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BEFORE THE PATENT TRI AL AND APPEAL BOARD

Cl SCO SYSTEMS, | NC.,
Petitioner,

V.

ORCKI T CORPORATI ON,
Pat ent Omner.

| PR2023- 00401
Patent No. 7,545, 740

ORAL VI DEOTAPED DEPGCSI Tl ON
M GUEL GOVEZ

MARCH 8, 2024

ORAL VI DECTAPED DEPCSI TION OF M GUEL GOVEZ, Vi a
Zoom produced as a witness at the instance of the
Petitioner and duly sworn, was taken in the above-styled
and nunbered cause on the 8th day of March, 2024, from
11:00 a.m to 12:57 p.m, before Melinda Barre,
Certified Shorthand Reporter in and for the State of
Texas, reported by conputerized stenotype nachine, al
parties appearing renotely via web vi deoconference,
pursuant to the rules of procedure and the provisions

stated on the record or attached hereto.
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4

THE VI DEOGRAPHER: Ckay. W are now on
the record. M nane is Deane Carstensen. |'mthe
vi deogr apher representing Lexitas. This is a video
deposition for the United States Patent and Trademark
Ofice. Today's date is March 8, 2024, and the tine
right nowis 11:00 a.m Central Standard Ti ne.

This deposition is being held renotely in
the matter of Cisco Systems, Inc. versus Ockit
Cor poration, |PR2023-00401, Patent No. 7,545,740. The
deponent is Mguel Gonmez. Wuld all counsel please
identify thensel ves and state whom they represent
begi nning with the questioning attorney.

MR. CLEMENTS: My nane is Cal mann Cl enents
representing G sco.

MR, STAMATOPOULOS: George Stamat opoul os
with Kobre & Kimrepresenting O ckit Corporation.

THE VI DEOGRAPHER:  Thank you. Qur court
reporter today is Melinda Barre who will now swear in

the w tness.

www.LexitasLegal.com/Premier Lexitas 888-267-1200 Page 4
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M GUEL GOVEZ,
having been first duly sworn, testified as foll ows:
EXAM NATI ON
QUESTI ONS BY MR CLEMENTS:

Q Good norning, M. CGonez.

A Good norning. How are you?

Q Good. Could you please state your full nane
for the record.

M guel WIllie Gonez.

Q And you' ve been deposed before, correct?

A I have in the past, yes.

Q About how many tines?

A 15 or 16 tinmes at this point, | believe it is.

Q So you generally know how depositions work. |Is
that correct?

A CGeneral ly, yes.

Q And you know t hat you nust provide ver bal
answers to ny questions so that the court reporter can
make an accurate transcript, correct?

A Correct.

Q And because we are formng a record here, it's
i mportant that we do not talk over each other. So if
you let nme finish ny question, I'lIl let you finish your
answers. Agreed?

A Agr eed.
www.LexitasLegal.com/Premier Lexitas 888-267-1200 Page 5
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Q And you understand that your counsel m ght
object to a question; but you still nust provide an
answer to that question unless instructed otherw se,
correct?

A | understand that.

Q And if you're confused as to a question | ask
pl ease | et me know so that | can perhaps ask it in a
different way. Can we agree on that?

A Yes.

Q You' re connecting to the deposition today on a

personal conputer, correct?

A Correct.

Q And aside from Zoom are there any other
appl i cations running on your personal conputer today?

A Let nme just close out my Qutl ook because that's

what | opened the link with and the browser. None at

this point. Al closed.

Q So are there any docunents open on your
per sonal conputer?

A There are no docunents open at this point. |
do have a file system open showi ng exhibits that were
provided to nme by counsel.

Q Do you have any other electronic devices with
you in the roonf

A No. | placed them outside the room
www.LexitasLegal.com/Premier Lexitas 888-267-1200 Page 6
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7
Q Are there any other people in the roomw th you
t oday?
A No, just what you see behind ne. It's al
enpty.
Q Do you have any handwitten notes with you
t oday?
A No, | do not. | placed those outside the room
Q Now, is there any reason you can't provide full
and accurate testinony today?

A | believe | can provide full and accurate

testi nony today.

Q And you understand that the testinony you are
providing today will be used in inter partes review
proceedi ngs | PR2023- 00401, correct?

A Correct.

Q And do you understand that your testinony wll
be publicly available in these hearings?

A Yes. | understand that.

Q And | PR2023- 00401 concerns U. S. patent
7,545, 740, correct?

A Correct.

Q So if I say "the '740 patent," you'l

understand that I'"'mreferring to U. S. patent 7,545,740,

correct?
A Yes, | woul d.
www.LexitasLegal.com/Premier Lexitas 888-267-1200 Page 7
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Q How many | PRs have you provi ded expert
consulting services for?

A | believe this is the second one.

Q And just for sone definitions for today, if |
use the acronym POSI TA, you will understand that to nmean
a person of ordinary skill in the art in 2007, which is
the earliest alleged priority date of the '740 patent,
correct?

A Correct.

Q And when | say "your declaration,” you
understand that I'mreferring to Exhibit 2024 filed in
this I PR?

A That's correct, uh-huh.

Q Have you provi ded expert consulting services
for Ockit prior to this case?

A No.

Q When did you begin working on this matter for
Ockit?

A | believe it was | ast August or Septenber when
| was approached by an outside firm

Q Who wrote your declaration?

A Wll, it was a collaborative effort. | wote
several of the first drafts -- sections of the first
draft, and then we exchanged ideas. W had several
nmeetings in which we went over the elements that we
www.LexitasLegal.com/Premier Lexitas 888-267-1200 Page 8
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needed to address and | provided my opinions and then we

wor ked to devel op several drafts before the final

Q Who canme up with the positions in your
decl arati on?

A Vell, it was a collaborative effort. | cane up
with nmy opinions on how t hese argunments needed to be
structured, and they're ny opinions.

Q Approxi mately how |l ong did you spend preparing
your decl aration?

A I don't have an exact count, but we worked on
t he decl aration over several nmonths and in between
several of the other IPRs that are also included in this
case. | didn't track the differences between the
various |IPRs that we were working on

Q And what did you review in preparation for your

deposition today?

A I reviewed all of the exhibits that were
provided to nme. | reviewed the patents, the
specification, the file history. W had several

neeti ngs, counsel and I, to discuss these issues. Yeah.
That's pretty nmuch it.
Q Are there any errors in your declaration that

you're aware of?

A Not that I'maware of at this point; but if |
shoul d see one during the deposition, I'lIl be sure to
www.LexitasLegal.com/Premier Lexitas 888-267-1200 Page 9
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flag it.

Q Do you still stand by all of the opinions that
you' ve provided in your declaration?

A | do.

Q So let's go ahead and turn to your declaration
par agr aph 59.

A I'"mthere.

Q You have here a quote fromthe petition and
their definition of a POSITA. So | understand from your

statenment here that you do not dispute petitioner's

definition of a PGCSITA Is that correct?

A | say, "I do not dispute petitioner's |evel of
ordinary skill for purposes of this declaration.”

Q So you agree that a POSI TA woul d have had a
bachel or' s degree and el ectrical degree, or an

equi val ent, and two years of professional experience in
the field of conmmunication networks, including Iink
aggregation in conmuni cati on networks?

A That's what the petitioners assert and | say |

do not dispute that, petitioner's |level of ordinary

skill in the art for the purposes of this declaration.
So to the extent that that's an agreenent,
yeah.
Q Let's turn to paragraph 25 of your declaration
A I'"mthere.
www.LexitasLegal.com/Premier Lexitas 888-267-1200 Page 10
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Q You say at the start of that paragraph that "

was at the tine of invention, and amcurrently, one of
nore than ordinary skill in the art through ny education
and research experience."

So for your analysis in this declaration,
did you analyze the clains fromyour perspective as one
of nore than ordinary skill in the art?

A Vell, | examined the clainms in ternms of a
person of ordinary skill in the art. Wile | may have
nore experience than a person of ordinary skill in the
art, | tried to frane ny opinions with regard to how
someone who was a POSI TA woul d see this

Q Am | correct in understanding that it is your
experience, rather than your education, that nakes you
one of nore than ordinary skill in the art?

A I would say it's a conbination of both
educati on and experi ence.

Q You have a bachel or's degree, correct?

A Yes. | have a bachelor of science in
el ectrical engineering fromYale University. | got that
in 1983.

Q Do you have any other degrees beyond that?

A No. Mbst of the rest of ny experience cones
fromindustry experience where | was a desi gn engi neer

in various tel ecommuni cati ons and data comruni cati on

www.LexitasLegal.com/Premier Lexitas 888-267-1200 Page 11
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conpani es over the |last 40 years.

Q So we agree that the person of ordinary skil
in the art has a bachelor's degree. But you said that
your educati on nakes you nore than one of ordinary skill
in the art. How so?

MR, STAMATOPOULOS: (bjection, form

A | said that it was a conbi nati on of ny
education and ny experience.
BY MR CLEMENTS:

Q So you're relying on your experience as
somet hi ng that nakes you nore than one of ordinary skil
in the art?

A As | said, it's the conbination of the two.

Q What is your understanding of a |link
aggregati on group?

A A link aggregation group allows for traffic,
such as TCP/IP traffic, to be spread across nore than
one link in order to gain additional bandw dth.

Q Have you ever designed network systens that
utilize link aggregation groups?

A In 1999 | was director of hardware and was an
architect of a systemcalled the server |oad bal ancer
for a conpany called Wbstacks where we built a system
that would actually performat line rates. It was a

switch that perfornmed at line rates. And as part of

www.LexitasLegal.com/Premier Lexitas 888-267-1200 Page 12
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that, yes, we had to aggregate bandw dth; and we had to

ensure that we had the throughput necessary for the
product .

Q So did those products include |ine cards?

A Yes, they did. 1In fact, the server |oad
bal ancer was a line card that was a conplete switch

Q How woul d you define a |line card?

MR, STAMATOPOULCS: (bjection, form

A Wll, aline card -- a line card has -- if |
can refer to ny declaration and show you. In terns of
the -- an actual imge of a line card, you can go to
par agraph 41 in which there's an exanple of a line card.

This would be a card that woul d possibly
fit into another chassis. Doesn't necessarily have to,
but in this exanple there's a chassis in paragraph 42
that this line card would be plugged in to.

BY MR CLEMENTS:
Q So I'm | ooking at your declaration. You said
41, that's an exanple of a line card.

If we go alittle bit further down to
par agraph 47, there is a picture fromthe patent. Do
you see that there?

A | see a block diagram fromthe patent, yes.
Q So the '740 patent sinply illustrates the line

card as a box and doesn't show the specifics of how that

www.LexitasLegal.com/Premier Lexitas 888-267-1200 Page 13
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line card is built, correct?
MR, STAMATOPOULOS: (Objection, form
A The specification gives a fair anmount of
i nformati on about what that l[ine card is and how it
behaves.
BY MR. CLEMENTS:
Q Can we presune that a POSI TA woul d under st and
how to inplenent a line card as of the filing date of
the ' 740 patent?
MR, STAMATOPOULCOS: (Objection, form
A When you say "the line card,"” you're referring

to the line card of the '740 patent; and the patent

specification, | believe, is clear enough for a person
of ordinary skill in the art to understand what needed
to be inpl enented.

BY MR CLEMENTS:

Q Wul d the line card include a multiplexer?

MR, STAMATOPOULOS: (Objection, form

A The ' 740 patent doesn't specify what's -- in
this particular line card. It defines howthis |line
card is to behave. And that's often the case with many
specifications in the industry, that the inplenentation
is left up to the users or devel opers but the
speci fication defines behavior.

BY MR CLEMENTS:

www.LexitasLegal.com/Premier Lexitas 888-267-1200 Page 14
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Q But in your experience with designing |ine
cards and from your background, would you agree that a
POSI TA woul d understand that a line card can include a
mul ti pl exer?

A Again, the '740 isn't specific that it's
defining a multiplexer in this |line card.

Q " mnot asking you about the line card
specifically in the '740 patent here now. |'m asking

you generally can a line card include a nultiplexer?

A Wll, a line card can include a nunber of
different types of structures. It's not limted to any
one structure. But the line cards in the '740 patent

have a very definite function and behavi or.

Q So you don't have an opinion on whether a line
card can include a nultiplexer?

A Vll, I think | just said that. Oher line
cards may include a wide variety of different
structures. Al I"'mpointing out is that the '740 has a
very specific function and behavior that's defined in
the specification.

Q Wul d those wide variety of structures include

a mul tipl exer?

A I wouldn't know until | actually |ooked at it,
but it's possible. But | wouldn't know until | actually
| ooked at it. And | haven't opined on other |line cards
www.LexitasLegal.com/Premier Lexitas 888-267-1200 Page 15
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outside of Iine cards defined in the '740 and prior art

that was asserted agai nst the ' 740.

Q How woul d you define a nmultiplexer?

MR, STAMATOPOULOS: (Objection, form

A Vell, the '740 has a multipl exer shown in
figure 1 that's specific to the ' 740 patent. There are
ot her exanples of nultiplexers that were provided in the
prior art. They can take a wide variety of different
forns.
BY MR CLEMENTS:

Q So what would be the function of a nultiplexer?
MR, STAMATOPOULCS: Same obj ecti on.

A Vell, nultiplexers are used for a |ot of
different reasons. They're used to concentrate signals.
They're used to select signals. They're used for a
variety of different reasons.

But again with regard to the '740, there's
a multiplexer defined 44 that has a very specific
function as defined in the specification.
BY MR. CLEMENTS:

Q So woul d you agree that a nultiplexer allows
you to take one of many inputs and put themonto a

si ngl e out put ?

MR, STAMATOPOULCS: Same obj ecti on.
A That coul d be one use for a multipl exer.
www.LexitasLegal.com/Premier Lexitas 888-267-1200 Page 16
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BY MR CLEMENTS:

Q And is it your opinion that the line card in
the ' 740 patent perforns that function?

MR, STAMATOPOULCS: Same obj ecti on.

A I'"msorry. Say again, please.

BY MR. CLEMENTS:

Q Is it your opinion that the line card in the
'740 patent perforns that same function?

MR, STAMATOPOULCS: Same obj ecti on.

A The line card in the '740 patent has the
ability to provide an interface to ports and to traces,
a nunber of different ports and traces. So there's not
just one on each side that you would see in a
mul tiplexer. There's a group of signals 58 and a group
of ports 24 on each side.

So the behavior of the line card is
di fferent than what you would see in a nultiplexer
BY MR CLEMENTS:
Q Wuld a line card include a concentrator?
MR, STAMATOPOULCS: Sanme obj ection.

A The line card in the '740, as | said again, has

a certain behavior that's different than what a

concentrator woul d provide.

But a concentrator -- one nore tinme on
your question. | think I lost the thread there.
www.LexitasLegal.com/Premier Lexitas 888-267-1200 Page 17

Ex.1026 / IPR2023-00401 / Page 18 of 68
CISCO SYSTEMS, INC. v. ORCKIT CORPORATION



© 00 N o o A~ w N

[EEY
o

11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

CISCO SYSTEMS vs Miguel Gomez

ORCKIT March 08, 2024
18
BY MR, CLEMENTS:
Q Wuld the line card include a concentrator?
A The line card of the '740 has a very specific
function. The line card -- or a concentrator would | ook

nore |ike a nultiplexer.

Q Is there a difference between a concentrator
and a nul tipl exer?

A Well, there is because of the |evel of
sophi stication needed for a nultiplexer at different --
for different types of traffic.

In a very lowlevel signaling a
mul ti pl exer just takes a signal and puts it to an
output. But a concentrator woul d be nore sophisticated
to handl e nore conplex types of traffic.

Q So when we | ook at figure 2 of the ' 740 patent
here, we can see that there's a |ink aggregation group
68 on the left side of Iine card 1. Do you see that?

A | just got there. One nore tine on the
question, please.

Q So when we look at this figure, we can see that
there's a link aggregation group 68 on the left side of
the line card. Do you see that?

A | do.

Q And on the right side of the line card between

the line card and the network node there is another |ink

www.LexitasLegal.com/Premier Lexitas 888-267-1200 Page 18
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aggregation group 58, correct?
A Correct.
Q You nentioned earlier that you had experience
designing line cards. |In your experience, have you ever

wor ked on systens |ike this where you have one |ink
aggregation group on one side of the line card and
anot her |ink aggregation group on the other side of the
l'ine card?

A Sitting here today, | don't recall. 1'd have

to go back and think about that.

Back in the 1980s when | was working on
line cards at StrataCom also when | was working at
Webstacks, | don't -- the backpl anes were nore desi gned
to just sinply connect to a line card in a fixed way.

Whet her | actually worked on sonething like this, |
don't recall.

Q Is it your opinion that POSI TAs at the tinme the
"740 patent was filed would have been famliar with this
arrangenent, with |ink aggregation groups on both sides
of the line cards?

MR, STAMATOPOULCS: nhject to form

A I think the '740 patent is fairly unique in
that it allows for nore flexibility to connect to a
backpl ane, you know, as shown here on 58 with the

backpl ane trace LAG group 58.
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|'d have to go back and | ook at whet her or

not that was -- | don't believe that was comon in those
days. It was nore of -- backplanes were just sinple
nmet hods of being able to connect fromone line card to
another in a fixed format. That's been ny experience.
BY MR. CLEMENTS:

Q Do you have any experience designing hashing
functions?

A Yes. | have consi derabl e experi ence desi gni ng
hashi ng functions.

Q Can you tell me nore about that experience

A So whenever a system such as the one we built
at Webstacks needed to distribute traffic, there's
various different algorithns that can be enployed in
order to do that, you know, whether it's round robin or
wei ghted round robin or hashing. Al of these we
i mpl enented as alternate nethods to arbitrate between
various signals or various traffic.

| al so have a considerabl e anpbunt of

experience building hashing algorithnms in various
| anguages, whether it's Cor C++, in order to be able to
store data in nmenory systens.

Q So woul d you say at the tinme the ' 740 patent
was filed POSI TAs were famliar with hashing functions

for | oad bal anci ng and network systens?
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MR, STAMATOPOULCS: hject to form

A I would say that there were hashing functions
that were used in sone forns of |oad balancing. But the
"740 patent is a very specific use for the hashing
function where it perforns two -- essentially what
anounts to two hash functions in a single step. And
that wasn't conmmon.

BY MR CLEMENTS:

Q So you said two hash functions in a single
step. Wat do you nean by "a single step"?

A That nmeans that the result is applied to the
various ports and trace -- or to select the various
ports and traces at the same tine.

Q So there's a tenporal requirenent that it's
done at the sane tinme. |Is that correct?

A I don't believe that there's a tenpora
requirenent. | believe that the selection has to occur
at the same tinme, or it has to occur concurrently.

Q So if sonething has to occur concurrently or at
the sane tine, why is that not a tenporal requirenent?

A I think the better way to say it, as | said in
ny report, is that the -- while there's no tenporal

requirenent, there is a requirement for two distinct

sel ections to be nade.
Q So they don't have to occur at the same tine?
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A There's no tenporal requirenent.
Q Let's go to paragraph 63 of your declaration
Let me know when you're there.
A ' m here.
Q So you say here that the claimexpressly
requires two selections fromtwo different groups.

So I want to understand what you nean by
two selections. Does the claimrequire performng two
separate cal culations for the two sel ections?

A It says that there's a -- there are two
sel ections. Let's see what | said here.

| said, "This limtation expressly
requires two selections fromtwo different groups
('selecting a first physical link out of the first group
and a second physical link out of the second group.')
The claimterm'selecting' clearly nodifies both the
physical |ink out of the first group and the second
group. Two selections are required.”

So all I'"'msaying is that there are two
sel ections that are required fromthe two different
groups.

Q And when you say "two sel ections,” do you nean
two separate cal cul ati ons?

A It's done in a single calculation, single

comput ati on
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Q So there's not two separate cal cul ations
correct?

A There's one conputation

Q And you said earlier that the clainms relate to
using two hash functions. Does the single conputation
use two separate hash functions?

MR, STAMATOPOULCS: nhject to form

A I neant that the result is as if they were two

different selections using two different parts of that.

| nmeant to say that there were two different parts of
t he hash function.
BY MR CLEMENTS:

Q So a single hash function but two separate
results?

MR, STAMATOPOULCS: nject to form

A A hash function can be applied for two
di fferent selections.

BY MR CLEMENTS:

Q So if | understand correctly, it's a single
hash function with a single result that was used to nake
two selections fromtwo separate groups. |Is that
correct?

A So the ' 740 patent has a specific hashing
function that they've disclosed and is a single

computation -- is a hash function that is perforned in a
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singl e conput ati on.

And if we go to paragraph 74, it gives you
an exanpl e of how that hash function would be utilized
for the selection. And the inportant part is that this
"hashi ng paraneter accounts for every path
(corresponding to a mappi ng of ports onto a backpl ane
traces) over which a frane may be transmitted."

Q So does this part of the '740 patent that you
refer to here in paragraph 74, is it describing a single
hash function with a single result that is used to nmake
two selections for two separate groups?

A So the hashing function has a hashi ng size, and
the hashing size is set so that it would be able to
produce two separate selections for the two different
gr oups.

Q And it uses a single result to select -- or to
make t hose two separate selections for those two
separate groups, correct?

A It has -- it has -- it creates this result in a
si ngl e conput ati on.

Q And it uses that single conmputation result to
select a line fromone group and a line froma second

group, correct?

MR. STAVATOPOQULOS: (Object to form
A Well, it uses that to nake a selection fromthe
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first group and the second group.
BY MR CLEMENTS:

Q So when you say it requires two discrete
selections, you're referring to the sel ections between
the two different groups, correct?

A That would be -- the groups being the user port
line group 68 in figure 2 of the '740 patent and then
backpl ane trace LAG group 58 in the ' 740 patent.

Q So let's turn to paragraph 104 of your
decl arati on.

A Ckay. |I'mthere.

Q So in that paragraph, referring to Bruckman
you say, "A POSITA woul d understand that if the first
sel ection al so deternmines the specific trace over which
to transmt the data, there would be no need for a
singl e conmputation.”

So in Bruckman does it require nore than
one conputation to select a Iink?
MR, STAVATOPOULCS: (nject to form

A Well, in Bruckman there's only one sel ection
that could possibly be made as opposed to -- and | think
| say that here. Yeah. "There would be no need for a
second mapping step in Bruckman."

BY MR CLEMENTS:

Q You al so say there would be no need for a
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single conputation. So does Bruckman require nore than

one conputation?
MR, STAMATOPOULCS: nject to form
A So as | say, "The single conputation limtation
is ained at mtigating the conplexity stemm ng fromthe
need to performtwo distinct nmapping steps.”

So in the '740 patent the single
conmputation is designed to be able to do two distinct
mappi ng steps. That's not true of Bruckman. And a
PCSI TA woul d understand that if the first selection also
determ nes the specific trace over which the
transmtted -- over which to transmt the data, there
woul d be no need for a single conputation, neaning that

there would be no need to be able to do the two mapping

st eps.

And that's what | say, as there would be
no need -- there would be no second mappi ng step.
BY MR CLEMENTS:

Q So you're saying that Bruckman does not require

nore than one conputation to select a link, correct?

MR, STAMATOPOULCS: nhject to form
A That's not what | said. | said that Bruckman
doesn't have the -- doesn't have the requirenment for two
di stinct mapping steps. So a single conmputation as

defined by the ' 740 patent in order to do two mappi ng
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steps, Bruckman doesn't have that requirement because it

doesn't have the ability to do two mappi ng steps.
BY MR CLEMENTS:

Q So you say here that there's no need for a
singl e computation. Does Bruckman use a single
conmput ati on t hen?

MR, STAMATOPOULCS: nhject to form

A I'"d have to go back and | ook at Bruckman. |'m
happy to do that.

So one nore tinme on your question, please.
BY MR CLEMENTS:

Q So you said that in Bruckman there's no need

for a single conputation. So does Bruckman require nore

than one conputation to select a |ink?

MR, STAMATOPOULCS: nject to form
A Bruckman doesn't identify any conputations.
They do calculations. It does not identify whether or
not it has to do it in a single conputation

BY MR CLEMENTS:

Q So you said Bruckman doesn't identify
conput ati ons; they do cal culations. Wat's the
di stinction between conputations and cal cul ati ons t hat

you' re maki ng?

A So a calculation can be nmultiple steps. The
inventive quality of the '740 patent is that a hashing
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function perforned in a single conputation is used for

two different mapping functions.
Bruckman doesn't describe any of that.
Bruckman does not say whether the cal culation or the
comput ati on of the hash function is done in a single
step. It doesn't address it at all.
Q So you have said that the clains require two
di screte selections. So howin the '740 patent are

these two selections made with a single conputation?

MR, STAVATOPOULCS: nhject to form
A I"'msorry. One nore tine on the guestion
pl ease.
BY MR CLEMENTS:

Q So you've said that the clainms require two
di screte selections. So howin the '740 patent are two
di screte selections nade with a single conputation?

MR. STAVATOPOULOS: Same obj ecti on.

A And | pointed you earlier to paragraph 74 in ny
report where we see that that hashing function utilizes
a hash size paranmeter and that the result of -- the hash
si ze paraneter corresponds to the nunber of user ports
and t he nunber of backpl ane traces.

So this hashing parameter accounts for
every path corresponding to a mapping of ports onto

backpl ane traces over which a frame may be transm tted.
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That's exactly how it does it.
BY MR CLEMENTS:

Q So let's turn to the ' 740 patent on colum 6

A Ckay. |I'mthere.

Q So starting on line 66 it says, "Thus, the
conbi ned mappi ng conprises a single hashing operation
that determ nes for each such downstream frane both the
backpl ane trace over which the frame is to be sent to
one of the line cards and the user port to be used in
external LAG group 68."

Is this what you're referring to as naking

two discrete selections with a single conputation?

A Wll, this is a description of it, yes.

Q Turn to paragraph 84 of your declaration

A Ckay.

Q In the | ast sentence of that paragraph you say,
"In the context of networking, a POSITA woul d understand
that parallel links nust share the sane rel evant
endpoi nts. "

What do you nmean by "rel evant endpoi nts"?

A So this exanple here is a circuit, and it's
often called -- mght be referred to as a circuit
network. And this is an exanple of how parallelism

requires that the itens in parallel connect to the two

endpoi nt s.
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And in this case there's a trace at the
very top of the diagramand a trace at the very bottom
of the diagramin which all of these resistors connect
to. So they're connecting to the sanme endpoints.

Q So | see the figure here, but what |I'mtrying
to understand is what do you nean by "rel evant
endpoi nts"?

A Wl |, the relevant endpoints in this circuit
that are identified in figure 20 woul d be the negative
of the battery and the positive of the battery. |f one
of these resistors wasn't connected to either of those
two rel evant endpoints, that transistor wouldn't be in
parallel with the other ones.

Q And why does this circuit relate to the ' 740
pat ent ?

A This is an anal ogy to show how endpoints
matter, that itens in parallel need to connect together

to the rel evant endpoints in order to be considered to

be parall el

Q Does the specification of the ' 740 patent
provide this definition of parallel?

A So the '740 patent used "parallel” inits
ordinary nmeaning. And so | |ooked to ny experience, as
well as to dictionary definitions, as well as to the

transcript of Dr. Ho who agreed with our position on
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what parallel neans.

And fromDr. Ho's transcripts the question
was, "Now, let ne ask you this, Dr. Ho. This top group
of backpl ane traces that connect on the one hand to |ine
card 1 and, on the other hand, MJX 44, is this set of
backpl ane traces arranged in parallel?"

And he says, "I nean, certainly the figure
suggests that these are parallel traces.”

The second question was, \What does the
figure suggest to you that these are parallel -- what is
inthe figure that -- "Wat in the figure suggests to
you that these are parallel traces?"

And Dr. Ho answered, "Well, these are four
separate lines and they're parallel lines as drawn in
the figure.”

The next question was, "And the fact that
the parallel lines could be drawn would | ead you to

believe that these are parallel traces, correct?"

"I mean, coupled with the context of the
specification, | think, you know, the figures are read
and described to the POSI TA viewi ng the patent."”

And finally the last question is, "Does
the fact that these four backplane traces all start at
the sane line card and end at the sanme multipl exer also

suggest that these are parallel backplane traces?"
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And the answer is, "I think it's certainly
consistent with things that are described in those
specifications as well."
It was a bit | ong-w nded, but the point is
that that's in agreement with dictionary definitions
that |1've given above. |It's also in agreenent with how
the ' 740 patent uses the term"parallel."
Q So | see that you' ve cited these externa
sources; and, as you just nentioned, you | ooked at

dictionary definitions such as an | EEE dicti onary.

Wiy did you find it necessary to | ook to
extrinsic evidence?

A Because | said the ' 740 patent uses the word
"parallel"™ in a consistent manner. So | understood from
the ordinary neaning of parallel what the '740 patent
was -- how it was using that word.

But to strengthen ny understanding, |
wanted to make sure that it was consistent with
authoritative dictionaries such as the | EEE dictionary.
And then, as it turned out, Dr. Ho al so uses that term
in the sane way.

Q Do you think the meaning of the term"parallel”
i s anmbi guous fromthe specification of the ' 740 patent?

MR. STAVATOPOULOS: (Object to form

A No. | just said that they used it
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consi stently.

BY MR. CLEMENTS:

Q So when you | ook to external dictionary
definitions, why did you consider external sources that
use the word "parallel” in the context of an electrical
circuit?

A The I EEE dictionary that | cited doesn't use it
interms of an electrical circuit. That was a way for
nme to create an analogy to sinplify the issue of

parallelismto the reader.

The "I EEE 100 Authoritative Dictionary of
| EEE Standard Terns," copyright 2000, defines parallel
as "software as pertaining to the simultaneous transfer,
occurrence or processing of the individual parts of a
whol e using separate facilities for the various parts.”

So it's not actually referring to an
electrical circuit. [It's defining the termnore
general ly.

Q Does the word parallel have different neaning
in the context of electrical circuits as it does
net wor ki ng?

A | believe that the use of endpoints to define

things that are parallel are consistent, whether it's in

an electrical circuit or whether it's in a network
circuit.
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Q Does your definition of parallel apply

universally to all uses of the word parallel in the '740

pat ent ?
MR, STAMATOPOULCS: (bjection to form and
to scope.
A Can you restate the question for nme, please.

BY MR CLEMENTS:

Q Does your definition of parallel apply to all

i nstances of that termas used in the '740 patent?
MR, STAMATOPOULOS: Sane obj ecti ons.

A Well, | didn't define this specifically nyself.
| looked at Dr. Ho's understanding of the term | | ooked
at the authoritative dictionary; and | | ooked at how t he
word parallel is used consistently throughout the '740
patent. So | didn't define it myself.

BY MR CLEMENTS
Q But you believe the use of the termparallel is

consi stent throughout the ' 740 patent, as you' ve said,

correct?
MR. STAMATOPOULOS: Sane obj ecti ons.
A So | say that a POSI TA woul d under st and t hat
the clained parallel arrangenent, so the second physi cal

l'inks, requires that these links start and end at the
same rel evant endpoints. And that's the way | think

that the termis used throughout the '740 patent.
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BY MR CLEMENTS:

Q So if we look at the '740 patent, in colum 1
lines 10 through 13, it says, "A link aggregation group
Is a technique by which a group of parallel physical
i nks between two endpoints in the data network can be
joined together into a single logical link."

Do you see that statenent?

A | do.

Q So when it refers to |ink aggregation groups
being in parallel, is it your position that those
parallel links nmust start and end at the sane rel evant
endpoi nts?

MR, STAVATOPOULCS: (bj ecti on.

A You said link aggregation in parallel, groups
in parallel. That's not what this is saying here.
Maybe you could restate the question

BY MR CLEMENTS:

Q So it says, "Link aggregation is a techni que by
whi ch a group of parallel physical Iinks between two
endpoi nts and a data network can be joined together into

a single logical link."
So do traces that are in the |ink
aggregation group, nust they follow that definition of

paral l el that you provided?

MR. STAMATOPOULCS: Same objecti ons.
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A VWell, the inmportant thing here is that the
paral | el physical |inks are between two endpoints as
used here.

BY MR CLEMENTS:

Q So when it says "parallel physical links," that
means that the links nust start and end at the same
rel evant endpoints, correct?

A In this sentence it certainly does, yes.

Q So let's take a ook at figure 2 of the '740

pat ent .

A Ckay. |I'mthere.

Q So we have here on the right side of |ine
card 1, for exanple, a link aggregation group 58.

A Yes.

Q Does the ' 740 patent define that |ink
aggregation group consistently with its definition we
di scussed earlier in colum 1?

MR, STAMATOPOULCS: hject to form

A So you're pointing to |link aggregation group
58. Was that correct?

BY MR CLEMENTS:

Q Yes.

A Can you restate the question, please.

Q So does the definition of |ink aggregation

group we di scussed in colum 1, does that apply to the
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i nk aggregation group 58 here in figure 2?
MR, STAMATOPOULCS: Same obj ecti on.

A The definition that you say that's being
described in colum 1 is a description. It's not a
definition. And it's just generally describing what
link aggregation is, and that does look like it would be
applicable to 58.

BY MR CLEMENTS:
Q We al so have |ink aggregation group 68 on the

|l eft side of the line card. Do you see that?
A That's with regards to the ports 24.
Q Whul d that description of |ink aggregation al so
be applicable to that |ink aggregation group 68 as wel | ?
A Vel |, these are ports; and to the extent that

you could spread traffic across the ports, that is

possi bl e.

The description is referring to physical
i nks between two endpoints. You know, that nore
relates to, you know, what would be found in 58. But

it's a general description. It's not a specific
definition that you find in colum 1.
Q And is that description applicable to Iink

aggregati on group 687

A 68 refers to the ports, and those are physical
l'inks.
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Q So ny question is, does that description in

colum 1 apply to that |ink aggregation group 68?
MR. STAMATOPOULCOS: Sane obj ecti ons.

A Again, that's a description. The specification
does | ater on describe how the ports are being
aggregated. Let's see if |I can find that.

Go down in colum 1, 43. "In sone
enbodi ments each U Mis connected to the comunication
network using two or nore" -- I"'msorry. That's not it.
It's starting just before that sentence.
"The network inplement conprises one or nore user
i nterface nodul es, each serving one or nore user ports.
In some enbodi nents each U Mis connected to the
communi cations network using two or nore physical |inks
arranged in parallel in order to provide sufficient
bandwi dth at a given quality of service."
BY MR CLEMENTS:

Q So you believe that description there is
describing link aggregation group 68 or is at |east
applicable to it?

A It's applicable to it for sure.

Q So we' ve been going for a little over an hour
Wiy don't we take a ten-mnute break

A Ckay.

THE VI DEOGRAPHER: W are now goi ng of f
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the record. The tine is 12:07 p. m
(Recess taken)
THE VI DEOGRAPHER: We are now back on the
record. The time is 12:25 p.m
BY MR CLEMENTS:
Q M. Gomez, did you comruni cate with counse

during the break?

A No.

Q Let's turn to paragraph 60 of your declaration
A Ckay. |'mthere.

Q So you propose a claimconstruction the

following term "Selecting, in a single conputation

based on at | east one of the frane attri butes, a first

physical |ink out of the first group and a second
physi cal |ink out of the second group."

Why in your opinion does this limtation
require construction?

MR, STAMATOPOULCS: hject to form
A Because there's two selections, a first
physical |ink and a second physical |ink, and that the
two selections are perfornmed in a single conmputation.

You know, that's the nost inportant thing
is that since we are doing two selections, a first
physical |ink out of the first group and a second

physical |ink out of the second group, that they are
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done in a single conmputation, which is also a
requi renent of the '740, and that there's two sel ections
made based on one of the frame attri butes.
BY MR CLEMENTS:

Q Do you believe the plain and ordi nary neaning
of this claimtermis unclear?

MR, STAMATOPOULCS: Same obj ecti on.

A Let me go back to the claimtermin the patent
itsel f.

| think this is inclusive of the el enments
that are in the -- or the conponents that are in that
i npl enent, selecting -- and this is fromthe patent,
"Selecting, in a single conputation based on at | east
one of the franme attributes, a first physical |ink out
of the first group and a second physical link out of the
second group."

So | think what |I'm proposing as a
construction is in agreenent with what the claimel ement
actual ly says.

BY MR. CLEMENTS:
Q So if the claimelenment actually says that, why
do you need a construction at all?

MR, STAMATOPOULCS: Same obj ecti on.

BY MR CLEMENTS:

Q I"'msorry. | didn't hear your answer over
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the --

A | said that I"min agreenment with what the
el enents of the claimactually say.

Q So do you think the plain and ordi nary neani ng
of this termis unclear?

MR, STAMATOPOULCS: Same obj ecti on.

A So in paragraph 60 |1 say, "Claim1 requires
selecting, in a single conputation based on at | east one
of the frane attributes, a first physical |ink out of

the first group and a second physical group out of the

second group."

And | al so discuss, you know, somne of
the -- what the board prelimnarily found in terns of
tenporal requirenments in 60.

And in 61 -- 62, excuse ne, "Consistent
with the claimlanguage the term'selecting a first
physical |ink out of the first group and a second
physi cal |ink out of the second group' should be
construed as selecting a first physical |link out of the
first group and sel ecting a second physical |ink out of
t he second group, wherein the first physical link is not
fixedly assigned to the second physical |ink."

The justification for that | point out
that there are actually -- earlier in 62 the claim

| anguage requires two selections fromtwo different

www.LexitasLegal.com/Premier Lexitas 888-267-1200 Page 41

Ex.1026 / IPR2023-00401 / Page 42 of 68
CISCO SYSTEMS, INC. v. ORCKIT CORPORATION



© 00 N o o A~ w N

[EEY
o

11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

CISCO SYSTEMS vs Miguel Gomez

ORCKIT March 08, 2024
42

groups of links, and | think nmy construction is
consistent with the clai mlanguage.
BY MR CLEMENTS:

Q So if your construction is consistent wwth the
cl ai m | anguage, why provide the construction at all?

MR, STAMATOPOULCS: hject to form

A The cl ai m | anguage -- the clai mlanguage
inmplies that there are two selections, selecting a first
physical |ink out of the first group and the second
physical |ink out of the second group. But | think ny

construction clarifies that the first physical link is
not fixedly assigned to the second physical I|ink.
BY MR CLEMENTS:

Q And why do you believe that clarification is

necessary? |Is the claimtermby itself unclear?
MR, STAMATOPOULCS: Onhject to form And

to the extent that your answer would require you to
di vul ge privileged information, | would caution you to
limt your response. You can otherw se answer if you
can.

A If the first physical link was fixedly

assigned, there couldn't be two selectings of a first

physical link out of a first group and a selecting of a
second physical link out of the second group. There
woul d just be one sel ecting.
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So this -- my construction, | think
supports the claimand is an inherent conponent of it.
BY MR CLEMENTS:

Q So if it's an inherent conponent of it, why
provi de the claimconstruction?

MR, STAMATOPOULOS: Sane objection, sane
instruction. You can answer if you can.

A So the clains are -- when a person of ordinary
skill in the art |ooks at a claim |ooking at the
specification al so supports what's inherent in that
claim

In I ooking at the specification, it's
clear that what these clains are enbodying is two
separate mappi ng functions. And | believe that ny
construction hel ps the reader understand how to
interpret these clains.

BY MR CLEMENTS:

Q So if the reader needs help to interpret the
clainms, is there a specific termthat's anbi guous in
t hat phrase?

A No, | don't believe so.

MR, STAMATOPOULCS: (bjection, form
Sorry. Let ne just |odge ny objection. | apologize.
Object to form You can answer. Sorry.

A So as | say in 65, "I understand the
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specification is also inportant to claimconstruction
and infornms how a POSI TA would interpret the clains.
The specification is directed towards enbodi nents in
whi ch two discrete selection of physical links are
performed in a single conmputation.”
So the construction | offer is just a --
Is a reinforcenent of the clains and the descriptions of
how t hose cl ains should be interpreted in the
speci fication.
BY MR CLEMENTS:
Q So in your claimconstruction you add this
wor di ng or add this | anguage that says "wherein the
first physical link is not fixedly assigned to the
second link."
What do you mean by "not fixedly
assi gned"?
A So if there was a default link, in other words,
maybe just one or always the same |ink that was

sel ected, there wouldn't be any need to do that

sel ecti on.
Q So let's take a ook at figure 2 of the '740
patent. Let me know when you're there.

A. I'"mthere.
Q So let's take a ook at line card 1. W have

t he backpl ane traces on the right and the links 24 on
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the left, correct?

A Yes.

Q Is one of the backplane traces there fixedly
assigned to all four of the links com ng out the
| eft - hand si de?

A No.

Q Is it correct that a packet transmtted across

t he backpl ane trace to line card 1 cannot be passed
along to link 24 connecting to line card 2?

A I"'msorry. | didn't understand that question
Can you restate that.

Q Sure. So if we have a packet com ng across
t hose backpl ane traces to line card 1 --

A From 58?

Q -- through 58, am | correct in understanding
that that packet cannot be transmtted fromline card 2
to |ink aggregation group 687

MR, STAMATOPOULCS: hject to form

A So you said that the packets on 58 going to
line card 1 cannot be transmtted to line card 2. So
we're tal king about a very specific packet that
traversed 58 and then was received by |ine card 1 and
that could not be transmitted by |line card 2.

Do | understand the question correctly?

BY MR CLEMENTS:
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Q Yes

A Line card 1 as shown in this diagramand |ine
card 2 are separate line cards. So the packet, once
it's received by line card 1, would be transmtted by
line card 1.

Q And not line card 2, correct?

A If it was received by line card 1, it would be
transmtted by line card 1.

Q So could we say that a backpl ane trace
connected to line card 1 is fixedly assigned to all four
of the ports because it can't go to any other port
besi des those four?

MR, STAMATOPOULOS: (Objection, form

A So the inventive quality of the '740 is that
packets arriving on any one of those lines, physical
backpl ane traces 58 into line card are not fixedly
assigned to any of the 24 emanating fromline card 1.
Instead they can be routed to any one of those ports 24.
BY MR CLEMENTS:

Q But they can't be routed to any |ines beyond
those connected to line card 1. So are they fixedly
assigned to all four of those ports?

A They're not fixedly -- I'msorry. Go ahead.

MR, STAMATOPOULCS: (Onhject to form  You

can answer. Sorry.
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A They are able to be routed out through any of
the line card 24 -- I'"'msorry, any of the ports 24
attached to line card 1.
BY MR CLEMENTS:

Q But it's limted to only those four ports to
line card 1, correct?

MR, STAMATOPOULCS: nhject to form

A The inventive quality of the '740 patent is

that packets arriving on 58 traversing to the ports are

able to be routed to any one of those ports 24 on line
card 1 and vice versa. Any of the ports 24 packets
arriving on those going to the network could be routed
to any one of the lines 58 emanating fromline card 1.
BY MR CLEMENTS:

Q So when you say "fixedly assigned,"” are you
referring to a | ogical conponent rather than a physica

conponent ?

MR, STAMATOPOULCS: nject to formand to
t he scope.
A No. [|I'mjust sinply saying that there is no
one route. There's no default route. There is a

conbi nation that requires a sel ection

BY MR CLEMENTS:

Q So | guess what I'mtrying to understand here
is when | look at line card 1, | see four backpl ane
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traces on the right and four links on the left; and to

me they're all fixedly assigned to that line card. They
don't switch out to other |ine cards.

So is ny understanding of fixedly assigned
incorrect in that scenario | just described?

MR, STAMATOPOULCS: hject to form

A In the scenario you described there is a

sel ection that has to occur. There are two mappi ng
operations, | should say, that have to occur, one from
the line card to the ports and another one fromthe |ine

card to the physical traces.
So because there is a selection, they are
not physically -- fixedly assigned.
BY MR CLEMENTS:
Q Now, in paragraph 61 of your declaration you

say that there's no tenporal requirenent to the clains,

correct?
A Oh, I"'msorry. |I'mreading fromthe wong
par agr aph.
Yeah. | say, "In the decision on
Institution, the Board prelimmnarily found that claim1l
does not require two i ndependent selections. On that

basis there's no tenporal requirenment of the clains.”
And in ny opinion there's no tenpora

requirenent in claiml of the ' 740 patent; however, in
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nmy opinion, claiml does require two distinct
sel ecti ons.

Q So if there's no tenporal requirenent, it would
be within the scope of the clainms for these two
sel ections to occur sinultaneously, correct?

MR, STAMATOPOULCS: hject to form

A I"'msorry. One nore tine on the question.
BY MR CLEMENTS:

Q So if there's no tenporal requirenent, it would
be within the scope of the clains to performthese two

sel ections sinmultaneously, correct?

MR, STAMATOPOULCS: oject to form
A Vel |, "sinmultaneously" has a tenporal aspect to
it. | don't think -- that's not what |I'msaying. |'m

just sinply saying that there is no tenporal aspect.
BY MR CLEMENTS:

Q So if the clains don't limt it to any tenporal
aspect, then the scope of the clainms would allow for
these two selections to occur sinultaneously, correct?

MR, STAMATOPOULCS: nject to form

A "Si mul taneous” has a tenporal aspect. The term

"sinmul taneous” is consistent with tinme.
BY MR CLEMENTS:
Q But you're saying that the clainms don't require

a tenporal conponent, correct?
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A All 1'"msaying is that there is no tenporal
requi renment and that claim 1l does require two distinct
sel ecti ons.

Q And if those two distinct collection selections
have no tenporal requirenment, then if there was a system
that perforned both sel ections sinultaneously, they
woul d still be within the scope of the clains, correct?

A Vel |, they need to be --

MR, STAMATOPOULCOS: (bjection, form

A They need to be perforned in a single
conputation, and that's the key part. The clains al so
require a single conputation
BY MR CLEMENTS:

Q So if the two selections are perfornmed in a
single conmputation, could it be that they're perforned
at different tines?

MR, STAVATOPOULCS: (bject to form

A I"msorry. Say again, please.

BY MR CLEMENTS:

Q So if the two selections are perforned in a
single conputation, could it be that they are perforned
at different tines?

MR, STAMATOPOULCS: Same obj ecti on.
A So the ' 740 patent discloses that performng

both selections in a single conputation rather than two
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comput ati ons because selecting two links in two
conput ati ons add to the undesirable conplexity.
And then to quote it it says, "In simlar

enbodi nents, in order to reduce the hardware conplexity
and/ or conput ational conplexity of a network el enent

32" -- but, again, "network elenent 32 control nodul e 60
perfornms a single conbi ned mappi ng operation that

conbi nes the two mappi ng operations described above."

BY MR CLEMENTS:

Q So -- go ahead.

A That's in paragraph 72 of ny declaration

Q So if we performthese two selections in a
singl e computation, wouldn't that nean that they're done
at the same tinme?

MR, STAMATOPOULCS: Same obj ecti on.

A The inportant thing is that it's done in a
single computation rather than two conputati ons because
selecting the two Iinks in two conputations adds
conpl exity.

And the patent shows that, you know,
control nodule 60 perforns a single conbined mappi ng
operation. It conbines the two nmappi ng operations
descri bed above.

BY MR CLEMENTS:

Q So if it's a conbined mappi ng operation
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doesn't that nean that it's occurring at the sanme tinme?

MR, STAMATOPOULCS: Same obj ecti on.

A | don't believe that a conbined -- that
conbi ned mappi ng operati on necessarily has a tenpora
aspect. And us equating it to the same tinme, | think,
is -- that isn't something | opined on in terns of the
'740 patent, and | don't think the '740 patent actually
even says the term-- the words "sane tine."
BY MR CLEMENTS:

Q But you have nade the opinion that there's no
tenporal requirement. So if that's true, then it

doesn't matter whether these sel ections occur

simul taneously or occur at different times, correct?

A They have to be --
MR, STAMATOPOULCS: nject to form
Sorry.
A They have to be perforned in a single
computation that's a single conbi ned mappi ng operation

that conbines the two mappi ng operations that were
described earlier in the paragraphs on ny report.
BY MR CLEMENTS:

Q But when you say there's no tenpora
requi renent, do you nean to say that it doesn't matter
whet her the single conputation makes these sel ections

simul taneously or at different tines?
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MR, STAMATOPOULCS: Same obj ecti on.
A The ' 740 patent doesn't use the word "tine" at
all. It just sinply shows that there is a single
comput ation that perfornms the two mappi ng operations.
So using ny understandi ng of what the '740
patent intends, there is no tenporal aspect to it.
BY MR CLEMENTS:
Q So by "no tenporal aspect” you nean to say that
the inportant thing is that there's a single

conputation. |Is that correct?
A And that it perfornms two mappi ng operati ons.
Q M. Gomez, thank you for your tine today. |
have no further questions for you

A Thank you.

MR, STAMATOPOULOS: No further questions
for me either -- or no questions, | should say. Thank
you.

THE W TNESS: Thank you.

THE VI DEOGRAPHER: Okay. This concl udes
today's deposition. W are going off the record at

12: 57 p.m Central Standard Ti ne.

(Proceedi ngs concluded at 12:57 p.m)
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CHANGES AND SI GNATURE
W TNESS NAME: M GUEL GOVEZ
DATE OF DEPCSI TI ON: March 8, 2024
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I, MGUEL GOVEZ, have read the foregoi ng deposition

and hereby affix ny signature that sane is true and

correct, except as noted above.

M GUEL GOVEZ
THE STATE OF )
COUNTY OF )
Bef ore ne, , on this day

personal | y appeared M GUEL GOVEZ, known to ne or proved

to me on the oath of or through
(description of identity card
or other docunent) to be the person whose nane is

subscribed to the foregoing instrunent and acknow edged
to me that he/she executed the sane for the purpose and

consi deration therein expressed.

G ven under ny hand and seal of office on this
day of ,
NOTARY PUBLI C I N AND FOR
THE STATE OF
My Conmi ssion Expires: -

__No Changes Made __ Amendnent Sheet(s) Attached
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BEFORE THE PATENT TRI AL AND APPEAL BOARD
Cl SCO SYSTEMS, | NC.,
Petitioner,
V.

ORCKI T CORPCRATI ON,
Pat ent Owner.
| PR2023- 00401

Patent No. 7,545,740

REPORTER S CERTI FI CATE
ORAL DEPCSI TI ON OF M GUEL GOVEZ

March 8, 2024

I, Melinda Barre, Certified Shorthand Reporter in
and for the State of Texas, hereby certify to the
fol | ow ng:

That the witness, M GUEL GOVEZ, was duly sworn by
the officer and that the transcript of the oral
deposition is a true record of the testinony given by
t he w tness;

That the original deposition was delivered to
Cal mann C enents.
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That a copy of this certificate was served on all
parties and/or the wi tness shown herein

on

| further certify that pursuant to FRCP Rul e
30(f)(1), that the signature of the deponent:

______was requested by the deponent or a party before
the conpletion of the deposition and that the signature is
to be before any notary public and returned within 30 days
fromdate of receipt of the transcript. |f returned,
the attached Changes and Signature Page contains any
changes and the reasons therefor:

_____was not requested by the deponent or a
party before the conpletion of the deposition

| further certify that | am neither counsel for,
related to, nor enployed by any of the parties or
attorneys in the action in which this proceedi ng was

taken, and further that | amnot financially or

otherwise interested in the outconme of the action.

Certified to by me on this, the _ day
of , 2024.
ALl B E R A 'L_;___.
Mel i nda Barre
Texas CSR 2192
Expiration: 12/31/25
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COUNTY OF HARRI S )
STATE OF TEXAS )
| hereby certify that the witness was notified on

that the witness has 30 days or (__

days per agreenent of counsel) after being notified by
the officer that the transcript is available for review
by the witness and if there are changes in the formor
substance to be made, then the witness shall sign a
statenment reciting such changes and the reasons given by

the witness for making them

That the witness' signature was/was not returned as
of
Subscri bed and sworn to on this, the __ day of
, 2024.
\." r'.:- : {_. P J_._.r r_
AW GP LN £ AR
LEXI TAS LEGAL
Firm No. 95
| exi tasl egal . com prem er
888. 267. 1200
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