21 the primary nunber are not routed through the SLS - 26.23
?
22 platform Correct?- 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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1 A So, again, | think this claim when 17: 26: 28
2 | it isreferred to acquiring this digital 17:26:31
3 information, it is a -- call processing rules - 26: 42
4 apply to the first nunber and for handling calls 1y 26: 44
. . . 17: 26: 51
5 directly to this primary phone nunber.
_ 17: 26: 56
6 G ve nme a nonent.
17: 28: 51
7 So, | read Backhaus -- we di scussed
17: 28: 53
8 alittle bit earlier. | cite to Paragraph 68 of
17: 28: 57
9 Backhaus.
17: 29: 00
10 And on Page 51, sonmewhere in the, in - %9: 07
11 t he Paragraph 67, on the top half of 51, | cite 17 29: 12
12 to Paragraph 68, where it says, "An SLS service 17 29: 15
13 may provide features and services dedicated to 17:29: 18
14 | the SLS subscriber and separate fromsimlar 17: 29: 21
15 features and services associated with the 17: 29: 23
16 subscriber's primary nunber." 17: 29: 25
17 So, | read that to nean that 17: 29: 27
18 | Backhaus is suggesting that simlar services 17: 29: 32
19 | could be provided to both the secondary nunber 17:29:33
20 | and the prinmary nunber. 17:29: 38
21 Q But in Backhaus the SLS platform - 29: 43
22 never receives calls to the primry nu%B&ELLDEPO(mN6)
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2 A. Well, like | said, | think Backhaus 17:29:49
3 suggests that this could be a possibility. And 17: 29:51
4 | the passage | just read suggests that simlar 1 26: 99
o 17: 29: 59
5 features could also -- simlar features and
) . ) 17: 30: 01
6 services could also be associated with the
17:30: 03
7 primry nunber.
17: 30: 04
8 So, it at |east suggests that. And
17: 30: 09
9 so that is the reason why | stated the opinion
17: 30: 14
10 that | stated.
17: 30: 15
11 Q What you are quoting here in 1730:17
12 Backhaus Paragraph 68 says features nmay be 17: 30: 19
13 provi ded separate fromsimlar features and 17:30° 21
14 | services associated with the subscriber's primary 17: 30: 25
15 nunber. Correct? 17: 30: 27
16 A Yes. And | read that to nean that 17: 30: 29
17 | you could provide features and services dedi cated 17:30: 33
18 | to the SLS number. And you can al so provide 107:30: 37
19 | sinilar services and features with the primary 17:30: 41
20 | numbers. And those are separate things. 17:30:43
21 One is for the SLS nunber and the 17: 30:45
22 other is for the primary nunber. 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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1 Q Thi s paragraph that you have quot ed 17: 30: 48
2 | here, this Paragraph 68 doesn't say the SLS 17:30:50
3 service provides those features to the primary - 30:52
4 nunber. It just says that they are separate from B+ 30: 85
. 17: 30: 57

5 | those features for the primary nunber.
17: 30: 59
6 Correct?
17: 31: 01
7 A Vell, like | said in my declaration,
17: 31: 03
8 I think, in my opinion, Backhaus at | east

17: 31: 06
9 suggests features associated with these kind of b 31 09
10 | services. And these features and services are 31 13
11 al so available for calls directed to the 1731 15
12 subscri ber's prinmary nunber. 17:31: 17
13 So, | am saying that Backhaus 17:31: 19
14 | suggests that such simlar services and features 17: 31: 22
15 can also be offered to the subscriber's primary 17: 31: 26
16 nunber . 17: 31: 27
17 Q If I have a primary cell phone 17: 31:30
18 | nunber from Verizon, and soneone calls that 17:31:35
19 | nunber, how would it ever be able to get routed 17:31: 38
20 | to Backhaus's SLS pl atforn® 17:31:40
21 MR, HERR: (bj ection, outside of 3142

22 SCOpE. 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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1 THE W TNESS: Yeah. So, again, | 17:31:42
2 think | am saying that Backhaus suggests that 17:31:45
3 this is a possibility. - 31:49
4 So, but in ny analysis of this 1B, | fy: 3152
_ _ 17: 31: 56
5 am not just tal king about the Backhaus
_ _ 17: 31: 58
6 teaching, but I am also tal ki ng about Logan.
17: 32: 01
7 But, I, I, the way | wote this
17: 32: 04
8 sentence, is to say that Backhaus at | east
17:32: 07
9 suggests its features.
17: 32: 08
10 And in my opinion, because Backhaus 311
11 describes simlar features and services to be 1739 14
12 al so be available to prinmary nunbers. 17:32: 17
13 So, that is the basis for why | 17:32: 19
14 bel i eve Backhaus at |east suggests this to be 17: 32: 23
15 t he case. 17: 32: 24
16 BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 17. 32: 24
17 Q How woul d you have to change 17: 32: 26
18 | Backhaus in order to nake it capable of receiving 17 32:29
19 | calls to a prinary nunber? 17:32: 34
20 MR. HERR. bjection, form 17:32:35
21 THE WTNESS: So, like | said -- | i 35:15
22 nmean, |like |I said, Backhaus at Iea%&ofﬂ%%ésm)
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1 that features |ike voicemail and message 17:35:18
2 servi ces, automated response can al so be 17:35:21
3 avai l able for calls directed to the i 35: 26
. . 17: 35: 28
4 subscriber's primary nunber.
. 17: 35: 31
5 And | think Logan -- because
_ 17: 35: 34
6 Backhaus al ready suggests that such services
17: 35: 37
7 could be offered, or simlar services and
17: 35: 42
8 features could al so be provided to the
17: 35: 44
9 primary nunber -- | think a person of skil
17: 35: 46
10 in the art readi ng Backhaus, in view of - 35: 48
11 Logan, woul d understand in Logan, these call 17 35: 53
12 processing rules can apply to both primry 17 35:56
13 nunbers and secondary nunbers. 17: 36: 02
14 So, | think a person of skill in the 17: 36: 04
15 art would be notivated to i nplenent this 17: 36: 06
16 because of the benefit that you get from 17: 36: 10
17 all ow ng the user to express user 17: 36: 13
18 pr ef er ences. 117: 36: 16
19 | BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 17: 36: 16
20 Q You are not relying upon Logan for 17: 36: 20
21 actually routing calls, correct? - 36. 26
22 MR. HERR: (bjection, for o211 DEPO (3376)
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1 THE WTNESS: So, | think my answer 17:36: 21
2 | is the same, which is Backhaus already 17:36: 33
3 suggests that these services and features can 17 36: 35
4 al so be offered to the primary nunber. 1 36: 38
. . . 17: 36: 41

5 So, in view -- a person of ordinary
_ , , _ _ 117: 36: 44
6 skill in the art readi ng Backhaus, in view of
17: 36: 47
7 Logan, would be notivated to apply -- to

17: 36: 51
8 nodi fy Backhaus with the teachings of Logan. b 36: 56
9 And specifically in Logan, there is |
10 | an idea that user can provide user 13702
11 preferences to these type of features and 173704
12 servi ces. 17: 37: 05
13 And t hese user preferences can be, 17:37: 08
14 | can be provided from-- by the user for both 17:37: 13
15 primary nunbers as well as secondary nunbers. 17:37:17
16 So, in Logan, it talks about the 17:37:19
17 ability for the user to express first call 17:37: 24
18 | processing rules associated with the -- or 1r:37: 28
19 | the primary call processing rules associated 17:31:31
20 | wWith the primary tel ephone nunber and al so be 17:37:34
21 able to express secondary call processing 17-31.31

22 rul es associated with the second nunbersoo_zn_DEpo(S?’?s)
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1 So, and, and the benefit is to be 17:37:39
2 able to -- for the server to be able to 17:31:42
. . 17: 37: 46
3 acquire this use of the preferences of user.
4 So, | think a person of ordinary 1y: 31:49
. . . . _ 17 37: 51
5 skill in the art readi ng Backhaus, in view of
. _ 17: 3755
6 Logan, would be notivated to nodify the SLS
7. 37: 57
7 platformto do the sane thing, to offer the
17: 38: 00
8 sane capabilities.
17: 38: 05
9 BY MR MCCULLOUGH:
17: 38: 05
10 Q Turn to Page 79 of your declaration. 1 38: 23
11 A Go ahead, pl ease. 1738 24
12 Q Al right. So, you see 17: 38: 26
13 Limtation 1G of the '770 patent here? 17: 38: 29
14 A Yes. 17: 38: 33
15 Q Okay. And | want to ask you about 17: 38: 34
16 the very last clause of this which is, "Accepting 17: 38: 37
17 | the incoming call by connecting with the switch 17: 38:40
18 | over the at |east one voice channel using the 17: 38: 43
19 | bridge tel ephone nunber." Correct? 17 38. 45
20 A. G ve me a nonent. 17:43:13
21 Q D Lin? 17:43: 14
22 A Yes. Yes. So, | went thrza8&9ﬂ.69f>o (3376)
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1 | paragraphs. Can you ask your question? 17:43:21
2 You are asking about the last part 17:43: 24
. . . : 17: 43: 25
3 about connecting -- accepting an inconmng call by
4 connecting with the switch over at | east one fy:43:29
17: 43: 32
5 | voice channel using the bridge tel ephone nunber.
_ _ 17: 43: 34
6 So, what is the question?
17: 43: 36
7 Q Right. So, the claimLimtation 1G
17: 43: 39
8 requires accepting the incomng call by
17:43: 41
9 connecting with the swtch over the at |east one
17: 43: 44
10 | voice channel using the bridge tel ephone nunber. - 43: 48
?
11 Correct?* 17 43: 48
12 A Yes. 17: 43 49
13 Q kay. And so the connection with 17: 43: 58
14 | the switch has to be nmade over the at |east one 17: 44: 01
15 voi ce channel. Correct? 17: 44 04
16 A That the claim-- that is what the 17: 44: 07
17 claimrecites. 17: 44: 09
18 Q Ckay. Now, you, starting in 17:44:13
19 | Paragraph 93, you identify what you called the 17:44: 16
20 | first way that this claimis net. Correct? 174421
21 A Vell, | think the -- |ike you said - 44: 24
22 earlier, this claimlimtation contai NS Vbero (3376)
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1 | parts. And | think | amtrying to answer one 174421
2 | step at a tine. 17:44:30
3 Q Okay. Let's turn to Paragraph 95 of - 44: 38
. 1 44: 53
4 | your -- actually, sorry. Gve nme a second. i
_ 17: 45: 06
5 A Pl ease take your tine.
17: 45: 43
6 Q kay. So, Paragraph 103. Let ne
17. 45: 47
7 know when you are there.
17. 45: 47
8 A Yes.
17: 45: 48
9 Q Okay. So this is where you discuss
17: 45: 58
: . . "
10 how t he incomng call is accepted. Correct?® 1 46: 05
11 A How the incomng call is accepted, 17 46: 08

12 yes. That is, that is one of the paragraphs that 17 46: 12

13 addresses this point. 17: 46: 13
14 Q And you rely on the call fromthe 17: 46: 17
15 SLS platformto the subscriber's device. 17: 46: 23
16 Correct? 17: 46: 26
17 A | believe that this is what -- | 17: 46: 28
18 | believe this is what the paragraph is referring 17: 46: 30
19 | to, is the, is the second | eg where the SLS 17: 46: 35
20 platformcalls the subscriber using the 17:46: 38

17: 46: 41

21 rel ati onshi p nunber.

22 Q And the way that the rel aGLonsiip,, .a76
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1 | nunber is used in your analysis is that it is 17: 46: 44
2 | part of the specially encoded data in the calling  1/46:%0
3 party field. Correct? 17:46:54
4 A So, | think your question is the 1 49: 34
.. . ) 17: 49: 36
5 sane, simlar to the questions you asked earlier.
, _ . o _ 117: 49: 38
6 Again, | think in the |imtation,
17: 49: 41
7 the incomng call is clearly referring to an
17:49: 44
8 i ncom ng voi ce call
17: 49: 45
9 And the incomng voice call is, is
17:49: 53
10 | passed over the voice channel in order to carry 17 49: 55
11 voice. 117; 49: 57
12 And the swtch is, the switch is the 17: 50 01
13 | thing that is connecting, making the connecti on. 17: 50: 04
14 So, in Paragraph 104, | tal k about, 17: 50: 09
15 based on the user input, accepting incomng call 17:50: 12
16 by connecting with the switch over at | east one 17:50: 14
17 voi ce channel . 17:50: 15
18 And so | think the Backhaus 117: 50: 23
19 | disclosure neets this linitation. 17:50: 26
20 Q So, the part of the claimthat | am 17:50: 28
21 aski ng about now is the phrase, using the bridge 17 50: 30
22 | telephone number. 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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1 In your analysis, the only way that 17:50: 33
2 you are contending the bridge tel ephone nunber is 17:50: 34
3 used is that it is part of the specially encoded B 50: 37
4 data in the calling party field of the call from 1+ 30: 39
_ 17: 50: 43
5 the SLS platformto the subscriber.
17: 50: 45
6 Correct?
17: 50: 49
7 MR. HERR: (bjection, asked and
17: 50: 50
8 answer ed.
17: 50: 51
9 THE WTNESS: Yeah. So, | think ny
17:52: 11
10 answer is the sane as before. 59 13
11 In Paragraph 104, | explain that the 17:59: 21
12 Backhaus di scl oses that the subscriber is 17:52: 23
13 alerted to the incomng call and that call 17: 52: 26
14 woul d have been conming froma relationship 17: 52: 28
15 nunber . 17: 52: 28
16 And then the call is connected to 17: 52: 32
17 t he subscriber by the SLS pl atform when the 17: 52: 36
18 subscri ber answers the call. 11r: 52: 38
19 And Backhaus discl oses accepting the  17:52:50
20 incoming call. And as such, the inconing 17:52:52
21 call is connected by a local switch over at - 52.56
22 | east one voi ce channel . 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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1 So, that is my opinion. 17:52:57
2 | BY MR MCCULLOUGH 17.53. 36
3 Q So, in your opinion of this claim i+ 53: 36
. . . : 17:53: 38
4 | term who is connecting with the switch over the
. . . 17: 53: 41
5 at | east one voice channel using the bridge
17:53: 43
6 t el ephone nunber?
17: 53: 44
7 Is it the SLS platformor is it the
17:53: 46
8 subscri ber's term nal device?
17: 53: 52
9 MR, HERR: (bjection, form
17: 53: 55
10 THE WTNESS: Well, it is based on - 53: 67
11 the user input. So, based on the user input, 17 54: 00
12 accepting the call by -- so, the full phrase 17 54: 05
13 i s based on user input accepting incom ng 17:54: 10
14 call by connecting with the switch over at 17: 54: 13
15 | east one voi ce channel using the 17: 54: 16
16 rel ati onshi p nunber. 17: 54: 16
17 So, | think it is clear that this 17: 54: 20
18 leg of the call is comng fromrelationship 17: 54: 23
20 So, Backhaus discloses the -- this 17:54: 29
21 subscriber is alerted to the incomng call. - 54: 32
22 And the call is connected to the S%B&Efﬂgﬁﬂb(mwﬁ)
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1 by the SLS pl atform when the subscri ber 17:54: 34
2 answers the call. 17:54:31
3 So, this is the user input to the - 54: 38
4 subscri ber. Based on input, the call is 1 54:43
. . . . 17: 54: 46

5 accepted. And, and, this is, this is the
o ] . . 17: 54: 49
6 user -- this is accepting incomng call based
17: 54: 52
7 on user input.
17:54: 53
8 And so, ny opinion is that the
17: 54: 57
9 incomng call is connected by a |ocal switch
17: 55: 01
10 in the PSTN network over at |east one voice
! Y Vol 17 55: 06
11 channel . 17 55: 06
12 Because, in order to, in order to 1755 11
13 accept any incomng call by connecting with 17: 55: 13
14 the switch, you need to be connecting with 17: 55: 15
15 the swwtch to -- in order to connect the 17: 55 18
16 nunbers -- | nean in order to connect the 17: 55: 20
17 cal | . 17: 55: 20
18 So, that seens clear to ne. 107: 55: 30
19 | BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 17:55:31
20 Q So, the user can accept the call by 17:55: 33
21 pressing a button on their phone, for exanple. - 55 36
?
22 Correct” 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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1 MR HERR  Objection, outside the 17:55: 36
2 scope. 17: 55: 37
3 THE WTNESS: So, | think nore 1 35: 38
4 precisely is, is, | think Backhaus teaches 1 55: 42
: . . . 17.55: 48
5 the idea of accepting incomng calls based on
. 17: 55: 51
6 user i nput.
107 55: 52
7 And, and | think the key is in order
117: 55: 56
8 to, you know, to connect the incomng call,
17: 56: 01
9 the local switch has to play the role of
17:56: 03
10 maki ng that connecti on.
'ng ! 117 56: 09
11 BY MR, MCCULLOUGH: 17 56: 10
12 Q The user, when they accept the call, 17: 56: 14
13 t hat does not -- accepting the call, the act of 17:56' 18
14 | accepting the call does not use the bridge 17: 56: 20
15 t el ephone nunber or the relationship nunber in 17: 561 22
16 Backhaus. Correct? 17: 56: 25
17 MR. HERR:  (Objection, form 17: 56: 26
18 THE WTNESS: So, | think it is 17 57: 05
19 clear that Backhaus describes the |ocal voice 15711
20 switch is connecting a call fromthe 17:57:13
. . . 17:57: 17
21 relati onship nunber to the subscriber.
22 So, in ny opinion, the SWIBB&QllI.E?EPO(3376)
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1 satisfying this linitation. 17:57:23
2 And again, the inconing call is 1r:51:29
. . . 17.57: 31
3 bei ng connected by this |ocal switch, and
4 connecting this -- it is maki ng a connecti on 1y: 7. 36
. . . 17. 57 38
5 fromthis relationship nunber to a
_ 1j7:57: 40
6 subscri ber.
17 57: 40
7 So, | think it teaches the, the
17:57: 43
8 l[imtation that we are tal king about right
17.57: 45
9 NOWw.
17 57: 54
10 I f you conme to another natural - 57- 56
11 break, | think we are approachi ng anot her 175757
12 hour.. 177:58: 09
13 MR MCCULLOUGH: Ckay, that is fine. 17:58: 10
14 Let's take a break. 18: 07: 36
15 (Recess taken -- 5:58 p.m) 18: 07: 36
16 (After recess -- 6:07 p.m) 18: 07: 48
17 BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 18: 07: 48
18 Q All right. So, Dr. Lin, |ooking at 18:07: 53
19 | Limtation 1G of the ' 770 patent, this linmitation 180802
20 | references something called pre-call information. 18:08:04
21 Do you see that? 18. 08: 05
22 A ves. 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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1 Q Okay. And you agree that the 18: 08: 10
2 | pre-call information has to relate to the 16:08: 13
3 specific call that was received in a previous 1p: 08: 16
4 limtation, 1F. Correct? 1p: 08:19
. . 18: 08: 27
5 MR. HERR: (bjection, form
. 18: 08: 28
6 THE WTNESS: G ve ne a nonent.
18: 15: 23
7 Ckay. So, you are asking nme about ny
18: 15: 25
8 anal ysis of the pre-call information.
18:15: 28
9 BY MR MCCULLOUGH:
18: 15: 28
10 Q My question was, you agree that the 18: 15: 30
11 pre-call information in Limtation 1G nust relate 18 15 36
12 to the specific call that was received in 18: 15 39
13 Limtation 1F. Correct? 18: 15: 44
14 MR. HERR: (bjection, form 18: 15: 45
15 THE WTNESS: So, |'mnot sure why 18: 16: 08
16 you would read it that way. 18: 16: 09
17 But | think the two ways | explain 18:16: 13
18 in 1G of this pre-call information, at |east 18:16: 17
19 the first way we discussed extensively 18:16:20
20 previ ousl y. 18:16: 20
21 And then the second way we have not 18. 16: 23
22 di scussed extensively, but | have %b&&llDEPO(%m)
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1 descri bed how it works. 18:16: 28
2 And so | think the claimijust 18:16: 29
3 requires this pre-call information to be, to 18: 16: 32
4 be -- what is the | anguage here? 1P 16: 38
) 18: 16: 39
5 Yeah, to be transmitted to the
18: 16: 42
6 handset over at |east one data channel.
18: 16: 47
7 BY MR MCCULLOUGH:
18: 16: 48
8 Q So you think the pre-call
18: 16: 49
9 information can relate to a different call than
18: 16: 52
10 | the incomng call recited in Limtation 1F? 1B 16: 55
11 MR. HERR: (bjection, form 18 16+ 58
12 bj ection, outside of scope. 18: 16: 59
13 THE WTNESS: Yeah. So, generally 18:17: 03
14 speaki ng, generally speaking, daim1lis 18: 17: 08
15 about a third party calling a subscriber. 18: 17: 15
16 And in the first way that | 18:17: 17
17 descri be, before the voice paths are 18:17:21
18 connected, is the specially encoded nessage 18:17: 24
19 that we discussed extensively. 18:17:26
20 So, the first way has to do with 18:17:29
21 this specially encoded nessage whi ch contains 18.17:31
22 the rel ati onshi p nunber, anong ot h%[)oéﬂlﬂ‘t%% (3376)
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1 The second way, which i s described 18:17: 33
2 | in Figure 4D, is if | ama subscriber and | 16:17:35
3 don't have a relationship nunber set up, | 1p:17:40
4 can request a relationship nunber through the 191744
18: 17: 49
5 data conmuni cations to get that relationship
18: 17:54
6 nunber .
18: 17: 55
7 And this can occur before a call,
18: 17: 57
8 anot her call.
18: 17: 57
9 And so, | think relative to this
18: 18: 00
10 other call, it is a pre-call information. 1B: 18: 02
11 So, that is generally how | describe 18: 18: 06
12 the second way in, in ny declaration. 18: 18 13
13 | think particularly Paragraph 100 18: 18: 16
14 | is where | talk about the second way where 18: 18: 19
15 t he subscriber requests the relationship 18: 18: 22
16 i nformati on. 18: 18: 27
17 And that, that infornmation is, iIs 18: 18: 30
18 | transnitted before the, a call is considered 18:18: 37
19 | between a third party and a subscri ber. 18: 18: 39
20 So, | think that is why | think the 1g:18:41
21 second way al so teaches the pre-call 18. 18: 43
22 information in ClaimlG 800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com
FLYPSI, INC. IPR2023-00359 Ex. 2009, p. 214 of 249



BILL LIN, PH.D. October 12, 2023

GOOGLE LLC vs FLYPSI, INC. 215
1 | BY MR MOCULLOUGH: 18:18:45
2 Q The pre-call information in 18:18:54
3 Limtation 1G has to include a bridge tel ephone 1p: 18: 57
4 | nunber such that the handset can accept the 1p: 19:06
18:19: 10
5 I ncomng call by connecting with a swtch over
18:19: 14
6 the at | east one voice channel using the bridge
18:19: 17
7 | tel ephone nunber.
18:19: 17
8 Correct?
18:19: 20
9 A If you are reading what is in the --
18: 19: 22
10 | what is recited inthe limtation, | didn't catch 1B: 19: 95
11 every word. But, if you represent to ne that you 1819 27
12 are just reading the limtation, then, then you 18: 19: 30
13 are reading the limtation. 18:19: 32
14 Q So, the reference to the incom ng 18: 19: 34
15 call in Limtation 1G that reference nust be the 18: 19: 40
16 same call as Limtation 1F. 18:19: 43
17 Correct? 18:19: 44
18 A | think, | think regardless, 18:20: 18
19 | regardless -- | think in both ways, they are at 18:20: 23
20 | least before -- in both ways | think you can 16:20:25
21 | think of themas being before a call is 18 20:29
22 | connected. 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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1 So, | think the second way, as | 18: 20: 29
2 | described a, a, a subscriber that doesn't have a 16: 20: 31
3 rel ati onshi p nunber can request one fromthe SLS 1p: 20: 38
18: 20: 41

4 pl at f or m
: . 18: 20: 42
5 And that data transm ssion can occur
) ) ) . 18: 20: 45
6 in several -- certain nonent in tinme before
18: 20: 48
7 another call. And that information is certainly
18: 20: 51
8 before the, the other call in question.
18: 20: 55
9 So, that is what | wote in

18: 20: 58
10 Par agraph 100 of ny declaration. That a person 18: 21: 00
11 of ordinary skill in the art would have 18 21 01
12 understood that the transmtted i nformation, 18: 21 03
13 | which includes the rel ationship nunber, would 18: 21: 07
14 | correspond to the claimpre-call information, 18: 21: 10
15 because this information is transmtted before 18: 21: 12
16 the call is connected between a third party and a 18: 21: 15
17 subscri ber. 18: 21: 16
18 So, | think that is one. 18:21: 17
19 | think the second -- the first way, 18:21:19
20 again, is the specially encoded nessage that gets 18:21:23
21 sent before, before the voice path are set up. 1B 227

22 And so | think fromthat 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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1 | perspective, the information is -- the pre-call 18:21:29
2 | information is also transnitted. 18:21:33
3 Q Al right. Let's ook at the '105 1p: 2141
4 pat ent now. 1 2143
) 18: 21. 54
5 A G ve nme one nonent, please. | have
. 18:22:19
6 it open.
18: 22: 20
7 Q Al right. And looking at Caiml
18:22: 24
8 of the '105 patent, the termpre-call information
18: 22: 30
9 i s used agai n.
18: 22: 32
10 Do you see that? 1B 9933
11 A VWhich, which claimlimtation are we 18: 2236
12 referring to? 18: 22: 37
13 Q 1G 18: 22: 40
14 A 1G? 18:22: 42
15 Q Yes. 18:23: 10
16 A | amthere. Go ahead. 18:23:12
17 Q Pre-call information in 18:23: 16
18 | Limtation 1G of the ' 105 patent, is that 18:23:21
19 | required to relate to the incoming call received 18:23:25
20 | in Limtation 1D? 18:23: 31
21 MR HERR  Objection, form 18 23: 32
22 (bj ection, outside of scope. 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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1 THE W TNESS: And you are asking ne 18:23:35
2 to conmpare 1G with 1D, |ike David? 16:24: 32
3 | BY MR MOCULLOUGH: 1p: 24: 36
4 Q |"masking if the pre-call 1p: 24:36
. . . . . 18: 24: 38

5 information in 1Gis required to relate to the
. ) . 18: 24: 42
6 i ncomng call in 1D.
18: 24: 46
7 MR. HERR: (bjection, form
18: 24: 47
8 bj ection, outside of scope.
18: 24: 49
9 THE WTNESS: Okay. So, | think 1D
18: 25: 50
[ bout a scenario in which the call is

10 I's abou 10 I | | 18: 75 56
11 bei ng nade to a secondary nunber whi ch woul d 18: 25: 59
12 then go to the SLS platform 18: 26: 00
13 And | believe that -- | think 1Gis 18: 26: 09
14 al so about the same. It is about the 18: 26: 12
15 scenario in which the call is being nade to 18: 26: 15
16 an SLS nunber that would go to a platform -- 18: 26: 18
17 | mean go through the SLS pl atform before 18: 26: 22
18 going to the subscriber. 18: 26: 24
19 So, | think they both tal k about 18: 26: 29
20 this scenario. 18:26:30
21 | BY MR MOCULLOUGH 1p: 26: 37

22 Q Just to be clear, are y0u88&¥i1%§oh(3376)
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1 | pre-call information in 1G and the incoming cal l 18: 26: 38
2 | in 1D are both for the second call? 18: 26: 41
3 MR. HERR: (bjection, form 1p: 26: 48
. . . 18: 26: 49
4 bj ection, outside the scope. Asked and
18: 26: 53
5 answer ed.
_ . 18: 26: 53
6 THE WTNESS: So, like | said,
18: 26: 54
7 think the call is being nade to the
18: 26: 58
8 subscriber. And the -- if the call is being
18: 27: 02
9 made to the subscriber's SLS nunber, it would
18: 27: 09
10 be -- it would go through the SLS pl atform 1B 97- 19
11 first -- with the first leg going fromthe 18: 97 14
12 caller to the SLS platformby calling the 18:27: 18
13 rel ati onshi p nunber. 18 27: 19
14 And that the second part fromthe, 18: 27: 22
15 fromthe server to the, to the, to the 18: 27: 28
16 subscri ber. 18: 27: 28
17 So, fromthat perspective | think 18:27: 34
18 they are both describing a similar scenario 18: 27: 36
19 or the sane scenario. 18:27: 37
20 And in 1G the questions you were 18:27:40
21 asking ne earlier is what is the pre-call 1. 27:41
22 i nformati on and how i s that pre-ca%baerDEPo(xN6)
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1 i nformation being transnitted. 18:27: 43
2 And again, | described two ways. 18:27:45
3 One is by use of a specially encoded nessage. 1B 2147
4 And the other way is, you know, before the 1p: 21:52
_ 18: 27: 54

5 actual call, sonme tine before, the, the -- a
. . . 18: 28: 03
6 client can ask for relationship nunber from
18: 28: 07
7 t he server using the process of Figure 4D.
18: 28: 11
8 BY MR MCCULLOUGH

18:28: 11
9 Q Doctor, my question is not about B 98:13
10 | Backhaus. It is about the '105 patent. 1B: %8: 15
11 And when you were form ng your 18: 28 18
12 Invalidity opinions, did you understand that the 18: 28: 20
13 pre-call information in 1Gwas required to relate 18: 28: 24
14 | to the incomng call in 1D, yes or no? 18: 28: 29
15 MR. HERR: (bjection, form 18: 28: 30
16 bj ection, outside the scope. Asked and 18: 28: 32
17 answer ed. 18: 28: 32
18 THE WTNESS: Yeah. So, | think the  18:28:35
19 analysis | have done, | treat themthe same. 18: 28: 39
20 They are being -- both calls are to 18:28:42
21 sonme secondary nunber that would go through 1: 28: 44

22 sonme internedi ate server. 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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1 | BY MR MOCULLOUGH: 18: 28: 47
2 Q In Claim2 of the '105 patent, in 16:28:47
3 | your analysis, did you understand that the 1p: 28:50
4 pre-call information in limtation 2B was 1P 28: 53
. . . . 18: 28: 58
5 required to relate in -- all right. Let ne just
: . 18: 29: 04
6 ask the question again.
18: 29: 05
7 In daim in CQaim2 of the '105
18: 29: 08
8 patent, in your analysis, did you understand that b 20 13
9 | the pre-call information in limtation 2B was
18: 29: 20
10 required to relate to the incomng call in 1B 29: 22
. . -
11 limtation 2A" 18 29: 26
12 MR. HERR: (bjection, form 18: 29: 27
13 (bj ection, outside of scope. 18 29: 29
14 THE WTNESS: So, at the high |evel 18: 30: 34
15 what is going on here or what the claim 18: 30 37
16 requires is that there is a call to a 18: 30: 39
17 secondary nunber. 18: 30: 41
18 And, that secondary number woul d 18: 30: 44
19 then map to in the intermediate bridge 18:30:49
20 number, as referred to in the first bridge 18:30:51
21 nunber in the limtation. 18 30:53
22 And the call would first %80.51%.5@% (3376)
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1 server which woul d be received by the switch. 18: 30: 56
2 And the server would then, would 18: 30: 59
3 then provide this first bridge nunber -- 1p: 31:03
. . . 18:31. 14

4 woul d then use this first bridge nunber to
. . 18: 31: 17
5 conplete the incomng call to the secondary
18: 31: 19
6 t el ephone nunber.
18: 31: 22
7 And, again, in Backhaus, that bridge
18: 31: 27
8 nunber is the relationship nunber associ ated & 31 28
9 with the switch and associated with the

18: 31: 30
10 server. 18:31: 34
11 And then in part B, in the second 18 31: 36
12 [imtation or 2B limtation, the server woul d 18: 31 13
13 transmt this information, this 18: 31: 45
14 preconfirmation, including this first bridge 18: 31: 48
15 nunber . 18: 31: 49
16 And the, the tel ephone handset can 18: 31: 53
17 t hen accept the call by essentially making a 18:31: 57
18 call back to this bridge nunber to connect 18: 32: 00
19 i nconming call to the tel ephone handset. 18: 32: 13
20 So, that is what is happening. 18:32:14
21 | BY MR MOCULLOUGH: 1:32:15

22 Q Al right. | want to go %8&511?0%%(3376)
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1 | Backhaus. And | believe you testified earlier 18:32: 16
2 | that you believed the sane rel ationship nunber 1g:32: 17
3 can be used for different contacts of the sane 1. 32:21
4 subscriber. |Is that correct? 13225
. ) ) 18: 32: 26

5 A | didn't say that. | think, | think
18: 32: 32
6 Backhaus sonewhere -- | would have to | ook up ny
18: 32: 34
7 decl aration. But, | cited a reference where
18: 32: 38
8 Backhaus says | believe -- let ne | ook.
18: 32: 42
9 Unfortunately the patents are not

18: 32: 44
10 searchable, so it would take ne quite sone tine 1B: 39 47
11 to | ook. 18:32: 48
12 But, there is a disclosure in 18: 32: 49
13 Backhaus that says that the rel ationship nunber 18: 32: 52
14 | is not unique to third party nunbers. 18: 32: 59
15 But, if you give ne sone tinme, | can 18: 33: 01
16 | ook that up. Wuld you like me to look it up? 18:33: 14
17 Q No. Just give nme a second. 18: 33: 44
18 THE WTNESS: Sir, sir? 18:33: 52
19 MR MOCULLOUGH:  Yes? 18:33: 53
20 THE WTNESS: So, | don't need a 16:33: 56
21 break just yet, but if you intend to go for 18. 33. 58

22 much |l onger, then | will probably %@&51LDEPO(&W6)
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1 anot her break. 18:34: 00
2 MR MOCULLOUGH Wiy don't we take a B340l
3 break and I will find what | am | ooking for, 1p: 34: 02
4 so that is fine. 1p: 34: 04
18: 34: 07
5 THE WTNESS: | don't want to take a
_ 18: 34: 08
6 break yet. | want to maybe just take a
18: 34: 09
7 break -- | don't know how nuch tinme you are
18: 34: 10
8 | ooki ng for.
18: 34: 11
9 So, maybe | am ha wi t h anot her
y PRy 18: 34: 13
10 ten m nutes. 18: 34: 21
11 MR, MCCULLOUGH. kay. Fine. 18 34 22
12 Sorry, | amjust not finding -- 18: 34: 26
14 MR MCCULLOUGH: Yes, just let ne 18: 34: 29
15 know when you need it. 18: 34: 31
16 THE W TNESS: Thank you. 18: 34; 31
17 BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 18: 35: 01
18 Q Ckay. So, go to -- okay. Go to 18:35:32
19 | your '094 declaration, Paragraph 67. 18: 35: 36
20 A G ve ne a nonent please, thank you. 16:35: 38
21 Q Okay. 18: 36: 11
22 A ["msorry. You want ne t%o@?11t.DcEPO(3376)
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1 | '094, Paragraph Nunber 577 18:36: 13
2 Q Yes. 18: 36: 16
3 A That is the preanble. 18: 36: 16
4 Q No, sorry. 67. 1p: 36:22
18: 36: 24

5 A 67. Ckay. | am happy to answer a
_ _ _ 18: 36: 29
6 guesti on about the preanble if you |ike.
18: 36: 31
7 Q | don't think that will be

18: 36: 33
8 necessary. Are you at 677 1k 36: 45
9 A | am yes. 1B 36: 50
10 Q Ckay. So, here you are quoting 16: 36: 57
11 Backhaus, Paragraph 47, that says, "Relationship 18 36 54
12 nunbers may be used for a plurality of subscriber 18: 36 57
13 nunmber and third party nunber conbi nations." 18: 37 00
14 I's this the quote that you were 18:37: 02
15 | ooking for earlier? 18:37: 04
16 A It is possible. Let ne pull up 18: 37: 07
17 Backhaus and | will let you know. Thank you. 18: 38: 03
18 Yes, | think in this Paragraph 67. 18:38: 05
19 | | also cite to Paragraph 46, that also talks 18:38: 08
20 | about the description in this disclosure of 18:38:11
21 exenpl ary enbodi nents that include individual 18 38: 16

22 subscriber relationship ID tables are %B&fffghifﬁm7®
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1 | illustrative purposes only and will not be -- and 18: 38: 21
2 | will not linit the scope of disclosure. 18: 38: 23
3 So, yes, | amciting these two 1p: 38: 26
4 par agr aphs. 1p: 38 33
18: 38: 33

5 Q Okay. And what Backhaus says here
18: 38: 35
6 Is that the relationship nunber nay be used for
18. 38: 37
7 di fferent subscriber and third party nunber
18: 38: 39
8 conbi nati ons, correct?
18: 38: 46
9 A What you read is what is witten

18: 38: 48
10 Q And in Paragraph 47, Backhaus gives 1B: 38: 50
11 exanpl es of using a relationship nunber X for 18: 38: 54
12 mapping to four different subscriber third party 18: 38 58
13 | rel ationships, correct? 18: 39: 00
14 A That is -- what is witten is 18: 39: 24
15 exactly that. For exanple, in an illustrative 18: 39: 27
16 enbodi nent, Subscribers D, E, F, and G my all 18:39: 31
17 have dat abase records that map rel ati onship 18:39:33
18 | nunber X to third party nunbers J, K, L, and E, 18: 39: 38
19 | respectively, respectively. 18: 39: 43
20 Q Ckay. And none of the exanples in 18:39:46
21 Par agraph 47 are using the sane rel ationship 1B: 39:47

22 nunmber for two different contacts of t%SO.EﬁrE'EPO(%m)
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1 | subscriber. Correct? 18: 39: 50
2 MR. HERR. Objection, form 18:39:54
3 THE WTNESS: | amsorry. None of 1P: 39: 56
4 t hese exanples to do what? 1p: 39 58
18: 40: 00
5 BY MR MCCULLOUGH:
18: 40: 00
6 Q None of these exanpl es use the sane
18: 40: 02
7 rel ati onship nunber for two different contacts of
18: 40: 05
8 t he sane subscriber, correct?
18: 40: 07
9 A Vell, like | said, in Paragraph 46,
18: 40: 14
10 | Backhaus was very careful in witing that the 1B: 40: 19
11 description in this disclosure are of exenplary 18 40' 23
12 enbodi nment s. 18: 40 24
13 And they are offered for 18: 40: 26
14 | illustrative purposes only and wll not limt the 18: 40: 30
15 scope of the disclosure. 18: 40 31
16 So, | think he is providing 18: 40: 34
17 | exanmples, but he is clear in informng the reader 18: 40: 38
18 | that these are exanples and will not linmt the 18: 40: 45
19 | scope of this disclosure. 18: 40: 46
20 They are -- therefore, for 18: 40: 48
21 illustrative purposes only. That is what he 19: 40:50
22 | wrote. 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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1 Q The way the subscriber nakes an 18:40: 51
2 | outgoing call in Backhaus is by dialing the 18:40:54
3 rel ati onship nunber for that third party contact. 18: 40: 56
4 Correct? 1P: 40: 59
) 18:41. 08
5 A By the way, can you remnd ne --
_ _ . 18: 41: 12
6 never mnd. | can remnd nyself. Gve ne a
18:41: 16
7 noment , pl ease.
18:42: 48
8 Q So, let nme point you to Paragraph 75
18: 42: 50
9 of Backhaus.
18:43:02
10 A 75, okay. | amgetting there. 1B 43: 07
11 kay. | amthere. 18 13- 08
12 Q kay. So, if you |ook at the -- 18: 43: 13
13 this is tal king about the subscriber nmaking the 18: 43 16
14 | outgoing call. Correct? 18: 43: 32
15 A. | believe 75 is referring to 18: 43: 35
16 outgoing call. Yes, | believe that Figure 5 is 18:43: 38
17 | tal king about outgoing call. 18: 43: 40
18 Q kay. And so, in Paragraph 75, if 18:43: 42
19 | you look at the bottomof the left colum, it 18:43:45
20 | says, "if the third party number is recognized." 18:43:47
21 | And then if you followit to the -- 18:43:49
22 A ["msorry. 1In the bottom883_21t1fbeEpo (3376)
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1 | first colum? 18:43:52
2 Q Yes. At the very end of the first 18:43:54
: " . . 18: 43: 57
3 colum it says, "If the third party nunber is
. 18: 43: 59
4 recogni zed. "
18: 43: 59
5 Do you see that?
18: 44: 01
6 A Hang on. Let nme ook for that. Not
18: 44: 03
7 yet. If -- okay. |If the third party.
18: 44: 07
8 Gve ne a nonent. Let ne read
18: 44: 09
9 | through this whol e paragraph. B 48:57
10 Yes. So, your question about 1B: 49: 00
11 Par agr aph 757 18: 49: 05
12 Q I n Backhaus, the way the subscri ber 18: 49: 10
13 | makes an outgoing call is by the SLS nodul e on 18: 49: 14
14 | their phone dialing the relationship nunber. 18: 49: 16
15 Correct? 18:49:18
16 A Correct. 18: 49: 20
17 Q And then at the server, the SLS 18: 49: 23
18 | platformreceives that call. It |ooks up the 18: 49: 26
19 actual third party contact nunber, and it creates 18: 49: 29
20 | the second leg by calling the third party. 18:49:32
21 | correct? 1p: 49: 34
22 A Correct. 800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

2 ESQUIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

FLYPSI, INC. IPR2023-00359 Ex. 2009, p. 229 of 249



BILL LIN, PH.D. October 12, 2023

GOOGLE LLC vs FLYPSI, INC. 230
1 Q okay. So now |'mgoing to show, I'm 184935
2 | going to share Exhibit 8 -- or Exhibit 2008 in 18:49:39
3 the chat. So, open that up when it cones 18:49: 46
4 t hrough, pl ease. 1p: 49:50
. . 18: 49: 52
5 MR, MCCULLOUGH: And | will just
o 18: 49: 53
6 note for the record, this is a new one.
18: 50: 00
7 And | will just --
18: 50: 02
8 THE WTNESS: | did not rely upon
18: 50: 03
9 it.
18: 50: 04
10 BY MR MCCULLOUGH:
18: 50: 04
11 Q Correct. It is new. You haven't 18: 50° 05
12 seen it before. 18: 50: 06
13 MR, MCCULLOUGH: This exhibit, 18: 50: 08
14 Exhi bit 2008 should be included with the 18: 50: 09
15 deposition transcript. | wll just note that 18:50: 11
16 for the court reporter. 18: 50: 11
17 (Exhi bit 2008 marked for 18: 50: 11
18 i dentification.) 18:50: 16
19 THE W TNESS: And what do you want ? 18: 50: 17
20 Do | need to do anything right now? 18: 50: 20
21 | BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 1. 50: 20
22 Q Yes, open up the exhibit. 80&9%1.5@0(3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

2 ESQUIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

FLYPSI, INC. IPR2023-00359 Ex. 2009, p. 230 of 249



BILL LIN, PH.D. October 12, 2023

GOOGLE LLC vs FLYPSI, INC. 231
1 | know when you have it. 18: 50: 22
2 A. Ckay. So you want me to -- you want 18:50: 23
3 nme to download it and open it up. 1: 50: 25
4 Q Ves. 18: 50: 28
. : _ 18: 50: 29
5 A | have to first dowload it. Gve
18:50: 31
6 me a nonent.
18: 50: 34
7 | am downl oading this to the desktop
18: 50: 40
8 so that you know what | am doi ng. b 50:43
9 Okay. | have the -- | have your 1B 50: 47
10 | exhibit up. 1B: 50: 48
11 Q Al right. So, Exhibit 2008 is a 18: 50: 50
12 table that | nmade up that is designed to -- 18: 50: 55
13 MR. HERR: One second. Objection. 18: 50: 59
14 | just want to enter mny objection regarding 18: 51: 01
15 the Exhibit 2008. It is hearsay and out of 18: 51: 11
16 t he scope and -- 18:51: 12
17 MR, MCCULLOUGH: Ckay. All right. 18: 51: 16
18 Are you finished? 18:51:19
19 MR HERR Sorry. And foundation. 18:51:22
20 And al so includes -- ny objection also 18:51:26
21 i ncl udes foundation, authentication and 18:51:29
22 rel evance. 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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1 | BY MR MOCULLOUGH: 18:51:32
2 Q Ckay. So, Dr. Lin, Exhibit 2008 is 18:51: 33
3 a table that | nmade up that is designed to | ook 18:51:35
4 i ke Tabl e 310, which is part of Figure 3Ain 1p: 51 38
18:51: 42
5 Backhaus.
_ 18: 51: 44
6 So, do you see ny table in
18:51. 47
7 Exhi bit 20087
18:51: 49
8 A Yes. But this is the first tine |
18: 51: 52
9 amseeing it. | don't feel confortable offering
18:51. 55
10 opi ni ons about this thing that |I have not seen B 51- 58
11 bef ore. 18:51: 58
12 MR. HERR: Yes. Sane objections. 18: 52: 00
14 Q So, in the table in Exhibit 2008, 18: 52: 04
15 the relationship nunber for Contacts 1 and 3 is 18:52: 08
16 the sane. Correct? 18:52: 09
17 MR. HERR  Sane objecti ons. 18:52:11
18 THE W TNESS: Again, | have not seen 18:52:13
19 this before. And I, you know, | am a 18:52:15
20 nmet hodi cal person. | don't feel confortable 18:52:18
21 of fering opi nions about sonething |I have 18.52:20
22 never seen before. 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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1 | BY MR MOCULLOUGH: 18:52:21
2 Q The rel ationship nunber for 18:52: 25
3 Contacts 1 and 3 is the sane nunber. Correct? 18: 52:28
4 A Yeah, | guess I'mnot entirely clear 1:52:33
. : . 18: 52: 36

5 what you are trying to convey in this table.
. o 18:52: 39
6 There are nunbers on this exhibit. And, yeah,
18: 52: 43
7 there are nunbers on this exhibit.
18: 52: 45
8 Q Dr. Lin, just answer the question
18: 52: 48
9 | that I am asking, please. The relationship
18:52: 50
10 nunber for Contacts 1 and 3 is the sane. 1B: 59- 52
”?

11 Correct” 18 52: 54
12 MR. HERR: (bjection, form 18: 52 55
13 THE WTNESS: Well, | see there is a 18: 53: 00
14 relationship colum in your exhibit. And 18: 53: 02
15 there is a tel ephone Nunmber 16782220001. And 18: 53: 10
16 | see that on the second rowis 16782220002. 18: 53: 17
17 And | see that you have in your third row 18:53: 20
18 6782220001. 18:53: 24
19 | BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 18:53: 25
20 Q So, the relationship number for the 18:53: 26
21 first and third rowis the same. Correct? 18. 53. 32

22 A Yes, the digits appear tOBB(?.ZJFl}beEPO (3376)
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2 Q Ckay. And the third party nunber 18:53: 34
3 for Rows 1 and 3 is different. Correct? 18: 53:31
4 A You have a columm here | abeled Third 15341
_ 18: 53: 46
5 Party Nunber. And the first row shows
18:53: 54
6 3052299999. The second row shows 2127778888.
18: 54: 01
7 And the third row shows 4083332222.
18: 54: 09
8 Q So, the first and the third rows for
18:54: 12
9 | the third party nunber are different. Correct? 54 14
10 A Yes, they don't, they don't appear 1B: 54: 19
11 to have the sane digits. 18: 54 21
12 Q So, if this were a subscriber 18: 54: 25
13 contact table used in Backhaus, and the 18: 54: 29
14 | subscriber's phone nade a call to the 18: 54: 31
15 rel ati onshi p nunber 16782220001, the Backhaus 18: 54 41
16 system woul d have no way of know ng whether to 18: 54: 43
17 route this call to the third party nunber in the 18: 54: 46
18 | first rowor the third party nunber in the third 18: 54: 48
20 Correct ? 18:54:51
21 MR HERR  Objection, form 1B: 54: 52
22 (bj ection, outside the scope. 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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1 THE W TNESS:  Yeah. So, | think I 18: 54: 54
2 want to go back to the portion of Backhaus 18: 54: 57
3 that | cited to. And, again, Backhaus talks 18 55:03
4 about -- let's go back to, I am-- | have 1p:55:09
. 18: 55: 16

5 | ost ny train of thought.
_ 18: 55: 18
6 But at least | will address the
18: 55: 20
7 poi nt about in Paragraph 67, which is
18:55: 24
8 Backhaus di scl oses that rel ationship nunber
18: 55: 27
9 may be used for plurality of subscriber
18: 55: 30
10 nunbers and third party nunbers.

N 'rd party nd 18: 55: 32
11 And, Backhaus further teaches that 18: 55: 36
12 the description in his disclosure are of 18: 55 39
13 exenpl ary enbodi nents, and they are offered 18: 55: 43
14 for illustrative purposes only. 18: 55: 45
15 And he is instructing us that this 18: 55: 48
16 will not limt the scope of his disclosure. 18: 55: 51
17 And so, | think, | think that 18: 55: 58
18 Backhaus is explaining that you can have nore 18: 56: 00
19 than one contact number associated with the 18: 56: 02
20 rel ati onshi p nunber. 18: 56: 06
21 | BY MR MOCULLOUGH: 1P: 56: 06

22 Q I f you can have nore than88&§11.DEPO(3376)
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1 | contact nunber, or -- sorry. | think you said 18: 56: 07
2 | that backwards so let ne strike that. 16: 56: 11
3 I f you can have nore than one 1p: 56: 13
4 rel ati onshi p nunber -- no, strike that. 1p:56: 15
) ) 18: 56: 19
5 I f you can use the sane relationship
. 18: 56: 24
6 nunmber for multiple contacts of the sane
18: 56: 28
7 subscri ber in Backhaus, how woul d Backhaus's SLS
18: 56: 32
8 pl at f orm know whi ch of those contacts to route an
18: 56: 35
9 outgoing call to? 1B 56 38
10 MR. HERR: (bj ection, outside the 18: 56: 40
11 scope of the witness's direct testinony. 19 01: 00
12 THE WTNESS: So, | think as | 19: 01: 02
13 expl ai ned in Paragraph 67, Backhaus clearly 19: 01: 05
14 said that relationships my be used for 19: 01: 10
15 plurality of subscriber nunbers and third 10:01:13
16 party numnbers. 19: 01: 14
17 So, | think in that case a person of 19:01: 18
18 skill in the art readi ng Backhaus woul d 19:01: 21
19 understand that that is the possibility. 19:01: 24
20 In terms of -- yes, that is a 19:01:27
L . 19:01: 29
21 possibility that you can associ ate the sane
22 relati onship nunber with nore than 886?911?5‘Eprod(3376)
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2 | BY MR MOCULLOUGH 19.01.: 33
. 19:01: 33
3 Q My question was how woul d Backhaus
4 know which contact to route a call to if the sane 19 0L:36
19: 01: 42
5 relationship nunber is used for multiple contacts
. 10: 01: 44
6 of the sanme subscri ber?
19: 01: 47
7 MR. HERR: (bj ection, outside the
19: 01: 48
8 scope. And asked and answer ed.
19: 01: 53
9 THE WTNESS: So, | think it is just
19: 01: 59
10 ny opinion that | think this disclosure is 18: 02 01
11 enough to neet the claimLimtation 1B. 19 02: 06
12 BY MR, MCCULLOUGH: 19: 02: 06
13 Q Dr. Lin, that is not nmy question. 19: 02: 08
14 My question is, if you use the sane 19: 02: 11
15 relati onship nunber for multiple contacts of the 19: 02: 13
16 same subscriber, which you contend is possible, 19: 02 17
17 how woul d Backhaus know how to route that call? 19: 02: 22
18 MR. HERR: (bjection, form 19:02: 24
19 Obj ection, outside the scope. 19: 02: 26
20 THE WTNESS: It can route the call 19:02:30
21 in a nunber of ways, including routing to one 19 02:33
22 of the contact nunbers. 800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

2 ESQUIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

FLYPSI, INC. IPR2023-00359 Ex. 2009, p. 237 of 249



BILL LIN, PH.D. October 12, 2023

GOOGLE LLC vs FLYPSI, INC. 238
1 | BY MR MOCULLOUGH: 19: 02: 36
2 Q It just picks one at randon® 19:02: 36
3 MR. HERR: (bjection, form Ty 02:44
4 THE WTNESS: Yeah. So again, | 19:02:45
. . _ 19: 02: 46
5 think ny answer remains the sanme. | think
) ] ] 10: 02: 48
6 the disclosure that | cited from Backhaus is
19: 02: 50
7 enough to neet the limtation.
19: 02: 52
8 BY MR MCCULLOUGH:
19: 02: 54
9 . But you can't explain to nme how
Q y P 19: 02: 56
10 | Backhaus woul d know how to correctly route a call 16: 02: 59
11 I f the sane relationship nunber is used for 19 03: 01
12 mul tiple contacts of the same subscriber? 10: 03: 06
13 MR. HERR: (nbjection, form 19: 03: 07
14 Obj ection, outside of scope. Objection, 19: 03: 09
15 asked and answer ed. 19:03: 14
16 THE WTNESS: Again, | think ny 19: 07 18
17 answer renmins the same which is | think 10:07: 20
18 Backhaus discloses this as a possibility. 10:07:25
19 And | think it -- you know, | think it is 19:07: 31
20 fine. 19: 07: 31
21 And | think the sanme, you know, 19.07: 36
22 applies to the, to the '094 patentBoaerDEPO(mN6)
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1 So, | think the claimcould be read 19:07: 41
2 that you have a bridge nunber associated with  18:07:44
3 nore than one contact nunber. 19:07:49
4 But, | think the stuff showed in the 1p: 07: 53
. . _ _ 19: 07: 56

5 clains just refers to calling a bridge or
_ 10:07:59
6 access nunber. And so | don't think I am
19: 08: 05
7 of fering an opinion of whether | think that
19: 08: 07
8 is a good idea or not.
19: 08: 08
9 But Backhaus certainly explains that

19:08: 10
10 as a possibility. 16: 08: 21
11 BY MR, MCCULLOUGH: 19: 08: 23
12 Q But Backhaus never describes how it 10: 08: 25
13 | would route a call if the sane relationship 19: 08: 27
14 | nunber is used for nultiple contacts of the sane 19: 08: 34
15 subscri ber, correct? 19: 08: 35
16 MR. HERR: (bjection, form 19: 08: 36
17 (bj ection, asked and answered. 19: 08: 37
18 THE WTNESS: Yeah, | think the 19:08: 38
19 claimjust requires that it is a -- that 19: 08: 41
20 Backhaus teaches that you can associate a, a 19:08:44
21 relati onship nunber with each of the 9. 08: 48

22 plurality of a contact nunber. 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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1 | think the subsequent numbers are 19:08: 49
2 not -- the subsequent elements, E, F, G are 19: 08: 51
3 not referring to this plurality. 19 08:57
4 So, | think it is Backhaus that | 19 08: 59
. . . 19: 09: 02
5 cited tal ks about the, that relationship
_ _ 19: 09: 05
6 nunber doesn't have to be unique and so it
19:09: 08
7 can be associated and it can be stored.
19:09: 12
8 BY MR MCCULLOUGH:
19:09: 12
9 Q Dr. Lin, | did not ask you about the
19:09: 15
10 | clainms. | asked you, does Backhaus ever descri be 1: 09: 18
11 how it would route a call if the sane 19 09: 21
12 rel ati onship nunber is used for nultiple contacts 19: 09: 22
13 of the sane subscri ber? 19° 09: 26
14 MR HERR  Qojection, form 19: 09: 29
15 (bj ection, asked and answered. 19: 09: 30
16 THE WTNESS: Yeah, so | think I 19:09: 31
17 have answered your question. 19: 09: 33
18 | know we have very little time 10: 09: 35
19 left. Could | take a, just a two-minute 19:09: 38
20 break just to go to the bathroom one nore 19:09:40
21 time? 19:09: 44
22 MR MOAULLOUGE No -~ 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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1 THE W TNESS: You can keep going. | 19:09:45
2 think | gave an answer. So, do you want me 19:09: 46
3 to -- 19: 09: 46
4 | BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 19-09:50
_ _ 19: 09: 50
5 Q What is your answer to this
_ _ _ 10: 09: 54
6 guesti on, does Backhaus ever describe how it
19: 09: 57
7 | would route a call if the same rel ationship
19: 09: 59
8 nunmber is used for nmultiple contacts of the sane
19:10: 02
9 subscri ber?
19: 10: 03
10 MR HERR  (Objection, form 18: 10: 04
11 (bj ection, asked and answered. 19: 10 29
12 THE WTNESS: Yeah. So, | think the 19: 10: 31
13 Backhaus discloses this idea of relationship 19: 10: 34
14 nunmber may not be used -- |I'msorry. 19: 10: 37
15 Backhaus di scl oses that rel ationship 19: 10: 40
16 nunbers may be used for plurality of 19: 10: 42
17 subscri ber nunbers and third party nunbers. 19:10: 44
18 And | think this is sufficient to 10: 10: 46
19 neet the claimlinitation. 19:10: 48
20 The remaining linitations are not 19:10:50
. . 19: 10: 53
21 about making calls to each of plurality of
22 contact nunbers. 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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1 | BY MR MOCULLOUGH: 19:10: 56
2 Q That wasn't my question, Dr. Lin. 19:10: 57
3 My question is, does Backhaus ever describe how 19 10:58
4 it would route an outgoing call if the sane 1801
. . . . 19: 11: 04

5 relationship nunber is used for multiple contacts
. 10:11: 08
6 of the sanme subscri ber?
19:11: 11
7 MR. HERR: (bjection, form
19:11: 13
8 (bj ecti on, asked and answered.
19:11: 14
9 THE W TNESS: Yeah, |'msorry. |

19:11: 19
10 didn't nean to say yeah. | nean to say | et 1: 11 29
11 me conti nue. 19: 11 23
12 | just want to continue by saying 10: 11: 26
13 that the -- in this section, | describe how, 19: 11: 32
14 | describe how rel ationship nunbers -- you 19: 11: 39
15 know, how rel ati onship nunbers are 10:11: 41
16 automatically generated, how they are 19: 11: 46
17 associated with contact nunbers, howto store 19:11: 52
18 in conputer menory or associ ated nenory. 10: 11:55
19 And so, | address all of those 19:11:57
20 aspects of the linmitation. 19:11:59
21 And then for this last part, | cite 19 12:02

22 to the paragraphs we have been di S%b'(?.ﬂlﬂ:%PO(%%)
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1 And | think Backhaus describes that 19:12: 06
2 rel ati onshi p nunbers do not have to be 19:12:13
3 uni que. 19:12:16
4 And so fromthat perspective | think p:12:16
. . . . 19:12: 18

5 it can be associated with a plurality of
10:12: 21
6 contact nunbers.
19:12: 21
7 And | think ny analysis is just
19:12: 24
8 whet her or not Backhaus teaches the
19:12: 25
9 ossibility of associating a bridge numnber

P y g g 19:12: 30
10 with each of the plurality of contact 1 19- 33
11 nunbers, and | think it does. 19:12: 38
12 BY MR MCCULLOUGH: 19: 12: 38
13 Q So, you agree that Backhaus never 19: 12: 40
14 | describes how to route an outgoing call if the 19: 12: 42
15 sanme rel ationship nunber is used for nmultiple 19: 12: 45
16 contacts of the sane subscriber? 19:12: 49
17 MR. HERR:  (Objection, form 10:12: 50
18 bj ection, asked and answered. 19:12: 51
19 THE WTNESS: So, | think the 19:17:42
20 description that | cited to, again, said it 19:17:45
21 allows for it. 19:17.46

22 And | think Backhaus tal k%o&?ﬂ%EF;O-(%?S)
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1 | it is alittle bit nore in another part of ny 19:17:51
2 | disclosure that tal ks about the, when the 19:17:53
3 caller is making the outgoing call. As an 19 17:58
. : : : 19: 18: 02

4 exanple, it could be calling fromhis primary
_ _ 19: 18: 05
5 nunber. It could be calling fromhis
19:18: 07
6 secondary nunber.
19: 18: 07
7 And | think when it is calling, the

19: 18: 14
8 routing of the call could go to different 1 18:16
9 parties dependi ng on which nunber is used. 5 18:18
10 But again in ny description, or in 18: 18: 20
11 nmy declaration, | didn't go into this |evel 19: 18 23
12 of detail. But, | did cite to Backhaus 10: 18: 27
13 sayi ng that, you know, those specific 19: 18: 32
14 | exanples. And it is not limted to, to those 19: 18: 39
15 exanpl es. 19: 18: 39
16 And | et ne go back to the 19: 18: 41
17 Paragraph 67. And | can refer you back to 19:18: 43
18 | the language that | cite it from 67. 10:18: 50
19 But again, | think Backhaus 19:18: 54
20 certainly describes -- discloses this idea 19:18:59
21 that the relationship doesn't have to be 19 19:00

22 unique. The clains | analyzed in 1B, 386:0.21I1.DEP0(3376)
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tal k about this plurality of contact nunbers. 19:19:10
And ny anal ysis for the subsequent 19:13:13
.. . . 19:19: 17
limtations are about nmaking calls to the
third party. 8.2
19:19: 23
So, | don't have nore to offer you
_ _ o _ 10:19: 26
at this tinme. But, ny opinion is that
19:19: 30
Backhaus discloses this limtation.
19:19: 35
MR HERR | amsorry. Let ne
19: 19: 36
interject.
19:19: 37
Counsel, Dr. Lin asked about ten
19:19: 39
m nut es ago whet her he coul d use the 19:19: 41
restroom And, would you be -- 19: 19: 44
THE W TNESS: Vell, it depends. I 10: 19 46
think, | think another 15, 20 m nutes have 19: 19: 49
el apsed. So, what is the tinme -- how nuch 19: 19: 52
time do you have? If it is not nuch |onger, 19: 19: 58
| can conplete the process. 19: 20: 02
MR. ZElI LBERGER: There are about 19:20: 03
four mnutes left on the record, if that is 19: 20: 06
(i ght . 19: 20: 07
MR, HERR: Lori, can you pl ease 19 20.09
confirm 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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1 MR MOCULLOUGH | don't have 19:20:09
2 anything further. That is fine. W don't 19:20:10
3 need to confirma tine. 19 20: 12
4 MR HERR. So, we will discuss off 2017
. 19: 20: 19
5 the record and we will get back to you.
_ 10: 20: 22
6 MR, MCCULLOUGH. So, are we taking a
19: 20: 24
7 break, is what you are sayi ng?
19: 20: 26
8 MR, ZElI LBERCGER: Yes, five mnutes.
19: 20: 27
9 MR, MCCULLOUGH.  Ckay. 1: 90: 27
10 (Recess taken -- 7:20 p.m) 1: %6: 32
11 (After recess -- 7:26 p.m) 19 26+ 32
12 MR. HERR: So, on our end, on the 19: 26+ 35
13 petitioner's side, we don't have any 19: 26: 38
14 questions for Dr. Lin. So, that will be all 19: 26: 39
15 for us today. 19: 26: 42
16 MR MCCULLOUGH: Al right. 19: 26; 43
17 (Wher eupon, signature not having been waived,
18 | the deposition suspended at 7:26 p.m)
19 * * *
20
21
22 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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1 DECLARATI ON UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY
2
3 I, BILL LIN, PH. D. do hereby certify under
4 penalty of perjury that | have read the foregoing
5 transcript of ny deposition taken on
6 Cct ober 12, 2023; that | have made such
7 corrections as appear noted herein in ink,
8 initialed by nme; that ny testinony as contai ned
9 herein, as corrected, is true and correct.
10
11 Dated this __ day of , 2023
12
13
14
15 BILL LIN, PH. D.
16
17
18
19
20
21
22 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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12 Change:

13 Reason for Change:
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15 Change:
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17 Page No.  Line No.
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1 CERTI FI CATE OF NOTARY

[, LORI J. GOODIN, RPR, CLR CRR

3 | CACSR # 13959 the Notary for this deposition, do

hereby certify that the w tness whose testinony

4 | appears in the foregoing deposition was sworn by

ne; that | amneither counsel for, related to,

5 | nor enployed by any of the parties to the action

in which this deposition was taken; and, further, that | am
6 | not arelative or enployee of any attorney or

counsel enployed by the parties hereto, or

7 | financially or othery se interested in the
outconme of this az%%%é{i;fg) Ei .

9 LORI J. &ODIN, RPR, CLR CRR

Notary Public in and for:

10

11 | STATE OF FLORI DA, COUNTY OF SARASOTA
Not ary Comm ssion Nunmber: G3087804
12 | My Conm ssion expires: My 12, 2024

13 | STATE OF CALI FORNI A, CA CSR# 13959

My Conmi ssion expires: February 22, 2024
14
STATE OF MARYLAND, COUNTY OF ANNE ARUNDEL
15 | My Conmi ssion expires: August 2, 2025

16 | DI STRICT OF COLUMBI A, WASHI NGTON DC
My Conmi ssion expires: June 1, 2026
17
STATE OF DELAWARE: COUNTY OF KENT

18 | My Conmi ssion expires: Septenber 9, 2025

19 | STATE OF PENNSYLVANI A, COUNTY OF LEH GH
My Conmission expires: April 5, 2025
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