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HOMVAYOON BEI G, PhD

MR. MACEDO  Premark these
pl ease.

(Wher eupon, Beigi Exhibit 1,
Notice of Deposition of Dr. Homayoon
Beigi, was marked for identification.)

(Wher eupon, Beigi Exhibit 2,
Notice of Deposition of Dr. Homayoon
Bei gi, was marked for identification.)

(Wher eupon, Beigi Exhibit 3,
Notice of Deposition of Dr. Homayoon
Beigi, was marked for identification.)

(Wher eupon, Beigi Exhibit 4,

Decl aration of Dr. Honmayoon Beigi, was
mar ked for identification.)

(Wher eupon, Beigi Exhibit 5,

Decl aration of Dr. Homayoon Beigi, was
mar ked for identification.)

(Wher eupon, Beigi Exhibit 6,

Decl aration of Dr. Honmayoon Beigi, was
mar ked for identification.)

(Wher eupon, Beigi Exhibit 7,

Decl aration of Dr. Homayoon Beigi, was
mar ked for identification.)

(Wher eupon, Beigi Exhibit 8, US
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HOVAYOON BEI G, PhD

Pat ent No. 10, 819, 664, was marked for
i dentification.)

(Wher eupon, Beigi Exhibit 9, US
Pat ent No. 11, 258, 732, was marked for
i dentification.)

(Wher eupon, Beigi Exhibit 10, US
Patent No. 11,558,317, was narked for
I dentification.)

THE VI DEOGRAPHER: W are now on
the record. The tine is 9:36 a.m
This begins Media No. 1 to the
vi deot aped deposition of Homayoon
Beigi taken in the matter of Whatfix
versus Wal kMe Ltd.

My nane is Brayanz Vill anueva.
| am your videographer today. The
court reporter is Amanda Gorrono. W
are representing Esquire Deposition
Sol uti ons.

Counsel, wll you pl ease
I ntroduce yourselves and affiliations.
And the witness wll be sworn.

MR. MACEDO  Thank you. M nane

is Charley Macedo, and | am a partner
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HOVAYOON BEI G, PhD
Wi th Anster Rothstein & Ebenstein LLP.
We represent the patent owner Wal ke
Ltd., which I'll refer to as patent
owner in three IPRs, |IPR 2023-01379,
| PR 2023- 01368, and | PR 2024- 0065.
And | have with ne ny col | eague Thonmas
Hart who is backup counsel .

M5. NGUYEN: Jean Nguyen. And
with nme is ny coll eague Mehran
Arjomand of Morrison & Foerster on
behal f of petitioner Watfix and
Dr. Beigi, the expert.

HOVAYOON BEI G, PhD, called as a w tness,
havi ng been first duly sworn by a Notary
Public of the State of New York, was
exam ned and testified as follows:

THE WTNESS: | do.

THE COURT REPORTER  Thank you.
Can you pl ease state your nane and
address for the record.

THE WTNESS: Wth nmy hone
address? Homayoon Beigi, 49 Bouton
Road, South Sal em New York 10590.

EXAM NATI ON
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HOVAYOON BEI 3, PhD
BY MR MACEDO

Q Good norning, Dr. Beigi.
A Good nor ni ng.
Q Did | say that correctly?
A. Yes.
Q Good. Please forgive ne if
m spronounce it. There's no ill intent.

It's just I'mbad wi th pronounci ng nanes,
soO.
As you heard, ny nane is Charley
Macedo; and | amrepresenti ng Wal kMe Ltd.,
which is a patent owner in three |IPR
pr oceedi ngs.
Are you aware of these |IPR
proceedi ngs, inter partes review
pr oceedi ngs?
A. Yes.
Q Ckay. In front of you, you'll
see we prenmarked as Exhibits 1, 2 and 3
t hree deposition notices. |f you could
take a | ook, we marked as Exhibit 1 for
the record, the notice of deposition of
Dr. Homayoon -- it's the top three. W'l

get to the others in a second.
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HOVAYOON BEI G, PhD

A kay.

Q We marked as Beigi -- Beidgi
Exhibit 1 the notice of deposition of
Dr. Homayoon Beigi in | PR 2023-01368 dated
May 16, 2024. W marked as Exhibit 2 the
noti ce of deposition of Dr. Homayoon Bei gi
in I PR 2023-01379. And we narked as
Exhibit 3 the notice of deposition of
Dr. Homayoon Beigi in |IPR 2024-0065.

When you are done | ooking at

them |et nme know.

A Yes.
Q G eat.

Have you seen Exhibit 1 before?
A Yes, | have.
Q Have you seen Exhibit 2 before?
A Yes, | have.
Q Have you seen Exhibit 3 before?
A Yes, | have.
Q Ckay. You understand that you

are testifying today pursuant to the
deposition notices that we've marked as
Exhibit 1 through 3 with respect to all

three | PRs, correct?
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HOVAYOON BEI G, PhD
A. Yes.
Q And so if | refer to the 1368
| PR, will you know that |I'mreferring to
the I PR 2023-01368 that is referred to in
Deposition Notice 17
A Yes, | would have to refer to

t he paper because | know them by the

pat ent nunber, but not by the |IPR nunbers.

Q Ckay.

A But | can always go and check,
yes.

Q Wul d you prefer ne to refer to

it as the '664 patent?

A | do.

Q Ckay. So if you look in front
of you, you will see that we have
premarked at the bottomof that pile as
Exhibit 8 the '664 patent.

Yeah, you want to keep those in
that order, perfect.

So if you look, you'll see
mar ked as Exhibit 8 is US Patent No.
10, 819,664. And you look at it and tell

me if you recognize it.

2 ESQUIRE

800.211.DEPO (3376)

DEROSITION SOLUTIONS EsquireSolutions.com

13 of 389

09: 39
09: 39
09: 39
09: 39
09: 39
09: 39
09: 39
09: 39
09: 39
09: 39
09: 39
09: 39
09: 39
09: 40
09: 40
09: 40
09: 40
09: 40
09: 40
09: 40
09: 40
09: 40
09: 40
09: 40



© 00 N o o B~ W DN PP

N DD D N NDMNDN P P P PP PP PR R
a b W N B O © 0 N OO0 O M WO N B O

HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024
13

HOVAYOON BEI G, PhD

A Yes, | do.

Q kay. And so when we were
referring to | PR 2023-01368 in the
Deposition Notice 1, that is with respect
to what we have marked as Exhibit 8 as the
'664 patent, correct?

A. Yes.

Q And so when we refer to that
|PR, we'll refer to it as the first '664
patent | PR okay?

A Yes.

Q Ckay. So if you | ook underneath
what we marked as Exhibit 8, we've marked
as Exhibit 9 US Patent No. 11,258, 732.

A. Yes.

Q And your understanding is that
the notice of deposition we marked as
Exhibit 2 I PR for 2023-01379 is with
respect to US Patent No. 11, 258, 732 t hat
we marked as Exhibit 9?

A Yes.

Q kay. OCkay. And we'll refer to
that one as the '732 I PR

A. Yes.
2 ESQUIRE 800.211.DEPO (3376)
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HOVAYOON BEI G, PhD

Q Ckay. And now, if you | ook
underneath that, there's marked as
Exhi bit 10 US Patent No. 11,558,317. And
if you could |l ook at that please.

A. Yes.

Q Ckay. And so with respect to
your Exhibit 3 which is I PR 2024-0065, you
understand that that is wth reference to
the US Patent 11,558,317 that we have
mar ked as Exhibit 10, right?

A Yes, just a correction. There
are three zeros, but | understand, yes.

Q Ckay. Thank you.

So to nake it clear, you
understand that the notice of deposition
that we've marked as Exhibit 3 with
respect to I PR 2024-00065 is with respect
to US Patent No. 11,558, 317 that we've
mar ked as Exhibit 10?

A Yes.

Q And we can refer to that as the
'317 | PR?

A Yes.

Q kay. Geat. | find it easier
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HOVAYOON BEI G, PhD
to define things upfront in | anguage that
we all understand so no one gets confused.

A Thank you.

Q Ckay. So | noticed that wth
respect to each of the patents that we
marked as 8, 9, and 10, you paged through
to make sure that they were the conplete
patent, correct?

A Yes.

Q And as far as you can tell
sitting here today, Exhibit 8 9, and 10
are the three patents that you studied for
the declarations that you submtted in the
"664 IPR '732 IPR, and '371 | PR?

A They seened like it. | flipped
very quickly. But, yes, they seened |ike
it.

Q Ckay. And if afterwards, you
see anything that's wong with them
pl ease | et us know and certainly counsel
can | et us know. But they should be
conpl ete copi es, okay?

A W Il do.

Q Thank you
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HOVAYOON BEI G, PhD
Ckay. Now, we've given you
three deposition notices; and we've given
you three patents. How many inter partes
revi ew proceedi ngs did you work on that

i nvol ve Whatfi x and Wal kive?

A. There were four declarations all
together. | would still categorize them
as three | PRs. |"'mnot sure if that was

under a different |IPR nunber or not, but
there is a second declaration for the
"664. So I'mnot quite sure if that went
under the sane | PR nunber or not. If it
went under the sanme | PR nunber, there were
four declarations but three |IPRs

associ ated with the three patents.

Q Ckay. Wiy were there two
declarations with respect to the ' 664
pat ent ?

A There was a second decl aration

that | made that was not instituted, and |
was advised it wasn't instituted. So |
left it at that. There was sone extra
material that -- that | wote.

Q | appreciate that.
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But ny question is: Wy did you 09: 47

make a second declaration? Wy didn't you 09: 47
just include it in the first declaration, 09: 47
what ever you put in there? 09: 47
A It was just an afterthought to 09: 47

i ncl ude sone nore information, yes, in the 09: 47
second decl arati on. 09: 47
Q The second -- okay. You said 09: 47
that the second declaration was an 09: 47
afterthought. Was it your afterthought, 09: 47
or was it soneone el se's afterthought? 09: 47
A M ne in conbination with the 09: 47
counsel to -- to produce nore information. 09: 47
It was very quick but -- | don't renenber 09: 47
exactly the tine, but it was after the 09: 47
first declaration. The main declaration 09: 47
was for the '664 is the one that was the 09: 47
mai n one. 09: 47
And the second one, as far as 09: 47

| "' m concerned, was not instituted. So 09: 47
| -- the last tine | |ooked at it was the 09: 47
last time | signed it, which was nonths 09: 47
ago. 09: 48
Q Ckay. So we premarked as 09: 48
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HOVAYOON BEI G, PhD
Exhi bits 4 through 7 --

A. Yes.

Q -- the four declarations that
you submtted and the four I PRs that were
filed. So if you open up the top one, you
wll see that that's Exhibit 4.

A. Ckay. So you are saying that
there were four actual |PR nunbers

associ ated with thenf

Q | wll have you confirmit, but
you Wi ll see it in a mnute.
A Because | know ny decl arati ons,

but not necessarily what the | PR nunbers
ar e.
Q That' s okay because they are on

the cover of the declaration that you

signed so that will nake it easy.
A. Yes.
Q So if you | ook at what we

premar ked as Exhibit 4 as the declaration
of Homayoon Beigi in I PR 2023-01368 whi ch
we've been referring to as the first '664
| PR, is that your declaration that you

were referring to as the instituted | PR
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HOVAYOON BEI G, PhD
for the '664?

A Seens like it. [It's many pages,
but it seens like it.

Q | understand that you're not
going to proofread every page right now as
you sit here. | appreciate the way you
described that. |If you do find anything
m ssing, we wll supplenent and nmake sure
you have everything that you need.

A Thank you.

Q Now, the declaration that we've
mar ked as Exhibit 4 was marked as
exhibit -- as Exhibit 1003 in the IPR
nunber 2023-01368 which is the ' 664
patent. | know it doesn't have the |IPR

A. Yes, it's mssing the | PR nunber
on the decl arati on.

Q It is. That's the way it was
filed so that's the way we gave to you.

A That's why | didn't know if it
was different I PR or sane | PR

Q If it will assist you, | wll
give you a pen and you can wite the |IPR

nunber on it so you don't get confused.
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A Thank you. (Wtness witing on
exhibit.)
Q Ckay. And so for your ease,

Deposition Notice 1, Exhibit 4 and
Exhibit 8 are all for the '664 patent?

A Yes.

Q So feel free to organi ze these
I n what ever way nmakes your |ife easiest.
This is not a nenory test. This is neant

to get the truth.

A Thank you. 1'Il put all of them
t oget her.
Q Right. W're going to go

t hrough each of those and nake your life
easy.

A Thank you.

Q Now, the next thing you're going
to see is what we marked as Exhibit 5
which is the other '664 declaration, and
you m ght want to wite at the top IPR
2023-01443.

And if you could spend a m nute

and | ook and tell nme whether Exhibit 4,

the declaration of Dr. Homayoon Beigi in
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| PR 2023- 01443 marked as Exhibit 1003, is
the second ' 664 declaration that you were
t hi nki ng of ?

A | think you m sspoke. | think
it's Exhibit 5. You said marked as
Exhi bit 4.

Q |"msorry. It is Exhibit 5, so
| et nme rephrase that.

| want you to | ook at Exhibit 5,

whi ch we have now narked as Exhibhit 5 as

the declaration of Dr. Homayoon Beigi from

| PR 2023- 01443 which was submtted as
Exhi bit 1003 and confirm whether that is
the declaration that you said you
submtted in the I PR that was not

I nstituted.

A. It seens like it, though I
haven't seen it for a long tine.

Q kay. If it helps you, if you
turn to Page 25 of Exhibit 5, and it has
under anal ysis and opi nions, the headi ng
A, clainms 10 and 24 are obvi ous over
Synons, WIlliam and Ben-Itzhak.

Do you see that?
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A. Yes.

Q Does that help refresh your
recollection that's wth respect to the
second '664 | PR that was not instituted?

A It does.

Q Ckay. You're welcone to put

that with the other '664 if it's easier

for you.

A. Do you mnd if I wite "not
instituted" on the top of that?

Q Wite whatever you want on it,
what ever hel ps you.

A Because | want to renenber which
IS which.

Q Absol utely. These exhibits are

there for you to use and they are for the
record to reflect whatever you need us to
reflect. Ckay?

A. Thank you.

Q Ckay. Now we nove on to
Exhi bit 6, which is the next black binder
in front of you, and this was your
decl aration of Dr. Homayoon Beigi wth

respect to Patent No. 11,258,732 and this
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one actually has on the cover | PR nunber
2023-01379.

And | want you to look at it and
see if that is the declaration that you
prepared for the '732 I PR

A Yes, it seens like it.

Q And you can coordinate that with
Deposition Notice 2 and the '732 patent,
Exhibit 9. GCkay. You already anticipated
where we are going. That's great.

Ckay. So now we're | ooking at
what we previously marked as Exhibit 7,
which is the declaration of Dr. Homayoon
Beigi frominter partes review, |PR
2024- 00065 for US Patent No. 11,558, 317
and ask if you recognize Exhibit 7 as your
decl aration for the '317 I PR associ at ed
the '317 patent that we marked as
Exhi bit 10.

A. Yes, it seens like it is.

Q Ckay. If you want to put them
toget her to nake your life easy, feel
free. Put any notes on anything that you

want. That's why | gave you a pen. Okay?
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Ckay. So, Dr. Beigi, just so
you understand, today is not neant to be a
menory test. Today is neant to be a
search for truth. As you know, you've

been sworn in by the court reporter,

right?
A. Yes.
Q And you' ve been deposed before a

coupl e of tinmes?
A. Yes.
Q You were deposed nore than two

decades ago over sone fee dispute for one

of your conpanies, | believe?

A. Yes.

Q And then you were deposed --

A. That wasn't -- I'msorry. That
wasn't -- that deposition. It was being

on stand in the court.

Q |"msorry. You were a |live
W t ness?
A Li ve wi tness, yes.
Q Ckay. Sorry. And then you were

deposed in sone IPRs that you've done in

the past for other parties?
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A. Yes.
Q Ckay. So you know generally how
a deposition works, but 1'll go through

sone of the rules for today's deposition,
okay?

A Yes.

Q Ckay. If at any point, you
don't understand sonet hing bei ng asked,
pl ease |l et nme know O herw se, the record
wi Il reflect that you understood the
guestion and asked [sic] the question as
answer ed, okay?

A | will.

Q Ckay. Do you want to review and
sign the transcript after we conplete the
deposi tion?

A. Yes.

(Wher eupon, a request for Read
and sign, was made.)
BY MR MACEDO

Q kay. Perfectly fine. | do ask
that you do it pronptly because there is a
very short wi ndow for us to submt the

deposition with our patent owner
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responses. You understand that?

A Yes, as long as it's organi zed
with the counsel properly, | would do
t hat .

Q O course, of course.

Al so under the practice of
depositions in inter partes review
proceedi ngs before the PTAB, all
obj ections except as to formare going to
be reserved. So therefore, counsel and |
have stipulated that the only objections
she will provide is to formor if there is
an issue as to privilege.
Do you understand that?
A. Yes.

MR. MACEDO  And, Counsel,
you' ve agreed to that, correct? |'m
sorry. You have to speak up.

M5. NGQUYEN: Correct.

MR. MACEDO  Ckay. Thank you.
BY MR MACEDO

Q If at any tine you want a break,
that's fine. But |I'"mgoing to ask unless

it involves a question of privilege that

@ ESQUIRE 800.211.DEPO (3376)

DEROSITION SOLUTIONS EsquireSolutions.com

27 of 389

09: 58
09: 58
09: 58
09: 58
09: 58
09: 58
09: 58
09: 58
09: 58
09: 58
09: 58
09: 58
09: 58
09: 58
09: 58
09: 58
09: 58
09:59
09: 59
09: 59
09: 59
09:59
09: 59
09:59



© 00 N o o B~ W DN PP

N DD D N NDMNDN P P P PP PP PR R
a b W N B O © 0 N OO0 O M WO N B O

HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024
27

HOVAYOON BEI G, PhD
you answer the pendi ng question before we
go on break, okay?
A | will.
Q Ckay. |s there any reason why
you' re not capable of testifying

truthfully and to the best of your ability

t oday?
A. No.
Q You' re not taking any

medi cati ons which would interfere with
that ability?

A. No.

Q Okay. You understand that
today's deposition is being transcribed by
the court reporter?

A Yes.

Q And she's sitting right next to
you so it's easy to see?

A Yes.

Q And we al so are videotaping this
deposition by the videographer down at the
ot her end of the table?

A Yes.

Q Ckay. At tinmes there may be
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things that are difficult for the court
reporter to understand or the videographer
to hear. So they may interrupt us to
clarify that for the record.

And do you understand that we
should try and clarify it for themso the
record is correct?

A. Yes.

Q Ckay. If there is anything that
is difficult to spell or to make sure we
understand it's the right word, feel free
to spell it out for the court reporter so
that way the record is clear.

A | will.

Q Ckay. GCkay. You've been really
good at this. One of the nobst inportant
things is that only one person speak at a
time. So let nme finish ny question. |If
counsel has an objection, she'll state it.

And then you shoul d answer your questi on,

okay?
A. Yes.
Q And | will try not to cut you

off; but if you are not answering the
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right question, | may interrupt to advise
you of that to try and get us back on the
right track, okay?
A Yes.
Q Ckay. Are you being represented

by counsel here today?

A. Yes.

Q And who is that?

A It's Morrison & Foerster.

Q The two people sitting at the
tabl e?

A. Yes.

Q Ckay. And are they representing

you, or are they representing the
petitioner as far as you understand?

A My understanding i s both.

Q (kay. And do you have any
guestions about the procedure as we just
di scussed it?

A. No.

Q Excellent. In your declaration,
you say that you're being conpensated at
your normal rate plus reinbursenent for

expenses for ny analysis and that your
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conpensati on does not depend upon the
content of any opinions or outcones of
this proceeding. |f you want to | ook,
it's Paragraph 2; but |I'mjust giving that
to you as a foundation because |'m goi ng
to ask you what's your nor nal
conpensation. | believe you have the sane

paragraph in all the |IPRs.

A. Yes, and the question? |'m
sorry.
Q So what's your nornal

conpensati on?

A. |"mdoing this specific -- these
| PRs through a third-party agent. So |I'm
not sure if | should divulge ny actual
rates because | don't know what they woul d
charge the -- the counsel.

Q | woul d strongly suggest that
you do di vul ge your actual rate because it
goes to the credibility of you as a
Wi t ness on how nuch you' re bei ng paid.

M5. NGUYEN:. (Objection. Form

A. It will be opposing the NDA that

|'ve -- that |'ve signed with the agent
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that is representing ne with the counsel

and so |l wll -- 1 bill themand they wll
bill the counsel. So if I -- that's
privileged information. | cannot divul ge
that. If | do, then |I'm goi ng agai nst

that NDA that |'ve signed with -- with
t hat agent.
BY MR MACEDO

Q So you understand, you have
testified that you' re being conpensated at
your nornmal rate?

A. Yes.

Q | f you don't tell us what your
normal rate is, that's going to be a

problem and we'll have to call the PTAB.

A | can tell you what ny nor nal
rate is.

Q That's the first thing | asked.

A. But | cannot tell you

specifically in this IPR what |'m chargi ng
because that woul d be against ny NDA with
the -- wwth the representing agent.

Q kay. So --

A. My normal rate is --
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Q Thank you
A. -- between 400 to $500 an hour.
Q And when you say your nor nal

rate, that's what you get paid in your
position at Recognition Intervoice --
what's the nane of your start-up?

A It's not a start-up.

Q Ch, your conpany?

A. It's 21 years old. It's
Recogni ti on Technol ogi es.

Q Ri ght .

A. No. That is the fee that |
charge for consul tation.

Q And what is it that you get paid
an hour working for Recognition
Technol ogi es?

A. | am a cofounder so -- so
basi cally Recognition Technol ogi es gets
paid and it just goes into the conpany.
So our conpany, | ama cofounder of and
part owner, charges between 400 to $500
for ny services for consultation.

Q And there's anot her conpany you

work for, right?
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A | nt ernet Server Connecti ons.

Q Yes.

A Yes.

Q And how nuch does that conpany
charge for your service?

A | don't do consultation through
t hem

Q Ckay. Now, when you get paid by
Recogni ti on Technol ogi es which is your
conmpany, how rmuch of the 400 to $500 an
hour that it charges for consultation do
you take hone?

A. It's an S corporation so it goes
as a pass-through basically. It's as if
it's going to ne.

Q Ckay. And you al so are an
adj unct professor at Colunbia, correct?

A. Yes.

Q So how nuch does Col unbi a pay
you per hour approximtely for your
adj unct professor services?

A | can tell you per senester
because it's not per hour, and | can tell
you just the average nunber of hours.
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Q That's fine.
A | get paid between 18 to $21, 000
per senester per course. And there are 13
sessions of two hours, two and a hal f
hours each.
Q But your tinme is not just the 13

sessions, right?

A. Yes.

Q You have to prepare for it?
A. Yes.

Q You wite extensive | esson

pl ans, right?

A. | ' ve been teaching for a | ong
time, so alot of it is auto.

Q It's easier today than it was

20 years ago?

A. Than 30 years ago.

Q But you still have to spend tine
prepari ng because tinme -- technol ogy
changes?

A | do spend tine preparing, but
my job isn't the sane -- along the sane

| i nes which neans that |I'm al ways

prepared. |'m always at the forefront.
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But yes, | do spend office hours
Wi th students as well, two hours a week.
Q Wul d you say that you spend at
| east 40 hours a senester for each course?
A May be the case, yes.
Q Ckay. Now, you said your --

your nornmal rate is 4 to 500 per hour; but
there is a third-party service between you
and counsel ?

A. Yes.

Q So your understanding is that
you're taking hone 4 to 500 per hour in
this case, or IM5, the third-party service

Is getting paid that?

A | am taki ng honme that nuch.

Q And then the third-party service
may be charging nore, for all you know?

A | have no i dea.

Q kay. Am| correct, is it IM
the service or is it a different service?

A Yes, it is.

Q Ckay.

A And like | said, because there's

an NDA, | didn't say specifically for this
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case. | just told you what ny normal --
normal hourly rates are. | cannot say

exactly what it is, but the ballpark is

right. | will be going against ny NDA if
| did that.
Q | understand. |'mjust trying

to get a general understanding as best as

you can provide it to ne.

A 4 to $500 an hour, nmy fee. That
should get to ne regardless of what's in
bet ween.

Q Ckay. So when you first started

testifying as an expert w tness, that was
in the dobal Tech -- Tel Link case,
right?

A | believe.

Q And at that tine, your rate of
conpensati on was sonewhere between 250 and
350, or was it 175, maybe 1257

A No, no. It was the first --
first nunbers that you said. |It's between
250 and 350.

Q Ri ght .

A And | have -- | always have two

2 ESQUIRE

800.211.DEPO (3376)

DEROSITION SOLUTIONS EsquireSolutions.com

37 of 389

10: 08
10: 08
10: 08
10: 08
10: 08
10: 08
10: 08
10: 08
10: 08
10: 08
10: 08
10: 08
10: 08
10: 08
10: 08
10: 08
10: 08
10: 08
10: 08
10: 08
10: 09
10: 09
10: 09
10: 09



© 00 N o o B~ W DN PP

N DD D N NDMNDN P P P PP PP PR R
a b W N B O © 0 N OO0 O M WO N B O

HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024
37

HOMVAYOON BEI G, PhD
different rates. One for consultation,
one for stand or deposition, which is

usual I'y $100 hi gher.

Q So you're charging $100 nore to
sit here today than when you worked on the
report?

A. Yes.

Q kay. And that's the sane thing
you did when you did the d obal Tel Link
case?

A Yes.

Q And -- and that was six years
ago?

A | don't recall. | think | have
it as an -- in ny docunentation. |f you
don't mnd, | can pull out the dates.

Q Absol utely. Your résunmgé is in
the back of it. | tried to give you the

full thing as you submtted it.

A Well, the dates aren't here
unfortunately but --

Q Well, the I PR nunbers give you a
hi nt because they are the year.

A | see. Yes. Well, 2000 --
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wel | --

Q Li ke 2015 and ' 167

A 2015 and '16, so that woul d be
about nine, ten years ago.

Q Ckay. And so you raised your --
your rate from sonewhere around 250 to
sonmewher e around 400 over nine years?

A Yes.

Q And then you raised your 350
rate for testinony to sonewhere around 500
over those sane nine years?

A That's right, yes.

Q Ckay. |Is there anything besides
time which justified raising your rate by
t hat nuch?

A Yes, it's how busy I amwth
other things. As you noticed, | have many
things that | work on. So ny tine is
valuable. It's valued nore when | have
nore on ny pl ate.

Q And do you have a | ot on your
pl ate now?

A Yes, | do.

Q Ckay. In your | ast deposition
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that | saw, you spent about 50 hours
preparing one declaration. How nany ho
did you spend preparing all four of the
decl arati ons?

A The original preparation of t
decl arati ons?

Q Yes, just the declarations
thenselves. |If you need to break them
down by declaration, that's fine.

VWhat ever is the easiest way for you to
recal | .

A. That woul d be even harder.

sonething in the order of between 90 to

100 hours for all four of them And |’
j ust guessi ng because it was over
nine nonths, | believe.

Q It was over nine nonths, you
sai d?

A | think so. | think it was.
Don't quote ne on this one because |
believe we -- the subm ssion was around

the end of August. You can correct ne

|"'mwong. | think you have the dates

would -- let me think -- | believe it was

urs

se

he

m

| f
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nore readily available to you. 10: 12
Q The declarations are in front of 10: 12
you. They are signed. 10: 12
A No, no -- yes, the signature. 10: 12

Q You have the signature page. 10: 12

A Thank you so much. Thank you 10: 12

for letting ne -- yes. Oh, Cctober -- so 10: 12
this one is Cctober 2003. 10: 12
Q | think the first one would be 10: 12

the '664 deposition -- declaration. 10: 12
A Yes. That's the |ast one | just 10: 12

| ooked at that which was October. So | 10: 12
thi nk that was end of August, if | 10: 12
remenber; but |let ne | ook pl ease. 10: 12
Sept enber 20th, 2023 so -- oh, 10: 12
|"msorry. That's '732 again. '664, 10: 13
which is the first one was -- yes, | was 10: 13
right -- August 30, 2023. 10: 13
Q | believe you're | ooking at 10: 13
Exhibit 4, right? 10: 13
A | "' m | ooking at Exhibit 4, yes. 10: 13

Q Earlier you referred to the 10: 13
second ' 664 patent as an afterthought, 10: 13
t hat one. 10:13
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What was the date of the
decl aration that was submtted for
Exhi bit 5, the afterthought |PR?

A. Sept enber 21st of 2023.

Q So Exhibit 5, which was the
af tert hought decl aration, was signed
Sept enber 21st of 2023. And Exhibit 4,
whi ch was your primary declaration for the
'664 patent, was dated August 30, 2023,
right?

A | believe | said 23rd, but |et
nme check. You said 21st but maybe | said
21st. |'mnot sure.

Q It's all right. | may not have
it right in ny notes.

A Yes, 21st. I|I'msorry, | mss --
Q Feel free to use Post-its if it
hel ps you.
A. Thank you. Yeah,
Sept enber 21st.
Q They were both dated

Sept enber 21st?
A. No, this first one was

August 30t h.
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Q Right. August 30th is the date
that you signed Exhibit 4 for the
instituted '664 patent PR  And
Sept enber 21st was the date you submtted
Exhibit 5 which was the afterthought '664
| PR?

A That's correct.

Q kay. So did you begin working
on the afterthought I PR Exhibit 5
decl aration before or after you submtted
Exhibit 4 to the PTAB?

A It was after. | worked on it
af t er war ds.

Q Ckay. And the additional prior

art that 1s referenced in Exhibit 5, is it

referenced in any other |PRs?
A. Yes. Can you tell ne which
reference you're referring to, please?
Q The one that we read to the
record before. |If you |look in Exhibit 5
at Page 25, | believe.

A Yes, | renenber the one that you

sai d, Ben-1tzhak, yes.
Q Ri ght .
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A. Yes, Ben-l1tzhak was i n anot her
decl aration as well, yes.

Q Ckay. Was it in the Exhibit 4
declaration for the '664 patent?

To hel p you, you've marked it as
Exhibit 1034 in declarati ons where you've
used it, | believe.

A Thank you, | was | ooking for
that. Yes.

No, it was not in the first
decl arati on.

Q Ckay. |If you look at the '732
decl aration, which we have marked as
Exhi bit 6, was Ben-Itzhak Exhibit 1034 one
of the exhibits you -- one of the pieces
of prior art you consi dered?

A Yes, it was.

Q And that declaration you dated
on Septenber 10th, the day before you
signed the declaration Exhibit 5, right?

A Sept enber 20t h.

Q |'"'msorry. Septenber 20th,
correct?

A. Yes.
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Q So Exhibit 6 which is the
decl aration that you signed with respect
to the '732 IPR that included as
Exhi bit 1034 the Ben-l1tzhak prior art was
signed on Septenber 20th, right?

A Yes.

Q And the afterthought declaration
was signed on Septenber 21st, right?

A Yes.

Q Ckay. And did you consi der
Ben-1tzhak for any other |PR?

A | don't believe so.

Q Who found Ben-1tzhak?

A The counsel found it.

Q Who found Synons?

A That, | can't recall because
there are few references that | found; few
references that the counsel has found; and
| don't recall which one -- which one of
us actually found Synons.

Q Well, let me ask you a different
guestion then.

A Yes.

Q Wi ch references do you recall
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that you found in contrast to counsel
findi ng?

A Do | definitely recall having
found nyself? Because --

Q Best of your recollection is all
| can ask for.

A. Like | said, I'mnot clear about
Synons. Arya, | believe I found. Le
Clair, nost likely Bornet. Ferscht for
sure. |'mnot sure about Ml endez. It's
possible. That's as nmuch | can recall.

Q And none of the ones that you
just nmentioned were actually the prinmary
reference you're relying on for the
invalidity argunents in any of the |PRs?

M5. NGUYEN:. (Objection. Form

A. Wul d you pl ease | et nme know
what "primry" neans?

BY MR MACEDO.

Q Sur e.

You have a ground that certain
clains are obvious in view of Allen,
right?

A. Yes.
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Q And that's the only reference
you're relying on for that ground?

A That's not true.

Q Ckay.

A | specifically tal k about -- for
exanple, the Allen exanple that you gave,
| specifically talk about Allen. But |I've
spoken about the -- in the body of the
decl arati on, about other references, which
| spoke about, which fornmed ny opinion, to
then specifically point to what is going
on, for exanple. So they all collectively
form ny opinion.

Q So go to the '664 declaration
that we've marked as Exhibit 4, and let's
go to your analysis of Allen.

A. Yes.

Q And | want you to identify in
the context of your analysis of Allen
where you tal k about sone other piece of
prior art besides Allen. And to help
gui de you, | believe that your anal ysis of
Al l en begins on Page 78 where it says
clains 1-8, 12-16, 18-23, 25, 26, 28-31
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and 33 are obvious over Allen. Page 78 as
you nunbered them Page 82 as the exhibits
are marked.
Let's make sure you' re | ooking

at the right exhibit.

A Exhi bit 4.

Q This should be the one that we
mar ked as Exhi bit 4.

A Yes.

Q Correct. Okay. Yes, you're

| ooking at the right page.
Do you see where the B heading

I S7?

A Yes.

Q Can you read the B heading into
the record?

A Clainms 1-8, 12-16, 18-23, 25,
26, 28-31, and 33 are obvious over Allen.

Q s that a fair sunmary of the
grounds that you were advancing in Section
B?

A Yes.

Q And again, we're | ooking at

Exhibit 4. And you only identify Allen
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which is the Allen patent, right?
MR MACEDO This is going to be
11.
(Wher eupon, Beigi Exhibit 11, US

Patent No. 7,983,997, was narked for

i dentification.)
BY MR MACEDO

Q And for your convenience, we'll
mark as Exhibit 11 the Al en patent which
Is US Patent No. 7,983,997 B2. It was
i ncluded as Whatfix Exhibit 1014.

A Thank you.

Q Bef ore you continue review ng
t he deck, just ook at Exhibit 11 and make
sure we're tal king about the sanme Allen
docunent .

A Yes, it is the sanme docunent.

Q SO now you're revi ew ng
Exhibit 4, starting at Page 78, where you
put forth your obviousness grounds wth
respect to Allen, and you' re confirmng
whet her there's any other art that you're
relying on with respect to portion B

anal ysi s?
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Yes. By the way -- yes, | am

revieming it, yes.

Q Yes, absolutely. And take
what ever tinme you need.

A (Wtness review ng docunent.)

Q | want you to take your tine,
but can you tell us how far you' ve gotten?

A | "' m on Paragraph 202.

Q So you're up to claim 18?

A. 19 at this point.

Q Ckay. And have you gotten to
129 now? Not quite. Ckay.

A " msorry. 1297

Q Page 129, Paragraph 230.

A Ch, no, I"'mon 124 right now, ny
nunber .

Q Ckay. That's fine. And you
haven't found any other prior art yet,
right?

A No, not yet.

Q Ckay.

A So 129 is where you wanted ne
to -- you were asking ne because we did

only B at this point.
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Q Well, the ground that relates to

clains 1-8, 12-16, 18-23, 25, 26, 28-31
and 33 are obvious over Allen are
Par agraphs 150 to 229 of Exhibit 4,

correct?
A That's correct.
Q And in there, you didn't find

any prior art other than Allen, correct?

A. | didn't use any prior art
directly there.

Q And you didn't indirectly refer
to any other prior art?

A No, | didn't.

Q And, in fact, if you | ook at
Page 129 when you're tal king about claim
9, you specifically identify a second

pi ece of prior art, right?

A | do.

Q And that is Dayanandan; is that
correct?

A | believe it's Dayanandan, but.

Q Bl ess you.

A But works for ne as well.

Q Yeah, Dayanandan.
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A Dayanandan.
Q Dayanandan, thank you. Forgive
me if | mspronounce it.

We'll grab Exhibit 1015 so you
can look at it and nake sure we're tal king
about the sane reference.

MR. MACEDO  And what nunber are

we up to?

THE COURT REPORTER:  12.

(Wher eupon, Beigi Exhibit 12, US

Patent No. 10, 838, 699, was marked for

i dentification.)
BY MR MACEDO

Q So we're marking as Exhibit 12
US Patent No. 10, 838,699 to Dayanandan.
And we're going to ask that you confirm
that that's the sanme exhibit that you have
been referring to. And it is submtted by
Whatfi x as Exhibit 1015. Here you go.

A Thank you.

Q It is a very long patent, | warn
you.

A It is. | remenber this.
(Wtness review ng docunent.) Yes. It
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seens to be the Dayanandan.

Q So if you | ook back in your
decl aration at Paragraph 230 through 2 --
through 42, that's where you di scuss the
conbi nati on of Allen and Dayanandan w th
respect to claim9, right?

A Yes, to recap, Paragraphs 230 to
242.

Q Right. So if you turn to back
to Paragraph 55 in Exhibit 4, you have it

under the section prior art, Roman Nuneral

| X, prior art. |It's on Page 24 of the
exhi bi t.

A Wi ch paragraph? |'m sorry.

Q Well, starting on Paragraph 55

under Roman Nuneral 1X, it says: Prior
art.

A. Yes.

Q And in 55, can you read that
sentence into the record?

A | understand that each of the
references discussed herein qualifies as
prior art against the '664 patent.

Shoul d | conti nue?
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Q No, that's enough. So then you
list some Synons references referring to
the Synons article on 56, correct, bottom
of the page?

A. Yes.

Q And then you |list sonme nore
Synons references referring to a Synons
vi deo on Paragraph 577

A. That's right.

Q And then you refer to a WIllians
reference in Paragraph 587

A. Yes.

Q And you refer to the Allen
reference that we were tal king about
earlier in Paragraph 59?

A. Yes.

Q And you refer to the Dayanandan
reference that we referred to earlier in
Par agr aph 607

A That's right.

Q And you refer to the Krishnan
reference in Paragraph 617

A Yes.

Q And you refer to the
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Radakri shnan reference in Paragraph 627

A That's right, yes.

Q And you refer to none of the
references that you personally found in
any of the paragraphs between 55 and 62?

M5. NGUYEN:. (Objection. Form
A That is not correct.

BY MR MACEDO

Q Okay. Wiich reference did you
find?

A Well, let me go back please, and
t ake a | ook.

M5. NGUYEN: Counsel, we've been
goi ng for an hour.

MR. MACEDO We can break
shortly if that's okay. 1'd like to
finish this |ine.

BY MR MACEDQO

Q Again, |I'm|ooking at the

ref erences between 55 and 62 of Exhibit 4.

A So | say on Page 6. Materials
consi der ed.

Q That wasn't ny question

A But |I'mresponding this way
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because you said that this is the -- these

are the only things you considered. |If |

m sunderstood it pl ease --

Q No, that wasn't ny question
A -- pl ease repeat your question.
Q My question is: |If you | ook at

55 through 62, are any of the references
listed in those paragraphs references
whi ch you identified in contrast to
counsel ?

A It is possible that Synons

and -- possibly Synons, possibly WIIlians.

|"mnot quite sure at this point.

Q And how woul d you be able to
confirm whet her you or counsel first
identified Synons?

A. |"mnot quite sure if | can

confirmit at this point. The --

Q Do you know M. Synons?

A Sorry?

Q Go ahead. | didn't nean to cut
you of f.

A. It is possible that -- that

Wl lianms or Synons may have been
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references that | found. Just -- and I'm
just basing it on ny recollection that
| -- | usually tend to look for articles

bei ng a researcher, rather than patents.

Q And do you know M. Synons?

A. No, | don't.

Q Do you know M. -- is it
Baet ens?

A No, | don't.

Q Do you know M. WIIlians?

A | had heard about his nane

working at I1BM but | don't know him
personal | y.

Q Have you ever spoken to any of
t hose three people?

A | have not .

Q Have you spoken to anyone ot her
than counsel with respect to the work you
did on any of these declarations?

A. No.

Q (kay. Counsel asked for a
break. Do you need a break?

A | would like it.

MR MACEDO (Okay. Let's take a
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break. Thank you.

THE VI DEOGRAPHER: W are goi ng
off the record. The tine is
10:41 a. m

(Recess taken.)

THE VI DEOGRAPHER: W are back
on the record. The tine is 10:54 a. m

BY MR MACEDO

Q Wel cone back, Dr. Beigi.

A Thank you.

Q You feel conpetent to continue
testifying?

A Yes.

Q Thank you. And you understand
you're still under oath?

A Yes.

Q kay. | asked you to pick one

of your declarations for us to | ook at

your reésune. Wiich one are you | ooking

at ?

A |"mjust going to take the |ast
one, 7, Exhibit 7.

Q Ckay.

A. Because |'m not sure what the
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snapshot s nean.

Q That's fine.

So we're | ooking at Exhibit 7
which is fromthe '317 IPR in your
declaration. And in the back of the
declaration is your CV and testinony and
ot her relevant historical background.

A. Yes.

Q And | want you to have it in
case you need to refresh your
recollection. |I'mnot asking you about
t hat docunent, per se. Ckay. | want to
ask you about you.

A. Yes.

Q And that's why | want you to
have it avail able. Okay?

A Sur e.

Q So you understand that all three
of these IPRs relate to what |1'IIl call
chat bot s?

A Yes.

Q And aut omat ed processes |ike
RPAs, right?

A. Yes.
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Q When | say a chatbot, what do
you understand a chatbot to be, in the
context of these patents? And you're
wel cone to | ook at anything Iike you are.
Just tell us what you're | ooking at so the
record reflects it.

A. | don't knowyet. | will |et
you know t hat.

Q That's fine.

A So |'mgenerally | ooking at
Par agraph 17 of ny declaration. Right now
|"musing '317 because | think they are
very simlar to each other.

Q Sur e.

A Just on a review of natural
| anguage processi ng because chatbots
basically are software -- and |I' m not
defining it, but I'mexplaining that a
chatbot is a software that comruni cates
wi th an individual using natural |anguage
processi ng.

So -- and | would like to read

this, which is: Natural |anguage

processing refers to the interaction
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bet ween a conputer and a human, using
human nat ural | anguage.
So this basically explains what

a chatbot is, this one sentence.

Q Ckay. You want to read that
again out |oud, the sentence?

A. Yes. Natural | anguage
processing refers to the interaction
bet ween a conputer and a human usi ng hunman
nat ural | anguage.

So the software that does that

action is a chatbot.

Q Ckay. And human natural
| anguage, what does that nean? If you're
talking -- | would say to your w fe but
she seens to be expert so |'mnot sure
that would work, but if you were talKking
to ny wife who does not have a technical
degree, how woul d you expl ai n what human
nat ural | anguage neans?

A It's what we are using right now
to communicate, you and |.

Q So would a formwhere you fill

I n nane, address, telephone nunber, would
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t hat be human natural | anguage?

A. No.
Q Ckay. Have you heard of |ike a
nodal box or -- a nodal box or, you know,

where they pop up a box while you're using
I nternet Explorer and it says, can | have
aut hor -- access to copy this software?

| s that natural |anguage processing?

A. When they ask you -- how do they
ask you?
Q Well, you get a little box, it

pops up and, it says Internet Explorer and
underneath that it says do you all ow
access to copy and paste, and it says yes
or no. And you pick yes or no. |Is

that -- is that natural |anguage
conversati on?

A The text that is speaking with
you, telling you a statenent, and your
response could be natural |anguage.
That's an exanple of a natural |anguage
because they're using natural |anguage to
communi cate with a user.

Q And that's how you under st and
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nat ural |anguage processing is being used
in your report to include that type of box
with a yes or no button?

A. No, that's not what | said.

You asked ne if that also
exenplifies -- | believe you asked ne if
that al so exenplifies natural | anguage,
and | said it could. It doesn't Iimt it
to that.

Nat ural | anguage, as | said, is
what we're using to communicate right now.
So any | anguage, English is included, is a
natural |anguage. |[It's |anguage between
humans. That is sonmething we've cone up
with, sone standard to speak, and that is
nat ural | anguage.

Nat ural | anguage processing is
processi ng of that natural |anguage.

Q And is that how people that you
work with in a technical sense, |ike at
Recogni ti on Technol ogi es, woul d use the
concept of natural |anguage processing?

M5. NGUYEN. (Objection. Form

A. What - -
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BY MR MACEDO

Q Let ne rephrase it since counsel
seens to be confused by the question and |
don't want to nmake her confused.

You work with people at

Recogni ti on Technol ogy, right?

A. Yes.

Q And you work w th natural

| anguage processing wth those people?

A. Yes.

Q And you believe you're an expert
on natural | anguage processing, | believe?

A | do.

Q Ckay. So when you talk to other

peopl e about natural |anguage processing,
what is it that you understand it to nean,
I n your own words, not the expert reports?
| just want to know how woul d you
understand that as soneone that is a
techni cal person at Recognition Technol ogy
tal king to other people who you're working
on with on natural |anguage processing?

A. Exactly what you just did. You

spoke with ne and | processed that
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| anguage, which is a natural |anguage, and
| responded to it using again natural
| anguage.

What natural | anguage processing
in the conputer science sense is to mmec
that kind of processing using machinery or
a software.

Q And what woul d be a natural
| anguage interface to the sane group of
peopl e?

A |"'mnot defining this. |'mjust
expl ai ni ng what a natural |anguage
interface to -- to us nmeans. A natural
| anguage interface is an interface that
will allow you to do natural |anguage
communi cation with the software.

Q And would that be in the form
of, like, text comunication fromyou as
the user interacting with whatever bot is
on the other side?

A Nat ural | anguage coul d be text,
coul d be voice, speech |like we're doing,
as | said. Could be actually typing the

text of what we said. These are exanpl es.
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Q And if it's speech, it would be
transcri bing your words?

A That's one way of doing it.

Q Li ke our court reporter sitting

next to you, she is transcribing the
di al og that you and | are having.

A. That's one way of allow ng
nat ural | anguage processing to use the
speech, but not the only way.

Q Right. But when we talk about a
nat ural |anguage interface, we're talking
about sonme portal or communication or
Interface that enables a user |ike you to
interact wwth the conputer using text or
voi ce-to-text-type transcriptions, right?

A As far as the user is concerned,
ei ther text or voice.

Q Ri ght .

A. The to text part of it would be
behind the scenes, so | don't want to --

Q Ri ght. But when the user is
usi ng the voice, he understands it would
be the equival ent of what he woul d be

typing or she would be typing?
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A That is one way.

Q | s there any other way that you
understand in 2017, that a natural
| anguage i nterface woul d have existed to
you and your peers when you're talking
about an NLP technol ogy?

A. The interface is the sane. |I'm
not questioning the interface. | was
guestioning your choice of words for
saying the only way is to turn the speech
into text and process it.

Q Right. But |I'msaying fromthe
perspective of the user, when they are
speaking, it is sonething which would be
reflected as a conversation in words the
way the court reporter is reflecting our
conversati on?

M5. NGUYEN: (Objection. Form

A So | think I've answered this,
where | say the natural |anguage which is
the words we are either speaking to each
ot her or we woul d have texted, let's say,
to each other. Just take one of us and

turn to us into a nachine. Then it would
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be a natural |anguage interface the way |
woul d refer to it with ny coll eagues.
BY MR MACEDO

Q Have you ever -- |let ne rephrase
t hat .

When we were tal king about

chat bots before, you understand that
chat bots usual |y have sone sort of
conversation which is defined to guide how

t hat conversation occurs, right?

A To gui de --

Q Vell --

A. -- is alittle loaded, right, to
gui de the conversation. It's to
understand and to respond to the -- in the
proper manner, what -- what is expected.

Q Ckay. So | could have a chat bot

where | help with the help center, for
exanple, and | take all the questions that
the people that used to answer the calls
and | feed it into a chatbot to be able to
hel p gui de soneone on a website, right?
A. | don't understand the question.
Q Ckay. So when | called up and
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ask for Apple to repair ny phone ten years
ago and a human answered, they woul d have
scripts in front of them right, in a call
center typically?

A | haven't worked in a call
center, but | would presune that they
woul d have sone guidelines. Probably not
necessarily scripts, | hope not, but
gui del i nes probably.

Q You woul d be shocked to know
that they actually use scripts.

M5. NGUYEN: (Obj ecti on.

A. Thank you for the information.
BY MR MACEDO
Q Maybe not Apple but that's how

call centers work.
But what -- so have you ever

hel ped define a conversation that would be
I npl emrented in a chatbot for a custoner?

A. | have.

Q Ckay. Wen you did that, when
did you do that?

A. Qur first product canme out in
2003.
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Q Ckay. And did you define the
conversation?

A Yes -- well, no, the custoner,
the client, defined the process.

Q And - -

A And -- and we made it into
sonet hing that would work with a machi ne.

Q And -- and when you say "the

custonmer,” I'mnot trying to get who your
custoners are. You can say a bank or
sonething |ike that, but what type of
custonmer are you tal king about?

A. Language testing proficiency.

Q Ckay. So when they were doing
t he | anguage testing proficiency, what
type of specification of what the chatbot
shoul d be asking were you given?

A They would be calling. So you
woul d be mat ched against a rater. You
would call ininto an IVR system The |IVR
system woul d comuni cate with you. You
woul d say what your -- what your objective

I S. It would find the rater that's

associ ated with your test, verify you,
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connect you to the rater, record the

conversation, and process it.

Q Ckay. And when you say | VR
just so the -- if you could explain what
you nean.

A | apol ogi ze. Interactive voice

response system

Q Okay. And in the context of an
I nteractive voi ce response system was
there sone script to tell you howto
programit?

A So the client cane up with
gui deli nes of how they would |like to do
it. And we would design how the
conversation flows because it had to be,
you know, | ogi cal.

Q And when you designed that, did
you programit using |like C+ or sone
sof tware?

A. Ct++.

Q C++. Kkay.

A. There is no C+ as far as | know,
but C++.
Q kay. C++ is fine with ne.
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Ckay. So when you progranmmed
t he conversation that woul d be inpl enented
inthis IVR you use software like C++ to

hel p you programthe conversati on?

A No.
Q No. kay.
A. W use C++ to programthe

software that would interpret the
conversation. But the conversation flow
was actually in a sinple script formwhere
t he custoner could even | ook at and -- and
woul d even draw di agrans of how the call
goes and what sort of questions are asked
and things |ike that.

Q Ckay.

A So that -- so the part that we

wote in C++ is the software, not the

actual process, the -- the conversation.
Q Ri ght .
A The conversation |layer is --

usually has to be nore | ay, because the
normal client that uses it is not a
pr ogr amrer .

Q (kay. And for the conversation
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| ayer, how woul d you get the questions
that -- and how to respond to answers for
the conversation flow fromthe custoner?

A I n our case, since this is just
a very specific case, in our case, we
woul d observe how they did their process
of rating and then sit with the client and
ask them how would they -- what are the
possi bl e scenarios that could happen. And
then created sone basic version of it, and
then allowed themto be able to nodify it
thenselves to fine tune it into what sort
of conversation is happeni ng between
the -- you know, in the chatbot basically
bet ween the caller and the nmachi ne.

Q Okay. And the script, | think
Is what you referred to that as, right?

A Yeah, it -- it turns out to be
in the formof a script, but we actually
had a graphical user interface version of
it.

Q Ckay. But the way that the
script was put into the conputer, how --

how did the conputer know what the line in
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the script was?

A The script is basically a logic
flow Custoner calls. In the beginning,
we usually welconme them There is a
wel come script part. And then after that,
it usually looks Iike a graph which neans
you start from sone node. You end up in
ot her nodes. And you can go back and
forth. You can junp anywhere you want,
dependi ng on what the conditions are at
t he nonent based on the conversation
that's going back and forth between the
end user and the client software. By
client software, | nean the chat bot
basically in this case or the | VR system

Q Right. So the chatbot when it
had to nmake a decision as to what the next
software step would be, you know, you --
you say | would like to generate an e-nai l
signature and it has to now figure out
what do | do next. Howis the
determ nation that it's going to say what
I s your nane being made by the chatbot

sof t war e?
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A. | n our case?
Q I n your case, in your case.
A Because you're saying e-nmail

Q Wel |, assum ng that you were

doing an e-mail signature.
M5. NGUYEN: (Objection. Form

BY MR MACEDO

Q | can rephrase it if you want.

A. | -- | can't assunme what we
weren't doi ng.

Q When you -- when you were doing
it, you said there was a hell o nessage,

right?

A. ( Nods.)
Q And t hen what happened next?
A. So this case, which is a

proficiency rating --

Q Ri ght .

A -- there was a data -- database
that was set before by the client of who
I's supposed to take tests because you had
to be verified.

Q Ri ght .

signature, we didn't do e-mail signatures.
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A And who is the rater, who are
the raters that are avail able for
di fferent | anguages.

Q Ckay.

A The client user, end user woul d
call them The client is the conpany that
we, you know, put our chatbot working for
them But then the end user is the person
taking the test.

So the end user would call our
system woul d get connected to the IVR
system interactive voice response system
whi ch woul d then converse with the
i ndi vidual and find out what they are

trying to do. And based on what --

Q That's where | want you to stop
A Yes, yes.
Q Ckay. And it's not that |'m

trying to cut you off, but I want you to
focus on that part.

A No -- sure.

Q So maybe it says what is your
nane. Wat is a question the |IVR woul d

ask the user?
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A. In the specific scenario, it
woul d say wel cone to XYZ since we're not
di vul gi ng the conpany's nane, XYZ. If
you're a rater -- are you a rater or are
you a tester or are you a -- are you
taking a test --

Q Ri ght --

A. -- and then you woul d respond

and say |'mtaking a test. And then it

woul d - -
Q Okay. Let's stop there.
A. Yes.
Q So when it asks are you a rater,

are you a tester, whatever else, howis
that physically inplenented wth software?
Was it programmed in C++, ask are you a
rater or how -- how did your software know
to ask that question?
M5. NGUYEN. (Objection. Form

A. It was not -- like | said, the
software itself wasn't C++. C++ is a |low
| evel |anguage. The client doesn't see a
line of C++. It's how we inplenent the

engine itself, the machinery. But the
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machi nery interprets the graph that I was
tal king about. And the graph defines on
what happens at every node if you're in a
certain condition.

I n the beginning, you're
starting fresh, so you can only have three
possi bl e things or hang up. You're either
a tester, arater, or a user. And it
determnes that. And then based on that,
t hey define those graphs.

It will then junp into the next

node. |If it's the rater, it wll do
sonething. |If it's a tester, it wll do
sonething. |If it's acaller, it wll do
sonething else -- | nean a person taking a
test, it will do sonething el se.

Q Did you use a rul e-based system

to guide the VR to know what that flow
was ?

A Not only rul e-based to get to
the -- so sort of zoominto the actual
condition, that condition there is a rule,
but to -- because it is natural |anguage,

to get to which condition they are
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referring to, so you could phrase this
many di fferent ways.

|"mhere to take a test. I'ma
test -- I'"'mbeing tested. 1'd like to
take a test, you know, things |ike that.

So we did basically the
software, the engine doing speech
recognition and -- and basically natural
| anguage processing woul d determ ne which
one of these possible scenarios it falls
under or nmaybe none of them And then it
woul d nove them there, and nost of the
tinme verify that that is where they want
to be.

Q So let's say you asked them a
question in the software and it says are
you a rater or whatever and they say, |I'm
a rater. Your software would then take
the natural | anguage processing to
deter m ne we shoul d now do sonet hi ng next?

A Yes.

Q And when it determ nes what to
do sonet hing next, where does it get the

specific scripting that it's going to use
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to do that?

A. It parses the graph, which |
told you about, which is what to do when
you're in different nodes, and the
conditions to get to that point are
defined by |looking for specific traits to
get to that point.

And those are what the
natural -- so this is the | anguage that we
devel oped internally that basically says
you start fromthis node, and these are
the conditions under the natural
| anguage -- that the natural |anguage
processing can |lead you to that wll end
up in this location.

Once you're in that node, of
course that is logic. Any conputer has to
use logic. But to get to that point, you
had to make a deci sion based on natural
| anguage. And, of course, you can nake
m st akes. And that's why we confirned
whet her that's what you neant or you said
that you're a rater, right, things |ike

that. And we converse with them and then
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we nove on to the next node.

Q When you say you said that you
are a rater --

A. Yes.

Q -- that's the script. | am
trying to figure out how does it know t hat
script, assumng that it knows that
that's -- that it needs to get to that
deci si on point?

M5. NGUYEN. Objection. Form

A What do you nean by "how does it
know'? | think | said howit knows
because it uses natural | anguage
processi ng.

BY MR MACEDO

Q Ri ght .

A. Turns the speech into text,
processes the text, figures out, you know,
fromthe text which is the actual NLP.

Q Ri ght .

A And then deci des which one of
t hese possible categories it should go to.

Q Ri ght .

A And t hose categories are defined
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by that graph that | told you.

Q But are they defined in a
script, or are they defined like Allen
tal ks about using ontol ogical properties?

M5. NGUYEN. Objection. Form

A. | don't want to refer right now,
but it is ontological.
BY MR MACEDO

Q So when you did these
ontol ogi cal properties, you didn't have a
sentence witten out. You had an object
whi ch you woul d then use natural |anguage
processing to generate the text that woul d
be part of the conversation; is that
correct?

A Are you tal king about the --
what part of the conversation? Are you
tal ki ng about the system speaking to the
user or the user speaking to the systenf

Q The system speaking to the user

A The system speaking to the user,
t hese are, you know, pronpts that are
designed by the client. This is how you

woul d respond if they are in that
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condi tion, that position.

For exanple, if they -- you
could go back and say, |I'msorry, | just
checked and you don't have an appoi nt nent
at this tinme to take a | anguage test,
pl ease contact the office, or sonething
i ke that.

Q And that script of how the
client wants the conputer to respond was
provided by the client to be inplenented
by your chat bot?

A So that was designed by the
client wwth our help, of course, and then
it was 1 nplenented using the engine,
because the engine can parse that script,
which is generated fromthe graphics and
t hen based on that, make a deci sion.

Q Ckay. So |I'massum ng a
decision is being made. I'mtrying to
figure out how we get fromthe decision
being nade to the specific scripting words
that are part of the natural |anguage
processing be -- |I'msorry.

|"mtrying to figure out once we
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know that we need to ask this type of
question, how is the | anguage, the
scripting of that question generated to be
repeated by the VR to the custoner?

A That's the response fromthe
chatbot to the client.

Q Correct.

A Response fromthe chatbot to the
client is a set of -- in our case, was a
set of possible responses that you can
gi ve.

Q And those were witten out
entirely as to the proper | anguage?

A Those were designed by the
client to sound as human as possi bl e.

Q So the client would define for
you the script of what the right selection
of responses woul d be, and then you woul d
I npl emrent those responses whenever your
software said it's appropriate?

A Yeah, they didn't define it for
us. They defined it so that our engine
woul d parse it. So they had an interface.

They woul d graphically say these are all
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t he possi ble nodes, this is the way you
can go to any one of them and then our
engine interpreted that into a script
which it could then process on how to
handl e different cases.

Q And so when the engine
determ ned that the proper response is you
don't have an appoi ntnent on Tuesday,
woul d you |i ke one on Tuesday, mnaking that
up as the script, where did it get that
specific scripting | anguage fronf

A It would be in the logic of the
gr aph.

Q And when the |ogic of the graph
was created, was that created by software?
Was that handwitten? How was it -- how
did the conputer access that |ogic?

A | think |I responded to that.
Basically it was created by the client
usi ng graphics and a set of tools we gave
them on how to go from one node to anot her
node, what are the possible scenarios that
can happen.

And then we process the natural
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| anguage to fit any one of these possible
scenarios or to be an outlier because it
could be that it's an outlier.

Q And so when you got this -- can
| call it a flowhart? |Is that a fair
characterization, the graph that you're
referring to?

A. A flowhart | think would be
a -- yeah, | nean, you could call it that.
It's not -- | nean, yeah, you can do it in
the formof a flowchart.

Q Right. And you would generate
this using your proprietary editor; is
that what it was?

A. Yes.

Q And so the proprietary editor
woul d enabl e the user to generate this
fl owchart ?

A. It would allow themto generate
the flowhart by using different el enents
on the graph and then connect them And
then we -- our engine took that graphic
i nformati on and -- which, of course, is

usi ng our software to do. W use the web
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browser, too, that way. But then it uses
that information to create a sort of an
underlying script which is now parsabl e by
our engine, which is the engi ne being
witten in C++.

So now you could even go and
edit that script that was generated, or
you could go and graphically edit it.
Certain things, it was easier to nodify
the script because -- because they were
maybe detail ed or sonet hing.

Q And the script was an el ectronic
record which the conputer could parse?

A It was nostly human readabl e,
which it's a language that | wote with a
parser that | wote in C++ that would take
you through a graph, so it was a graph
interpreter basically.

Q Right. But it was an electronic
file. It wasn't a piece of paper?

A No, definitely it was an
el ectronic file.

Q And in the electronic file, it

woul d have human readabl e statements; but
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it may al so have logic that you would see
nore likely in C++?
A. No, not in C++. That would be
going very low level. This would be |ogic
that maybe an office adm nistrator woul d

be able to realize what it neans.

Q Ckay.
A Wth maybe a little training but
woul d be able to tell that this is -- you

know, these are the options that | have

and this is how!l can get it to work.

Q And if | choose option A | go
this path, and if | choose option B, | go
t hat path?

A. Yes.

Q Ckay. And then your software

woul d parse this graph or this flowhart
to determ ne how t he conversation would
evolve and it would use the | anguage t hat
the custoner provided in the script as to
what the bot would say if it got to the
ri ght decision point?

A. That's a good characterizati on,

yes.
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Q Ckay. And so in that context,
you in conjunction with the custoner
defined the script that would be used in a
nat ural | anguage conversation with the
| VR?

A The script is an internedi ate
thing, right, because we started with a
GQUJ. The client started GJ.

Q Ri ght .

A Trying to mmc basically their
Interactions -- normal interactions with
their client -- wth their clients. So
our client being the person -- you know,
the conpany that's using this, with their
clients whether they are raters or
testers, they have a normal interaction.
And they try to mmc that interaction the
best way with a GJ .

And that GJ -- so one |evel of
processing is our engi ne woul d process
that GU into a script that it can then
parse easier. And that script, we nade
sure that that also was human readable, so

it | ooked not Iike C++ but nore |like a
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scripting -- normal scripting |anguage.
Q Li ke a Hol | ywood script?
A No, not a Hollywood script. A
scripting | anguage.
Q A scripting | anguage?
A Yes.

Q kay. And so when you had the
scripting | anguage and the script was
approved for this iteration, that script
woul d becone the input for your software?

M5. NGUYEN. (Objection. Form

A. Qur engi ne woul d then process
that to handle the conversation. That's
all it needed in order to be able to
handl e t he whol e process.

BY MR MACEDO

Q Right. It was the input, and
t he out put woul d be the conversation. You
provide the script to your software as an
i nput. The software would run through it.
It woul d determ ne how the conversation
would flow And it would interact in the
| VR using the scripting as its guide on

how to ask the question and respond to
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each answer ?
| woul d rephrase this slightly.
Yes.
It would |load the script --

Ri ght .

> o > O >

-- interpret it. W use the
word "parse it" and turn it into sone
internal structures in the nenory and then
use that internal structure so that when a
call is comng in, it would know how to
handle it; how to conmunicate with the
caller; howto direct them howto do, you
know, the actual process.

Q Right. And where | want to
focus is the conversation flow because
these patents-in-suit talk about
conversation fl ow.

A. Yes.

Q And I'mtrying to understand how
the conversation flowis defined. And it
sounds to ne |ike what you're saying is
that using that flowhart that you
devel oped with your client and the script

that resulted and eventually got edited
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and approved, that was being used to have
your proprietary software determ ne what
to ask, when, and how to respond to each
response?
M5. NGUYEN. Objection. Form
BY MR MACEDO

Q Is that a fair -- a fair
sunmary?
A. It was used to run -- basically

drive the conversation flow,

Q Ri ght .
A. Yes.
Q And woul d the conversation flow

al ways be the sane, or would it
potentially be different dependi ng on how
peopl e responded?

A It would be -- like I said, it's
a graph. Dependi ng on how t hey respond,
they would end up in different parts of
that graph. And -- and a graph is
different froma tree, neaning that you
could go back and forth. Anything can
connect to anything else. You could junp

anywhere you want.
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Q Okay. And when was the | ast
time you worked on defining a conversation
usi ng that technol ogy, being your
t echnol ogy?

A That specific client was our
client for 12 years and utilized it for
12 years from 2003 onward. And then they
wer e bought out by anot her conpany and
that part was -- you know, they weren't
using that any nore, that specific one
that | was tal ki ng about.

We -- our engine does the
underl ying processing of the natural
| anguage for -- and has an API,
application programinterface, which then
all ows other clients to do that.

So we have gone deeper where we
do nore of -- as a conpany, we do nore of
an underlying technol ogy across the board
where conpanies |ike us would then be able

to use our technology to do that kind of

t hi ng.
Q Ckay. | knowit's easy to speak
about "us" as the conpany, and | know t hat
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the conpany is primarily you probably but
you have others. | want to focus on you
as an individual .
A Yes.
Q Ckay. And what I'mtrying to
understand is you had the custoner that

you're referring to from 2002 to 2017?

A 2003.

Q "' msorry?

A 2003 and they stayed with us for
12 years.

Q Ckay. So 2015i sh?

A Yeah.

Q Ckay. Are there other

conversations where you were involved in
devel opi ng the scripting and i npl enenting
the scripting using anything other than
t he technol ogy you described for that
conpany?

A This specific scripting that |

was tal ki ng about --

Q Correct.
A. -- was that exanple that you
said -- you asked ne where was the first
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time you did that.

Q Ri ght .

A And then | said 2003, and we had
the custoner for 12 years.

We then focused on nore
expansi ve natural |anguage processing,
speech recognition, speaker recognition,
face recognition, object detection. And
when | say "we," I've witten nost of the
code over the 20 -- past 23 years.

And 21 years at Recognition
Technol ogies, it is now about 5 mllion
lines of C++ code. In the résumg it
shows, | think, a snapshot from many years
ago. So it'snme. | -- 1 wote nost of
t hat code.

Q And your technical degree is
nmechani cal engi neering, not software,
right?

A. | have a bachelor's, master's,
and PhD in nechanical engineering, with a
concentration on neural network |earning
was on. M -- ny thesis was on neural

network learning and | wote the second
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neural network | earning paper that cane
out 1987 or 88ish after -- so | was one of
the revivers of neural network in ny
t hesi s.

And | then joined | BM Research
and wor ked on online handwiting
recognition and | ater on speech
recognition. And since 1995, |'ve been
teaching in electrical engineering
departnent, in the conputer science
departnment, nechani cal engi neering
departnent. And | have a PhD in civil
engi neeri ng departnent.

| started coding in C from 1981
whi ch is when Kerni ghan and R tchie
actually wote the book on C. 1've been
coding since the age of 16. And | have
witten, like | said, just about 5 mllion
lines of C++ code for Recognition
Technol ogi es al one.

Q Right. But |I'm]looking at 44 of
your deck where you're tal king about a
person of ordinary skill in the art, and

|"'mtrying to focus on your statenent that
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it would have a bachelor's degree in
engi neering or conputer science.

And I'mtrying to drill down on
why you say engineering. | nean, | can
have a nechani cal engi neering degree and
never touch conputer software.

Does that still nake ne
potentially as sonmeone who coul d be
soneone -- a person of skill in the art?

A. That's why | say -- let ne read
it to you.

Q | understand you have
alternative language. |'mjust trying to
focus on what you nean.

A No, no, it's actually that
speci fic | anguage, please if you don't
m nd.

Q Sur e.

A | " ve been infornmed that the
petitioner proposed the petition -- in the
petition that a POSITA in the field of --
|"musing the '317 now -- '317 patent in
2017 woul d have bachelor's degree in
engi neering or conputer science and two
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years of experience working on NLP.

So what you stated does not
actually qualify that person if he never
wote a |line of code which | can't see if
you' re a nechani cal engineer not witing a
line of code. But it doesn't qualify them
because they woul d have had to have two
years of experience doing natural |anguage
processing or autonation processing.

Q | have a degree in physics, and
| took conputer science classes. Wuld |
neet the bachel or's degree requirenents of
the sentence you just said?

A Do you have a degree in conputer
sci ence or engi neering?

Q | have it in physics.

A. | asked: Do you have one in
conput er science, sir?

Q No. | have a degree in physics
and took | ots of conputer science classes.
Wul d that nmake ne neet the educati onal
background that you say a POSI TA woul d
have?

A. | f you had experience in natural
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| anguage processi ng and aut omati on
processes, then it would. But because at
| BM we had a | ot of physicists. It
doesn't necessarily nean that you're
di squal i fi ed.

But | state here specifically
that you have to have experience in those
fields.

Q | understand. There's two parts
of your definition, and then there's an
alternative definition. There's a degree
you have to have and a work experience you
have to have.

A. Yes.

Q |'"mtesting the degree because
|"mtrying to say is your definition of
the degree a correct and appropriate
definition of a degree that soneone in
2017 woul d be expected to have to be a
POSI TA. Ckay. That's -- that's the
theory of the questions that |I'm asking
you right now.

A. That's what |'mconsidering --

M5. NGUYEN:. (Objection. Form
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Dr. Beigi, please give ne sone
time to insert nmy objections.
BY MR MACEDO
Q So let ne phrase the question |
have for you.

Looki ng at your definition of
the degree, you say a bachelor's degree in
engi neering and conputer science plus two
years of experience. And we'll talk about
the experience separately. Just focusing

on t he degree.

A. | said "or" not "and," I'm
sorry.

Q No, it says "and."

A No. In nmy copy, it says have a
bachel or's degree in engi neering or
conput er sci ence.

Q Ri ght .

A. You stated "and conputer
sci ence. "

Q No, I"msorry. Let nme rephrase.

In your definition of a PQOSITA
You have two alternative definitions,

correct?
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A. Yes.

Q And it's the sane for all three
| PRs, right?

A | believe so.

Q "Il represent to you that you
have the sane paragraph in all three
except for the patents that you're
referring to.

A. Thank you.

Q And the one that requires | ess
wor kK experience, the two years' work
experience specifically requires either an
engi neering or a conputer science degree?

A. Yes.

Q It doesn't allow for any other
degree plus two years of experience to be
a POSI TA?

A | don't state it there for --
with two years of experience because |
believe that wwth the two years of
experience, you also need to have certain
background that is necessary in order to
be able to -- and that's why we have the

alternative. You need to have certain
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backgr ound.

Taki ng conputer science courses
iIs one thing, but it would be -- then
woul d be a case-by-case basis. But here
we are tal king about the general person
who woul d be a POSITA. | don't think
we' re tal king about a specific person.
You could be a genius and could do a | ot
of stuff, but | think we're tal king about
just the general PQOSI TA.

Q When you worked at IBMin
nat ural | anguage processing -- you did
work at IBMin natural |anguage
processing, right?

A I n speech recognition.

Q Ckay. Did you work with people
that did natural |anguage processing?

A | would like to qualify that
speech recognition is a form of natural
| anguage processi ng.

Q Ckay. So when you were at | BM
did you work in the field of natural
| anguage processing?

A | did, yes.
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Q And you had col | eagues who
worked in the field of natural | anguage
processi ng?

A. Many of them vyes.

Q And what degrees did your
col | eagues at | BM have, by category, that
worked in the field of natural |anguage
processi ng?

A. If | recall correctly, we were
at |i ke 80 sonmewhat PhDs, so all research,
so nost everybody had a PhD. And in
di fferent engi neering disciplines,
conputer science, we did have people who
had a PhD in physics, since that's your
interest. But PhDs, we didn't have, as
far as | renenber, anybody who was bel ow a
PhD in I BM Research -- in ny departnent --
|"msorry. Mybe secretarial or other
positions. But the research staff
menbers, which | was, generally had a PhD.

Q And what about at other -- did
you work with ot her conpani es when you do
a natural | anguage processing?

A. O her than | BM Research and
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Recogni ti on Technol ogi es?

Q Yes.

A No.

Q You didn't work with, Iike,
clients or custoners?

A But that's not working -- nmaybe
| "' m m sunder standi ng. Wat do you nean
"work with"? | thought you nean work for.
Maybe that's why |I'm --

Q | didn't say "for." | said
"with. "

A. Ch, yes, I've -- |'ve worked
with clients all along --

Q Ckay.

A -- who --

Q Go ahead.

A. -- work with natural |anguage
processi ng. Go ahead.

Q And, again, | don't nean the
clients that needed your natural | anguage
expertise. | nean the clients that had
nat ural | anguage experti se.

A Yes.

Q And did they all have PhDs?
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A | can't tell. | don't think so.
Not all of them 1'm sure.

Q Ckay. Did you | ook up the
background of any of the people in the
prior art that you rely on?

A No, with the exception of
WIllians, because it is an IBMarticle. |
didn't | ook at his background. |It's just
his nane actually was famliar. Then |
| ooked at -- in the article, | think he
tal ks about the background.

Q So you see in Paragraph 43, a
list of itens you're supposed to consider
to determ ne who a POSITA is?

M5. NGUYEN. Qbjection. Form

A Do | see that?

BY MR MACEDO

Q Yes. There's a list, right?

A The six itens?

Q Yeah.

A Yes.

Q Can you read into the record
what the six factors you' re supposed to
consider to determ ne who a POSI TA was,
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according to your expert report?

A. | aminfornmed and | understand
that various factors can be considered in
determ ning a person of ordinary skill in
the art, POSITA. | aminfornmed and
understand that those factors include the
educational |evel of the inventors, the
type of problens encountered in the art,
prior art solutions to those problens, the
rapidity with which i nnovations are nade,
sophi stication of the technol ogy, and
education | evel of active workers in the
field,

Q So did you -- let's start with
No. 6, the education |evel of active
wor kers in the field.

A. Yes.

Q You didn't consider your |BM
col | eagues' education | evel because that
was nuch hi gher than what you identified,
right?

A. Yes.

Q They had PhDs?

A It was, yes.
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Q What active workers in the field
did you consider to arrive at the
bachel or' s degree?

A | have managed a | ot of people
in both IBMand in Recognition
Technol ogies. |'ve managed interns. |'ve
managed and | have al so worked with a | ot
of clients who -- because they use our
engine work in the field of natural
| anguage processing, so | understand what
their levels are.

Q Ckay. So give ne an exanple in
2017, who you worked w th doi ng natural
| anguage processi ng and what degrees they
had.

A May | not nane the conpany?

Q | don't need the particular
individual. I'mtrying to get the
prot otype of the individual --

A An educational systemthat was
devel oped by one of our clients that goes
in the classroomand interprets basically
what -- how the teacher interacts with the

system this automated system And they
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use our engines, but they use their own
nat ural | anguage processing in conjunction
W th our engine.

Q Ckay. And what type of
educati on and experience did they have
doi ng natural | anguage processing?

A. They had el ectrical engineers.
They had conputer scientists. Sonme wth
master's, sone with bachelor's. Witing
code. Sonme of them-- and the CEO and the
CTO-- | don't think CTQ, but the CEO had
a PhD. But nost everybody else didn't.

Q Did you | ook at what the
background that Synons had?

A H s background?

Q Yeah.

A | don't know.

Q You had it in the record, right?

A. Are you aski ng whet her |
specifically | ooked up M. Synons, |ike
hi s background? | don't understand.

Q " mgoing to show you what was
mar ked by Whatfix as Exhibit 1008, which

Is a declaration by Senne Synons, and this
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particul ar one was taken from | PR
2023- 1368.
MR MACEDG And this will be

Exhi bit No. 13.

(Wher eupon, Beigi Exhibit 13,

Synons decl aration in | PR 2023- 1368,

was marked for identification.)
BY MR MACEDO

Q And first ask, do you recognize
iIt? And the 1368 IPRis the '664 patent.

A Ckay. So are we goi ng back to
the '664?

Q It's the sanme exhibit in all of
them So this just happens to be the copy
| have.

Do you recogni ze what we've
mar ked as Beigi Exhibit 13 that was
submtted as Wal kMe Exhi bit 10087?

A Yes, | do.

Q |"msorry. | said Wal kive
exhibit, but it was Watfix.

A. |"mjust referring to the
exhi bit nunber. | wasn't --

Q No, |I know. Counsel had asked
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nme to identify the exhibit nunbers from
t he | PRs.

A Ckay.

Q Let ne rephrase this. W're
| ooking at exhibit -- Beigi Exhibit 13
which is from| PR 2023-1368 whi ch invol ves
the '664 patent, and it was marked as
Exhi bit 1008 by the petitioner.

And the question is: Do you

recogni ze Exhibit 137

A Yes, | do.

Q And init, M. Synons identifies
hi s educati onal background in Paragraph 2,
3, right?

A. Yes.

Q And what was M. Synons's
educati onal background?

A He states that he has a
pr of essi onal bachel or's degree in applied
i nformatics.

Q | s that a degree in engi neering?

A It's a conputer science degree.
Q And when did he get that degree?
A.

He states that he received it in
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2017.

Q And when did he start working on
the project that becane the Synons prior
art that you rely on? It's attached to
this Exhibit 13.

A He states: From Qctober 2017 to
January 2021, | was a robotic process
aut omati on devel oper and busi ness anal yst
at RoboRana. RoboRana is a Bel gi um and
Net her | ands- based conpany and that focuses
on devel oping intelligent automation such
as robotic process automation. M job
responsibilities included communicating
with custoners and building informatics --
|"msorry -- automations. Since
January 2021, | have been an intelligent
aut omation -- automation sol ution
archi tect and programrer at RoboRana.

So 2017 onward, because | don't
see the end -- maybe there is. |'l|
remenber if there is an end to it. |If
it's still active --

Q | f you | ook at Page 6 of the

exhibit, it has the article witten by
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M. Synons that you rely on and it has an
Oct ober 19, 2017 date.

A Yes.

Q So if he graduated a bachelor's
degree of applied informatics in 2017 and
he started working on RPAs in October 2017
and published the article that is the key
prior art for your first ground in
Cctober 19, 2017, in your professional and
expert opinion, how nuch work experience
did he have in either chatbots or NLP or
RPAs?

M5. NGUYEN. (Objection. Form

A | can't tell because he only
says when he received his bachelor's, but
he doesn't say how nuch experience he had
possibly prior to that working on simlar
things. | -- 1 don't see that. |'m not
sure if he said it, or | don't see it.

BY MR MACEDO

Q So sitting here today, you have
no i dea whether he had nore than a few
weeks' experience in either NLP or RPA

based upon the information that was
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provi ded by this declarant?
M5. NGUYEN: (Objection. Form

A | see the work that he has
presented, and | see that he had a
bachelor's in informatics. | amnot sure
about how nmuch experience he had at this
poi nt when he wote the article. But I
was defining a POSI TA, not necessarily
this specific person.

BY MR MACEDO

Q He's not a POSI TA?

A. | don't know. But because |'m
just using this information and deci di ng
whet her a POSI TA -- how a POSI TA woul d
have seen this information, |'m not saying
that he is or I'mnot saying he's not. |
don't know if that's relevant. | see his
work. So the so-called proof is in the
pudding. | see it.

Q Wll, is he sonmeone that is an
active worker in the field that is
relevant to the patents-in-suit?

A. He is, yes.

Q So when you' re determ ni ng what
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a POSITAis, is he an appropriate
m | estone for you to conpare against to
try and define what a POSITA is?

A. He wor ked on chat bots and
products, basically natural | anguage
processing. And he has a bachelor's in
conputer science which is informatics,
bei ng one -- one branch of it.

| am not sure about the nunber
of years of experience, but I didn't
consi der the nunber of years of experience
that this gentleman -- or | think it is
gent| eman, Senne, had, because |'mjust
| ooking at the work that he produced.

And the POSITA that |I'mtal king
about is how a person of ordinary skills
in the art at the tinme would be the proper
person to make -- you know, how would
t heir decision-making or how -- how woul d
their interpretation be.

That's what | nean by PCSITA |
didn't necessarily have to say that he's a
PCSI TA as far as |' m concer ned.

Q And, in fact, if all he worked
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was for two weeks on the project and
hadn't done anything other than got his
bachel or's degree, as far as you're
concerned, M. Synons woul dn't have been a
POSI TA i n Novenber of 20177

A But that's a conjecture because
| don't know, but | do see his work. So
based on that, he seens to have been
working on this. | see this, yeah.

Q But you could have easily found
out because your counsel hired himto
wite this declaration?

M5. NGUYEN. (Objection. Form

A. | could have found what out?

BY MR MACEDO

Q Read the first sentence in the
first paragraph. He was conpensated for
his tine.

VWho do you think conpensated him
for his time? Again, we're |ooking at
Bei gi Exhibit 13 Paragraph 1 where he
says: | was conpensated for ny tine in
preparing this declaration.

A. Are you asking --
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M5. NGUYEN: (Objection. Form
BY MR MACEDQO

Q | " m sayi ng you under stand t hat
M. Synons was hired by your client to
wite the declaration, right, that we've
mar ked as Beigi Exhibit 13?

A | considered this declaration to
show that this was truthfully the work of
hi m

Q Ckay.

A That's what | considered it as.

Q That's not ny question.

My question is: Is it your
under standi ng that M. Synons was hired by
your client to prepare the declaration
that we've marked as Beigi Exhibit 13?

And it can be yes, no, | don't know, |
don't recall, | don't have any
under st andi ng.

A. He says: Wiile | was
conpensated for ny time in preparing this
decl aration, | have no stake in the
outcone of this proceeding, nor | am being

conpensated for ny testinony.
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So he's not being conpensated
for his testinony, but he's being
conpensated possibly for the tinme that he
had to divulge. So that's ny
under st andi ng. You asked ne --

Q Who is conpensating hinf

A. l"mnot. | don't know.

Q O course, you're not. You
never spoke to hinf

A O course.

Q But your counsel, you know, nust
have spoken to himin order to get this
decl arati on?

A. Are you asking ne to nmake --
make a conjecture on -- on whether ny
counsel spoke with himand --

Q You're telling nme --

A Al I go on is this docunent.

Q | want to know. Do you have an
under st andi ng of whether or not your
counsel engaged M. Synons to prepare this
decl aration that we've marked as Bei gi
Exhibit 13? It could be yes, | have that

under standi ng; no, | don't have that
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under standi ng; or | don't know because it
woul d be conjecture. Watever is the
right answer is fine, but | just want you
to answer the question: Do you have an
under st andi ng of whether or not your
counsel engaged M. Synons to prepare the
decl aration that was marked as Bei gi
Exhi bit 13?

A. | was provided this affidavit by
the counsel. And | reviewed it to nmake
sure that he was indeed the person behind
this. So like | said, | have no idea who
conpensated him And it wasn't ny
busi ness to know who conpensated him

Q Wiy not ?

M5. NGUYEN:. (Objection. Form
BY MR MACEDO

Q Wiy was it not your business to
know whether if you're relying on
soneone's declaration for the truth of
being -- of what is being asserted who
conpensated them and how nuch he was pai d?

A. Because he specifically says --

and I'mtaking his word for it because he
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signed it, unless | shouldn't have. |
take his word for it where he says: |
have no stake in the outconme of the
proceedi ngs, and | am bei ng conpensated --
| amnot -- I'msorry -- nor am| being
conpensated for ny testinony. That's the
only part that | care about.
Q But he's being paid to wite the
decl arati on?
M5. NGUYEN. Objection. Form
A | think it -- ny understanding
Is being paid for his tine that he had to
take away fromother things to prepare
this. He didn't have to.
BY MR MACEDO
Q But the other coll eague didn't
get paid to wite their declaration,
right?
A Pl ease | et ne see the
decl arati on.
Q You don't know?
A. | don't recall.
Q You don't recall?
A. No.
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Q Did you -- if you were told
hypot hetically that M. Synons was paid
$20 mllion to wite this declaration,
woul d that inpact your view of the
decl aration?

A Yes, it woul d.

Q And if you were told that he was
paid nothing to wite the declaration,
woul d it inpact your view of the
decl aration?

A No.

M5. NGUYEN:. Counsel, it's been

an hour .

BY MR MACEDO

Q At what point -- at what point
woul d the anpbunt of noney that M. Synons
recei ved i npact your view of the
decl aration?

A. Sonet hi ng reasonabl e for taking
tinme to witeit. And I -- that -- like
| ' m saying, that adm nistrative part is
not my busi ness.

Q And do you know whet her -- not

your counsel, but your client, Watfix,
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has any business relationships with the
conpani es which M. Synons is involved?

A | have no idea. |'ve never net
Whatfix. | didn't even know about them
before this. | only dealt with even just
one person from-- fromthis conpany, so
don't know at all.

Q Did you ever get the view that
It was beyond your abilities as a
consultant or expert in this case to talk
to anyone from Whatfi x?

A. Beyond ny abilities?

Q Yeah, |ike counsel said, no,
you're not allowed to talk to thenf

A No, they never told ne that.

Q |"msorry?

M5. NGUYEN: (Obj ecti on.

A They never told ne that.
BY MR MACEDO.

Q Ckay. Did you ever have the
I npression that you weren't allowed to
talk to thenf

M5. NGUYEN: Dr. Beigi, |

encourage you not to answer with
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respect to any attorney-client
privil eges.
MR MACEDO |'m not asking for
a conversation. |'masking for his
I nNpr essi on.
M5. NGUYEN:. Counsel, your
guestion was, were you not allowed to
talk to them were you ever told.
MR. MACEDO No, ny current
question is: Did you have the
I npression that you weren't allowed to
talk to then? He already said the
conversation did not exist between you
and him
THE WTNESS: | never considered
it.
BY MR MACEDO

Q Ckay.

A. It wasn't part of what |
consi dered at all.

Q Were you ever under the view
that you were restricted fromthe ability
to talk to any of the w tnesses whose

decl arations you were provi ded?
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A Rephrase -- say that again,
pl ease, the question.

Q Were you ever under the view
that you were restricted, not allowed,
shouldn't talk to any of the w tnesses
whose decl arations you were provided?

A. That is just sonething |
woul dn't do. | wouldn't --you know, |
just wouldn't do that. |It's because |I'm
not -- I'mnot here to conmuni cate because
it would taint ny judgnent if | did. It's
just -- to nme as a professional, it's not
proper to conmunicate with any of these
peopl e.

M5. NGUYEN: Counsel --
BY MR MACEDO

Q So your viewis it would not be
proper to talk to the w tnesses whose
testinony you're relying on to test
whet her it was accurate?

A To speak with then?

Q Yeah.

A. Yeah, | just wouldn't do that.

| wouldn't speak with any one of these
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peopl e.

Q When you read Exhibit 13 and the
articles attached --

A Yes.

Q -- was there anything that you
di dn't know about the Synons system which
woul d have been sonething if you had a
conversation with himyou m ght have
asked?

A. Not hing that | needed to know
that | would have wanted to ask him

Q Well, for exanple, when you | ook
at the attachnent, right, they have an
article, you see Page 6, "Wen Chatbots
Meet RPA Bots"?

A Yes.

Q kay. And in it says: The goal
of the showcase is to automate the process
of creating an e-mail signature, right?
On Page 7 at the bottom underneath the
robot .

A Yes.

Q Do you have an understandi ng of

why that was the process that was being
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aut omat ed?

A What do you nean "why that was
t he process being aut omat ed"?

Q Wiy was M. Synons automati ng
the process of creating an e-nail
si gnat ure?

A. As it says, at RoboRana, part of
the iBizz cluster within the Cronos G oup,
we focus on delivering RPA technology to a
wi de spectrum of clients across different
sectors. The RPA sector has been grow ng
fast, and we are constantly exploring new
possibilities.

Q Well, the particular process
that he was autonmating was basically
filling out a Cronos e-mail signature
generator form right? I1f you | ook, you
can see on Page 20 the web page where they
show t hat software.

A. Can you ask the question again?

Q Well, the particul ar process
that they were automating was the Cronos
e-mai | signature generator, which we can

see on Page 20 of what was marked as
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Exhi bit 1008 in the IPRs and we've narked
as Beigi Exhibit 13.
A That's right, yes.
Q Ckay. Have you ever used the
Cronos e-nmi |l signature generator?
A. No.
Q Have you ever spoken to anyone
t hat has ever used the Cronos e-nmail
si gnat ure generator?
A. No, | watched a video.
M5. NGUYEN: Counsel, it's been
over an hour. Can we take a break?
MR. MACEDO |1'd rather finish
my |ine of questioning, Counsel.
M5. NGUYEN. How much | onger?
MR. MACEDO | don't know.
Depends when we're done with the |ine.
We don't need to break every 30,
60 m nutes. W can go for an hour and
a half unless the witness is tired,
Counsel .
M5. NGUYEN. Dr. Beigi, would
you |l i ke a break?
THE WTNESS: It's been an hour.
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BY MR MACEDO

Q |'"d like to finish this line if
you can handle it.

A Ckay.

Q So do you know whet her the
Cronos e-nmail signature generator could do
anyt hi ng ot her than generate an e-nail
signature in October or Novenber of 20177

A It was set out to. It was
configured to, yes.

Q Configured to what?

A To be able to do other things.

Q How do you know t hat ?

A "' m | ooking for the English
transl ati on.

Q We'll grab a copy of that for
you.

MR MACEDO We'll mark as

Exhi bit 14 what was marked Watfi x

Exhi bit 1006 in the |IPRs which was

presented as an English | anguage

transl ation that was prepared by
soneone not M. Synons.

(Wher eupon, Beigi Exhibit 14,
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English translation Whatfi x Exhi bit

1006, was marked for identification.)

THE W TNESS: Thank you.

BY MR MACEDQO

Q This is Beigi Exhibit 14, the
exhi bit you were | ooking for?

A. Yes. So if you don't mnd
aski ng the question again, | have
everything now so | can respond.

MR MACEDO  Ckay. Ms. Court
reporter, if you could read back the
| ast question, please.

(Record read.)

A. kay. So I'mreferring to two
things. One is in the article that we
just | ooked at, which I just read, but
"1l read it again.

At RoboRana, part of iBizz
cluster within the Cronos G oup, we focus
on delivering RPA technology to a w de
spectrum of clients across different
sectors.

Then if you | ook at Page 3 of
Exhi bit 1006, Whatfix Inc., this is the
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exhibit that you just handed to ne which
Is exhibit -- your Exhibit 14, if you | ook
at Page 3 at the bottom on the | ower
right, the chatbot says: H, at this
nonent you can only use ne to create a new
Cronos signature. The person responds: |
want a new signhature. And then the
chat bot asks: \What is your nane?

G ven the fact that they worked
in different sectors -- across different
sectors and were delivering RPA technol ogy
and the fact that it says at this nonent
you can only use nme to create a new Cronos
signature, it neans that any POSI TA would
have known that in the future, they are
setting it out so that you can do other
things as well. So that thing we were
tal king about, the different condition.

Q Wel |, again, you're saying that
the Cronos e-nail signature generator
could do other things which is where ny
qgquesti on began.

What you're referring to is the

chatbot saying that it is limted for a
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si ngl e purpose of generating a signature,
and the article said that it only wanted
to autonmate the e-mail generator process.
Wiy do you assune that because
they work with other clients in other
sectors that the e-mail generator software
coul d do anything other than generate an
e-mail ?
M5. NGUYEN. (bjection. Form

A. Wll, I'"'mlooking at the, you
know, the RNT, RoboRana chatbot. So this
chatbot is saying at the nonent, | can
only create a Cronos signature, which is
setting it so that this chatbot -- unless
| m sunderstood your question -- this
chat bot shoul d be capabl e of doi ng ot her
things if requested in the future. That's
what | neant by setting it out, setting it
so that it would be able to. |'m not
saying at the nonent.
BY MR MACEDO

Q So --

A. Sorry, let nme finish please.

At the nonent what we're | ooking
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at because that's all is we have is
capabl e of doing a Cronos signature. But
the way it's stated at the nonent, you can
only use me to create a new Cronos
signature, nakes you understand -- any
POSI TA understand that they are in the
process of extending this or expandi ng
this to do other things as well.

Q So your understanding is that
this chatbot contenplated that you coul d
use it to build a car because at the
nmonent, it was only doing Cronos
signatures but therefore, it could do
anything else in the future, right?

A No. Wiy build a car? It could
be anything that's related. It could be
anything within that realm Building a
car is alittle farfetched. But it
could -- it's setting itself out to do
ot her processes than just creating a
si gnat ure.

Q And did it ever do other
processes?

A | don't know.
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Q Did you | ook?

A | didn't | ook.

Q Did counsel tell you they
| ooked?

A No, they didn't tell ne.

Q Well, they spoke to M. Synons.
Did they ask hinf

A You' re asking --

M5. NGUYEN: (Obj ecti on.

BY MR MACEDO

Q Yeah. Do you know if --

M5. NGUYEN. Dr. Beigi, again,

any communi cati ons between yoursel f

and us are strictly privil eged.
BY MR MACEDO

Q Ckay. So --

A. You' re asking ne what they did.

Q -- I'"masking you: Do you know
I f anyone ever asked M. Synobns, who was
paid to prepare this declaration, whether
the chatbot that was being shown actually
i npl enent ed any ot her process besi des
generating an e-mail signature?

A | don't know.

2 ESQUIRE

800.211.DEPO (3376)

DEROSITION SOLUTIONS EsquireSolutions.com

132 of 389

12:
12:
12:
12:
12:
12:
12:
12:
12:
12:
12:
12:
12:
12:
12:
12:
12:
12:
12:
12:
12:
12:
12:
12:

10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
11
11
11
11



© 00 N o o B~ W DN PP

N DD D N NDMNDN P P P PP PP PR R
a b W N B O © 0 N OO0 O M WO N B O

HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD

June 25, 2024

WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD. 132
HOVAYOON BEI G, PhD

Q Do you know whet her the
e-mail -- the Cronos e-nmil generator was
ever depl oyed so soneone other than the
chatbot in this denonstration, in this
showcase could use it?

A | don't know.

Q VWhat is "a showase"” to soneone
of skill in the art in 2017?

A A showcase is a denonstration.

Q And does the denpbnstration nean
the software is actually built, or could
it just show what the software is intended
to do?

A It usually nmeans that you' ve
built a systemand you're showing its
capabilities. That's what we usually -- a
showcase is you' re showcasi ng the
capabilities of the software.

So maki ng conj ectures on you can
go to the noon, you know, stuff |ike that
Is not -- it's -- it's a showase,
showcasi ng the capabilities of the
sof t war e.

Q So have you ever heard of a
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showcase in the 2017 period which woul d
denonstrate a conversation that may have
not been actual ly programed usi ng natural
| anguage processi ng?

A A showcase?
Yes.
No.
Never ?

No, | haven't.

> O > O

Q How many start-ups have you
dealt with?

A. Many as clients.

Q And have you ever seen a
start-up give a showase which showed the
conceptuali zation of a process that did
not actually inplenent the process?

A. | think you used the right word
this time. They usually call it a
concept .

Q Ri ght .

A Not a showcase. A showcase
usual ly nmeans you're actually show ng the
capabilities to ne. It nmeans that you're

showi ng capabilities.
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Usually if you have sone very
futuristic thing that's a concept car,
exanple, that's a concept. And | think
this tinme you used the right wording.

Q So in the conversation that

led to believe is Vincent De Bie, right
In the chat, you can see on Page 5, it
says: Wat is your nane and it says
Vincent De Bie, right?

A Yes.

Q And you know Vi ncent De Bie
wor ked for Arinti which did the chatbot
right?

A. Yes.

Q And so when Vincent types hel
the bot responds: Hi, at this nonent y

can only use ne to create a Cronos

in English, right?
A Yes.
Q Then - -
A. |"msorry. |Is it Danish or i

it Dutch? | wasn't sure.

you're referring to, the user, who we are

signature, albeit this is in Danish, not

for

| o,

ou

S
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Q My expert tells nme Dutch.

A | thought it was Dutch, yes.

Q | apol ogi ze. Yes, in Dutch.

Then Vincent types | want a
signature. Now, in response to that, it
says what is your nane, the bot, right?

A. Yes.

Q |f he said | want to generate an
I nvoi ce, what woul d have been the response
fromthe bot?

A Well, | would have expected from
a chatbot to go back and say | can't do
invoices. | can only do -- go back to
t hat back node again, that | cannot do
anyt hi ng but signatures at this point.

Q If it was programmed using
nat ural | anguage processing?

A. Yes.

Q If It was just scripted out to
ask the sane question irrespective of what
t he next answer was, you woul d have
expected it to just say what is your nane,
right?

A |'"'msorry. Let ne go back
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because you said if it were programred
usi ng natural |anguage processing. | just
want to nake sure that | -- | respond
correctly.

Can you clarify programred usi ng
nat ural | anguage processing versus it was
I n conversation in | anguage? Because
that's what | renenber you asked and then
| quickly said --

Q So | could generate the
conversation, all the questions here,
where no matter what you say in the first
I nstance, the bot responds, hi, at this
nmoment, you can only use to ne create a
Cronos signature. And then no matter what
you say next, it says what is your nane.
And then no matter what you say next, it
says what is your role. And then no
matter what you say next, it says what is
your e-nail address. And then no natter
what you say, it says what is your cell
phone nunber and so on, going down in this
conversati on.

So it doesn't really matter what
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the -- the text that is typed in, it wll
ask the next question in the order given
irrespectively. That's one way this could
have been i nplenented, right?
M5. NGUYEN. Objection. Form

A Well, | wouldn't characterize it
as that because it does nmake a deci sion.
And it -- when it actually reflects, it
asks, is the follow ng information
correct, and then produces the infornmation
that the person has provided.

And ny understanding is that
they say no in the next screen, and then
t hey go back and what is your cell phone
nunber - -

Q Wiy is it asking --

A. -- and perm ssion --

Q Wy is it asking what is your
cell phone nunber instead of what is your
nanme?

A No, it's not. This is fromthe
previous screen. It's just scrolling.

So if we | ook at the previous
screen, it's just, like, scrolling one by
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one. So no is pressed. Then it shows no.
You see that? The user says no, and then
It says what would you |ike to change.
And then they would say the cell phone --
cell nunber. And then it would go back
and change the cell phone nunber.

Q So let's go back to ny question

A. Yes.

Q My question was not what happens
when it asked would you |like to change
your information. But |I'mstarting where
t he conversation begi ns.

| s there any reason to believe
that this showase didn't nerely have a
script that said in response to whatever
the first thing that was typed, you type,
hi, at this nonent you can only use ne to
create a new signature. |In response to
what ever was typed next, to say what is
your nane. |In response to whatever was
typed next, you say, hi, at this nonent
you can only use nme to create a new --

MR MACEDO |I'msorry. Strike

t hat .
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BY MR MACEDO
Q After it says what is your nane
I n response to whatever the response is,
it says what is your role. And then in
response to whatever cane next, what is
your e-nmail address. And then whatever
came next, what is your cell phone nunber.
| s there any reason why those
gquestions had to get a legitimte answer
to the previous question or any specific
gquestion to cause the chatbot to ask those
guestions?
M5. NGUYEN. (Objection. Form
A | think being a chatbot where we
defined what a chatbot was and everybody
woul d have known what a chatbot was at
this time due to references that |'ve al so
presented, which is basically its work is
to do natural |anguage processing.
M5. NGUYEN. Counsel -- sorry.
THE WTNESS: |'msorry.
M5. NGUYEN:. Pl ease.
A. And -- and they are saying the

chatbot collects all the infornation.
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BY MR MACEDO 12:
Q But it doesn't say it uses 12:

nat ural | anguage processing to do this 12:
deno? 12:
A It Is using the phrase 12:
“chatbot." It is using the definition of 12:
a chatbot, where a chatbot is sonething 12:
that communi cates with you in natural 12:
| anguage. 12:
Q That you conmuni cate in natural 12:

| anguage doesn't nean you use natural 12:
| anguage processing. You can wite out a 12:
script as | described that does not 12:
require any specific answer to ask you the 12:
next question because at the end, it has 12:
you verify whether the information is 12:
correct? 12:
M5. NGUYEN: (Objection. Form 12:

BY MR MACEDO 12:
Q Correct? 12:

A (Wtness review ng docunent.) 12:

Q Can you tell us what you're 12:

| ooki ng at? 12:
A | "' m | ooking at Exhibit 4. 12:
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Q And is there a particular
portion you' re | ooking for?

A "' m | ooking at the Synons art.

Q Ckay. Have you found anyt hi ng
to help you?

A | amnot really | ooking for
hel p, but I"mtrying to figure out if |
can show anyt hing from here.

The Synons chatbot, as it
specifically says, is a chatbot and as
Mel endez, for exanple, talks about as a
few of the references that | presented
tal k about a chatbot is -- and as, of
course, the patent itself of '664 defines
it.

These are natural |anguage
processi ng software machi nery. And any
POSI TA woul d know that if you're asking a
gquestion and this is a chatbot, and you're
respondi ng, you would like to check to
make sure that is a valid answer that's
bei ng done.

So that's not really -- you

know, this is sonmething that woul d be
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obvious to a POSI TA that you woul d have
to -- it's a chatbot, and you're tal king.
Now, do | know -- did I |ook at the code
underneath? | haven't |ooked at the code.
And | don't think you have either, but |
woul d have expected -- a POSI TA woul d have
expected that they are checki ng what the
response is.

Q But he was on the job for two
weeks, just graduated with a bachelor's
degree, has no evidence of doing anything
el se, and under your definition of PGOSITA
does not seemlikely to have been a
POSI TA, right, M. Synons?

M5. NGUYEN. Qbjection. Form

A He was presenting their
showcase, their conpany's showcase.
Doesn't necessarily nmean that this is
specifically his work. He's showcasi ng
it. | don't know how many ot her people
may have been working on this, how many
other -- this is one of their products

that he's presenting.
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BY MR MACEDQO

Q But from your understanding, if
he had only been on the job for two weeks
and only had a bachelor's degree and had
no ot her experience, he wasn't a POSI TA,
right?

M5. NGUYEN: (Objection. Form
BY MR MACEDO

Q M. Synons?

A. |"ve already answered that part,
went through good detail.

Q And the answer is, yes, he
woul dn't be under those circunstances a
POSI TA?

A If he didn't have any experience
prior to that and he had just a bachelor's
I n conputer science, within his
bachelor's -- termof his bachelor's, he
coul d have worked on RPAs. He was hired.
| don't know how he was hired, but he was
hired to work on this. And he's
presenting the -- showcasing the conpany's
software, not his software, the conpany's
sof t war e.
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So | amnot sure if -- what |I'm
saying is that a POSI TA | ooking at this.
Here's a chatbot, asking questions. |It's
not a form Like you had said before,
it'"s not aform |It's a chatbot. It's
aski ng questions and getting a response
and working on it.

Q And M. Synons didn't do the
chatbot. Sonme ot her conpany Arinti did
it. And so, again, M. Synons witing
that it's a chatbot was by soneone who had
been on the job for two weeks, graduated
with a specific type of conputer science
degree earlier that year, and has not
evi denced any work experience either in
chatbots or work prior to his October 2017
start date?

A. I nformatics --

M5. NGUYEN. (Objection. Form

A. I nformatics is not sone other
kind of conputer science. It's well
related to this.

M5. NGUYEN: Counsel, it's been

well over an hour. It's tine to take
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a break.

MR. MACEDO  Counsel, if the
W tness wants a break, he can ask for
a break. | want to finish ny line of
guestion. The nore you interrupt, the
| onger this wll be.

M5. NGUYEN: How nuch | onger?

MR. MACEDO | don't know
because | haven't finished the |ine of
question. |If | finish the line of
question, | finishit. |If you need to
take a break because the witness is
tired, you can ask ne. |'m always
happy to do that. |'d rather keep
going if the wtness can handle it.

Can you handl e us keep goi ng,
Dr. Beigi?

THE W TNESS: Go ahead.

MR. MACEDO  So pl ease stop
I nterrupting us, Counsel. Let the
Wi tness ask if they want a break.

BY MR MACEDQO

Q So if hypothetically you' ve been

on the job two weeks, got straight out of
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col | ege, needed to showcase a chatbot that

was being done by a different conpany when

you're being hired to wite RPAs, wouldn't

you do the sinplest thing possible since

all you need to do is gather information?
M5. NGUYEN:. (Objection. Form

A. That was all hypot hesi s.

BY MR MACEDO

Q That's your job as an expert is
to answer hypot heses. That's ny
hypot heses.

A There were so many different
condi ti ons.

Q That's the conditions | want you
to answer. W can read it back if you
want .

A. Pl ease.

MR. MACEDO Pl ease, Ms. Court

Reporter.

(Record read.)
BY MR MACEDO

Q "1l start over.

So the hypothetical is you and
M. Synons --

2 ESQUIRE

800.211.DEPO (3376)

DEROSITION SOLUTIONS EsquireSolutions.com

147 of 389

12: 28
12: 28
12: 28
12: 28
12: 28
12: 28
12: 28
12: 28
12: 28
12: 28
12: 28
12:28
12: 28
12: 28
12: 28
12: 28
12: 28
12: 28
12: 28
12: 28
12: 28
12: 28
12: 28
12: 28



© 00 N o o B~ W DN PP

N DD D N NDMNDN P P P PP PP PR R
a b W N B O © 0 N OO0 O M WO N B O

HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024
147

HOVAYOON BEI G, PhD

A Yes.

Q -- graduated college earlier in
the year, you were hired the begi nning of
Cct ober, and you had to prepare a video
showi ng a showcase of a chat bot gathering
i nformation and putting it into the
e-mail -- the Cronos e-mail generator.

And you were hired to do RPAs, and you had
to go to a different conpany Arinti to get
you t he chat bot .

Wul dn't you want to do the
si npl est chatbot possible to denonstrate
that the data could be collected?

M5. NGUYEN: (Objection. Form

A | want to read to you fromhis
decl arati on.

BY MR MACEDO

Q | want you to answer the
guestion | asked.

A | am if you don't m nd.

Q | do mnd. | want you to answer
nmy hypot hetical and based upon ny
hypot heti cal, would you do what | said?

A. H's job responsibility included
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communi cating with custoners and buil di ng
automations. So he is presenting
sonething. He's presenting a showcase
whi ch is communication. |t doesn't
necessarily nean that he has to,
specifically hinself, has to have
i npl emrented this. He is showcasing it.

Q And so he may not know what t hat
article's definition of a chatbot is. He
may j ust be using whatever his vernacul ar
definition was because he was not a
POSI TA?

M5. NGUYEN. (Objection. Form

A | would not expect that. |[|f he
was enpl oyed by the conpany, and the
conpany -- and then -- and if he's
witing -- he's showasing this, then |
woul d expect that he would know what a
chatbot is, and he's actually showcasing a
chatbot. So even if you are new to the
j ob and you're showcasing this very
specific thing, which possibly others
wote, that you' d still be able to explain

what it is because that is the job you're
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undertaki ng at that point.
BY MR MACEDO

Q So soneone who was hired two
weeks earlier to do RPA processing woul d
be expected to know about the article
definition of chatbots that you referred
to that a POSI TA woul d know, potentially
but not a not POSI TA, because he was
working with a sister conpany who
I npl enent ed sonet hi ng whi ch he was not
hired for? That's your testinony, right?

M5. NGUYEN:. (Objection. Form

A. No, I'msaying his work was in
robotic process automation. He's -- he's
studied informatics. So these are all
very related to what he was showcasi ng,
and he's showcasi ng that.

So | am not saying what his

qualifications were as a POSITA. |I'm

sayi ng that he was showcasing this

process. And he would be able to showcase

the process if he studied informatics and
he wor ked on providing process autonation

because he's showcasing it.
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BY MR MACEDQO

Q So your understanding is the
article called "When Chatbots Met RPA
Bots," right?

A. Yes.

Q And the premse of this article
Is three things exist out there, RPAs,
chatbots, and artificial intelligence,
right?

A Yes.

Q And they thought it was
i nsightful that you can conbine the three
and that before that, they didn't think
peopl e were conbi ni ng those three things,
right?

A Not necessarily. W have shown
t hat ot her people have tal ked about this
conbi nati on before this date.

Q | didn't say what ot her people

said. | said what this article is saying.

A They are presenting, yes, a
scenari o that conbi nes the two.
Q But this article is presenting

that they are being innovative by having
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chat bots neet RPA bots and that in the
future, it would also be A, right?

A They are showcasing it.

Q But that's what they think is
I nnovative, right? They think that
they' re being innovative because they're
conbi ni ng chatbots with RPAs and t hi nki ng
in the future they will also conbine it
with Al, right? That's their prem se,
their theory?

A They are showcasing it. Doesn't
necessarily nean that it did not exist
before that. This is sonething that
they're showasing. This is showing a
conbi nati on of these.

Q kay. So | want to be clear.
| "' m not tal king about whet her other people
have different views. |[|'mtalking about
the article that's entitled "Wen chat bot
Meet RPA Bots."

Is it fair to say that the
prem se of the article witten by
M. Synons is that he thinks that it was

I nnovati ve to conbi ne RPAs, robot process
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automation, wth chatbots as sonething new
and i nnovative fromhis perspective?
Forget about whether he's right or not.
|s that the prem se of his article?

A | think the fact that he's
showcasing it neans that he thinks it's
sonet hing of interest.

Q Right. And he thinks he's being
I nnovative by doing that?

A. He is saying that it is
sonething of interest. It's show-- it's
showcasing it.

Can you point nme to a specific
pl ace where he says we invented this and
we are now doing this?

Q | ' m aski ng you whet her your
readi ng, as a person of ordinary skill in
the art, as a person of extraordinary
skill in the art, would be that M. Synons
was of the opinion by publishing this
article on October 19, 2017, that he
t hought he was bei ng i nnovative by
conbi ning chatbot to RPA bots. And if you

don't know, that's fine. |'m asking you
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whet her you believe that that's what
M. Synons was positing.

A No. So it specifically says in
the first line: The technol ogy | andscape
has been evolving rapidly in the |ast
years. New technol ogi es have been
ener gi ng.

So |l can't tell that he's
sayi ng, oh, right now we just cane up with
thi s new thi ng.

Al'l the technol ogi es have been
mat uri ng, and new concepts have been
di scovered. Sone of the newer
t echnol ogi es have prom sing future such as
robotic process automation, chatbots, and
artificial intelligence.

So he is showcasi ng a case where
t hese two have been conbi ned.

Q And go to the paragraph at the
bott om of the page and read that out |oud,
goi ng onto the next page.

A We decided to join forces with
Arinti, specialized in chatbot and Al
technologies within the Cronos Goup to
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explore the possibilities to conbi ne RPA
bots and chatbots. Both technol ogies --

Q Wth chatbots --

A | am sorry.

Q To conbi ne RPA bots with
chat bot s.

A. -- wWith chatbots. Both
t echnol ogi es have their specific
advant ages and conbi ning themto autonate
processes can trenendously -- trenendously
boost productivity in nmultiple
or gani zati ons.

So reading this as an expert, |
woul d say he's characterizing it correctly
by saying that there are chatbots. W
under stand what they are. There are RPAs.
We under stand what they are. And both
t echnol ogi es have their specific
advant ages. Conbining themto automate
the process can trenendously boost
productivity.

Q Ri ght .
A. So from ny understandi ng when |

read this is | believe that he understands
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a conbination of the two that has an
advant age.
Q And he thinks that it's

publ i shing on his second week on the job,

that they made this conbinati on which he

A. l"mnot Iin his brain to know

to do that. |Is he -- | don't know what
went on in his mnd when he decided to
wite this article.

Q And you never bothered to try
and ask himeven though you knew your
counsel had been paying hinf?

A. No, | don't think -- from what
read, they understand what a chatbot is
because they are explaining and using it
properly, so.

Q Ckay. Have you ever used the
Arinti chatbot?

A No, | haven't.

RPA is. And now he's saying that this is

sonet hing cool, new, different, worthy of

didn't identify as existing prior to hinf

what a chatbot is. He under st ands what an

that. H s nanagenent could have told him
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Q Have you ever heard of it before

you started working on this case?

A | hadn't.
Q Do you know if it works?
A. | don't know.

MR MACEDO Ckay. Wiy don't we
take a |l unch break.

| wll remnd you that you're
under oath; and under the PTAB tri al
practice guidelines, it would be
I nproper for to you di scuss your
testi nony wth anyone i ncl udi ng
counsel .

THE WTNESS: | under st and.

MR MACEDO  So during | unch,
you can tal k about the weather or
anyt hing el se, but please don't talk
about your testinony wth counsel or
anyone el se.

THE WTNESS: | under st and.

MR MACEDO And we'll see you
i n an hour.

THE W TNESS: Thank you.

MR. MACEDO  You can go off.
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THE VI DEOGRAPHER: W are goi ng
off the record. The tine is 12:39

p. m
(Wher eupon a lunch recess was

taken at 12:39 p.m)

* * *
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AFTERNOON SESSI ON
(Time noted: 1:44 p.m)
* * *

(Wher eupon, Beigi Exhibit 15,
Deci sion granting institution of inter
partes review in Patent 10, 819, 664,
was marked for identification.)

(Wher eupon, Beigi Exhibit 16,
Deci sion denying institution of inter
partes review in Patent 10, 819, 664,
was marked for identification.)

(Wher eupon, Beigi Exhibit 17,
Decision granting institution of inter
partes review in Patent 11,258, 732,
was marked for identification.)

(Wher eupon, Beigi Exhibit 18,
Deci sion granting institution of inter
partes review in Patent 11,558, 317,
was marked for identification.)

THE VI DEOGRAPHER: W are now
back on the record. The tine is
1:49 p. m
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BY MR MACEDO

Q Wel cone back, Dr. Beigi.

A Thank you.

Q Any reason why you can't testify
now to the best of your abilities?

A. No.

Q kay. And | rem nd you you're
still under oath.

A Yes.

Q Ckay. GCkay. So during the
break, we marked as Exhibits 15, 16, 17,
18 the various decisions on the four |PRs.
And I'mjust going to identify, have you
| ook at them and confirm whether you
recogni ze them okay?

Wwe'll start with Exhibit 15,
which is the decision granting institution
of inter partes review in | PR 2023-01368
for US Patent No. 10, 819, 664.

Do you see that exhibit?

A Yes.

Q And do you recogni ze that
exhi bit?

A Yes.
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Q And your understanding is that
Exhibit 15 is the decision by PTAB to
institute the inter partes review for the
'664 patent, correct?

A Yes, based on the -- just the
deci si on.

Q The title?

A. The title, yeah.

Q Ckay. That's okay. W'Il go
into it in nore detail later. | want to
get it on the record.

A. Yes.

Q That's fine. So if you now | ook
at Exhibit 16, that is the decision
denying institution of inter partes review
in | PR nunber 2023-01443 for US Patent No.
10, 819, 664.

Do you see that?

A Yes.

Q And do you recogni ze Exhibit 167

A Yes.

Q And this is for the IPR that you
referred to as an afterthought earlier,
right?
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A. Yes.

Q And your understanding is that
the afterthought | PR referenced by
Exhi bit 16 was not instituted, correct?

A Based on what it says, yes
and --

Q And you knew that even before
you | ooked at the exhibit?

A Yes.

Q Ri ght. Okay.

And now if we | ook at

Exhibit 17, that is the decision granting
institution of inter partes review for |IPR
2023-01379 for US Patent 11, 258, 732 B2,
right?

A. Yes.

Q And t hat decision, you' ve seen
bef ore?

A Yes.

Q And you recogni ze it?

A Yes.

Q And that was the decision to
institute a review of the '732 patent,
right?
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A. Yes.

Q Ckay. And then we have as
Exhi bit 18 the decision granting
institution of inter partes review for |IPR
2024- 00065 for US Patent 11,558, 317 B2,
right?

A. Yes.

Q And you recogni ze that?

A Yes.

Q And do you recogni ze t hat
Exhibit 18 instituted inter partes review
for the '317 patent?

A Yes.

Q kay. So what | want to do is |
want to | ook at the decision to institute,
the expert report that goes with the
decision to institute, and the patent
that's associated with it.

A Yes.

Q Ckay. And I'mgoing to start
with the Exhibit 15 and the ' 664 patent
that was instituted, that PR  So you
shoul d have Exhibit 8 which is the ' 664
patent, Exhibit 4 which is your
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declaration in support of the |IPR 1368.

A. Yes.

Q And you shoul d have the
I nstitution decision which we marked as
15.

A. Yes.

Q Okay. So the first thing | want
to dois | want you to turn to in
Exhibit 4 to your discussion of the '664
patent which is on Page 12. Actually
starting on Page 11.

A. Are you referring to the
docunent page or the one that is at the
bott om when you tal k about these nunbers?

Q |"'mreferring to your page

A Ckay. Thank you.

Q Not -- it's Page 15 of Watfix
Exhi bit 1003, but Page 11 of your report.

A | under st and.

Q Ckay?

A Yes.

Q And you see under Section 5, it
says sunmary of the 665 patent -- |I'm
sorry -- the '664 patent?
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A Yes.

Q Ckay. And then you have Section
A, which is the filing date and the
priority dates, right? |'mjust | ooking
at Paragraph 22. Bottom of the page.

A | heard 8. |'msorry.

Q A.

A Yeah.

Q We're | ooking at section A,
filing date and priority date, Paragraph
22.

A Yes.

Q You provide the priority dates,
and your assunption for purposes of your
expert report is that the relevant date is
Novenmber 5, 20177

A. Yes.

Q Ckay. So nowif we go to the
next page, you have specification, and
that is on Page 12 of your report, Page 16
of Exhibit 1003. And, again, we're
| ooking at Beigi 2; is that right? Sorry,
Bei gi 4.

A Yes.
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Q Ckay. And you describe the
entire '664 patent in Paragraphs 23 and 24
with the replication of paragraph -- of
Figure 2A, correct?

M5. NGUYEN. Objection. Form

A Sunmary - -

BY MR MACEDO

Q That's the entire description
you have of the patent, right?

A Yes, sunmmarizing it, yes.

Q Right. And you've found that
everything that was inportant for you to
determ ne the validity of the patent, you
could summarize in two paragraphs and one
figure, correct?

M5. NGUYEN:. (Objection. Form

A. It's the sunmary of the
specifications. Basically it's a summary,
but, of course, not entirely because you
have a whol e docunent. It's a summary,
yes.

BY MR MACEDO
Q But you could summarize what you

t hought was inportant fromthe ' 664 patent
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In two paragraphs and the replication of
one figure, correct?

A Yes.

Q And was there anything el se
which you left out of that summary, which,
sitting here today, you think is also
I nportant with respect to the ' 664 patent
t hat maybe shoul d be included in the
sunmmary?

A (Wtness review ng docunent.) |
think it's a summary. | think it's a
sunmary.

Q Did you type out or dictate the
content of what was included in Paragraphs
23 and 24 of Exhibit 4 of your
decl arati on?

A W went back and forth with the
counsel. So | made observations, took
notes, and we went back and forth. But
finally, this is what -- this is what |
state, yes.

Q So | appreciate the general
process. |'mtalking about these two

par agr aphs.
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Are these two paragraphs your

original analysis of howto summari ze the

specification, did counsel do it, or was

it a collaborative effort?

A It's coll aborative.

M5. NGUYEN:. (Objection. Form

A. It's not verbatim
BY MR MACEDO

Q "' msorry?

A. It's not verbatim but it's
col | aborati ve.

Q Was -- did you ever ask to put
an additional description of the '664
patent which did not nmake it into the
final draft?

A. No.

Q Did you ask to renove any of the
description that was presented that did
not meke it into the final draft?

A Let nme go back. | think I
m sunderstood. | thought you said were
you asked. Can you rephrase?

Q Let's rephrase it.

| n paragraphs 23 and 24 you have
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the summary of the specification of the
'664 patent in Exhibit 4, right?

A Yes.

Q And that as a whole was a
col | aborati ve process between you and
counsel, correct?

A. Yes.

Q | want to know with respect to
Par agraphs 23 and 24 in particular. Ws
t here any sentences, words, quotes,
figures, which you proposed putting in to
the description of the '664 patent which
didn't make it into the final draft?

A. | can't renenber if that would
have been the case. It doesn't -- nothing
sticks out that | could point to and say,
oh, this was sonething that --

Q And was there any portion of
Par agr aphs 23 and 24 whi ch counsel put in,
and you said, no, that doesn't belong in
t here?

M5. NGUYEN. Qbjection to the
extent that it includes any

conmuni cati ons.
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Dr. Beigi, | instruct you not to
answer .

(Wher eupon, a request for
| nstruction not to answer was nmade.)

MR MACEDO I|I'msorry. Are you
instructing himnot to answer ny
guestion?

M5. NGUYEN:  Anyt hi ng that
I ncl udes privileged comruni cati ons
bet ween hi nsel f and counsel .

MR. MACEDO You're taking the
position that how he drafted this
declaration is privileged and you're
not allowng himto answer? 1|s that
what you' re saying, Counsel ?

M5. NGUYEN. That's definitely a
m scharacteri zation of what | just
sai d.

MR. MACEDO Ckay. So then |
don't understand your objection.

M5. NGUYEN: Your question is,
was there any portion of Paragraphs of
23 or 24 which counsel put in, and you

asked -- and you said that does not
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belong in there. Wen -- the phrase
“you said no" is a conmrunication.

MR. MACEDO Exactly. And
you're saying that if he said to you
take that sentence out, that is
privileged?

M5. NGUYEN: Yes, it's a
communi cati on between --

MR. MACEDO  Even though he
subm tted an expert report saying this
Is his testinony, that's your position
for the board? Wwen we mark this, |
just want to get this clear.

M5. NGUYEN: Yes, it is a
communi cati on.

MR MACEDO Okay. But it isn't
privileged once you submt his
decl arati on.

M5. NGUYEN: Well, your question
was not about when he submtted his
decl arati on.

MR. MACEDO Yes, it's about
drafting the decl aration which he
subm tt ed.
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M5. NGUYEN: That is part of the
process of drafting. That is not
about the subm ssion of the
decl arati on.

MR MACEDO It goes to his
opi nion and how it was forned and the
mat eri al s consi dered, and we are
al lowed to ask hi mabout the materials
considered in generating his expert
report.

M5. NGUYEN: This isn't a
guestion about nmaterial s considered.
This is a question about whether --

MR MACEDO It is exactly the
mat eri al s consi der ed.

M5. NGUYEN. -- what he said to
counsel .

MR. MACEDO No, Counsel. It is
exactly materials consi der ed.

M5. NGUYEN. No. And if you
would li ke to take it to the board, we
can.

BY MR MACEDO

Q So did you consider any
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description of the '664 patent that
i ncl udes words not in Paragraphs 23 and 24
in formulating the declaration which was
submtted as Exhibit 47

A When | signed off on this, |
accepted what is in this docunent as what
| am saying as ny declaration, which nmeans
If there were sonething that | would want
in there and the counsel would have put it
in, I would not signit.

Q And was there anything which you
had renmoved fromthe drafts of the
decl aration which you did not approve of?

A | don't remenber. We did a |ot
of editing back and forth. | don't
remenber whether | renoved sonet hing,
reworded it, added sonething. | don't
remenber that far back because this is, as
we' ve established, in the summer of | ast
year.

Q Well, you spent at |east 10 or
20 hours working on this report, right?

A Yes.

Q And in that 10 or 20 hours, how
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much tinme do you think you spent
consi dering what the summary of the
specification of the '664 patent was?

A | can't recall how much of it
was that.

| n decidi ng what the summary is,
a lot of the work went into reading the
pat ent and understandi ng the patent and
t he docunents and then drafting. So |
can't tell you what the breakup is.

You' re asking ne how -- what
part of that tine that | spent went into
t hese two paragraphs, | cannot tell you
t hat .

Q Well, so why don't we |look for a
second at Exhibit 6 for the '732 patent
and your correspondi ng section describing
the '732 patent which is |ocated on
Page 15 and 16 using your pagination
and - -

A Pl ease wait until | get the
exhibit. Exhibit --

Q Sure, it's going to be one of

t he bl ack bi nders.
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A Ch, Exhibit 6 is one of these,
yes. This one?

Q For gi ve ne.

A This is the '317.

Q Ckay. So it's the other black
bi nder .

A. Thi s one?

Q Yes.

A. Okay. Exhibit 6. So what's the
gquestion?

Q So in Exhibit 6 if you turn to
Page 15, and you're describing in
Par agr aphs 23 and 24 what you consider a
sunmary of the '732 patent and you show
the sane Figure 2A, right? |If you goto
Page 17, you'll see Figure 2A

A. Yes.

Q And the description, if you
conpare, it is very simlar except that it
uses '732 with the citations to the '732
patent instead of the 63 -- '664 and the
citations to the '664 patent, right?

A. And so are the patents based on.

Q That wasn't ny questi on.
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A. Well, that's why, |'m saying,
that's the specifications are --

Q Wel |, the specifications are the
sane. But the inventions are different,
right?

A | don't believe so.

Q Real | y?

A. Yes.

Q kay. So I want you to | ook at
the ' 732 patent, and | want you to | ook at
claiml1. W marked this as Exhibit 9.

A Wi ch cl ai n?

Q Caiml in Colum 22 of the
Exhibit 9 for the '732 patent. Tell ne
when you' re there.

A. | am

Q Okay. You see that after the
preanble, there are three separate
subpar agr aphs, one starting defining, the
second one goi ng associating, and the
third one going publishing, right?

A. Yes.

Q Ckay. Now, if you | ook at your
report for that patent, you have a picture
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Figure 2A, right? 1It's on page 17 of your
report.

A Yes, |'mconparing it to the
pat ent .

Q Yes. And do you see the steps
of defining a conversation in Figure 2A?

A. It enconpasses it because it
says select the conversation of the
chat bot and then inplenent the
conversation and then follow the
conversation flow. So there nust have
been -- you nust have defined sonething if
you're following it, soit's inplicit.

Q But it's not a step that's
disclosed in Figure 2A. |t happens before
2A ever occurred?

A. | understand. What |'m saying
s --

Q Well, that's ny question --

A A nethod for defining --

Q No. My question is: Do you see
a description of the step defining a
conversation as set forth in the '732
patent claim 1l being identified anywhere

2 ESQUIRE

800.211.DEPO (3376)

DEROSITION SOLUTIONS EsquireSolutions.com

177 of 389

02: 06
02: 06
02: 06
02: 06
02: 06
02: 06
02: 07
02: 07
02: 07
02: 07
02: 07
02: 07
02: 07
02: 07
02: 07
02: 07
02: 07
02: 07
02: 07
02: 07
02: 07
02: 07
02: 07
02: 08



© 00 N o o B~ W DN PP

N DD D N NDMNDN P P P PP PP PR R
a b W N B O © 0 N OO0 O M WO N B O

HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024
177

HOVAYOON BEI G, PhD
in Figure 2A? Not what is inherent, not
what nust have been, but where it says
define a conversation?
M5. NGUYEN:. (Objection. Form

A Short of putting everything
that's in that patent and just filling the
whol e thing for specifications, you have
to be selective.

BY MR MACEDO:

Q Ckay.

A And this is a figure right out
of the patent '732. And it inplicitly
cannot put the whole, you know, all of --
all of that docunent in there because then
it's not a summary of the specifications
basi cal | y.

Q Ckay. Dr. Beigi --

A. Yes.

Q -- they will have tine to ask
you any question they want. | want you
just to answer m ne.

| don't believe that Figure 2A
has any step that says define a

conversation. And to help you, | suggest
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you |l ook at Figure 3 of the '732 patent
where in Step 320, it says: Define a
conversation fl ow.

A. | understand that, but |I'm
saying that this is inplicit in the '664
patent. Hence | said there's no
difference. And that's why there's the
sanme specifications --

Q That is not ny question. M
gquestion --

A That's what | understand from
it.

Q No. My questionis: |Is the
step define a conversation shown in Figure
2A, or is it really shown in Figure 3?

M5. NGUYEN:. (Objection. Form

A. | direct your attention to
Figure 1 of '664.

BY MR MACEDO.

Q You can't answer ny question yes
or no?

A. | need to refer to this to
answer that.

Q Ckay.
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A O her than -- other than
i ncl udi ng the whole patent, | need to
describe this --

Q Ckay. But | just --

A -- because this cones before --

Q Dr. Beigi --

A. Yes.

Q -- | just want you to
understand. M question was
straightforward that called for a yes or
no, okay? And I'll rephrase it to nmake it
very sinple for you.

| f you conpare Figure 3 of the
'732 patent and Step 320 where it says
define a conversation flow and Step 330
where it says associ ate an autonati on
process with the conversation and Step 340
whi ch says publish the conversation with
claiml1l of the '732 patent which has a
defining a conversation step, associating
t he conversation with an automation
process step, and a publishing the
conversation to be accessible to a user

via the natural |anguage interface step,
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woul d you agree that the relevant figure
for the invention clainmed in claim1 of
the '732 patent is Figure 3, not Figure
2A?

M5. NGUYEN. Objection. Form

A | would say that's a sub --
that's a subspace of -- and that's why |'m
referring you to Figure 1 of '664, which
has conversation definitions as its one of
two. So defining conversation's already
been disclosed in '664. So short of
putting every single figure, every single
line of -- of things that are witten in
this patent in the specification which is
supposed to be a summary, | had to pick a
figure.

And the figure which basically
has the overall flowis that figure, which
| think is 2A, | believe, if I'"mcorrect.
And it's shared in both patents. 2Ais in
'664 as well as -- and -- and by the way,
defining conversation. They are al nost
identical. 102 and '664 is the sane thing

as 102 and ' 732, defining conversation --
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conversation definition which is basically
the prem se of claiml.

So given that this is
characterizing the whole system that's
what | use to summarize. | cannot include
every single part of that patent because
it's a summary.

BY MR MACEDO

Q So you understand that the
decl aration you put in that we have narked
as Exhibit 6, not including your résung,
was 177 pages, correct?

A. We' re tal ki ng about which one
again? Sorry.

Q The one that you're | ooking at.

A " m Il ooking at 2 right now.

Q '732 patent, Exhibit 6, talking
about the '732 patent, as | said.

A. Not including ny résune?

Q Correct. Your signature page is
on Page 1777

A. Yes, 177.

Q So in 177 paragraphs, you

t hought it was nore inportant to show
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Figure 2A fromthe '732 patent when
descri bi ng and summari zing the invention
for the '732 patent than Figure 3?7 That's
your testinony?

A Because that's the whol e system
The 2A is a whole system It's a
specification of the whole patent. And
that's why that is a holistic figure.

O herwi se, | would have to include every
single detail which | do later on in the
177 pages. W talk about the -- | talk
about this, the clainms, right, the
claim-- | talk about --

Q You don't tal k about Figure 3
anywhere in this report, as far as | can
tell.

A. But | talk about the claim
claiml in detail in many cases, which is
the conbi nation as you just stated, the
conbi nation of that figure. There's no
point in tal king about that figure then if
the claimis actually a conbination.

Q So as far as you're concerned,

it was not necessary for you to tal k about
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Figure 3 with respect to the '732 patent
even though it has all the sane steps as
the clains, correct?
M5. NGUYEN:. (Objection. Form

A | believe | answered the fact
that these two patents, there's nothing
new in '732 conpared to '644 -- |I'm
sorry -- '664. And the conversation
definition which is the crux of claim1lis
already in here; and that is why | only
pi cked one figure, which would be the
holistic system And | used the 2Ain a
summary -- in a summary of the
specifications. That's just a figure.

It's not saying that -- there is

177 pages, as you stated. This is -- in
nmy opinion, this is just the sane thing
basically. It's just reworded, reclained,
restated; and that is why the summary has
to be the sane.
BY MR MACEDO

Q So your opinion is that Figure
2A and Figure 3 discuss the identical

subject matter, and so it was unnecessary
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for you to discuss Figure 3 in the context

of the '732 patent? |s that your

testi nony?

A. No, | didn't include Figure 2B.

| didn't include Figure 2C. | did not

i nclude Figure 4A. | did not include 4B.

| did not include 5A. | did not include
5B. | did not include 5C. | did not
I ncl ude 5D.
You want nme to go ahead?
| did not include every single
figure. It's a summary.
Q That wasn't ny question
A You're saying it's the sane
thing. O course, it's not the sane
thing. There are two different figures.
Q Is it possible to have a
di scl osure where you have one invention
descri bed in one part of the disclosure
and clainmed in one patent related to it
and a different invention described in a
different part of the disclosure wwth a
different patent?

A | believe if you already
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disclosed it in the body of the patent,
even if it's not inthe clains -- | may be
wrong because |'mnot a | awer -- you
woul d be able to probably answer that
better.

This is ny technical opinion,
that a patent, if the body already has
that information, it's inportant what's in
the clains, but the body itself speaks as
wel | .

So if the body already -- of
"644 [sic] already has this information,
you can claima lot of different things
and keep creating patents, but the
Inportant thing is that the information is
already in 644 -- sorry -- '664.

So that's why |'m saying -- not
saying 2A and 3 are the sane figures. |[|'m
sayi ng when you present a summary, you're
presenting a sunmary of the whole system
and this is the systemthat's being
pat ent ed.

Later when | go into the

details, of course | talk about the claim
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| talk about the claimin detail.

Q But that's not ny question

MR MACEDO And I'mgoing to

nove to stri ke your answer because it

wasn't responsive to what | was

aski ng.
BY MR MACEDO

Q What | want you to focus on is
claiml of the '732 patent and Figure 3.
And | want to know did you consider Figure
3 and the description of Figure 3 fromthe
'732 patent in your analysis of claim1 of
the ' 732 patent when you prepared your
expert report marked as Exhibit 67

A Yes, | did. | looked at the
figure and | ooked at the cl ai mtogether,
and it is very apparent that it is trying
to describe the claimor the claimis
trying to describe the image. But either
way, they are related to each other.

Q So you understand Figure 3 is a
figure that is neant to provide an
enbodi nent of what is clained in the '732

pat ent ?
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A | think it's a description of 02:
the claim but | think the claimwas 02:
al ready presented in '664. That's what 02:
|"'mtrying to say. The claimis already 02:
in the body of '664 as you can even see in 02:
the figure, Figure 1. And w thout having 02:
created conversations or defined 02:
conversation, you can't go anypl ace el se 02:
with '664, with any of these patents 02:
because that's the beginning. That's -- 02:
you have to define the conversation. 02:

Q And you understand the 02:
di fference in chatbots between a natural 02:
| anguage process and a rul e-based process 02:
in formulating a conversation, right? 02:

A | do. 02:

Q Can you explain that? 02:

A So when you use natural | anguage 02:
processing, you are trying to assess the 02:
rules that are associated with the 02:
| anguage. As we do, when you state a 02:
sentence, the natural |anguage processing 02:
unit is trying to assess the information 02:
that the person who is uttering it is 02:
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trying to convey. And that information
that is being conveyed, it's trying to
extract that. That's what the natural
| anguage processing is.

You can still have a rul e-based
systemw th the natural -- and conbi ned
with a natural |anguage processing system
They are not really distinct fromeach
other. Part of natural |anguage
processing is trying to figure out what
rules exist. |In fact, grammar is a rule;
and one of the things you do is you do
grammati cal analysis so you are doing
rul e-based processing in certain cases.

Q But in 2017, there were chat bot
editors that were rul e-based w thout any
nat ural | anguage processing, correct?

A As well as the ones that were
wi th natural |anguage processing, yes.

Q | understand. |'m asking each
of them separately. | want to establish
the exi stence of chatbot editors in 2017
whi ch were rul e-based w t hout natural

| anguage processi ng.
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Do you agree those existed?
M5. NGUYEN: (Objection. Form
A You're saying "chatbot." So

when you say "chatbot," it has to have
sone formof natural | anguage processing
init. If it's -- that is a converse --
| msorry.

Q | was just asking himfor a
docunent that |I'm going to show you whi ch
contradicts you. So | just want to nmake
sure that your testinony is clear.

So | was asking you whet her you
can, in 2017, have a chatbot editor exist
whi ch was rul e-based w t hout natural
| anguage processi ng?

A | " m sorry.

Q And that calls for yes or no, |
don't know, | don't recall.

A. Chat bot editor. | apol ogi ze.

Q Yes.

A | was tal king about a chat bot

itsel f.

A chatbot editor, of course, can

have rul e-based, yes, in that -- at that
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time,
Q
processi ng?
A It's a matter

| want to be clear
wor ds,
| anguage. So |
and say sonet hing that
very specific.
t he natural
actual ly processi ng wor
decision, even if it's
still
Even a yes or
So there's no --
Q If |
you, |
A.

thrill ed.
Q

| f |

Ckay.

or no, please answer it

can't answer it yes or

W t hout using natural

because if you process
you are actually processing natural

don't want to go on record

Because words are part of

| anguage and if you're

processing the natural

no Is a natural

could get a yes or

woul d be thrill ed,

could give it, |

So if we can read back

the question and if you can answer it yes

you can't answer it yes or no,

PhD

| anguage

of senmantics. So

Is technically not

ds to nmake a
rul e-based, you're
| anguage.

| anguage.

no from
okay?

woul d be

yes or no. And if

just say |

no. Okay?
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A kay.

MR MACEDO Ckay. Let's go
back and read the question that |
don't think got answered.

(Record read.)

A | can't answer that yes or no.
BY MR MACEDO

Q Ckay. Do you agree that
chat bots exi sted which were rul e-based
wi t hout natural |anguage processing, in
20177

A. It's, again, the sane | oaded
guestion. |I'mso sorry. | cannot answer
yes or no because that is very | oaded.

MR MACEDO  Okay. \What exhibit
nunber are we on?

THE COURT REPORTER:  19.

MR. MACEDO  You can mark as
Exhibit 19 an article from Expert
| nsi ghts on August 29, 2019,
"Different Types of Chatbots:
Rul e- based vs. NLP."

(Wher eupon, Exhibit 19, Article
from Expert Insights on August 29,
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2019, "Different Types of Chatbots:

Rul e- based vs. NLP", was marked for

I dentification.)

THE W TNESS: Thank you.
BY MR MACEDO

Q And this is referring to the
time period of 2019 which cones after
20177

A. Yes. Can you point ne to the
statenent you were just reading?

Q | haven't read fromit; but if
you want, what 1'd like for you to do is
|'d like to start off and read to the
record the first paragraph where it says
"Chat bots are."

A |"mreading from--

Q You're reading from Exhibit 19
where it says, "Chatbots are," and | want
you to read that first paragraph.

A This is not ny statenent that
| "' m readi ng.

Q This is not your statenent.

This is a statenent of presumably a POSI TA

out there in 2019 reflecting on the
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state-of-the-art after the invention.

A Understood. But | just wanted
to state for the record that is not ny
st at enent .

Q | agree.

A Chat bots are relatively new and
the rise of artificial intelligence is
I ntroduci ng many new devel opnent s.

Chat bots are one of the first exanples
where Al can be applied in practice. The
behavi or of bots where Al is applied
differ enornously fromthe behavi or of
bots when -- where this is not.

Q Ckay. First of all, do you
agree with that statenent? You can say
yes, no, or I'mnot sure. That's fine.

A. Agai n, because "Al" is such a
| oaded word, | cannot answer this with a
yes or no.

Q That's fine. That's fine. |I'm
not asking to put words in your nouth. |
just want to get your opinion on the
record as to if you agree, you don't

agree, or | can't agree because, okay?
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A Yes, because "Al" is such a
| oaded word, | cannot tell you.

Q And do you understand what they
mean by "Al" in the context of that
sent ence?

A Yes, | do, probably nore than I
have to because | renenber the history of
Al so that's why I'msaying it's a very
| oaded word. And I amnot a POSITA. As
you said, this person is a PCSITA | know
nore about Als and chatbots, and | cannot
say yes or no because of that.

Q You're smarter than the person
that wote the article in the terns of
expertise?

A. | have nore experience. |
woul dn't characterize it as being snmarter.

Q Ckay. So when you go to the
next sentence, the second paragraph, what
does that say?

A In this article, we'll tell you
nore about the rul e-based chatbot and the
NLP, natural |anguage processing, chatbot.

Q So do you understand that at
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| east the person who wote Exhibit 19
t hought there was a distinction between a
rul e-based chatbot and an NLP chat bot ?

A. May | read the next two
st at enent s?

Q Absol utely. You asked ne to
poi nt you to what | was pointing you to,
and that's what | was doi ng.

A Let ne.

Q "' mgoing to have you read the
next one into the record but --

A Let ne read it to nyself once.

Q Absol utel y.

A |"ve read it.

Q Ckay. So again, the sentence
that says: In this article, we'll tell
you nore about the rul e-based chatbot and
the NLP, natural | anguage processing,
chat bot, do you understand that this
aut hor is suggesting that two different
types of chatbot existed as late as -- or
as early as 2019, one being a rul e-based
chat bot and the other one being a NLP

chat bot ?
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A | understand that is defining --
M5. NGUYEN: (Objection. Form

A | understand that is defining
what a rul e-based chatbot is versus what
he defines as NLP of Al bots. And |
understand that based on the specific
exanpl e that he specifically says: Since
no artificial intelligence is used in --
|"msorry, | was reading wong -- user
I nput nmust conformto these predefined
rules in order to get answer. Oten such
bots only use buttons -- |'m
paraphrasing -- only buttons are used.

So he's specifically defining a
very narrow rul e-based chatbot. And this
is what he's defining. And then he's
defining a counterpart which utilizes
nat ural | anguage processing from what |
read up so far, so.

BY MR MACEDO

Q And when he tal ks about only
buttons are used, is that |like the buttons
we see in Synons where they say which is

correct, the cell or which is incorrect,
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the cell, the nanme or whatever? |It's
t hose type of buttons, right?

A It's that and many in the
patents as well, yes.

Q Right. And so would the author
of Exhibit 19 be treating Synons at | east
where it presents the buttons as a
rul e-based bot in contrast to NLP of Al
bot s?

A So you're carving out one part
of the chatbot and saying for that one
little conversation, is it --

Q |"'mstarting there. 'l
expand, but that's the first part.

A But that's what |I'mgetting as
an under st andi ng.

Q Right, that's what |'m asking.

A. You' re carving out one part of
that chatbot and saying if it is asked in
the formof pressing a button whether that
in his definition would be a rul e-based?

Q Correct.

A Yes.

Q Ckay. Now, if they used text

@ ESQUIRE 800.211.DEPO (3376)

DEROSITION SOLUTIONS EsquireSolutions.com

198 of 389

02: 30
02: 30
02: 30
02: 30
02: 30
02: 30
02: 30
02: 30
02: 30
02: 30
02: 30
02: 30
02: 30
02: 30
02: 30
02: 30
02: 30
02: 30
02: 30
02: 30
02: 30
02: 31
02: 31
02: 31



© 00 N o o B~ W DN PP

N DD D N NDMNDN P P P PP PP PR R
a b W N B O © 0 N OO0 O M WO N B O

HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024
198

HOVAYOON BEI G, PhD
where all they do is use a script and ask
the question no matter what the answer is,
woul d that al so be rul e-based bot under
the definition in Exhibit 19?
M5. NGUYEN. Objection. Form

A It depends on what they do with
it. If they are -- if it -- so by
definition, if you're using text, you're
comruni cating in natural |anguage, if it's
natural | anguage text of course, |like we
saw, for exanple, in Synons. If it is
natural | anguage text, then you are using
nat ural | anguage.

BY MR MACEDO

Q But you're not necessarily using
nat ural | anguage processing --

A. -- bots --

Q You devel oped your own chat bot
back in 2006 where you used rules to
define the process of the conversation
even though it was in natural |anguage?

A |"msorry. 2003.

Q 20037

A. And you're -- you're
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m srepresenting what | said.

Q Ckay.

A Qur system used natural | anguage
processing. |t mapped those results from
the -- the intelligible results fromthe
nat ural | anguage processing to the rules
on what to do in response. You're telling
nme that -- what you said is not -- is not
what | said.

Q Ckay. But it is possible as
| ate as 2019 to have a chatbot which is a
rul e-based chat bot that does not use NLP;
Is that correct?

A That's nore like a form That
is aform | would call that a form

Q Does it have to be a formin
order to be rul e-based?

A. If it's the way he's defined it,
which is often these bots use buttons,
then | would say it's a form

Q So if it's often they use such
buttons, does that nean that the only way
to do it was using buttons; or does that

just nean that when buttons are used,
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that's an exanpl e?

M5. NGUYEN: (Objection. Form

A | m not sure what he neant by
that. He's not being very clear here.

But | can think of, for exanple,
like a selection that's al so sonewhat |ike
this. You know, select fromdifferent
opti ons.

BY MR MACEDO:

Q But you can use a rul e-based bot
whi ch asks in text forma question in
natural | anguage w t hout using natural
| anguage processing, right?

A That's a form Have you filled
out fornms online? They ask you a question
in English, and you click yes or no or you
sel ect sonething and then you say next.

To me -- you're asking ny opinion.

Q Yeah.

A Not his opinion, of course.
He's said it already.

In ny opinion, that is just a
form And that's why | said it's a very

| oaded questi on.
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Q And can you fill out a formin a
chat bot format where you ask what is your
name and then you get a response of a nane
and then you ask the next question in the
form what is your title?

M5. NGUYEN:. (Objection. Form

A. If you -- if the response is
text, then | would say, no, that's not a
normal thing if the response is text. |
nean, if you ask for -- so if you have a
form for exanple, where you ask for a
specific thing, it could be, you know,
thought of as a -- like for -- I'Il give
you an exanpl e.

That's why | was thinking that
since Synons tal ks about chatbots, then it
Is a chatbot. It's not a form And
that's why | said inplicitly that is -- a
POSI TA woul d have known it was a chat bot .

That's why |'mgoing there so
because it is -- in fact, the formis
different froma chatbot. A chatbot by
definition is using |language. Chat, it's

chatting with you.
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So a m suse of sonething as
saying -- and he's not using a chatbot,
right. He's saying rul e-based bot, not
rul e-based chatbot, right. He's just
saying bot. He's not necessarily saying
that there is a chat, you know, concept
her e.

BY MR MACEDO

Q Can you read the title to the
record?

A The title says "Different Types
of Chatbots: Rule-Based Versus NLP."

But I"mjust saying -- that's
why | said he's not being very neticul ous
about the -- the way he's tal king about
this.

Q But this person who is obviously
active in the field is distinguishing
bet ween chat bots that are rul e-based
chat bots and chatbots that are NLP
chat bots, correct?

M5. NGUYEN:. (Objection. Form

BY MR MACEDO

Q I n his | anguage.
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A In his language, he is -- he is
saying there is a rul e-based chat bot and
the NLP chat bot .

Q And do you think that the
di stinction he's drawing in 2019 exi sted
in 20177

M5. NGUYEN: (bj ecti on.

A. | don't agree with this
di stinction. How can | agree? 1In -- in
1990s, we had a full conversational ticket
ordering at 1 BM Research. That's -- that
was 1990s.

BY MR MACEDO

Q But did you al so have -- did you
al so have chatbots which didn't use
nat ural | anguage processing?

A. | would not have called it a
chatbot. That's what I'mtrying to tell
you. I'mnot --

Q What he's calling a rul e-based
chat bot, whatever you called it, whatever
he -- what he's calling a rul e-based
chatbot, did it exist in October of 20177

A. Since | wouldn't call it that, I
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can't tell you.

Q Ckay.

A Because what he's
characterizing, | wouldn't have called a
chat bot .

Q Ckay.

A. That's what |' m sayi ng.

Q But what --

A. |"msaying in his
characterization is not what | woul d have
said is the chatbot. A chatbot, because
it is a chatbot, needs to chat with you
and it is a very old concept goes back --
you heard of probably the Turing test,
right? So it goes back to 1950. The
Turing test is to find out how well you
understand the natural |anguage the other
person is conmmunicating with you to tell
whet her that thing is actually a machine
or a human.

So chatbots go back to 1950. So
chatbots are well understood, that they're
chat. And when Turing test is done, it's

not like on a bot wwth buttons. W do
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Turing tests to find out, whether a
chatbot in 1950 when you devise it, is
i ke a human. |t's m m cking human
| anguage conversati on.

Q And in 1950 when the Turing
tests was being adm nistered, did they
al ways use natural |anguage processing in
the chatbots which it was being
adm ni st ered agai nst?

A. The word "chatbot" wasn't used
In 1950. But later on was, | think in
the -- | refer toit. | don't renenber
the exact date. If you want, | can | ook
it up. It was later on devised, but it's
the sane idea.

Q So let's assune for a second
that the board were to agree that the way
that Exhibit 19 distingui shes between
rul e-based bots and NLP of Al bots is a
proper distinction between how chatbots
exi sted in 2017.

Do you understand ny assunption?

A. VWhat is the question?

Q | "' m asking you if you understand
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my assunption that the board agrees with
nmy reading of Exhibit 19 that it
denonstrates that chatbots could either be
rul e-based or natural | anguage processing
or a conbination of the two.
Do you understand ne?

A. So I'mtrying to. So the board
woul d agree with you, and I'mtrying to
under st and what you t hi nk.

Q Ri ght .

A And you think that there is such
a thing called a rul e-based chat bot, which
doesn't chat but it's still a chatbot.

Q Well, it doesn't say it doesn't
chat .

A Oh, no, because it's a chatbot.
That's why |'msaying | don't characterize
this as a correct statenent. And if the
board agrees with it, then they agree with
it; but I cannot agree with it.

Q So this doesn't say that there
Is no chat. It just says that the chat is
limted to the rules.

So if you try to put sonething
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in there which the rules can't handle, you
may get a response, like in Synons, | ama
bot, | can't do anything other than this?

M5. NGUYEN:. (Objection. Form

A And so in '664 actually, '664
does the sane thing. Renenber, I'"'monly a
bot in the figures. But --

BY MR MACEDO

Q Ri ght .

A -- that being said --

Q So does that nmean that the ' 664
doesn't descri be a chatbot?

A. That being said -- no, but what
you're characterizing doesn't say whet her
it is a chatbot or not. The fact that |I'm
just a bot neans | didn't do really well
with the Turing test. That's just really
what it neans.

But you still have to chat. |If
you chat with a person, it's very
different. |If you chat wth the person,
the whole premse of it is the fact that
It's a natural |anguage system It is

sonething that m m cs human | anguage. And
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| actually use it in ny references as
well. That is a proper characterization
of what a chatbot is, which is sonething
that m m cs human | anguage and under st ands
it. It is a software that m m cs hunman
under st andi ng.

So if sonebody cones and says,

wel |, they were rul e-based, | would ask --
if I were sitting face-to-face, | would
say, what part of -- what do you nean by

rul e-based? Did you process the text that
cane through and then you had sone rul es,
or did you not process the text and there
was no text and you just had buttons |ike
you' re sayi ng?

So this is sonething | don't

know. Since | haven't spoken with this

Cronos staff, | cannot answer that
guesti on.
Q So if you | ook at Bei gi

Exhi bit 14 which is the English-Ianguage
transl ation of Synons --
M5. NGUYEN:. Actually before we

nove on to a different exhibit, | just
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wanted to state for the record that we

object to the authenticity and the

rel evance of Exhibit 19. Thank you.

MR. MACEDO Okay. Those aren't
obj ections to form but okay.

A. VWhi ch exhibit, I'msorry?

BY MR MACEDO

Q We're | ooking at the
Engl i sh-1 anguage transl ati on of Synons
which is Exhibit 14.

A Should be in this pile, | think.

Q | think it's that one, yeah.

A Yes.

Q Now, when you were tal king about
Synons earlier, you were saying that it
was a chatbot in part because it
val i dates, right?

M5. NGUYEN: (Objection. Form

A No. | said | think the
opposite. | said since it was a chatbot,
| woul d have expected that it woul d
val i dat e.

BY MR MACEDQO
Q And so if it doesn't validate,
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Is that an indication to you that maybe it
isn't a chatbot?

A That's not -- that's not
necessarily the case. It can -- it could
decide not to validate but still
under stand what's going -- what the person
Is asking or requesting. Validation is a
separate process, right, based on what you
understand. You can choose to validate
what | tell you, but you could still
understand what | say. Those are two
di fferent things.

Q So did you ever ask for a
t el ephone nunber in any of the chatbots
you devel oped over the years?

A Definitely.

Q And did you validate, like, how
many digits were in the nunber to see if
It was a valid nunber?

A. Yes, we did.

Q And if it was a chatbot by
soneone that was at | east of ordinary
skill in the art in 2017, you woul d expect

themto at |east validate that if sonebody
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put in the wong nunber of digits, they'd
say you nessed up, right?
M5. NGUYEN: (Objection. Form
A. No.
BY MR MACEDO

Q That woul dn't be what you woul d
expect froma chatbot in 20177

A No --

M5. NGUYEN:. (Objection. Form

Dr. Beigi, please give ne tine to

I nsert ny objection.

THE W TNESS: Sure.

A. But your question the way you
formed and you answered it yourself is the
specific nunber. That -- you can cone in
fromdifferent parts of the world, have
di fferent nunber of digits, so that
val i dati on doesn't necessarily exist for
al | possible scenari os.

| f you're sure your custoners
are from New York, you can even validate
their area codes. But if you have no idea
where the originis, there are certain

t hi ngs you cannot necessarily limt.
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So | don't -- so what you

stated, does it have to have nine digits
or ten digits, |I don't renenber. But
that's not necessarily a validation
because you coul d have other nunber of
digits. You could be calling from
Engl and. Your phone nunber coul d have any
nunber of digits, could be an extension.
BY MR MACEDO:

Q But woul dn't you know fromthe
prefix whether it's comng from Engl and or
comng from Hol Il and or com ng from

New Yor k?

A Not necessarily. Could be an
extension. | don't know. If the
application -- depends on the application.

You can validate if you know nore
i nformation.

Q So if you | ook at Exhibit 1006,
Beigi 14, which is the English translation
of the Synons video, and turn to Page 7,
when it says what is your cell phone
nunber, the response is (0) 412-3456.

When you did your chat bot
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software, if you got a response |like that,

woul d you have said sonething is wong?

A Not necessarily.
Q Ckay.
A Depends on the geographic
| ocati on.
Q Ckay.
A. That is, by the way, could be a

val i d nunber because outside of the US
nunbers start with zero in Europe, yeah

Q But they woul d have nore digits?

A. No, not necessarily. If they
are a small country with small five-digit
nunbers, then you can have sonething |ike
this. That's why | can't tell. | nean, |
have no i dea.

Q Well, that is actually the
nunber they correct later on in the
conversation, right?

A Yes, but I"msaying | don't know
how to check it w thout know ng nore
i nformati on about the actual process.

Q And, of course, you don't have

It because Synons didn't give it to us.
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M5. NGUYEN: (Objection. Form
BY MR, MACEDO

Q Ri ght ?

A. It's internals of it.

Q "' msorry?

A It's the internals of it. |
don't -- we only see the video, the actual

I nteraction.

Q And your understanding in the
video is that there is a chat going on
with Vincent De Bie on one conputer and an
RPA runni ng on the conputer of M. Synons,
right?

If you | ook at Page 15, you wl|l
see that M. Synons' nane is on Wrd.
M5. NGUYEN:. (Objection. Form

A. | "' m not sure what you nmean by on
M. Synons's conputer. That's why what
|"mtrying to --

BY MR MACEDO

Q M. Synons's version of Word is
running in the bot.

A. What page?

Q Page 15. The Word version has
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M. Synons's nane on it.

Do you see that?

A |"'m mssing that. Were is --
what -- can you point?

Q Do you mnd if | circle it?

A No, pl ease do.

Q So for the record, | marked on

Page 15 of Exhibit 14 the portion of the
Wrd file which has M. Synpons's nane on

it;: and | circled it on the exhibit

ver si on.
Do you see that?
A Yes.
Q You see that that is

M. Synons's version of Wird, not M. De
Bie's version of Wrd, correct?

A. |"'mnot a Wndows user, but I
woul d assune probably that's what the case
I'S.

Q Right. By the way, do you know
If M. Synons was a rock clinber?

M5. NGUYEN:. (Objection. Form

A How is that relevant? [|'m

sorry.
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BY MR MACEDO
Q Well, turn the page
Do you see the screen saver is

of soneone clinbing a rock?

A Ckay.

Q Do you know whose screen saver
that is?

A. | don't renenber the details of

the transition between the point where it

turned into this slide, but.

Q So if you go back to --

A Yeah.

Q | f you go back to Page 9 --

A Yeah.

Q -- that's where it | eaves the

chat conversation that | believe is with
M. Vincent De Bie and then passes on to
the conputer with the screen saver of the

rock clinber on Page 10.

A. Yes.
Q Yes.
A Yes. Wat is the question now?
Q So your understanding is that up

to Page 9, the conversation that is being
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illustrated would be with M. Vincent De

Bie on his conputer, correct?

A Wul d you ask the question
agai n?
Q Your understanding is that up to

Page 9 in Beigi Exhibit 14, the video is
denonstrati ng a conversati on where

M. Vincent De Bie on his conputer is
conducting the chat, correct?

A. It's unclear where it's
actually -- where it's actually running.
But he is interfacing wwth a chat bot.
Fromthis, | can't tell you where it's
fromjust by I ooking at the figure.

Q Wll, maybe if you junp ahead a
little bit. W know that the e-nmail at
the end of the process gets sent to
M. Vincent De Bie. You can see on Page
18 and 19 where the sanme conputer with the
sane conversation that we're seeing up to
Page 9 now has received an e-mail from
Synons Senne to Vincent De Bie where the
e-mail is -- attaches the Wrd docunent

wth the e-mail signature?
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A Yes.
M5. NGUYEN: (Objection. Form
A (Conti nuing) but what is going

on from what | understand, is there is a
chatbot collecting information. Then the
RPA, which is not the chatbot, of course,
right, it's working together with the
chatbot. The RPA is running -- basically
a browser is opened, and then the RPA is
| aunched. And then the RPA generates the
signature, and the signature is now being
copied into this Wrd docunent.

So this Wrd docunent bel ongi ng
to M. Synons, | cannot tell you, but may
very well be that this Wrd docunent that
I's being generated is because the RPA is
generating instead of copying it down.

Q O course the RPAis being --

generating it because --

A Yes.

Q -- that's what they are show ng?
A Yes.

Q That's what the -- that's the

concept they are trying to get across.
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But they are show ng you that
the RPA is being run on the rock clinber's
conputer and that the RPA is copying the
signature fromthe Cronos software into
the Word that has M. Synons's nane on it
and then being e-mailed using the e-mail
software fromM. Synons to M. Vin De
Bie -- Vincent De Bie. And then
M. Vincent De Bie who had the chat is
receiving the e-mail.

Isn't the -- at |least a |ogical
assunption that there were two different
conputers involved, one wwth M. Vincent
De Bie where he did the chat and one which
had the information collected on the chat
passed on to run the RPA using
M. Synons's conputer which would generate
the e-mail and send it to M. Vincent De
Bie so he could verify that the signature
was correct?

A That's a conjecture.
M5. NGUYEN:. (Objection. Form
A. That's a conj ecture because

this -- | amnot sure where this Wndows
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software is runni ng because it could be
running on a renote device. Could be
running on the device, as you were sayi ng,
so |l can't tell just based on this.

| know that it's opened, and |
know that it's copied into it. But it
could very well be because M. Synons is
t he one who --
BY MR MACEDO

Q Did you | ook at the original
Medi um websi te?

A. Yes.

Q And did you | ook at the conmments
that were posted six years ago on the
websi t e?

A No, I"mnot sure if | did.
don't know. | can't renenber.

Q So did you see that Neha Negi
al nrost six years ago said: Hi, saw the
video. But wanted to know how does the
chatbot trigger the APl bot. Thanks.

Did you see that comrent?

A No, | don't think so.

Q Did you see the comment from
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Sachi n Prakash from about six years ago
sayi ng: \Which RPA tool and chatbot tool
are used and give description to do this
aut omat i on.

Did you see that coment ?

A | don't renenber.
Q Did you see the conmment from
Est eban saying: Interesting, but it seens

that the RPA is sinply progranmed or
what's the big difference between RPA and
sinply progranm ng?
Did you see that coment?
A | did not see that comment.
Q By the way, do you have an
answer to any of the questions that those

comment s nade?

A. | don't. | don't have answers.

Q And did you see that nobody
responded to those comments?

A. Since | didn't see the comments,
| can't tell if | saw answers.

Q And you didn't see that there

were two people that |iked the coment

that wanted to how did the chatbot trigger
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the APl bot?

A. Again, | didn't see the
coment s.

Q Ckay. But you did | ook up the
ori gi nal Medi unf

A | did.

Q And you did look to see if there
were comment s?

A | don't remenber if | saw the
coments, but | didn't pay attention to
the comments if there were. |'msure --
since you're saying that, there nust have
been. But | did not -- | did not -- |
don't recall seeing comments -- the
conment s.

Q By the way, how many people
woul d need to have seen the article before
Novenber of 2017, in your opinion, for it
to have been publicly avail abl e?

M5. NGUYEN. Objection. Form

A How many people seen it? That's
a sort of after fact. Once it's publicly
avai | abl e, you can have any nunber of

people see it. \What do you nean?
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BY MR MACEDQO

Q Well, if it was published and no
one | ooked at it, would you consider it
prior art for your purposes?

A If it were on a public place
where people could ook at it and it was
sonething that is prevalent |ike Medium
nmy own biography is on Medium There are
many people who use Medium Mediumi s
very w dely used.

Q There's lots of things in Medium
whi ch soneti nes nobody ever sees, right?

A | don't know. | don't run
Medium So |''m not sure.

Q Ckay.

A | know it's a well-known
pl at f or m

Q But if you publish sonething in
a library like the Library of Babylon wth
100 m |l lion books, just because sitting in
library doesn't make it prior art. That's
your understanding, right?

M5. NGUYEN. (Objection. Form

A | think if it's publicly
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available -- and at the tine, | think
since we've | ooked at, for exanple,
Mel endez and -- and any of the other
references that | gave, that it was
sonet hi ng that people wanted to | ook at.
Peopl e were | ooking for chatbots and RPAs
goi ng together. So because of all of
that, | think they would look it up --
woul d have | ooked it up. |It's definitely
searchabl e and very easily searchabl e on
Googl e.

| f you search ny nane, the first
page that cones up has an article on
bi ography -- probably the first coupl e of
pages on Medium So Mediumis very
accessible. It's not a unknown.
BY MR MACEDO

Q So it doesn't matter to you

whet her nobody had seen the article by
Novenber 5th as long as it was on Medi unf

M5. NGUYEN. (Objection. Form

A But | think based on what you

just say, there are people who have nade

comments so it nust have been seen.
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"' m not sure what that date,

many people saw it because there's no
I ndi cation how nmany people sawit.
There's no -- as far as | know, there
no statistic on how many peopl e have
viewed this article.
BY MR MACEDO

Q Well, M. Synons woul d have
that statistic because he posted it.

A. ' mnot M. Synons.

Q Yes, but he submtted a

i nformation; but he didn't, right?

A We are nmaki ng conj ectures.

| don't know.

expertise on the matter, not whet her
M. Synons shoul d have done it or
shoul dn't have done it.

Q Wait. You've posted things
Medi unf?

A | haven't.

Q You haven't or you have?

how

S

had

declaration. He could have provi ded that

He

coul d have, he should have, he woul d have.

You're asking ne, |'m providing

in
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A | have not .

Q So do you really know how Medi um
wor ks, or are you just hypothecating?

M5. NGUYEN:. (Objection. Form

A | told you that an extended
bi ography was witten about ne that was
posted on Mediumand |'ve read articles on
Medium | haven't used it nyself.

You' re asking whether | used it
nyself. Used as a viewer. | have not
used it for posting. | think you said
have you post ed.

BY MR MACEDO

Q Ckay. But I'mtrying to
under stand, do you know how Medi um wor ks
to know whet her just because you post it,
peopl e can see it?

A It's a bl oggi ng system so you
can wite articles. You can submt them
and it will be made -- wll be nade
avai |l abl e to people who read it, who | ook
for it, who search for it.

Q Do you know that, or are you

just hypothecating it?

22 ESQUIRE

800.211.DEPO (3376)

DEROSITION SOLUTIONS EsquireSolutions.com

227 of 389

03: 01
03: 01
03: 01
03: 01
03:01
03: 01
03:01
03:01
03:01
03:01
03:01
03: 01
03:01
03: 01
03:01
03: 02
03: 02
03: 02
03: 02
03: 02
03: 02
03: 02
03: 02
03: 02



© 00 N o o B~ W DN PP

N DD D N NDMNDN P P P PP PP PR R
a b W N B O © 0 N OO0 O M WO N B O

HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD

June 25, 2024

WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD. 227
HOVAYOON BEI G, PhD

A |'ve seen cases of it. |'ve
gi ven exanples of it.

Q Wel |, you've seen articles which
have been published, but you don't know
how Medi um actual |y determ nes whether to
share and publish?

A. | don't know the process.

Q Now, when an article is being
publ i shed on Medium sonebody wites the
article, right? That's the -- they type
it up and do whatever they are doing with
it, right?

A Yes.

Q And do they then associate with
anything? Like in this case, did they
associate with a video?

A In this case, he referred the
video in the article.

Q Ri ght .

A Whi ch was a Vi neo vi deo.

Q Right. And he used the link to
associate the video wth the article?

A. That specific case, yes.

Q And then at sone point, he said
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post to publish it, right, presumably?

A Since | said | don't know the
process, | would say it's reasonable to
think that he posted it. Oherw se, they
woul dn't have it.

Q And is it necessary that the
associ ation conme after they typed in the
body, or could they started off by
associ ating the video before they type in
the text of the bl og?

M5. NGUYEN. (Objection. Form

A |"mnot sure if | understood.
Associ ation -- the -- the article has a
date. And it has been linked to a video
whi ch has a date, and that's as far as |
know.

BY MR MACEDO

Q Ckay. Sonebody had to type the
text of the article, right?

A Yes.

Q And then they had to put in the
link to the URL for the video?

A. And you're saying "and then,"
but .
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Q Wll -- we can --

A | would wite it --

Q Those are two separate things
that need to happen. Sonebody has to
wite the text, and sonebody has to
provide the link to the -- to the --
associate the video with the text using
the link, right?

A Yes.

Q And then presunmably sonebody
woul d say post it to publish it, right?

A | woul d expect so.

Q And one way they could do it is
they could put the link in and then add
the text, right?

A | don't know because the -- |
don't know how t he versioning works on --
on the article. M understanding is that
we vetted the fact that it was actually
publ i shed at that date. And | didn't do
that, but the counsel --

Q ' masking a different question

A Yes.

Q Not whet her it was published,
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but |'m asking the process of how it was
publ i shed.

A | don't know. Because |I -- Ilike
| said, |I don't know the processing. |
have published many other places. | don't
know specifically on Medi um

Q Have you ever posted a video
wi th chat on Facebook?
| don't have Facebook account.

Have you done it on Linkedln?

> O >

Yes.

Q When you posted a video with a
description on Linkedln, one thing you
could do is you could associate the video
using an URL and then put your text in and
then hit post to publish, right? That's
one way you can do it?

A Yes.

Q O you can type in the text, add
the URL to associate, and then hit post,
right?

A. How was the first one? Sorry.
Maybe | didn't understand the first one.

Q It's whether you type the text
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before you do the associ ation or whet her
you do the associ ation before you type the
t ext.

A Let me | ook at the Mediumfile.
VWhat | recall is that there is a link
specifically in that Medium

Q | understand. But |'m focusing
on the process that we're tal ki ng about
w t h Facebook.

A | don't know Facebook.

Q |"m sorry. Linkedln

A. Li nkedl n, yes.

Q So in Linkedln, you can either
link the video and then put in the text or
put in the text and then link the video
when you' re doing a post?

A So the order would be different,
right.

Q Yes.

A Yes.

Q And then you would publish it by
hitting a button to publish it?

A Yes.

Q And if you edit it, that would
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change the version as you were using it?

A | woul d expect, yes.

Q And your understanding is that
t he concept of publishing is a version
control concept?

A It includes version control.
It's not --

Q Not limted to?

A. Ckay. Yes.

Q kay. Yes.

And so the concept of having to
publish a conversation to a chatbot is to
di stinguish in different versions of that
conversation if you update the
conversation, right?

M5. NGUYEN:. (Objection. Form

A. Sorry. W went to chat bot
now -- describe --

BY MR MACEDO.

Q Well, the patent that we were
tal ki ng about, the '732, tal ks about
publ i shing the conversation for the
chat bot or the natural |anguage interface,

right?
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A Yes, right.
Q And when it's tal king about

publ i shing a conversation, it's to be able

to distinguish it fromif you edit the
conversation different versions, right?
That's one of the concepts?

A. It could have version control,

or it could just not have version control.

If it had version control, you would have

information. |If you didn't have version
control, you just nodify this.

Q Ckay. Wen you're doing a
conversation where you're trying to tie
t he conversation to an automated process,
one way of doing that is you define the
conversation and then you tie it to the

aut onat ed process, right?

A Go on.
Q That's one way?
A. To define the conversation, and

then tie it to the --

Q Tie it to the automated process.
A. -- autonmation process.
Q Ri ght, whatever the automation
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process is.

A. Yes.

Q O you could start off with
here's an automati on process and then do a
conversation around it?

A | woul d have presuned that in
the first case, there nust have been an
aut omati on process because then how woul d
you know what to link it to? Then
woul dn't it cone out the sane thing?
Maybe ' m m ssi ng sonet hi ng.

Q You as the -- as your custoners,
you renenber, they defined the flowchart?

A. Yes.

Q They coul d define the flowchart
wi t hout have the autonmation process, or
they coul d have the automation process and
then define a flowhart based upon it,
right?

A Well, then if you tested, it
woul d crash.

Q It wouldn't run until both are
done?

A Exactly.
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Q But the order of whether you
define before you associ ate or associ ate
before you define could be different?

A. But | think it's immteri al
because unl ess you actually submtted it
or posted it or, you know, whatever el se
you want to call it, it doesn't take,
right. You -- it has to be still --

Q There's three things that need
to be done.

A Yeah.

Q You need to define, associate,
and publ i sh.

A. Yes.

Q You coul d go associ ate, define,
publish. You could go define, associate,
publish; or if there is no autonated
process, you could just go define,
publish, right?

A. Can you do publish, define,
associ ate? You can't --

Q Well, you could if you --

A. -- there is no | ogic.

Q -- i f you published an ori gi nal
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conversation, could cone back and edit it
and nodify it?

A That is not the sanme. So what
|"msaying is that there is a chatbot
which is doing a conversation. There is
an automation process. This is in mnd,
right, when you're -- when you're putting
sonet hing together. You are defining --

Q Vll, in the context of the '732
patent --

A Yes.

Q -- there are three separate
steps that are discussed. One is defining
a conversation, one is associating the
conversation with an aut omat ed process,
and one is publishing the conversation?

A. But if there is an automation
process, there is a chatbot and there is a
need to publish, all three of them have to
have t hat.

Q But the order can be different?

A. But post is -- publish is the
| ast thing al ways.

Q Assune that publishing is the
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| ast thing for the purposes of this
di scussi on.

A Then it's inmateri al.

Q Then -- well, it's inmaterial to
you. But there is a difference that it
coul d define and then associate or it
coul d associ ate and then define?

A. How is that different if it's
not published yet? It's just a matter of
edi ting.

Q | " m aski ng you whether those are
two possi bl e ways of achieving the
publ i shed result.

Do you have to define before you
associ ate, or can you associ ate before you
defi ne?

M5. NGUYEN: (Objection. Form

A | can type -- | can type a
sentence from period backward to the
begi nning or all the way fromthe
begi nni ng of the sentence to the end of
the sentence. Wat matters is at the end
when | hit enter and that sentence is

f or ned.
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What |'masking is -- I'mtrying
to understand. |I'mtrying to understand
what is the difference because -- because

that publish is inportant. That publish
has to happen whether you do one or the
ot her because unless both of themare
there, you don't achieve what you're
trying to achieve.
BY MR MACEDO:

Q So from your perspective, what
IS necessary is that before you publish,
you nust both define and associate; but it
doesn't matter whether you define first or
associate first. Is that a fair sumary
of what you're saying?

M5. NGUYEN:. (Objection. Form

A. | want to be nore clear so
define a conversation, right, because we
keep sayi ng define and publish.
BY MR MACEDO

Q Define a conversation --

A Define a conversation, go ahead,
next thing, because | want to nake sure |

have t he down.
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Q kay. There's three things that
have to happen in the context of the '732

claim1l and the other independent claimns.

Anmong ot her things, you have to define the

conversation, you have to associate the
conversation with sone autonated process,
and you have to publish it?

A Sonme aut omat ed process?

Q VWhatever it is that you're --
what ever the cl ains are.

A So you're saying it's not
materi al whether there is an autonation
process or not?

Q No. There has to be automation
process that's being associated wth.

A Exactly what I'mtrying to say.
So if there has to be an automati on
process that you have associate with and
you have to define the conversation, then
| don't -- | don't get the question.

Wiy would it matter if you did
one or the other because unless you
publish it, it's not --

Q Let's not care whether it
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matters. Let's care about whether it can
happen. So let's take the exanple of
Synmons, okay. In Synons they know they
want an autonated process that requires
you to collect the person's nane,
function, e-nmail address, and tel ephone
nunber .

And so if Synobns went to -- to
hi s buddy Vincent and say, Vincent, |'m
going to nmake this RPA process. It isn't
made yet. This is the information | need
to collect. Can you create the chatbot to
do that? And then | wll give you the
process to associate with it afterwards.
That's one way that they could have done
this, correct?

A. But they can't publish it. If
they publish it, then it's going to crash.

Q It doesn't publish until they're
done.

M5. NGUYEN. (Objection. Form
BY MR MACEDO

Q But they could publish it

because the conversation will happen.
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It's just the RPA won't do anything until
it's done.

A But the whole point is the two
wor ki ng together in tandem

Q | under st and

A You have to understand --

Q |"mtrying to understand whet her
It I's necessary that the conversation be
defined before the association with the
process or can you associate with the
process before you define the
conversation?

A. What am | associating with --
that's the question is what am |
associating with the automati on process if
there is no flow? It just doesn't nake
sense. The logic doesn't nmake sense to
nme.

Q So if I know the | ast step of
the chat conversation is to pass the
Information on to the RPA --

A. Yes.

Q -- and | put that as the very

first thing | do before | have the
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conversation. And then in preparing the
conversation, | go back and I say, well,
what information do I need to collect? |
need to collect the nane, the title, the
e-mai | address. Ckay.

And then | wite out the
conversation and programit into the
chatbot so that way we'll publish it
correctly. And then | publish it. There
| associate, then | define, and then |
publish. [I'mlooking at it linearly --

A Ckay. So you're looking at it
as two parallel things have to happen
until | can publish. And | can probably

go edit the chat conversation. | can go

edit the -- because maybe they don't work.

Maybe things aren't working properly.
These are two things that have
to happen before |I publish. So the fact
that you're looking at it linearly and
saying, you know, it's either this way or
that way, what |I'msaying is that these
are two constituents which are inportant

and they work hand in hand because the
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automati on process doesn't know what to do
if the right information isn't passed.
And the conversation flow doesn't know
what to pass if it doesn't know what the
aut omati on process is.

And once these two are both
properly established, you publish. And
that's when it works. So that's ny
m ndset and the way ny brain works.

Q So there's nothing inherent in
the order of defining versus associating
j ust because a conversation exists?

A. | think the nost inportant
things that needs to have an order is the
publish. The other two could -- you can
go back and forth and edit them as nuch as
you want, and then the question is which
one cane first.

Q And there's nothing inherent
about one comng first over the other?

A They have to work together.

Q Ri ght .

A So | don't think there's

anyt hi ng i nherent where you would have to
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say that specifically, this one has to
happen until | go do that one.

Q Right. So there's nothing
I nherent about defining before associating
or associating before defining. But both
of them nust happen before publishing is
your understandi ng of what happens when
you see a conversation |ike Synons?

M5. NGUYEN. (bjection. Form

A. |f there is supposed to a
wor ki ng rel ati onshi p between a chatbot and
an RPA, then both of those, the flow and
the automati on process, have to be defined
before you -- you commt to it. [|'Il use
the word "commt," publish, right.

So that's why | find it hard

to -- I"'mstating what | believe the
reality would be in a system
BY MR MACEDO

Q The reality is that the Synons
chat bot and RPA coul d have been -- had to
be published to be operating?

A Yes.

Q But whet her they define the
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conversation before they linked it to the
chatbot or after they linked it to the
chat bot or going back and forth with it,
you don't know and it wasn't inportant to
you because all that matters is it had to
happen before you published?

M5. NGUYEN: (Objection. Form

A Okay. So what |'mtalking
about, I'mtal king about the definition of
the conversation flow, not necessarily the
actual act of chatbot collection. | just
want to make sure --

BY MR MACEDO

Q Correct.

A -- that we're on the sane --

Q We're on the sane page, yeah.

A. | woul d have to define a
conversation flow that would go with the
automati on. They have to sync. They have
to be two things that work together. The
whol e poi nt of patents or any docunent,
nost of the docunments we're tal king about
here, is for these two to work together in

t andem
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| f they have to work in tandem

then both of them have to be defi ned.
Chat bot, chat conversation flow has to be
defined; and the automation process has to
be defined. Those two, if they are not
defi ned, you cannot publish it.

Q Ri ght .

A. | don't know how el se to answer.

Q So the preanble of claim1l tal ks
about defining the automation process, but
the second step of the process is to
associ ate the conversati on whi ch has been
defined with an automati on process.

And the question is: Wen

you' re associ ating a conversation with the
process, do you have to already have the
conversation flow necessarily witten out
to associate it, or can you associate I'm
generating a conversation about buying
tickets and this is the process, |ike
Al'len defines it, and then say that this
process that | defined, now we're going to
create a chatbot that will have this
conversation flow?
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M5. NGUYEN: (Objection. Form
BY MR MACEDQO
Q Do you see the difference? 1In
ot her words, you're tal king about you have

to both define the conversation and the

process.
A. Aut omat ed process.
Q | accept that.

But the question isn't the order
of defining the conversation versus
defining the process. The order is
associ ating the process al ready defined
with the conversation that's being
defi ned?

A And what's the other option?

Not associating it?

Q No. You're going to associate
and you' re going to define the
conversation, but the question is you can
associate first and then define the
conversation or you can define the
conversation and then associate it, right?

A. Let's say | associate buying a

ticket, and then | go create a
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conversation flow for sonmething conpletely

irrelevant. | just don't get it.
Q No, no.
A. That's --
Q That's not ny point.

So in Allen, for exanple, you

spend all of this tinme with PLOWN defi ning

a -- defining an aut omated process?
A Yes.
Q After the process is defined,

then there needs to be a conversation to
gather the information to test the process

or inplenment it?

A A conversation to inplenent it,
yes, Yyes.
Q You want to buy a ticket; you're

going to go to San Francisco at 3:00,

right?

A Yes.

Q So the conversation is what
woul d you like to do. |1'd like to buy a
ticket. Were do you want to go? | want

to go to San Francisco, for exanple.

A. W haven't tal ked about the
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aut omati on process here.

Q Well, but there is an autonation
process that's already set up in Alen
because you train it, right? They use the
PLOWNsystemto train an automation
process. That's what Allen's all about is
training, using PLONto automate a
specific process; and they have different
exanpl e processes, right?

A. Yes.

Q And once the process is trained,
they say now you can inpl enent that

process, right?

A Usi ng a conversational flow.
Q Well, you can inplenent it --
we'll tal k about how in a mnute -- but

you can inplenment it. That's one of the
things --

A You can do that automation
process, yes.

Q Right. You can say to PLOWI
want to buy a book or whatever the
automation process is, right?

A You can show PLOW how to buy a
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book.

Q Well, first you teach PLOW how
to buy a book?

A. Yes.

Q It then saves that autonated
process in to buying a book?

A. Yes.

Q And then you can say to PLOW |
want to buy a book.

A. Yes.

Q And then PLOW can then get
information fromyou so you can buy a
book?

A What book, for exanple, yes.

Q What book and things |ike that.

A. Yes.

Q And one way PLOW coul d have done
it is by hosting a formwhich isn't a
nat ural | anguage conversation, right? One
of these little boxes that you call a form
that you said is not a --

A You can just go to Amazon and
buy it basically.

Q No, no. You can just say give
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nme the -- you want to buy a book, okay.
Gve ne nane, title, and price, whatever
i nformati on you need and then go buy. You
coul d have done that with Allen's PLOAP

M5. NGUYEN. Objection. Form
BY MR MACEDQO

Q Ri ght ?
A. You fill out the things you're
| ooking for, is that what you're sayi ng?
Q Well, Iike PLOWcould have
presented to the user after they say |
want to buy a book, a box that says title
and have themfill in the box, the form
and whatever other information they need
to collect as a result of the training and
then go inplenent it, right?
M5. NGUYEN: (Objection. Form

BY MR MACEDQO

Q That's one way PLOW coul d have
been done?

A But in the case that we're
tal ki ng about, we're tal ki ng about Allen.
Q " mjust tal king about coul d

PLOW have - -
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A You' re tal king about All en.

Q Coul d PLOW have been i npl enent ed
using a box with a formto gather the
title and other infornmation necessary to
buy a book?

A Then how woul d | show t hat
automati on? So the whole point of it is
show ng the automation process, is to show
how that is done in a natural way, right.
It's basically to show how it --

Q That isn't the point of Allen
The point of Allen is a sinple way to
teach an automati on process.

A. Yes, but | have to first teach

it. Wiat |'msaying is --

Q It's taught.
A. Ckay.
Q The conversation in Allen that

Is pertinent is not the conversation of
howit's taught. |[It's the conversation of
how a user can inplenent Allen to automate
buying -- it can buy a book using the
process that was taught?

A. | think the whole point of --
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part of the point of Allenis that it is
flexible and it will find the places where
it actually has to put the book title.

Q | understand. But the
conversation has to collect the
information in the sane way that Synons
conversation collected information?

A. It has to collect information.

Q And it could collect the
i nformati on using natural |anguage or it
could collect it by putting up a table to
have the user type in the infornation,

right?

A. Then it woul dn't bring
conveni ence of a chatbot and a natural
| anguage conversation to do that. It
woul d be different. It would be

different. It wouldn't be PLON Probably
maybe sonet hing el se, PLON2 or PLOW 1.
You m ss the conveni ence of having a human
conversation to do that.

| can refer to sonething in
Allen to specifically tell you about it.

Q Not necessary.
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What | want -- want to
understand fromyou is do you understand
that Allen was a POSI TA?

A Yeah.

Q And do you know what Allen's
background and training was? You're not
going find it

A No, |

i n any of those docunents.
don't know what his
background and training is. But | just --
| think just based on the provided
i nformation that he would have been a
POSI TA.
Q You' re guessi ng?
A ' mjust guessing,

Q Ckay.

yes.
Do you know whet her All en
actually built the software, the PLOAP
A. Do |
Q |

yet .

have Al |l en?

don't think I've marked it

MR. MACEDO  Have | 7?
THE WTNESS: My | have Allen,
pl ease.

MS. NGUYEN:

Counsel, could we

t ake a break?
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MR. MACEDG If he answers this
guestion, we can take the break. |If
he needs Allen to see it, that's fine.
That's his call.
THE WTNESS: Yes, | would like
to see Allen, please.
MR. MACEDO Ckay. We'll pull
Allen for you. It's Tab 40. W
marked it as 11. You have Allen.
THE WTNESS: OCh, yes, yes,
you're right.
BY MR MACEDQO
Q And, renenber, the only question
" masking is do you know whet her Allen
actually published the software PLOW
A And that's why I'mtrying to
review the patent one nore tinme, just to
refresh ny nenory whether -- it's a very
specific question, whether it was
publ i shed.
Q It is. If you |look at Page 2 --
nope, Page 2, before the text. And if you
| ook at the last reference as well as the

ones above it, does that help you figure

2 ESQUIRE

800.211.DEPO (3376)

DEROSITION SOLUTIONS EsquireSolutions.com

256 of 389

03: 27
03: 27
03: 27
03: 27
03: 27
03: 27
03: 27
03: 27
03: 27
03: 27
03: 27
03: 28
03: 28
03: 28
03: 28
03: 28
03: 28
03: 28
03: 28
03: 28
03: 28
03: 29
03: 29
03: 29



© 00 N o o B~ W DN PP

N DD D N NDMNDN P P P PP PP PR R
a b W N B O © 0 N OO0 O M WO N B O

HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024
256

HOVAYOON BEI G, PhD
out an answer?

A Well, it was published -- the
denonstrati on was published, it says. The
denonstrati on of PLOWwas publi shed.

Q And you reviewed that of course,
right?

A. Yeah.

Q You | ooked at the denonstration
t hat was published?

A. No, | didn't |ook at the
denonstration that was published.

Q Wll, you were certainly aware
of PLOW right, because this is core
technol ogy in your core business, right?

A No, | wasn't aware of it.

M5. NGUYEN:. (Objection. Form
BY MR MACEDO:

Q You were not aware of PLOAP

A No.

Q Ckay. And so you actually never
wat ched t he denonstration to see whet her
or not the way the information was
coll ected was using a formwhich you

i ndicate is not natural | anguage
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processi ng?

A. | "' mreadi ng what they specify
as -- no, it's not. No, | didn't watch it
runni ng.

Q Ckay. Columm 12 is where you
describe in -- where Allen describes the
conversation that you rely on, if that's
what you were looking for. It's at the
bott om of Columm 12 starting on Line 63.

A (Wtness review ng docunent.)

And -- and what are you
referring to? You're saying that | was
| ooking for this information?

Q Wll, that's the conversation.
So in the conversation that you relied on,
you relied upon the fact that the system
woul d ask what is the title of the book?

A Yes. (kay. Yes.

Q And if you | ook at Figure 6.
That's an exanpl e of how the system asked
it using the word "nane" instead of title,
correct?

A Yes.

Q And by the way, if you | ook at
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the denonstration and conpare it to Figure
6, you'll see that what they actually did
was present a box that was like a formfor
the user to fill in the actual information
i ke Figure 6 shows?
M5. NGUYEN:. (Objection. Form
BY MR MACEDO

Q Did you know t hat?

A. Did | know what? |'msorry.

Q That PLOWactually used a form
like Figure 6 to gather the information
for the conversation that you're relying
on?

A. Part of the information. And it
al so used what is in 20 -- in 20, for
exanple, in Figure 2 where there is a
conversation back and forth.

Q Well, the conversation that
you're pointing toin Figure 2 is a
trai ning conversation?

A Yes.

Q Not the conversation of the
chat bot conversation?

A Ri ght, but you're saying that it
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only requested the information --

Q Requested the information?

A -- that way but |I'mjust saying
al so requested the information in chat
form

Q To train, not to inplenment. The
bottom of Columm 12 is a conversation
you're relying on to say that Allen
teaches the sane type of natural | anguage
conversation to invoke an RPA as the
Wal kMe patents. But what they actually
use in Allen is what's shown in Figure 6
to collect the title of a book. And that
is a formwhich you said is not a natural
| anguage conversati on?

M5. NGUYEN:. (Objection. Form

A. But | wll read to you fromthe
sane paragraph you are referring to: Once
the conplete -- conplete task is |earned,
the user can enploy PLOWNs task database.
The next tinme he or she wishes to order a
book, the user will only need to say
sonething like -- say sonething |ike, |

want to buy a book.
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That is a conversation. That is
a request.
BY MR MACEDO

Q Well, actually you said in claim
15 that that is not the conversation. The
conversation begins with what is the
title?

M5. NGUYEN:. (Objection. Form
BY MR MACEDO:

Q And the point that |I'mmaking to
you is that if they ask what is the title
like they do in Figure 6, that's not a
conversation according to your testinony
t oday?

A Can you tell nme where -- where
you're tal king about in which -- first of
all, which patent are you tal ki ng about ?

Q "664 claim6 -- '664 claiml15.
And to help you followin claim15, you
need to display the user interface of the
conputer program w dgetco, before the
conversation begins and you woul dn't
di spl ay the conver- -- the w dgetco user

interface unless and until you say | want
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to buy a book because if you want to buy a
ai rpl ane, you wouldn't go to w dgetco, you
go to Travelocity?

A No. But the -- the GU in this
case --

Q Target system right? The
conputer programis the target systenf

A. The --

Q You are relying on Figure 3 to
show what the --

A That's just a snapshot.

Q | understand. |I'mjust telling
you that's what you rely on for claiml.

A But for 15 --

Q | f you | ook at El enent 1A which
you cross-reference on Page 82, you point
to --

A Yes, |'m | ooking at 15 though.
So |l am-- here l'mreally referring to
Figure 1 as being what is the GJ that's
bei ng di spl ayed prior to the conversation.

Q So your interpretation of Allen
Is that the displayed user interface of

the conputer programis the GU in Figure
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1, not w dgetco from Figure 3?

A. Wdgetco is -- is a snapshot
when sone things have been filled. But
this part is what |'"'mreferring to. |I'm
referring to the browser part which is
basically 14 and -- and 12 which is part
of this bigger picture. So this is --
this is the first thing that nust show up.
O herwi se, you can't comrunicate with
Allen at all. Wuld you agree?

Q Not at all

So Figure 1 is not, in ny view,
di spl aying any target. There's no
automation process in Figure 1. It is an
enpty browser. And that -- and that your
read, as | understood it, in Figure 1A was
against Figure 3 and that the target and
that the conputer program was w dgetco
whi ch was i npl enented and accessed with
the browser. |f that's not your read,
then please |let nme know.

A. Yes, that is the location --
that's the portion which is displayed in
Figure 1 prior to anything happening
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because had you not had Figure 1, you
woul dn't be able to communicate wth
Al 'l en.

And | believe |'mreading the
claimcorrectly, but | may be -- nmaybe you
can correct nme. The nethod of claiml
where in the displayed user interface of
the conputer programis displayed prior to
the natural | anguage conversation between
natural | anguage interface and the user --

Q So you --

A -- Figure 1 -- let ne finish
please -- Figure 1 with the GUI. This
| ooks Iike a GUI, doesn't it. The GU,
where it has to be presented because
ot herwi se there's no other way you can
communi cate with Al en.

And before the natural |anguage
under st andi ng which is now Figure 2, for
exanpl e, you can see there's natural
| anguage understanding. So Figure 1 has
to be displayed. This is -- this is the
way you -- and the browser part is what

|"mreferring to in Figure 3 which is just
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one exanpl e, one snapshot.
But this, the GJ part of it,
I ncl udi ng you can see the -- the nouse
here, 18. So the nouse is there. There
Is the graphics here which is the browser.

The browser is a GUJ .

Q So Figure 1 is generated by the
PLOW software, not by w dgetco, right?

A Yes.

Q And so your read of claim15

where it refers to the displayed user
interface of the conputer programis that
the conputer programis PLOWand the

di spl ayed user interface is Figure 1; is
that correct?

A. Yes.

Q And in claiml where it refers
to the displayed user interface of the
conputer program you also are referring
to PLOW as the conputer program and Figure
1 as the display user interface; is that
correct?

A. 1D, is that what you're talking?
Sorry. Read -- tell nme what part of the
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cl ai m
Q So in Elenment 1C, your Paragraph
D, Page 83, it tal ks about an automati on
process configured to perform an
automation of a sequence of interactions
with the displayed user interface of a
conputer programto sinulate user
interaction with displayed interface of
t he computer program
And your read is that Allen --
the conputer programis PLON and the
di spl ayed user interface is the interface
shown in Figure 17
A 1C, right, yeah. That's what |
use on Page 86. | use Figure 1 to...
MR MACEDO (Okay. Let's take a
break. Thank you.
THE VI DEOGRAPHER: W' re goi ng
off the record. The tine is 3:44 p. m
MR. MACEDO  And again, we
caution you not to speak to counsel
during the break.
THE WTNESS: | won't.

(Recess taken.)
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(Wher eupon, Beigi Exhibit 20, US
Pat ent No. 10, 503,627, was marked for
I dentification.)
THE VI DEOGCRAPHER: W are back
on the record. The tine is 4:05 p. m
BY MR MACEDOC
Q Wl cone back, Dr. Beigi.
A. Thank you.
Q Are you still confortable to
testify?
A Yes.
Q And there's no reason why you
can't testify right now?
A. No.
THE VI DEOGRAPHER: Counsel, are
you mc'd?
MR- MACEDO No, | am not.
BY MR MACEDO
Q Let's try that again. Wl cone
back, Dr. Beigi.
A Thank you.
Q Are you confortable to testify?
A Yes.
Q And there's no reason why you're
Z ESQUIRE ozl o T
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not capable of testifying right now?

A. No.

Q And you know you're still under
oat h?

A. Yes.

Q Ckay. So during the break, we
mar ked as Exhibit 20 US Patent No.

10, 503, 627 which was Whatfi x Exhibit 1018,
and that's one of the exhibits that you
relied on.

Do you recogni ze this?

A Yes.

Q And you consi dered Radhakri shnan
Exhibit 20 as part of your analysis for
all three I PRs?

A Yes.

Q And can you read the title of
Exhi bit 20, the Radhakrishnan patent into
t he record?

A. "Robotic process autonation
enabled file dissection for error
di agnosi s and correction.”

Q And where it says "for error

di agnosi s and correction," do you
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understand that that was the purpose of
the robotic process automati on di scussed
I n Radhakri shnan?

A. Yes, a reporting, | believe.

Q And if you | ook at Col um 6,
starting at Line 16, maybe 17, it says:
The present invention | everages robotic
process autonmati on RPA technol ogy to
overcone the technical difficulties of the
probl ens di scussed above to di agnose and
rectify errors -- errors experienced
during typical operation of a system or
user device, right?

A. Yes.

Q And your understandi ng of
Radhakri shnan is that the problemit was
presenting was what happens when there is
a problemin performance on -- on a target
system and how to use an RPA to be able to
determ ne | ater on what happened and how
to fix it, right?

M5. NGUYEN:. (Objection. Form

A. Can you say it again? |'m

sorry, the question please.
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BY MR MACEDQO

Q Sur e.

Way don't you tell ne what you
t hi nk the probl emthat Radhakri shnan was
trying to address was with respect to
di agnosis and rectifying errors
experi enced during typical operation of a
system or user device.

A It was to reduce the anount of
conputing resources required to execute a
task when conpared with executing the sane
task using a traditional application
progranm ng i nterface, when trying to
figure out the errors that woul d happen
and di agnose them to rectify them when,
let's say, a program crashes or sonething
happened.

Q So if I logged into Travelocity
to buy a ticket, the RPA of Radhakri shnan
woul d be running in the background to
determ ne why the system nay have crashed
it?

A It could be.

Q That's the typical use case?
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A It doesn't have to necessarily
run on that side. [t could be running on
t he machi ne that you're using.

Q It could be running on anything?

A. Yes.

Q But that's an exanple of how the
RPA is being inplenented with buying a
ticket?

A. To report the -- and di agnose
what happened, yes.

Q And the RPA is not being run for
t he purpose of actually buying the ticket?

M5. NGUYEN. (Objection. Form

A This is a specific application
that he's talking about. [It's an RPA
nevert hel ess.

BY MR MACEDO

Q Ri ght .

A. Buying a ticket is just another
automati on process you could do, possibly;
but he's concentrating on the specific
application for errors diagnostics.

Q Right. The problemwhich is

bei ng addressed is there's errors, we need
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to diagnose them let's use an RPA to do
t hen??
A Yes.
Q kay. And is that the sane
problemthat the three Wal kMe patents are

addr essi ng?

A. They don't specifically say that
it has to be a specific RPA. It could be.
It's an RPA. | nean, they give exanples.

Q Well, an RPA is a conputer

program and we've had those forever.

A RPA is a robotic program
basically. W haven't had them forever.
We have had themfor a while.

Q And the point is that the
specific RPA or the generalized RPA that
Radhakri shnan is referring to is one for
error detection and for nonitoring an
error detection in whatever device or

conputer systemthat it's nonitoring?

A This is the exanple of his
I nterest.
Q | s there other exanples? That's

the only one | saw you rely on. So if you
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relied on sonething else, et nme know.

A It is an exanple. It's an RPA,
nevertheless. [|t's an autonmated process.
Q Right. And the issue is what is

t he probl emthat Radhakrishnan is
addressing that overlaps with the problem
that the Wal kMe patents are addressing?
And | don't see that overlap, and that's
what I'mtrying to get fromyou

M5. NGUYEN. Objection. Form
BY MR MACEDO

Q Let ne rephrase it.

Do you understand that
Radhakri shnan is addressing a different
probl em than the WAl kMe patents?

A It is addressing the RPA side of
a problem So it's concentrating on RPA
and specifically RPA that does error
correction and di agnosi s.

Q So what problem do you see in
the '732 patent -- that is identified in
the ' 732 patent that you think
Radhakri shnan i s addressing with respect

to claim 1?
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So let ne guide you to the '732

patent for second, and then you can cone

back and | ook at your report. [|f you turn
to Colum 4 --

A |"msorry, which --

Q ' 732.

A. Yes.

Q So read the first sentence on
Colum 4 under line -- starting at Line 59

under the detail ed description.

A One technical problemdealt with
by the disclosed subject matter is to
provide for a user friendly manner of

defining functionality of chatbots.

Q Ckay.

A In particular --

Q You can stop there.

A Yes.

Q Does Radhakri shnan do that?

A Radhakri shnan doesn't handl e
chat bot s.

Q Ckay. So the next sentence

where they're tal king nore about chatbots,

Radhakri shnan doesn't address?
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A In particular defining
automati on processes to be invoked by the
chatbots. They do address the automation

processes part of it.

Q But not being invoked by
chat bot s?

A Not the chatbots.

Q Right. So, again, it's not
addr essi ng the sane probl en?

A. It's addressing part of the
pr obl em

Q The problemis defining the

automati on processes to be invoked by the
chat bots, not nerely defining the
aut omati on processes, right?

A Wll, it's defining automation
processes to be invoked by chatbot. So |

read that as defining the automation

process.
Q But it's not the problemnerely
of defining the automation process. |It's

defining an automati on process in the
context of being invoked by a chatbot,

right?
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A It hasn't gotten to that point

because it just says defining automation

processes. It's -- it's --
Q No, it doesn't say that.
A Basically it's saying that it's

going to get to that point. But it's
sayi ng defining automati on processes to be
I nvoked by the chatbot. The main thing is
the defining of the automati on process.
That's the way | read it.

Q | woul d di sagree because the
rest of the sentence is going on for many
lines is taking about chatbots?

A. |"msaying it's setting it.
That's what |'msaying. |'msaying in
this one specific point, he's defining the
aut omati on process.

Q No, it's defining the autonmation
process to be invoked by the chatbot,
ei ther dedi cated chatbot such as
I npl emrented by a target system where the
functionality is invoked or even by a
third-party services such as Facebook

Messenger where the communication platform
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for the chatbot services which |ater
i nvokes the automation process itself on
the target system

A So in that |ong sentence, what
Is the action? It's defining automation
processes.

Q No, it's defining automation
processes in the context of a chatbot.

A | under st and.

Q | f you defined an aut omati on
process and there was no chatbot, there

woul dn't be anyone sitting in this room

ri ght now.
A. You asked ne whet her
Radhakri shnan handl es any part -- covers

any part of this and | said, yes, the
defining of the --

Q No, | didn't ask that. That's
what you want to answer. | asked does it
address the sanme problem And | don't
think it addresses the sane probl em
because Radhakri shnan is not about
defi ning automati on process to be invoked

by chat bot s.
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THE WTNESS: |'msorry. Do you
m nd goi ng back, Court Reporter? Do
you m nd goi ng back to the original
guestion that was asked about this? |
remenber sonething |ike does
Radhakri shnan handl e any or sonet hi ng
like that. |1'm paraphrasing.
BY MR MACEDO

Q | said: So the next sentence
where they are tal king nore about
chat bots, Radhakrishnan doesn't address.

And then you said: In

particul ar defining autonmati on processes
to be invoked by chatbots, they do address
t he automati on process of --

A Part of it.

Q -- part of it.

And | said: Not being invoked

by chatbots, not by chatbots, right?

So again, it's not addressing
the sanme problem It's addressing
part of the problem

| said: The problemis defining

aut omati on processes to be invoked by
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the chatbot, not nerely defining the

automati on process, right?

And then you started trying to
parse the probl em

| never said part of the
problem | said the full problem

A You said does it address. And
i f | say, no, then he doesn't address any
of that where he is addressing the chat --
the automation part. |'mjust being --
|"mclarifying ny answer.

Q Ckay. Let's just be clear --

A Yes.

Q -- Radhakri shnan does not
address chat bot s?

A | said that already. Yes,
that's correct.

Q And Radhakri shnan does not
address conversations invoked by -- I'm
sorry. Radhakrishnan does not address
automati on processes that would be invoked
by a chat bot ?

A That's correct.

Q Ckay. |If you go to Colum 5, it
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tal ks about anot her technical problem may
be to enabl e defining automati on processes
i n a manner that enables themto be
i npl enented even if its changes are
performed by the underlying platform

Do you see that?

A. | just found it, so.

Q Colum 5, Line 49.

A Yes, | see that.

Q And that's not the problemthat

claiml1l of the '732 patent is addressing,
right?
You're | ooking at the ' 7327

A The '664. | said they are very
simlar. Wereis ny --

Q And, Dr. Beigi, just to be
clear, |I'mnot suggesting that one of the

ot her patents don't address that problem
| "' m saying that the ' 732 patent doesn't
address the problemto enabl e defining
automati on processes in a manner that
enables themto be inplenented even if
changes are perforned on the underlying

pl at f or n??
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A | understand. What were you

referring to then? You said go back and

| ook at sonething, and | wasn't -- | saw
the -- another technical.

Q Ckay.

A | was readi ng, yeah

Q So what |"msaying is that in

Colum 5 that addresses a second techni cal

probl em - -
A | see.
Q -- and that technical problem

relates to enabling defining autonation
processes in a manner that enables themto
be i nplenmented even if changes are
performed to the underlying platform
That's not the problemthat is

bei ng addressed by the claimof '732

pat ent ?
A. VWi ch claimof the '732 patent?
Q Caiml
A Not cl ai m 1.
Q Right. So the problemthat you

understand claim1l is addressing i s nore

towards the first problemthat we said
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Radhakri shnan is not involved with, right?

A Yes, for that | use Krishnan,
yes.

Q Ckay. So with respect to claim
1 of the '734 [sic] patent, Radhakrishnan
I's not addressing the problemof how to
define a conversation to i nvoke an RPA
process, right?

A. Ri ght .

Q Let's | ook at the Dayanandan - -
I n your expert report, you summari ze what
Dayanandan | eaves out, right?

A | believe | did.

Q Look at it --

A | ' m | ooki ng.

Q -- and if you could just give ne
a short -- a short explanation of what you
think. W are only using the '664 patent.

A ' 6647

Q Yeah.

A Ckay. Thank you. The sunmary
of that, you want ne to read it and give
you a sunmary or just read this?

Q | just want you to read it and
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just say in a sentence or two, what
probl em t hat Dayanandan i s addressi
A It is addressing finding

el ements of a GUI, by using sone --

a threshold to make a deci si on.

aJ ?
M5. NGUYEN:. (Obj ecti on.

have your objection?

M5. NGUYEN: Yes.

MR MACEDO  Wiat's your
obj ecti on?

M5. NGUYEN:  Uncl ear.

MR. ARJOVAND: And it's
conmpound.

BY MR MACEDO

ne.

exanpl e, vectorial representation and by

using a score based on that and then using
Q And is it doing it of an active

GUJ, or is it doing it of a nockup of a

MR. MACEDO  Mockup is what the

patent says, Counsel. Do you still

Q Did you understand ny question?

A. It was a little bit unclear for

is the

ng?

for

Form
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Q Wi ch part do you need
clarified?

A Pl ease restate it, and I'Il tell
you which part.

Q Wll, you referred to Dayanandan
as addressing a GJ. And | wanted to know
Is it addressing an active GJ or is it
addressi ng a nockup of sonethi ng which
will potentially becone a GU ?

M5. NGUYEN. Sane obj ecti on.

A My understanding is that --

BY MR MACEDO

Q Go ahead.

A Shoul d I answer?

Yes, ny understanding is that it
is trying to find the elenents of the GU.
So the vector definitions may be based on
sone nockup, but actual active -- when you
actually are trying to figure out which
el ement is being used, it could be active.

Q Right. But it's doing it in the
context of trying to figure out howto map
existing RPAs to a nockup that wll be
generated, right? In other words, the
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problemthat they had is that they start
off wwth a nockup of a new GU and they
need to figure out howdo | tie this to ny
exi sting RPAs, right?

A It's to find the element. So
that there are two things, but one of
them which I"'mreferring to here, is to
find the elenents of the GU and find out
whi ch one is the one that, let's say, the
person is addressing. So it's -- it's
trying to find the cl osest one using the
vectorial representations of the el enents.
And, you know, | would like to read it
actually just so | don't m scharacteri ze
it.

Q | apol ogi ze. He was supposed to
have a copy, but he has to get one.

A "Il read fromny decl arati on.

Q You can read fromyour notes, if
you want. That's absolutely fine.

A Yes, fromny declaration --

Q You don't need to read out your

decl ar ati on.
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A No, just this part which in
reference to this. So what |'msaying is
t hat Dayanandan di scl oses representing
different aspects or paraneters of the
data object or U elenents using a
mul ti di nensi onal vector. Each avail able
data obj ect may be represented by a
mul ti di nensi onal vector, data object
vector where the vector for a data object
represents different aspects of the data
obj ect .

Q So you're tal king about the

sol ution, not the problem

A. The problemis to find the
el ement s.
Q No. The problemis you have a

nmockup and in the nockup, they need to nap
sonething to elenents. And so what they
are doing is they are using a simlarity
score to say that this elenent in the
nockup corresponds to sonething that |
al ready know about ?

A Into a real GU -- in a real
aJl .
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Q Ri ght .

A But that real GUI is a live GUJ.
So you have a nockup, and you're trying to
map the live GUJ because you use both live
and nockup so I'mjust trying to verify.
The live GUI itens to map to the nockup --
this is just expectation that they have.
And using this vectorial representation,
usi ng threshol di ng and using the score.

Q And in the '664 patent, are they
concerned about nockups of websites or
QU s?

A. Since you said '664, | just want
to specifically -- we have three patents
and | want to --

Q | understand. The only
techni cal probl ens addressed are the ones
you read before, but you're welcone to
| ook.

A. |"ve got to find it. Wat is
t he exhibit nunber? | have it. | have
it. | found it.

Q So we are | ooking at Exhibit 8
which is the '664 patent, and you're going
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to tell nme whether the '664 patent poses
as a problemhowto find elenents in a
nockup of a GUI

A. Yeah, so Part 1 of claim9 in
'664 where it says: Automation process
defines an operation to be perfornmed with
respect to an elenent in the displayed
user interface wherein the automation
process identifies the el enent based on --
i dentifies beyond based on the plurality

of paraneters of the el enent.

Q And does that say nockup?

A. The word "nockup,” no.

Q Does it say the concept nockup?
A Wll, it inplies it here in the

second part of the claim where it says:
Wherein said identifying the el enent
conprises conputing a simlarity score for
each elenment in the displayed user
interface, the live one, using the
plurality of paranmeters of the el enent,
the vector, and selecting a sel ected

el ement having a highest simlarly

score -- selected el enent.
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Sel ected el enent being in a
reference. It has to have a reference to
conpare to.

Q It's not a nockup. Those are
both |ive systens, right?

A Name it what you wll, but there
Is a reference.

Q It's not what I'"'mnamng it.
It's what the patent and prior art names
it.

I n other words, the problemthat
Radhakri shnan is addressing is for -- is
to how to map a nockup of a potential GU
to a future QU ?

A |"msorry. W' re tal king about
t he Radhakri shnan agai n?

Q |"'msorry. Dayanandan. |'m
sorry. Let ne restart that.

A. Yes, please.

Q The probl em that Dayanandan is
addressing is they receive a nockup and
they have to figure out how do | nmake the
el ements of this nockup link to other

t hi ngs?
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A O vice versa.

Q O like other things to the
nockup one way or the other?

A VWhich is what | read here.

Q No. Because what you read

there, there is no nockup. There is no
GU that hasn't been posted yet?

A. There is a reference el enent.

Q But the reference elenent is the
exi sting el enent, not a nockup?

A Wi ch is defined by paraneters.

Q But the reference elenent is
froman automation process agai nst an

actual target systenf

A Yes.
Q It's not a nockup?
A. That's what |"'msaying. It's a

conpari son of two possible GU elenents so
you have a |ive one and then you have
anot her one and you're trying to conpare
whet her this elenent is the sane el enent
or it refers to the sane thing

Q You' re confusing the technical

solutions with the technical problens.
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The technical problemthat's

bei ng addressed is invoking a -- a RPAin
the context of using a chat. That's the
technical problem That's not the sane
probl em t hat Dayanandan i s addressi ng,
right?

A. | amreferring to Dayanandan --

Q Answer ny question. Is it the
sane or different problemthat Dayanandan
I s addressi ng?

A VWhat is the sane or not? Sorry.
Can you read that back?

Q The problemin Dayanandan is
starting off wwth the nockup of a new
QU -- I'"'msorry. Hold on. Sorry.

A By the way, do I have
Dayanandan?

Q | think we do now. Do we have
Dayanandan?

MR HART: |t was 12.

BY MR MACEDO

Q Ch, we've nmarked it as 12. You
have it.

A. Yes.
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Q The problemin the '664 patent
is we're trying to define a conversation
in a user friendly way and tie it to
I nvoke an autonated process, and part of
that is they have to select the process
that's going to invoke and go forward and
then invoke it in claiml, right?

And then the dependent claim
whi ch you're relying on Dayanandan is
tal ki ng about how they are using the
paraneters to i nplenent the process.

A How they are identifying --
M5. NGUYEN. (Objection. Form
A How t hey are identifying
specific, in their words, wherein, so they
say -- I'mjust going to read it again.

Wherei n the automati on process
defines an operation to be perfornmed with
respect to an elenent in the displayed
user interface, wherein the automation
process identifies -- that's the nmain
point, right, main goal -- identifies the
el ement based on plurality of paraneters

of the el enents.
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So each elenent has plurality of
paraneters that defines the elenent, and
it's identifying the el enent.

Q And what woul d be a paraneter of
an elenent, right where you are, fromthe
'664 patent? You're still Iooking for the
par anet er ?

A. Yes.

MR MACEDO |'IIl tell you what,
|"mgoing to wthdraw that questi on.
|"mgoing to go on to a new line. |
don't really want to take a break, but
If you're going to want to take a
break in 15 mnutes, |'d rather do it
now. But |'d like to keep it short.

M5. NGUYEN. How long will the
new | i ne of questions be?

MR. MACEDO Know ng ne, | never
know. | think lines are short, but
they don't always end up that way with
W t nesses.

M5. NGUYEN: Yeah, let's take a
br eak.

MR MACEDO (Okay. Let's keep
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it under five, please.
M5. NGUYEN: Ckay.
MR MACEDO  CGkay. Thank you.
THE VI DEOGRAPHER: W' re goi ng
off the record. The tine is 4:43 p.m
(Recess taken.)
(Wher eupon, Beigi Exhibit 21, US
Pat ent Application No. 2017/0250930,
was marked for identification.)
THE VI DEOCCRAPHER: W are back
on the record. The tine IS 5:08 p. m
BY MR MACEDQO
Q Wl conme back.
A Thank you.
Q Are you capabl e of continuing?
A Yes.
Q Geat. W narked as Exhibit 21
US Patent Publication 2017/0250930 Al to
Ben -- and I'm going to m spronounce it,
but it's Itzhak is how!l got it. And it
was marked as Watfix Exhibit 1034, and |
believe you used it in the '732 | PR
And first just tell ne if you
recogni ze Ben-Itzhak.
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A. Yes.

Q Yes, you do recognize
Ben- 1t zhak?

A. Yes.

Q And this is the reference you

relied on in the "732 PR correct? |It's
Exhi bit 1034.

A. Yes.

Q Now, if you could just read the
title into the record.

A "Interactive Content
Recomendati on Personalization Assistant.”

Q Okay. And your understanding is
that Ben-ltzhak is about a personalized
content recomendati on provision and

met hod?

A. Yes.
Q And the technical field was
content recommendation that -- where it's

set forth in Paragraph 2 of Ben-Itzhak,
right? Again, |ooking at Exhibit 21.

A A bit nore because it says at
the present disclosure relates to content

recommendati on networks, as you said, and
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nmore particularly went into interactive
content recomendati on personalization
communi cati on assi stant engaging in
I nteractions, exanple conversations with
users to identify appropriate content
recommendation to provision, to users, and
el ectroni c environnent.

Q The problemis figuring out what
Is the content that the user should watch?

A. Yes.

Q And that's not a problemthat's
presented in the '732 patent with respect
to the disclosure there, right?

A So ' 732 does not give as an
exanple, if | recall correctly, an exanple
of content recommendati on.

| s that what you're asking?

Q Yes.

A Yes.

Q Ckay. And so Ben-ltzhak is
directed to a different problemand a
different field of endeavor than the '732
pat ent ?

A | wouldn't say that because of
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the specific part that I just read, nore
particularly, to an interactive content
recomendati on personalization
comruni cati on assi stant engaging in
I nteractions, conversations with users to
i dentify appropriate content
recomendati ons to provision, to users,
and el ectroni c environnent.

So while the exanple that -- of
their interest is content recomendati on,
the relevant part is not that. The
rel evant part is automating that using an
I nteractive conversational system

Q Wll, it's an interactive
conversation elenent to identify
personal i zed recommendati ons?

A. That's the problemthey are set
out to solve.

Q VWiich is different than the ' 732
patent. | think you already agreed to
that. Feel free to | ook at anything you
want .

A. | said it wasn't an exanpl e that

was used. If that's still the question,
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then | did agree with that.
But | felt a different question

this time. Can you repeat that? Is it

the sane? | thought it was different
slightly.
Q You said that the problemthat

was set to be solved in Ben-ltzhak was

I nteractive conversation alnost to
identify personal recommendations. And |
said that that was different than the ' 732
patent, and | just want to confirmthat
you agreed that they are directed at

di fferent problens.

A The ' 732 doesn't specifically
say what information process. So this
could be an automati on process that |
woul d say they would do because it's
just -- the technical field that they
specify in '732 is the present disclosure
relates to user interfaces and
conputeri zed systens in general and to
user interfaces for automatic processes,
this being one, that utilized chatbots in

particul ar.
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Q | s Ben-1tzhak an aut onated
process? | read Ben-Itzhak as inproving a
conversation that resulted not in an
aut omat ed process but in providing a
better recomendati on.

A That providing a better
recomrendation is a process that it's
trying to achieve.

Q But it's not --

A -- achieve -- sorry. It's a --
iIt's a chatbot systemthat's trying to
achi eve that.

Q But not an RPA? It's not an
aut omat ed process in the sense of an RPA
or in the sense of any of the Wal kive
patents, right? The context of the Wal kMe
patents --

MR MACEDO |I'll withdraw the
| ast questi on.
BY MR MACEDO

Q The context of the Wal kMe
patents is to automate processes to
repl ace humans in doing things, for

exanple, right?

2 ESQUIRE

800.211.DEPO (3376)

DEROSITION SOLUTIONS EsquireSolutions.com

299 of 389

05:
05:
05:
05:
05:
05:
05:
05:
05:
05:
05:
05:
05:
05:
05:
05:
05:
05:
05:
05:
05:
05:
05:
05:

15
15
15
15
15
15
15
15
15
15
15
15
15
15
15
15
16
16
16
16
16
16
16
16



© 00 N o o B~ W DN PP

N DD D N NDMNDN P P P PP PP PR R
a b W N B O © 0 N OO0 O M WO N B O

HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD

June 25, 2024

WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD. 299
HOVAYOON BEI G, PhD

A. Yes.

Q And that's not what Ben-ltzhak's
process is. They are trying to nake a
better recomendati on engi ne, not repl ace
soneone who answers questions about what
nmovies | should watch, right?

A. Well, just give nme one second.

Q And if you could just identify
for the record what you're | ooking at.

A ' m | ooking at ny argunent
regardi ng claim 61621 of '732.

Q And are you doing it with
respect to Synons, WIlliam and Ben-Itzhak
or with respect to Allen over Ben-Itzhak?

A At this point, |I'mlooking at
the Allen one.

Q The Al en one?

A. Yes.

Q Ckay. Ckay. Have you found any
di scussions so far in your review rel ating
to what problens are being addressed by
Ben- 1t zhak?

A. That wasn't what | was | ooki ng
for. | was looking for -- trying to
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answer your question where you're saying
that a human -- replacenent of a human
because recommendati on system can
presunmably be, of course, a human can make
recommendations. So | was trying to nake
sure that | answered that properly.

Q Ckay. | wasn't trying to focus
on the human part of it, just to be clear.

A. That's what | catch -- sorry --
caught. Can we go agai n though?

Q Sure. Wiat I'mtrying to
understand is that the point of Ben-Itzhak
was to nmake a better recomendation
system not to automate sone other
existing process with a -- wth a RPA bot.

A So to conme up with that better
recomendati on system there is a
conversation going on and he's automati ng
that process. But not -- not a RPAin

t hat sense, yeah

Q Right. So there's no RPAs
I nvol ved?

A Wll, there is the fact that it
can provide, for exanple, links to things
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that can then provide, you know, whatever
you're -- the actual act that you're
| ooking for, which is the -- you know, the
contents that you're |ooking for, so
depending on if you |l ook at that as the
t hi ng being automated or not. And that's
why | just wanted to be sort of specific
about that.

Q (kay. So the -- the reason why
you're relying on Ben-lItzhak is to say
that you could nodify Allen to | eave the
GJ in Figure 1, which you think is the
nost i nportant GU that we've been
di scussing, and connect it to -- to a
third-party nmessaging service which is
sonebody el se's chat, right?

A. For -- for a third-party
nmessage, Yyes.

Q Right. And why would a POSI TA
in 2017 want to nove to Facebook Messenger
when they are trying to inplenent the
Al'l en invention?

And you're still looking in the

sane portion of your expert report?
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A Yes, | was going to continue. |
have to review sone of this, if you don't
m nd.

Q You don't know why the
conbi nati on nmakes sense?

A | have to refer to ny
decl arati on.

Q Ckay. You're not going to say
anything different than what you put in
your decl aration then?

A Depends.

Q What ever notivation you put in
your declaration is the notivation you're
going to offer?

A It depends. | would |ike to see
what | said in the declaration and then
opine onit, if -- if you would ne |ike
to.

Q |f that's how we're going -- |
need to get your answer so if that's the
way you have to do it, that's fine.

A So can you ask the question
again now, now that | have reviewed this.

Q Do you know why the conbi nation
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makes sense in Allen, when Allen has a
very special chatbot in it that is being
used particularly to train and i npl enent
the systemthat is disclosed? Wy would
it make sense to nove it over to Facebook
Messenger ?

A. Wel |, because it would basically
expand the possibilities of the different
things that it can do because it can use a
third-party nessaging systemin order to
do that, which -- which would basically --
it means it wll expand its realm

Q So woul d Facebook Messenger have
the ontol ogical framework that Allen
relies upon in its chatbot?

A | haven't spoken about Facebook
Messenger. But are you specifically
t al ki ng about Facebook Messenger?

Q Wll, it's one of the nost
popul ar nmessengers. |Is there a different
nmessenger service that you would say it
woul d be obvious to change Allen to?

A. So what is -- what is being

referred toin -- in Ben-ltzhak is
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actually the ones that I'm-- | wasn't
famliar with the Kik, but | was famliar
wth Tel egram Wpr, WatsApp, and Apple
Messenger. So these are sone of the ones
that -- that he tal ks about.

Q And do any of those apps use the
sane ontol ogi cal framework that Allen
does?

A. So these other systens the -- if
they inplenent a chatbot basically, then
what it's saying, it mght be able to
extend that and be able to use that,
utilize that. So if there is a
conversational systemthat they could use,
then -- then basically...

Q So if you use What sApp as your
chat bot instead of 20 in Figure 1, would
you still have the display of 12 in Allen
as nodified by you?

A. Exhibit 12, oh, you nmean -- |'m
sorry. \Wat do you nean "by display of
127"

Q In -- in Allen, you have the

chat conversation that you refer to in Box
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20.

A. Yes.

Q And you al so have the w dgetco
screen which you have in Box 12?

A Ri ght, the boxes.

Q And so in Allen, if you were to
use What sApp as the nessenger service
I nstead of Box 20, woul d Wat sApp di spl ay
the equivalent of what's in Box 12 of
Al |l en?

A So the conversation agent would
then go -- ny presunption would be it
woul d go where the bottompart is -- and
don't renenber the nunber now because
don't have it in front of ne, Allen. But
there is a bottom part that says
conversation. There is a user --

Q You have it?

A No, | don't have it in front of
nme.

Q Ch, it's in your expert report
if you want to | ook at the picture.

A Yes.

Q " m | ooki ng on Page 82 of the
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' 664.

A Ckay. Thank you.

Q | think it's --

A Yeah, so |I'mtal king about the
bottom part which is the 20.

Q Box 207?

A 20, yes.

Q So Box 20 is Allen's proprietary
chat engine, right?

A Yes.

Q And Box 12 is the GQUJ where they
are mrroring whatever w dgetco or Amazon
or whatever, right?

A Yes.

Q And that's different than
What sApp or any of the other nessaging
servi ces because they don't have the
equi val ent of 127

A. The -- the actual, yeah.

Q Ri ght .

A Yeah, I'mstill |ooking at the
wrong figure, but 12 being the -- the
browser part.

Q Ri ght .
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A. Yes.

Q And so if you nodified Allen to
replace its nessaging service with
What sApp or any of the other ones you --
you had, then you would | ose Box 12
because it wouldn't be in Messenger or the
ot hers which is why you need the |ink
that's being tied in Ben-Itzhak, right?

A Yeah, so, based on the -- based
on Box 20, which is a conversation, of
course, the conversation could be
third-party conversation going on.

Q But not in Allen because Allen
Is teaching you that you use their
chat bot ?

A But this is a nodification.
Using that it's like nodifying Allen,
right, so --

Q Right. You're proposing to
renove -- to nove the conversation that
I npl emrents the -- the RPA into the
Messenger app and when you do that --

What sApp or whi chever one want you want to
choose?
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A. Yes.

Q When you do that, those apps do
not include the equivalent of GU 12 in
the browser?

A But that's where you woul d
actually have a link that would take you
to the right place. But the browser can
actually go to a link. The browser allows
you to end up in a link.

Q But you don't have the browser
anynore so you can't neet the independent
cl ai m because there's no browser under
your nodification?

A The chat that's going on using
the third party, it's a conversation,
right. Chatbot, it's processing. Text
goes out. Text cones back in. Let's say
we're just doing text. Text goes out.
Text cones back in responses. And it
could provide links to -- you know, so
basically could provide a link to a URL or
URI, which then, we can actually, even
under Allen, execute because we do have a

browser under Allen in a conbination, in a
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conbi ned ver si on.

version you're replacing the Figure 1

or one of the other nessenger service
So those -- those nessenger services
have 12.

A. But you're just really plac

t he conversation part.
Q Ri ght. And when you're doi

t he conversation --

A. Conversation is on the bott

Q -- you don't have 12. Ther
no di spl ayed user interface --

A But you can nonitor that.

Q |"msorry?

A. But you can nonitor that

conversati on.

Q On VWhat sApp?

A. You can nonitor the
conversation, the conversation that's
goi ng t hrough What sApp under All en.
can if you wanted to.

Q It doesn't teach that. You

Q No | onger -- no, in the conbined

interface with an interface using What sApp

S.

don't

I ng

ng

om

e's

You

're
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just assum ng you could do that?

A | ' m sayi hg you coul d conbi ne.
You could basically -- if you took the
conversation that is comng back in the
text response that's com ng back,
you're -- the whole point is that with
Al l en you have to nonitor it, of course,
right, because there is a nessagi ng goi ng
back and forth.

Q Well, you have to nonitor for
training. You don't have to nonitor it
for inplenentation?

A. Well, even for inplenentation,
there is a request that's being made, if
it's a conversational request. You have
to figure out what the person is asking if
it is a request going through nessagi ng
services system |ike a conversati onal
system

Q That's different than
noni t ori ng.

A Ch, no, nonitoring the
conversation between the chat system

Q Ckay. So the issue is you're
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repl acing the conversation using Allen's
very specific chat functions with Tel egram
and What sApp. And when you do that, are
you replacing all of Figure 1 with
What sApp, or are you going to keep Figure
1 with What sApp?

A. No, | would say it's the -- just
the natural |anguage interface part of the
Figure 1.

Q And did you say that in your
expert report?

A Yes, | say the -- hence,
Ben-1tzhak's conversation agent is a
natural | anguage interface inplenented by
a third-party nessaging service. Sorry,
| et me go back.

Q So while you' re | ooking, what
|'"'masking you is: D d you say how you're
going to change Allen in view of
Ben-1tzhak? Like, Allen says this but I'm
going to change it to do that. That's
what |'m | ooking for.

A. So here the conversation agent

is replaced -- is inplenented by a third
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party. So | say that in the conversation
agent, natural |anguage interface part --
natural |anguage interface is inplenented
by a third-party nessagi ng service such as
Ki k, Telegram Wpr, \WatsApp, Apple
Messages. The user may be associated with
one or nore third-party applications,
pl atforns, devices, systens, or network
| Ds and associated wwth a user ID froma
third-party system
So because they are associ at ed

with this on that -- on their system and
If you're nonitoring this, you would be
able to pick up on what -- in Allen, then
you woul d be able to pick up what sort of
aut omation, what -- where you woul d sent
t hem

Q So here's ny question.

A Yeah.

Q |s the user logging in to
What sApp or whi chever app you choose to
have the conversation in that native app,
in the context of your nodification of

Allen, or is it using Figure 1 to interact

2 ESQUIRE

800.211.DEPO (3376)

DEROSITION SOLUTIONS EsquireSolutions.com

313 of 389

05: 35
05: 35
05: 35
05: 35
05: 36
05: 36
05: 36
05: 36
05: 36
05: 36
05: 36
05: 36
05: 36
05: 36
05: 36
05: 36
05: 36
05: 36
05: 36
05: 36
05: 36
05: 36
05: 36
05: 36



© 00 N o o B~ W DN PP

N DD D N NDMNDN P P P PP PP PR R
a b W N B O © 0 N OO0 O M WO N B O

HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024
313

HOVAYOON BEI G, PhD
in-- as Allen taught?

A | would say Figure 1 to
communi cate with a systemw th which it
has a user ID. Then it can go through
that and go to the nessagi ng system and
cone back and then it can nonitor what's
going on and then do whatever it needs to
do on top of that.

Q And is it doing that through the
browser in 12, or is it substituting for
the specific natural |anguage generator in
207

A. So | would say the natural
| anguage interface part is the 20, which
Is basically conversing and it's being
repl aced by sone third-party system which
has sone i dea about who this person is
because they have a user ID.

And based on the conversation
that is being nonitored, Allen can, you
know, take whatever information that they
sent back in a URL or whatever, and then
It does have a browser at its disposal.

It can actually inplenent it using that
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browser because if it goes through its
system then it can nonitor the

conver sati on.

Q And t he paragraph you' re reading
fromis what paragraph nunber?

A 212.

Q And ot her than what you wote in

212, there's no place el se where you
descri be what you just said as the
nodi fication that you' re proposing for
Al'l en?

A. O her than 212? So 213 is al so
describing in the context of Ben-Itzhak.
It says: Ben-Itzhak discloses that
personal i zed contact recommendati on system
recei ves one or nore nessages, text,

vi deo, video gesture, et cetera, fromthe
user in an active conversation -- so this
could be actually Allen receiving it -- or
user session, and generate one or nore
personal i zed content reconmendati ons.

Q So you're saying that you woul d
nodify Allen to have a conversation to

gener ate personal recomendations, as
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taught in Ben-Itzhak, because that's the
sentence you just read ne?
A Yes.
Q That's your proposed
nmodi fi cation of Allen?
A That is one way you can nodify
it, yes.

MR. MACEDO Ckay. | thank you
for your tine. And | have no nore
questions at this tine.

But | reserve the right to
redirect, if there's any questions
asked by your counsel or if you do any
nodi fications to your report --

THE W TNESS: Ckay.

MR MACEDO -- or your
t esti nony.

THE WTNESS: Ckay. Thank you.

MR. MACEDO | appreciate your
time. Thank you. | knowit's been a
| ong day.

Counsel ?

M5. NGUYEN: Can we take a
br eak?
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MR. MACEDO  Sure.

THE VI DEOGRAPHER: W are goi ng
off the record. The tinme is 5:54 p.m
[ sic].

(Recess taken at 5:40 p.m)

THE VI DEOGRAPHER: W are goi ng
back on the record. The tine is
6:04 p. m

M5. NGUYEN. As | was sayi ng,
it's really close to the end of the
day, and we believe we have redirect
so we think this is a good natural
st oppi ng poi nt.

MR MACEDO W don't agree. If
you want to keep going, if you have
redirect, get going. W'IIl finish it
tonmorrow if we don't finish it
tonight. W have at |least a half an
hour that we set aside, so go for it.

MS. NGQUYEN: No, we --

MR MACEDO If you don't do
your redirect now, we're going to
treat the deposition as closed and we

can call the PTAB if you want.
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M5. NGUYEN: Happy to call PTAB.
But this does not nean the deposition
I's cl osed.

MR. MACEDO Do you have any
guestions to ask now?

M5. NGUYEN: That's not what
we' re tal ki ng about .

MR MACEDO Yes, it is. Do you
have any questions to ask now?

M5. NGUYEN. | don't see why |
have to answer that question.

MR MACEDO If you can't answer
the question, |I'massum ng you have no
guestions to ask now and the
deposition's over.

M5. NGUYEN: That's your
assunption. It's probably a wong
assunption; but if you'd |like, we can
call the board.

MR. MACEDO (kay. Contact the
board. Let's get it going because
we're not going to continue this
deposition beyond today if you don't
start your redirect now.
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M5. NGUYEN: Let's call the
board. We've got six hours of
redirect.

MR MACEDO Not if you don't
start now.

M5. NGUYEN. That was not part
of the deposition.

MR. MACEDO  Yeah, you don't get
to take the night off --

M5. NGUYEN. We're not taking
the night off.

MR MACEDO  Excuse ne. You
spent the last 20 mnutes -- you could
have done your redirect over the |ast
20 m nutes. You could have done -- |
gi ve you a warning nore than an hour
and a half ago that we're going to
have this avail able to do today.

| f you have redirect, you can
get started now and we'll finish it
t onor r ow.

|f you can't get started now,
then I don't think we need to go on
with this deposition and the
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deposition is term nated.

M5. NGUYEN: Let's call the
board if that's how you feel. If you
feel that you have the -- if you feel
that you have the opportunity to cut
us off fromthe redirect which we're
entitled to --

MR MACEDO |'mnot cutting you
of .

MS. NGQUYEN:  You are.

MR MACEDO |'menabling you to
do it right now.

M5. NGUYEN: No, you literally
said we can finish this deposition
now. So let's call the board.

MR MACEDO If you -- yeah. |
literally | said that if you can't
take your redirect now then --

M5. NGUYEN. No. That's just
i ke how form obj ections were not
stipulated by the parties. There's
nothing in the deposition notice that
says, oh, if, you know, petitioner

wants to cut off the deposition at
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appropri ate stopping point, that
Charl es Macedo -- Macedo gets a chance
to stop the deposition. Let's call
t he board.

MR MACEDO No. The deposition
Is --

M5. NGUYEN: | want to call the
boar d.

MR MACEDOC No, we will call
the board. He's getting the nunber
ri ght now.

M5. NGUYEN. Ckay. Let's do it.

MR MACEDO M point to you is
that the deposition is neant to
continue. You are stopping the
deposi tion.

M5. NGUYEN: |'m not stopping
it. It's 6:00. W tal ked about
earlier --

MR. MACEDO It wasn't 6:00 when
we took a break. We tal ked about
6:30. There's a half an hour --

M5. NGUYEN: We did not. You
said 6:00 to 6:30.
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MR. MACEDO  Yeah, and we broke
at 5:40 so we had 20 m nutes at that
point for you to ask questions.

You' ve wasted a | ot of people's
time, and we're going to ask for
costs. You're nmeking people stay an
extra day because you are not asking
your questions now, sO we're going to
ask for costs.

Ckay. W can go off the record.

THE VI DEOGRAPHER: You said go
off the record?

MR. MACEDO  Yep.

THE VI DEOGRAPHER: Before | go
off the record, | just want to confirm
that Anster has a standi ng order for
an MPEG sync.

MR. MACEDO | don't understand
what you sai d.

THE VI DEOGRAPHER: | just wanted
to confirmthat you guys have a
standi ng order for video?

MR. MACEDO. W have ordered the

vi deo, yes.
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THE VI DEOGRAPHER: Okay. And
for the other firm | just want to --
woul d like to know if you guys are
orderi ng.

MS. NGUYEN:  Yes.

THE VI DEOGRAPHER:  Yes.

MS. NGUYEN:  Yes.

THE VI DEOGRAPHER: (kay. And
will you need it synced with the --
synced wth the transcript?

MS. NGQUYEN:  Yes.

THE VI DEOGRAPHER: Ckay. W are
going off the record. The tine is
6: 08 p. m

(Recess taken.)

THE VI DEOGRAPHER: W are goi ng
back on the record. The tine is
6:16 p. m

MR. MACEDO. So we're back on
the record.

Unfortunately, Dr. Beigi, we
t hi nk that your counsel should have
done your redirect tonight. They
didn't.
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It is too late for us to get
ahol d of the board because it is after
hours because they waited until after
6:00 to tell us that they weren't
going to do the redirect today.

So as far as we're concerned,

t hey' ve had the opportunity to provide
what ever exam nati on they want ed of
you and el ected not to go forward with
it.

They want to, | presune, go
forward tonorrow. And if we do, it's
going to be subject to our objection
and we will be noving to quash.

If they want to go forward and
they want the PTAB to authorize them
to go forward, they can wite to the
court and get perm ssion.

O herwi se, we consi der your
deposition term nated and conpl ete.
And we appreciate your tine.

And we gave your counsel the
opportunity which they elected not to

take to provide your redirect. | w sh
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you t he best of | uck.

M5. NGUYEN. Okay. And we just
want to state for the record that we
did not elect to provide redirect and
we wll -- we also do not believe we
have to seek authorization fromthe
PTAB to be granted the six hours of
redirect that we are entitled to. And
we can resolve this off the record
wi th the board.

THE VI DEOGRAPHER:  Thi s
concl udes today's deposition of
Homayoon Beigi. W are going off the
record at 6:18 p. m

THE COURT REPORTER: Counsel,
what are your orders for the record?

M5. NGUYEN. Realtinme rough,
regul ar final.

MR MACEDO Daily final and
sane day rough

(Time noted: 6:17 p.m EDT.)
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Gimardia. FIOUTHET

ANVANDA GORRONO, CLR

CLR NO 052005 - 01

Notary Public in and for

The State of New York

County of Suffolk

My Conmm ssi on No. 01306041701
Expi r es: 01/ 07/ 2027
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Ref erence No.: 11386269

Case: VWHATFI X vs WALKME LTD.

DECLARATI ON UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY

| decl are under penalty of perjury that
| have read the entire transcript of ny Depo-
sition taken in the captioned natter or the
sane has been read to ne, and the sane is
true and accurate, save and except for
changes and/or corrections, if any, as indi-
cated by ne on the DEPCSI TI ON ERRATA SHEET
hereof, wth the understanding that | offer
t hese changes as if still under oath.

Homayoon Bei gi, PHD

NOTARI ZATI ON OF CHANGES
(I'f Required)
Subscri bed and sworn to on the day of

, 20 before ne,

(Notary Sign)

(Print Nane) Not ary Publ i c,

in and for the State of

@ ESQUIRE 800.211.DEPO (3376)

DEROSITION SOLUTIONS EsquireSolutions.com

328 of 389



© 0o N oo o A W N Pk

bR
P O

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

HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024
328

Ref er ence
Case:

No. :

No.

11386269
VWHATFI X vs WALKME LTD.

to:

Change

to:

Change

t o:

Change

to:

Change

to:

Change

to:

Change

t o:

Reason f or

SI GNATURE:

Homayoon Bei gi ,

PHD

DATE:

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

329 of 389

2 ESQUIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS



© 0o N oo o A W N Pk

bR
P O

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

HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024
329

Ref er ence
Case:

No. :

No.

11386269
VWHATFI X vs WALKME LTD.

to:

Change

to:

Change

t o:

Change

to:

Change

to:

Change

to:

Change

t o:

Reason f or

SI GNATURE:

Homayoon Bei gi ,

PHD

DATE:

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

330 of 389

2 ESQUIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS



HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024
Index: $100..15

$100
37:4,5

$20
119: 4

$21, 000
34: 3

$500
32: 3,22
33:11
36: 10

(0)
212: 24

--you
122: 9

7.4 8:12
10: 20, 22
11: 4, 15,
24 12:6
13:5 20:5
114: 22
175: 12, 14
176: 25
178: 19
179: 20
180: 3,9
181: 3
182: 19
183: 10
186: 10, 13

187: 7
239: 4
246: 10
253: 20
261: 14, 21
262: 2, 13,
15, 25
263: 2,7,
13, 14, 22
264: 8, 15,
18, 22
265: 14, 16
272: 25
279:12
280: 21,
22,24
281: 6
287:5
291:8
301: 13
304: 18
309: 4
311:5, 7,
10 312: 25
313: 3

1-8

46: 25
47:18
50: 3

8:7 14: 4,
11, 20
15:7, 12
21: 23

23: 20
172: 22, 25
216: 20

10, 503, 627

6:8 266:3
267:9

10, 819, 664

8:2 12: 24
158: 9, 13
159: 20
160: 18

10, 838, 699
51:12, 16

100
39:16
223: 21

1003
19: 14
21: 2,14
163: 19
164: 22

1006
126: 21
127: 3, 25
212: 20

1008
107: 24
108: 19
109: 9
125: 2

1014
48: 12

1015
51:5, 20

1018
267:9

102

180: 24, 25

1034
43:7, 15
44: 5
293: 22
294: 8

10590
9: 24

10: 41
57:5

10: 54
57:8

10t h
43: 20

11
48: 4, 5,
10, 15
163:12, 19
255:10

11, 258, 732
8.5
13: 15, 20
22: 25
158: 17
161: 15

11, 558, 317
6:2 8:8
14: 4, 10,
19 23:16
158: 21
162: 6

12
51:10, 11,
15 92:7,8
93: 12
94:. 5
163: 11
164: 21
257:6, 10
259: 8
262: 7
290: 21, 23
304: 19,
21, 23
305: 5,10
306: 12,
19, 23
307:6
308: 4
309: 8, 14
313: 11

12-16
46: 25
47:18
50: 3

124
49: 16

125

36: 20

129
49: 13, 14,
15, 23
50: 16

12: 39
157: 3,6

13

34: 4,7
108: 5, 6,
18 109: 6,
11 110: 6
114: 22
115:7, 17
116: 24
117:9
123: 3
125:3

1368
12: 3
108: 11
163: 2

14
126: 20, 25
127: 6
128: 3
208: 22
209: 11
212:21
215: 9
217:7
262:7

15
158:7
159: 12, 17
160: 3
162: 22
163: 6, 18
173: 20
174: 13
214: 15, 25
215: 9
260: 6, 19,
20

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

331 of 389




HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD

June 25, 2024

WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD. Index; 150..21
261: 15, 19 47:18 2006 2021
264: 11 50: 3 2 198: 20 110: 8, 17
292:15 19 2015 2023

150 6:3 49:11 2 38:3,4 40: 16, 19
50: 5 1;;52510 137612;20 2015i sh 41:5, 8, 10

16 ; e 93: 13 2023- 01368
11 6 191: 18, 13: 19 9-6 11-5

j 20, 24 23:9 30:5 2017 5. n.
38:3,4 _ _ 12:5 13: 4

. 192: 18 52: 4 66: 4 93:8 .
95: 18 _ 18: 22
158: 11 195: 2 109: 14 96: 24 19: 15
159 12 197: 7 164: 23 98: 20 159: 19
160- 15 21 198: 5 181: 17 106: 14 '
1615 | 205: 19 253: 20 110: 2, 7, 2023- 01379
164 21 206: 3 255: 22, 23 20 111: 3, 9:5 11: 8
173]20 209: 4 258: 17, 20 6,7, 10 13: 19
268: - 217: 20 263: 20 114: 6 23: 3

) 191 204: 21 126: 9 161: 15

169 132: 9

5 16 6: 3 20 133 2023- 01443
' 6:8 34: 17 j 20: 22
1950 144: 17 ,

17 204: 16, 22 94: 11 152: 22 21:2,13
59: 12 205 3 6 124: 19, 25 164. 17 160: 17
158:15 12 172: 23, 25 188: 16, 23  2023- 1368
161: 13 1981 266: 2 191j12 109:7’
174: 17 95: 15 267: 8, 15, 192j9 202

. ] ‘ 4
176: 2 1987 19 304: 18 203: 7, 24 16
268: 7 95: 3 305:2,9 205. 22 :

175 1990 20826,7, 210: 24 2024- 00065
36: 20 203: 11. 13 ' 211:8 14: 18

177 . , 307: 11 22219 23: 16

1995 313:13, 15 301: 21 162: 6
181:13, 95: 9 318: 14, 16 '
22,23, 24 321- 3 2017/ 2024- 0065
182: 12 1:44 0250930 9:6 11:10
183: 17 158: 3 2000 6 10 14: 8
37: 25 )

18 1: 49 293:9,19 20t h
34: 3 158: 25 2002 2019 40: 16
49: 10 1A 93:8 6 4 43: 22, 23
158: 19 261: 16 2003 191: 21 44:6
159: 13 262: 17 40: 9 192: 2, 8, 21
162: 4, 12 68: 25 25 195: 23 6 10
217: 20 10265.3 . 92: 8 199: 12 32: 10
264:5 - 93:9,11 203: 6 94: 12

18- 23 1D 94: 4 202 293: 8, 18
46: 25 264: 24 198: 23, 24 49 9 204: 22

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

332 of 389



HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD June 25, 2024
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD. Index: 212..5
212 6: 15 50: 4 40
314: 7,9, 21: 21 3 330 35:5
13 42: 22 179: 16 255: 9
213 jgfig 3 240 400
314: 13 50. 3 7: 10 179: 18 32: 3,22
21st ' 10: 20 ' 33: 11
415 8 250 11: 9, 19, 350 38:8
13, 14, 17, §Sf$9’23 i? 135?&5 ggji8’23 412- 3456
21, 23 : 197 94 ' 212: 24
42:5 44:9 26 196, 4 371 4o
46: 25 - 15: 15
22 47 19 178: 2, 16 52:5
164: 6, 12 £0- 3 179: 14 3:00 43
175:14 ' 180: 4 248:18 104: 13
266 182: 4,15 344
229 :
50: 5 6:7 183: 2, 24 265: 20 44
' ) 184: 2 95: 22
93 28-31 :
: . 186: 10, 4 9: 23
165 3 47:19 ;
j 50: 3 12,22 279: 9
166: 16 261: 10 4 .
167: 25 29 262:2,18 7:13 4: 05 -
169: 24 191: 21, 25 19 13 4: 43
172:3 >0 20: 5, 24 293: 6
: 293 34: 18 : 5, :
174: 14 5 9 21 7
: 40: 19 : 4AA
230 oA 41 10 35:8,13 184: 7
49:15 165: 5 125: 19 36: 10
52: 4,8 _ 40: 21, 22 4B
174:16,17 30t n 41 8 184: 7
23rd 176: 2, 7, 41: 25 42:3 12
41: 12 16, 17 49 2 43 4
o4 177: 2, 23 46. 16 5
178: 16 317 '
21: 23 j 14: 23 47:7,9, 25
52: 13 180: 5, 20, : 48: 20 5
; . 23: 18, 19 ;
_ 21 182: 2, . 7: 16
165: 3 _ 58: 5 50: 5 :
166: 16 7 183: 13, . 5. 20: 19
' 24 185: 19 59:13 >2: 11 .
167: 25 ' 96: 23 54: 21 21:6, 8,
168:10,20 2B 162: 13 140: 25 10,11, 21
169: 24 184: 5 174: 5 162: 25 41:4,6
172: 3 - 163: 10 42:6, 10,
174: 14 184'6 320 164: 24 16, 21
' 178:3 166: 16 43: 21
2422 o 179: 15 168 3 94: 13
52: ) )
33 172:5 95:19
25 47:2,19 273:5, 10 134:9

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

333 of 389

2 ESQUIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS



HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD

June 25, 2024

WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD. Index: 50..82
163: 23 17: 18 323:5 182:2, 4
164: 17 6 18: 23 6 04 183:2, 8
278: 25 19: 2, 15 316 9 184: 3
279: 9 5 20: 6, 20 ' 186: 10,
280: 9 219 21: 3 6: 08 13, 14, 24

50 99 22 22:5,8 322:15 232: 22
, : 40: 11, 17, . 236: 10
39:2 43: 15 _ 6: 16 :
4. > 24 41:10 329 19 239: 3
500 £4. 22 42: 4,6 272: 22,23
35:8, 13 : : 6: 17 -
. 105: 16 43:5 304 22 273:2, 7
38:11 110 24 46: 15 : 279: 12,
55 103 15 52: 24 6 18 14, 20
20 54 6, 174 2. 10, 109: 8 _ 293: 23
141: 15 6:30 204: 7
181 12. 18 160: 5 L 29, 295: 13,
56 186 15 162: 22, 24 15, 23
53: 4 257 20 163: 10, 25 - 296: 20
57 258: 3 6 165: 3, 25 297: 11,
53: 9 en. . 166: 8 15, 20
' 12 259:13 167: 14 ! 299: 12
58 260: 13, 19 168 3 13 7:22 18:2 '
53: 12 268: 6 172j 2’ 23:13, 17 734
59 60 173: 4 g;fiB 281: 6
53: 16 53: 20 174: 22, 23 193: 21 78
273: 10 125:20 178: 6, 19 10. 99 46: 24
503 12 53: 23 22,24 7,983, 997 48: 20
: 183: 9 48: 6, 11
5: 40 61621 185: 17
316: 6 299:12 187: 4, 6, 73i3_24 8
321:3 62 10 207: 6, 15 15
_ . : 8
5: 54 54:2,6, 21 12 260: 19 23:6, 9 .
316: 4 55: 8 279:15 40: 17 725
281: 19, 20 43 13 12:19, 23
5A 63 286: 11, 13: 6, 14
184: 8 174: 22 14, 25 44: 4 15:7, 12
257: 10 . 161: 24 20: 6
173:17, 19 162: 24
184: 9 644 291: 2 , :
. 174: 15, 21 164. 7
183: 8 292. 1 175: 11, 15 :
SC 185:13,17  306: 2 14, 286: 24
184: 9 : 176: 24
664 665 177: 13 80
5D _ 12: 14, 19 163: 24 178: 2 102: 11
184: 10 13:7. 10 6 00 179:15,20 go
5th 15: 15 320: 19, 180: 4, 25 47: 3
224: 21 16: 12, 18 21, 25 181:18, 19 261: 17

2 ESQUIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

334 of 389



HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024

Index: 83..ahead

305: 25

83
265: 4

86
265: 16

88i sh
95:3

9
8: 4
13: 15, 21
15: 7,12
23:10
50: 17
52:7
175: 12, 15
216: 14, 25
217:7, 22
287:5

90
39:15

9: 36
8:11

A

a. m
8: 11
57:5, 8

Al
293: 19
abilities
120: 10, 13
159: 6
ability
27:7,12
121: 23

absol utely
22: 16

37:18
49: 4
195:7, 14
284: 21

accept
247:9

accept ed
172:7

access
61: 8, 15
84:18

accessed
262: 20

accessi bl e
179: 24
224: 17

account
230: 10

accurate
122: 21

achi eve
238:8,9
298: 9, 11,
13

achi evi ng
237:13

act
245:12
301: 3

action
60: 13
276: 6

active

105: 13, 16
106: 2
110: 23
112: 22
202: 19
282: 9
283: 8, 19,
21 314:19

act ual
18: 9
30: 16, 20
71:19
77:.22
80: 20
90: 14
213: 23
214:8
245: 12
258:5
283: 19
289: 15
301: 3
306: 20

add
229: 15
230: 20

added
172: 18

addi ti onal
42: 15
167: 14

addr ess
9: 21, 23
60: 25
136: 21
139: 7
240: 7
242: 6
269: 6
273: 25
274: 4
276: 21
277:12,15
278:8, 9,
16, 20, 21
279: 19, 21

addr essed
270: 25
280: 18
286: 18
290: 3
299: 22

addr esses
276: 22
280: 9

addr essi ng
271:7
272:17, 8,
15,17, 24
274: 10, 11
277: 21, 22
278: 10
279: 12
280: 24
281: 7
282: 3,4
283:7,8,9
284: 11
288: 13, 22
290: 6, 11

adj unct
33:18, 22

adm ni stere
d
205:7, 10

adm ni strat
ive

119: 22
adm ni strat

or
87:6

advanci ng
47: 21

advant age
155:5

advant ages
154: 10, 20

advi se
29: 2

advi sed
16: 22

affidavit
117: 10

affiliation

S

af t ert hough

t

age

agent

agr ee

agr eed

agr ees

ahead

8: 22

17: 6, 11,
12 40: 24
41: 4,7
42: 6, 10
44: 8
160: 24
161: 4

95:18

30: 15, 25
31:8, 23
305: 12
311: 14, 24
312: 3

180:
189:
191:
193: 6, 16,
24, 25
203: 9,10
205: 18
206: 9, 20,
21 262:11
297: 2
316: 15

O© NN

26:18
296: 21
297: 13

206: 2, 20

55: 22
103:17, 19
145: 19
184: 11
217:16

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

335 of 389



HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024
Index: ahold..article

238: 23
283: 14

ahol d
323:3

Al

151: 3, 10
153: 24
193: 11,
12,18
194:2,5,9
196: 6
197: 9
205: 20

ai rpl ane
261: 3

Al'S
194: 12

al bei t
134: 20

Al l en
45: 23
46:7, 8,
17, 20, 22,
24 47: 2,
19, 25
48: 2,10,
16, 22
50: 4,9
52: 6
53: 14
81: 4
246: 22
248:7
249: 4
251: 23
252:2,12,
13,19, 22
253: 2,24
254: 4, 16,
18, 22
255: 4,7,
9,10, 15
257:7
259: 9,13

261: 23
262: 11
263: 4, 18
265: 11
299: 15,
17, 18
301:12, 23
303: 2, 15,
23 304: 8,
19, 24
305: 7, 11,
16 307: 3,
14, 18
308: 24, 25
309: 23
310: 8
311: 20, 21
312: 15, 25
313: 2,21
314: 12,
20, 24
315: 6

Al len's
249: 7
251:
254
306:
311:2

al | owned
72:12
120: 15, 22
121: 8,12
122:5
171: 9

o o Ol

al | owi ng
65: 8
169: 15

alternative
96: 14
98: 12
99: 24
100: 25

Amanda
8:18

Amazon
250: 23
306: 13

anmount
119: 17
269: 10

Amst er
9:2
321: 17

anal ysi s
21: 22
29: 25
46: 17, 20,
23 48: 25
167: 3
186: 13
188: 14
267: 15

anal yst
110: 9

answering
28: 25

answers
72:3
221:18, 22
255: 2
299: 6

anti ci pat ed
23: 10

anynor e
308: 12

anypl ace
187: 9

API
92:15
220: 22
222:2

apol ogi ze
70: 7
135: 4
189: 20
284: 17

app
307: 23
312: 22, 23

appar ent
186: 18

Appl e
68: 2, 16
304: 4
312: 6

application
6:9 92:16
212: 17
269: 13
270: 15, 23
293: 9

application
s
312: 8

appl i ed
109: 20
111: 6
193: 11, 12

appoi nt nent
82:5 84:9

approve
172: 14

appr oved
89: 10
91:2

appr oxi mat e

Iy
33:21

apps
304:7
308: 3

archi t ect
110: 19

ar ea
211: 23

ar gunent
299: 11

ar gunent s
45: 16

Arinti
134: 14
144: 10
147: 10
153: 24
155: 24

Arj omand
9:11
282: 20

arrive
106: 3

art
42:16
43: 17
44:5
46: 22
48: 23
49: 19
50: 9, 10,
13,18
52:12, 13,
18, 24
95: 24
96: 10
104: 6
105: 6, 9,
10 110:5
111:9
113: 18
132: 9
141: 4
152: 19, 20
210: 24
223:5,22
288: 10

article
6:3 53: 4
104: 8, 11
110: 25
111: 8
112:8
123: 15

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

336 of 389




HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024

Index: article's..aware

127: 16 assi st assum ng aut o 234:5,9,
129: 3 19: 23 74: 6 80:8 34: 15 17, 18
149: 6 assi st ant 82:19 aut ormat e 236: 7,18
150: 4, 7, . 310: 2 . 239: 13,
294: 13 123: 19
21, 24 . 317: 14 . 15, 18
151: 20, 23 295: 4 129: 4 241: 16
Co 296: 5 assunpti on 154: 10, 20 '
152: 5, 22 164° 15 249 8 243: 2,6
155: 15 associ ate 205:23 252:22 244: 14
191: 20, 24 179: 17 206:2 298:23 245: 20
194: 15, 22 227: 15, 219:13 300:15 246: 5, 11,
195: 17 17,23 317:18 19 ' 14 249: 2,
222:18 229:8 T aut omat ed 3,6, 20,24
224: 14, 20 230: 15,21 attached 58: 23 252:8, 9,
225:7 235: 3, 13, 110:5 106: 25 14 262: 15
227:9, 11, 16,17, 22 123: 4 124: 2, 4 265: 4,6
19, 23 237:7,8, att aches 233: 15, 267: 21
228: 14, 20 16 217 24 18, 23 268:3,9
229:19 238:13, 15 ' 235:18 270: 21
ticle 239: 6, 19 att achment 236: 16 274: 3, 4,
arlzg'ios 240: 15 123: 14 239:7,9 14, 16, 17,
' ) 241:11 attention 240:5 19, 22, 23
articles 242: 11 178- 18 247: 8 275: 3, 8,
56: 4 246: 13,19 222- 11 248: 9 10, 18, 19
123: 4 247: 18, 250: 6 276: 3, 6,
226: 8, 20 21,23,24 attorney- 272: 4 8,11, 24
. client . .
227:4 associ ati ng 121: 2 29115 277: 14,
artificial 175: 21 ' i285§i§% 16’?5
150: 9 179: 21 August - 278: 3, 11,
153: 17 228: 10 6:4 39:24  automatic 22 279: 3,
193: 8 236: 15 40: 14, 19 297: 23 557220513
. . 41: 10, 25 ) 10,
196: 9 241:14,16 42 aut omat i ng 289 14
A 243:12 ' 124:5, 16
rya 244:5 6 191: 21, 25 : 5, 16, 291: 18, 21
45: 9 - 23 296: 13 297: 17
246: 16 authenticit 300: 19 312 17
asks 247:13,17 :
76: 14 . automati on i
. associ ati on 209: 3 _ aut onmat i ons
128:9 97: 10 110° 16
137: 10 531- 2. 3 98: 2 148: 3
200: 12 F o 61:8 110: 9, 12,
: 241: 10 195: 21 13, 18 aver age
asggg_z 1q  assume 197:6 149: 15, 24 33: 25
o 74:11 aut hori zat i 152: 2 awar e
asserted 129:5 on 153: 16 10: 15
117: 22 205: 17 324: 7 179: 17, 22 256: 13,
215: 19 221:5 16, 19
assess - ,
) 236: 25 aut hori ze 233: 24, 25

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

337 of 389

2 ESQUIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS



HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD

June 25, 2024

WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD. Index: B2..Beigi
172: 16,19 bal | park 124: 16 7,9, 10,
B 190: 21 36: 4 139: 19 12, 13, 14,
191: 4 bank 165: 19 16, 17, 19,
BD 198: 20 69: 11 177: 17 20, 22, 23,
48 11 204: 14, ' 180: 18 25 8:1, 4,
161 15 16, 22 based 181: 2 7,14 9:1,
162 6 216: 12, 14 73:12 183: 19 13, 14, 23
' 236: 2 75: 16 218: 9 10: 1, 3
Babyl on 242: 3 77:10 250: 24 11:1, 3,5,
223: 20 243: 17 79: 20 252:11 7,10 12:1
bachel or' s 245: 4 82:}8 262: 7 13:1 14:1
94- 21 258: 18 111: 25 271: 14 15:1 16:1
. 266:5, 8, 114:9 275: 6 17: 1
96: 2, 24
97- 13 21 273: 4 147: 23 303: 8, 12 18: 1, 22
99:8 17 277:3, 4 160: 6 304: 11, 16 19: 1
106- 4 280: 3 161: 6 308: 22 20: 1, 25
107- 10 290: 13 174: 24 310: 4 21: 1,12
109- 20 293: 11, 14 196: 7 313: 16 22: 1,24
111: 5, 16 308: 18, 20 210: 9 basi ng 23:1,15
. 310: 5, 6, 220:5 . 24:1,2
112: 6 _ 56: 3
. 10 311:17 224: 23 25:1 26:1
113: 7 .
) 313:7,23 234:19 basi s 27:1 28:1
114: 4
142- 11 316: 8 254: 11 101: 5 29:1 30:1
143: 5, 17, 322:18, 20 522;18 began 2%f1 gifi
) 128: 2 . :
19 backgr ound 287: 10, 11 8:23 35-1 36+ 1
back 97 93 291: 24 begi n 37:1 38: 1
29: 3 100: 23 307: 10 42:9 39:1 40:1
37519 lo1. 2 313: 20 begi nni ng 41:1 42:1
54:12 12 T 72: 11 147: 4 45:1 46:1
57: 7, 10 107: 15 ' 187: 11 47: 1
58: 6 T basical |y ) 48:1. 5
. 16. 22 _ 237: 21, 22 b
73: 9,13 X 32:19 _ 49:1 50:1
82: 4 109: 14,18 33:15 begi ns 51:1, 11
91: 23 254: 7, 10 59: 18 8:12 52:1 53:1
108: 12 269: 21 60: 4 46: 24 54:1 55:1
127: 12 backup 72: 15 138: 13 56 1
135: 13, 9:8 73: 3,16 260: 7, 23 57:1, 10
78:7,9 : :
14,15,25  ckvard 7 behal f 58:1 59:1
137: 15 237: 20 79:11 912 60:1 61:1
138: 6,8 ' 84: 20 _ 62:1 63: 1
146: 16 bad 86: 19 behavi or 64:1 65 1
158: 24 10: 9 88: 11 193:12, 13 66°1 67 1
159: 3 91: 10 Bei ai : .
166: 18, 20 56 9 106: 23 6:7,9 70:1 71: 1
167: 21 113:6 7:1, 4,6, 72:1 73:1

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

338 of 389



HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD

June 25, 2024

WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD. Index: ..Beigi
74:1 75:1 133:1 179:1,7 226:1 272: 1
76:1 77:1 134:1 180: 1 227:1 273: 1
78:1 79:1 135:1 181:1 228:1 274: 1
80:1 81:1 136: 1 182: 1 229:1 275:1
82:1 83:1 137:1 183:1 230:1 276: 1
84:1 85:1 138:1 184: 1 231:1 277: 1
86:1 87:1 139:1 185:1 232:1 278: 1
88:1 89:1 140: 1 186: 1 233:1 279:1, 17
90:1 91:1 141: 1 187: 1 234:1 280: 1
92:1 93:1 142: 1 188: 1 235:1 281:1
94:1 95:1 143: 1 189:1 236:1 282: 1
96:1 97:1 144: 1 190: 1 237:1 283:1
98: 1 145: 1, 18 191: 1 238:1 284: 1
99:1, 2 146: 1 192:1 239:1 285: 1
100: 1 147: 1 193: 1 240: 1 286: 1
101: 1 148: 1 194: 1 241: 1 287:1
102: 1 149: 1 195: 1 242: 1 288:1
103:1 150: 1 196: 1 243: 1 289:1
104: 1 151:1 197:1 244: 1 290: 1
105:1 152:1 198: 1 245: 1 291:1
106: 1 153:1 199: 1 246: 1 292:1
107: 1 154: 1 200: 1 247: 1 293:1,8
108: 1, 6, 155:1 201:1 248: 1 294: 1
18 109:1, 156: 1 202: 1 249: 1 295:1
6 110:1 157: 1 203: 1 250: 1 296: 1
111:1 158: 1, 7, 204: 1 251:1 297:1
112:1 11, 15, 19 205: 1 252:1 298: 1
113:1 159:1, 3 206: 1 253:1 299: 1
114: 1, 22 160: 1 207: 1 254: 1 300: 1
115:1, 7, 161: 1 208:1, 21 255:1 301:1
17 116:1, 162: 1 209: 1 256: 1 302: 1
23 117:1, 163: 1 210: 1 257:1 303:1
8 118:1 164: 1, 23, 211: 1,11 258:1 304: 1
119:1 24 165:1 212: 1,21 259:1 305:1
120: 1, 24 166: 1 213:1 260: 1 306: 1
121:1 167: 1 214: 1 261:1 307:1
122:1 168: 1 215:1 262: 1 308: 1
123:1 169:1, 2 216: 1 263:1 309: 1
124: 1 170: 1 217:1,7 264:1 310:1
125: 1, 3, 171: 1 218: 1 265:1 311:1
23 126:1, 172: 1 219:1 266:1, 2, 312:1
25 127:1, 173: 1 220: 1 8,21 313:1
6 128:1 174: 1 221:1 267:1 314:1
129:1 175:1 222: 1 268: 1 315:1
130: 1 176: 1 223:1 269:1 316: 1
131: 1,13 177:1,18 224: 1 270: 1 317:1
132:1 178: 1 225:1 271: 1 318: 1

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

339 of 389



HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024

Index: Belgium..browser

319:1
320: 1
321:1
322:1, 22
323:1
324:1, 14

Bel gi um
110: 10

bel ong
168: 21
170: 2

bel ongi ng
218: 14

Ben
293: 20

Ben- it zhak
21: 24
42: 24
43: 2,15
44:5,12,
14 293: 25
294: 4, 15,
21 295: 21
297:8
298: 2,3
299: 14,
15, 23
300: 13
301: 11
303: 25
307:9
311: 21
314: 14, 15
315: 2

Ben- it zhak'

S
299: 3
311: 14

Bi e
134: 8, 11,
13 214: 12
216: 18
217: 3,9,
19, 23

219: 9, 10,

15, 20
Bie's

215: 17
bi g

221: 11

bi gger
262: 8

bi |l
31: 3,4

bi nder
22: 22
174: 7

bi nder s
173: 25

ogr aphy
223: 9
224: 15
226: 7
bi t

217: 17
282: 24
294: 23

bl ack
22: 22
173: 25
174: 6

b

Bl ess
50: 23

bl og
228: 11

0oggi ng
226: 19

b

board
92: 20
170: 13
171: 22
205: 18
206: 2, 8,
20
317: 20, 22

318: 3
319: 4, 16
320: 5,9,
11 323:3
324: 11

body
46: 9
185: 2, 8,
10, 12
187. 6
228: 9

book

95: 17
249: 23
250: 2, 4,
7,10, 14,
15, 16
251: 2,13
252:6, 23
253: 4
257:18
259: 14,
23, 25
261: 2

books
223: 21

boost
154: 12, 21

Bor net
45: 10

bot
64: 20
87:. 22
134: 18
135: 7,11
136: 14
197: 9
198: 4
200: 11
202:4,6
204: 25
207: 4, 8,
17 214: 23
220: 22

222: 2
300: 16

bot her ed
155: 16

bot s
123: 16
150: 5
151: 2,21
152: 24
154: 3,6
193: 12, 14
196: 6, 13
197: 10
198: 18
199: 20
205: 20

bott om
12:18
53:4
123: 21
128: 4
153: 21
163: 15
164: 6
257:10
259: 8
305: 14, 17
306: 6
309: 13

bought
92: 9

Bout on
9: 23

box
61:5,6,12
62: 3
251: 13,14
252: 4
258: 4
304: 25
305:5, 9,
10 306: 7,
9,12
307:6, 11

boxes
250: 21
305: 6

brain
155: 11
243: 10

br anch
113: 9

Br ayanz
8: 16

br eak
26: 23
27:3 39:9
54:16
56: 23
57:2
125: 13,
19, 24
145: 2, 4,
5,13, 22
156: 8
159: 12
254: 25
255: 3
265: 18, 23
267:7
292: 13,
15, 24
315: 25
320: 22

br eakup
173: 11

bring
253: 15

br oke
321: 2

br owser
86: 2
218: 10
262: 6, 16,
21 263: 24
264:6,7
306: 24

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

340 of 389



HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024

Index: buddy..charge

308: 5, 8,
9, 11, 13,
25
313:11, 24
314: 2

buddy
240: 10

bui | d
130: 12, 16

bui | di ng
110: 15
130: 18
148: 2

bui | t
132:12, 16
254: 17

busi ness
110: 9
117: 15, 19
119: 23
120: 2
256: 15

busy
38: 17

button
62: 4
197: 21
231: 23

butt ons
196: 13,
14, 23
197: 3,8
199: 20,
23, 24,25
204: 25
208: 15

buy
248: 17, 22
249: 23, 25
250: 4, 10,
13, 24
251: 2, 4,
13 252: 6,

23 259: 25
261: 2
269: 20

buyi ng
246: 20
247: 24
250: 7
252: 23
270: 8, 13,
20

C+
70: 19, 23

C++

70: 21, 22,
24,25
71:4,8,18
76:17, 22,
24 86: 6,
17 87:3,4
88: 25

94: 14

95: 20

cal |

31: 16
58: 20
68: 4,6, 17
69: 21
71:13
75:7,11
85: 6, 10
90: 11
133: 19
199: 16
203: 25
235:8
250: 21
255:5
316: 25
317: 2, 20
318: 2
319: 3,16

320: 4, 8,
10

cal |l ed
9:14
67: 25
150: 4
179: 11
203: 18, 22
204:5
206: 13

call er
72:16
77:15
90: 13

calling
69: 19
203: 21, 23
212:7

calls
67: 21
73: 4
189: 18

capabilitie
S
132: 17,
19, 23
133: 24, 25

capabl e
27: 6
129: 17
130: 3
267: 2
293: 16

car
130: 12,
16, 19
134: 3

care
118:8
239: 25
240: 2

carving
197: 11, 19

case

35:6, 14
36: 2,15
37:11
58: 11
72:5,6
73:16
74:2,3,18
83: 10
120: 11
153: 18
156: 3
168: 16
210:5
215: 19
227: 16,
18, 24
234:8
251: 22
261:6
269: 25

case- by-
case
101:5

cases
84:6
182: 19
188: 15
227: 2

catch
300: 10

categories
80: 23, 25

categori ze
16: 8

cat egory
102: 7

caught
300: 11

caution
265: 22

cel l
136: 22

137: 15, 20
138:5,6, 7
139:8
196: 25
197: 2
212: 23

center
67:19
68:5,7

centers
68: 17

CEO
107: 11, 12

cetera
314:18

chance
320: 3

change
138: 4,7,
11 232:2
303: 23
311: 20, 22

characteriz
ati on
85:7
87: 24
204: 11
208: 3

characteriz
e
137: 7
194: 18
206: 18

characteriz
i ng
154: 15
181:5
204:5
207: 15

char ge
30: 18
32:14

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

341 of 389



HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024

Index: charges..claim

33:6 68: 20 20, 23 144: 17 66: 10
char ges 69: 17 202: 3,5 149: 7 choose
22: 22 72:15 203: 3, 4, 150: 4, 9 8713 14
33 12 73: 15, 17, 19, 22, 24 151: 2, 8 210: 10
' 24 75:8 204: 6, 12, 152: 2 307, 25
char gi ng 82: 12 13 205: 3, 153: 16 312 22
31:21 83:7,9 11 154: 3, 4, '
35:18 128: 5, 9, 206: 13, 7,8, 16 circle
37:5 25 14, 17 187: 14 215: 6
Charl es 129: 12, 207: 13, 16 191:10,22 i ¢l ed
320: 3 13, 15, 17 208: 4 192: 2, 16, 215: 11
130: 11 209: 17, 21 19 193: 7, _
Charl ey 131: 22 210: 3, 22 10 194:12 circunstanc
8:25 132:5 211: 8 201: 17 es
10:11 134: 14 212: 25 202: 13, 143: 14
chat 135: 13 217: 13 20,21,22  citations
134: 9 139: 12, 218:6,7,9 203: 16 174: 21, 23
201" 24 15, 16, 17, 220: 22 204:22,23
502: 7 25 140: 7, 221:3, 25 205:9,21 GV
204: 13, 24 8 141: 10, 232: 13, 206: 4 95:13
206: 14, 11, 14, 20 18, 24 210: 15 claim
16, 23 142: 3 236: 5, 19 224: 7 49: 10
207: 20, 144: 4, 6, 240: 13 273: 15, 50: 16
21, 22 10, 12 242: 9 22,24 52: 7
214: 11 146: 2 244: 12, 22 274: 4,7, 175: 12,
216° 17 147: 6, 11, 245: 3, 4, 8,15 13, 14
217 10 13 12 246: 4, 275: 14 176: 25
219: 10, 148: 10, 24 253:16 276: 25 179: 20
15, 16 20, 21 258: 24 277: 12, 180 3
230: 9 151: 20 274: 18, 24 15, 20 181: 3
241 21 152: 24 275: 9, 20, 278: 16 182: 14,
242 16 153: 24 21 276: 2, 297: 24 18, 19, 23
246: 4 155: 2, 20, 9,12 : 183: 10
259 & 24 176: 10 278: 2, 23 Chggat;g 185: 14, 25
27810 188: 16, 23 298: 12 186: 2, 10,
200: 4 189: 4, 5, 303: 3, 16 check 13,17, 19
301: 17 14, 20, 22, 304: 11, 18 12:11 187: 3,5
304: 25 24 307: 16 41:13 239: 4
306: 10 194: 23, 24 308: 17 141: 21 246: 10
308: 15 195:4,18, | -ibots 213:22 260: 5, 19,
310: 24 20, 22, 24, 6:5 5821 checked 20 261: 14
311: 3 25 196: 5, 59: 17 82: 5 263: 6, 7
16 : 264: 11, 18
chat bot 197: 12, 20 67:8, 9 checki ng 265 2
59: 2, 3, 20 108- 19 111:12 142- 8 :
60: 5, 13 Z 113:5 . 272:25
67: 18, 22 199:12, 13 123: 15 choi ce 279: 12
, 201: 3, 18, 280: 18,

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

342 of 389

2 ESQUIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS



HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024
Index: claimed..communicates

20, 21, 22, 278: 13 cl osed 219: 16 conbi ned
24 281:5 279:18 316: 24 253: 8 153: 19
287:5,17 300: 9 317: 4 256: 24 188: 7
ggéf?ég click cl osest col l ecting 309:2,3
) 200: 17 284:12 218: 6 conbi nes
308: 13 150: 23
| ai med client cluster coll ection '
¢ ?gg?3 69: 5 124: 9 245: 12 conbi ni ng
184. 21 70: 13 127: 20 col | ecti vel 150: 15
71: 23 151: 8
186: 24 ) code y _
. 72:8 94: 11, 14, 46: 13 152: 24
cl ai ns 73: 14, 15 17 95: 20 154: 10, 20
‘ : : Il ect
21:23 74:22 97:5,7 o e? S confortabl e
45: 23 75.6,7 ) 139: 25 )
107: 11 266: 10, 23
46: 25 76: 23 .
142: 4,5 col | ege
47: 18 81: 24 ) conment
146: 2
50: 3 82: 10, 11, codes 147: 3 220: 23, 25
182: 13 14 83:7, 211: 23 - 221:6, 8,
183: 4 10,16,17  4qjng Col unbi a 13, 14, 24
. . 118, 2
185:3’10 84:20 95: 15, 18 33:18, 20 comment s
239: 4, 11 88: 9, 13, Cof Ounder Co| um 220: 14
Cair 14 90: 24 3918 21 175: 14 221: 17,
45: 10 92: 6, 7 S 257: 6, 10 20, 21
o 115:5,16  col | aborat i 259: 8 222: 4,9,
clgggfged 119: 25 ve 268: 6 11, 12, 15,
i . 12 168:6 278: 25 .
clar{fy 88: 13, 16 279: commi t
28:5, 7 92: 17 col | eague j 244: 15, 16
136: 6 103: 6, 14, 9: 7. 10 280:9 .
clarifying 21, 22 118: 17 conbi nation  CoTMUNi cate
278: 12 106: 9, 22 17: 13 60: 23
: 124- 11 col | eagues 52 6 61: 24
cl asses 127: 22 67:3 150- 19 62: 12
97:12, 21 . 102:2,7 ' 69: 22
S 129:6 151: 16 90, 19
cl assroom 133:13 col | eagues’ 155: 4,9 129 11 14
106: 23 cli nber 105: 20 182: 20, 190, 11
cl ear 215: 22 col | ect 21’?3 262;10
14: 15 216: 20 240: 6, 13 ggg g o5 263: 3, 18
28:14 clinber's 242: 4’ 5 308 2;5 313: 4
. . 251:16 :
45:8 219:3 communi cat e
151: 17 o 253:6,9, conbi ne
170: 14 cli nbing 10, 12 150: 13 ® 020
189: 12 216:5 259: 14 151: 9, 25 120,
190: 6 cl ose col | ect ed 154: 2,6 )
238:18

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

343 of 389

2 ESQUIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS



HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024

Index: communicating..connect

comuni cat i
ng
110: 14
148: 2
198: 10
204: 19

comruni cat i

on
64:17, 19
65: 13
148:5
170: 3, 9,
16 275:25
295: 4
296: 5

communi cat i
ons

143: 23, 24

conpar e
113: 3
174: 20
179: 14
258: 2
288: 4
289: 21

conpar ed
183: 8
269: 12

conpari ng
176: 4

conpari son
289: 19

compound
282: 21

conpri ses
287: 19

conput er
60: 2, 10
64:. 6
65: 15
72:. 24,25
79: 18
82:10
84:18
86: 14
95:11

computi ng
269: 11
287: 19

concentrati
ng
270: 22
272:18

concentrati
on
94: 23

concept
62: 23
133: 20
134: 3,4

131: 14
168: 25
169: 10

compani es

24:14
92:21
102: 23
120: 3

conpany

32:9, 20,
21, 24
33:5,11
75:7

88: 15
92:9, 19,
25 93: 2,
20 106: 17
110: 11
120:7
144: 10
146: 3
147: 10
148: 16, 17
149: 10

conpany's

76: 4
142: 18

conpensat ed
29: 23
31:11
114: 18,
20, 23
115: 22, 25
116: 2,4
117: 14,
15, 23
118:5,7

conpensatin

g
116: 7

conpensati o
n
30: 2,8, 13
36: 19

conpet ent
57:.12

conpl ete
15: 8, 23
25:16
259: 20
323: 21

conpl etely
248: 2

96: 3,7, 25
97:12, 15,
19, 21
99: 9, 18,
20 100: 14
101: 3
102: 14
107:9
109: 23
113:8
143: 18
144: 14, 22
214: 12,
13,19
216: 19
217: 3,9,
20 219: 4,
18 260: 22
261: 8, 25
262:19
263: 9
264: 13,
14, 20, 21
265: 8, 10,
12
271:11, 21

computeri ze

297: 22

conputers

219: 14

202: 7
204: 14
218: 25
232:5, 6,

12 287:15

concepts
153: 13
233: 7

concept ual

zation
133: 16

concer ned
17: 21
65: 17
113: 24
114:5
182: 24
286:12
323:7

concl udes
324: 13

condition
77:5, 23,
25 82:2
128: 19

condi ti ons
73: 11
79: 6, 13

146: 14, 15

conducti ng
217: 10

confi gured
126: 11, 12
265: 5

confirm
18: 11
21: 14
51:17
55:16, 19
159: 15
297:12
321: 16, 22

confirned
79: 22

confirm ng
48: 22

conform
196: 11

conf used
15: 3
19: 25
63:4,5

conf usi ng
289: 24

conj ecture
114: 7
116: 16
117: 3
219: 22, 24

conj ectures
132: 20
225: 15

conj uncti on
88:3
107: 3

connect
70: 2
85: 22
91: 24
301: 15

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

344 of 389



HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024

Index: connected..copied

connect ed
75: 12

Connecti ons
33: 2

consi dered
43: 17
54: 23
55:3
105: 4
115: 8,12
121: 16, 21
171: 8, 10,
13, 16, 20
267: 14

constantly
124: 13

consti tuent
[
242: 24

consul t ant
120: 11

consultatio
n
32: 14, 23
33:7,12
37:2

cont act
82:7
314: 16
317: 21

contenpl ate
d
130: 11

cont ent
30: 3
166: 15
294:12,
16, 20, 24
295: 3, 6,
10, 17
296: 3, 7,
11 314: 22

contents
301: 5

cont ext
46: 20
59:4 70:9
88: 2
184: 2
194: 5
236: 10
239: 3
274 24
276: 9
283: 23
290: 4
298: 17, 22
312: 24
314: 14

conti nue
48: 14
52: 25
57:12
302: 2
317: 23
320: 16

conti nui ng
218: 4
293: 16

contradicts
189: 11

contrast
45: 2
55:10
197:9

control
232:6,7
233:8, 9,
10, 12

conveni ence
48: 9
253: 16, 21

conver -
260: 24

conversatio

n
61:18
66: 16, 18
67:10, 11,
15 68:19
69: 3
70: 3,16
71: 3,5,
10, 19, 21,
25 72: 4,
14 73:12
81: 15, 18
87:19
88:5
89: 14, 19,
22 90: 16,
18, 21
91:11, 14
92: 3
121:5, 14
123: 9
133: 3
134: 6
136: 8, 12,
24 138:13
176:7, 9,
11,12, 24
177: 4, 25
178: 4, 15
179: 16,
18, 19, 21,
22,24
180: 10,
23, 25
181: 2
183: 9
187:9, 12,
16 197: 13
198: 21
205:5
213: 20
216:17, 25
217:8,21
232: 13,
15, 16, 23
233: 4, 6,

14, 15, 17,
21 234:6
236: 2, 6,
15, 16, 17
238: 19,
22,23
239: 6, 7,
20 240: 25
241:9, 13,
21 242: 2,
3,8,16
243: 4,13
244: 9
245: 2, 11,
19 246: 4,
13, 16, 18,
20, 25
247: 6, 11,
14, 20, 22,
23 248: 2,
12, 15, 21
250: 20
252: 19,
20,21
253: 6, 8,
17, 22
257: 8, 15,
16

258: 13,
18, 19, 21,
23, 24
259: 8, 11,
16 260: 2,
6,7, 14,23
261: 22
263: 10
281:8
291: 3
296: 16
297:9
298: 4
300: 19
304: 25
305: 12,18
307: 11,
12,13, 21
308: 16

309: 10,
12, 13, 19,
22 310:5,
24 311: 2,
14, 24
312: 2, 23
313: 20
314: 4, 19,
24

conversatio
n's
180: 11
conversatio
nal
203: 11
249: 15
296: 14
304: 15
310: 16, 19

conversatio
ns
93: 16
187: 8
278: 20
295:5
296: 6

conver se
75:14
79: 25
189: 7

conver si ng
313: 16

convey
188: 2

conveyed
188: 3

cool
155: 7

coordi nat e
23: 8

copi ed
218: 13

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

345 of 389



HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024
Index: copies..customers

220: 7 183: 4 44: 15, 19 224: 15 187: 8
copi es 188: 18 45: 2 cour ses creating
15: 23 196:25 54 14 101: 3 123: 20
197: 23 55:11, 16 124: 6
copy 199: 14 56: 19, 22 court 130:21
61: 8, 15 202: 22 63: 3 8:18 9:19 185:15
99:16 206: 19 108: 25 24:6,19 '
108: 15 213: 19 114: 12 27:16 credibility
126: 17 215: 17 116: 12, 28:2,13 30: 21
284:18 217:3, 10 17, 22 51: 10 O onos
copyi ng 219:21 177,11 oo 17 124: 9, 17,
18 18 240: 17 119: 13, 25 : 23 125 6.
. 245: 15 120: 14 127:11 .
219: 4 9 126:7
257: 23 121: 7 146: 19 127: 20
core 263: 7 122: 16 191: 18 128: 7. 14
256: 14, 15 264: 16, 23 125: 12, 277: 3 51 129- 14
corporation 278: 18, 24 15,22 ggjfig 130: 3, 5,
33: 14 294: 7 131:4 : 13 132:3
correct correction 139:21 cover 134: 19
13:7 15: 9 267: 23, 25 ) 23: 2 147: 8
26:18 26 272: 20 155:18 153: 25
' ' 156: 14, 19 covers 208: 19
28:8 correctly 166: 19 276: 16 219 5
33:18 . . .
10: 5 167: 4 crash
35: 20 102: 10 168: 7, 20 234: 22 cross-
39: 24 136: 5 169: 11, 240° 19 reference
42:8 154: 15 16, 24 261: 17
43: 24 242 10 171 18, 19 cr aShed Cr UX
50:6,7,9 . . )
01 a4 295: 16 229: 22 crashes cTo
a cor r esponds 254: 24 269: 17 .
54:8 265: 22 107: 12
81: 16 285: 22 ' create
83 8 266: 16 86 3 current
: costs 282: 14 125'6 14 121: 10
93: 23 321:7, 10 315: 14, 23 o
08: 18 322 23 129: 14 cust oner
99: 25 counsel 323 23 130: 5 68: 20
137: 11 8:21 9:8 304 16 134: 19 69: 4, 10,
140: 18, 21 15:21 ' 136: 15 13 71:12
160: 5 1714 count er part 138: 19, 23 72:4 73: 4
161: 5 26:4, 11, 196: 18 240: 13 83:5
165: 5, 16 1728:20 untry 246: 24 87: 21
166: 3 29:7 213: 14 247: 25 88:3 93:7
168: 7 30: 18 or cat ed 94: 5
180 20 31:2,4 coupl e
: 35: 10 . 72: 11 custoners
181: 13, 21 24:10
+13, 84: 16, 20 69: 11

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

346 of 389

2 ESQUIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS



HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024
Index: cut..define

103: 6 41:10,22  deci ded 24 19:12, 15: 14
110: 15 43: 19 153: 23 18 20: 20, 16: 7, 15,
148: 2 dat s 155: 14 25 21: 3, 18 18: 4,
211: 21 . 12, 15 13 39:5
7:17, 21 ’ ’
234: 13 3717, deci des 22: 24 7.8 40:3
39: 25 80: 22 : _
cut 64 5 14 o 23: 5, 14, 43: 7
8- 24 ' deci di ng 18 29: 22 56: 20
55. 22 day 112: 14 39: 3,10 57:19
Ce. 90 43: 20 173: 7 40: 11 121: 25
310. 6. 25 315: 22 deci si on 41:3,7,9 122: 7
’ 316: 12 73:18 42: 11 dedi cat ed
cutting 321: 8 79:20 43: 3,5, 975 91
319: 9 324: 21 80;10 12,14, 19, .
cv Dayanandan 82: 18, 20, 21_44:3’8 degggas
58: 7 50: 20, 22, 21 87:23 46: 10, 15 '
25 51: 2, 137: 8 52:4 defi ne
3,16 158: 8, 12, 58:6, 7 15: 2
b 52:2, 6 16, 20 59: 12 68: 19
53: 18 159: 18 107:25 69: 2
Dai | y 281:11, 13 160: 3, 7, 108:7 77:11
324: 20 282: 3 15 113;;3524 83: 17, 22
Bani sh 283: 6 161: 13, et 113: 4
! 288: 18, 21 162: 4, 16, 116:14, 23 178:3, 15
dat a 290: 6, 8, 18 163:5 117:8, 21 179: 16
74:21 10, 14, 18, 190: 13 118: 10, 187: 12
147: 14 20 291: 10 282: 8 1?522 ] 198: 21
285: 6, 8, . -4 0, 233: 16, 21
9,10, 11 De deci si on- 9,11, 19 234: 16. 19
134: 8, 11, maki ng 131: 21 o
dat abase 13 214: 12 113: 20 147 17 235: 3, 4,
74:21 215: 16 o . 13,16, 17,
. ' deci si ons 163:2 19, 21
259:21 216: 18 166: 17 !
: 159: 13 : 237:7, 8,
dat e 217: 2,9, 169: 14 15 17
. 19. 23 deck . '
41: 2 , , 170:19, 238: 13
42:2,5 219:8, 9, 48: 15 22,24 14,19, 20
111: 3 10, 15, 19 95: 23 171:5 9o 23
144: 18 deal t decl ar ant 172: 4, 8, 239: 5, 20
12251911 120: 6 112:2 235}§;311 241: 12
16 20514 2. 19 declaration  5g4. 19 "y
205: 2 -4 L 22,25 245 18
. decades 20, 23 . :
228. 15, 16 302. 8, 11, 247. 6 19
229: 21 24113 16: 11, 20 14,17 SOt
' deci d 17: 3, 4, 8, ’ 21,22
dat ed eci e 10, 17 decl arati on 281: 8
11: 5 210:6 18:17,21, S 291: 3

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

347 of 389

2 ESQUIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS



HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024

Index: defined..detailed

defi ned

67:10
69:5 79:7
80: 25

81: 3,4
83:23
88: 4

90: 21
139: 16
176: 13
187:8
199: 19
234: 14
241: 10
244: 14
246: 3, 5,
6,7,14, 23
247: 13,15
248: 11
276: 11
289:12

defi nes

77: 3
141: 15
196: 6
246: 22
287: 7
291: 19
292: 3

def i ni ng

59:19
64:12
92:3
112: 9
175: 20
176: 7, 21,
23 179: 21
180: 11,
23, 25
196: 2, 4,
15,17, 18
236: 9, 14
243: 12
244:5,6
246: 11
247:11,12

248:8,9
273: 15
274: 2, 13,
15, 17, 19,
22,23
275: 3, 8,
10,17, 19
276: 6, 8,
18, 24
277: 14, 24
278: 2
279: 3,21
280: 13

definition

98: 11, 12,
17,19
99:7, 23
140: 7
142: 13
148: 10, 12
149: 7
181: 2
183: 10
197: 22
198:5,9
201: 24
245:10

definitions

99: 24
180: 10
283: 18

degree

60: 20
94:18
96: 2, 6, 24
97:11, 13,
15, 20
98:12, 16,
18, 19
99: 8, 12,
17

100: 14, 17
106: 4
109: 20,
22,23, 24

111: 6
114: 4
142: 12
143:5
144: 15

degr ees
102: 6
106: 15

del i vering
124: 10
127: 21
128: 12

deno
140: 5

denpnstrate
133: 3
147: 13

denpnstrate
S
206: 4

denonstrati
ng
217:8
denpnstrati
on
132: 5, 10,
11 256: 4,
5,9,12,22
258: 2

denyi ng
158: 12
160: 16

depart ment
95:11, 12,
13, 14
102: 18

depend
30: 2

dependent
291: 9

dependi ng

73: 11
91: 16, 19
301: 6

depends
125: 18
198: 7
212: 17
213: 6

302: 12, 16

depl oyed
132: 4

deposed
24:9, 12,
16, 24

deposi tion
7:5,8,11
8:13,19
10: 21, 23

11:4,7,9,

23 12:6
13: 5,18
14: 16

16: 3 20:5

23:9
24:18
25: 4,5,
17, 25
27:15, 22
37:3

38: 25
40: 11
316: 24
317: 3, 24
318: 8, 25

319: 2, 15,

23,25
320: 4, 6,
15, 17
323: 21
324: 13

deposition'

S
317: 16

deposi tions

26: 8

descri be
165: 2
179: 4
186: 19, 20
207: 13
232: 19
257: 7
314:10

descri bes
257: 7

descri bing
173:18
174: 13
182: 3
314: 14

description
6: 14
165: 9
167: 14, 19
168: 13
172: 2
174: 19
176: 23
186: 12
187: 2
221: 4
230: 14
273: 11

desi gn
70: 15

desi gned
70: 18
81: 24
82:13
83: 15

det ai |
143: 12
160: 11
182: 11, 19
186: 2

detail ed
86: 12

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

348 of 389



HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024
Index: details..documents

273: 11

details
185: 25
216: 9

det ecti on
94: 9
271: 19, 20

determ nati
on
73: 23

det er m ne
78:10, 21
87:19
89: 22
91:3
104: 15, 25
165: 14
268: 21
269: 22

det er m ned
84: 8

det er m nes
77:10
78: 23
227:6

det er m ni ng
105: 5
112: 25

devel oped
79:11
90: 24
106: 22
198: 19
210: 16

devel oper
110: 9

devel opi ng
93: 17
110: 12

devel opnent
S
193: 9

devi ce
220: 3,4
268: 14
269: 9
271: 20

devi ces
312: 9

devi se
205: 3

devi sed
205: 15

di

agnose
268: 11
269: 16
270: 10
271: 2

d

agnosi s
267: 23, 25
269: 7
272: 20

di

agnostics
270: 23

di agrans
71:13

di al og
65: 7

dictate
166: 14

differ
193: 13

di fference
178: 8
187: 14
221: 11
237:6
238: 4
247: 4

difficult
28: 2,11

difficultie
S

268: 10
d

gits
210: 19
211: 2,18
212: 3, 4,
7,9

213: 12

di rect
90: 13

178:18

di rected
295: 22

297:13

rectly
50: 11

sagree
275: 12

sci plines
102: 13

scl osed
176: 16
180: 12
185: 2
273:13
303:5

d

d

d

d

di scl oses
285: 4

314: 15

di scl osure
184: 19,
20, 23
294: 24
295: 14
297: 20

di scover ed
153: 14

di scuss
52:5
156: 12
183: 24
184: 2

d

d

d

d

d

di

di

di

di

di

di

scussed
29: 20
52: 23
236: 14
268: 3, 11

scussi ng
301: 15

sScussi on
163: 10
237:3

scussi ons
299: 21

spl ay
260: 21, 24
264: 22
304: 19, 22
305: 9

spl ayed
261: 22, 24
262: 24
263: 8, 9,
23

264: 12,
15, 19
265: 7,9,
13 287:8,
20 291: 20
309: 15

spl ayi ng
262: 14

sposal
313: 24

spute
24: 13

squalifie

98: 6

ssection
267: 22

stinct
188: 9

di stinction
195: 3
203: 6, 10
205: 21

di sti ngui sh
232: 14
233:5

di sti ngui sh
es
205: 19

di sti ngui sh
i ng
202: 19
di vul ge
30: 16, 20
31:5
116: 5

di vul gi ng
76: 4

docunent
48: 17, 18
49: 6
51: 25
58: 13
116: 19
140: 22
163: 14
165: 21
166: 11
172: 7
177: 15
189: 10
217: 24
218: 13,
14, 16
245: 22
257: 11

docunent at i
on
37:16

docunent s
173: 10
245: 23

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

349 of 389




HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024
Index: draft..engine

254: 8

draft
167: 16, 20
168: 14

drafted
169: 13

drafting
170: 24
171: 3
173: 10

drafts
172: 13

dr aw
71: 13

drawi ng
203: 6

drill
96: 4

drive
91: 11

due
139: 18

duly
9:15

Dut ch
134: 25
135:2,3,4

e-mai |

73: 20
74:4,5,7
123: 20
124: 6, 17,
24 125:6,
9 126:7,8
128: 21
129:4,7,9
131: 24
132: 3

136: 21
139:7
147: 8
217: 17,
22,24,25
219:7, 11,
19 240:7
242: 6

e-muil ed
219: 7

earlier
40: 23
53:16, 19
144: 15
147: 3
149: 5
160: 24
209: 16
320: 20

early
195: 23

ease
20: 4

easi er
14: 25
22:8
34: 16
86: 10
88: 23

easi est
20: 9
39: 11

easily
114: 11
224: 11

easy
18: 18
20: 16
23: 23
27:19
92: 24

Ebenst ei n
9:2

edit
86:8,9
231: 25
233:5
236: 2
242: 16, 17
243: 17

edi ted
90: 25

editing
172: 16
237:11

edi tor
85: 14, 17
189: 14,
20, 24

editors
188: 17, 23

EDT
324: 22

educati on
105: 13,
16, 20
107: 6

educati ona
97: 22
105: 8
106: 21
109: 14, 18

effort
167:5

el ect
324:5

el ect ed
323: 10, 24

el ectri cal
95: 10
107: 8

el ectronic
86: 13, 20,
23, 24

295: 8
296: 9

el enent
261: 16
265: 3
283: 21
284: 6
285: 21
287: 8, 10,
12, 18, 20,
22,24, 25
288: 2
289: 9, 10,
11, 13, 22
291: 20, 24
292: 2, 3,
4,6
296: 16

el enent s
85: 21
282:5
283: 17
284:9, 13
285: 6, 16,
19 287:3
288: 24
289: 19
291: 25

el se's
17: 12
301: 17

enbodi ment
186: 24
ener gi ng
153: 8
enpl oy
259: 21
enpl oyed
148: 16

enpty
262: 16

enabl e
85:18

279: 3,21

enabl ed
267: 22

enabl es
65: 14
279: 4, 23
280: 14

enabl i ng
280: 13
319: 12

enconpasses
176: 8

encount er ed
105: 9

encour age
120: 25

end
27: 23
39: 24
40: 14
73:8, 14
75:6,9,11
79: 15
91: 20
110: 21, 22
140: 16
217:18
237: 22,23
292:21
308: 10
316: 11

endeavor
295: 23

engaged
116: 22
117:7

engagi ng
295: 4
296: 5

engi ne
76: 25
78:8

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

350 of 389




HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024

Index: engineer..exhibits

82: 15, 16
83: 23
84:4,7
85: 23
86: 5
88: 21
89: 13
92: 13
106: 10
107: 4
299:5
306: 10

engi neer
97: 6

engi neering
94: 19, 22
95: 10, 12,
14 96: 3,
5,6, 25
97:16
99: 9, 17
100: 14
102: 13
109: 22

engi neers
107:8

engi nes
107: 2

Engl and
212: 8,12

Engli sh
62: 13
126: 15, 22
127: 2
134: 21
200: 17
212: 21

Engl i sh-
| anguage
208: 22
209: 10

enor mousl y
193: 13

enter
237: 24

entire
165: 3,9

entitled
151: 20
319:8
324: 9

envi r onnent
295: 8
296: 9

equi val ent
65: 24
305: 10
306: 19
308: 4

error
267: 22, 24
271:19, 20
272:19

errors
268: 12
269:7,15
270: 23, 25

Esquire
8:19
est abl i sh
188: 22

est abl i shed
172: 20
243: 8

Est eban
221:9

Eur ope
213: 11

eventual |y
90: 25

evi dence
142: 12

evi denced

144: 16

evol ve
87: 20

evol vi ng
153: 6

exact
205: 14

exam nati on
9: 25
323:9

exam ned
9:17

exanpl es
64: 25
193: 10
227: 3
271:10, 24

Excel | ent
29: 22

exception
104. 7

Excuse
318: 13

execute
269: 11
308: 24

executi ng
269: 12

exemplifies
62:7,8

exhi bi t
6:3,8,10
7:4,7,10,
13, 16, 19,
22,25
8:4,7
10: 22
11: 4,6, 9,
15,17, 19,
24 12:19,
23 13: 6,

14, 15, 19,
21 14: 4,
8,11, 17,
20 15:12
18: 7, 21
19: 13, 14
20: 3, 5, 6,
19, 24

21: 2,6, 7,
8, 10, 11,
14, 21
22:22
23:10, 13,
17, 20

40: 21, 22
41:4,6, 8
42: 3, 6,
10, 12, 16,
21 43: 4,
7,15, 21
44: 2,5
46: 16
47:6,7, 9,
25 48: 5,
10, 12, 15,
20 50:5
51:5, 11,
15, 18, 20
52:11, 14
54: 21

57: 23
58: 4

107: 24
108: 5, 6,
14, 18, 19,
22,24
109: 2, 6,
911
110: 6, 25
114: 22
115: 7,17
116: 24
117:9
123: 3
125: 2,3
126: 20,
21, 25

exhibits

127: 2, 6,
7,25

128: 2,3
140: 25
158: 7, 11,
15,19
159: 17,
21, 24
160: 3, 15,
21 161:5,
9,13

162: 4,12,
22,24, 25
163: 10, 19
164: 22
166: 16
168: 3
172:5
173: 17, 23
174: 2, 10,
12

175: 12, 15
181: 12, 18
186: 15
191: 16,
20, 24
192: 18
195: 2
197: 7
198: 5
205: 19
206: 3
208: 22, 25
209: 4,7,
11 212: 20
215:9,11
217:7
266: 2
267:8, 9,
15,19
286: 22, 24
293: 8, 18,
22 294: 8,
22 304: 21

10: 20

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

351 of 389



HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024
Index: exist..field

18: 2
22:16
43: 16
47: 3
159: 12
267: 10

exi st

121: 14
150: 8

151: 13
188: 12
189: 14
203: 24
211: 19

exi st ed
66:5
189: 2
191: 10
195: 22
203: 6
205: 22

exi st ence
188: 23

exi sting
155: 10
283: 24
284:5
289: 11
300: 16

exi sts
243: 13

expand
197: 15
303:9, 13

expandi ng
130: 8

expansi ve
94:7

expect
148: 15, 19
210: 24
211:8
229: 13

232: 3

expectation
286: 8

expect ed
67: 17
98: 20
135:12, 23
142:7,8
149: 6
209: 22

expenses
29: 25

experi ence
97:2,9,25
98: 8,13
99: 10, 11
100: 12,
13, 17, 20,
22 107:6
111: 11,
17, 24
112:7
113: 11,12
143: 6, 16
144: 16
194: 17

experi enced
268: 12
269: 8

expert

6:3 9:13
36: 14
60: 17
63:12,18
105: 2
111: 11
120: 11
135: 2
146: 10
154: 14
162: 17
164: 16
170: 11
171: 10

186: 15
191: 20, 25
281: 12
301: 25
305: 22
311: 12

experti se
103: 22, 23
194: 16
225: 19

expl ai n
60: 20
70:5
148: 24
187: 18

expl ai ni ng
59:19

64: 13
155: 21

expl ai ns
60: 4

expl anati on
281:18

expl ore
154: 2

Expl orer
61:7,13

expl oring
124: 13

ext end
304: 13

ext ended
226: 6

ext endi ng
130: 8

ext ensi on
212:9, 16

ext ensi ve
34:12

ext ent

168: 24

extra
16: 23
321: 8

extract
188: 4

extraordi na

ry
152: 19

face
94: 9

face-to-
face
208: 10

Facebook
230: 9, 10
231:10,11
275: 24
301: 21
303: 6, 14,
17, 19

fact
50: 15
113: 25
128: 10, 13
152: 6
183: 6
188:12
201: 22
207: 16, 23
222:23
229: 20
242: 20
257: 17
300: 24

factors
104: 24
105: 4,7

fair

47: 20
85:6 91:8
151: 22
238: 15

falls
78: 11

fam i ar
104: 10
304: 3

farfetched
130: 19

f ast
124: 13

fee
24: 13
32:13
36: 10

f eed
67: 22

f eel

20: 8
23: 23
28:12
41: 18
57:12
296: 22
319: 4,5

felt
297: 3

Fer scht
45: 10

field

96: 22
101: 23
102: 3,8
105: 14, 17
106: 2, 10
112: 22
202: 19
294: 19
295: 23
297: 19

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

352 of 389



HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024

Index: fields..forgive

fields
98: 9

figure
73: 21
80:7
82:21, 25
141:8
165: 5, 16
166: 3
174: 16, 17
176: 2,7,
16 177: 2,
12,23
178: 2, 15,
16, 19
179: 14
180: 2, 4,
9, 13,17,
18,19
182: 2, 4,
9, 15, 21,
22 183: 2,
12, 15, 23,
24 184: 2,
5,6,7,13
186: 10,
11,12, 17,
22,23
187:7
188: 11
217: 15
255: 25
257: 20
258: 2, 6,
12,17, 20
259: 13
260: 13
261: 10,
21, 25
262: 2, 13,
15,17, 18,
25 263: 2,
13, 14, 20,
22,25
264: 8, 15,
21

265: 14, 16
269: 15
283: 20, 23
284 4
288: 23
301: 13
304: 18
306: 23
309: 4
310: 17
311:5, 6,
10 312: 25
313: 3

figures
80: 19
168: 12
184: 17
185: 19
207: 8

figuring
295: 9

file
86: 21, 23,
24 215:10
231:5
267: 22

filed
18: 6
19: 20
filing
164: 4,11
fill
60: 24
201: 2

251:9, 14
258: 5

filled
200: 15
262: 4

filling
124: 17
177:7

final
167: 16, 20
168: 14
324:19, 20

finally
166: 21

find
14: 25
19:8 50:8
54:11
69: 24
75: 15
204: 17
205: 2
244 17
253: 3
254: 8
283: 17
284:6, 9,
12 285: 15
286: 21
287: 3
finding
45: 3
282: 4

fine
25: 22
26: 24
34:2
39: 10
49: 18
58: 3
59: 10
70: 25
72:13
117: 4
152: 25
160: 14
193: 17, 21
255: 4
284: 21
302: 22

finish
28:19

54:18
125: 14
126: 3
129: 24
145: 5, 11,
12 263:13
316: 17,18
318: 21
319: 15

fini shed
145: 10

firm
322:3
fit
85: 2
five-digit
213: 14
fix
268: 22

flexible
253: 3

flipped
15: 16

flow

71:10
72:4 73: 4
77:19

89: 23

90: 16, 18,
21 91: 11,
14 176:12
178: 4
179: 16
180: 19
241: 17
243: 4
244:13
245:11, 19
246: 4, 18,
25 248: 2
249: 15

fl owchart
85: 6, 9,

flows

f ocus

f ocused

f ocuses

f ocusi ng

Foer st er

foll ow

forces

f orefront

f orever

For get

forgive

12,19, 21
87:18
90: 23
234: 14,
16, 19

70: 16

75: 21
90: 16
93: 3

95: 25
96: 15
124: 10
127: 20
186: 9
300: 8

94: 6

110: 11

99: 11
231: 8

9:11
29: 10

176: 11
260: 20

153: 23

34: 25

271: 12,14

152: 4

10: 7 51:3
174: 4

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

353 of 389



HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024

Index: form..generator

form
26:
30:
45:
46:
54.
60:
62:
64.
66:
71:
72:
74.
76:
80:
81.:
85:
89:
91:
98:

143
144
20

101:
104:
111:
112:
114:
115:
117:
118:
124
129:
137:
139:
140:
142:

147:
148:
149:
165:
167:
177:
178:
180:
183:
189:

10, 13
23
17
14
-
24
24
18
19
11
20
8
20
11
6
12
12
6
25
20
16
14
3
14
2
17
11
18
10
6
14
19
16
.8
15,6,
146: 7
15
14
13
6, 17
7

W o1 o - O

, 6

196: 3
197: 21
198: 6
199: 15,
16, 17, 21
200: 3, 12,
15, 24
201: 2, 6,
7,12, 18,
22 202:23
207:5
209: 6, 19
211: 4,10
214: 2,17
215: 23
218: 3
219: 23
222:21
223: 24
224: 22
226:5
228:12
232: 17
237:18
238: 17
240: 22
244: 10
245: 8
247: 2
250: 19, 21
251: 6, 14,
18 252: 4
256: 17, 24
258: 4,7,
11 259:6,
15, 17
260: 9
268: 23
270: 14
272:11
282:12
291: 14
319: 21

f or mat
201: 3

f or ned
46: 11
171:7
211: 15
237: 25

forns
200: 16

formul ati ng
172: 4
187: 16

forward
291: 7
323: 10,
13, 16, 18

f ound

44: 14, 15,
16, 18, 19,
21 45: 2,
5,9 49:19
54:5 56:2
114: 11, 15
141:5
165: 12
279: 8
286: 23
299: 20

f oundat i on
30: 6

f r anewor k
303: 15
304: 8

Fr anci sco
248: 18, 24

free
20: 8
23: 24
28:12
41: 18
296: 22

fresh
777

friendly

273: 14
291: 4

front
10: 19
12: 16
22:23
40: 3 68: 4
305: 16, 20

full
37:20
203: 11
278: 7

function
240: 7

functi onal
ty
273: 15
275: 23

functions
311: 3

future
128: 16
129: 18
130: 15
151: 3,9
153: 15
288: 15

futuristic
134: 3

G

gat her
146: 6
248: 13
252: 4
258:12

gat heri ng
147: 6

gave
19: 20
23: 25

46: 7

84:21
224:5
323: 23

gener a
36: 8
101: 6, 11
166: 23
297: 22

general i zed
271: 17

general |y
25:3
59: 11
102: 21

generate
73: 20
81:14
85: 13, 18,
20 126:8
129: 8
135: 9
136: 11
219: 18
314: 21, 25

gener at ed
82:17
83:4 86:8
218: 17
264: 8
283: 25

gener at es
218: 11

generating
129: 2
131: 24
171:10
218: 18, 20
246: 20

gener at or
124: 18, 24
125:6, 10
126: 7

Z

ESQUIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

354 of 389



HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024

Index: genius..heading

128: 21 28: 17 83: 25 287: 4 273: 21
129: 4,7 87:. 24 86: 9 288: 14, 15 2777
iy 31615 Orahics 20026 handles
) ' 82:17 ' 276: 16
313:12 Gooal e 84: 21 301: 13, 14
i J . . 306: 12 handw i ti ng
geni us 224:12 264: 6 308: 4 95: 7
101:9 CGorrono r aphs . .
grap gui de handwritten
gent | eman 8:18 77:11 46: 23 84: 17
113:13,14 . or eat 67:10.12,  pang
geogr aphi c 51:5 11: 14 15, 23 778
213: 6 126: 17 14: 25 77: 19 '
. . h
gesture gr aduat ed 285?18 89'?4 agg?go
314: 18 111:5 : 273: 2 8. 24
gi ve 142: 11 gr ound gui del i nes 22'9: 5
19: 24 144: 13 45: 22 68: 8, 10 238" 6
37: 19, 23 147: 3 46: 3 50: 2 70: 14 239" 3
83: 12 gr anmar 111:9 156: 11 240: 3, 25
99: 2 188: 12 gr ounds QU S 242: 14, 20
106: 13 . 47: 21 286: 13 244: 3,7
: granmmati cal . :
133: 15 188 14 48: 21 guys 245: 7
190: 19 269: 15
. group 321: 22
201: 14 grant ed
, 64: 10 322: 4 happened
211:11 324:8 124: 9 74: 17
S granting 127: 20 268: 21
; 158: 8, 16, 153: 25 H 269: 18
240: 14 20 159: 18 . 270: 11
250: 25 161: 13 gr ow ng hal f
251: 3 . 124:12 ] happeni ng
2r1: 10 N guessi ng igé§21 72: 14
. raph : :
281:17,23 9 ap_ 39 17 316 19 262: 25
295: 15 73:7
; : 254: 14, 15 318: 18 happy
299: 8 77:2,3 . 145: 15
318: 17 79:3 81:2 QU 320: 23 317, o
o 84: 14, 15 88: 9, 19, hand '
grving 85: 7, 22 20, 22 242: 25 har d
30:5 86: 18 261:5,21, 244: 17
d obal 87:18 25 aizz.z har der
36: 15 91:19, 21 263: 14, 15 ' 39 13
37: 10 gr aphi ¢ 264: 3,7 handl e '
| 85 23 282:5, 10, 84:6 Har t
goal ' 11 283:7, 89: 14, 16 9:8
;Si:;g gr aphi cal 8,10, 17 90: 12 290: 21
’ 72:21 284: 3, 9 126: 4 headi ng
gOOd graphl cal | y 285: 24, 25 145: 16, 17 21: 22
10: 3,4, 7 286:3,5,7 207: 2

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

355 of 389

2 ESQUIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS



HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024
Index: hear..Homayoon

47: 13, 16 Hol d 60:1 61:1 127: 1 174: 1
hear 290: 16 62:1 63: 1 128: 1 175: 1
0g: 4 hol i sti ¢ 64:1 65: 1 129: 1 176: 1
182: 9 66:1 67:1 130: 1 177: 1

heard 183 13 68:1 69:1 131:1 178: 1
10: 11 ' 70:1 71:1 132: 1 179: 1
56: 12 Hol | and 72:1 73:1 133: 1 180: 1
61: 4 212:13 74:1 75:1 134: 1 181: 1
132: 25 Hol | ywood 76:1 77: 1 135: 1 182: 1
156: 2 89-3 4 78:1 79:1 136: 1 183: 1
164: 7 ’ 80:1 81:1 137: 1 184: 1
204: 15 Homayoon 82:1 83:1 138: 1 185: 1
hel ped 7:1,5,8, 84:1 85: 1 139: 1 186: 1
63: 19 11,14,17, 86:1 87:1 140: 1 187: 1

' 20, 23 88:1 89:1 141: 1 188: 1

hel ps 8:1,13 90:1 91:1 142: 1 189: 1
21: 20 9:1,14,23 92:1 93:1 143: 1 190: 1
22:13 10:1, 24 94:1 95:1 144: 1 191: 1
41:19 11:1,5,7, 96:1 97:1 145: 1 192: 1
hi gher 10 12:1 98:1 99:1 146: 1 193: 1
37: 4 13:1 14:1 100: 1 147: 1 194: 1
105: 21 1511 16:1 101: 1 148: 1 195: 1

, 171 102: 1 149:1 196: 1
hi ghest 18:1, 22 103: 1 150: 1 197: 1
287: 24 19:1 104: 1 151: 1 198: 1
hi nt 20:1, 25 105: 1 152: 1 199: 1
37:24 21:1,12 106: 1 153: 1 200: 1
i ed 2251,24 107: 1 154: 1 201: 1
114: 1 23:1, 14 108:1 155: 1 202: 1

. 24:1 25:1 109: 1 156: 1 203: 1
115:5, 15 26:1 27:1 110: 1 157: 1 204: 1
213250’ 28:1 29:1 111: 1 158: 1 205: 1
46 4 30:131:1 112:1 159: 1 206: 1
1474 9 32:1 33:1 113:1 160: 1 207: 1
e 34:1 35:1 114:1 161: 1 208: 1

149: 4,12 36:1 37:1 115: 1 162: 1 200: 1
hi st ori cal 38:1 39:1 116: 1 163: 1 210: 1
58: 8 jgii 2;11 117: 1 164: 1 211: 1
ni story 441451 1107 160, 1 2151
194:8 46:1 47:1 120: 1 167: 1 214: 1

hi t 48:1 49:1 121: 1 168: 1 215: 1
230: 17,21 50:1 51:1 122:1 169: 1 216: 1
237: 24 52:1 53:1 123:1 170: 1 217: 1
hi tting 54:1 55:1 124: 1 171:1 218: 1
931: 23 56:1 57:1 125: 1 172:1 219: 1
58:1 59:1 126: 1 173: 1 220: 1

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

356 of 389

2 ESQUIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS



HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024
Index: home..identify

221
222:
223:
224:
225:
226:
227:
228:
229:
230:
231:
232:
233:
234
235:
236:
237:
238:
239:
240:
241:
242:
243:
244:
245:
246:
247:
248:
249:
250:
251:
252:
253:
254
255:
256:
257:
258:
259:
260:
261:
262:
263:
264
265:
266:
267:

o

PRRPRRPRRPRPRRRPRPRRPRPRPRPRRPRPRPRPRRPRPRRPRPRPRRPRPRRPRPREPRPRREPRPRREPRPRREPRREPRPRRRPRRRERR

268:
269:
270:
271:
272:
273:
274
275:
276:
277:
278:
279:
280:
281:
282:
283:
284:
285:
286:
287:
288:
289:
290:
291:
292:
293:
294
295:
296:
297:
298:
299:
300:
301:
302:
303:
304
305:
306:
307:
308:
3009:
310:
311:
312:
313:
314:

PR RRPRRPRPRRRPRPRRRPRRPRPRRREPRPRPRRREPRPRRRPRPRPRRRPRPRRREPRPRREPREPRRPRRPRERRPREPRRRR

315:
316:
317:
318:
319:
320:
321:
322:
323:
324

PRRPRPRRPRRRERRRR

hone
9: 22
33:13
35:13,16

hope
68: 9

hosti ng
250: 19

hour

32: 3,16
33:12, 21,
24 35: 8,
13 36:10
54: 15
119: 14
125: 13,
20, 25
144: 25
156: 23
316: 20
318: 17
320: 23

hourly
36: 3

hour s

33: 25
34:5,6
35:2,3,5
39:2,3,16
172: 23, 25
318: 3
323: 4
324:8

human

60: 2, 3,
10, 14, 20
61:2 68:3
83: 16

86: 15, 25
88: 24
204: 21
205: 4
207: 25
208:5,6
253: 21
300:3,5,9

hunmans
62: 15
298: 24

hypot hecat i
ng
226: 4, 25

hypot heses
146: 11, 12

hypot hesi s
146: 8

hypot heti ca
I
146: 24
147: 23, 24

hypot heti ca
[y
119: 3
145: 24

i bizz
124: 9
127: 19

| BM
56: 13
95:6 98: 4
101: 12,
14, 22
102: 7, 18,

25 104:8
105: 19
106: 6
203:12

ID
312: 10
313: 5,19

i dea
35:19
111: 23
117: 13
120: 4
205: 16
211: 23
213: 17
313:18

i denti ca
180: 24
183: 24

i dentificat

i on
7:6,9,12,
15, 18, 21,
24 8: 3, 6,
9 48:7
51:13
108: 8
127: 3
158: 10,
14, 18, 22
192: 4
266: 4
293: 10

identified
55:10, 17
105: 21
176: 25
272:22

identifies
109: 13
287:10, 11
291: 22, 23

identify
46: 19

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

357 of 389



HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024

Index: identifying..institute

47: 25
50: 17
109: 2
155: 10
159: 14
295: 6
296: 7,16
297: 10
299: 9

i denti fying
287:18
291: 13,15
292: 4

| DS

312: 10
il

10: 8
illustrated

217: 2

i mge
186: 20
i mat eri al

235:5
237:4,5

i mpact
119: 5, 10,
18

i mpl ement
76: 24
83: 20
133: 17
176: 10
248: 14, 15
249: 13,
16, 18
251: 17
252: 22
259: 7
291: 12
301: 22
303: 4
304: 11
313: 25

i mpl errent at

i on
310: 13, 14

i mpl emrent ed
68: 20
71:3
76: 16
82: 11, 15
131: 23
137:5
148: 8
149: 11
252: 3
262: 20
270: 8
275: 22
279:5, 23
280: 15
311: 15, 25
312: 4

i mpl ementi n

g
93: 17

i mpl ement s
307: 22

implicit
176: 14
178: 6

inplicitly
177: 13
201: 19

i mplies
287:16

i nport ant
28: 17
165: 13, 25
166: 8
181: 25
185: 9, 16
238:5
242: 24
243: 14
245:5
301: 14

i mpression
120: 22
121:6, 12

i mproper
156: 12

i mprovi ng
298: 3

| M5
35: 14, 20

i ncl ude
17: 4,7
62: 3
105: 7
181: 6
182: 10
184:5, 6,
7,8,9, 10,
12 308: 4

ncl uded
44: 4
48: 12
62: 13
110: 14
147: 25
166: 9, 15

ncl udes
168: 24
169: 10
172: 3
232:7

ncl udi ng
156: 13
179: 3
181: 12, 20
264: 4

ncorrect
196: 25

ndependent
239: 4
308: 12

ndi cati on
210: 2

225: 4

indirectly
50: 12

i ndi vi dual
59: 21
75: 15
93: 4
106: 19, 20

informatics
109: 21
110: 15
111: 6
112: 6
113: 8
144: 19, 21
149: 16, 23

i nformati on
17:7, 14
31:5
68: 14
85: 24
86: 3
111: 25
112: 14, 16
137:10, 11
138:12
139: 25
140: 17
146: 6
147:7
185: 9, 13,
16 187: 24
188: 2
212:19
213: 23
218: 6
219: 16
225: 14
233: 11
240: 12
241: 22
242: 4
243: 3
248: 13
250: 13

251: 4, 15
252: 5
253:7, 8,
9,11, 13
254: 12
256: 23
257: 14
258:5, 12,
15 259: 2,
3,5
297:16
313: 22

nf or ned
96: 20
105: 3,6

nher ent
177: 2
243: 11,
20, 25
244:5

nnovat i ons
105: 11

nnovative
150: 25
151:6, 7,
25 152: 3,
10, 23

nput
89: 11, 18,
21 196:11

nsert
99: 3
211:12

nsi ght f ul
150: 13

nsi ghts
6:3
191: 21, 25

nstance
136: 14

nstitute
160: 4

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

358 of 389



HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024
Index: instituted..IPR

e

e

161: 24
162: 16, 18

i nstituted

16: 21, 22
17: 21

18: 25
21:17
22:5,11
42: 4
161:5
162: 12, 23

institution

158: 8, 12,
16, 20
159: 18
160: 16
161: 14
162: 5
163:5

i nstruct

169: 2

i nstructing

169: 7

I nstruction

6: 16
169: 5

intelligenc

150: 9
153: 17
193: 8
196: 9

intelligent

110: 12, 17

intelligibl

199: 6

i nt ended

132: 13

i nt ent

10: 8

i nter
10: 16
16: 4
23:15
26: 8

I nteresting

221: 9

i nterface

64:10, 14,
15 65:12,

nterns
106: 7

nt er pr et
71:9 90:7

158: 8, 12,
16, 20
159: 19
160: 4, 16
161: 14
162: 5, 12

i nt eract
65: 15
89: 23
312: 25

i nteracting
64: 20

i nteraction
59: 25
60: 9
88:17, 18
214:9
265: 9

i nteraction
S
88: 12
265: 6
295:5
296: 6

interactive
70:7,10
75: 13
294:12
295: 2
296: 3, 14,
15 297:9

interacts
106: 24

i nt erest
102: 16
152: 8,12
271: 23
296: 11

14 66: 5,
8,9 67:2
72:21
83: 24
92:16
179: 25
232: 24

260: 21, 25

261: 24
263:8, 11
264: 13,
15, 19, 22
265:7,9,

13 269: 14

287:9, 21
291: 21
309:5,15
311: 9,15
312: 3,4
313: 15

i nterfaces

297: 21, 23

i nterfacing

217: 13

interfere
27: 11

i nt er nedi at

e
88:7

i nt er nal
90: 9, 10

internally
79: 11

i nternal s
214:5,7

I nt er net
33: 2
61: 7,13

nt er pret at
I on

113: 21
261: 23

nt er preted
84: 4

nterpreter
86: 19

nterprets
77: 2
106: 23

nt er r upt

28:4 29:2
145: 6

interruptin

g
145: 21

| nt ervoi ce
32:6

i nt roduce
8:22

i ntroduci ng
193: 9

invalidity
45: 16

i nvent ed
152: 15

i nvention
180: 3
182: 3
184: 19, 22
193: 2
268: 8
301: 23

i nventi ons
175: 5

nventors
105: 8

nvoi ce
135: 10

nvoi ces
135: 14

nvoke

259: 11
281:8
291:5,7,8

nvoked
274: 3, 6,
14, 18, 24
275: 9, 20,
23 276: 24
277: 15,
19, 25
278: 20, 22

nvokes
276: 3

nvoki ng
290: 3

nvol ve
16: 6

nvol ved
93: 16
120: 3
219: 14
281:2
300: 23

nvol ves
26: 25
109: 7

I PR

9:5,6

10: 13, 15
11:5, 8,10
12:4,5,9
13: 4, 10,
11,19, 24
14: 8, 18,
23 15:15

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

359 of 389




HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024

Index: IPRS..languages

16: 10, 13,
14 18: 9,
14, 22, 24,
25 19: 14,
16, 17, 22,
24 20:21
21: 2,13,
16 22:5
23: 2,6,
15, 18

31: 21

37: 23
41: 4
42:4,7,10
44: 4,12
58:5
108: 2, 7,
11 109:7
159: 19
160: 17, 23
161: 4, 14
162: 5, 23
163: 2
293: 23
294:7

| PRS
9:5 11: 25
16: 9, 15
18:5
24: 24
30: 9,15
42: 17
45: 16
58: 20
100: 4
109: 3
125: 2
126: 21
159: 13
267: 16

i rrel evant
248: 3

irrespectiv
e
135: 21

irrespectiv

ely
137: 4

i ssue
26: 14
272:5
310: 25

itens
104: 14, 20
286: 7

iteration
89: 10

| t zhak
293: 21

| VR
69: 21
70:4 71:4
73:16
75:12, 24
77:19
83:5 88:6
89: 24

52:13, 17

January
110: 8, 17

Jean
9:9

j ob
34: 23
110: 13
142: 10
143: 4
144: 13
145: 25
146: 10
147: 25
148: 22, 25
155: 8

join
153: 23

j oi ned
95:6

j udgmrent
122:12

junp
73: 10
77:12
91: 24
217: 16

justified
38: 15

K

Ker ni ghan
95: 16

key
111:8

Ki k
304: 3
312: 6

ki nd
64:7
92: 22
144: 22

knew
155: 17
161: 8

knowi ng
213: 22
292: 19

Kri shnan
53: 22
281: 3

| andscape

153: 5

| anguage
15: 2
59:17, 21,
24 60: 3,
8,11, 15,
21 61: 2,
9,17, 21,
22,23
62: 2, 8,
11, 13, 14,
17, 18, 19,
23 63: 10,
13, 16, 23
64:2,4,5,
10, 13, 15,
16, 22
65: 9, 12
66: 5, 21
67:2
69: 14, 16
76: 23
77: 24
78: 10, 20
79: 10, 14,
21 80: 14
81:13
82: 6, 23
83: 3,14
84:12
85:2
86: 16
87: 20
88: 5
89: 2,5, 6,
9 92:15
94:7
96: 14, 17
97:9 98:2
101: 13,
14, 18, 21,
24 102: 3,
8, 24
103: 18,
21,23
106: 11, 15

| anguages

107:3,7
113: 6
126: 22
133:5
135:18
136:3,7,8
139: 20
140: 4, 10,
12,13
141: 17
179: 25
187: 15,
19, 22, 23
188: 5, 8,
10, 18, 20,
25 189: 6,
16 190: 3,
8,11, 14,
15 191: 11
194: 24
195: 19
196: 19
198: 10,
11, 13, 14,
17, 22
199:4,7
200: 13, 14
201: 24
202: 25
203: 2,17
204: 18
205:5,8
206:5
207: 24, 25
208:5
232: 24
250: 20
253: 11, 17
256: 25
259: 10, 16
263: 10,
11, 19, 22
311:9, 15
312:3,4
313:12, 15

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

360 of 389



HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024
Index: late..Macedo

75: 4 | evel i nked | oggi ng 98: 4
| at e 76: 23 228: 15 312: 21 101: 9
19522 S5 4523 | oq 106:5,8
199: 12 105'8 13 Li nkedi n 73:3 173:8
323: 2 Y ’ 230: 11, 14 79:18, 19 )
16, 20 . . 185: 14
| aunched 231: 12, 84: 13, 15, 321 5
218 11 | evel s 13, 14 18 87:2,5 )
' 106: 12 li nks 235: 24 | ots
| awyer ‘ ‘
2%5_4 | ever ages 300: 25 241: 18 225212
' 268: 8 308: 21 | ogi cal :
| ay . , 70: 17 | oud
. l'i brary l'ist _ _
[ 223: 20, 22 53: 3, 7 219:12 f25721
| ayer life 104: 14,19 long '
712l 20: 9, 15 listed 21:19 | ow
12:2 3. 23 55- 9 26: 3 76: 22
Le ' ' 34: 14 87:5
) l[imt literally 51: 22
45: 9
62: 9 319: 14, 18 224: 21 IO?E;_4
| ead 211: 25 I 276: 5 )
79: 15 - e 292: 17 | uck
[imted 24: 20, 22 : )
| ear ned 128: 25 286: 3, 5, 7 315: 22 324:2
259: 20 206: 24 287: 21 | onger | unch
| ear ni ng 232: 9 28856 125: 16 15658,16
94: 23, 25 linearly 289: 20 145:7, 8 157:5
95: 2 242:12,21 LLP 309:3
| eave li nes 9:2 | ooked M
301:12 34:24 | oad igfig
| eaves 94524 90: 5 88;25 th?do _
216: 16 95: 20 | oaded 104 11 7.2 8:24,
281 13 275: 14 _ : 25 10: 2,
: 67: 14 107: 21
292: 20 , : 12 25:21
191: 13, 15 127: 17
| ed ik 103 19 : 26:17, 21,
36: 15 194: 3, 10 142: 5 45: 20'
left 37: 10 200: 25 : :
_ 161: 9 48- 3. 8
16: 23 227:22 186: 16, 17 e
166: 6 228 23 | ocat ed ' ’ 51:8,14
; 173: 19 223: 4 54: 9, 16,
| egiti mate 229: 7,9, , 224: 3,10 19 56 25
139: 10 15 231:6, location 256: 9 579 63 2
15, 16 79:16 : :
| esson 234" 10 213" 7 | ose 67: 4
: : 74:
letting 307:8 | ogged | ot 80'26
40: 8 308: 7, 9, 269: 19 34:15 81:9
10, 22 38: 22 '

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

361 of 389

2 ESQUIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS



HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024

Index: machine..marked

89: 17
91:7 99:4
104: 18
108: 4,9
111: 21
112: 11
114: 16

115:
117:
118:
119:
120:
121:

125:

3
18
16
15
20
4, 10,

18 122: 17

14,17

126: 2,19
127:5,11
129: 22
131: 11, 16
138: 24
139: 2
140: 2, 20
143: 2,9
145: 3, 9,
20, 23
146: 9, 19,
22 147:18
149: 3
150: 2
156: 7, 16,
22,25
159: 2
165: 8, 23
167:9
169: 6, 12,
20 170: 4,
10, 17, 23
171: 6, 15,
19, 24
177:10
178: 20
181: 9
183: 22
186: 4,8
191: 3, 8,
16, 19
192: 6

196: 21
198: 15
200: 10
202:9, 24
203: 14
207:9
209: 5, 8,
24 211:6
212:10
214: 3,21
216: 2
220: 10
2232
224:18
225:8
226: 14
228:18
232: 20
238:10, 21
240: 23
244: 20
245: 14
247: 3
251:7,19
254: 21
255: 2, 8,
13 256: 18
258: 8
260: 4, 10
265:17, 21
266: 7, 18,
19 269: 2
270: 18
272:12
277:9
282: 13,
17, 22
283:13
290: 22
292: 10,
19, 25
293: 4,13
298:19, 21
315:9, 17,
20 316: 2,
15, 22
317:5, 9,

13,21
318:5,9,
13 319: 9,
12,17
320: 3, 6,
10, 14, 21
321: 2, 14,
19, 24
322: 20
324: 20

machi ne
66: 25
69: 8
72:16
204: 20
270: 4

machi nery
64:7
76: 25
77:2
141: 18

made
16: 21
25: 20
69: 7
73: 24
82: 20, 22
88: 23
105: 11
155: 9
166: 19
169: 5
221: 17
224: 24
226: 21
240: 12
310: 15

mai n
17:17, 19
275:9

291: 22,23

make
14: 15

15:8 17: 3

18: 18
19: 9

20: 15
23: 23
28: 11
47:5

48: 15

managed
106:5,7,8

managenent
155:12

manner
67:17

51:
73:
79:
82:
96:
97:

113:
116:

6 63:5
18

20, 21
18

8

22

19
15, 16

273:
279:
280:

map

283:
285:
286:
288:

14
4,22
14

23
18
5,7
14

117: 11
136: 4
137: 8
141: 22
167: 15, 20
168: 14
179: 12
189: 11
190: 12
223: 22
238: 24
240: 11
241:17,18
245: 13
282: 8
288: 23
299: 4
300: 5, 6,
14 303:6

nmakes
20: 9
130: 6
302: 6
303: 2

nmaki ng
84: 10
132: 20
225: 15
260: 11
321:7

mapped
199: 5

mar k
48: 10
126: 19
170: 13
191: 19

mar ked
7:6,9,12,
15, 18, 21,
24 8:2,5,
8 10: 22
11: 3,6, 8,
23 12:23
13: 6, 14,
18, 21
14: 3, 11,
17, 20
15:7
19: 13
20: 19
21:2,6,11
23:13,19
43: 6, 14
46: 16
47: 4,9
48: 6
51:12
107: 24
108: 8, 18

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

362 of 389



HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024

Index: marking..misrepresenting

109: 8 190: 5 medi cati ons 303: 11 m mcs
115: 7, 17 198: 3 27: 11 306: 17 207: 25
116: 23 224: 19 . 307: 4 208:5,6
Med !
117: 8 225: 19 2;8?12 310:9,18 .
124: 25 237: 10 : 311: 16 )
222:6 22: 10
125: 2 238: 14 . 312:5 )
223: 8,9, 37:17
126: 20 239: 22 313: 6 )
1273 573 13 10, 12, 15 96: 18
158:10 ' 224: 16, 21 nessed 127: 8
14 i8 éz matters 225: 23 211: 3 147: 21, 22
155:12 237: 23 226: 3, 8, messenger 155: 14
1635 240: 2 9, 16 275 25 215: 6
) 245: 6 227:6,10 ) 236: 7
175: 12 230" 7 301: 21 277:3 4
181: 11 mat uri ng 231j5 7 303: 7, 14, 302j4’
186: 15 153: 13 T 18, 19, 22 )
192: 3 . nmeet 304:5 m ndset
215: 8 ol 29 97: 13, 22 305: 8 243: 10
254 19 ' 123: 16 307:7, 23 i ne
255: 10 nmeans 150: 4 309:6,7 17- 13
266: 3 34:24 151:2, 21 nmessenger s 177: 22
267: 8 45:19 308: 12
) . 303: 21 .
290: 23 60: 21 Vehr an m nut e
293: 10, 64: 14 9- 10 met 18: 12
18, 22 73:7 87:7 ' 120: 4 20: 23
128: 15 Mel endez 249: 17
mar ki ng . . met hod
132: 15 45: 11 ) .
51: 15 _ ] 176: 21 m nut es
133: 23, 24 141: 12 263: 7 125: 20
master’ S ool 224: 4 294: 17 292: 15
10}:10 207: 17, 19 ”qu;le neti cul ous g;?fé4’16
303: 13 ' 202: 15 '
mat ched memor y . mrroring
69: 20 meant ) mc'd _
20: 10 . 306: 13
terial 20: 10 24-4 90° 9 266: 17
materi a ' , : .
16: 24 24:3, 4 255: 19 m | est one n1sch§racte
_ 79: 23 113: 3 rization
239:13 129: 19 ment i oned _ _' 169: 18
material s 186: 23 45: 14 ”"'{On i schar act e
54: 22 200: 4 Tessa 94:13 -
_ . ge 95 19 rize
1;1i2’26 320-15 74: 14 110 4 284: 15
o nechgnical 301:19 223:21 m spronounc
nat?er 94:19,22 nmessages o e
8: 14 95:12 312:7 64: 6 10: 8 51: 4
16, 18, 20, Mvedi a . 88: 11, 18 .
21. 25 8 1 nessaglng i 1 cki ng mi srepresen
183: 25 301: 16 205 4 ting

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

363 of 389

2 ESQUIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS



HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024
Index: missing..NDA

199: 2 315: 6 39:18, 19 nam ng 133: 4
nm ssi ng nodi ficatio noon 288:9 1323;87
19:9, 17 ns 132: 21 narrow 139:26
215: 4 315: 15 : 196: 16 '
234. 12 nor ni ng 140: 4, 9,
' nodi fi ed 10: 3,4 native 11, 12
n12ipgke ggiigo Nbr i son 312: 23 141317
' ' 9:11 nat ur al 179:25
ni st akes modi fy 29: 10 59: 16, 21, 137224’
mE TR e 200
m sunder st a . 302: 13, 14 e
ndiﬁg 233: 12 21 61: 2, 8, 10, 18,
103: 8 236: 3 nmouse 9,17, 21, 20, 24
' 301: 12 264: 4,5 22.23 189: 6, 15
m sunder st o 314: 24 62: 2, 8, 190:3, 7,
rout h 11, 14, 15
od 315:7 ) 11, 14, 17, , 14,
193: 22 191 11
55: 4 di fvi 18, 19, 23 -
129: 16 frodi Tyl ng move 63- 9. 13, 194: 24
167: 22 307:18 22: 21 16, 23 195: 19
- moment 78:13 64: 2, 3,5, 196: 19
o o 73: 12 80: 2 9.13 14 198: 10,
nockup 129: 13, 208: 25 65:9 12 17, 22
282:10, 13 21, 25 301: 21 66: 4, 21 199: 4,7
283: 9, 19, 130: 4, 13 303: 6 67: 2 200: 13
24 284:3 134: 18 307: 21 2724 203: 17
285: 18, 22 136: 15 TOVi es 78:9. 20 204: 18
286: 4,6, 7 138: 18, 22 299: 7 79: 10, 13, 205: 8
14, 15 oney. movi ng 80- 14 207: 24
288: 5, 14, 119: 17 323:15 81 13 232: 24
22,24 noni t or NPEG 82: 23 250: 20
289: 4, 7, 309: 16, 321- 18 84. 25 252: 10
11, 17 18, 21 o 88 5 253: 11, 16
290: 15 310:8,11,  multidimens 92: 14 256: 25
mockups 12 3137  ional 94: 7 259: 10, 15
286- 12 314:3 285:7,9 97: 9, 25 263: 10,
noni t or ed mul ti pl e 101: 13, 11’ 19’ 21
modal 313: 21 154: 12 14, 18, 20, 311: 9, 15
o itori 23 102:3, gig'iﬁ414
- , noni toring 212,
nmodi ficatio 8, 24
0 271:19, 21 N 103 18, 316: 13
307: 17 310:22’23 21, 23 NDA
308: 14 312:14 nanes 106:10,14  30: 24
312: 24 nont hs 10:9 107:3,7 31:7,22
314: 11 17: 23 288: 10 113: 6 35:25

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

364 of 389

2 ESQUIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS



HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024

Index: necessarily..number

36:5

necessarily
18: 14
68:9 98:5
112: 9
113: 23
142: 19
148: 6
150: 17
151: 13
198: 16
202: 6
210:5
211: 19, 25
212:5,15
213: 4,13
245: 11
246: 18
270: 2

needed
89: 15
103: 21
123: 11
146: 2

Negi
220: 19

Neha
220: 19

Net her | ands
- based
110: 11

net wor k
94: 23, 25
95:2,4
312:9

net wor ks
294: 25

neur al
94: 23, 24
95:2,4

newer
153: 14

Nguyen
9:9 26:20
30: 23
45: 17
54:7, 14
62: 24
66: 19
68: 13
74:8
76: 20
80: 11
81:6
89:12
91: 6
98: 25
104: 16
111: 14
112: 3
114: 14
115: 2
117: 17
118: 11
119: 13
120: 18, 24
121:7
122: 16
125: 12,
16, 23
129: 10
131:10, 13
137: 6
139: 14,
21, 23
140: 19
142: 16
143: 8
144: 20, 24
145: 8
146: 7
147: 15
148: 14
149: 13
165: 6, 17
167:7
168: 23
169: 9, 17,
22 170: 8,

15, 20
171: 2,12,
17, 21
177:5
178: 17
180:
183:
189:
196:
198:
200:
201:
202:
203:
207:
208:
209:
211: 4,
214: 2,17
215: 23
218: 3
219: 23
222: 21
223: 24
224: 22
226:5
228:12
232: 17
237:18
238: 17
240: 22
244:10
245: 8
247: 2
251: 6,18
254: 24
256: 17
258: 7
259: 17
260: 9
268: 23
270: 14
272: 11
282:12,
16, 19
283: 11
291: 14

G ONNWOO WWOoo

=N
[CoJum N

N
H
o

292:17, 23
293: 3
315: 24
316: 10, 21
317: 2,7,
11, 17
318: 2, 7,
11 319: 3,
11, 14, 20
320: 8, 13,
18, 24
322: 6, 8,
12 324: 3,
18

ni ght
318: 10, 12

NLP

6:6 66:7
80: 20
97:2

111: 12, 24
191: 23
192: 3
194: 24
195: 4, 19,
24 196:6
197: 9
199: 13
202: 13,21
203: 4
205: 20

node
73:8
77: 4,13
79:12, 17
80: 2
84: 22, 23
135: 15

nodes
73:9 79:5
84: 2

Nods
74: 16

nor nal

29: 24
30:7,12
31:12, 15,
17, 25
32:4 35:8
36:2,3
71: 23
88:12, 17
89: 2

201: 10

Not ary
9:15

not ed
158: 3
324: 22

not es
23: 24
41: 16
166: 20
284: 20

notice

7:5,8,11
10: 23
11:4,7,9
12: 6

13: 5,18
14: 16
20:5 23:9
319: 23

noti ced
15:5
38:18

notices
10: 21
11: 23
16: 3

Novenber
114: 6
126: 9
164: 17
222:19
22421

number

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

365 of 389



HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024

Index: numbered..opposite

12: 9

16: 10, 13,
14 19: 15,
17, 25
23: 2

33: 25

49: 17
51:8

60: 25
108: 24
113: 10, 12
136: 23
137: 16, 20
138:6,7
139: 8
160: 17
191: 17
210: 15,
19, 20
211: 2, 16,
18 212:6,
8,9, 24
213:10, 19
222: 24
240: 8
286: 22
305: 15
314: 6
320: 11

nunber ed
47: 3

nunber s
12:9
18: 9, 14
36: 22
37: 23
109: 2
163: 15
213: 11,15

Nuner al
52:12, 17

O

oat h

57:16
156: 10
159: 9
267:5

obj ect
81:12
94: 9
209: 3
285: 6, 8,
9, 10, 12

obj ection
28: 20
30: 23
45: 17
54:7
62: 24
66: 19
68: 13
74:.8
76: 20
80: 11
81:6
89: 12
91: 6
98: 25
104: 16
111: 14
112: 3
114: 14
115: 2
117: 17
118: 11
120: 18
129: 10
131: 10
137: 6
139: 14
140: 19
142: 16
143: 8
144: 20
146: 7
147: 15
148: 14
149: 13
165: 6, 17

167:7
168: 23
169: 21
177:
178:
180:
183:
189:
196:
198:
200:
201:
202:
203:
207:
209: 19
211: 4, 10,
12 214: 2,
17 215: 23
218: 3
219: 23
222: 21
223: 24
224: 22
226:5
228:12
232: 17
237:18
238: 17
240: 22
244:10
245: 8
247: 2
251: 6,18
256: 17
258: 7
259: 17
260: 9
268: 23
270: 14
272: 11
282:12,
15, 18
283: 11
291: 14
323: 14

= Ol
~

ONN WO WWOyM

ol

obj ecti ons
26: 10, 12
99: 3
209: 6
319: 21

obj ective
69: 23

observati on
S
166: 19

observe
72:7

obvi ous
21: 23
45: 23
47:2,19
50: 4
142: 2
303: 23

obvi ousness
48: 21

occurred
176: 17

occurs
67:11

Cct ober
40: 8,9, 13
110: 7
111: 3, 7,
10 126:9
144: 17
147:5
152: 22
203: 24

of fer
302: 15

of fice
35:2 82:7
87.6
onli ne
95.7
200: 16

ont ol ogi cal
81:5,8,11
303: 15
304: 8

onwar d
92: 8
110: 20

open
18: 6

opened
218: 10
220: 6

operati ng
244: 23

operati on
268: 13
269: 8
287:7
291: 19

opi ne
302: 18

opi ni on
46: 11, 14
111: 11
152: 21
171:7
183: 18, 23
185:7
193: 23
200: 19,
21, 23
222:19

opi ni ons
21: 22
30: 3

opportunity
319: 6
323:8,24

opposi ng
30: 24

opposite
209: 21

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

366 of 389



HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024
Index: option..part

option
87:1
247:

87:1
200:

order
12: 2
39:1
89:1
100:
116:
137:
196:
199:
231:
235:
236:
243:
247:
259:
303:
321:

321:

orderi
203:
322:

orders
324:

ordi na
95: 2
105:
113:
152:
210:

ns

3,14
16

opti ons

1
9

1

5

5

23

13

3

12

18

18

2

22
12,15
10, 12
22

11
17, 23

ordered

24

ng
12
5

17

ry
4
5
17
18
23

organi zatio

origin
211: 24

ori gi nal
39: 6
167: 3
220: 11
222:6
235: 25
277: 4

out cone
115: 24
118: 4

out cones
30: 3

outlier
85:3,4

out put
89: 19

over cone
268: 10

overl ap
272:9

overl aps
272: 7

owner
9:3,5
10: 13
25: 25
32: 22

154: 13

organi ze
20: 8

organi zed

26: 3

157:
158:
265: 20
266: 6

4,6
3,25

paged
15:7

pages
19: 3
181: 13
182: 12
183: 17
224: 16

pagi nati on
173: 20

pai d
30: 22
32:5, 15,
20 33:9
34:3
35:15
117: 23
118: 9, 13,
18 119: 3,
9 131:21

paper
12: 8
86: 21
95: 2

par agr aph
30:5,9
49: 9, 15
52: 4,11,
15, 16
53:9, 12,
16, 20, 23
54: 2
59:12
100: 7
104: 13
109: 14
114: 18, 22
153: 20
164: 6, 11

293:
316:
322:
324

6,12
4,6, 9
15, 19
15, 22

165: 4

192: 15, 20

194: 20
259:19
265: 3

294: 21
314:5,6

par agr aphs
50: 5 52: 8
54:6 55:9
165: 3, 15
166: 2, 15,
25 167: 2,
25
168: 10, 20
169: 23
172: 3
173: 14
174: 14
181: 24

paral | el
242: 14

par anet er
292:5,8

paraneters
285:5
287:12, 22
289:12
291: 12, 24
292: 3

par aphrasin
g
196: 14
277: 8

par sabl e
86: 4

par se
82:16
83: 24
86: 14
87:18
88: 23
90: 8
278:5

par ser
86: 17

par ses
79: 3

part
32:
65:
71:
73:
75:
81.:
82:
92:
118

119:
121:
124.
127:
143:
171:
173:
181:
184:
188:
190:
197:

15,

208:
209:
253:
258:
262:
263:
264
267:
274
276:
277:

18,
278
283

285:

287

291:

296

22

20

17

6

21

15, 18
23

10

.8

22
20

8

19
11

2

13

7

20, 23
10
10
11,
19

11
17

2

15
56,7
24
3,25
15

5 11
16, 17
17,
23
16,11
12,5
2

.5, 17
5
12,12,

13 300: 9

305
306
309

311:
312:

114, 17
16, 24
110

9

3

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

367 of 389




HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024

Index: partes..person

313: 15
318: 7

partes

10: 16
16: 4

23: 15
26:8
158: 9, 13,
17,21
159: 19
160: 4, 16
161: 14
162: 5,12

parties
24: 25
319: 22

part ner
8: 25

parts
91: 20
98: 10
211: 17

party
308: 16
312: 2

pass
241: 21
243: 5

pass-
t hr ough
33: 15

passed
219: 17
243: 3

passes
216: 18

past
24: 25
94: 11

past e
61: 15

pat ent
6:8,9
8.2,5,8
9:3,4
10: 13
12: 9, 14,
19, 23
13: 7,11,
15, 20
14: 4, 10,
19 15:9
16: 19
19: 16
20: 6
22: 25
23:9, 16,
19 25:25
40: 24
41: 10
42:4 43:5
48: 2, 6,
10, 11
51:12, 16,
22 52:24
96: 23
108: 11
109: 8
141: 15
158: 9, 13,
17, 21
159: 20
160: 5, 17
161: 15, 24
162: 6, 13,
18, 22, 25
163: 11,
24,25
165: 3, 10,
14, 25
166: 8
167: 15
168: 3, 13
172: 2
173: 4,9,
17,19
174: 15,
22,23

175: 11,
15, 25
176: 5, 25
177:7,13
178:2,7
179: 3, 15,
20 180: 4,
15 181:7,
18,19
182:2,4,8
183: 2
184: 3, 21,
24 185: 2,
8 186: 10,
13, 14, 25
232: 21
236: 11
255: 18
260: 18
266: 3
267:8, 19
272: 22,23
273: 3
279:12, 20
280: 19, 20
281:6, 19
282: 14
286: 11, 25
287: 2
288: 10
291: 2
292: 7
293: 9, 19
295: 13, 24
296: 21
297: 12

pat ent ed
185: 23

pat ents

15: 6, 13
16: 4, 16
56:5 59: 4
100: 8
174: 24
180: 21
183:7

185: 15
187: 10
197:5
245: 22
259: 12
271: 6
272:8,16
279: 19
286: 15
298: 17,
18, 23

patent s-i n-
sui t
90: 17
112: 23

pat h
87:14, 15

pay
33: 20
222: 11

payi ng
155: 18

peers
66: 6

pen
19: 24
23: 25

pendi ng
27: 2

peopl e
29: 11
56: 16
62: 20
63: 6, 10,
16, 22
64: 11
67:21
91: 17
101: 17
102: 14
104: 5
106: 5
122: 15

123: 2
142: 21
150: 15,
18, 20
151: 18
221: 24
222: 17,
22,25
223: 7,10
224:6, 7,
24 225: 3,
4,6
226:18, 22
321:7

peopl e's
321:5

perf ect
12: 21

Perfectly
25: 22

per form
265:5

per f or mance
268: 19

per f or ned
279: 6, 24
280: 16
287: 7
291: 19

peri od
133: 2
192: 8
237: 20

per ni ssi on
137:18
323: 19

person
28:18
63: 21
75:9
77:16
88: 14
95: 24

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

368 of 389



HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD June 25, 2024

WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD. Index: person's..Phd
96: 10 perti nent 74:1 75:1 132: 1 179: 1
97: 4 252: 20 76:1 77:1 133: 1 180: 1
101: 6, 8 . 78:1 79:1 134: 1 181: 1
105: 5 peggﬁ;inzz 80:1 81:1 135: 1 182: 1
112: 10 neT 82:1 83:1 136: 1 183: 1
113: 17,19 petitioner 84:1 85:1 137: 1 184: 1
117: 12 9: 12 86:1 87:1 138: 1 185: 1
120: 7 29: 16 88:1 89:1 139: 1 186: 1
128: 7 96: 21 90:1 91:1 140: 1 187: 1
137: 12 109: 9 92:1 93:1 141: 1 188: 1
152: 18, 19 319: 24 94:1, 22 142: 1 189: 1
187: 25 Phd 95:1, 13 143: 1 190: 1
194: 11, 14 7.1 81 96:1 97:1 144: 1 191: 1
195: 2 9-1 14 98:1 99:1 145: 1 192: 1
2025 18 10:1 11-1 1005 1 1465 1 1935 1
204:19 12:1 13- 1 101:1 147:1 194:1
207:21,22 14-1 15 1 102: 1, 12, 148:1 195:1
210:7 16-1 17- 1 15,;8,21 149:1 196:1
284:11 181 19- 1 103:1 150:1 197:1
310:17 50- 1 21+ 1 104:1 151:1 198:1
e 22:1 281 A% 151 200 1

person's 24:1 25:1
240- 6 261 27- 1 107:1,13 154:1 201:1
per sona 30 1 31 1 109: 1 156: 1 203: 1
297:10 32:1 33 1 110: 1 157: 1 204: 1
314: 25 34-1 351 11151 15851 20551
personal i za 36:1 37:1 112:1 159:1 206: 1
tion 38 1 39: 1 113: 1 160: 1 207: 1
294: 13 40:1 41:1 114:1 161:1 208: 1
295: 3 42:1 43:1 115:1 162: 1 209: 1
296: 4 44:1 45:1 iig;i igi;i 31211

. 46:1 47:1 : : :

er sonal e . . .
g Iz 48- 1 49 1 118:1 165:1 212:1
_ 50- 1 51. 1 119: 1 166: 1 213: 1
294: 15 ) : 120: 1 167: 1 214: 1

_ 52:1 53:1

296: 17 . . 121:1 168: 1 215: 1
314: 16, 22 >4 1 551 122: 1 169: 1 216: 1

' 56:1 57:1 : : :
persona| I y 58 1 59 1 123 1 170 1 217 1
54° 5 60 1 61 1 124: 1 171: 1 218: 1
. . 126: 1 173: 1 220: 1
perspective 64:1 65:1 127: 1 174: 1 291 1

66- 14 66:1 67:1 : : :

152: 3 : - . . .
20- 1 71 1 129: 1 176: 1 223:1
238:11 ' ' 130: 1 177: 1 224: 1

72:1 73:1 : : :
131:1 178: 1 225: 1

@ ESQUIRE 800.211.DEPO (3376)
DEROSITION SOLUTIONS EsquireSolutions.com

369 of 389



HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024

Index: Phds..pointing

226:
227:
228:
229:
230:
231:
232:
233:
234
235:
236:
237:
238:
239:
240:
241
242:
243:
244:
245:
246:
247:
248:
249:
250:
251:
252:
253:
254
255:
256:
257:
258:
259:
260:
261:
262:
263:
264:
265:
266:
267:
268:
269:
270:
271:
272:

o

PRRPRRPRRPRPRRRPRPRRPRPRPRPRRPRPRPRPRRPRPRRPRPRPRRPRPRRPRPREPRPRREPRPRREPRPRREPRREPRPRRRPRRRERR

273:
274
275:
276:
277:
278:
279:
280:
281:
282:
283:
284
285:
286:
287:
288:
289:
290:
291:
292:
293:
294
295:
296:
297:
298:
299:
300:
301:
302:
303:
304
305:
306:
307:
308:
309:
310:
311:
312:
313:
314
315:
316:
317:
318:
319:

PR RRPRRPRPRRRPRPRRRPRRPRPRRREPRPRPRRREPRPRRRPRPRPRRRPRPRRREPRPRREPREPRRPRRPRERRPREPRRRR

320:
321:
322:
323:
324:

Phds
102: 11, 16
103: 25
105: 24

PR R R

phone
68: 2
136: 23
137: 15, 20
138:5,7
139: 8
212: 8,23

phrase
78:2 99:5
140: 6
170: 2

physi cal ly
76: 16

physi ci sts
98. 4

physi cs
97: 11, 17,
20 102: 15
pi ck
57:18
61: 16
180: 16
312: 15, 16

cked
183: 12

p

cture
175: 25
262: 8
305: 23

p

pi ece
46: 21
50: 18
86: 21

pi eces
43: 16

pile
12:18
209: 12

pl ace
152:
223:
308:
314:

O 0o,k

pl aces
230: 6
253: 3

pl aci ng
309: 9

pl ans
34: 13

pl ate
38:21, 23

pl atform
223:18
275: 25
279: 6, 25
280: 16

pl at f or s
312: 9

PLOW
248: 8
249: 6, 8,
22,25
250: 3, 9,
12,18
251:5, 11,
20, 25
252:3
253: 19, 20
254: 17
255: 16
256:5, 14,
19 258:11
264: 9, 14,
21 265:12

PLOW s

259: 21

plurality

287:11, 22
291: 24
292: 2

poi nt

25: 8

46: 12
49: 11, 25
55: 14,19
79:6,8,19
80: 10
87: 23
112:8
119: 16
135: 16
149: 2
152: 14
168: 17
182: 22
192: 10
195: 8
215:5
216: 10
227: 25
241: 4
245: 22
248: 6
252:8,12,
13,25
253: 2
260: 11
261: 17
271: 16
275: 2,7,
17 291: 23
299: 16
300: 13
310:7
316: 14
320: 2, 14
321: 4

poi nti ng

195: 8

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

370 of 389



HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024

Index: pop..priority

258: 20

pop
61: 6

pops
61: 13

popul ar
303: 21

portal
65: 13

portion
48: 24
141: 3
168: 19
169: 23
215: 9
262: 24
301: 25

poses
287: 2

POSI TA
96: 22
97: 23
98: 21
99: 23
100: 18
101: 7,11
104: 15, 25
105: 6
112:9, 12,
15 113: 2,
4,16, 22,
24 114:6
128: 15
130: 7
141: 19
142: 2,7,
13,15
143: 6, 15
144: 3
148: 13
149: 8, 9,
20 192: 24
194: 10, 11
201: 20

254: 4,13
301: 20

positing
153: 3

position
32:6 82:2
169: 13
170: 12

positions
102: 20
possi biliti
es
124: 14
154: 2
303: 9

possi bl y
55: 13
111:18
116: 4
148: 23
270: 21

post
226: 17
228: 2
229:12
230: 17,21
231: 17
236: 23

Post-its
41: 18

post ed

220: 15
225:10, 22
226: 8,13
228:5
230: 8,13
235:7
289:8

posti ng
226: 12

pot enti al
288: 14

potentially
91: 16
96: 9
149: 8
283: 10

practice
26: 7
156: 11
193: 11

Pr akash
221: 2

pr eanbl e
175: 19
246: 10

predefi ned
196: 11

prefer
12: 13

prefix
212:12

Pr emar k
7:2

pr emar ked
10: 20
12: 18
17: 25
18: 21

premni se
150: 7
151: 10, 23
152:5
181: 3
207: 23

preparation
39: 6

pr epar e
34:10
115: 16
116: 22
117:7
118: 14
131: 21

147:5

pr epar ed
23: 6
34: 25
126: 23
186: 14

preparing
34: 20, 22
39:3,4
114: 24
115: 22
242: 2

pr esent
185: 20
258: 4
268: 8
294: 24
297: 20

present ed
112:5
126: 22
139: 19
141: 13
167: 19
187: 4
251:12
263: 16
295: 13

presenting
142:17, 24
143: 23
148: 3, 4
150: 22, 24
185: 21
268: 18

presents
197: 8

pressed
138: 2

pressi ng
197: 21

presune
68: 7

323:12

presumned
234:7

presunption
305: 13

preval ent
223:8

previ ous
137: 23, 24
139: 11

previously
23:13

price
251: 3

primarily
93:2

pri mary
41: 9
45: 14,19

pri or

42: 15
43: 17
44: 5

46: 22
49: 19
50: 9, 10,
13,18
52:12, 13,
17,24
104: 6
105: 10
110: 4
111:9, 18
143: 17
144: 17
155: 10
223:5,22
261: 22
262: 25
263: 9
288: 10

priority

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

371 of 389



HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024

Index: privilege..produces

164: 5, 11, 105: 9, 10 208: 12, 14 287: 6, 10 94: 7
14 268: 11 210: 9 289: 14 97: 10
ori Vil ege 286: 18 213: 23 291: 5, 6, 98: 2
26 14. 25 289: 25 217:18 12,18, 22 101: 13,
T 297: 14 227:8 297: 16, 17 15, 18, 21
privil eged 299: 22 228: 4 298: 3, 5, 24 102: 4,
31:5 230: 2 8, 15 9, 24
131: 15 prggéigre 231: 9 299: 4 103: 19
169: 10, 14 ' 233: 15, 300: 16, 20 106: 11, 15
170: 7, 18 i :
, prOC_eedl ng 18, 23, 24 orocessed 107: 3,7
ori vi | eges 30: 4 234: 2,5, 63: 25 113: 7
121 3 115: 24 9,17, 18 133: 5
, 235: 19 processes 135: 18
roceedi ngs
probl em P 10_14'12 236: 7, 16, 58: 23 136: 3,7
31: 16 i : 80: 19 -
17 16+ 5 19 239: 7, : 139: 20
268:17, 19 26: 9 9, 14, 16, 98: 3 140: 4, 13
269: 5 118 5 19 240: 5, 130: 21, 24 141: 18
270: 24 ' 11, 15 154: 11 149: 5
271:6 process 241: 11, 249: 10 187: 20, 23
272:6, 7, 66: 12 12,16 274: 3, 5, 188: 5, 8,
16, 18, 21 69:5 70: 3 243:2,6 14, 16, 18 11, 15, 18,
273:12 71:19 244 14 275:4,8 20, 25
274:10, 2:7 246:5, 11, 276:7,9 189: 6, 16
12,13, 21 84:5, 25 12, 14, 17, 277: 14, 25 190: 4, 7,
276: 21, 22 88: 21 21, 23 278: 22 12,14
277: 22, 89: 13, 16 247:7. 8, 279: 3, 22 191: 11
23,24 90: 14 12,13 280: 14 194: 24
278:5,7 110: 8,13 248: 9, 11, 297: 23 195: 19
279: 2, 11, 123: 19, 25 13 249: 2. 298: 23 196: 19
19, 21 124: 4, 6, . :
: 4,7,9,12,  processing 198: 17
280: 10, 15, 22 14, 21, 24 . 199:5,7
, 59: 17, 22,
25 281:7 130: 8 252: 9, 14, 61: 9 ' 203: 17
282:3 131: 23 24 262:15 62:2 18 205: 8
284: 2 133: 16, 17 265 5 19 23 206: 5
285: 14, 149: 15, 267: 21 63- 10 13 230: 5
15, 17 22, 23,24 268:3. 9 ) ' ’ 257: 2
_ ) -9, 16, 23 :
287:3 151: 25 270: 21 64.5 7 308: 17
288:12, 21 153: 16 272: 4 65 o g
290: 2,5 154: 21 : ' produce
" . 274: 20, 78: 10, 20 17: 14
6, 10, 14 166: 24 22,23 79 15
291: 2 168: 6 275: 10, 80:15 pr oduced
295: 9, 12, 171: 3 18, 20 81 14 113: 15
22 296: 18 179: 18, 23 . :
) e 2176: 3, 12, 82: 24 produces
297: 7 187: 15 24 27716 ) .
190 6 e 3 88: 21 137: 11
pr obl ens 198 21 281 9 92: 14

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

372 of 389

2 ESQUIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS



HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024

Index: product..put

pr oduct
68: 24

productivit

y
154:12, 22

products
113: 6
142: 23

pr of essi ona
I
109: 20
111: 10
122: 13

pr of essor
33: 18, 22

profi ci ency
69: 14, 16
74:19

program
70:12, 19
71:5,8
92: 16
242: 8
260: 22
261: 8, 25
262: 19
263: 9
264: 13,
14, 20, 21
265: 8, 10,
12 269: 17
271: 12, 13

pr ogr anmed
71: 2
76: 17
133: 4
135: 17
136: 2,6
221:10

pr ogr anmer
71: 24
110: 19

pr ogr ammri ng
221:12
269: 14

pr oj ect
110: 4
114: 2

prom si ng
153: 15

promptly
25: 23

pronpt s
81: 23

pr onounci ng
10: 9

pr oof
112: 19

proof read
19: 6

proper
67:17
83: 14
84: 8
113: 18
122: 14, 19
205: 21
208: 3

properly
26: 4
155: 22
242:18
243: 8
300: 7

properties
81:5,11

pr oposed
96: 21
168: 12
315:5

pr oposi ng
307: 20
314: 11

proprietary
85: 14, 17
91: 3
306: 9

pr ot ot ype
106: 20

provi de
26: 13
36:9
89: 20
164: 14
186: 23
229:7
273: 14
300: 25
301: 2
308: 21, 22
323: 8,25
324:5

provi ded
82:11
87:21
112: 2
117: 10
121: 25
122:7
137:12
225: 13
254: 11

provi di ng
149: 24
225:18
298:5,7

provi si on
294: 16
295: 7
296: 8

PTAB
26:9
31:16
42:12
156: 10
160: 3
316: 25

317: 2
323: 17
324: 8

public
9:16
223: 6

Publ i cati on
293: 19

publicly
222: 20, 23
223: 25

publ i sh
179: 19
223:19
2277
228: 2
229: 12
230: 17
231: 22,23
232:13
235: 14,
17, 18, 20,
21
236: 20, 23
238:5, 12,
20 239: 8,
24
240: 18,
19, 20, 24
242: 9, 10,
12,15, 20
243: 8, 16
244: 16
246: 7

publ i shed
111:8
223:3
227:5,10
229: 21, 25
230: 3,6
235: 25
237:10, 14
24423
245: 7

255: 16, 21
256: 3, 4,
5,10, 12

publ i shi ng

152: 21
155: 8
175: 22
179: 23
232:5, 23
233: 4
236: 17, 25
244: 7

puddi ng
112: 20

pul |
37: 17
255: 8

pur pose
129: 2
268: 2
270: 13

pur poses
164: 15
223:5
237:2

pur suant
11: 22

put
17:5
20: 12
22:7
23: 22,24
48: 21
72: 24
75: 8
167: 13
168: 20
169: 24
172: 10
177: 14
181: 11
193: 22
206: 25
211: 2

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

373 of 389



HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024

Index: putting..read

228:
229:
230:
231:15, 16
241: 24

253: 4

302: 10, 13

putting
147: 7
168: 12
177:6
180: 13
236: 8
253: 12

22
15
16

Q

qualificati
ons
149: 20

qgualifies
52: 23

qualify
97: 4,7
101: 19

guash
323: 15

guesti on
17: 2
25:12
26: 25
272
28:19, 21
29: 2
30: 10
44: 23
54: 24
55:5,6,7
63: 4
67: 24
75: 24
76:19
78: 17
83:3,4

89: 25
99: 5

109: 10
115: 13, 14
117:5
121:8,11
122: 3
124: 21
127:9, 13
128: 23
129: 16
135: 21
137: 3
138: 8, 10
139: 11,12
140: 16
141: 20
145: 6, 11,
12 147: 20
169: 8, 22
170: 20
171: 13, 14
174: 11, 25
176: 20, 22
177: 21
178: 10,
11, 14, 21
179: 10
184: 14
186: 3
190: 22
191: 4, 14
198: 3
200: 12,
16, 25
201:5
205: 24
208: 20
211: 14
216: 23
217: 4
229: 23
239: 21
241: 15
243:18
246: 15
247:10, 20

255: 3, 14,
20 268: 25
277:5
282: 23
290: 9
292: 11
296: 25
297: 3
298: 20
300: 2
302: 23
312: 19
317:12, 14

guesti oni ng
66: 9, 10
125: 15

guesti ons
29: 19
67: 20
71: 14
72: 2
98: 22
136: 12
139: 10, 13
144: 4,7
221:16
292: 18
299: 6
315: 11, 13
317: 6, 10,
15 321: 4,
9

qui ck
17: 15

qgui ckly
15: 17
136: 10

guot e
39: 22

quot es
168: 11

18 77: 9,
R 13 78: 18,
19 79: 24
Radakri shna 80: 4
n raters
54: 2 75: 3
Radhakr i shn 88 16
an rates
267: 14, 19 30: 17
268: 4, 17 36:3 37:2
269: 5, 20 rating
271: 18 79:8
272: 6, 15, .
oa 74: 19
273: 20, read
21, 25 6: 15
276: 16, 23 25:19
277:7,12 42: 20
278: 15, 47:16
19, 21 52: 20
281:2,6 59: 23
288: 13, 17 60: 6
. 96: 11
rai sed 104: 23
38: 6, 10 114- 17
rai sing 123: 3
38: 15 127: 12,
rapidity 14,17, 18
105 11 146: 16, 21
147: 16
rapidly 153: 21
153: 6 154: 25
rate 155: 20
29: 24 190: 21
30- 20 191: 4, 6
31:12, 15, 192: 12,
18, 25 14, 20
32:5 35:8 195:5, 11,
36: 18 13,15
38: 7, 11, 196: 20
15 202: 10
226: 8, 22
rater 259: 18
69: 20, 24 262: 17, 21
70: 2 75:2 264: 11, 25
76:5, 14, 265 11

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

374 of 389



HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024
Index: readable..reference

267:18 Real ti nme 293: 7 r ecommrendat rectify
273:9 324:18 316: 6 i ons 268: 12
274:19 f eason 322: 16 296:8,17 269: 16
275:11 27:5 recl ai med 297:10 rectifying
281: 23, 138: 14 183: 19 300: 6 269: 7
24, 25 139: 9 o 314: 22, 25 '
284: 14, j recognition redirect
19. 20, 24 159:5 32:6,11,  'ecord 315: 13
286 19 266513,25 16, 19 8:}1 9:21 316: 12,
289: 5. 6 301: 10 33 10 10:23 17, 23
290: 13 reasonabl e 62: 22 22:18 317: 25
291: 17 119: 20 63:7, 21 25: 10 318: 4, 15,
294: 10 228: 4 78: 9 ig;gi8’14 20 319: 7,
296: 2 recal | 94:8,9,12 47j17 19 322: 24
298: 3 3715 95: 8,9, 20 52:21 323: 6, 25
315: 3 39: 12 101: 16, 20 57:4 8 324:5,9
i 103: 2 7
r eadabl e 44:17, 20, 106 6 59:7 70:2 reduce
86: 15, 25 25 45: 4, ’ 86: 14 269: 10
88: 24 12 102: 10 recogni ze 104: 23 ref er
. 115: 19 12: 25 107: 19 . .
read{ly 118: 23, 24 23:17 127: 14 3'1312'3’
40:2 173:5 108: 10, 17 146: 21 139 10
readi ng 189: 19 109: 11 157: 3 23 1A:25
152: 18 222:15 159: 16, 23 158: 24 50: 12
154: 14 231: 6 160: 21 160: 12 53 11. 14
173: 8 295: 16 161: 21 190: 8 18 22’25’
192: 11, r ecap 162: 9, 11 191: 6 54:4 é7:3
17, 18, 22 . 267:12 192: 15 )
52: 8 81:7
196: 10 ' 293: 25 193: 4, 24 178: 23
206: 3 receive 294: 3 195: 12 .
257: 3 288: 22 . 202 11 205: 13
' recol |l ectio : 253: 23
263: 5 recei ved n 209: 2 302: 7
280: 7 109: 25 22:4 45:6 ~ 215:8 304: 25
314:5 111: 16 56: 3 265: 20
r eal 119: 18 58: 12 gggigo reajr:nce
285j24 217 22 r ecommendat 293: 6, 12 42:19
286: 3 receives i on 294 11 45: 15
reality 314: 17 294: 13, 299: 10 46:2 51:7
244:19,21 | gceiving 16, 20, 25 316: 4, 8 53: 12, 15,
real | ze 219: 11 295 3, 7, 321 11, 19, 23
87: 7 314. 20 17 296: 4, 13, 16 54: 2,10
11 298: 6, 322: 14, 255: 24
real m recess 8 299:5 18. 21 285: 3
130: 18 57:6 300: 4, 14, 324: 4 10 288: 3, 8
303: 13 157:5 18 314: 16 15 17 289: 9, 10,
265: 25 ’

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

375 of 389

2 ESQUIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS



HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024
Index: referenced..report

13 294:6

r ef erenced
42:16, 17
161: 4

ref erences
44: 18, 19,
25 46:10
52: 23
53: 3,
54:5
55: 8,
56: 2
139: 18
141: 13
208: 2
224:5

referred
12:5
40: 23
53:19
72:18
149: 7
160: 24
227:18
283: 6
303: 25

referring
12: 4 13: 4
18: 23, 25
42: 19
51:19
53:3,8
78:2 85:8
93:8
100: 9
108: 23
127: 15
128: 24
134:7
163: 13, 16
180: 9
192: 7
257: 13
259: 19
261: 20

262:5,6
263: 25
264: 20
271:18
280: 3
284:8
290: 8

refers
59: 25
60: 9
264: 12,18
289: 23

refl ect
22:18, 19
25: 11

refl ected
66: 16

reflecting
66: 17
192: 25

refl ects
59:7
137: 9

refresh
22:3
58: 11
255:19

regul ar
324: 19

rei mbur sene
nt
29: 24

rel ate
58: 20

rel ated
130: 17
144: 23
149: 17
184: 21
186: 21

rel ates
50: 2

280: 13
294: 24
297: 21

rel ating
299: 21

rel ati onshi

p
244: 12

rel ati onshi

ps
120: 2

rel evance
209: 4

rel evant
58: 8
112: 18, 23
164: 16
180: 2
215: 24
296:12, 13

relied
257:16, 17
267: 11
272: 2
294: 7

relies
303: 16

rely
104:
110:
111:
257: 8
261: 14
271: 25

N O1 O

relying
45: 15
46: 3
48: 24
117: 20
122: 20
258: 13
259: 9
261: 10

291: 10
301: 11

remenber
17: 15
22:14
40: 15
42: 23
51: 24
102: 17
110: 22
136: 9
168: 15
172: 15,
17,19
194: 8
205: 13
2077
212: 4
216:9
220: 18
221:7
222:10
234: 14
255: 14
277:6
305: 15

rem nd
156: 9
159: 8

renote
220: 3

renove
167:18
307: 21

renoved
172: 13, 17

repair
68: 2

repeat
55: 6
297 4

repeat ed
83:5

rephr ase
21:9 63:3
67:5
74: 10
90: 3
99: 22
109: 5
122: 2
167: 23, 24
179: 12
272: 13

repl ace
298: 24
299: 5
307: 4

repl aced
311: 25
313: 17

repl acenent
300: 3

repl aci ng
309: 4
311: 2,5

replication
165: 4
166: 2

report

37:7 62:3
105: 2
162: 17
163: 19
164: 16, 21
170: 11
171: 11
172: 23
175: 25
176: 3
182: 16
186: 15
270: 10
273: 4
281:12
301: 25
305: 22

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

376 of 389




HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024

Index: reporter..Roborana

311: 12
315: 15

reporter
8:18 9:19
24:6
27:16
28: 3,13
51:10
65:5
66: 17
127:12
146: 20
191: 18
277:3
324: 16

reporting
268: 5

reports
63: 18

represent
9:3 100: 6

represent at
i on
282: 6
286: 9

represent at
i ons
284: 13

represented
29: 6
285: 8

representin
g
8:19
10: 12
29: 14, 15
31: 2, 23
285: 4

represents
285: 11

request
25: 19

169: 4
260: 3
310: 15,
16, 18

request ed
129: 18
259:2,3,5

requesting
210: 8

require
140: 15

required
269: 11

requi r ement
s
97: 13

requires
100: 11, 13
240:5

research
95: 6
102: 11,
18, 20, 25
203:12

resear cher
56:5

reserve
315:12

reserved
26: 11

resol ve
324: 10

resources
269: 11

respect
11: 24
13:5, 20
14:7,18
15: 6
16: 18
22: 4,25

44: 3

48: 22, 24
52:7
56:19
121:
166:
168:
183:
269:
272:
281:
287:8
291: 20
295: 13
299: 14, 15

respond
67:16
72:3 76:9
81: 25
82:10
89: 25
91: 4, 19
127: 10
136: 4

responded
64:3
84: 19
91: 17
221: 20

4

O NONOON

respondi ng
54: 25
141: 21

responds
128: 7
134: 18
136: 14

response
61: 21
70: 8, 10
75: 13
83:6,9
84:8 91:5
135: 6, 10
138: 16,

19, 21
139: 4,6
142: 9
144:7
199: 8
201: 4, 8,
10 207:3
212: 24
213: 2
310: 6

responses
26: 2
83:11, 19,
20 308: 20

responsi bi |
ities

110: 14
responsi bi |
ity

147: 25

responsi ve
186: 6

r est
275: 13

restart
288:19

restate
283: 4

rest at ed
183: 20

restricted
121: 23
122:5

result
237: 14
251: 16

resul ted
90: 25
298: 4

results
199: 5,6

revi ew
10: 16
16:5
23: 15
25: 15
26: 8
59: 16
158: 9, 13,
17,21
159: 19
160: 4, 16
161: 14, 24
162: 5,12
255: 18
299: 21
302: 3

revi ewed
117: 11
256: 6
302: 24

revi ew ng
48: 14,19
49: 3,6
51: 25
140: 22
166: 11
257: 11

revivers
95: 4

r ewor ded
172: 18
183: 19

ri se
193: 8

Ritchie
95: 16

RNT
129:12

Road
9: 24

Robor ana
110: 10, 19
124: 8

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

377 of 389



HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024
Index: robot..scripts

127:19
129:12

r obot
123: 22
151: 25

robotic
110: 8, 13
149: 15
153: 16
267: 21
268: 3, 8
271: 13

rock
215: 22
216:5, 20
219: 3

rol e
136: 19
139:5

Roman
52:12, 17

room
276:13

Rot hst ei n
9:2

rough

RPA
111: 24
123: 16

127: 21
128:12
149: 5
150: 4
151: 2,21
152: 24
154:2,6
155: 3
214: 13
218: 7,9,
10, 11, 17,
19 219: 3,

324: 18, 21

124:10, 12

4,17
221: 3, 10,
11 240: 11
241: 2,22
24413, 22
259: 11
268: 9, 20
269: 20
270: 8, 12,
16 271: 2,
9,10, 11,
13,17
272: 3,17,
18, 19
281:8
290: 3
298: 14, 15
300: 16, 20
307: 22

RPAS

58: 24
111:7,13
143: 20
146: 4
147:9
150: 8
151: 8, 25
154: 17
2247
283: 24
284:5
300: 22

rul e
77: 23
188: 12

rul e- based
6:5
77:18, 21
187: 15
188: 6, 15,
17, 24
189: 15, 25
190: 13
191: 10, 23
192: 3

194: 23
195: 4, 18,
23 196:5,
16 197: 9,
22 198: 4
199: 13, 18
200: 11
202: 4, 5,
13, 20
203: 3, 21,
23 205: 20
206: 5, 13
208:9, 12

rul es

25:5

187: 21
188: 12
196: 12
198: 20
199: 7
206: 24
207: 2
208: 13

run
89: 21
91: 10
219: 3,17
223: 14
234: 23
270: 3,12

runni ng
214: 13, 23
217: 12
218: 9
220: 2, 3,4
257:5
269: 21
270: 3,5

résunme
37:18
57: 20
94: 14
181:12, 20

S

Sachi n
221: 2

Sal em
9:24

San
248: 18, 24

saver
216: 4,7,
19

saves
250: 6

scenari o
76: 2
150: 23

scenari os
72:10
78: 11
84: 23
85:3
211: 20

scenes
65: 21

sci ence
64: 6
95: 11
96: 3, 25
97:12, 16,
19, 21
99: 9, 18,
21 100: 14
101: 3
102: 14
109: 23
113: 8
143: 18
144: 14, 22

scientists
107: 9

score
282: 7
285: 21
286: 10
287:19, 25

Screen
137: 14,
23, 25
216: 4,7,
19 305:5

script
70: 11
71: 11
72:17, 20,
24 73: 2,
3,6 80:6,
8 81:4
82: 9,16
83:18
84: 4,11
86: 4, 8,
11, 13
87:21
88:4,7,
22,23
89: 3, 4, 9,
10, 20
90: 5, 24
138: 16
140: 14
198: 2

scripted
135: 20

scripting

78: 25

82: 22
83: 4
84:12

89: 2,5, 6,
9, 24
93:17, 18,
21

scripts
68: 4,9, 12

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

378 of 389




HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024

Index: scrolling..sic

scrolling
137: 23, 25

sear ch
24:5
224: 13
226: 23

sear chabl e
224: 11

secretari al
102: 19

section
47: 21
52:12
163: 23
164: 3, 10
173: 18

sector
124: 12

sectors
124:12
127: 23
128: 11, 12
129:7

seek
324: 7

sees
223:13

sel ect
176: 9
200: 8, 18
291: 6

sel ect ed
287: 23, 25
288: 2

sel ecting
287: 23

sel ection
83: 18
200: 7

sel ective
177: 9

semanti cs
190: 5

senest er
33: 23
34:4 35:5

send
219: 19

Senne
107: 25
113: 14
217: 23

sense
62: 21
64: 6
241:18
298: 15, 16
300: 21
302: 6
303:2,6

sent ence
52:21
60:5,7
81:12
97: 14
114: 17
170: 6
187: 23
194: 6, 20
195: 16
237: 20,
22,23, 24
273:9, 23
275:13
276:5
277:10
282:2
315: 3

sent ences
168: 11

separate
175:19
210: 9
229: 4
236: 13

separately
99:11
188: 22

Sept enber
40: 16
41:5, 8,
21, 23
42:5
43: 20, 22,
23 44:6,9

sequence
265: 6

Server
33:2

service
33: 6
35:9, 14,
17,21
301: 16
303: 22
305: 8
307: 4
311:16
312:5

servi ces
32:23
33: 22
275: 24
276: 2
306: 18
309:6, 7
310: 19

sessi on
314: 21

sessi ons
34:5,8

set
7422
83:10, 11
84: 21
126: 10
176: 24
249: 4

294: 21
296: 18
297:8
316: 20

setting
128: 17
129: 15, 19
130: 20
275: 15

shar e
2277

shar ed
180: 21

she' ||
28: 20

shocked
68: 11

short
25: 24
177: 6
180: 12
281:18
292:16, 20

shortly
54: 17

show
107: 23
115: 9
124: 20
132: 13
141: 9
152: 12
174: 15
181: 25
189: 10
249: 25
252: 7,9,
11 261:11
262: 9

showcase
123: 19
132: 6, 8,
10, 18, 22

showcasi ng

showed

show ng

shown

shows

sic

133: 2, 6,
15, 22
138: 15
142: 18
146: 2
147: 6
148: 4
149: 22

132: 18, 23
142: 20
143: 23
148: 8, 18,
20, 22
149: 17,
18, 21, 25
151: 4, 12,
15 152:7,
13 153:18

133: 15

132: 16
133: 23, 25
147: 6
151: 15
218: 22
219: 2
252: 9

131: 22
150: 17
178: 15, 16
259: 13
265: 14

94: 15
138: 2
258: 6

25:12
185: 13
281:6
316:5

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

379 of 389



HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024

Index: side..specific

si de
64: 21
270: 3
27217

sign
6: 15
25: 16, 20
172: 11

si gnature
40:5,6
73:21
74:5,7
123: 20
124:7, 17,
24 125: 6,
10 126: 7,
9 128:7,
8, 15,21
129: 2, 14
130: 3, 6,
22 131: 24
134: 20
135: 6
136: 16
138: 19
181: 21
217: 25
218: 12
219:5, 20

si gnatures
74:5
130: 14
135: 16

si gned

17: 23

18: 18

30: 25
31:7 40: 4
41:7 42:3
43: 21

44: 3,6, 9
118: 2
172: 6

simlar

59:14
111:18
174: 20
279:16

simlarity
285: 20

287:19

mlarly
287: 24

sinpl e
71:11
179: 13
252: 13

si npl est
146: 5
147: 13

sinmply
221:10, 12

S

simul ate
265: 8

singl e
129: 2
180: 13
181: 7
182: 11
184: 12

sir
97: 19

si ster
149: 10

Sit
19:7 37:6
72:8

sitting
15:12
27:18
29:11
65: 5
111: 22
166: 7
208: 10
223:21

276: 13

skill
95: 24
96: 10
105:5
132: 9
152: 18, 20
210: 24

skills
113: 17

slide
216: 11

slightly
90: 3
297: 6

smal |
213: 14

smarter
194: 14, 18

snapshot
94: 15
261:12
262: 3
264: 2

snapshot s
58: 2

so-cal | ed
112: 19

sof t war e
59: 18, 20
60: 12
61: 8
64: 8,17
70: 20
71: 4,9, 18
73: 14, 15,
19, 25
76: 16, 18,
22 78: 8,
17,19
83: 21
84: 16

85: 25
87:17

89: 11, 20,
21 91:3
94: 19
96: 7

124: 20
129: 7
132:12,
13,19, 24
141: 18
143: 24, 25
208: 6
213: 2
219:5,8
220: 2
254: 17
255: 16
264:9

sol ution
110: 18
285: 14

sol uti ons
8:20
105: 10
289: 25

sol ve
296: 19

sol ved
297: 8

sonmeone' s
117: 21

sophi sti cat

ion
105: 12

sort
67:9
71:14
72:13
77:22
86: 3
222: 23
301: 8
312: 16

sound
83: 16

sounds
90: 22

Sout h
9: 24

speak
26: 19
28:18
62: 16
92: 24
122: 22, 25
265: 22

speaker
94: 8

speaki ng
61: 19
66: 15, 22
81: 19, 20,
21, 22

speaks
185: 10

speci al
303:3

speci ali zed
153: 24

specific
30: 14
72:6 76:2
78: 25
79: 7
82: 22
84:12
92: 6,11
93: 21
96: 17
101:8
112: 10
139: 11
140: 15
144: 14
148: 23
152: 14

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

380 of 389



HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024

Index: specifically..straight

154:9, 19
190: 10
196: 7
201: 13
211: 16
227: 24
249: 9
255: 20
270: 15, 22
271:9, 17
275: 17
291: 16
296: 2
301: 8
311: 3
313:12

speci fical |

y
31:21
35: 25
46:6, 8,12
50: 17
98: 7
100: 13
107: 21
117: 24
141: 11
142: 20
148: 7
153: 4
196: 8, 15
230: 7
231:7
244: 2
253: 24
271:8
272:19
286: 15
297: 15
303: 18

speci ficati
on
69: 17
164: 20
167: 4
168: 2

173: 4
180: 15
182: 8

speci ficati
ons
165: 19
175:3,4
177: 8, 16
178: 9
183: 15

spectrum
124:11
127: 22

speech
64: 23
65: 2, 10
66: 11
78:8
80: 18
94:8 95:8
101: 16, 20

spel |
28:11, 13

spend
20: 23
34:19, 22
35:2,4
39: 4
248:8

spent
39: 2
172: 22
173: 2,13
318: 14

spoke
46: 11
63: 25
116: 10, 17
131: 7

spoken
46: 9
56: 15, 18
116: 13

125:8
208: 18
303: 17

staff
102: 20
208: 19

st ake
115: 23
118: 4

st and
24: 19
37:3

st andard
62: 16

st andi ng
321:17, 23

start
73:8
79: 12
105: 15
110: 3
144: 18
146: 23
159: 17
162: 21
192: 14
213: 11
234: 4
284: 2
317: 25
318: 6

start-up
32:7,8
133: 15

start-ups
133: 11

started
36:13
88:8,9
95: 15
111:7
156: 3
228: 9

278: 4
318: 21, 23

starting
48: 20
52:16
777
138:12
163: 12
175: 20
197: 14
257:10
268: 7
273:10
290: 15

state

9:16, 20
28: 20
98: 7
100: 19
166: 22
187: 22
193: 4
209: 2
324: 4

st at e- of -
the-art
193: 2

st at ed
97:3
99: 20
130: 4
182: 20
183: 17
212: 3

st at enent
61: 20
95: 25
192: 11,
21, 23,24
193: 5, 16
206: 19

stat enents
86: 25
195: 6

states
109: 19, 25
110: 7

stating
244: 18

statistic
225:6, 10

st ay
321:7

st ayed
93: 11

step

73:19
176: 15, 23
177: 24
178: 3, 15
179: 15,
16, 18, 21,
23,25
241: 20
246: 12

st eps
176: 6
183: 3
236: 14

sticks
168: 17

sti pul at ed
26: 12
319: 22

st op
75: 17
76: 12
145: 20
273:18
320: 4

st oppi ng
316: 14
320: 2, 16,
18

strai ght
145: 25

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

381 of 389



HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024
Index: straightforward..Tab

straightfor
war d
179: 11

strictly
131: 15

strike
138: 24
186: 5

strongly
30: 19

structure
90: 10

structures
90: 9

students
35:3

st udi ed
15: 13
149: 16, 23

st uf f
101: 10
132: 21

subj ect
183: 25
273: 13
323: 14

subm ssi on
39: 23
171: 4

submi t
25: 24
170: 18
226: 20

subnm tted
15: 14
18:5
21: 13,16
37: 20
41: 3
42:5,11
51:19

108: 19
170: 11,
21, 25
172:5
225:12
235: 6

subpar agr ap
hs
175: 20

subspace
180: 8

substitutin

313: 11

suggest
30: 19
177: 25

suggesti ng
195: 21
279: 18

summari ze
165: 15, 24
167: 3
181: 6
281:12

sunmari zi ng
165: 11
182: 3

sunmmary
47: 20
91:9
163: 24
165: 7, 18,
19, 21
166: 6, 10,
12,13
168: 2
173: 3,7
174: 15
177: 16
180: 16
181: 8
183: 14, 20

184: 13
185: 20, 21
238: 15
281: 22, 24

sumrer
172: 20

suppl enment
19: 9

support
163: 2

supposed
74: 23
104: 14, 24
180: 16
244: 11
284: 17

SWOr n
8:23 9:15
24: 6

Synons
21: 24
44: 16, 21
45: 9
53:3,4,8
55:12, 13,
17, 20, 25
56: 6
107: 15,
21, 25
108: 7
109: 13
110: 4
111: 2
114:5
115:5, 15
116: 22
117:7
119: 3,17
120: 3
123: 7
124:5
126: 24
131:7, 20
141: 4, 10

142: 15
143: 10
144:9, 11
146: 25
151: 24
152: 20
153: 3
196: 24
197: 7
198: 12
201: 17
207: 3
208: 23
209: 10, 16
212: 22
213: 25
214:13
215: 22
217: 23
218: 15
219: 8
220: 8
225:9, 11,
20 240: 4,
9 2449,
21 253:7
299: 14

Synons
214: 16

Synmons' s
109: 17
214:19, 22
215: 2,10,
16 219:6,
18

sync
245: 20
321:18

synced
322:10, 11

system
69: 21, 22
70: 8,10
73:16

75:12,13
77:18

81: 19, 20,
21,22
106: 21, 25
123: 7
132: 16
181:5
182:6,7
183: 13
185: 21, 22
188:7,8
199: 4
207: 24
226:19
244: 19
249: 6
257:17, 21
261:7,8
268: 13, 20
269:9, 22
271: 21
275: 22
276: 4
289: 15
296: 14
298: 12
300: 4, 15,
18 303:5,
11 304: 15
310: 19,
20, 24
312:11, 13
313: 4, 6,
17 314: 3,
16

syst ens
288: 6
297: 22
304: 10
312: 9

Tab

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

382 of 389




HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024
Index: table..tested

255: 9

t abl e
27: 23
29: 12
253: 12

t ai nt
122: 12

t aki ng
27: 10
35:13, 16
75:10
76:7,10
77:16
101: 3
117: 25
119: 20
169: 12
275: 14
318: 11

tal k
46: 6, 8, 21
63: 15
65: 11
90: 17
99: 10
120: 11,
15, 23
121:9, 13,
24 122:6,
19 141: 14
156:17, 18
163: 15
182: 12,
14, 15, 18,
25 185: 25
186: 2
249: 17

t al ked
150: 18
248: 25
320: 19, 22

tal ki ng
48: 16
50: 16

51:
53:
60:
63:
65:
66:
69:
77
81.:
92:
93:
95:
101
10

128:
142:
151:
166:
181:
182:
189:
202:
209:
231:
232:
233:
245:

23

251
252
260

264:
270:
273:
277:
285:
288:
291:
303:
306:
317:

tal ks
81:
104
141
196

6

15

16, 18
22

12

6 67:7
13

3

17, 19
12

22

23

. 6, 8,
113: 16
19

3

18, 19
24
14, 18
22

22

16

15

9

22

3

9, 10,
247:5
123,24
12
017,18
24

16

24

11

13

16

11

19

5

8

5

112
112
. 22

201:
232:
246:
265:
279:
304:

17
22
10
4
2
6

t andem

241
245
246

:5
1 25
12

t ar get

261
262
268
275
276
289

t ask
259
269

17,8
114,18
- 19
122

14

.15

: 20, 21
112,13

t aught

252
21,

313:
315:

t each

250:

252
309

117,
24
2
2

3
114, 15
1 25

t eacher

106

124

t eaches

259

110

t eachi ng

34:
95:
307

Tech
36:

14
10
115

15

t echni cal

60:

19

62: 21

63: 21
94:18
185:7
268: 10
273:12
279: 2
280: 5, 9,
12 286: 18
289: 24, 25
290: 2,5
294: 19
297:19

technically
190: 9

t echnol ogi e
S
32: 11, 17,
19 33:10
62: 22
94: 13
95: 21
103: 2
106: 7
153: 7,12,
15, 25
154: 3, 9,
19

t echnol ogy
34: 20
63:7,21
66: 7
92: 4,5,
20, 22
93: 19
105: 12
124:10
127: 21
128:12
153: 5
256: 15
268: 9

Tel
36: 15
37:10

Tel egram
304: 4
311:3
312: 6

t el ephone
125
210: 15
240: 7

60

telling
. 20
116: 18
199: 8
261: 13

tells
135: 2

61

ten
38

t end
56

term
143: 19

t erm nat ed
319: 2
323: 21

terns
194: 15

t est

20:
24.
69:
75:
76:
77
78:
82:
122: 20
204: 15,
, 24

207:18
248: 13

tested

17

:5 68:2
212: 4

4

10
4
25
10
7,10
17
4,5, 6
6

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

383 of 389



HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024

Index: tester..time

78:5
234: 21

tester
76:6, 15
77:9,14

testers
88: 17

testified
9:17
31:11

testify
159: 5
266: 11,
14, 23

testifying
11: 22
27:6
36: 14
57:13
267: 2

t esti nony
38: 11
58:7
115: 25
116: 3
118:7
122: 20
149: 12
156: 13, 19
170: 12
182: 5
184: 4
189: 12
260: 14
315:18

testing
69: 14, 16
98: 16

tests
74: 23
205: 2,7

t ext
61: 19

64:19, 22,
25 65: 15,
18, 20

66: 12

80: 18, 19,
20 81:14
137: 2
197: 25
198: 9, 11,
13 200: 12
201:9, 10
208: 12,
14, 15
228:11, 20
229: 6, 8,
16

230: 16,
20, 25
231: 4, 15,
16 255:23
308: 17,
18, 19, 20
310: 6
314: 17

t ext ed
66: 23

t heory
98: 22
151: 11

thesi s
94: 24
95:5

t hi ng
20: 18
31: 19
37:9, 20
88: 8
92: 23
101: 4
128: 18
134: 3
138: 17
146: 5
148: 23
153: 11

163
177
180
183
184
185
201

204
206:
207:
230:
234:
236:
237:
238:
241
262:
275:
289:

301

15:
28:
38:
55:
71:
77
79:
86:

111:
118:
126:
127:
128:
129:

18
-8
124
118
.16, 17
116
: 10, 13
20
13
-
14
11
24
2
24
25
9
9
23
27

t hi ngs

2

2,18
18, 19
3

15

8 78:6
24

10

19

14

13

16
18, 22
18

130: 9

150:
180:
185:
188:
210:
211:
223:
225:
229:
235:

8, 15
14
14
13
13
25
12
22
4
10

239:2,5
242: 14,
18, 19
243: 15
245: 21
249:19
250: 16
251: 9
262: 4
284:7
288: 25
289: 3
298: 24
300: 25
303: 10

t hi nki ng
21: 4
151:8
201: 16

t hi nks
151: 24
152:7,9
155: 6

third-party
30: 15
35: 9, 14,
17 275: 24
301: 16, 18
303: 11
307: 13
311: 16
312:5, 8,
11 313:17

Thonas
9.7

t hought
103: 9
135: 3
150: 12
152: 23
165: 25
167: 22
181: 25
195: 3

201: 14
297:5

t hreshol d
282: 8

t hr eshol di n

g
286: 10

thrill ed
190: 18, 20

ticket
203: 11
247: 25
248: 17, 23
269: 20
270:9, 13,
20

tickets
246: 21
tie
233: 14,
17, 22, 23
284: 4
291: 4

tied
307: 9
time
8:11
17: 16, 22,
23 21:19
26: 23
28:19
34: 7,15,
19, 20, 22
36: 18
38: 15, 19
49:5,7
57: 4,8
78: 14
82:6 92:3
94:2 99:3
113:18
114: 19,
21, 23

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

384 of 389



HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024

Index: times..typica

115: 22
116: 4
118: 13
119: 21
133: 19
134:5
139: 18
144: 25
157: 3
158: 3, 24
173: 2,13
177: 20
190: 2
192: 8
211: 11
224: 2
248: 8
255:18
259: 22
265: 20
266: 6
293: 6,12
297: 4
315: 10,
11, 21
316: 4,8
321:6
322:14, 18
323: 22
324: 22

tinmes
24: 10
27: 25

tired
125: 21
145: 14

title

160: 8, 9
201: 6
202:10, 12
242:5
251: 3,13
252:5
253: 4
257: 18, 22

259: 14
260: 8, 12
267:18
294: 11

t oday
8:17
11: 22
15:12
24: 3,4
27:8 29:7
34: 16
37:6
111: 22
166: 7
260: 15
317: 24
318:19
323:6

today' s
25:5
27:15
324: 13

told
36:2 79: 4
81:2
119: 2, 8
120: 16, 19
121:9
155:12
226: 6

t onorrow
316: 18
318: 22
323: 13

t oni ght
316: 19
322: 24

t ool
221: 3

t ool s
84: 21

top
10: 24

18: 6
20: 21
22:11
313: 9

t ouch
96: 7

track
29: 4

traditiona
269: 13

train
249:5,6
259:7
303: 4

trai ned
249: 12

training
87:9
249: 8
251: 16
254:7,10
258: 21
310: 12

traits
79: 7

transcri bed
27: 15

transcribin

g
65:3,6

transcri pt
25: 16
322: 11

transcripti
ons
65: 16

transition
216: 10

transl ati on
126: 16, 23
127: 2

208: 23
209: 10
212: 21

Travel ocity
261: 4
269: 19

treat
316: 24

treating
197: 7

tree
91: 22

t renmendousl

y
154: 11, 21

trial
156: 10

trigger
220: 22
221: 25

true
46: 4

truth
20: 11
24:5
117: 21

truthfully
27:7
115: 9

Tuesday
84:9, 10

tune
72:13

Turing
204: 15,
17,24
205: 2,6
207: 18

turn
21:21

52:
66:
90:
163
174
212
216
273

10
11, 25
8

19
112
122
13

14

t ur ned

216

turns
72:
80:

type
62:
69:
83:
105
107

138:
144
166:
197:
227:
228:
230:
231:
237:
253:
259:

t yped

137:

138
20,
228

types
6:5

134:
135:
191:
192:
195:
202:

111

19
18

3

12, 17
2

09

:5

17

14

14

3

11
10, 19
20, 25
3

19

13

10

2
117,
22
.8

17
5
22
2
22
12

t ypi cal

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

385 of 389




HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024

Index: typically..validate

268: 13
269: 8, 25

typically
68: 5

typi ng
64: 24
65: 25

ul
285: 6

uncl ear
217: 11
282: 19, 24

under | yi ng
86: 4
92: 14, 20
279: 6, 24
280: 16

under neat h
13:13
14: 3
61: 14
123: 21
142:5

under st and
11: 21
14: 9, 13,
16 15:3
19:5 24:3
25:9
26: 2,15
27:14
28:3,6,12
29: 16
31:10
36:7
52: 22
57: 15
58: 19
59: 3
61: 25

63: 17, 20
66: 4
67:8, 16,
24 90: 20
93: 7

96: 13

98: 10
105: 3,7
106: 11
107: 22
115: 4
130: 6,7
154: 17, 18
155: 20
156: 15, 21
163: 20
169: 21
176: 18
178:5,12
179: 10
181: 10
186: 22
187: 13
188: 21
194: 4, 25
195: 20
196:2,4,7
204: 18
205: 23, 25
206: 7,10
210:7, 10,
12 218:5
226: 16
230: 24
231:8
238: 3
241:6,7,8
253:5
254: 3
261:13
268: 2
272: 14
276:10
280: 2, 24
282: 23
286: 17
300: 13

321: 19

under st andi

ng
13: 17
29: 17
35:12
36:8
115: 15, 20
116: 6, 21,
25 117: 2,
6 118:12
123: 24
130: 10
137:13
143: 3
150: 3
154: 24
160: 2
161: 3
173: 9
197: 17
208: 7
214: 10
216: 24
217:6
223: 23
229: 19
232: 4
244: 8
263: 20, 22
268: 16
283:12, 16
294: 14

under st ands
65: 23
154: 25
155: 2
208:5

under st ood
25: 11
193: 3
204: 23
228: 13
262: 17

under t aki ng
149: 2

unit
187: 24

unknown
224: 17

unnecessary
183: 25

updat e
232: 15

upfront
15: 2

URI
308: 23

URL
228: 23
230: 16, 21
308: 22
313: 23

user
61: 24
64: 20
65: 14, 17,
22 66:14
72:21
73. 14
75: 6, 9,
11, 25
77:9
81: 20, 21,
22 85:18
134:7
138: 3
179: 24
196: 10
215: 18
251: 12
252: 22
253: 13
258: 5
259: 21, 23
260: 21, 24
261: 24

263: 8, 11
264: 12,
15, 19, 22
265: 7, 8,
13 268: 14
269: 9
273: 14
287:9, 20
291: 4,21
295: 10
297: 21, 23
305: 18
309: 15
312: 7,10,
21 313:5,
19
314:19, 21

users
295:6,7
296: 6, 8

utilize
304: 14

utilized
92:7
297: 24

utilizes
196: 18

uttering
187: 25

Vv

valid
141: 22
210: 20
213:10

val i date
209: 23, 25
210: 6, 10,
18, 25
211: 22
212: 18

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

386 of 389



HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024
Index: validates..whichever

val i dat es
209: 18

val i dati on
210: 8
211:19
212:5

validity
165: 14

val uabl e
38: 20

val ued
38: 20

vect or
283:18
285:7,9,

10 287: 23

vectori al
282: 6
284:13
286: 9

verbati m
167: 8, 11

verified
74: 24

verify
69: 25
78: 14
140: 17
219: 20
286: 6

ver nacul ar
148: 11

versa
289: 2

ver si on
72: 11, 21

214: 22,25

215:12,
16, 17

232:2,5,7

233: 8,9,

10,11
309: 2,4

ver si oni ng
229: 18

ver si ons
232: 14
233: 6

ver sus
8:15
136: 7
196: 5
202: 13
243:12
247: 11

vetted
229: 20

Vi ce
289: 2

vi deo
53: 9
125: 11
147:5
212: 22
214: 8, 11
217:7
220: 21
22717,
19, 21, 23
228: 10,
15, 23
229:8
230: 8, 13,
15

231: 15,16

314: 18

321: 23, 25

Vi ew
45: 23
119: 5, 10,
18 120:9
121: 22
122: 4,18
262:13
311: 20

vi ewed
225: 7

Vi ewer
226: 11

Vi ews
151: 19

Vil | anueva
8: 16

Vi neo
227: 21

Vin
219: 8

Vi ncent
134: 8, 11,
13, 17
135:5
214: 12
216: 18
217: 2,9,
19, 23
219: 9, 10,
14, 19
240: 10

Voi ce
64: 23
65: 18, 23
70:7,10
75: 13

voi ce-t o-

text-type
65: 16

w

wai t
173: 22
225: 22

wai t ed
323: 4

val ke
8:15 9:3

10: 12
16: 6

108: 19, 21

259:12
271: 6
272: 8,16
298: 16,
17, 22

want ed
49: 23
123:12
129: 3
193: 3
209: 2
220: 21
221: 25
224: 6
283:7
301: 8
309: 24
321: 21
323:9

war n
51: 22

war ni ng
318: 17

wast ed
321:5

wat ch
257: 4
295: 10
299: 7

wat ched
125: 11
256: 22

way's
78: 3
237: 13

weat her
156: 17

web
85: 25
124: 19

website
67: 23
220: 12, 16

websi t es
286: 12

week
35:3
155: 8

weeks
114: 2
142: 11
143: 4
144: 13
145: 25
149: 5

weeks'
111: 24

wel | - known
223: 17

What fi x
8:14 9:12
16: 6
48: 12
51: 20
107: 24
108: 22
119: 25
120: 5,12
126: 20
127: 2, 25
163: 18
267:9
293: 22

What sapp
304: 4,17
305:8,9
306: 17
307:5,24
309: 5, 20,
23 311: 4,
6,7
312: 6, 22

whi chever

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

387 of 389




HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024
Index: wide.. XYZ

307: 24
312: 22
wi de
124: 11
127: 21

wi del y
223:11

wi dget co
260: 22, 24
261: 3
262: 2, 3,
19 264:9
305: 4
306: 13

w fe
60: 16, 19

WIIliam
21: 24
299: 14

WIlians
53:11
55:13, 25
56: 11
104: 8

wi ndow
25: 24

W ndows
215: 18
219: 25

W pr
304: 4
312: 6

W shes
259: 22

wi t hdr aw
292: 11
298: 19

W t nesses
121: 24
122:6, 19
292: 22

wor d
28:12
90: 8
117: 25
118: 3
133:18
193: 19
194: 3, 10
205: 11
214: 16,
22,25
215: 10,
16, 17
217: 24
218: 13,
14, 16
219: 6
244: 16
257: 22
287: 14

wor di ng
134:5

wor ds

63: 18
65: 3

66: 10, 16,
22 82:22
168: 11
172: 3
190: 7, 10,
12 193: 22
247:.5
283: 25
288:12
291: 16

wor Kk
16: 5
32: 25
38: 19
56: 19
60: 18
62: 21
63:6,9
68: 17
69: 8

87:12

98: 13
100: 12
101: 14,
17, 23
102: 23
103:5, 9,
18 106: 10
111: 11
112: 4, 19
113: 15
114:8
115: 9
129: 6
139: 19
142: 20
143: 22
144: 16, 17
149: 14
173:8
242:17, 25
243: 22
245: 21, 24
246: 2

wor ked
37:6
42: 13
68:6 92:3
95: 7
101: 12
102: 3,8
103: 13
106: 8, 14
113:5, 25
128: 10
134: 14
143: 20
149: 24

wor ker
112: 22

wor ker s
105: 13, 17
106: 2

wor ki ng
32:16

42:9

56: 13
63: 22
75:8 97:2
103: 7
110: 3
111:7,18
114: 10
142: 22
144: 8
149: 10
156: 3
172: 23
218: 8
241:5
242:18
244:12

wor ks
25: 4
50: 24
156: 5
226: 4,16
229:18
243: 9,10

worl d
211: 17

wor t hy
155:7

wite
19: 24
20: 21
22:10, 12
34:12
114: 13
115: 6
118:9, 18
119: 4,9,
21 140: 13
146: 4
155: 15
226: 20
229: 3,6
2427
323:18

wites

227
witi

20:

107

144
148

110
ng

2 97:6

- 10
111
118

witten

81.:
83:
86:
94.
95:

110:
151:
180:
226:
246:

wWr ong
15:
39:

185:
196:
211:
213:
306:
317:

wr ot e
16:
71:
86:
94.
95:
97:
112
148
194
195
314

12
13
6
10
19
25
23
14
-
18

20
25
4
10
2
3
23
18

24
18

16, 17
16, 25

17
5
.8
124
115
12
.8

XYZ
76:

3,4

Z ESQ

UIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

388 of 389




HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD
WHATFIX vs WALKME LTD.

June 25, 2024
Index: year..zoom

year
37:.24
144: 15
147: 4
172: 21

years
32:10
34:17,18
37:13
38:5, 8,12
68: 2
92:7,8
93:12
94:5, 11,
12,15
97:2,9
99: 10
100: 17,
20, 21
113: 11,12
153:7
210: 16
220: 15, 20
221: 2

years'
100: 12

Yor k
9: 16, 24
211: 22
212: 14

zeros
14: 13

zoom
77:22

2 ESQUIRE

DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com

389 of 389



	Transcript
	Cover
	Caption
	Page 2
	Page 3
	Page 4
	Page 5
	Page 6
	Page 7
	Page 8
	Page 9
	Page 10
	Page 11
	Page 12
	Page 13
	Page 14
	Page 15
	Page 16
	Page 17
	Page 18
	Page 19
	Page 20
	Page 21
	Page 22
	Page 23
	Page 24
	Page 25
	Page 26
	Page 27
	Page 28
	Page 29
	Page 30
	Page 31
	Page 32
	Page 33
	Page 34
	Page 35
	Page 36
	Page 37
	Page 38
	Page 39
	Page 40
	Page 41
	Page 42
	Page 43
	Page 44
	Page 45
	Page 46
	Page 47
	Page 48
	Page 49
	Page 50
	Page 51
	Page 52
	Page 53
	Page 54
	Page 55
	Page 56
	Page 57
	Page 58
	Page 59
	Page 60
	Page 61
	Page 62
	Page 63
	Page 64
	Page 65
	Page 66
	Page 67
	Page 68
	Page 69
	Page 70
	Page 71
	Page 72
	Page 73
	Page 74
	Page 75
	Page 76
	Page 77
	Page 78
	Page 79
	Page 80
	Page 81
	Page 82
	Page 83
	Page 84
	Page 85
	Page 86
	Page 87
	Page 88
	Page 89
	Page 90
	Page 91
	Page 92
	Page 93
	Page 94
	Page 95
	Page 96
	Page 97
	Page 98
	Page 99
	Page 100
	Page 101
	Page 102
	Page 103
	Page 104
	Page 105
	Page 106
	Page 107
	Page 108
	Page 109
	Page 110
	Page 111
	Page 112
	Page 113
	Page 114
	Page 115
	Page 116
	Page 117
	Page 118
	Page 119
	Page 120
	Page 121
	Page 122
	Page 123
	Page 124
	Page 125
	Page 126
	Page 127
	Page 128
	Page 129
	Page 130
	Page 131
	Page 132
	Page 133
	Page 134
	Page 135
	Page 136
	Page 137
	Page 138
	Page 139
	Page 140
	Page 141
	Page 142
	Page 143
	Page 144
	Page 145
	Page 146
	Page 147
	Page 148
	Page 149
	Page 150
	Page 151
	Page 152
	Page 153
	Page 154
	Page 155
	Page 156
	Page 157
	Page 158
	Page 159
	Page 160
	Page 161
	Page 162
	Page 163
	Page 164
	Page 165
	Page 166
	Page 167
	Page 168
	Page 169
	Page 170
	Page 171
	Page 172
	Page 173
	Page 174
	Page 175
	Page 176
	Page 177
	Page 178
	Page 179
	Page 180
	Page 181
	Page 182
	Page 183
	Page 184
	Page 185
	Page 186
	Page 187
	Page 188
	Page 189
	Page 190
	Page 191
	Page 192
	Page 193
	Page 194
	Page 195
	Page 196
	Page 197
	Page 198
	Page 199
	Page 200
	Page 201
	Page 202
	Page 203
	Page 204
	Page 205
	Page 206
	Page 207
	Page 208
	Page 209
	Page 210
	Page 211
	Page 212
	Page 213
	Page 214
	Page 215
	Page 216
	Page 217
	Page 218
	Page 219
	Page 220
	Page 221
	Page 222
	Page 223
	Page 224
	Page 225
	Page 226
	Page 227
	Page 228
	Page 229
	Page 230
	Page 231
	Page 232
	Page 233
	Page 234
	Page 235
	Page 236
	Page 237
	Page 238
	Page 239
	Page 240
	Page 241
	Page 242
	Page 243
	Page 244
	Page 245
	Page 246
	Page 247
	Page 248
	Page 249
	Page 250
	Page 251
	Page 252
	Page 253
	Page 254
	Page 255
	Page 256
	Page 257
	Page 258
	Page 259
	Page 260
	Page 261
	Page 262
	Page 263
	Page 264
	Page 265
	Page 266
	Page 267
	Page 268
	Page 269
	Page 270
	Page 271
	Page 272
	Page 273
	Page 274
	Page 275
	Page 276
	Page 277
	Page 278
	Page 279
	Page 280
	Page 281
	Page 282
	Page 283
	Page 284
	Page 285
	Page 286
	Page 287
	Page 288
	Page 289
	Page 290
	Page 291
	Page 292
	Page 293
	Page 294
	Page 295
	Page 296
	Page 297
	Page 298
	Page 299
	Page 300
	Page 301
	Page 302
	Page 303
	Page 304
	Page 305
	Page 306
	Page 307
	Page 308
	Page 309
	Page 310
	Page 311
	Page 312
	Page 313
	Page 314
	Page 315
	Page 316
	Page 317
	Page 318
	Page 319
	Page 320
	Page 321
	Page 322
	Page 323
	Page 324
	Page 325
	Page 326
	Page 327
	Page 328
	Page 329

	Word Index
	Index: $100..15
	$100 (2)
	$20 (1)
	$21,000 (1)
	$500 (4)
	(0) (1)
	--you (1)
	1 (60)
	1-8 (3)
	10 (11)
	10,503,627 (3)
	10,819,664 (6)
	10,838,699 (2)
	100 (2)
	1003 (5)
	1006 (4)
	1008 (4)
	1014 (1)
	1015 (2)
	1018 (1)
	102 (2)
	1034 (5)
	10590 (1)
	10:41 (1)
	10:54 (1)
	10th (1)
	11 (7)
	11,258,732 (6)
	11,558,317 (8)
	12 (28)
	12-16 (3)
	124 (1)
	125 (1)
	129 (5)
	12:39 (2)
	13 (15)
	1368 (3)
	14 (10)
	15 (19)

	Index: 150..21
	150 (1)
	16 (12)
	169 (1)
	17 (7)
	175 (1)
	177 (6)
	18 (8)
	18-23 (3)
	19 (16)
	191 (1)
	1950 (5)
	1981 (1)
	1987 (1)
	1990s (2)
	1995 (1)
	1:44 (1)
	1:49 (1)
	1A (2)
	1C (2)
	1D (1)
	2 (18)
	20 (26)
	2000 (1)
	2002 (1)
	2003 (8)
	2006 (1)
	2015 (2)
	2015ish (1)
	2017 (31)
	2017/0250930 (3)
	2019 (8)
	202 (1)
	2021 (2)
	2023 (5)
	2023-01368 (7)
	2023-01379 (5)
	2023-01443 (4)
	2023-1368 (3)
	2024 (1)
	2024-00065 (3)
	2024-0065 (3)
	20th (4)
	21 (6)

	Index: 212..5
	212 (3)
	213 (1)
	21st (9)
	22 (3)
	229 (1)
	23 (9)
	230 (3)
	23rd (1)
	24 (10)
	242 (1)
	25 (6)
	250 (3)
	26 (3)
	266 (1)
	28-31 (3)
	29 (3)
	293 (1)
	2A (18)
	2B (1)
	2C (1)
	3 (28)
	30 (4)
	30th (2)
	317 (9)
	320 (2)
	33 (3)
	330 (1)
	340 (1)
	350 (3)
	371 (1)
	3:00 (1)
	3:44 (1)
	4 (34)
	40 (2)
	400 (4)
	412-3456 (1)
	42 (1)
	43 (1)
	44 (1)
	49 (2)
	4:05 (1)
	4:43 (1)
	4A (1)
	4B (1)
	5 (22)

	Index: 50..82
	50 (1)
	500 (3)
	55 (6)
	56 (1)
	57 (1)
	58 (1)
	59 (2)
	5:08 (1)
	5:40 (2)
	5:54 (1)
	5A (1)
	5B (1)
	5C (1)
	5D (1)
	5th (1)
	6 (23)
	60 (2)
	61 (1)
	61621 (1)
	62 (4)
	63 (2)
	644 (3)
	664 (71)
	665 (1)
	6:00 (4)
	6:04 (1)
	6:08 (1)
	6:16 (1)
	6:17 (1)
	6:18 (1)
	6:30 (2)
	7 (9)
	7,983,997 (2)
	732 (55)
	734 (1)
	78 (3)
	8 (11)
	80 (1)
	82 (3)

	Index: 83..ahead
	83 (1)
	86 (1)
	88ish (1)
	9 (15)
	90 (1)
	9:36 (1)
	a.m. (3)
	A1 (1)
	abilities (3)
	ability (3)
	absolutely (6)
	accept (1)
	accepted (1)
	access (3)
	accessed (1)
	accessible (2)
	account (1)
	accurate (1)
	achieve (5)
	achieving (1)
	act (2)
	action (2)
	active (11)
	actual (15)
	add (2)
	added (1)
	additional (2)
	address (20)
	addressed (5)
	addresses (2)
	addressing (24)
	adjunct (2)
	administered (2)
	administrative (1)
	administrator (1)
	advancing (1)
	advantage (1)
	advantages (2)
	advise (1)
	advised (1)
	affidavit (1)
	affiliations (1)
	afterthought (12)
	age (1)
	agent (8)
	agree (17)
	agreed (3)
	agrees (2)
	ahead (8)

	Index: ahold..article
	ahold (1)
	AI (12)
	airplane (1)
	AIS (1)
	albeit (1)
	Allen (80)
	Allen's (5)
	allowed (7)
	allowing (2)
	alternative (4)
	Amanda (1)
	Amazon (2)
	amount (2)
	Amster (2)
	analysis (10)
	analyst (1)
	answering (1)
	answers (5)
	anticipated (1)
	anymore (1)
	anyplace (1)
	API (3)
	apologize (4)
	app (3)
	apparent (1)
	Apple (4)
	application (8)
	applications (1)
	applied (4)
	appointment (2)
	approve (1)
	approved (2)
	approximately (1)
	apps (2)
	architect (1)
	area (1)
	argument (1)
	arguments (1)
	Arinti (5)
	Arjomand (2)
	arrive (1)
	art (31)
	article (36)

	Index: article's..aware
	article's (1)
	articles (5)
	artificial (4)
	Arya (1)
	asks (4)
	aspects (2)
	asserted (1)
	assess (2)
	assist (1)
	assistant (3)
	associate (31)
	associating (12)
	association (5)
	assume (5)
	assuming (5)
	assumption (6)
	attached (2)
	attaches (1)
	attachment (1)
	attention (2)
	attorney-client (1)
	August (9)
	authenticity (1)
	author (3)
	authorization (1)
	authorize (1)
	auto (1)
	automate (8)
	automated (21)
	automatic (1)
	automating (5)
	automation (82)
	automations (2)
	average (1)
	aware (4)

	Index: B2..Beigi
	B2 (3)
	Babylon (1)
	bachelor's (19)
	back (63)
	background (15)
	backup (1)
	backward (1)
	bad (1)
	Baetens (1)
	ballpark (1)
	bank (1)
	based (25)
	basic (1)
	basically (36)
	basing (1)
	basis (1)
	began (1)
	begin (1)
	beginning (6)
	begins (5)
	behalf (1)
	behavior (2)
	Beigi (393)

	Index: ..Beigi
	$100 (2)
	$20 (1)
	$21,000 (1)
	$500 (4)
	(0) (1)
	--you (1)
	1 (60)
	1-8 (3)
	10 (11)
	10,503,627 (3)
	10,819,664 (6)
	10,838,699 (2)
	100 (2)
	1003 (5)
	1006 (4)
	1008 (4)
	1014 (1)
	1015 (2)
	1018 (1)
	102 (2)
	1034 (5)
	10590 (1)
	10:41 (1)
	10:54 (1)
	10th (1)
	11 (7)
	11,258,732 (6)
	11,558,317 (8)
	12 (28)
	12-16 (3)
	124 (1)
	125 (1)
	129 (5)
	12:39 (2)
	13 (15)
	1368 (3)
	14 (10)
	15 (19)
	150 (1)
	16 (12)
	169 (1)
	17 (7)
	175 (1)
	177 (6)
	18 (8)
	18-23 (3)
	19 (16)
	191 (1)
	1950 (5)
	1981 (1)
	1987 (1)
	1990s (2)
	1995 (1)
	1:44 (1)
	1:49 (1)
	1A (2)
	1C (2)
	1D (1)
	2 (18)
	20 (26)
	2000 (1)
	2002 (1)
	2003 (8)
	2006 (1)
	2015 (2)
	2015ish (1)
	2017 (31)
	2017/0250930 (3)
	2019 (8)
	202 (1)
	2021 (2)
	2023 (5)
	2023-01368 (7)
	2023-01379 (5)
	2023-01443 (4)
	2023-1368 (3)
	2024 (1)
	2024-00065 (3)
	2024-0065 (3)
	20th (4)
	21 (6)
	212 (3)
	213 (1)
	21st (9)
	22 (3)
	229 (1)
	23 (9)
	230 (3)
	23rd (1)
	24 (10)
	242 (1)
	25 (6)
	250 (3)
	26 (3)
	266 (1)
	28-31 (3)
	29 (3)
	293 (1)
	2A (18)
	2B (1)
	2C (1)
	3 (28)
	30 (4)
	30th (2)
	317 (9)
	320 (2)
	33 (3)
	330 (1)
	340 (1)
	350 (3)
	371 (1)
	3:00 (1)
	3:44 (1)
	4 (34)
	40 (2)
	400 (4)
	412-3456 (1)
	42 (1)
	43 (1)
	44 (1)
	49 (2)
	4:05 (1)
	4:43 (1)
	4A (1)
	4B (1)
	5 (22)
	50 (1)
	500 (3)
	55 (6)
	56 (1)
	57 (1)
	58 (1)
	59 (2)
	5:08 (1)
	5:40 (2)
	5:54 (1)
	5A (1)
	5B (1)
	5C (1)
	5D (1)
	5th (1)
	6 (23)
	60 (2)
	61 (1)
	61621 (1)
	62 (4)
	63 (2)
	644 (3)
	664 (71)
	665 (1)
	6:00 (4)
	6:04 (1)
	6:08 (1)
	6:16 (1)
	6:17 (1)
	6:18 (1)
	6:30 (2)
	7 (9)
	7,983,997 (2)
	732 (55)
	734 (1)
	78 (3)
	8 (11)
	80 (1)
	82 (3)
	83 (1)
	86 (1)
	88ish (1)
	9 (15)
	90 (1)
	9:36 (1)
	a.m. (3)
	A1 (1)
	abilities (3)
	ability (3)
	absolutely (6)
	accept (1)
	accepted (1)
	access (3)
	accessed (1)
	accessible (2)
	account (1)
	accurate (1)
	achieve (5)
	achieving (1)
	act (2)
	action (2)
	active (11)
	actual (15)
	add (2)
	added (1)
	additional (2)
	address (20)
	addressed (5)
	addresses (2)
	addressing (24)
	adjunct (2)
	administered (2)
	administrative (1)
	administrator (1)
	advancing (1)
	advantage (1)
	advantages (2)
	advise (1)
	advised (1)
	affidavit (1)
	affiliations (1)
	afterthought (12)
	age (1)
	agent (8)
	agree (17)
	agreed (3)
	agrees (2)
	ahead (8)
	ahold (1)
	AI (12)
	airplane (1)
	AIS (1)
	albeit (1)
	Allen (80)
	Allen's (5)
	allowed (7)
	allowing (2)
	alternative (4)
	Amanda (1)
	Amazon (2)
	amount (2)
	Amster (2)
	analysis (10)
	analyst (1)
	answering (1)
	answers (5)
	anticipated (1)
	anymore (1)
	anyplace (1)
	API (3)
	apologize (4)
	app (3)
	apparent (1)
	Apple (4)
	application (8)
	applications (1)
	applied (4)
	appointment (2)
	approve (1)
	approved (2)
	approximately (1)
	apps (2)
	architect (1)
	area (1)
	argument (1)
	arguments (1)
	Arinti (5)
	Arjomand (2)
	arrive (1)
	art (31)
	article (36)
	article's (1)
	articles (5)
	artificial (4)
	Arya (1)
	asks (4)
	aspects (2)
	asserted (1)
	assess (2)
	assist (1)
	assistant (3)
	associate (31)
	associating (12)
	association (5)
	assume (5)
	assuming (5)
	assumption (6)
	attached (2)
	attaches (1)
	attachment (1)
	attention (2)
	attorney-client (1)
	August (9)
	authenticity (1)
	author (3)
	authorization (1)
	authorize (1)
	auto (1)
	automate (8)
	automated (21)
	automatic (1)
	automating (5)
	automation (82)
	automations (2)
	average (1)
	aware (4)
	B2 (3)
	Babylon (1)
	bachelor's (19)
	back (63)
	background (15)
	backup (1)
	backward (1)
	bad (1)
	Baetens (1)
	ballpark (1)
	bank (1)
	based (25)
	basic (1)
	basically (36)
	basing (1)
	basis (1)
	began (1)
	begin (1)
	beginning (6)
	begins (5)
	behalf (1)
	behavior (2)
	Beigi (393)

	Index: Belgium..browser
	Belgium (1)
	belong (2)
	belonging (1)
	Ben (1)
	Ben-itzhak (26)
	Ben-itzhak's (2)
	Bie (14)
	Bie's (1)
	big (1)
	bigger (1)
	bill (2)
	binder (2)
	binders (1)
	biography (3)
	bit (3)
	black (3)
	Bless (1)
	blog (1)
	blogging (1)
	board (17)
	body (7)
	book (19)
	books (1)
	boost (2)
	Bornet (1)
	bot (19)
	bothered (1)
	bots (16)
	bottom (13)
	bought (1)
	Bouton (1)
	box (18)
	boxes (2)
	brain (2)
	branch (1)
	Brayamz (1)
	break (27)
	breakup (1)
	bring (1)
	broke (1)
	browser (18)

	Index: buddy..charge
	buddy (1)
	build (2)
	building (3)
	built (3)
	business (6)
	busy (1)
	button (3)
	buttons (12)
	buy (17)
	buying (7)
	C+ (2)
	C++ (18)
	call (27)
	called (8)
	caller (3)
	calling (4)
	calls (3)
	capabilities (5)
	capable (5)
	car (4)
	care (3)
	carving (2)
	case (28)
	case-by-case (1)
	cases (4)
	catch (1)
	categories (2)
	categorize (1)
	category (1)
	caught (1)
	caution (1)
	cell (10)
	center (3)
	centers (1)
	CEO (2)
	cetera (1)
	chance (1)
	change (7)
	characterization (4)
	characterize (3)
	characterizing (4)
	charge (3)

	Index: charges..claim
	charges (2)
	charging (3)
	Charles (1)
	Charley (2)
	chat (31)
	chatbot (154)
	chatbots (59)
	chatting (1)
	check (4)
	checked (1)
	checking (1)
	choice (1)
	choose (5)
	circle (1)
	circled (1)
	circumstances (1)
	citations (2)
	civil (1)
	claim (52)

	Index: claimed..communicates
	claimed (3)
	claims (11)
	Clair (1)
	clarified (1)
	clarify (3)
	clarifying (1)
	classes (2)
	classroom (1)
	clear (12)
	click (1)
	client (28)
	clients (13)
	climber (2)
	climber's (1)
	climbing (1)
	close (1)
	closed (2)
	closest (1)
	cluster (2)
	code (9)
	codes (1)
	coding (2)
	cofounder (2)
	collaborative (4)
	colleague (3)
	colleagues (3)
	colleagues' (1)
	collect (10)
	collected (4)
	collecting (1)
	collection (1)
	collectively (1)
	collects (1)
	college (2)
	Columbia (2)
	Column (10)
	combination (13)
	combine (6)
	combined (4)
	combines (1)
	combining (5)
	comfortable (2)
	comment (7)
	comments (11)
	commit (2)
	communicate (12)
	communicates (2)

	Index: communicating..connect
	communicating (4)
	communication (10)
	communications (3)
	companies (4)
	company (22)
	company's (4)
	compare (6)
	compared (2)
	comparing (1)
	comparison (1)
	compensated (14)
	compensating (1)
	compensation (4)
	competent (1)
	complete (6)
	completely (1)
	compound (1)
	comprises (1)
	computer (53)
	computerized (1)
	computers (1)
	computing (2)
	concentrating (2)
	concentration (1)
	concept (11)
	concepts (2)
	conceptualization (1)
	concerned (7)
	concludes (1)
	condition (6)
	conditions (5)
	conducting (1)
	configured (3)
	confirm (9)
	confirmed (1)
	confirming (1)
	conform (1)
	confused (4)
	confusing (1)
	conjecture (5)
	conjectures (2)
	conjunction (2)
	connect (4)

	Index: connected..copied
	connected (1)
	Connections (1)
	considered (14)
	constantly (1)
	constituents (1)
	consultant (1)
	consultation (5)
	contact (3)
	contemplated (1)
	content (14)
	contents (1)
	context (16)
	continue (6)
	continuing (2)
	contradicts (1)
	contrast (3)
	control (6)
	convenience (3)
	conver- (1)
	conversation (183)
	conversation's (1)
	conversational (6)
	conversations (5)
	converse (3)
	conversing (1)
	convey (1)
	conveyed (1)
	cool (1)
	coordinate (1)
	copied (2)

	Index: copies..customers
	copies (1)
	copy (6)
	copying (2)
	core (2)
	corporation (1)
	correct (56)
	correction (4)
	correctly (7)
	corresponds (1)
	costs (2)
	counsel (65)
	counterpart (1)
	country (1)
	couple (2)
	courses (1)
	court (16)
	cover (2)
	covers (1)
	crash (2)
	crashed (1)
	crashes (1)
	create (12)
	created (5)
	creating (4)
	credibility (1)
	Cronos (21)
	cross-reference (1)
	crux (1)
	CTO (2)
	current (1)
	customer (12)
	customers (6)

	Index: cut..define
	cut (5)
	cutting (1)
	CV (1)
	Daily (1)
	Danish (2)
	data (7)
	database (2)
	date (15)
	dated (4)
	dates (5)
	day (5)
	Dayanandan (23)
	De (15)
	dealt (3)
	decades (1)
	decide (1)
	decided (2)
	decides (1)
	deciding (2)
	decision (25)
	decision-making (1)
	decisions (1)
	deck (2)
	declarant (1)
	declaration (89)
	declarations (15)
	dedicated (1)
	deeper (1)
	define (47)

	Index: defined..detailed
	defined (27)
	defines (7)
	defining (50)
	definition (18)
	definitions (3)
	degree (29)
	degrees (2)
	delivering (3)
	demo (1)
	demonstrate (2)
	demonstrates (1)
	demonstrating (1)
	demonstration (9)
	denying (2)
	department (5)
	depend (1)
	dependent (1)
	depending (4)
	depends (6)
	deployed (1)
	deposed (4)
	deposition (43)
	deposition's (1)
	depositions (1)
	describe (8)
	describes (1)
	describing (4)
	description (13)
	design (1)
	designed (4)
	detail (5)
	detailed (2)

	Index: details..documents
	details (2)
	detection (3)
	determination (1)
	determine (10)
	determined (1)
	determines (3)
	determining (2)
	developed (5)
	developer (1)
	developing (2)
	developments (1)
	device (5)
	devices (1)
	devise (1)
	devised (1)
	diagnose (4)
	diagnosis (4)
	diagnostics (1)
	diagrams (1)
	dialog (1)
	dictate (1)
	differ (1)
	difference (6)
	difficult (2)
	difficulties (1)
	digits (8)
	direct (2)
	directed (2)
	directly (1)
	disagree (1)
	disciplines (1)
	disclosed (5)
	discloses (2)
	disclosure (6)
	discovered (1)
	discuss (4)
	discussed (5)
	discussing (1)
	discussion (2)
	discussions (1)
	display (6)
	displayed (16)
	displaying (1)
	disposal (1)
	dispute (1)
	disqualified (1)
	dissection (1)
	distinct (1)
	distinction (4)
	distinguish (2)
	distinguishes (1)
	distinguishing (1)
	divulge (4)
	divulging (1)
	document (19)
	documentation (1)
	documents (3)

	Index: draft..engine
	draft (3)
	drafted (1)
	drafting (3)
	drafts (1)
	draw (1)
	drawing (1)
	drill (1)
	drive (1)
	due (1)
	duly (1)
	Dutch (4)
	e-mail (32)
	e-mailed (1)
	earlier (9)
	early (1)
	ease (1)
	easier (5)
	easiest (2)
	easily (2)
	easy (5)
	Ebenstein (1)
	edit (8)
	edited (1)
	editing (2)
	editor (5)
	editors (2)
	EDT (1)
	education (4)
	educational (5)
	effort (1)
	elect (1)
	elected (2)
	electrical (2)
	electronic (6)
	element (27)
	elements (12)
	else's (2)
	embodiment (1)
	emerging (1)
	employ (1)
	employed (1)
	empty (1)
	enable (3)
	enabled (1)
	enables (4)
	enabling (2)
	encompasses (1)
	encountered (1)
	encourage (1)
	end (19)
	endeavor (1)
	engaged (2)
	engaging (2)
	engine (17)

	Index: engineer..exhibits
	engineer (1)
	engineering (15)
	engineers (1)
	engines (1)
	England (2)
	English (7)
	English-language (2)
	enormously (1)
	enter (1)
	entire (2)
	entitled (3)
	environment (2)
	equivalent (4)
	error (5)
	errors (6)
	Esquire (1)
	establish (1)
	established (2)
	Esteban (1)
	Europe (1)
	eventually (1)
	evidence (1)
	evidenced (1)
	evolve (1)
	evolving (1)
	exact (1)
	examination (2)
	examined (1)
	examples (5)
	Excellent (1)
	exception (1)
	Excuse (1)
	execute (2)
	executing (1)
	exemplifies (2)
	exhibit (196)
	exhibits (7)

	Index: exist..field
	exist (7)
	existed (6)
	existence (1)
	existing (5)
	exists (1)
	expand (3)
	expanding (1)
	expansive (1)
	expect (6)
	expectation (1)
	expected (8)
	expenses (1)
	experience (23)
	experienced (2)
	expert (23)
	expertise (4)
	explain (4)
	explaining (3)
	explains (1)
	explanation (1)
	explore (1)
	Explorer (2)
	exploring (1)
	extend (1)
	extended (1)
	extending (1)
	extension (2)
	extensive (1)
	extent (1)
	extra (2)
	extract (1)
	extraordinary (1)
	face (1)
	face-to-face (1)
	Facebook (10)
	fact (15)
	factors (3)
	fair (6)
	falls (1)
	familiar (3)
	farfetched (1)
	fast (1)
	fee (3)
	feed (1)
	feel (9)
	felt (1)
	Ferscht (1)
	field (13)

	Index: fields..forgive
	fields (1)
	figure (99)
	figures (5)
	figuring (1)
	file (6)
	filed (2)
	filing (2)
	fill (5)
	filled (2)
	filling (2)
	final (5)
	finally (1)
	find (19)
	finding (2)
	fine (18)
	finish (13)
	finished (1)
	firm (1)
	fit (1)
	five-digit (1)
	fix (1)
	flexible (1)
	flipped (1)
	flow (24)
	flowchart (10)
	flows (1)
	focus (9)
	focused (1)
	focuses (1)
	focusing (2)
	Foerster (2)
	follow (2)
	forces (1)
	forefront (1)
	forever (2)
	Forget (1)
	forgive (3)

	Index: form..generator
	form (113)
	format (1)
	formed (4)
	forms (1)
	formulating (2)
	forward (5)
	found (19)
	foundation (1)
	framework (2)
	Francisco (2)
	free (5)
	fresh (1)
	friendly (2)
	front (7)
	full (3)
	function (1)
	functionality (2)
	functions (1)
	future (7)
	futuristic (1)
	gather (4)
	gathering (1)
	gave (6)
	general (5)
	generalized (1)
	generally (3)
	generate (12)
	generated (6)
	generates (1)
	generating (6)
	generator (11)

	Index: genius..heading
	genius (1)
	gentleman (2)
	geographic (1)
	gesture (1)
	give (21)
	giving (1)
	Global (2)
	goal (2)
	good (7)
	Google (1)
	Gorrono (1)
	grab (2)
	graduated (4)
	grammar (1)
	grammatical (1)
	granted (1)
	granting (6)
	graph (15)
	graphic (1)
	graphical (1)
	graphically (2)
	graphics (3)
	graphs (1)
	great (4)
	ground (4)
	grounds (2)
	group (4)
	growing (1)
	guessing (3)
	GUI (38)
	guide (8)
	guidelines (4)
	GUIS (1)
	guys (2)
	half (5)
	hand (2)
	handed (1)
	handle (10)
	handles (1)
	handwriting (1)
	handwritten (1)
	hang (1)
	happen (13)
	happened (4)
	happening (2)
	happy (2)
	hard (1)
	harder (1)
	Hart (2)
	heading (3)

	Index: hear..Homayoon
	hear (1)
	heard (7)
	helped (1)
	helps (3)
	higher (2)
	highest (1)
	hint (1)
	hired (11)
	historical (1)
	history (1)
	hit (3)
	hitting (1)
	Hold (1)
	holistic (2)
	Holland (1)
	Hollywood (2)
	Homayoon (338)

	Index: home..identify
	home (4)
	hope (1)
	hosting (1)
	hour (18)
	hourly (1)
	hours (14)
	human (23)
	humans (2)
	hypothecating (2)
	hypotheses (2)
	hypothesis (1)
	hypothetical (3)
	hypothetically (2)
	ibizz (2)
	IBM (13)
	ID (3)
	idea (8)
	identical (2)
	identification (21)
	identified (5)
	identifies (5)
	identify (11)

	Index: identifying..institute
	identifying (4)
	IDS (1)
	ill (1)
	illustrated (1)
	image (1)
	immaterial (3)
	impact (3)
	implement (17)
	implementation (2)
	implemented (19)
	implementing (1)
	implements (1)
	implicit (2)
	implicitly (2)
	implies (1)
	important (12)
	impression (3)
	improper (1)
	improving (1)
	IMS (2)
	include (16)
	included (7)
	includes (4)
	including (5)
	incorrect (1)
	independent (2)
	indication (2)
	indirectly (1)
	individual (5)
	informatics (9)
	information (52)
	informed (3)
	inherent (5)
	innovations (1)
	innovative (7)
	input (4)
	insert (2)
	insightful (1)
	Insights (3)
	instance (1)
	institute (4)

	Index: instituted..IPR
	instituted (11)
	institution (9)
	instruct (1)
	instructing (1)
	Instruction (2)
	intelligence (4)
	intelligent (2)
	intelligible (1)
	intended (1)
	intent (1)
	inter (14)
	interact (3)
	interacting (1)
	interaction (6)
	interactions (5)
	interactive (9)
	interacts (1)
	interest (5)
	Interesting (1)
	interface (40)
	interfaces (2)
	interfacing (1)
	interfere (1)
	intermediate (1)
	internal (2)
	internally (1)
	internals (2)
	Internet (3)
	interns (1)
	interpret (2)
	interpretation (2)
	interpreted (1)
	interpreter (1)
	interprets (2)
	interrupt (3)
	interrupting (1)
	Intervoice (1)
	introduce (1)
	introducing (1)
	invalidity (1)
	invented (1)
	invention (7)
	inventions (1)
	inventors (1)
	invoice (1)
	invoices (1)
	invoke (5)
	invoked (14)
	invokes (1)
	invoking (1)
	involve (1)
	involved (5)
	involves (2)
	IPR (68)

	Index: IPRS..languages
	IPRS (17)
	irrelevant (1)
	irrespective (1)
	irrespectively (1)
	issue (3)
	items (3)
	iteration (1)
	Itzhak (1)
	IVR (11)
	IX (2)
	January (2)
	Jean (1)
	job (11)
	join (1)
	joined (1)
	judgment (1)
	jump (4)
	justified (1)
	Kernighan (1)
	key (1)
	Kik (2)
	kind (3)
	knew (2)
	knowing (2)
	Krishnan (2)
	landscape (1)
	language (162)
	languages (1)

	Index: late..Macedo
	late (3)
	launched (1)
	lawyer (1)
	lay (1)
	layer (2)
	Le (1)
	lead (1)
	learned (1)
	learning (3)
	leave (1)
	leaves (2)
	led (1)
	left (2)
	legitimate (1)
	lesson (1)
	letting (1)
	level (7)
	levels (1)
	leverages (1)
	library (3)
	life (3)
	limit (2)
	limited (3)
	linearly (2)
	lines (5)
	link (17)
	linked (3)
	Linkedin (5)
	links (2)
	list (4)
	listed (1)
	literally (2)
	live (9)
	LLP (1)
	load (1)
	loaded (7)
	located (1)
	location (3)
	logged (1)
	logging (1)
	logic (10)
	logical (2)
	long (8)
	longer (4)
	looked (15)
	lose (1)
	lot (10)
	lots (2)
	loud (2)
	low (2)
	lower (1)
	luck (1)
	lunch (3)
	Macedo (186)

	Index: machine..marked
	machine (5)
	machinery (4)
	made (17)
	main (5)
	make (44)
	makes (4)
	making (5)
	managed (3)
	management (1)
	manner (5)
	map (5)
	mapped (1)
	mark (4)
	marked (72)

	Index: marking..misrepresenting
	marking (1)
	master's (2)
	matched (1)
	material (2)
	materials (6)
	matter (16)
	matters (3)
	maturing (1)
	meaning (1)
	means (15)
	meant (8)
	mechanical (5)
	Media (1)
	medications (1)
	Medium (21)
	meet (7)
	Mehran (1)
	Melendez (3)
	members (1)
	memory (4)
	mentioned (1)
	message (2)
	messages (2)
	messaging (9)
	messed (1)
	messenger (13)
	messengers (1)
	met (1)
	method (3)
	meticulous (1)
	mic'd (1)
	milestone (1)
	million (4)
	mimic (3)
	mimicking (1)
	mimics (3)
	mind (12)
	mindset (1)
	mine (2)
	minute (3)
	minutes (5)
	mirroring (1)
	mischaracterization (1)
	mischaracterize (1)
	mispronounce (3)
	misrepresenting (1)

	Index: missing..NDA
	missing (4)
	misspoke (1)
	mistakes (1)
	misunderstanding (1)
	misunderstood (3)
	misuse (1)
	mockup (25)
	mockups (1)
	modal (2)
	modification (5)
	modifications (1)
	modified (2)
	modify (7)
	modifying (1)
	moment (12)
	money (1)
	monitor (8)
	monitored (1)
	monitoring (5)
	months (3)
	moon (1)
	morning (2)
	Morrison (2)
	motivation (2)
	mouse (2)
	mouth (1)
	move (8)
	movies (1)
	moving (1)
	MPEG (1)
	multidimensional (2)
	multiple (1)
	names (2)
	naming (1)
	narrow (1)
	native (1)
	natural (137)
	NDA (5)

	Index: necessarily..number
	necessarily (21)
	needed (4)
	Negi (1)
	Neha (1)
	Netherlands-based (1)
	network (5)
	networks (1)
	neural (4)
	newer (1)
	Nguyen (137)
	night (2)
	NLP (19)
	node (9)
	nodes (3)
	Nods (1)
	normal (16)
	Notary (1)
	noted (2)
	notes (4)
	notice (14)
	noticed (2)
	notices (3)
	November (5)
	number (41)

	Index: numbered..opposite
	numbered (1)
	numbers (9)
	Numeral (2)
	oath (4)
	object (8)
	objection (87)
	objections (5)
	objective (1)
	observations (1)
	observe (1)
	obvious (7)
	obviousness (1)
	occurred (1)
	occurs (1)
	October (12)
	offer (1)
	office (3)
	online (2)
	ontological (5)
	onward (2)
	open (1)
	opened (2)
	operating (1)
	operation (4)
	opine (1)
	opinion (13)
	opinions (2)
	opportunity (3)
	opposing (1)
	opposite (1)

	Index: option..part
	option (3)
	options (2)
	order (19)
	ordered (1)
	ordering (2)
	orders (1)
	ordinary (5)
	organizations (1)
	organize (1)
	organized (1)
	origin (1)
	original (6)
	outcome (2)
	outcomes (1)
	outlier (2)
	output (1)
	overcome (1)
	overlap (1)
	overlaps (1)
	owner (5)
	p.m. (15)
	paged (1)
	pages (5)
	pagination (1)
	paid (14)
	paper (3)
	paragraph (32)
	paragraphs (18)
	parallel (1)
	parameter (2)
	parameters (7)
	paraphrasing (2)
	parsable (1)
	parse (7)
	parser (1)
	parses (1)
	part (64)

	Index: partes..person
	partes (14)
	parties (2)
	partner (1)
	parts (3)
	party (2)
	pass (2)
	pass-through (1)
	passed (2)
	passes (1)
	past (2)
	paste (1)
	patent (137)
	patented (1)
	patents (23)
	patents-in-suit (2)
	path (2)
	pay (2)
	paying (1)
	peers (1)
	pen (2)
	pending (1)
	people (36)
	people's (1)
	perfect (1)
	Perfectly (1)
	perform (1)
	performance (1)
	performed (5)
	period (3)
	permission (2)
	person (32)

	Index: person's..Phd
	person's (1)
	personal (2)
	personalization (3)
	personalized (4)
	personally (2)
	perspective (3)
	pertinent (1)
	petition (2)
	petitioner (5)
	Phd (326)

	Index: Phds..pointing
	Phds (4)
	phone (9)
	phrase (4)
	physically (1)
	physicists (1)
	physics (4)
	pick (5)
	picked (1)
	picture (3)
	piece (3)
	pieces (1)
	pile (2)
	place (4)
	places (2)
	placing (1)
	plans (1)
	plate (2)
	platform (5)
	platforms (1)
	PLOW (27)
	Plow's (1)
	plurality (4)
	point (46)
	pointing (2)

	Index: pop..priority
	pop (1)
	pops (1)
	popular (1)
	portal (1)
	portion (7)
	poses (1)
	POSITA (41)
	positing (1)
	position (4)
	positions (1)
	possibilities (3)
	possibly (6)
	post (7)
	Post-its (1)
	posted (10)
	posting (1)
	potential (1)
	potentially (4)
	practice (3)
	Prakash (1)
	preamble (2)
	predefined (1)
	prefer (1)
	prefix (1)
	Premark (1)
	premarked (4)
	premise (6)
	preparation (1)
	prepare (7)
	prepared (4)
	preparing (7)
	present (5)
	presented (9)
	presenting (9)
	presents (1)
	pressed (1)
	pressing (1)
	presume (2)
	presumed (1)
	presumption (1)
	prevalent (1)
	previous (3)
	previously (1)
	price (1)
	primarily (1)
	primary (3)
	prior (27)
	priority (3)

	Index: privilege..produces
	privilege (2)
	privileged (6)
	privileges (1)
	problem (53)
	problems (7)
	procedure (1)
	proceeding (2)
	proceedings (6)
	process (138)
	processed (1)
	processes (24)
	processing (80)
	produce (1)
	produced (1)
	produces (1)

	Index: product..put
	product (1)
	productivity (2)
	products (2)
	professional (3)
	professor (2)
	proficiency (3)
	program (21)
	programmed (7)
	programmer (2)
	programming (2)
	project (2)
	promising (1)
	promptly (1)
	prompts (1)
	pronouncing (1)
	proof (1)
	proofread (1)
	proper (8)
	properly (5)
	properties (2)
	proposed (3)
	proposing (2)
	proprietary (4)
	prototype (1)
	provide (14)
	provided (9)
	providing (4)
	provision (3)
	PTAB (9)
	public (2)
	Publication (1)
	publicly (3)
	publish (35)
	published (20)
	publishing (10)
	pudding (1)
	pull (2)
	purpose (3)
	purposes (3)
	pursuant (1)
	put (26)

	Index: putting..read
	putting (6)
	qualifications (1)
	qualifies (1)
	qualify (3)
	quash (1)
	question (100)
	questioning (3)
	questions (20)
	quick (1)
	quickly (2)
	quote (1)
	quotes (1)
	Radakrishnan (1)
	Radhakrishnan (24)
	raised (2)
	raising (1)
	rapidity (1)
	rapidly (1)
	rate (12)
	rater (14)
	raters (2)
	rates (3)
	rating (2)
	read (61)

	Index: readable..reference
	readable (3)
	readily (1)
	reading (13)
	real (3)
	reality (2)
	realize (1)
	realm (2)
	Realtime (1)
	reason (7)
	reasonable (2)
	recall (16)
	recap (1)
	receive (1)
	received (4)
	receives (1)
	receiving (2)
	recess (6)
	reclaimed (1)
	recognition (20)
	recognize (14)
	recollection (4)
	recommendation (16)
	recommendations (6)
	record (51)
	rectify (2)
	rectifying (1)
	redirect (15)
	reduce (1)
	refer (22)
	reference (20)

	Index: referenced..report
	referenced (3)
	references (16)
	referred (9)
	referring (31)
	refers (5)
	reflect (3)
	reflected (1)
	reflecting (2)
	reflects (2)
	refresh (3)
	regular (1)
	reimbursement (1)
	relate (1)
	related (5)
	relates (4)
	relating (1)
	relationship (1)
	relationships (1)
	relevance (1)
	relevant (8)
	relied (5)
	relies (1)
	rely (6)
	relying (10)
	remember (24)
	remind (2)
	remote (1)
	remove (2)
	removed (2)
	repair (1)
	repeat (2)
	repeated (1)
	rephrase (12)
	replace (3)
	replaced (2)
	replacement (1)
	replacing (3)
	replication (2)
	report (21)

	Index: reporter..Roborana
	reporter (14)
	reporting (1)
	reports (1)
	represent (2)
	representation (2)
	representations (1)
	represented (2)
	representing (7)
	represents (1)
	request (6)
	requested (4)
	requesting (1)
	require (1)
	required (1)
	requirements (1)
	requires (3)
	research (6)
	researcher (1)
	reserve (1)
	reserved (1)
	resolve (1)
	resources (1)
	respect (27)
	respond (10)
	responded (4)
	responding (2)
	responds (3)
	response (26)
	responses (5)
	responsibilities (1)
	responsibility (1)
	responsive (1)
	rest (1)
	restart (1)
	restate (1)
	restated (1)
	restricted (2)
	result (2)
	resulted (2)
	results (2)
	review (20)
	reviewed (3)
	reviewing (8)
	revivers (1)
	reworded (2)
	rise (1)
	Ritchie (1)
	RNT (1)
	Road (1)
	Roborana (6)

	Index: robot..scripts
	robot (2)
	robotic (8)
	rock (4)
	role (2)
	Roman (2)
	room (1)
	Rothstein (1)
	rough (2)
	RPA (57)
	RPAS (14)
	rule (2)
	rule-based (38)
	rules (9)
	run (8)
	running (11)
	résumé (5)
	Sachin (1)
	Salem (1)
	San (2)
	saver (3)
	saves (1)
	scenario (2)
	scenarios (5)
	scenes (1)
	science (19)
	scientists (1)
	score (5)
	screen (7)
	script (35)
	scripted (1)
	scripting (13)
	scripts (3)

	Index: scrolling..sic
	scrolling (2)
	search (3)
	searchable (2)
	secretarial (1)
	section (6)
	sector (1)
	sectors (5)
	seek (1)
	sees (1)
	select (4)
	selected (3)
	selecting (1)
	selection (2)
	selective (1)
	semantics (1)
	semester (3)
	send (1)
	Senne (3)
	sense (10)
	sentence (22)
	sentences (1)
	separate (4)
	separately (2)
	September (11)
	sequence (1)
	Server (1)
	service (12)
	services (8)
	session (1)
	sessions (2)
	set (11)
	setting (6)
	share (1)
	shared (1)
	she'll (1)
	shocked (1)
	short (7)
	shortly (1)
	show (15)
	showcase (18)
	showcasing (18)
	showed (1)
	showing (8)
	shown (6)
	shows (3)
	sic (4)

	Index: side..specific
	side (3)
	sign (4)
	signature (33)
	signatures (3)
	signed (13)
	similar (4)
	similarity (2)
	similarly (1)
	simple (3)
	simplest (2)
	simply (2)
	simulate (1)
	single (6)
	sir (1)
	sister (1)
	sit (3)
	sitting (9)
	skill (7)
	skills (1)
	slide (1)
	slightly (2)
	small (2)
	smarter (2)
	snapshot (4)
	snapshots (1)
	so-called (1)
	software (48)
	solution (2)
	solutions (3)
	solve (1)
	solved (1)
	someone's (1)
	sophistication (1)
	sort (8)
	sound (1)
	sounds (1)
	South (1)
	speak (7)
	speaker (1)
	speaking (7)
	speaks (1)
	special (1)
	specialized (1)
	specific (37)

	Index: specifically..straight
	specifically (25)
	specification (7)
	specifications (7)
	spectrum (2)
	speech (10)
	spell (2)
	spend (7)
	spent (5)
	spoke (5)
	spoken (7)
	staff (2)
	stake (2)
	stand (2)
	standard (1)
	standing (2)
	start (14)
	start-up (3)
	start-ups (1)
	started (10)
	starting (11)
	state (10)
	state-of-the-art (1)
	stated (6)
	statement (9)
	statements (2)
	states (3)
	stating (1)
	statistic (2)
	stay (1)
	stayed (1)
	step (14)
	steps (3)
	sticks (1)
	stipulated (2)
	stop (5)
	stopping (4)
	straight (1)

	Index: straightforward..Tab
	straightforward (1)
	strictly (1)
	strike (2)
	strongly (1)
	structure (1)
	structures (1)
	students (1)
	studied (3)
	stuff (2)
	subject (3)
	submission (2)
	submit (3)
	submitted (16)
	subparagraphs (1)
	subspace (1)
	substituting (1)
	suggest (2)
	suggesting (2)
	summarize (5)
	summarizing (2)
	summary (27)
	summer (1)
	supplement (1)
	support (1)
	supposed (6)
	sworn (3)
	Symons (70)
	Symons' (1)
	Symons's (8)
	sync (2)
	synced (2)
	system (61)
	systems (4)
	Tab (1)

	Index: table..tested
	table (3)
	taint (1)
	taking (13)
	talk (28)
	talked (4)
	talking (55)
	talks (10)
	tandem (3)
	target (8)
	task (4)
	taught (5)
	teach (4)
	teacher (1)
	teaches (1)
	teaching (3)
	Tech (1)
	technical (18)
	technically (1)
	technologies (16)
	technology (16)
	Tel (2)
	Telegram (3)
	telephone (3)
	telling (4)
	tells (1)
	ten (3)
	tend (1)
	term (1)
	terminated (2)
	terms (1)
	test (17)
	tested (2)

	Index: tester..time
	tester (4)
	testers (1)
	testified (2)
	testify (4)
	testifying (5)
	testimony (15)
	testing (3)
	tests (3)
	text (42)
	texted (1)
	theory (2)
	thesis (2)
	thing (35)
	things (47)
	thinking (3)
	thinks (4)
	third-party (14)
	Thomas (1)
	thought (10)
	threshold (1)
	thresholding (1)
	thrilled (2)
	ticket (8)
	tickets (1)
	tie (6)
	tied (1)
	time (64)

	Index: times..typical
	times (2)
	tired (2)
	title (17)
	today (15)
	today's (3)
	told (10)
	tomorrow (3)
	tonight (2)
	tool (2)
	tools (1)
	top (5)
	touch (1)
	track (1)
	traditional (1)
	train (4)
	trained (1)
	training (7)
	traits (1)
	transcribed (1)
	transcribing (2)
	transcript (2)
	transcriptions (1)
	transition (1)
	translation (6)
	Travelocity (2)
	treat (1)
	treating (1)
	tree (1)
	tremendously (3)
	trial (1)
	trigger (2)
	true (1)
	truth (3)
	truthfully (2)
	Tuesday (2)
	tune (1)
	Turing (6)
	turn (10)
	turned (1)
	turns (2)
	type (20)
	typed (5)
	types (7)
	typical (3)

	Index: typically..validate
	typically (1)
	typing (3)
	UI (1)
	unclear (3)
	underlying (6)
	underneath (5)
	understand (90)
	understanding (36)
	understands (4)
	understood (5)
	undertaking (1)
	unit (1)
	unknown (1)
	unnecessary (1)
	update (1)
	upfront (1)
	URI (1)
	URL (5)
	user (61)
	users (4)
	utilize (1)
	utilized (2)
	utilizes (1)
	uttering (1)
	valid (3)
	validate (8)

	Index: validates..whichever
	validates (1)
	validation (3)
	validity (1)
	valuable (1)
	valued (1)
	vector (6)
	vectorial (3)
	verbatim (2)
	verified (1)
	verify (5)
	vernacular (1)
	versa (1)
	version (16)
	versioning (1)
	versions (2)
	versus (6)
	vetted (1)
	vice (1)
	video (25)
	view (10)
	viewed (1)
	viewer (1)
	views (1)
	Villanueva (1)
	Vimeo (1)
	Vin (1)
	Vincent (17)
	voice (6)
	voice-to-text-type (1)
	wait (2)
	waited (1)
	Walkme (13)
	wanted (13)
	warn (1)
	warning (1)
	wasted (1)
	watch (3)
	watched (2)
	ways (2)
	weather (1)
	web (2)
	website (3)
	websites (1)
	week (2)
	weeks (6)
	weeks' (1)
	well-known (1)
	Whatfix (16)
	Whatsapp (15)
	whichever (2)

	Index: wide..XYZ
	wide (2)
	widely (1)
	widgetco (9)
	wife (2)
	William (2)
	Williams (5)
	window (1)
	Windows (2)
	Wipr (2)
	wishes (1)
	withdraw (2)
	witnesses (4)
	word (23)
	wording (1)
	words (16)
	work (43)
	worked (17)
	worker (1)
	workers (3)
	working (20)
	works (8)
	world (1)
	worthy (1)
	write (20)
	writes (1)
	writing (5)
	written (10)
	wrong (8)
	wrote (13)
	XYZ (2)

	Index: year..zoom
	year (4)
	years (28)
	years' (1)
	York (4)
	zeros (1)
	zoom (1)


	Transcript Formats
	Amicus
	ASCII/TXT



0001

 1

 2    UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

                    ____________

 3

      BEFORE THE PATENT TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

 4                  ____________

 5                 WHATFIX, INC.,

 6                   Petitioner,

 7                       v.

 8

                    WALKME LTD.,

 9

                    Patent Owner.

10                  ____________

11                    VOLUME I

12          VIDEO-RECORDED DEPOSITION OF

                 HOMAYOON BEIGI, PHD

13

                THE CHRYSLER BUILDING

14       AMSTER ROTHSTEIN & EBENSTEIN, LLP

                405 Lexington Avenue

15                   48th Floor

                    New York, NY

16                   06/25/2024

                   9:36 a.m. (EDT)

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24   REPORTED BY:  AMANDA GORRONO, CLR

     CLR NO. 052005-01

25   JOB NO. J11386269

0002

 1

 2                           06/25/2024

 3                           9:36 a.m.(EDT)

 4

 5       VIDEO-RECORDED DEPOSITION OF HOMAYOON

 6   BEIGI, PhD, held at 405 Lexington Avenue,

 7   48th Floor, New York, New York, before

 8   Amanda Gorrono, Certified Live Note

 9   Reporter, and Notary Public of the State

10   of New York.

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

0003

 1

 2   A P P E A R A N C E S:

 3   ON BEHALF OF PETITIONER WHATFIX, INC.:

 4     Charles R. Macedo, Esquire

       Amster Rothstein & Ebenstein, LLP

 5     405 Lexington Avenue - 48th Floor

       New York City, New York 10174

 6     PHONE:  (212) 336-8074

       E-MAIL: Cmacedo@arelaw.com

 7

               -AND-

 8

       Thomas Hart, Esquire

 9     Amster Rothstein & Ebenstein, LLP

       405 Lexington Avenue - 48th Floor

10     New York City, New York 10174

       PHONE:  (212) 336-8107

11     E-MAIL: Thart@arelaw.com

12   ON BEHALF OF PATENT OWNER WALKME LTD.

13     Jean Nguyen, Esquire

       Morrison & Foerster

14     707 Wilshire Boulevard - Suite 6000

       Los Angeles, California 90017

15     PHONE:  (213) 892-5295

       E-MAIL: Jnguyen@mofo.com

16

               -AND-

17

       Mehran Arjomand, Esquire

18     Morrison & Foerster

       707 Wilshire Boulevard Suite 6000

19     Los Angeles, California 90017

       PHONE: (213) 892-5630

20     E-MAIL: Marjomand@mofo.com

21   ALSO PRESENT:

     Ziv Glazberg, Esquire - Prosecution

22   Counsel - WalkMe

     Lilach Danzig , Esquire - Prosecution

23   Counsel - WalkMe

     Bryamz Villanueva, Videographer - Esquire

24   Deposition Solutions

     Ivan Zatkovich, expert

25   Joshea Jacobsen, summer associate

0004

 1

 2

                       I N D E X

 3

 4  WITNESS           EXAMINATION BY              PAGE

 5  HOMAYOON BEIGI,   MR. MACEDO                    10

 6  PhD

 7

 8

 9                  E X H I B I T S

10  EXHIBIT     DESCRIPTION                       PAGE

11  Beigi       Notice of Deposition of Dr.          7

12  Exhibit 1   Homayoon Beigi....................

13  Beigi       Notice of Deposition of Dr.          7

14  Exhibit 2   Homayoon Beigi....................

15  Beigi       Notice of Deposition of Dr.          7

16  Exhibit 3   Homayoon Beigi....................

17  Beigi       Declaration of Dr. Homayoon          7

18  Exhibit 4   Beigi.............................

19  Beigi       Declaration of Dr. Homayoon          7

20  Exhibit 5   Beigi.............................

21  Beigi       Declaration of Dr. Homayoon          7

22  Exhibit 6   Beigi.............................

23  Beigi       Declaration of Dr. Homayoon          7

24  Exhibit 7   Beigi.............................

25  Beigi       US Patent No. 10,819,664..........   7

0005

 1

 2  Exhibit 8

 3  Beigi                                            8

 4  Exhibit 9   US Patent No. 11,258,732..........

 5  Beigi                                            8

 6  Exhibit 10  US Patent No. 11,558,317..........

 7  Beigi                                           48

 8  Exhibit 11  US Patent No. 7,983,997...........

 9  Beigi                                           51

10  Exhibit 12  US Patent No. 10,838,699..........

11  Beigi       Symons declaration in IPR          108

12  Exhibit 13  2023-1368.........................

13  Beigi       English translation Whatfix        127

14  Exhibit 14  Exhibit 1006......................

15  Beigi       Decision granting institution of   158

16  Exhibit 15  inter partes review in Patent

17              10,819,664........................

18  Beigi       Decision denying institution of    158

19  Exhibit 16  inter partes review in Patent

20              10,819,664........................

21  Beigi       Decision granting institution of   158

22  Exhibit 17  inter partes review in Patent

23              11,258,732........................

24  Beigi       Decision granting institution of   158

25  Exhibit 18  inter partes review in Patent ....

0006

 1

 2              11,558,317........................

 3  Exhibit 19  Article from Expert Insights on    191

 4              August 29, 2019, "Different

 5              Types of Chatbots:  Rule-based

 6              vs. NLP"..........................

 7  Beigi                                          266

 8  Exhibit 20  US Patent No. 10,503,627..........

 9  Beigi       US Patent Application No.          293

10  Exhibit 21  2017/0250930......................

11

12                  R E Q U E S T S

13

14  DESCRIPTION                                   PAGE

15  Read and sign.................................  25

16  Instruction not to answer..................... 169

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

0007

 1       HOMAYOON BEIGI, PhD

 2         MR. MACEDO:  Premark these

 3   please.

 4         (Whereupon, Beigi Exhibit 1,

 5   Notice of Deposition of Dr. Homayoon

 6   Beigi, was marked for identification.)

 7         (Whereupon, Beigi Exhibit 2,

 8   Notice of Deposition of Dr. Homayoon

 9   Beigi, was marked for identification.)

10         (Whereupon, Beigi Exhibit 3,

11   Notice of Deposition of Dr. Homayoon

12   Beigi, was marked for identification.)

13         (Whereupon, Beigi Exhibit 4,

14   Declaration of Dr. Homayoon Beigi, was

15   marked for identification.)

16         (Whereupon, Beigi Exhibit 5,

17   Declaration of Dr. Homayoon Beigi, was

18   marked for identification.)

19         (Whereupon, Beigi Exhibit 6,

20   Declaration of Dr. Homayoon Beigi, was

21   marked for identification.)

22         (Whereupon, Beigi Exhibit 7,

23   Declaration of Dr. Homayoon Beigi, was

24   marked for identification.)

25         (Whereupon, Beigi Exhibit 8, US
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 2   Patent No. 10,819,664, was marked for

 3   identification.)

 4         (Whereupon, Beigi Exhibit 9, US

 5   Patent No. 11,258,732, was marked for

 6   identification.)

 7         (Whereupon, Beigi Exhibit 10, US

 8   Patent No. 11,558,317, was marked for

 9   identification.)

10         THE VIDEOGRAPHER:  We are now on

11   the record.  The time is 9:36 a.m.

12   This begins Media No. 1 to the

13   videotaped deposition of Homayoon

14   Beigi taken in the matter of Whatfix

15   versus WalkMe Ltd.

16         My name is Brayamz Villanueva.

17   I am your videographer today.  The

18   court reporter is Amanda Gorrono.  We

19   are representing Esquire Deposition

20   Solutions.

21         Counsel, will you please

22   introduce yourselves and affiliations.

23   And the witness will be sworn.

24         MR. MACEDO:  Thank you.  My name

25   is Charley Macedo, and I am a partner
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 2       with Amster Rothstein & Ebenstein LLP.

 3       We represent the patent owner WalkMe

 4       Ltd., which I'll refer to as patent

 5       owner in three IPRs, IPR 2023-01379,

 6       IPR 2023-01368, and IPR 2024-0065.

 7       And I have with me my colleague Thomas

 8       Hart who is backup counsel.

 9             MS. NGUYEN:  Jean Nguyen.  And

10       with me is my colleague Mehran

11       Arjomand of Morrison & Foerster on

12       behalf of petitioner Whatfix and

13       Dr. Beigi, the expert.

14   HOMAYOON BEIGI, PhD, called as a witness,

15   having been first duly sworn by a Notary

16   Public of the State of New York, was

17   examined and testified as follows:

18             THE WITNESS:  I do.

19             THE COURT REPORTER.  Thank you.

20       Can you please state your name and

21       address for the record.

22             THE WITNESS:  With my home

23       address?  Homayoon Beigi, 49 Bouton

24       Road, South Salem, New York 10590.

25   EXAMINATION
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 2   BY MR. MACEDO:

 3       Q.    Good morning, Dr. Beigi.

 4       A.    Good morning.

 5       Q.    Did I say that correctly?

 6       A.    Yes.

 7       Q.    Good.  Please forgive me if I

 8   mispronounce it.  There's no ill intent.

 9   It's just I'm bad with pronouncing names,

10   so.

11             As you heard, my name is Charley

12   Macedo; and I am representing WalkMe Ltd.,

13   which is a patent owner in three IPR

14   proceedings.

15             Are you aware of these IPR

16   proceedings, inter partes review

17   proceedings?

18       A.    Yes.

19       Q.    Okay.  In front of you, you'll

20   see we premarked as Exhibits 1, 2 and 3

21   three deposition notices.  If you could

22   take a look, we marked as Exhibit 1 for

23   the record, the notice of deposition of

24   Dr. Homayoon -- it's the top three.  We'll

25   get to the others in a second.
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 2       A.    Okay.

 3       Q.    We marked as Beigi -- Beigi

 4   Exhibit 1 the notice of deposition of

 5   Dr. Homayoon Beigi in IPR 2023-01368 dated

 6   May 16, 2024.  We marked as Exhibit 2 the

 7   notice of deposition of Dr. Homayoon Beigi

 8   in IPR 2023-01379.  And we marked as

 9   Exhibit 3 the notice of deposition of

10   Dr. Homayoon Beigi in IPR 2024-0065.

11             When you are done looking at

12   them, let me know.

13       A.    Yes.

14       Q.    Great.

15             Have you seen Exhibit 1 before?

16       A.    Yes, I have.

17       Q.    Have you seen Exhibit 2 before?

18       A.    Yes, I have.

19       Q.    Have you seen Exhibit 3 before?

20       A.    Yes, I have.

21       Q.    Okay.  You understand that you

22   are testifying today pursuant to the

23   deposition notices that we've marked as

24   Exhibit 1 through 3 with respect to all

25   three IPRs, correct?
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 2       A.    Yes.

 3       Q.    And so if I refer to the 1368

 4   IPR, will you know that I'm referring to

 5   the IPR 2023-01368 that is referred to in

 6   Deposition Notice 1?

 7       A.    Yes, I would have to refer to

 8   the paper because I know them by the

 9   patent number, but not by the IPR numbers.

10       Q.    Okay.

11       A.    But I can always go and check,

12   yes.

13       Q.    Would you prefer me to refer to

14   it as the '664 patent?

15       A.    I do.

16       Q.    Okay.  So if you look in front

17   of you, you will see that we have

18   premarked at the bottom of that pile as

19   Exhibit 8 the '664 patent.

20             Yeah, you want to keep those in

21   that order, perfect.

22             So if you look, you'll see

23   marked as Exhibit 8 is US Patent No.

24   10,819,664.  And you look at it and tell

25   me if you recognize it.
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 2       A.    Yes, I do.

 3       Q.    Okay.  And so when we were

 4   referring to IPR 2023-01368 in the

 5   Deposition Notice 1, that is with respect

 6   to what we have marked as Exhibit 8 as the

 7   '664 patent, correct?

 8       A.    Yes.

 9       Q.    And so when we refer to that

10   IPR, we'll refer to it as the first '664

11   patent IPR, okay?

12       A.    Yes.

13       Q.    Okay.  So if you look underneath

14   what we marked as Exhibit 8, we've marked

15   as Exhibit 9 US Patent No. 11,258,732.

16       A.    Yes.

17       Q.    And your understanding is that

18   the notice of deposition we marked as

19   Exhibit 2 IPR for 2023-01379 is with

20   respect to US Patent No. 11,258,732 that

21   we marked as Exhibit 9?

22       A.    Yes.

23       Q.    Okay.  Okay.  And we'll refer to

24   that one as the '732 IPR.

25       A.    Yes.
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 2       Q.    Okay.  And now, if you look

 3   underneath that, there's marked as

 4   Exhibit 10 US Patent No. 11,558,317.  And

 5   if you could look at that please.

 6       A.    Yes.

 7       Q.    Okay.  And so with respect to

 8   your Exhibit 3 which is IPR 2024-0065, you

 9   understand that that is with reference to

10   the US Patent 11,558,317 that we have

11   marked as Exhibit 10, right?

12       A.    Yes, just a correction.  There

13   are three zeros, but I understand, yes.

14       Q.    Okay.  Thank you.

15             So to make it clear, you

16   understand that the notice of deposition

17   that we've marked as Exhibit 3 with

18   respect to IPR 2024-00065 is with respect

19   to US Patent No. 11,558,317 that we've

20   marked as Exhibit 10?

21       A.    Yes.

22       Q.    And we can refer to that as the

23   '317 IPR?

24       A.    Yes.

25       Q.    Okay.  Great.  I find it easier
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 2   to define things upfront in language that

 3   we all understand so no one gets confused.

 4       A.    Thank you.

 5       Q.    Okay.  So I noticed that with

 6   respect to each of the patents that we

 7   marked as 8, 9, and 10, you paged through

 8   to make sure that they were the complete

 9   patent, correct?

10       A.    Yes.

11       Q.    And as far as you can tell

12   sitting here today, Exhibit 8, 9, and 10

13   are the three patents that you studied for

14   the declarations that you submitted in the

15   '664 IPR, '732 IPR, and '371 IPR?

16       A.    They seemed like it.  I flipped

17   very quickly.  But, yes, they seemed like

18   it.

19       Q.    Okay.  And if afterwards, you

20   see anything that's wrong with them,

21   please let us know and certainly counsel

22   can let us know.  But they should be

23   complete copies, okay?

24       A.    Will do.

25       Q.    Thank you.
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 2             Okay.  Now, we've given you

 3   three deposition notices; and we've given

 4   you three patents.  How many inter partes

 5   review proceedings did you work on that

 6   involve Whatfix and WalkMe?

 7       A.    There were four declarations all

 8   together.  I would still categorize them

 9   as three IPRs.  I'm not sure if that was

10   under a different IPR number or not, but

11   there is a second declaration for the

12   '664.  So I'm not quite sure if that went

13   under the same IPR number or not.  If it

14   went under the same IPR number, there were

15   four declarations but three IPRs

16   associated with the three patents.

17       Q.    Okay.  Why were there two

18   declarations with respect to the '664

19   patent?

20       A.    There was a second declaration

21   that I made that was not instituted, and I

22   was advised it wasn't instituted.  So I

23   left it at that.  There was some extra

24   material that -- that I wrote.

25       Q.    I appreciate that.
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 2             But my question is:  Why did you

 3   make a second declaration?  Why didn't you

 4   just include it in the first declaration,

 5   whatever you put in there?

 6       A.    It was just an afterthought to

 7   include some more information, yes, in the

 8   second declaration.

 9       Q.    The second -- okay.  You said

10   that the second declaration was an

11   afterthought.  Was it your afterthought,

12   or was it someone else's afterthought?

13       A.    Mine in combination with the

14   counsel to -- to produce more information.

15   It was very quick but -- I don't remember

16   exactly the time, but it was after the

17   first declaration.  The main declaration

18   was for the '664 is the one that was the

19   main one.

20             And the second one, as far as

21   I'm concerned, was not instituted.  So

22   I -- the last time I looked at it was the

23   last time I signed it, which was months

24   ago.

25       Q.    Okay.  So we premarked as
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 2   Exhibits 4 through 7 --

 3       A.    Yes.

 4       Q.    -- the four declarations that

 5   you submitted and the four IPRs that were

 6   filed.  So if you open up the top one, you

 7   will see that that's Exhibit 4.

 8       A.    Okay.  So you are saying that

 9   there were four actual IPR numbers

10   associated with them?

11       Q.    I will have you confirm it, but

12   you will see it in a minute.

13       A.    Because I know my declarations,

14   but not necessarily what the IPR numbers

15   are.

16       Q.    That's okay because they are on

17   the cover of the declaration that you

18   signed so that will make it easy.

19       A.    Yes.

20       Q.    So if you look at what we

21   premarked as Exhibit 4 as the declaration

22   of Homayoon Beigi in IPR 2023-01368 which

23   we've been referring to as the first '664

24   IPR, is that your declaration that you

25   were referring to as the instituted IPR
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 2   for the '664?

 3       A.    Seems like it.  It's many pages,

 4   but it seems like it.

 5       Q.    I understand that you're not

 6   going to proofread every page right now as

 7   you sit here.  I appreciate the way you

 8   described that.  If you do find anything

 9   missing, we will supplement and make sure

10   you have everything that you need.

11       A.    Thank you.

12       Q.    Now, the declaration that we've

13   marked as Exhibit 4 was marked as

14   exhibit -- as Exhibit 1003 in the IPR

15   number 2023-01368 which is the '664

16   patent.  I know it doesn't have the IPR.

17       A.    Yes, it's missing the IPR number

18   on the declaration.

19       Q.    It is.  That's the way it was

20   filed so that's the way we gave to you.

21       A.    That's why I didn't know if it

22   was different IPR or same IPR.

23       Q.    If it will assist you, I will

24   give you a pen and you can write the IPR

25   number on it so you don't get confused.
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 2       A.    Thank you.  (Witness writing on

 3   exhibit.)

 4       Q.    Okay.  And so for your ease,

 5   Deposition Notice 1, Exhibit 4 and

 6   Exhibit 8 are all for the '664 patent?

 7       A.    Yes.

 8       Q.    So feel free to organize these

 9   in whatever way makes your life easiest.

10   This is not a memory test.  This is meant

11   to get the truth.

12       A.    Thank you.  I'll put all of them

13   together.

14       Q.    Right.  We're going to go

15   through each of those and make your life

16   easy.

17       A.    Thank you.

18       Q.    Now, the next thing you're going

19   to see is what we marked as Exhibit 5

20   which is the other '664 declaration, and

21   you might want to write at the top IPR

22   2023-01443.

23             And if you could spend a minute

24   and look and tell me whether Exhibit 4,

25   the declaration of Dr. Homayoon Beigi in
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 2   IPR 2023-01443 marked as Exhibit 1003, is

 3   the second '664 declaration that you were

 4   thinking of?

 5       A.    I think you misspoke.  I think

 6   it's Exhibit 5.  You said marked as

 7   Exhibit 4.

 8       Q.    I'm sorry.  It is Exhibit 5, so

 9   let me rephrase that.

10             I want you to look at Exhibit 5,

11   which we have now marked as Exhibit 5 as

12   the declaration of Dr. Homayoon Beigi from

13   IPR 2023-01443 which was submitted as

14   Exhibit 1003 and confirm whether that is

15   the declaration that you said you

16   submitted in the IPR that was not

17   instituted.

18       A.    It seems like it, though I

19   haven't seen it for a long time.

20       Q.    Okay.  If it helps you, if you

21   turn to Page 25 of Exhibit 5, and it has

22   under analysis and opinions, the heading

23   A, claims 10 and 24 are obvious over

24   Symons, William, and Ben-Itzhak.

25             Do you see that?
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 2       A.    Yes.

 3       Q.    Does that help refresh your

 4   recollection that's with respect to the

 5   second '664 IPR that was not instituted?

 6       A.    It does.

 7       Q.    Okay.  You're welcome to put

 8   that with the other '664 if it's easier

 9   for you.

10       A.    Do you mind if I write "not

11   instituted" on the top of that?

12       Q.    Write whatever you want on it,

13   whatever helps you.

14       A.    Because I want to remember which

15   is which.

16       Q.    Absolutely.  These exhibits are

17   there for you to use and they are for the

18   record to reflect whatever you need us to

19   reflect.  Okay?

20       A.    Thank you.

21       Q.    Okay.  Now we move on to

22   Exhibit 6, which is the next black binder

23   in front of you, and this was your

24   declaration of Dr. Homayoon Beigi with

25   respect to Patent No. 11,258,732 and this
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 2   one actually has on the cover IPR number

 3   2023-01379.

 4             And I want you to look at it and

 5   see if that is the declaration that you

 6   prepared for the '732 IPR.

 7       A.    Yes, it seems like it.

 8       Q.    And you can coordinate that with

 9   Deposition Notice 2 and the '732 patent,

10   Exhibit 9.  Okay.  You already anticipated

11   where we are going.  That's great.

12             Okay.  So now we're looking at

13   what we previously marked as Exhibit 7,

14   which is the declaration of Dr. Homayoon

15   Beigi from inter partes review, IPR

16   2024-00065 for US Patent No. 11,558,317

17   and ask if you recognize Exhibit 7 as your

18   declaration for the '317 IPR associated

19   the '317 patent that we marked as

20   Exhibit 10.

21       A.    Yes, it seems like it is.

22       Q.    Okay.  If you want to put them

23   together to make your life easy, feel

24   free.  Put any notes on anything that you

25   want.  That's why I gave you a pen.  Okay?
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 2             Okay.  So, Dr. Beigi, just so

 3   you understand, today is not meant to be a

 4   memory test.  Today is meant to be a

 5   search for truth.  As you know, you've

 6   been sworn in by the court reporter,

 7   right?

 8       A.    Yes.

 9       Q.    And you've been deposed before a

10   couple of times?

11       A.    Yes.

12       Q.    You were deposed more than two

13   decades ago over some fee dispute for one

14   of your companies, I believe?

15       A.    Yes.

16       Q.    And then you were deposed --

17       A.    That wasn't -- I'm sorry.  That

18   wasn't -- that deposition.  It was being

19   on stand in the court.

20       Q.    I'm sorry.  You were a live

21   witness?

22       A.    Live witness, yes.

23       Q.    Okay.  Sorry.  And then you were

24   deposed in some IPRs that you've done in

25   the past for other parties?
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 2       A.    Yes.

 3       Q.    Okay.  So you know generally how

 4   a deposition works, but I'll go through

 5   some of the rules for today's deposition,

 6   okay?

 7       A.    Yes.

 8       Q.    Okay.  If at any point, you

 9   don't understand something being asked,

10   please let me know.  Otherwise, the record

11   will reflect that you understood the

12   question and asked [sic] the question as

13   answered, okay?

14       A.    I will.

15       Q.    Okay.  Do you want to review and

16   sign the transcript after we complete the

17   deposition?

18       A.    Yes.

19             (Whereupon, a request for Read

20       and sign, was made.)

21   BY MR. MACEDO:

22       Q.    Okay.  Perfectly fine.  I do ask

23   that you do it promptly because there is a

24   very short window for us to submit the

25   deposition with our patent owner
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 2   responses.  You understand that?

 3       A.    Yes, as long as it's organized

 4   with the counsel properly, I would do

 5   that.

 6       Q.    Of course, of course.

 7             Also under the practice of

 8   depositions in inter partes review

 9   proceedings before the PTAB, all

10   objections except as to form are going to

11   be reserved.  So therefore, counsel and I

12   have stipulated that the only objections

13   she will provide is to form or if there is

14   an issue as to privilege.

15             Do you understand that?

16       A.    Yes.

17             MR. MACEDO:  And, Counsel,

18       you've agreed to that, correct?  I'm

19       sorry.  You have to speak up.

20             MS. NGUYEN:  Correct.

21             MR. MACEDO:  Okay.  Thank you.

22   BY MR. MACEDO:

23       Q.    If at any time you want a break,

24   that's fine.  But I'm going to ask unless

25   it involves a question of privilege that
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 2   you answer the pending question before we

 3   go on break, okay?

 4       A.    I will.

 5       Q.    Okay.  Is there any reason why

 6   you're not capable of testifying

 7   truthfully and to the best of your ability

 8   today?

 9       A.    No.

10       Q.    You're not taking any

11   medications which would interfere with

12   that ability?

13       A.    No.

14       Q.    Okay.  You understand that

15   today's deposition is being transcribed by

16   the court reporter?

17       A.    Yes.

18       Q.    And she's sitting right next to

19   you so it's easy to see?

20       A.    Yes.

21       Q.    And we also are videotaping this

22   deposition by the videographer down at the

23   other end of the table?

24       A.    Yes.

25       Q.    Okay.  At times there may be
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 2   things that are difficult for the court

 3   reporter to understand or the videographer

 4   to hear.  So they may interrupt us to

 5   clarify that for the record.

 6             And do you understand that we

 7   should try and clarify it for them so the

 8   record is correct?

 9       A.    Yes.

10       Q.    Okay.  If there is anything that

11   is difficult to spell or to make sure we

12   understand it's the right word, feel free

13   to spell it out for the court reporter so

14   that way the record is clear.

15       A.    I will.

16       Q.    Okay.  Okay.  You've been really

17   good at this.  One of the most important

18   things is that only one person speak at a

19   time.  So let me finish my question.  If

20   counsel has an objection, she'll state it.

21   And then you should answer your question,

22   okay?

23       A.    Yes.

24       Q.    And I will try not to cut you

25   off; but if you are not answering the
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 2   right question, I may interrupt to advise

 3   you of that to try and get us back on the

 4   right track, okay?

 5       A.    Yes.

 6       Q.    Okay.  Are you being represented

 7   by counsel here today?

 8       A.    Yes.

 9       Q.    And who is that?

10       A.    It's Morrison & Foerster.

11       Q.    The two people sitting at the

12   table?

13       A.    Yes.

14       Q.    Okay.  And are they representing

15   you, or are they representing the

16   petitioner as far as you understand?

17       A.    My understanding is both.

18       Q.    Okay.  And do you have any

19   questions about the procedure as we just

20   discussed it?

21       A.    No.

22       Q.    Excellent.  In your declaration,

23   you say that you're being compensated at

24   your normal rate plus reimbursement for

25   expenses for my analysis and that your
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 2   compensation does not depend upon the

 3   content of any opinions or outcomes of

 4   this proceeding.  If you want to look,

 5   it's Paragraph 2; but I'm just giving that

 6   to you as a foundation because I'm going

 7   to ask you what's your normal

 8   compensation.  I believe you have the same

 9   paragraph in all the IPRs.

10       A.    Yes, and the question?  I'm

11   sorry.

12       Q.    So what's your normal

13   compensation?

14       A.    I'm doing this specific -- these

15   IPRs through a third-party agent.  So I'm

16   not sure if I should divulge my actual

17   rates because I don't know what they would

18   charge the -- the counsel.

19       Q.    I would strongly suggest that

20   you do divulge your actual rate because it

21   goes to the credibility of you as a

22   witness on how much you're being paid.

23             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

24       A.    It will be opposing the NDA that

25   I've -- that I've signed with the agent
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 2   that is representing me with the counsel

 3   and so I will -- I bill them and they will

 4   bill the counsel.  So if I -- that's

 5   privileged information.  I cannot divulge

 6   that.  If I do, then I'm going against

 7   that NDA that I've signed with -- with

 8   that agent.

 9   BY MR. MACEDO:

10       Q.    So you understand, you have

11   testified that you're being compensated at

12   your normal rate?

13       A.    Yes.

14       Q.    If you don't tell us what your

15   normal rate is, that's going to be a

16   problem; and we'll have to call the PTAB.

17       A.    I can tell you what my normal

18   rate is.

19       Q.    That's the first thing I asked.

20       A.    But I cannot tell you

21   specifically in this IPR what I'm charging

22   because that would be against my NDA with

23   the -- with the representing agent.

24       Q.    Okay.  So --

25       A.    My normal rate is --
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 2       Q.    Thank you.

 3       A.    -- between 400 to $500 an hour.

 4       Q.    And when you say your normal

 5   rate, that's what you get paid in your

 6   position at Recognition Intervoice --

 7   what's the name of your start-up?

 8       A.    It's not a start-up.

 9       Q.    Oh, your company?

10       A.    It's 21 years old.  It's

11   Recognition Technologies.

12       Q.    Right.

13       A.    No.  That is the fee that I

14   charge for consultation.

15       Q.    And what is it that you get paid

16   an hour working for Recognition

17   Technologies?

18       A.    I am a cofounder so -- so

19   basically Recognition Technologies gets

20   paid and it just goes into the company.

21   So our company, I am a cofounder of and

22   part owner, charges between 400 to $500

23   for my services for consultation.

24       Q.    And there's another company you

25   work for, right?
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 2       A.    Internet Server Connections.

 3       Q.    Yes.

 4       A.    Yes.

 5       Q.    And how much does that company

 6   charge for your service?

 7       A.    I don't do consultation through

 8   them.

 9       Q.    Okay.  Now, when you get paid by

10   Recognition Technologies which is your

11   company, how much of the 400 to $500 an

12   hour that it charges for consultation do

13   you take home?

14       A.    It's an S corporation so it goes

15   as a pass-through basically.  It's as if

16   it's going to me.

17       Q.    Okay.  And you also are an

18   adjunct professor at Columbia, correct?

19       A.    Yes.

20       Q.    So how much does Columbia pay

21   you per hour approximately for your

22   adjunct professor services?

23       A.    I can tell you per semester

24   because it's not per hour, and I can tell

25   you just the average number of hours.
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 2       Q.    That's fine.

 3       A.    I get paid between 18 to $21,000

 4   per semester per course.  And there are 13

 5   sessions of two hours, two and a half

 6   hours each.

 7       Q.    But your time is not just the 13

 8   sessions, right?

 9       A.    Yes.

10       Q.    You have to prepare for it?

11       A.    Yes.

12       Q.    You write extensive lesson

13   plans, right?

14       A.    I've been teaching for a long

15   time, so a lot of it is auto.

16       Q.    It's easier today than it was

17   20 years ago?

18       A.    Than 30 years ago.

19       Q.    But you still have to spend time

20   preparing because time -- technology

21   changes?

22       A.    I do spend time preparing, but

23   my job isn't the same -- along the same

24   lines which means that I'm always

25   prepared.  I'm always at the forefront.
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 2             But yes, I do spend office hours

 3   with students as well, two hours a week.

 4       Q.    Would you say that you spend at

 5   least 40 hours a semester for each course?

 6       A.    May be the case, yes.

 7       Q.    Okay.  Now, you said your --

 8   your normal rate is 4 to 500 per hour; but

 9   there is a third-party service between you

10   and counsel?

11       A.    Yes.

12       Q.    So your understanding is that

13   you're taking home 4 to 500 per hour in

14   this case, or IMS, the third-party service

15   is getting paid that?

16       A.    I am taking home that much.

17       Q.    And then the third-party service

18   may be charging more, for all you know?

19       A.    I have no idea.

20       Q.    Okay.  Am I correct, is it IMS

21   the service or is it a different service?

22       A.    Yes, it is.

23       Q.    Okay.

24       A.    And like I said, because there's

25   an NDA, I didn't say specifically for this
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 2   case.  I just told you what my normal --

 3   normal hourly rates are.  I cannot say

 4   exactly what it is, but the ballpark is

 5   right.  I will be going against my NDA if

 6   I did that.

 7       Q.    I understand.  I'm just trying

 8   to get a general understanding as best as

 9   you can provide it to me.

10       A.    4 to $500 an hour, my fee.  That

11   should get to me regardless of what's in

12   between.

13       Q.    Okay.  So when you first started

14   testifying as an expert witness, that was

15   in the Global Tech -- Tel Link case,

16   right?

17       A.    I believe.

18       Q.    And at that time, your rate of

19   compensation was somewhere between 250 and

20   350, or was it 175, maybe 125?

21       A.    No, no.  It was the first --

22   first numbers that you said.  It's between

23   250 and 350.

24       Q.    Right.

25       A.    And I have -- I always have two
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 2   different rates.  One for consultation,

 3   one for stand or deposition, which is

 4   usually $100 higher.

 5       Q.    So you're charging $100 more to

 6   sit here today than when you worked on the

 7   report?

 8       A.    Yes.

 9       Q.    Okay.  And that's the same thing

10   you did when you did the Global Tel Link

11   case?

12       A.    Yes.

13       Q.    And -- and that was six years

14   ago?

15       A.    I don't recall.  I think I have

16   it as an -- in my documentation.  If you

17   don't mind, I can pull out the dates.

18       Q.    Absolutely.  Your résumé is in

19   the back of it.  I tried to give you the

20   full thing as you submitted it.

21       A.    Well, the dates aren't here

22   unfortunately but --

23       Q.    Well, the IPR numbers give you a

24   hint because they are the year.

25       A.    I see.  Yes.  Well, 2000 --
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 2   well --

 3       Q.    Like 2015 and '16?

 4       A.    2015 and '16, so that would be

 5   about nine, ten years ago.

 6       Q.    Okay.  And so you raised your --

 7   your rate from somewhere around 250 to

 8   somewhere around 400 over nine years?

 9       A.    Yes.

10       Q.    And then you raised your 350

11   rate for testimony to somewhere around 500

12   over those same nine years?

13       A.    That's right, yes.

14       Q.    Okay.  Is there anything besides

15   time which justified raising your rate by

16   that much?

17       A.    Yes, it's how busy I am with

18   other things.  As you noticed, I have many

19   things that I work on.  So my time is

20   valuable.  It's valued more when I have

21   more on my plate.

22       Q.    And do you have a lot on your

23   plate now?

24       A.    Yes, I do.

25       Q.    Okay.  In your last deposition
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 2   that I saw, you spent about 50 hours

 3   preparing one declaration.  How many hours

 4   did you spend preparing all four of these

 5   declarations?

 6       A.    The original preparation of the

 7   declarations?

 8       Q.    Yes, just the declarations

 9   themselves.  If you need to break them

10   down by declaration, that's fine.

11   Whatever is the easiest way for you to

12   recall.

13       A.    That would be even harder.  I

14   would -- let me think -- I believe it was

15   something in the order of between 90 to

16   100 hours for all four of them.  And I'm

17   just guessing because it was over

18   nine months, I believe.

19       Q.    It was over nine months, you

20   said?

21       A.    I think so.  I think it was.

22   Don't quote me on this one because I

23   believe we -- the submission was around

24   the end of August.  You can correct me if

25   I'm wrong.  I think you have the dates
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 2   more readily available to you.

 3       Q.    The declarations are in front of

 4   you.  They are signed.

 5       A.    No, no -- yes, the signature.

 6       Q.    You have the signature page.

 7       A.    Thank you so much.  Thank you

 8   for letting me -- yes.  Oh, October -- so

 9   this one is October 2003.

10       Q.    I think the first one would be

11   the '664 deposition -- declaration.

12       A.    Yes.  That's the last one I just

13   looked at that which was October.  So I

14   think that was end of August, if I

15   remember; but let me look please.

16             September 20th, 2023 so -- oh,

17   I'm sorry.  That's '732 again.  '664,

18   which is the first one was -- yes, I was

19   right -- August 30, 2023.

20       Q.    I believe you're looking at

21   Exhibit 4, right?

22       A.    I'm looking at Exhibit 4, yes.

23       Q.    Earlier you referred to the

24   second '664 patent as an afterthought,

25   that one.
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 2             What was the date of the

 3   declaration that was submitted for

 4   Exhibit 5, the afterthought IPR?

 5       A.    September 21st of 2023.

 6       Q.    So Exhibit 5, which was the

 7   afterthought declaration, was signed

 8   September 21st of 2023.  And Exhibit 4,

 9   which was your primary declaration for the

10   '664 patent, was dated August 30, 2023,

11   right?

12       A.    I believe I said 23rd, but let

13   me check.  You said 21st but maybe I said

14   21st.  I'm not sure.

15       Q.    It's all right.  I may not have

16   it right in my notes.

17       A.    Yes, 21st.  I'm sorry, I miss --

18       Q.    Feel free to use Post-its if it

19   helps you.

20       A.    Thank you.  Yeah,

21   September 21st.

22       Q.    They were both dated

23   September 21st?

24       A.    No, this first one was

25   August 30th.
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 2       Q.    Right.  August 30th is the date

 3   that you signed Exhibit 4 for the

 4   instituted '664 patent IPR.  And

 5   September 21st was the date you submitted

 6   Exhibit 5 which was the afterthought '664

 7   IPR?

 8       A.    That's correct.

 9       Q.    Okay.  So did you begin working

10   on the afterthought IPR Exhibit 5

11   declaration before or after you submitted

12   Exhibit 4 to the PTAB?

13       A.    It was after.  I worked on it

14   afterwards.

15       Q.    Okay.  And the additional prior

16   art that is referenced in Exhibit 5, is it

17   referenced in any other IPRs?

18       A.    Yes.  Can you tell me which

19   reference you're referring to, please?

20       Q.    The one that we read to the

21   record before.  If you look in Exhibit 5

22   at Page 25, I believe.

23       A.    Yes, I remember the one that you

24   said, Ben-Itzhak, yes.

25       Q.    Right.
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 2       A.    Yes, Ben-Itzhak was in another

 3   declaration as well, yes.

 4       Q.    Okay.  Was it in the Exhibit 4

 5   declaration for the '664 patent?

 6             To help you, you've marked it as

 7   Exhibit 1034 in declarations where you've

 8   used it, I believe.

 9       A.    Thank you, I was looking for

10   that.  Yes.

11             No, it was not in the first

12   declaration.

13       Q.    Okay.  If you look at the '732

14   declaration, which we have marked as

15   Exhibit 6, was Ben-Itzhak Exhibit 1034 one

16   of the exhibits you -- one of the pieces

17   of prior art you considered?

18       A.    Yes, it was.

19       Q.    And that declaration you dated

20   on September 10th, the day before you

21   signed the declaration Exhibit 5, right?

22       A.    September 20th.

23       Q.    I'm sorry.  September 20th,

24   correct?

25       A.    Yes.
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 2       Q.    So Exhibit 6 which is the

 3   declaration that you signed with respect

 4   to the '732 IPR, that included as

 5   Exhibit 1034 the Ben-Itzhak prior art was

 6   signed on September 20th, right?

 7       A.    Yes.

 8       Q.    And the afterthought declaration

 9   was signed on September 21st, right?

10       A.    Yes.

11       Q.    Okay.  And did you consider

12   Ben-Itzhak for any other IPR?

13       A.    I don't believe so.

14       Q.    Who found Ben-Itzhak?

15       A.    The counsel found it.

16       Q.    Who found Symons?

17       A.    That, I can't recall because

18   there are few references that I found; few

19   references that the counsel has found; and

20   I don't recall which one -- which one of

21   us actually found Symons.

22       Q.    Well, let me ask you a different

23   question then.

24       A.    Yes.

25       Q.    Which references do you recall
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 2   that you found in contrast to counsel

 3   finding?

 4       A.    Do I definitely recall having

 5   found myself?  Because --

 6       Q.    Best of your recollection is all

 7   I can ask for.

 8       A.    Like I said, I'm not clear about

 9   Symons.  Arya, I believe I found.  Le

10   Clair, most likely Bornet.  Ferscht for

11   sure.  I'm not sure about Melendez.  It's

12   possible.  That's as much I can recall.

13       Q.    And none of the ones that you

14   just mentioned were actually the primary

15   reference you're relying on for the

16   invalidity arguments in any of the IPRs?

17             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

18       A.    Would you please let me know

19   what "primary" means?

20   BY MR. MACEDO:

21       Q.    Sure.

22             You have a ground that certain

23   claims are obvious in view of Allen,

24   right?

25       A.    Yes.
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 2       Q.    And that's the only reference

 3   you're relying on for that ground?

 4       A.    That's not true.

 5       Q.    Okay.

 6       A.    I specifically talk about -- for

 7   example, the Allen example that you gave,

 8   I specifically talk about Allen.  But I've

 9   spoken about the -- in the body of the

10   declaration, about other references, which

11   I spoke about, which formed my opinion, to

12   then specifically point to what is going

13   on, for example.  So they all collectively

14   form my opinion.

15       Q.    So go to the '664 declaration

16   that we've marked as Exhibit 4, and let's

17   go to your analysis of Allen.

18       A.    Yes.

19       Q.    And I want you to identify in

20   the context of your analysis of Allen

21   where you talk about some other piece of

22   prior art besides Allen.  And to help

23   guide you, I believe that your analysis of

24   Allen begins on Page 78 where it says

25   claims 1-8, 12-16, 18-23, 25, 26, 28-31
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 2   and 33 are obvious over Allen.  Page 78 as

 3   you numbered them, Page 82 as the exhibits

 4   are marked.

 5             Let's make sure you're looking

 6   at the right exhibit.

 7       A.    Exhibit 4.

 8       Q.    This should be the one that we

 9   marked as Exhibit 4.

10       A.    Yes.

11       Q.    Correct.  Okay.  Yes, you're

12   looking at the right page.

13             Do you see where the B heading

14   is?

15       A.    Yes.

16       Q.    Can you read the B heading into

17   the record?

18       A.    Claims 1-8, 12-16, 18-23, 25,

19   26, 28-31, and 33 are obvious over Allen.

20       Q.    Is that a fair summary of the

21   grounds that you were advancing in Section

22   B?

23       A.    Yes.

24       Q.    And again, we're looking at

25   Exhibit 4.  And you only identify Allen
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 2   which is the Allen patent, right?

 3             MR. MACEDO:  This is going to be

 4       11.

 5             (Whereupon, Beigi Exhibit 11, US

 6       Patent No. 7,983,997, was marked for

 7       identification.)

 8   BY MR. MACEDO:

 9       Q.    And for your convenience, we'll

10   mark as Exhibit 11 the Allen patent which

11   is US Patent No. 7,983,997 B2.  It was

12   included as Whatfix Exhibit 1014.

13       A.    Thank you.

14       Q.    Before you continue reviewing

15   the deck, just look at Exhibit 11 and make

16   sure we're talking about the same Allen

17   document.

18       A.    Yes, it is the same document.

19       Q.    So now you're reviewing

20   Exhibit 4, starting at Page 78, where you

21   put forth your obviousness grounds with

22   respect to Allen, and you're confirming

23   whether there's any other art that you're

24   relying on with respect to portion B

25   analysis?
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 2       A.    Yes.  By the way -- yes, I am

 3   reviewing it, yes.

 4       Q.    Yes, absolutely.  And take

 5   whatever time you need.

 6       A.    (Witness reviewing document.)

 7       Q.    I want you to take your time,

 8   but can you tell us how far you've gotten?

 9       A.    I'm on Paragraph 202.

10       Q.    So you're up to claim 18?

11       A.    19 at this point.

12       Q.    Okay.  And have you gotten to

13   129 now?  Not quite.  Okay.

14       A.    I'm sorry.  129?

15       Q.    Page 129, Paragraph 230.

16       A.    Oh, no, I'm on 124 right now, my

17   number.

18       Q.    Okay.  That's fine.  And you

19   haven't found any other prior art yet,

20   right?

21       A.    No, not yet.

22       Q.    Okay.

23       A.    So 129 is where you wanted me

24   to -- you were asking me because we did

25   only B at this point.
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 2       Q.    Well, the ground that relates to

 3   claims 1-8, 12-16, 18-23, 25, 26, 28-31

 4   and 33 are obvious over Allen are

 5   Paragraphs 150 to 229 of Exhibit 4,

 6   correct?

 7       A.    That's correct.

 8       Q.    And in there, you didn't find

 9   any prior art other than Allen, correct?

10       A.    I didn't use any prior art

11   directly there.

12       Q.    And you didn't indirectly refer

13   to any other prior art?

14       A.    No, I didn't.

15       Q.    And, in fact, if you look at

16   Page 129 when you're talking about claim

17   9, you specifically identify a second

18   piece of prior art, right?

19       A.    I do.

20       Q.    And that is Dayanandan; is that

21   correct?

22       A.    I believe it's Dayanandan, but.

23       Q.    Bless you.

24       A.    But works for me as well.

25       Q.    Yeah, Dayanandan.
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 2       A.    Dayanandan.

 3       Q.    Dayanandan, thank you.  Forgive

 4   me if I mispronounce it.

 5             We'll grab Exhibit 1015 so you

 6   can look at it and make sure we're talking

 7   about the same reference.

 8             MR. MACEDO:  And what number are

 9       we up to?

10             THE COURT REPORTER:  12.

11             (Whereupon, Beigi Exhibit 12, US

12       Patent No. 10,838,699, was marked for

13       identification.)

14   BY MR. MACEDO:

15       Q.    So we're marking as Exhibit 12

16   US Patent No. 10,838,699 to Dayanandan.

17   And we're going to ask that you confirm

18   that that's the same exhibit that you have

19   been referring to.  And it is submitted by

20   Whatfix as Exhibit 1015.  Here you go.

21       A.    Thank you.

22       Q.    It is a very long patent, I warn

23   you.

24       A.    It is.  I remember this.

25   (Witness reviewing document.)  Yes.  It
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 2   seems to be the Dayanandan.

 3       Q.    So if you look back in your

 4   declaration at Paragraph 230 through 2 --

 5   through 42, that's where you discuss the

 6   combination of Allen and Dayanandan with

 7   respect to claim 9, right?

 8       A.    Yes, to recap, Paragraphs 230 to

 9   242.

10       Q.    Right.  So if you turn to back

11   to Paragraph 55 in Exhibit 4, you have it

12   under the section prior art, Roman Numeral

13   IX, prior art.  It's on Page 24 of the

14   exhibit.

15       A.    Which paragraph?  I'm sorry.

16       Q.    Well, starting on Paragraph 55

17   under Roman Numeral IX, it says:  Prior

18   art.

19       A.    Yes.

20       Q.    And in 55, can you read that

21   sentence into the record?

22       A.    I understand that each of the

23   references discussed herein qualifies as

24   prior art against the '664 patent.

25             Should I continue?
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 2       Q.    No, that's enough.  So then you

 3   list some Symons references referring to

 4   the Symons article on 56, correct, bottom

 5   of the page?

 6       A.    Yes.

 7       Q.    And then you list some more

 8   Symons references referring to a Symons

 9   video on Paragraph 57?

10       A.    That's right.

11       Q.    And then you refer to a Williams

12   reference in Paragraph 58?

13       A.    Yes.

14       Q.    And you refer to the Allen

15   reference that we were talking about

16   earlier in Paragraph 59?

17       A.    Yes.

18       Q.    And you refer to the Dayanandan

19   reference that we referred to earlier in

20   Paragraph 60?

21       A.    That's right.

22       Q.    And you refer to the Krishnan

23   reference in Paragraph 61?

24       A.    Yes.

25       Q.    And you refer to the
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 2   Radakrishnan reference in Paragraph 62?

 3       A.    That's right, yes.

 4       Q.    And you refer to none of the

 5   references that you personally found in

 6   any of the paragraphs between 55 and 62?

 7             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

 8       A.    That is not correct.

 9   BY MR. MACEDO:

10       Q.    Okay.  Which reference did you

11   find?

12       A.    Well, let me go back please, and

13   take a look.

14             MS. NGUYEN:  Counsel, we've been

15       going for an hour.

16             MR. MACEDO:  We can break

17       shortly if that's okay.  I'd like to

18       finish this line.

19   BY MR. MACEDO:

20       Q.    Again, I'm looking at the

21   references between 55 and 62 of Exhibit 4.

22       A.    So I say on Page 6:  Materials

23   considered.

24       Q.    That wasn't my question.

25       A.    But I'm responding this way
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 2   because you said that this is the -- these

 3   are the only things you considered.  If I

 4   misunderstood it please --

 5       Q.    No, that wasn't my question.

 6       A.    -- please repeat your question.

 7       Q.    My question is:  If you look at

 8   55 through 62, are any of the references

 9   listed in those paragraphs references

10   which you identified in contrast to

11   counsel?

12       A.    It is possible that Symons

13   and -- possibly Symons, possibly Williams.

14   I'm not quite sure at this point.

15       Q.    And how would you be able to

16   confirm whether you or counsel first

17   identified Symons?

18       A.    I'm not quite sure if I can

19   confirm it at this point.  The --

20       Q.    Do you know Mr. Symons?

21       A.    Sorry?

22       Q.    Go ahead.  I didn't mean to cut

23   you off.

24       A.    It is possible that -- that

25   Williams or Symons may have been
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 2   references that I found.  Just -- and I'm

 3   just basing it on my recollection that

 4   I -- I usually tend to look for articles

 5   being a researcher, rather than patents.

 6       Q.    And do you know Mr. Symons?

 7       A.    No, I don't.

 8       Q.    Do you know Mr. -- is it

 9   Baetens?

10       A.    No, I don't.

11       Q.    Do you know Mr. Williams?

12       A.    I had heard about his name

13   working at IBM, but I don't know him

14   personally.

15       Q.    Have you ever spoken to any of

16   those three people?

17       A.    I have not.

18       Q.    Have you spoken to anyone other

19   than counsel with respect to the work you

20   did on any of these declarations?

21       A.    No.

22       Q.    Okay.  Counsel asked for a

23   break.  Do you need a break?

24       A.    I would like it.

25             MR. MACEDO:  Okay.  Let's take a

0057

 1           HOMAYOON BEIGI, PhD

 2       break.  Thank you.

 3             THE VIDEOGRAPHER:  We are going

 4       off the record.  The time is

 5       10:41 a.m.

 6             (Recess taken.)

 7             THE VIDEOGRAPHER:  We are back

 8       on the record.  The time is 10:54 a.m.

 9   BY MR. MACEDO:

10       Q.    Welcome back, Dr. Beigi.

11       A.    Thank you.

12       Q.    You feel competent to continue

13   testifying?

14       A.    Yes.

15       Q.    Thank you.  And you understand

16   you're still under oath?

17       A.    Yes.

18       Q.    Okay.  I asked you to pick one

19   of your declarations for us to look at

20   your résumé.  Which one are you looking

21   at?

22       A.    I'm just going to take the last

23   one, 7, Exhibit 7.

24       Q.    Okay.

25       A.    Because I'm not sure what the
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 2   snapshots mean.

 3       Q.    That's fine.

 4             So we're looking at Exhibit 7

 5   which is from the '317 IPR in your

 6   declaration.  And in the back of the

 7   declaration is your CV and testimony and

 8   other relevant historical background.

 9       A.    Yes.

10       Q.    And I want you to have it in

11   case you need to refresh your

12   recollection.  I'm not asking you about

13   that document, per se.  Okay.  I want to

14   ask you about you.

15       A.    Yes.

16       Q.    And that's why I want you to

17   have it available.  Okay?

18       A.    Sure.

19       Q.    So you understand that all three

20   of these IPRs relate to what I'll call

21   chatbots?

22       A.    Yes.

23       Q.    And automated processes like

24   RPAs, right?

25       A.    Yes.
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 2       Q.    When I say a chatbot, what do

 3   you understand a chatbot to be, in the

 4   context of these patents?  And you're

 5   welcome to look at anything like you are.

 6   Just tell us what you're looking at so the

 7   record reflects it.

 8       A.    I don't know yet.  I will let

 9   you know that.

10       Q.    That's fine.

11       A.    So I'm generally looking at

12   Paragraph 17 of my declaration.  Right now

13   I'm using '317 because I think they are

14   very similar to each other.

15       Q.    Sure.

16       A.    Just on a review of natural

17   language processing because chatbots

18   basically are software -- and I'm not

19   defining it, but I'm explaining that a

20   chatbot is a software that communicates

21   with an individual using natural language

22   processing.

23             So -- and I would like to read

24   this, which is:  Natural language

25   processing refers to the interaction
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 2   between a computer and a human, using

 3   human natural language.

 4             So this basically explains what

 5   a chatbot is, this one sentence.

 6       Q.    Okay.  You want to read that

 7   again out loud, the sentence?

 8       A.    Yes.  Natural language

 9   processing refers to the interaction

10   between a computer and a human using human

11   natural language.

12             So the software that does that

13   action is a chatbot.

14       Q.    Okay.  And human natural

15   language, what does that mean?  If you're

16   talking -- I would say to your wife but

17   she seems to be expert so I'm not sure

18   that would work, but if you were talking

19   to my wife who does not have a technical

20   degree, how would you explain what human

21   natural language means?

22       A.    It's what we are using right now

23   to communicate, you and I.

24       Q.    So would a form where you fill

25   in name, address, telephone number, would
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 2   that be human natural language?

 3       A.    No.

 4       Q.    Okay.  Have you heard of like a

 5   modal box or -- a modal box or, you know,

 6   where they pop up a box while you're using

 7   Internet Explorer and it says, can I have

 8   author -- access to copy this software?

 9   Is that natural language processing?

10       A.    When they ask you -- how do they

11   ask you?

12       Q.    Well, you get a little box, it

13   pops up and, it says Internet Explorer and

14   underneath that it says do you allow

15   access to copy and paste, and it says yes

16   or no.  And you pick yes or no.  Is

17   that -- is that natural language

18   conversation?

19       A.    The text that is speaking with

20   you, telling you a statement, and your

21   response could be natural language.

22   That's an example of a natural language

23   because they're using natural language to

24   communicate with a user.

25       Q.    And that's how you understand
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 2   natural language processing is being used

 3   in your report to include that type of box

 4   with a yes or no button?

 5       A.    No, that's not what I said.

 6             You asked me if that also

 7   exemplifies -- I believe you asked me if

 8   that also exemplifies natural language,

 9   and I said it could.  It doesn't limit it

10   to that.

11             Natural language, as I said, is

12   what we're using to communicate right now.

13   So any language, English is included, is a

14   natural language.  It's language between

15   humans.  That is something we've come up

16   with, some standard to speak, and that is

17   natural language.

18             Natural language processing is

19   processing of that natural language.

20       Q.    And is that how people that you

21   work with in a technical sense, like at

22   Recognition Technologies, would use the

23   concept of natural language processing?

24             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

25       A.    What --
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 2   BY MR. MACEDO:

 3       Q.    Let me rephrase it since counsel

 4   seems to be confused by the question and I

 5   don't want to make her confused.

 6             You work with people at

 7   Recognition Technology, right?

 8       A.    Yes.

 9       Q.    And you work with natural

10   language processing with those people?

11       A.    Yes.

12       Q.    And you believe you're an expert

13   on natural language processing, I believe?

14       A.    I do.

15       Q.    Okay.  So when you talk to other

16   people about natural language processing,

17   what is it that you understand it to mean,

18   in your own words, not the expert reports?

19   I just want to know how would you

20   understand that as someone that is a

21   technical person at Recognition Technology

22   talking to other people who you're working

23   on with on natural language processing?

24       A.    Exactly what you just did.  You

25   spoke with me and I processed that
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 2   language, which is a natural language, and

 3   I responded to it using again natural

 4   language.

 5             What natural language processing

 6   in the computer science sense is to mimic

 7   that kind of processing using machinery or

 8   a software.

 9       Q.    And what would be a natural

10   language interface to the same group of

11   people?

12       A.    I'm not defining this.  I'm just

13   explaining what a natural language

14   interface to -- to us means.  A natural

15   language interface is an interface that

16   will allow you to do natural language

17   communication with the software.

18       Q.    And would that be in the form

19   of, like, text communication from you as

20   the user interacting with whatever bot is

21   on the other side?

22       A.    Natural language could be text,

23   could be voice, speech like we're doing,

24   as I said.  Could be actually typing the

25   text of what we said.  These are examples.
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 2       Q.    And if it's speech, it would be

 3   transcribing your words?

 4       A.    That's one way of doing it.

 5       Q.    Like our court reporter sitting

 6   next to you, she is transcribing the

 7   dialog that you and I are having.

 8       A.    That's one way of allowing

 9   natural language processing to use the

10   speech, but not the only way.

11       Q.    Right.  But when we talk about a

12   natural language interface, we're talking

13   about some portal or communication or

14   interface that enables a user like you to

15   interact with the computer using text or

16   voice-to-text-type transcriptions, right?

17       A.    As far as the user is concerned,

18   either text or voice.

19       Q.    Right.

20       A.    The to text part of it would be

21   behind the scenes, so I don't want to --

22       Q.    Right.  But when the user is

23   using the voice, he understands it would

24   be the equivalent of what he would be

25   typing or she would be typing?
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 2       A.    That is one way.

 3       Q.    Is there any other way that you

 4   understand in 2017, that a natural

 5   language interface would have existed to

 6   you and your peers when you're talking

 7   about an NLP technology?

 8       A.    The interface is the same.  I'm

 9   not questioning the interface.  I was

10   questioning your choice of words for

11   saying the only way is to turn the speech

12   into text and process it.

13       Q.    Right.  But I'm saying from the

14   perspective of the user, when they are

15   speaking, it is something which would be

16   reflected as a conversation in words the

17   way the court reporter is reflecting our

18   conversation?

19             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

20       A.    So I think I've answered this,

21   where I say the natural language which is

22   the words we are either speaking to each

23   other or we would have texted, let's say,

24   to each other.  Just take one of us and

25   turn to us into a machine.  Then it would
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 2   be a natural language interface the way I

 3   would refer to it with my colleagues.

 4   BY MR. MACEDO:

 5       Q.    Have you ever -- let me rephrase

 6   that.

 7             When we were talking about

 8   chatbots before, you understand that

 9   chatbots usually have some sort of

10   conversation which is defined to guide how

11   that conversation occurs, right?

12       A.    To guide --

13       Q.    Well --

14       A.    -- is a little loaded, right, to

15   guide the conversation.  It's to

16   understand and to respond to the -- in the

17   proper manner, what -- what is expected.

18       Q.    Okay.  So I could have a chatbot

19   where I help with the help center, for

20   example, and I take all the questions that

21   the people that used to answer the calls

22   and I feed it into a chatbot to be able to

23   help guide someone on a website, right?

24       A.    I don't understand the question.

25       Q.    Okay.  So when I called up and
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 2   ask for Apple to repair my phone ten years

 3   ago and a human answered, they would have

 4   scripts in front of them, right, in a call

 5   center typically?

 6       A.    I haven't worked in a call

 7   center, but I would presume that they

 8   would have some guidelines.  Probably not

 9   necessarily scripts, I hope not, but

10   guidelines probably.

11       Q.    You would be shocked to know

12   that they actually use scripts.

13             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.

14       A.    Thank you for the information.

15   BY MR. MACEDO:

16       Q.    Maybe not Apple but that's how

17   call centers work.

18             But what -- so have you ever

19   helped define a conversation that would be

20   implemented in a chatbot for a customer?

21       A.    I have.

22       Q.    Okay.  When you did that, when

23   did you do that?

24       A.    Our first product came out in

25   2003.
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 2       Q.    Okay.  And did you define the

 3   conversation?

 4       A.    Yes -- well, no, the customer,

 5   the client, defined the process.

 6       Q.    And --

 7       A.    And -- and we made it into

 8   something that would work with a machine.

 9       Q.    And -- and when you say "the

10   customer," I'm not trying to get who your

11   customers are.  You can say a bank or

12   something like that, but what type of

13   customer are you talking about?

14       A.    Language testing proficiency.

15       Q.    Okay.  So when they were doing

16   the language testing proficiency, what

17   type of specification of what the chatbot

18   should be asking were you given?

19       A.    They would be calling.  So you

20   would be matched against a rater.  You

21   would call in into an IVR system.  The IVR

22   system would communicate with you.  You

23   would say what your -- what your objective

24   is.  It would find the rater that's

25   associated with your test, verify you,
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 2   connect you to the rater, record the

 3   conversation, and process it.

 4       Q.    Okay.  And when you say IVR,

 5   just so the -- if you could explain what

 6   you mean.

 7       A.    I apologize.  Interactive voice

 8   response system.

 9       Q.    Okay.  And in the context of an

10   interactive voice response system, was

11   there some script to tell you how to

12   program it?

13       A.    So the client came up with

14   guidelines of how they would like to do

15   it.  And we would design how the

16   conversation flows because it had to be,

17   you know, logical.

18       Q.    And when you designed that, did

19   you program it using like C+ or some

20   software?

21       A.    C++.

22       Q.    C++.  Okay.

23       A.    There is no C+ as far as I know,

24   but C++.

25       Q.    Okay.  C++ is fine with me.
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 2             Okay.  So when you programmed

 3   the conversation that would be implemented

 4   in this IVR, you use software like C++ to

 5   help you program the conversation?

 6       A.    No.

 7       Q.    No.  Okay.

 8       A.    We use C++ to program the

 9   software that would interpret the

10   conversation.  But the conversation flow

11   was actually in a simple script form where

12   the customer could even look at and -- and

13   would even draw diagrams of how the call

14   goes and what sort of questions are asked

15   and things like that.

16       Q.    Okay.

17       A.    So that -- so the part that we

18   wrote in C++ is the software, not the

19   actual process, the -- the conversation.

20       Q.    Right.

21       A.    The conversation layer is --

22   usually has to be more lay, because the

23   normal client that uses it is not a

24   programmer.

25       Q.    Okay.  And for the conversation
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 2   layer, how would you get the questions

 3   that -- and how to respond to answers for

 4   the conversation flow from the customer?

 5       A.    In our case, since this is just

 6   a very specific case, in our case, we

 7   would observe how they did their process

 8   of rating and then sit with the client and

 9   ask them how would they -- what are the

10   possible scenarios that could happen.  And

11   then created some basic version of it, and

12   then allowed them to be able to modify it

13   themselves to fine tune it into what sort

14   of conversation is happening between

15   the -- you know, in the chatbot basically

16   between the caller and the machine.

17       Q.    Okay.  And the script, I think

18   is what you referred to that as, right?

19       A.    Yeah, it -- it turns out to be

20   in the form of a script, but we actually

21   had a graphical user interface version of

22   it.

23       Q.    Okay.  But the way that the

24   script was put into the computer, how --

25   how did the computer know what the line in
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 2   the script was?

 3       A.    The script is basically a logic

 4   flow.  Customer calls.  In the beginning,

 5   we usually welcome them.  There is a

 6   welcome script part.  And then after that,

 7   it usually looks like a graph which means

 8   you start from some node.  You end up in

 9   other nodes.  And you can go back and

10   forth.  You can jump anywhere you want,

11   depending on what the conditions are at

12   the moment based on the conversation

13   that's going back and forth between the

14   end user and the client software.  By

15   client software, I mean the chatbot

16   basically in this case or the IVR system.

17       Q.    Right.  So the chatbot when it

18   had to make a decision as to what the next

19   software step would be, you know, you --

20   you say I would like to generate an e-mail

21   signature and it has to now figure out

22   what do I do next.  How is the

23   determination that it's going to say what

24   is your name being made by the chatbot

25   software?

0074

 1           HOMAYOON BEIGI, PhD

 2       A.    In our case?

 3       Q.    In your case, in your case.

 4       A.    Because you're saying e-mail

 5   signature, we didn't do e-mail signatures.

 6       Q.    Well, assuming that you were

 7   doing an e-mail signature.

 8             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

 9   BY MR. MACEDO:

10       Q.    I can rephrase it if you want.

11       A.    I -- I can't assume what we

12   weren't doing.

13       Q.    When you -- when you were doing

14   it, you said there was a hello message,

15   right?

16       A.    (Nods.)

17       Q.    And then what happened next?

18       A.    So this case, which is a

19   proficiency rating --

20       Q.    Right.

21       A.    -- there was a data -- database

22   that was set before by the client of who

23   is supposed to take tests because you had

24   to be verified.

25       Q.    Right.
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 2       A.    And who is the rater, who are

 3   the raters that are available for

 4   different languages.

 5       Q.    Okay.

 6       A.    The client user, end user would

 7   call them.  The client is the company that

 8   we, you know, put our chatbot working for

 9   them.  But then the end user is the person

10   taking the test.

11             So the end user would call our

12   system, would get connected to the IVR

13   system, interactive voice response system,

14   which would then converse with the

15   individual and find out what they are

16   trying to do.  And based on what --

17       Q.    That's where I want you to stop.

18       A.    Yes, yes.

19       Q.    Okay.  And it's not that I'm

20   trying to cut you off, but I want you to

21   focus on that part.

22       A.    No -- sure.

23       Q.    So maybe it says what is your

24   name.  What is a question the IVR would

25   ask the user?
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 2       A.    In the specific scenario, it

 3   would say welcome to XYZ since we're not

 4   divulging the company's name, XYZ.  If

 5   you're a rater -- are you a rater or are

 6   you a tester or are you a -- are you

 7   taking a test --

 8       Q.    Right --

 9       A.    -- and then you would respond

10   and say I'm taking a test.  And then it

11   would --

12       Q.    Okay.  Let's stop there.

13       A.    Yes.

14       Q.    So when it asks are you a rater,

15   are you a tester, whatever else, how is

16   that physically implemented with software?

17   Was it programmed in C++, ask are you a

18   rater or how -- how did your software know

19   to ask that question?

20             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

21       A.    It was not -- like I said, the

22   software itself wasn't C++.  C++ is a low

23   level language.  The client doesn't see a

24   line of C++.  It's how we implement the

25   engine itself, the machinery.  But the
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 2   machinery interprets the graph that I was

 3   talking about.  And the graph defines on

 4   what happens at every node if you're in a

 5   certain condition.

 6             In the beginning, you're

 7   starting fresh, so you can only have three

 8   possible things or hang up.  You're either

 9   a tester, a rater, or a user.  And it

10   determines that.  And then based on that,

11   they define those graphs.

12             It will then jump into the next

13   node.  If it's the rater, it will do

14   something.  If it's a tester, it will do

15   something.  If it's a caller, it will do

16   something else -- I mean a person taking a

17   test, it will do something else.

18       Q.    Did you use a rule-based system

19   to guide the IVR to know what that flow

20   was?

21       A.    Not only rule-based to get to

22   the -- so sort of zoom into the actual

23   condition, that condition there is a rule,

24   but to -- because it is natural language,

25   to get to which condition they are
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 2   referring to, so you could phrase this

 3   many different ways.

 4             I'm here to take a test.  I'm a

 5   test -- I'm being tested.  I'd like to

 6   take a test, you know, things like that.

 7             So we did basically the

 8   software, the engine doing speech

 9   recognition and -- and basically natural

10   language processing would determine which

11   one of these possible scenarios it falls

12   under or maybe none of them.  And then it

13   would move them there, and most of the

14   time verify that that is where they want

15   to be.

16       Q.    So let's say you asked them a

17   question in the software and it says are

18   you a rater or whatever and they say, I'm

19   a rater.  Your software would then take

20   the natural language processing to

21   determine we should now do something next?

22       A.    Yes.

23       Q.    And when it determines what to

24   do something next, where does it get the

25   specific scripting that it's going to use
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 2   to do that?

 3       A.    It parses the graph, which I

 4   told you about, which is what to do when

 5   you're in different nodes, and the

 6   conditions to get to that point are

 7   defined by looking for specific traits to

 8   get to that point.

 9             And those are what the

10   natural -- so this is the language that we

11   developed internally that basically says

12   you start from this node, and these are

13   the conditions under the natural

14   language -- that the natural language

15   processing can lead you to that will end

16   up in this location.

17             Once you're in that node, of

18   course that is logic.  Any computer has to

19   use logic.  But to get to that point, you

20   had to make a decision based on natural

21   language.  And, of course, you can make

22   mistakes.  And that's why we confirmed

23   whether that's what you meant or you said

24   that you're a rater, right, things like

25   that.  And we converse with them, and then
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 2   we move on to the next node.

 3       Q.    When you say you said that you

 4   are a rater --

 5       A.    Yes.

 6       Q.    -- that's the script.  I am

 7   trying to figure out how does it know that

 8   script, assuming that it knows that

 9   that's -- that it needs to get to that

10   decision point?

11             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

12       A.    What do you mean by "how does it

13   know"?  I think I said how it knows

14   because it uses natural language

15   processing.

16   BY MR. MACEDO:

17       Q.    Right.

18       A.    Turns the speech into text,

19   processes the text, figures out, you know,

20   from the text which is the actual NLP.

21       Q.    Right.

22       A.    And then decides which one of

23   these possible categories it should go to.

24       Q.    Right.

25       A.    And those categories are defined
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 2   by that graph that I told you.

 3       Q.    But are they defined in a

 4   script, or are they defined like Allen

 5   talks about using ontological properties?

 6             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

 7       A.    I don't want to refer right now,

 8   but it is ontological.

 9   BY MR. MACEDO:

10       Q.    So when you did these

11   ontological properties, you didn't have a

12   sentence written out.  You had an object

13   which you would then use natural language

14   processing to generate the text that would

15   be part of the conversation; is that

16   correct?

17       A.    Are you talking about the --

18   what part of the conversation?  Are you

19   talking about the system speaking to the

20   user or the user speaking to the system?

21       Q.    The system speaking to the user.

22       A.    The system speaking to the user,

23   these are, you know, prompts that are

24   designed by the client.  This is how you

25   would respond if they are in that
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 2   condition, that position.

 3             For example, if they -- you

 4   could go back and say, I'm sorry, I just

 5   checked and you don't have an appointment

 6   at this time to take a language test,

 7   please contact the office, or something

 8   like that.

 9       Q.    And that script of how the

10   client wants the computer to respond was

11   provided by the client to be implemented

12   by your chatbot?

13       A.    So that was designed by the

14   client with our help, of course, and then

15   it was implemented using the engine,

16   because the engine can parse that script,

17   which is generated from the graphics and

18   then based on that, make a decision.

19       Q.    Okay.  So I'm assuming a

20   decision is being made.  I'm trying to

21   figure out how we get from the decision

22   being made to the specific scripting words

23   that are part of the natural language

24   processing be -- I'm sorry.

25             I'm trying to figure out once we
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 2   know that we need to ask this type of

 3   question, how is the language, the

 4   scripting of that question generated to be

 5   repeated by the IVR to the customer?

 6       A.    That's the response from the

 7   chatbot to the client.

 8       Q.    Correct.

 9       A.    Response from the chatbot to the

10   client is a set of -- in our case, was a

11   set of possible responses that you can

12   give.

13       Q.    And those were written out

14   entirely as to the proper language?

15       A.    Those were designed by the

16   client to sound as human as possible.

17       Q.    So the client would define for

18   you the script of what the right selection

19   of responses would be, and then you would

20   implement those responses whenever your

21   software said it's appropriate?

22       A.    Yeah, they didn't define it for

23   us.  They defined it so that our engine

24   would parse it.  So they had an interface.

25   They would graphically say these are all
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 2   the possible nodes, this is the way you

 3   can go to any one of them, and then our

 4   engine interpreted that into a script

 5   which it could then process on how to

 6   handle different cases.

 7       Q.    And so when the engine

 8   determined that the proper response is you

 9   don't have an appointment on Tuesday,

10   would you like one on Tuesday, making that

11   up as the script, where did it get that

12   specific scripting language from?

13       A.    It would be in the logic of the

14   graph.

15       Q.    And when the logic of the graph

16   was created, was that created by software?

17   Was that handwritten?  How was it -- how

18   did the computer access that logic?

19       A.    I think I responded to that.

20   Basically it was created by the client

21   using graphics and a set of tools we gave

22   them on how to go from one node to another

23   node, what are the possible scenarios that

24   can happen.

25             And then we process the natural
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 2   language to fit any one of these possible

 3   scenarios or to be an outlier because it

 4   could be that it's an outlier.

 5       Q.    And so when you got this -- can

 6   I call it a flowchart?  Is that a fair

 7   characterization, the graph that you're

 8   referring to?

 9       A.    A flowchart I think would be

10   a -- yeah, I mean, you could call it that.

11   It's not -- I mean, yeah, you can do it in

12   the form of a flowchart.

13       Q.    Right.  And you would generate

14   this using your proprietary editor; is

15   that what it was?

16       A.    Yes.

17       Q.    And so the proprietary editor

18   would enable the user to generate this

19   flowchart?

20       A.    It would allow them to generate

21   the flowchart by using different elements

22   on the graph and then connect them.  And

23   then we -- our engine took that graphic

24   information and -- which, of course, is

25   using our software to do.  We use the web
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 2   browser, too, that way.  But then it uses

 3   that information to create a sort of an

 4   underlying script which is now parsable by

 5   our engine, which is the engine being

 6   written in C++.

 7             So now you could even go and

 8   edit that script that was generated, or

 9   you could go and graphically edit it.

10   Certain things, it was easier to modify

11   the script because -- because they were

12   maybe detailed or something.

13       Q.    And the script was an electronic

14   record which the computer could parse?

15       A.    It was mostly human readable,

16   which it's a language that I wrote with a

17   parser that I wrote in C++ that would take

18   you through a graph, so it was a graph

19   interpreter basically.

20       Q.    Right.  But it was an electronic

21   file.  It wasn't a piece of paper?

22       A.    No, definitely it was an

23   electronic file.

24       Q.    And in the electronic file, it

25   would have human readable statements; but
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 2   it may also have logic that you would see

 3   more likely in C++?

 4       A.    No, not in C++.  That would be

 5   going very low level.  This would be logic

 6   that maybe an office administrator would

 7   be able to realize what it means.

 8       Q.    Okay.

 9       A.    With maybe a little training but

10   would be able to tell that this is -- you

11   know, these are the options that I have

12   and this is how I can get it to work.

13       Q.    And if I choose option A, I go

14   this path, and if I choose option B, I go

15   that path?

16       A.    Yes.

17       Q.    Okay.  And then your software

18   would parse this graph or this flowchart

19   to determine how the conversation would

20   evolve and it would use the language that

21   the customer provided in the script as to

22   what the bot would say if it got to the

23   right decision point?

24       A.    That's a good characterization,

25   yes.
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 2       Q.    Okay.  And so in that context,

 3   you in conjunction with the customer

 4   defined the script that would be used in a

 5   natural language conversation with the

 6   IVR?

 7       A.    The script is an intermediate

 8   thing, right, because we started with a

 9   GUI.  The client started GUI.

10       Q.    Right.

11       A.    Trying to mimic basically their

12   interactions -- normal interactions with

13   their client -- with their clients.  So

14   our client being the person -- you know,

15   the company that's using this, with their

16   clients whether they are raters or

17   testers, they have a normal interaction.

18   And they try to mimic that interaction the

19   best way with a GUI.

20             And that GUI -- so one level of

21   processing is our engine would process

22   that GUI into a script that it can then

23   parse easier.  And that script, we made

24   sure that that also was human readable, so

25   it looked not like C++ but more like a
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 2   scripting -- normal scripting language.

 3       Q.    Like a Hollywood script?

 4       A.    No, not a Hollywood script.  A

 5   scripting language.

 6       Q.    A scripting language?

 7       A.    Yes.

 8       Q.    Okay.  And so when you had the

 9   scripting language and the script was

10   approved for this iteration, that script

11   would become the input for your software?

12             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

13       A.    Our engine would then process

14   that to handle the conversation.  That's

15   all it needed in order to be able to

16   handle the whole process.

17   BY MR. MACEDO:

18       Q.    Right.  It was the input, and

19   the output would be the conversation.  You

20   provide the script to your software as an

21   input.  The software would run through it.

22   It would determine how the conversation

23   would flow.  And it would interact in the

24   IVR using the scripting as its guide on

25   how to ask the question and respond to
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 2   each answer?

 3       A.    I would rephrase this slightly.

 4       Q.    Yes.

 5       A.    It would load the script --

 6       Q.    Right.

 7       A.    -- interpret it.  We use the

 8   word "parse it" and turn it into some

 9   internal structures in the memory and then

10   use that internal structure so that when a

11   call is coming in, it would know how to

12   handle it; how to communicate with the

13   caller; how to direct them, how to do, you

14   know, the actual process.

15       Q.    Right.  And where I want to

16   focus is the conversation flow because

17   these patents-in-suit talk about

18   conversation flow.

19       A.    Yes.

20       Q.    And I'm trying to understand how

21   the conversation flow is defined.  And it

22   sounds to me like what you're saying is

23   that using that flowchart that you

24   developed with your client and the script

25   that resulted and eventually got edited
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 2   and approved, that was being used to have

 3   your proprietary software determine what

 4   to ask, when, and how to respond to each

 5   response?

 6             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

 7   BY MR. MACEDO:

 8       Q.    Is that a fair -- a fair

 9   summary?

10       A.    It was used to run -- basically

11   drive the conversation flow.

12       Q.    Right.

13       A.    Yes.

14       Q.    And would the conversation flow

15   always be the same, or would it

16   potentially be different depending on how

17   people responded?

18       A.    It would be -- like I said, it's

19   a graph.  Depending on how they respond,

20   they would end up in different parts of

21   that graph.  And -- and a graph is

22   different from a tree, meaning that you

23   could go back and forth.  Anything can

24   connect to anything else.  You could jump

25   anywhere you want.
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 2       Q.    Okay.  And when was the last

 3   time you worked on defining a conversation

 4   using that technology, being your

 5   technology?

 6       A.    That specific client was our

 7   client for 12 years and utilized it for

 8   12 years from 2003 onward.  And then they

 9   were bought out by another company and

10   that part was -- you know, they weren't

11   using that any more, that specific one

12   that I was talking about.

13             We -- our engine does the

14   underlying processing of the natural

15   language for -- and has an API,

16   application program interface, which then

17   allows other clients to do that.

18             So we have gone deeper where we

19   do more of -- as a company, we do more of

20   an underlying technology across the board

21   where companies like us would then be able

22   to use our technology to do that kind of

23   thing.

24       Q.    Okay.  I know it's easy to speak

25   about "us" as the company, and I know that
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 2   the company is primarily you probably but

 3   you have others.  I want to focus on you

 4   as an individual.

 5       A.    Yes.

 6       Q.    Okay.  And what I'm trying to

 7   understand is you had the customer that

 8   you're referring to from 2002 to 2017?

 9       A.    2003.

10       Q.    I'm sorry?

11       A.    2003 and they stayed with us for

12   12 years.

13       Q.    Okay.  So 2015ish?

14       A.    Yeah.

15       Q.    Okay.  Are there other

16   conversations where you were involved in

17   developing the scripting and implementing

18   the scripting using anything other than

19   the technology you described for that

20   company?

21       A.    This specific scripting that I

22   was talking about --

23       Q.    Correct.

24       A.    -- was that example that you

25   said -- you asked me where was the first
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 2   time you did that.

 3       Q.    Right.

 4       A.    And then I said 2003, and we had

 5   the customer for 12 years.

 6             We then focused on more

 7   expansive natural language processing,

 8   speech recognition, speaker recognition,

 9   face recognition, object detection.  And

10   when I say "we," I've written most of the

11   code over the 20 -- past 23 years.

12             And 21 years at Recognition

13   Technologies, it is now about 5 million

14   lines of C++ code.  In the résumé it

15   shows, I think, a snapshot from many years

16   ago.  So it's me.  I -- I wrote most of

17   that code.

18       Q.    And your technical degree is

19   mechanical engineering, not software,

20   right?

21       A.    I have a bachelor's, master's,

22   and PhD in mechanical engineering, with a

23   concentration on neural network learning

24   was on.  My -- my thesis was on neural

25   network learning and I wrote the second
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 2   neural network learning paper that came

 3   out 1987 or 88ish after -- so I was one of

 4   the revivers of neural network in my

 5   thesis.

 6             And I then joined IBM Research

 7   and worked on online handwriting

 8   recognition and later on speech

 9   recognition.  And since 1995, I've been

10   teaching in electrical engineering

11   department, in the computer science

12   department, mechanical engineering

13   department.  And I have a PhD in civil

14   engineering department.

15             I started coding in C from 1981

16   which is when Kernighan and Ritchie

17   actually wrote the book on C.  I've been

18   coding since the age of 16.  And I have

19   written, like I said, just about 5 million

20   lines of C++ code for Recognition

21   Technologies alone.

22       Q.    Right.  But I'm looking at 44 of

23   your deck where you're talking about a

24   person of ordinary skill in the art, and

25   I'm trying to focus on your statement that
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 2   it would have a bachelor's degree in

 3   engineering or computer science.

 4             And I'm trying to drill down on

 5   why you say engineering.  I mean, I can

 6   have a mechanical engineering degree and

 7   never touch computer software.

 8             Does that still make me

 9   potentially as someone who could be

10   someone -- a person of skill in the art?

11       A.    That's why I say -- let me read

12   it to you.

13       Q.    I understand you have

14   alternative language.  I'm just trying to

15   focus on what you mean.

16       A.    No, no, it's actually that

17   specific language, please if you don't

18   mind.

19       Q.    Sure.

20       A.    I've been informed that the

21   petitioner proposed the petition -- in the

22   petition that a POSITA in the field of --

23   I'm using the '317 now -- '317 patent in

24   2017 would have bachelor's degree in

25   engineering or computer science and two
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 2   years of experience working on NLP.

 3             So what you stated does not

 4   actually qualify that person if he never

 5   wrote a line of code which I can't see if

 6   you're a mechanical engineer not writing a

 7   line of code.  But it doesn't qualify them

 8   because they would have had to have two

 9   years of experience doing natural language

10   processing or automation processing.

11       Q.    I have a degree in physics, and

12   I took computer science classes.  Would I

13   meet the bachelor's degree requirements of

14   the sentence you just said?

15       A.    Do you have a degree in computer

16   science or engineering?

17       Q.    I have it in physics.

18       A.    I asked:  Do you have one in

19   computer science, sir?

20       Q.    No.  I have a degree in physics

21   and took lots of computer science classes.

22   Would that make me meet the educational

23   background that you say a POSITA would

24   have?

25       A.    If you had experience in natural
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 2   language processing and automation

 3   processes, then it would.  But because at

 4   IBM, we had a lot of physicists.  It

 5   doesn't necessarily mean that you're

 6   disqualified.

 7             But I state here specifically

 8   that you have to have experience in those

 9   fields.

10       Q.    I understand.  There's two parts

11   of your definition, and then there's an

12   alternative definition.  There's a degree

13   you have to have and a work experience you

14   have to have.

15       A.    Yes.

16       Q.    I'm testing the degree because

17   I'm trying to say is your definition of

18   the degree a correct and appropriate

19   definition of a degree that someone in

20   2017 would be expected to have to be a

21   POSITA.  Okay.  That's -- that's the

22   theory of the questions that I'm asking

23   you right now.

24       A.    That's what I'm considering --

25             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.
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 2             Dr. Beigi, please give me some

 3       time to insert my objections.

 4   BY MR. MACEDO:

 5       Q.    So let me phrase the question I

 6   have for you.

 7             Looking at your definition of

 8   the degree, you say a bachelor's degree in

 9   engineering and computer science plus two

10   years of experience.  And we'll talk about

11   the experience separately.  Just focusing

12   on the degree.

13       A.    I said "or" not "and," I'm

14   sorry.

15       Q.    No, it says "and."

16       A.    No.  In my copy, it says have a

17   bachelor's degree in engineering or

18   computer science.

19       Q.    Right.

20       A.    You stated "and computer

21   science."

22       Q.    No, I'm sorry.  Let me rephrase.

23             In your definition of a POSITA.

24   You have two alternative definitions,

25   correct?
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 2       A.    Yes.

 3       Q.    And it's the same for all three

 4   IPRs, right?

 5       A.    I believe so.

 6       Q.    I'll represent to you that you

 7   have the same paragraph in all three

 8   except for the patents that you're

 9   referring to.

10       A.    Thank you.

11       Q.    And the one that requires less

12   work experience, the two years' work

13   experience specifically requires either an

14   engineering or a computer science degree?

15       A.    Yes.

16       Q.    It doesn't allow for any other

17   degree plus two years of experience to be

18   a POSITA?

19       A.    I don't state it there for --

20   with two years of experience because I

21   believe that with the two years of

22   experience, you also need to have certain

23   background that is necessary in order to

24   be able to -- and that's why we have the

25   alternative.  You need to have certain
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 2   background.

 3             Taking computer science courses

 4   is one thing, but it would be -- then

 5   would be a case-by-case basis.  But here

 6   we are talking about the general person

 7   who would be a POSITA.  I don't think

 8   we're talking about a specific person.

 9   You could be a genius and could do a lot

10   of stuff, but I think we're talking about

11   just the general POSITA.

12       Q.    When you worked at IBM in

13   natural language processing -- you did

14   work at IBM in natural language

15   processing, right?

16       A.    In speech recognition.

17       Q.    Okay.  Did you work with people

18   that did natural language processing?

19       A.    I would like to qualify that

20   speech recognition is a form of natural

21   language processing.

22       Q.    Okay.  So when you were at IBM,

23   did you work in the field of natural

24   language processing?

25       A.    I did, yes.
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 2       Q.    And you had colleagues who

 3   worked in the field of natural language

 4   processing?

 5       A.    Many of them, yes.

 6       Q.    And what degrees did your

 7   colleagues at IBM have, by category, that

 8   worked in the field of natural language

 9   processing?

10       A.    If I recall correctly, we were

11   at like 80 somewhat PhDs, so all research,

12   so most everybody had a PhD.  And in

13   different engineering disciplines,

14   computer science, we did have people who

15   had a PhD in physics, since that's your

16   interest.  But PhDs, we didn't have, as

17   far as I remember, anybody who was below a

18   PhD in IBM Research -- in my department --

19   I'm sorry.  Maybe secretarial or other

20   positions.  But the research staff

21   members, which I was, generally had a PhD.

22       Q.    And what about at other -- did

23   you work with other companies when you do

24   a natural language processing?

25       A.    Other than IBM Research and

0103

 1           HOMAYOON BEIGI, PhD

 2   Recognition Technologies?

 3       Q.    Yes.

 4       A.    No.

 5       Q.    You didn't work with, like,

 6   clients or customers?

 7       A.    But that's not working -- maybe

 8   I'm misunderstanding.  What do you mean

 9   "work with"?  I thought you mean work for.

10   Maybe that's why I'm --

11       Q.    I didn't say "for."  I said

12   "with."

13       A.    Oh, yes, I've -- I've worked

14   with clients all along --

15       Q.    Okay.

16       A.    -- who --

17       Q.    Go ahead.

18       A.    -- work with natural language

19   processing.  Go ahead.

20       Q.    And, again, I don't mean the

21   clients that needed your natural language

22   expertise.  I mean the clients that had

23   natural language expertise.

24       A.    Yes.

25       Q.    And did they all have PhDs?
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 2       A.    I can't tell.  I don't think so.

 3   Not all of them, I'm sure.

 4       Q.    Okay.  Did you look up the

 5   background of any of the people in the

 6   prior art that you rely on?

 7       A.    No, with the exception of

 8   Williams, because it is an IBM article.  I

 9   didn't look at his background.  It's just

10   his name actually was familiar.  Then I

11   looked at -- in the article, I think he

12   talks about the background.

13       Q.    So you see in Paragraph 43, a

14   list of items you're supposed to consider

15   to determine who a POSITA is?

16             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

17       A.    Do I see that?

18   BY MR. MACEDO:

19       Q.    Yes.  There's a list, right?

20       A.    The six items?

21       Q.    Yeah.

22       A.    Yes.

23       Q.    Can you read into the record

24   what the six factors you're supposed to

25   consider to determine who a POSITA was,
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 2   according to your expert report?

 3       A.    I am informed and I understand

 4   that various factors can be considered in

 5   determining a person of ordinary skill in

 6   the art, POSITA.  I am informed and

 7   understand that those factors include the

 8   educational level of the inventors, the

 9   type of problems encountered in the art,

10   prior art solutions to those problems, the

11   rapidity with which innovations are made,

12   sophistication of the technology, and

13   education level of active workers in the

14   field.

15       Q.    So did you -- let's start with

16   No. 6, the education level of active

17   workers in the field.

18       A.    Yes.

19       Q.    You didn't consider your IBM

20   colleagues' education level because that

21   was much higher than what you identified,

22   right?

23       A.    Yes.

24       Q.    They had PhDs?

25       A.    It was, yes.
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 2       Q.    What active workers in the field

 3   did you consider to arrive at the

 4   bachelor's degree?

 5       A.    I have managed a lot of people

 6   in both IBM and in Recognition

 7   Technologies.  I've managed interns.  I've

 8   managed and I have also worked with a lot

 9   of clients who -- because they use our

10   engine work in the field of natural

11   language processing, so I understand what

12   their levels are.

13       Q.    Okay.  So give me an example in

14   2017, who you worked with doing natural

15   language processing and what degrees they

16   had.

17       A.    May I not name the company?

18       Q.    I don't need the particular

19   individual.  I'm trying to get the

20   prototype of the individual --

21       A.    An educational system that was

22   developed by one of our clients that goes

23   in the classroom and interprets basically

24   what -- how the teacher interacts with the

25   system, this automated system.  And they

0107

 1           HOMAYOON BEIGI, PhD

 2   use our engines, but they use their own

 3   natural language processing in conjunction

 4   with our engine.

 5       Q.    Okay.  And what type of

 6   education and experience did they have

 7   doing natural language processing?

 8       A.    They had electrical engineers.

 9   They had computer scientists.  Some with

10   master's, some with bachelor's.  Writing

11   code.  Some of them -- and the CEO and the

12   CTO -- I don't think CTO, but the CEO had

13   a PhD.  But most everybody else didn't.

14       Q.    Did you look at what the

15   background that Symons had?

16       A.    His background?

17       Q.    Yeah.

18       A.    I don't know.

19       Q.    You had it in the record, right?

20       A.    Are you asking whether I

21   specifically looked up Mr. Symons, like

22   his background?  I don't understand.

23       Q.    I'm going to show you what was

24   marked by Whatfix as Exhibit 1008, which

25   is a declaration by Senne Symons, and this
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 2   particular one was taken from IPR

 3   2023-1368.

 4             MR. MACEDO:  And this will be

 5       Exhibit No. 13.

 6             (Whereupon, Beigi Exhibit 13,

 7       Symons declaration in IPR 2023-1368,

 8       was marked for identification.)

 9   BY MR. MACEDO:

10       Q.    And first ask, do you recognize

11   it?  And the 1368 IPR is the '664 patent.

12       A.    Okay.  So are we going back to

13   the '664?

14       Q.    It's the same exhibit in all of

15   them.  So this just happens to be the copy

16   I have.

17             Do you recognize what we've

18   marked as Beigi Exhibit 13 that was

19   submitted as WalkMe Exhibit 1008?

20       A.    Yes, I do.

21       Q.    I'm sorry.  I said WalkMe

22   exhibit, but it was Whatfix.

23       A.    I'm just referring to the

24   exhibit number.  I wasn't --

25       Q.    No, I know.  Counsel had asked
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 2   me to identify the exhibit numbers from

 3   the IPRs.

 4       A.    Okay.

 5       Q.    Let me rephrase this.  We're

 6   looking at exhibit -- Beigi Exhibit 13

 7   which is from IPR 2023-1368 which involves

 8   the '664 patent, and it was marked as

 9   Exhibit 1008 by the petitioner.

10             And the question is:  Do you

11   recognize Exhibit 13?

12       A.    Yes, I do.

13       Q.    And in it, Mr. Symons identifies

14   his educational background in Paragraph 2,

15   3, right?

16       A.    Yes.

17       Q.    And what was Mr. Symons's

18   educational background?

19       A.    He states that he has a

20   professional bachelor's degree in applied

21   informatics.

22       Q.    Is that a degree in engineering?

23       A.    It's a computer science degree.

24       Q.    And when did he get that degree?

25       A.    He states that he received it in
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 2   2017.

 3       Q.    And when did he start working on

 4   the project that became the Symons prior

 5   art that you rely on?  It's attached to

 6   this Exhibit 13.

 7       A.    He states:  From October 2017 to

 8   January 2021, I was a robotic process

 9   automation developer and business analyst

10   at RoboRana.  RoboRana is a Belgium and

11   Netherlands-based company and that focuses

12   on developing intelligent automation such

13   as robotic process automation.  My job

14   responsibilities included communicating

15   with customers and building informatics --

16   I'm sorry -- automations.  Since

17   January 2021, I have been an intelligent

18   automation -- automation solution

19   architect and programmer at RoboRana.

20             So 2017 onward, because I don't

21   see the end -- maybe there is.  I'll

22   remember if there is an end to it.  If

23   it's still active --

24       Q.    If you look at Page 6 of the

25   exhibit, it has the article written by
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 2   Mr. Symons that you rely on and it has an

 3   October 19, 2017 date.

 4       A.    Yes.

 5       Q.    So if he graduated a bachelor's

 6   degree of applied informatics in 2017 and

 7   he started working on RPAs in October 2017

 8   and published the article that is the key

 9   prior art for your first ground in

10   October 19, 2017, in your professional and

11   expert opinion, how much work experience

12   did he have in either chatbots or NLP or

13   RPAs?

14             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

15       A.    I can't tell because he only

16   says when he received his bachelor's, but

17   he doesn't say how much experience he had

18   possibly prior to that working on similar

19   things.  I -- I don't see that.  I'm not

20   sure if he said it, or I don't see it.

21   BY MR. MACEDO:

22       Q.    So sitting here today, you have

23   no idea whether he had more than a few

24   weeks' experience in either NLP or RPA

25   based upon the information that was
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 2   provided by this declarant?

 3             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

 4       A.    I see the work that he has

 5   presented, and I see that he had a

 6   bachelor's in informatics.  I am not sure

 7   about how much experience he had at this

 8   point when he wrote the article.  But I

 9   was defining a POSITA, not necessarily

10   this specific person.

11   BY MR. MACEDO:

12       Q.    He's not a POSITA?

13       A.    I don't know.  But because I'm

14   just using this information and deciding

15   whether a POSITA -- how a POSITA would

16   have seen this information, I'm not saying

17   that he is or I'm not saying he's not.  I

18   don't know if that's relevant.  I see his

19   work.  So the so-called proof is in the

20   pudding.  I see it.

21       Q.    Well, is he someone that is an

22   active worker in the field that is

23   relevant to the patents-in-suit?

24       A.    He is, yes.

25       Q.    So when you're determining what
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 2   a POSITA is, is he an appropriate

 3   milestone for you to compare against to

 4   try and define what a POSITA is?

 5       A.    He worked on chatbots and

 6   products, basically natural language

 7   processing.  And he has a bachelor's in

 8   computer science which is informatics,

 9   being one -- one branch of it.

10             I am not sure about the number

11   of years of experience, but I didn't

12   consider the number of years of experience

13   that this gentleman -- or I think it is

14   gentleman, Senne, had, because I'm just

15   looking at the work that he produced.

16             And the POSITA that I'm talking

17   about is how a person of ordinary skills

18   in the art at the time would be the proper

19   person to make -- you know, how would

20   their decision-making or how -- how would

21   their interpretation be.

22             That's what I mean by POSITA.  I

23   didn't necessarily have to say that he's a

24   POSITA as far as I'm concerned.

25       Q.    And, in fact, if all he worked
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 2   was for two weeks on the project and

 3   hadn't done anything other than got his

 4   bachelor's degree, as far as you're

 5   concerned, Mr. Symons wouldn't have been a

 6   POSITA in November of 2017?

 7       A.    But that's a conjecture because

 8   I don't know, but I do see his work.  So

 9   based on that, he seems to have been

10   working on this.  I see this, yeah.

11       Q.    But you could have easily found

12   out because your counsel hired him to

13   write this declaration?

14             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

15       A.    I could have found what out?

16   BY MR. MACEDO:

17       Q.    Read the first sentence in the

18   first paragraph.  He was compensated for

19   his time.

20             Who do you think compensated him

21   for his time?  Again, we're looking at

22   Beigi Exhibit 13 Paragraph 1 where he

23   says:  I was compensated for my time in

24   preparing this declaration.

25       A.    Are you asking --

0115

 1           HOMAYOON BEIGI, PhD

 2             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

 3   BY MR. MACEDO:

 4       Q.    I'm saying you understand that

 5   Mr. Symons was hired by your client to

 6   write the declaration, right, that we've

 7   marked as Beigi Exhibit 13?

 8       A.    I considered this declaration to

 9   show that this was truthfully the work of

10   him.

11       Q.    Okay.

12       A.    That's what I considered it as.

13       Q.    That's not my question.

14             My question is:  Is it your

15   understanding that Mr. Symons was hired by

16   your client to prepare the declaration

17   that we've marked as Beigi Exhibit 13?

18   And it can be yes, no, I don't know, I

19   don't recall, I don't have any

20   understanding.

21       A.    He says:  While I was

22   compensated for my time in preparing this

23   declaration, I have no stake in the

24   outcome of this proceeding, nor I am being

25   compensated for my testimony.
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 2             So he's not being compensated

 3   for his testimony, but he's being

 4   compensated possibly for the time that he

 5   had to divulge.  So that's my

 6   understanding.  You asked me --

 7       Q.    Who is compensating him?

 8       A.    I'm not.  I don't know.

 9       Q.    Of course, you're not.  You

10   never spoke to him?

11       A.    Of course.

12       Q.    But your counsel, you know, must

13   have spoken to him in order to get this

14   declaration?

15       A.    Are you asking me to make --

16   make a conjecture on -- on whether my

17   counsel spoke with him and --

18       Q.    You're telling me --

19       A.    All I go on is this document.

20       Q.    I want to know:  Do you have an

21   understanding of whether or not your

22   counsel engaged Mr. Symons to prepare this

23   declaration that we've marked as Beigi

24   Exhibit 13?  It could be yes, I have that

25   understanding; no, I don't have that

0117

 1           HOMAYOON BEIGI, PhD

 2   understanding; or I don't know because it

 3   would be conjecture.  Whatever is the

 4   right answer is fine, but I just want you

 5   to answer the question:  Do you have an

 6   understanding of whether or not your

 7   counsel engaged Mr. Symons to prepare the

 8   declaration that was marked as Beigi

 9   Exhibit 13?

10       A.    I was provided this affidavit by

11   the counsel.  And I reviewed it to make

12   sure that he was indeed the person behind

13   this.  So like I said, I have no idea who

14   compensated him.  And it wasn't my

15   business to know who compensated him.

16       Q.    Why not?

17             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

18   BY MR. MACEDO:

19       Q.    Why was it not your business to

20   know whether if you're relying on

21   someone's declaration for the truth of

22   being -- of what is being asserted who

23   compensated them and how much he was paid?

24       A.    Because he specifically says --

25   and I'm taking his word for it because he
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 2   signed it, unless I shouldn't have.  I

 3   take his word for it where he says:  I

 4   have no stake in the outcome of the

 5   proceedings, and I am being compensated --

 6   I am not -- I'm sorry -- nor am I being

 7   compensated for my testimony.  That's the

 8   only part that I care about.

 9       Q.    But he's being paid to write the

10   declaration?

11             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

12       A.    I think it -- my understanding

13   is being paid for his time that he had to

14   take away from other things to prepare

15   this.  He didn't have to.

16   BY MR. MACEDO:

17       Q.    But the other colleague didn't

18   get paid to write their declaration,

19   right?

20       A.    Please let me see the

21   declaration.

22       Q.    You don't know?

23       A.    I don't recall.

24       Q.    You don't recall?

25       A.    No.
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 2       Q.    Did you -- if you were told

 3   hypothetically that Mr. Symons was paid

 4   $20 million to write this declaration,

 5   would that impact your view of the

 6   declaration?

 7       A.    Yes, it would.

 8       Q.    And if you were told that he was

 9   paid nothing to write the declaration,

10   would it impact your view of the

11   declaration?

12       A.    No.

13             MS. NGUYEN:  Counsel, it's been

14       an hour.

15   BY MR. MACEDO:

16       Q.    At what point -- at what point

17   would the amount of money that Mr. Symons

18   received impact your view of the

19   declaration?

20       A.    Something reasonable for taking

21   time to write it.  And I -- that -- like

22   I'm saying, that administrative part is

23   not my business.

24       Q.    And do you know whether -- not

25   your counsel, but your client, Whatfix,
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 2   has any business relationships with the

 3   companies which Mr. Symons is involved?

 4       A.    I have no idea.  I've never met

 5   Whatfix.  I didn't even know about them

 6   before this.  I only dealt with even just

 7   one person from -- from this company, so I

 8   don't know at all.

 9       Q.    Did you ever get the view that

10   it was beyond your abilities as a

11   consultant or expert in this case to talk

12   to anyone from Whatfix?

13       A.    Beyond my abilities?

14       Q.    Yeah, like counsel said, no,

15   you're not allowed to talk to them?

16       A.    No, they never told me that.

17       Q.    I'm sorry?

18             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.

19       A.    They never told me that.

20   BY MR. MACEDO:

21       Q.    Okay.  Did you ever have the

22   impression that you weren't allowed to

23   talk to them?

24             MS. NGUYEN:  Dr. Beigi, I

25       encourage you not to answer with
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 2       respect to any attorney-client

 3       privileges.

 4             MR. MACEDO:  I'm not asking for

 5       a conversation.  I'm asking for his

 6       impression.

 7             MS. NGUYEN:  Counsel, your

 8       question was, were you not allowed to

 9       talk to them, were you ever told.

10             MR. MACEDO:  No, my current

11       question is:  Did you have the

12       impression that you weren't allowed to

13       talk to them?  He already said the

14       conversation did not exist between you

15       and him.

16             THE WITNESS:  I never considered

17       it.

18   BY MR. MACEDO:

19       Q.    Okay.

20       A.    It wasn't part of what I

21   considered at all.

22       Q.    Were you ever under the view

23   that you were restricted from the ability

24   to talk to any of the witnesses whose

25   declarations you were provided?
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 2       A.    Rephrase -- say that again,

 3   please, the question.

 4       Q.    Were you ever under the view

 5   that you were restricted, not allowed,

 6   shouldn't talk to any of the witnesses

 7   whose declarations you were provided?

 8       A.    That is just something I

 9   wouldn't do.  I wouldn't --you know, I

10   just wouldn't do that.  It's because I'm

11   not -- I'm not here to communicate because

12   it would taint my judgment if I did.  It's

13   just -- to me as a professional, it's not

14   proper to communicate with any of these

15   people.

16             MS. NGUYEN:  Counsel --

17   BY MR. MACEDO:

18       Q.    So your view is it would not be

19   proper to talk to the witnesses whose

20   testimony you're relying on to test

21   whether it was accurate?

22       A.    To speak with them?

23       Q.    Yeah.

24       A.    Yeah, I just wouldn't do that.

25   I wouldn't speak with any one of these
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 2   people.

 3       Q.    When you read Exhibit 13 and the

 4   articles attached --

 5       A.    Yes.

 6       Q.    -- was there anything that you

 7   didn't know about the Symons system which

 8   would have been something if you had a

 9   conversation with him you might have

10   asked?

11       A.    Nothing that I needed to know

12   that I would have wanted to ask him.

13       Q.    Well, for example, when you look

14   at the attachment, right, they have an

15   article, you see Page 6, "When Chatbots

16   Meet RPA Bots"?

17       A.    Yes.

18       Q.    Okay.  And in it says:  The goal

19   of the showcase is to automate the process

20   of creating an e-mail signature, right?

21   On Page 7 at the bottom underneath the

22   robot.

23       A.    Yes.

24       Q.    Do you have an understanding of

25   why that was the process that was being
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 2   automated?

 3       A.    What do you mean "why that was

 4   the process being automated"?

 5       Q.    Why was Mr. Symons automating

 6   the process of creating an e-mail

 7   signature?

 8       A.    As it says, at RoboRana, part of

 9   the iBizz cluster within the Cronos Group,

10   we focus on delivering RPA technology to a

11   wide spectrum of clients across different

12   sectors.  The RPA sector has been growing

13   fast, and we are constantly exploring new

14   possibilities.

15       Q.    Well, the particular process

16   that he was automating was basically

17   filling out a Cronos e-mail signature

18   generator form, right?  If you look, you

19   can see on Page 20 the web page where they

20   show that software.

21       A.    Can you ask the question again?

22       Q.    Well, the particular process

23   that they were automating was the Cronos

24   e-mail signature generator, which we can

25   see on Page 20 of what was marked as
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 2   Exhibit 1008 in the IPRs and we've marked

 3   as Beigi Exhibit 13.

 4       A.    That's right, yes.

 5       Q.    Okay.  Have you ever used the

 6   Cronos e-mail signature generator?

 7       A.    No.

 8       Q.    Have you ever spoken to anyone

 9   that has ever used the Cronos e-mail

10   signature generator?

11       A.    No, I watched a video.

12             MS. NGUYEN:  Counsel, it's been

13       over an hour.  Can we take a break?

14             MR. MACEDO:  I'd rather finish

15       my line of questioning, Counsel.

16             MS. NGUYEN:  How much longer?

17             MR. MACEDO:  I don't know.

18       Depends when we're done with the line.

19       We don't need to break every 30,

20       60 minutes.  We can go for an hour and

21       a half unless the witness is tired,

22       Counsel.

23             MS. NGUYEN:  Dr. Beigi, would

24       you like a break?

25             THE WITNESS:  It's been an hour.
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 2   BY MR. MACEDO:

 3       Q.    I'd like to finish this line if

 4   you can handle it.

 5       A.    Okay.

 6       Q.    So do you know whether the

 7   Cronos e-mail signature generator could do

 8   anything other than generate an e-mail

 9   signature in October or November of 2017?

10       A.    It was set out to.  It was

11   configured to, yes.

12       Q.    Configured to what?

13       A.    To be able to do other things.

14       Q.    How do you know that?

15       A.    I'm looking for the English

16   translation.

17       Q.    We'll grab a copy of that for

18   you.

19             MR. MACEDO:  We'll mark as

20       Exhibit 14 what was marked Whatfix

21       Exhibit 1006 in the IPRs which was

22       presented as an English language

23       translation that was prepared by

24       someone not Mr. Symons.

25             (Whereupon, Beigi Exhibit 14,
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 2       English translation Whatfix Exhibit

 3       1006, was marked for identification.)

 4             THE WITNESS:  Thank you.

 5   BY MR. MACEDO:

 6       Q.    This is Beigi Exhibit 14, the

 7   exhibit you were looking for?

 8       A.    Yes.  So if you don't mind

 9   asking the question again, I have

10   everything now so I can respond.

11             MR. MACEDO:  Okay.  Ms. Court

12       reporter, if you could read back the

13       last question, please.

14             (Record read.)

15       A.    Okay.  So I'm referring to two

16   things.  One is in the article that we

17   just looked at, which I just read, but

18   I'll read it again.

19             At RoboRana, part of iBizz

20   cluster within the Cronos Group, we focus

21   on delivering RPA technology to a wide

22   spectrum of clients across different

23   sectors.

24             Then if you look at Page 3 of

25   Exhibit 1006, Whatfix Inc., this is the
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 2   exhibit that you just handed to me which

 3   is exhibit -- your Exhibit 14, if you look

 4   at Page 3 at the bottom on the lower

 5   right, the chatbot says:  Hi, at this

 6   moment you can only use me to create a new

 7   Cronos signature.  The person responds:  I

 8   want a new signature.  And then the

 9   chatbot asks:  What is your name?

10             Given the fact that they worked

11   in different sectors -- across different

12   sectors and were delivering RPA technology

13   and the fact that it says at this moment

14   you can only use me to create a new Cronos

15   signature, it means that any POSITA would

16   have known that in the future, they are

17   setting it out so that you can do other

18   things as well.  So that thing we were

19   talking about, the different condition.

20       Q.    Well, again, you're saying that

21   the Cronos e-mail signature generator

22   could do other things which is where my

23   question began.

24             What you're referring to is the

25   chatbot saying that it is limited for a
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 2   single purpose of generating a signature,

 3   and the article said that it only wanted

 4   to automate the e-mail generator process.

 5             Why do you assume that because

 6   they work with other clients in other

 7   sectors that the e-mail generator software

 8   could do anything other than generate an

 9   e-mail?

10             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

11       A.    Well, I'm looking at the, you

12   know, the RNT, RoboRana chatbot.  So this

13   chatbot is saying at the moment, I can

14   only create a Cronos signature, which is

15   setting it so that this chatbot -- unless

16   I misunderstood your question -- this

17   chatbot should be capable of doing other

18   things if requested in the future.  That's

19   what I meant by setting it out, setting it

20   so that it would be able to.  I'm not

21   saying at the moment.

22   BY MR. MACEDO:

23       Q.    So --

24       A.    Sorry, let me finish please.

25             At the moment what we're looking
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 2   at because that's all is we have is

 3   capable of doing a Cronos signature.  But

 4   the way it's stated at the moment, you can

 5   only use me to create a new Cronos

 6   signature, makes you understand -- any

 7   POSITA understand that they are in the

 8   process of extending this or expanding

 9   this to do other things as well.

10       Q.    So your understanding is that

11   this chatbot contemplated that you could

12   use it to build a car because at the

13   moment, it was only doing Cronos

14   signatures but therefore, it could do

15   anything else in the future, right?

16       A.    No.  Why build a car?  It could

17   be anything that's related.  It could be

18   anything within that realm.  Building a

19   car is a little farfetched.  But it

20   could -- it's setting itself out to do

21   other processes than just creating a

22   signature.

23       Q.    And did it ever do other

24   processes?

25       A.    I don't know.
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 2       Q.    Did you look?

 3       A.    I didn't look.

 4       Q.    Did counsel tell you they

 5   looked?

 6       A.    No, they didn't tell me.

 7       Q.    Well, they spoke to Mr. Symons.

 8   Did they ask him?

 9       A.    You're asking --

10             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.

11   BY MR. MACEDO:

12       Q.    Yeah.  Do you know if --

13             MS. NGUYEN:  Dr. Beigi, again,

14       any communications between yourself

15       and us are strictly privileged.

16   BY MR. MACEDO:

17       Q.    Okay.  So --

18       A.    You're asking me what they did.

19       Q.    -- I'm asking you:  Do you know

20   if anyone ever asked Mr. Symons, who was

21   paid to prepare this declaration, whether

22   the chatbot that was being shown actually

23   implemented any other process besides

24   generating an e-mail signature?

25       A.    I don't know.
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 2       Q.    Do you know whether the

 3   e-mail -- the Cronos e-mail generator was

 4   ever deployed so someone other than the

 5   chatbot in this demonstration, in this

 6   showcase could use it?

 7       A.    I don't know.

 8       Q.    What is "a showcase" to someone

 9   of skill in the art in 2017?

10       A.    A showcase is a demonstration.

11       Q.    And does the demonstration mean

12   the software is actually built, or could

13   it just show what the software is intended

14   to do?

15       A.    It usually means that you've

16   built a system and you're showing its

17   capabilities.  That's what we usually -- a

18   showcase is you're showcasing the

19   capabilities of the software.

20             So making conjectures on you can

21   go to the moon, you know, stuff like that

22   is not -- it's -- it's a showcase,

23   showcasing the capabilities of the

24   software.

25       Q.    So have you ever heard of a
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 2   showcase in the 2017 period which would

 3   demonstrate a conversation that may have

 4   not been actually programmed using natural

 5   language processing?

 6       A.    A showcase?

 7       Q.    Yes.

 8       A.    No.

 9       Q.    Never?

10       A.    No, I haven't.

11       Q.    How many start-ups have you

12   dealt with?

13       A.    Many as clients.

14       Q.    And have you ever seen a

15   start-up give a showcase which showed the

16   conceptualization of a process that did

17   not actually implement the process?

18       A.    I think you used the right word

19   this time.  They usually call it a

20   concept.

21       Q.    Right.

22       A.    Not a showcase.  A showcase

23   usually means you're actually showing the

24   capabilities to me.  It means that you're

25   showing capabilities.
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 2             Usually if you have some very

 3   futuristic thing that's a concept car, for

 4   example, that's a concept.  And I think

 5   this time you used the right wording.

 6       Q.    So in the conversation that

 7   you're referring to, the user, who we are

 8   led to believe is Vincent De Bie, right.

 9   In the chat, you can see on Page 5, it

10   says:  What is your name and it says

11   Vincent De Bie, right?

12       A.    Yes.

13       Q.    And you know Vincent De Bie

14   worked for Arinti which did the chatbot,

15   right?

16       A.    Yes.

17       Q.    And so when Vincent types hello,

18   the bot responds:  Hi, at this moment you

19   can only use me to create a Cronos

20   signature, albeit this is in Danish, not

21   in English, right?

22       A.    Yes.

23       Q.    Then --

24       A.    I'm sorry.  Is it Danish or is

25   it Dutch?  I wasn't sure.
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 2       Q.    My expert tells me Dutch.

 3       A.    I thought it was Dutch, yes.

 4       Q.    I apologize.  Yes, in Dutch.

 5             Then Vincent types I want a

 6   signature.  Now, in response to that, it

 7   says what is your name, the bot, right?

 8       A.    Yes.

 9       Q.    If he said I want to generate an

10   invoice, what would have been the response

11   from the bot?

12       A.    Well, I would have expected from

13   a chatbot to go back and say I can't do

14   invoices.  I can only do -- go back to

15   that back node again, that I cannot do

16   anything but signatures at this point.

17       Q.    If it was programmed using

18   natural language processing?

19       A.    Yes.

20       Q.    If it was just scripted out to

21   ask the same question irrespective of what

22   the next answer was, you would have

23   expected it to just say what is your name,

24   right?

25       A.    I'm sorry.  Let me go back
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 2   because you said if it were programmed

 3   using natural language processing.  I just

 4   want to make sure that I -- I respond

 5   correctly.

 6             Can you clarify programmed using

 7   natural language processing versus it was

 8   in conversation in language?  Because

 9   that's what I remember you asked and then

10   I quickly said --

11       Q.    So I could generate the

12   conversation, all the questions here,

13   where no matter what you say in the first

14   instance, the bot responds, hi, at this

15   moment, you can only use to me create a

16   Cronos signature.  And then no matter what

17   you say next, it says what is your name.

18   And then no matter what you say next, it

19   says what is your role.  And then no

20   matter what you say next, it says what is

21   your e-mail address.  And then no matter

22   what you say, it says what is your cell

23   phone number and so on, going down in this

24   conversation.

25             So it doesn't really matter what
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 2   the -- the text that is typed in, it will

 3   ask the next question in the order given

 4   irrespectively.  That's one way this could

 5   have been implemented, right?

 6             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

 7       A.    Well, I wouldn't characterize it

 8   as that because it does make a decision.

 9   And it -- when it actually reflects, it

10   asks, is the following information

11   correct, and then produces the information

12   that the person has provided.

13             And my understanding is that

14   they say no in the next screen, and then

15   they go back and what is your cell phone

16   number --

17       Q.    Why is it asking --

18       A.    -- and permission --

19       Q.    Why is it asking what is your

20   cell phone number instead of what is your

21   name?

22       A.    No, it's not.  This is from the

23   previous screen.  It's just scrolling.

24             So if we look at the previous

25   screen, it's just, like, scrolling one by
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 2   one.  So no is pressed.  Then it shows no.

 3   You see that?  The user says no, and then

 4   it says what would you like to change.

 5   And then they would say the cell phone --

 6   cell number.  And then it would go back

 7   and change the cell phone number.

 8       Q.    So let's go back to my question.

 9       A.    Yes.

10       Q.    My question was not what happens

11   when it asked would you like to change

12   your information.  But I'm starting where

13   the conversation begins.

14             Is there any reason to believe

15   that this showcase didn't merely have a

16   script that said in response to whatever

17   the first thing that was typed, you type,

18   hi, at this moment you can only use me to

19   create a new signature.  In response to

20   whatever was typed next, to say what is

21   your name.  In response to whatever was

22   typed next, you say, hi, at this moment

23   you can only use me to create a new --

24             MR. MACEDO:  I'm sorry.  Strike

25       that.
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 2   BY MR. MACEDO:

 3       Q.    After it says what is your name

 4   in response to whatever the response is,

 5   it says what is your role.  And then in

 6   response to whatever came next, what is

 7   your e-mail address.  And then whatever

 8   came next, what is your cell phone number.

 9             Is there any reason why those

10   questions had to get a legitimate answer

11   to the previous question or any specific

12   question to cause the chatbot to ask those

13   questions?

14             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

15       A.    I think being a chatbot where we

16   defined what a chatbot was and everybody

17   would have known what a chatbot was at

18   this time due to references that I've also

19   presented, which is basically its work is

20   to do natural language processing.

21             MS. NGUYEN:  Counsel -- sorry.

22             THE WITNESS:  I'm sorry.

23             MS. NGUYEN:  Please.

24       A.    And -- and they are saying the

25   chatbot collects all the information.
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 2   BY MR. MACEDO:

 3       Q.    But it doesn't say it uses

 4   natural language processing to do this

 5   demo?

 6       A.    It is using the phrase

 7   "chatbot."  It is using the definition of

 8   a chatbot, where a chatbot is something

 9   that communicates with you in natural

10   language.

11       Q.    That you communicate in natural

12   language doesn't mean you use natural

13   language processing.  You can write out a

14   script as I described that does not

15   require any specific answer to ask you the

16   next question because at the end, it has

17   you verify whether the information is

18   correct?

19             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

20   BY MR. MACEDO:

21       Q.    Correct?

22       A.    (Witness reviewing document.)

23       Q.    Can you tell us what you're

24   looking at?

25       A.    I'm looking at Exhibit 4.

0141

 1           HOMAYOON BEIGI, PhD

 2       Q.    And is there a particular

 3   portion you're looking for?

 4       A.    I'm looking at the Symons art.

 5       Q.    Okay.  Have you found anything

 6   to help you?

 7       A.    I am not really looking for

 8   help, but I'm trying to figure out if I

 9   can show anything from here.

10             The Symons chatbot, as it

11   specifically says, is a chatbot and as

12   Melendez, for example, talks about as a

13   few of the references that I presented

14   talk about a chatbot is -- and as, of

15   course, the patent itself of '664 defines

16   it.

17             These are natural language

18   processing software machinery.  And any

19   POSITA would know that if you're asking a

20   question and this is a chatbot, and you're

21   responding, you would like to check to

22   make sure that is a valid answer that's

23   being done.

24             So that's not really -- you

25   know, this is something that would be
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 2   obvious to a POSITA that you would have

 3   to -- it's a chatbot, and you're talking.

 4   Now, do I know -- did I look at the code

 5   underneath?  I haven't looked at the code.

 6   And I don't think you have either, but I

 7   would have expected -- a POSITA would have

 8   expected that they are checking what the

 9   response is.

10       Q.    But he was on the job for two

11   weeks, just graduated with a bachelor's

12   degree, has no evidence of doing anything

13   else, and under your definition of POSITA

14   does not seem likely to have been a

15   POSITA, right, Mr. Symons?

16             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

17       A.    He was presenting their

18   showcase, their company's showcase.

19   Doesn't necessarily mean that this is

20   specifically his work.  He's showcasing

21   it.  I don't know how many other people

22   may have been working on this, how many

23   other -- this is one of their products

24   that he's presenting.

25
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 2   BY MR. MACEDO:

 3       Q.    But from your understanding, if

 4   he had only been on the job for two weeks

 5   and only had a bachelor's degree and had

 6   no other experience, he wasn't a POSITA,

 7   right?

 8             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

 9   BY MR. MACEDO:

10       Q.    Mr. Symons?

11       A.    I've already answered that part,

12   went through good detail.

13       Q.    And the answer is, yes, he

14   wouldn't be under those circumstances a

15   POSITA?

16       A.    If he didn't have any experience

17   prior to that and he had just a bachelor's

18   in computer science, within his

19   bachelor's -- term of his bachelor's, he

20   could have worked on RPAs.  He was hired.

21   I don't know how he was hired, but he was

22   hired to work on this.  And he's

23   presenting the -- showcasing the company's

24   software, not his software, the company's

25   software.
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 2             So I am not sure if -- what I'm

 3   saying is that a POSITA looking at this.

 4   Here's a chatbot, asking questions.  It's

 5   not a form.  Like you had said before,

 6   it's not a form.  It's a chatbot.  It's

 7   asking questions and getting a response

 8   and working on it.

 9       Q.    And Mr. Symons didn't do the

10   chatbot.  Some other company Arinti did

11   it.  And so, again, Mr. Symons writing

12   that it's a chatbot was by someone who had

13   been on the job for two weeks, graduated

14   with a specific type of computer science

15   degree earlier that year, and has not

16   evidenced any work experience either in

17   chatbots or work prior to his October 2017

18   start date?

19       A.    Informatics --

20             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

21       A.    Informatics is not some other

22   kind of computer science.  It's well

23   related to this.

24             MS. NGUYEN:  Counsel, it's been

25       well over an hour.  It's time to take
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 2       a break.

 3             MR. MACEDO:  Counsel, if the

 4       witness wants a break, he can ask for

 5       a break.  I want to finish my line of

 6       question.  The more you interrupt, the

 7       longer this will be.

 8             MS. NGUYEN:  How much longer?

 9             MR. MACEDO:  I don't know

10       because I haven't finished the line of

11       question.  If I finish the line of

12       question, I finish it.  If you need to

13       take a break because the witness is

14       tired, you can ask me.  I'm always

15       happy to do that.  I'd rather keep

16       going if the witness can handle it.

17             Can you handle us keep going,

18       Dr. Beigi?

19             THE WITNESS:  Go ahead.

20             MR. MACEDO:  So please stop

21       interrupting us, Counsel.  Let the

22       witness ask if they want a break.

23   BY MR. MACEDO:

24       Q.    So if hypothetically you've been

25   on the job two weeks, got straight out of
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 2   college, needed to showcase a chatbot that

 3   was being done by a different company when

 4   you're being hired to write RPAs, wouldn't

 5   you do the simplest thing possible since

 6   all you need to do is gather information?

 7             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

 8       A.    That was all hypothesis.

 9   BY MR. MACEDO:

10       Q.    That's your job as an expert is

11   to answer hypotheses.  That's my

12   hypotheses.

13       A.    There were so many different

14   conditions.

15       Q.    That's the conditions I want you

16   to answer.  We can read it back if you

17   want.

18       A.    Please.

19             MR. MACEDO:  Please, Ms. Court

20       Reporter.

21             (Record read.)

22   BY MR. MACEDO:

23       Q.    I'll start over.

24             So the hypothetical is you and

25   Mr. Symons --
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 2       A.    Yes.

 3       Q.    -- graduated college earlier in

 4   the year, you were hired the beginning of

 5   October, and you had to prepare a video

 6   showing a showcase of a chatbot gathering

 7   information and putting it into the

 8   e-mail -- the Cronos e-mail generator.

 9   And you were hired to do RPAs, and you had

10   to go to a different company Arinti to get

11   you the chatbot.

12             Wouldn't you want to do the

13   simplest chatbot possible to demonstrate

14   that the data could be collected?

15             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

16       A.    I want to read to you from his

17   declaration.

18   BY MR. MACEDO:

19       Q.    I want you to answer the

20   question I asked.

21       A.    I am, if you don't mind.

22       Q.    I do mind.  I want you to answer

23   my hypothetical and based upon my

24   hypothetical, would you do what I said?

25       A.    His job responsibility included
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 2   communicating with customers and building

 3   automations.  So he is presenting

 4   something.  He's presenting a showcase

 5   which is communication.  It doesn't

 6   necessarily mean that he has to,

 7   specifically himself, has to have

 8   implemented this.  He is showcasing it.

 9       Q.    And so he may not know what that

10   article's definition of a chatbot is.  He

11   may just be using whatever his vernacular

12   definition was because he was not a

13   POSITA?

14             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

15       A.    I would not expect that.  If he

16   was employed by the company, and the

17   company -- and then -- and if he's

18   writing -- he's showcasing this, then I

19   would expect that he would know what a

20   chatbot is, and he's actually showcasing a

21   chatbot.  So even if you are new to the

22   job and you're showcasing this very

23   specific thing, which possibly others

24   wrote, that you'd still be able to explain

25   what it is because that is the job you're
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 2   undertaking at that point.

 3   BY MR. MACEDO:

 4       Q.    So someone who was hired two

 5   weeks earlier to do RPA processing would

 6   be expected to know about the article

 7   definition of chatbots that you referred

 8   to that a POSITA would know, potentially

 9   but not a not POSITA, because he was

10   working with a sister company who

11   implemented something which he was not

12   hired for?  That's your testimony, right?

13             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

14       A.    No, I'm saying his work was in

15   robotic process automation.  He's -- he's

16   studied informatics.  So these are all

17   very related to what he was showcasing,

18   and he's showcasing that.

19             So I am not saying what his

20   qualifications were as a POSITA.  I'm

21   saying that he was showcasing this

22   process.  And he would be able to showcase

23   the process if he studied informatics and

24   he worked on providing process automation

25   because he's showcasing it.

0150

 1           HOMAYOON BEIGI, PhD

 2   BY MR. MACEDO:

 3       Q.    So your understanding is the

 4   article called "When Chatbots Meet RPA

 5   Bots," right?

 6       A.    Yes.

 7       Q.    And the premise of this article

 8   is three things exist out there, RPAs,

 9   chatbots, and artificial intelligence,

10   right?

11       A.    Yes.

12       Q.    And they thought it was

13   insightful that you can combine the three

14   and that before that, they didn't think

15   people were combining those three things,

16   right?

17       A.    Not necessarily.  We have shown

18   that other people have talked about this

19   combination before this date.

20       Q.    I didn't say what other people

21   said.  I said what this article is saying.

22       A.    They are presenting, yes, a

23   scenario that combines the two.

24       Q.    But this article is presenting

25   that they are being innovative by having
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 2   chatbots meet RPA bots and that in the

 3   future, it would also be AI, right?

 4       A.    They are showcasing it.

 5       Q.    But that's what they think is

 6   innovative, right?  They think that

 7   they're being innovative because they're

 8   combining chatbots with RPAs and thinking

 9   in the future they will also combine it

10   with AI, right?  That's their premise,

11   their theory?

12       A.    They are showcasing it.  Doesn't

13   necessarily mean that it did not exist

14   before that.  This is something that

15   they're showcasing.  This is showing a

16   combination of these.

17       Q.    Okay.  So I want to be clear.

18   I'm not talking about whether other people

19   have different views.  I'm talking about

20   the article that's entitled "When chatbot

21   Meet RPA Bots."

22             Is it fair to say that the

23   premise of the article written by

24   Mr. Symons is that he thinks that it was

25   innovative to combine RPAs, robot process

0152

 1           HOMAYOON BEIGI, PhD

 2   automation, with chatbots as something new

 3   and innovative from his perspective?

 4   Forget about whether he's right or not.

 5   Is that the premise of his article?

 6       A.    I think the fact that he's

 7   showcasing it means that he thinks it's

 8   something of interest.

 9       Q.    Right.  And he thinks he's being

10   innovative by doing that?

11       A.    He is saying that it is

12   something of interest.  It's show -- it's

13   showcasing it.

14             Can you point me to a specific

15   place where he says we invented this and

16   we are now doing this?

17       Q.    I'm asking you whether your

18   reading, as a person of ordinary skill in

19   the art, as a person of extraordinary

20   skill in the art, would be that Mr. Symons

21   was of the opinion by publishing this

22   article on October 19, 2017, that he

23   thought he was being innovative by

24   combining chatbot to RPA bots.  And if you

25   don't know, that's fine.  I'm asking you
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 2   whether you believe that that's what

 3   Mr. Symons was positing.

 4       A.    No.  So it specifically says in

 5   the first line:  The technology landscape

 6   has been evolving rapidly in the last

 7   years.  New technologies have been

 8   emerging.

 9             So I can't tell that he's

10   saying, oh, right now we just came up with

11   this new thing.

12             All the technologies have been

13   maturing, and new concepts have been

14   discovered.  Some of the newer

15   technologies have promising future such as

16   robotic process automation, chatbots, and

17   artificial intelligence.

18             So he is showcasing a case where

19   these two have been combined.

20       Q.    And go to the paragraph at the

21   bottom of the page and read that out loud,

22   going onto the next page.

23       A.    We decided to join forces with

24   Arinti, specialized in chatbot and AI

25   technologies within the Cronos Group to
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 2   explore the possibilities to combine RPA

 3   bots and chatbots.  Both technologies --

 4       Q.    With chatbots --

 5       A.    I am sorry.

 6       Q.    To combine RPA bots with

 7   chatbots.

 8       A.    -- with chatbots.  Both

 9   technologies have their specific

10   advantages and combining them to automate

11   processes can tremendously -- tremendously

12   boost productivity in multiple

13   organizations.

14             So reading this as an expert, I

15   would say he's characterizing it correctly

16   by saying that there are chatbots.  We

17   understand what they are.  There are RPAs.

18   We understand what they are.  And both

19   technologies have their specific

20   advantages.  Combining them to automate

21   the process can tremendously boost

22   productivity.

23       Q.    Right.

24       A.    So from my understanding when I

25   read this is I believe that he understands
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 2   what a chatbot is.  He understands what an

 3   RPA is.  And now he's saying that this is

 4   a combination of the two that has an

 5   advantage.

 6       Q.    And he thinks that it's

 7   something cool, new, different, worthy of

 8   publishing on his second week on the job,

 9   that they made this combination which he

10   didn't identify as existing prior to him?

11       A.    I'm not in his brain to know

12   that.  His management could have told him

13   to do that.  Is he -- I don't know what

14   went on in his mind when he decided to

15   write this article.

16       Q.    And you never bothered to try

17   and ask him even though you knew your

18   counsel had been paying him?

19       A.    No, I don't think -- from what I

20   read, they understand what a chatbot is

21   because they are explaining and using it

22   properly, so.

23       Q.    Okay.  Have you ever used the

24   Arinti chatbot?

25       A.    No, I haven't.
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 2       Q.    Have you ever heard of it before

 3   you started working on this case?

 4       A.    I hadn't.

 5       Q.    Do you know if it works?

 6       A.    I don't know.

 7             MR. MACEDO:  Okay.  Why don't we

 8       take a lunch break.

 9             I will remind you that you're

10       under oath; and under the PTAB trial

11       practice guidelines, it would be

12       improper for to you discuss your

13       testimony with anyone including

14       counsel.

15             THE WITNESS:  I understand.

16             MR. MACEDO:  So during lunch,

17       you can talk about the weather or

18       anything else, but please don't talk

19       about your testimony with counsel or

20       anyone else.

21             THE WITNESS:  I understand.

22             MR. MACEDO:  And we'll see you

23       in an hour.

24             THE WITNESS:  Thank you.

25             MR. MACEDO:  You can go off.
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 2         THE VIDEOGRAPHER:  We are going

 3   off the record.  The time is 12:39

 4   p.m.

 5         (Whereupon a lunch recess was

 6   taken at 12:39 p.m.)

 7           *       *       *
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 2     A F T E R N O O N    S E S S I O N

 3        (Time noted:  1:44 p.m.)

 4

 5                    *       *       *

 6

 7         (Whereupon, Beigi Exhibit 15,

 8   Decision granting institution of inter

 9   partes review in Patent 10,819,664,

10   was marked for identification.)

11         (Whereupon, Beigi Exhibit 16,

12   Decision denying institution of inter

13   partes review in Patent 10,819,664,

14   was marked for identification.)

15         (Whereupon, Beigi Exhibit 17,

16   Decision granting institution of inter

17   partes review in Patent 11,258,732,

18   was marked for identification.)

19         (Whereupon, Beigi Exhibit 18,

20   Decision granting institution of inter

21   partes review in Patent 11,558,317,

22   was marked for identification.)

23         THE VIDEOGRAPHER:  We are now

24   back on the record.  The time is

25   1:49 p.m.
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 2   BY MR. MACEDO:

 3       Q.    Welcome back, Dr. Beigi.

 4       A.    Thank you.

 5       Q.    Any reason why you can't testify

 6   now to the best of your abilities?

 7       A.    No.

 8       Q.    Okay.  And I remind you you're

 9   still under oath.

10       A.    Yes.

11       Q.    Okay.  Okay.  So during the

12   break, we marked as Exhibits 15, 16, 17,

13   18 the various decisions on the four IPRs.

14   And I'm just going to identify, have you

15   look at them, and confirm whether you

16   recognize them, okay?

17             We'll start with Exhibit 15,

18   which is the decision granting institution

19   of inter partes review in IPR 2023-01368

20   for US Patent No. 10,819,664.

21             Do you see that exhibit?

22       A.    Yes.

23       Q.    And do you recognize that

24   exhibit?

25       A.    Yes.

0160

 1           HOMAYOON BEIGI, PhD

 2       Q.    And your understanding is that

 3   Exhibit 15 is the decision by PTAB to

 4   institute the inter partes review for the

 5   '664 patent, correct?

 6       A.    Yes, based on the -- just the

 7   decision.

 8       Q.    The title?

 9       A.    The title, yeah.

10       Q.    Okay.  That's okay.  We'll go

11   into it in more detail later.  I want to

12   get it on the record.

13       A.    Yes.

14       Q.    That's fine.  So if you now look

15   at Exhibit 16, that is the decision

16   denying institution of inter partes review

17   in IPR number 2023-01443 for US Patent No.

18   10,819,664.

19             Do you see that?

20       A.    Yes.

21       Q.    And do you recognize Exhibit 16?

22       A.    Yes.

23       Q.    And this is for the IPR that you

24   referred to as an afterthought earlier,

25   right?
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 2       A.    Yes.

 3       Q.    And your understanding is that

 4   the afterthought IPR referenced by

 5   Exhibit 16 was not instituted, correct?

 6       A.    Based on what it says, yes

 7   and --

 8       Q.    And you knew that even before

 9   you looked at the exhibit?

10       A.    Yes.

11       Q.    Right.  Okay.

12             And now if we look at

13   Exhibit 17, that is the decision granting

14   institution of inter partes review for IPR

15   2023-01379 for US Patent 11,258,732 B2,

16   right?

17       A.    Yes.

18       Q.    And that decision, you've seen

19   before?

20       A.    Yes.

21       Q.    And you recognize it?

22       A.    Yes.

23       Q.    And that was the decision to

24   institute a review of the '732 patent,

25   right?
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 2       A.    Yes.

 3       Q.    Okay.  And then we have as

 4   Exhibit 18 the decision granting

 5   institution of inter partes review for IPR

 6   2024-00065 for US Patent 11,558,317 B2,

 7   right?

 8       A.    Yes.

 9       Q.    And you recognize that?

10       A.    Yes.

11       Q.    And do you recognize that

12   Exhibit 18 instituted inter partes review

13   for the '317 patent?

14       A.    Yes.

15       Q.    Okay.  So what I want to do is I

16   want to look at the decision to institute,

17   the expert report that goes with the

18   decision to institute, and the patent

19   that's associated with it.

20       A.    Yes.

21       Q.    Okay.  And I'm going to start

22   with the Exhibit 15 and the '664 patent

23   that was instituted, that IPR.  So you

24   should have Exhibit 8 which is the '664

25   patent, Exhibit 4 which is your
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 2   declaration in support of the IPR 1368.

 3       A.    Yes.

 4       Q.    And you should have the

 5   institution decision which we marked as

 6   15.

 7       A.    Yes.

 8       Q.    Okay.  So the first thing I want

 9   to do is I want you to turn to in

10   Exhibit 4 to your discussion of the '664

11   patent which is on Page 12.  Actually

12   starting on Page 11.

13       A.    Are you referring to the

14   document page or the one that is at the

15   bottom when you talk about these numbers?

16       Q.    I'm referring to your page.

17       A.    Okay.  Thank you.

18       Q.    Not -- it's Page 15 of Whatfix

19   Exhibit 1003, but Page 11 of your report.

20       A.    I understand.

21       Q.    Okay?

22       A.    Yes.

23       Q.    And you see under Section 5, it

24   says summary of the 665 patent -- I'm

25   sorry -- the '664 patent?
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 2       A.    Yes.

 3       Q.    Okay.  And then you have Section

 4   A, which is the filing date and the

 5   priority dates, right?  I'm just looking

 6   at Paragraph 22.  Bottom of the page.

 7       A.    I heard 8.  I'm sorry.

 8       Q.    A.

 9       A.    Yeah.

10       Q.    We're looking at section A,

11   filing date and priority date, Paragraph

12   22.

13       A.    Yes.

14       Q.    You provide the priority dates,

15   and your assumption for purposes of your

16   expert report is that the relevant date is

17   November 5, 2017?

18       A.    Yes.

19       Q.    Okay.  So now if we go to the

20   next page, you have specification, and

21   that is on Page 12 of your report, Page 16

22   of Exhibit 1003.  And, again, we're

23   looking at Beigi 2; is that right?  Sorry,

24   Beigi 4.

25       A.    Yes.
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 2       Q.    Okay.  And you describe the

 3   entire '664 patent in Paragraphs 23 and 24

 4   with the replication of paragraph -- of

 5   Figure 2A, correct?

 6             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

 7       A.    Summary --

 8   BY MR. MACEDO:

 9       Q.    That's the entire description

10   you have of the patent, right?

11       A.    Yes, summarizing it, yes.

12       Q.    Right.  And you've found that

13   everything that was important for you to

14   determine the validity of the patent, you

15   could summarize in two paragraphs and one

16   figure, correct?

17             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

18       A.    It's the summary of the

19   specifications.  Basically it's a summary,

20   but, of course, not entirely because you

21   have a whole document.  It's a summary,

22   yes.

23   BY MR. MACEDO:

24       Q.    But you could summarize what you

25   thought was important from the '664 patent
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 2   in two paragraphs and the replication of

 3   one figure, correct?

 4       A.    Yes.

 5       Q.    And was there anything else

 6   which you left out of that summary, which,

 7   sitting here today, you think is also

 8   important with respect to the '664 patent

 9   that maybe should be included in the

10   summary?

11       A.    (Witness reviewing document.)  I

12   think it's a summary.  I think it's a

13   summary.

14       Q.    Did you type out or dictate the

15   content of what was included in Paragraphs

16   23 and 24 of Exhibit 4 of your

17   declaration?

18       A.    We went back and forth with the

19   counsel.  So I made observations, took

20   notes, and we went back and forth.  But

21   finally, this is what -- this is what I

22   state, yes.

23       Q.    So I appreciate the general

24   process.  I'm talking about these two

25   paragraphs.
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 2             Are these two paragraphs your

 3   original analysis of how to summarize the

 4   specification, did counsel do it, or was

 5   it a collaborative effort?

 6       A.    It's collaborative.

 7             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

 8       A.    It's not verbatim.

 9   BY MR. MACEDO:

10       Q.    I'm sorry?

11       A.    It's not verbatim, but it's

12   collaborative.

13       Q.    Was -- did you ever ask to put

14   an additional description of the '664

15   patent which did not make it into the

16   final draft?

17       A.    No.

18       Q.    Did you ask to remove any of the

19   description that was presented that did

20   not make it into the final draft?

21       A.    Let me go back.  I think I

22   misunderstood.  I thought you said were

23   you asked.  Can you rephrase?

24       Q.    Let's rephrase it.

25             In paragraphs 23 and 24 you have
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 2   the summary of the specification of the

 3   '664 patent in Exhibit 4, right?

 4       A.    Yes.

 5       Q.    And that as a whole was a

 6   collaborative process between you and

 7   counsel, correct?

 8       A.    Yes.

 9       Q.    I want to know with respect to

10   Paragraphs 23 and 24 in particular.  Was

11   there any sentences, words, quotes,

12   figures, which you proposed putting in to

13   the description of the '664 patent which

14   didn't make it into the final draft?

15       A.    I can't remember if that would

16   have been the case.  It doesn't -- nothing

17   sticks out that I could point to and say,

18   oh, this was something that --

19       Q.    And was there any portion of

20   Paragraphs 23 and 24 which counsel put in,

21   and you said, no, that doesn't belong in

22   there?

23             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection to the

24       extent that it includes any

25       communications.
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 2         Dr. Beigi, I instruct you not to

 3   answer.

 4         (Whereupon, a request for

 5   Instruction not to answer was made.)

 6         MR. MACEDO:  I'm sorry.  Are you

 7   instructing him not to answer my

 8   question?

 9         MS. NGUYEN:  Anything that

10   includes privileged communications

11   between himself and counsel.

12         MR. MACEDO:  You're taking the

13   position that how he drafted this

14   declaration is privileged and you're

15   not allowing him to answer?  Is that

16   what you're saying, Counsel?

17         MS. NGUYEN:  That's definitely a

18   mischaracterization of what I just

19   said.

20         MR. MACEDO:  Okay.  So then I

21   don't understand your objection.

22         MS. NGUYEN:  Your question is,

23   was there any portion of Paragraphs of

24   23 or 24 which counsel put in, and you

25   asked -- and you said that does not
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 2   belong in there.  When -- the phrase

 3   "you said no" is a communication.

 4         MR. MACEDO:  Exactly.  And

 5   you're saying that if he said to you

 6   take that sentence out, that is

 7   privileged?

 8         MS. NGUYEN:  Yes, it's a

 9   communication between --

10         MR. MACEDO:  Even though he

11   submitted an expert report saying this

12   is his testimony, that's your position

13   for the board?  When we mark this, I

14   just want to get this clear.

15         MS. NGUYEN:  Yes, it is a

16   communication.

17         MR. MACEDO:  Okay.  But it isn't

18   privileged once you submit his

19   declaration.

20         MS. NGUYEN:  Well, your question

21   was not about when he submitted his

22   declaration.

23         MR. MACEDO:  Yes, it's about

24   drafting the declaration which he

25   submitted.
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 2             MS. NGUYEN:  That is part of the

 3       process of drafting.  That is not

 4       about the submission of the

 5       declaration.

 6             MR. MACEDO:  It goes to his

 7       opinion and how it was formed and the

 8       materials considered, and we are

 9       allowed to ask him about the materials

10       considered in generating his expert

11       report.

12             MS. NGUYEN:  This isn't a

13       question about materials considered.

14       This is a question about whether --

15             MR. MACEDO:  It is exactly the

16       materials considered.

17             MS. NGUYEN:  -- what he said to

18       counsel.

19             MR. MACEDO:  No, Counsel.  It is

20       exactly materials considered.

21             MS. NGUYEN:  No.  And if you

22       would like to take it to the board, we

23       can.

24   BY MR. MACEDO:

25       Q.    So did you consider any

0172

 1           HOMAYOON BEIGI, PhD

 2   description of the '664 patent that

 3   includes words not in Paragraphs 23 and 24

 4   in formulating the declaration which was

 5   submitted as Exhibit 4?

 6       A.    When I signed off on this, I

 7   accepted what is in this document as what

 8   I am saying as my declaration, which means

 9   if there were something that I would want

10   in there and the counsel would have put it

11   in, I would not sign it.

12       Q.    And was there anything which you

13   had removed from the drafts of the

14   declaration which you did not approve of?

15       A.    I don't remember.  We did a lot

16   of editing back and forth.  I don't

17   remember whether I removed something,

18   reworded it, added something.  I don't

19   remember that far back because this is, as

20   we've established, in the summer of last

21   year.

22       Q.    Well, you spent at least 10 or

23   20 hours working on this report, right?

24       A.    Yes.

25       Q.    And in that 10 or 20 hours, how
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 2   much time do you think you spent

 3   considering what the summary of the

 4   specification of the '664 patent was?

 5       A.    I can't recall how much of it

 6   was that.

 7             In deciding what the summary is,

 8   a lot of the work went into reading the

 9   patent and understanding the patent and

10   the documents and then drafting.  So I

11   can't tell you what the breakup is.

12             You're asking me how -- what

13   part of that time that I spent went into

14   these two paragraphs, I cannot tell you

15   that.

16       Q.    Well, so why don't we look for a

17   second at Exhibit 6 for the '732 patent

18   and your corresponding section describing

19   the '732 patent which is located on

20   Page 15 and 16 using your pagination

21   and --

22       A.    Please wait until I get the

23   exhibit.  Exhibit --

24       Q.    Sure, it's going to be one of

25   the black binders.
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 2       A.    Oh, Exhibit 6 is one of these,

 3   yes.  This one?

 4       Q.    Forgive me.

 5       A.    This is the '317.

 6       Q.    Okay.  So it's the other black

 7   binder.

 8       A.    This one?

 9       Q.    Yes.

10       A.    Okay.  Exhibit 6.  So what's the

11   question?

12       Q.    So in Exhibit 6 if you turn to

13   Page 15, and you're describing in

14   Paragraphs 23 and 24 what you consider a

15   summary of the '732 patent and you show

16   the same Figure 2A, right?  If you go to

17   Page 17, you'll see Figure 2A.

18       A.    Yes.

19       Q.    And the description, if you

20   compare, it is very similar except that it

21   uses '732 with the citations to the '732

22   patent instead of the 63 -- '664 and the

23   citations to the '664 patent, right?

24       A.    And so are the patents based on.

25       Q.    That wasn't my question.
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 2       A.    Well, that's why, I'm saying,

 3   that's the specifications are --

 4       Q.    Well, the specifications are the

 5   same.  But the inventions are different,

 6   right?

 7       A.    I don't believe so.

 8       Q.    Really?

 9       A.    Yes.

10       Q.    Okay.  So I want you to look at

11   the '732 patent, and I want you to look at

12   claim 1.  We marked this as Exhibit 9.

13       A.    Which claim?

14       Q.    Claim 1 in Column 22 of the

15   Exhibit 9 for the '732 patent.  Tell me

16   when you're there.

17       A.    I am.

18       Q.    Okay.  You see that after the

19   preamble, there are three separate

20   subparagraphs, one starting defining, the

21   second one going associating, and the

22   third one going publishing, right?

23       A.    Yes.

24       Q.    Okay.  Now, if you look at your

25   report for that patent, you have a picture
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 2   Figure 2A, right?  It's on page 17 of your

 3   report.

 4       A.    Yes, I'm comparing it to the

 5   patent.

 6       Q.    Yes.  And do you see the steps

 7   of defining a conversation in Figure 2A?

 8       A.    It encompasses it because it

 9   says select the conversation of the

10   chatbot and then implement the

11   conversation and then follow the

12   conversation flow.  So there must have

13   been -- you must have defined something if

14   you're following it, so it's implicit.

15       Q.    But it's not a step that's

16   disclosed in Figure 2A.  It happens before

17   2A ever occurred?

18       A.    I understand.  What I'm saying

19   is --

20       Q.    Well, that's my question --

21       A.    A method for defining --

22       Q.    No.  My question is:  Do you see

23   a description of the step defining a

24   conversation as set forth in the '732

25   patent claim 1 being identified anywhere
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 2   in Figure 2A?  Not what is inherent, not

 3   what must have been, but where it says

 4   define a conversation?

 5             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

 6       A.    Short of putting everything

 7   that's in that patent and just filling the

 8   whole thing for specifications, you have

 9   to be selective.

10   BY MR. MACEDO:

11       Q.    Okay.

12       A.    And this is a figure right out

13   of the patent '732.  And it implicitly

14   cannot put the whole, you know, all of --

15   all of that document in there because then

16   it's not a summary of the specifications

17   basically.

18       Q.    Okay.  Dr. Beigi --

19       A.    Yes.

20       Q.    -- they will have time to ask

21   you any question they want.  I want you

22   just to answer mine.

23             I don't believe that Figure 2A

24   has any step that says define a

25   conversation.  And to help you, I suggest
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 2   you look at Figure 3 of the '732 patent

 3   where in Step 320, it says:  Define a

 4   conversation flow.

 5       A.    I understand that, but I'm

 6   saying that this is implicit in the '664

 7   patent.  Hence I said there's no

 8   difference.  And that's why there's the

 9   same specifications --

10       Q.    That is not my question.  My

11   question --

12       A.    That's what I understand from

13   it.

14       Q.    No.  My question is:  Is the

15   step define a conversation shown in Figure

16   2A, or is it really shown in Figure 3?

17             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

18       A.    I direct your attention to

19   Figure 1 of '664.

20   BY MR. MACEDO:

21       Q.    You can't answer my question yes

22   or no?

23       A.    I need to refer to this to

24   answer that.

25       Q.    Okay.

0179

 1           HOMAYOON BEIGI, PhD

 2       A.    Other than -- other than

 3   including the whole patent, I need to

 4   describe this --

 5       Q.    Okay.  But I just --

 6       A.    -- because this comes before --

 7       Q.    Dr. Beigi --

 8       A.    Yes.

 9       Q.    -- I just want you to

10   understand.  My question was

11   straightforward that called for a yes or

12   no, okay?  And I'll rephrase it to make it

13   very simple for you.

14             If you compare Figure 3 of the

15   '732 patent and Step 320 where it says

16   define a conversation flow and Step 330

17   where it says associate an automation

18   process with the conversation and Step 340

19   which says publish the conversation with

20   claim 1 of the '732 patent which has a

21   defining a conversation step, associating

22   the conversation with an automation

23   process step, and a publishing the

24   conversation to be accessible to a user

25   via the natural language interface step,
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 2   would you agree that the relevant figure

 3   for the invention claimed in claim 1 of

 4   the '732 patent is Figure 3, not Figure

 5   2A?

 6             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

 7       A.    I would say that's a sub --

 8   that's a subspace of -- and that's why I'm

 9   referring you to Figure 1 of '664, which

10   has conversation definitions as its one of

11   two.  So defining conversation's already

12   been disclosed in '664.  So short of

13   putting every single figure, every single

14   line of -- of things that are written in

15   this patent in the specification which is

16   supposed to be a summary, I had to pick a

17   figure.

18             And the figure which basically

19   has the overall flow is that figure, which

20   I think is 2A, I believe, if I'm correct.

21   And it's shared in both patents.  2A is in

22   '664 as well as -- and -- and by the way,

23   defining conversation.  They are almost

24   identical.  102 and '664 is the same thing

25   as 102 and '732, defining conversation --
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 2   conversation definition which is basically

 3   the premise of claim 1.

 4             So given that this is

 5   characterizing the whole system, that's

 6   what I use to summarize.  I cannot include

 7   every single part of that patent because

 8   it's a summary.

 9   BY MR. MACEDO:

10       Q.    So you understand that the

11   declaration you put in that we have marked

12   as Exhibit 6, not including your résumé,

13   was 177 pages, correct?

14       A.    We're talking about which one

15   again?  Sorry.

16       Q.    The one that you're looking at.

17       A.    I'm looking at 2 right now.

18       Q.    '732 patent, Exhibit 6, talking

19   about the '732 patent, as I said.

20       A.    Not including my résumé?

21       Q.    Correct.  Your signature page is

22   on Page 177?

23       A.    Yes, 177.

24       Q.    So in 177 paragraphs, you

25   thought it was more important to show
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 2   Figure 2A from the '732 patent when

 3   describing and summarizing the invention

 4   for the '732 patent than Figure 3?  That's

 5   your testimony?

 6       A.    Because that's the whole system.

 7   The 2A is a whole system.  It's a

 8   specification of the whole patent.  And

 9   that's why that is a holistic figure.

10   Otherwise, I would have to include every

11   single detail which I do later on in the

12   177 pages.  We talk about the -- I talk

13   about this, the claims, right, the

14   claim -- I talk about --

15       Q.    You don't talk about Figure 3

16   anywhere in this report, as far as I can

17   tell.

18       A.    But I talk about the claim,

19   claim 1 in detail in many cases, which is

20   the combination as you just stated, the

21   combination of that figure.  There's no

22   point in talking about that figure then if

23   the claim is actually a combination.

24       Q.    So as far as you're concerned,

25   it was not necessary for you to talk about
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 2   Figure 3 with respect to the '732 patent

 3   even though it has all the same steps as

 4   the claims, correct?

 5             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

 6       A.    I believe I answered the fact

 7   that these two patents, there's nothing

 8   new in '732 compared to '644 -- I'm

 9   sorry -- '664.  And the conversation

10   definition which is the crux of claim 1 is

11   already in here; and that is why I only

12   picked one figure, which would be the

13   holistic system.  And I used the 2A in a

14   summary -- in a summary of the

15   specifications.  That's just a figure.

16             It's not saying that -- there is

17   177 pages, as you stated.  This is -- in

18   my opinion, this is just the same thing

19   basically.  It's just reworded, reclaimed,

20   restated; and that is why the summary has

21   to be the same.

22   BY MR. MACEDO:

23       Q.    So your opinion is that Figure

24   2A and Figure 3 discuss the identical

25   subject matter, and so it was unnecessary
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 2   for you to discuss Figure 3 in the context

 3   of the '732 patent?  Is that your

 4   testimony?

 5       A.    No, I didn't include Figure 2B.

 6   I didn't include Figure 2C.  I did not

 7   include Figure 4A.  I did not include 4B.

 8   I did not include 5A.  I did not include

 9   5B.  I did not include 5C.  I did not

10   include 5D.

11             You want me to go ahead?

12             I did not include every single

13   figure.  It's a summary.

14       Q.    That wasn't my question.

15       A.    You're saying it's the same

16   thing.  Of course, it's not the same

17   thing.  There are two different figures.

18       Q.    Is it possible to have a

19   disclosure where you have one invention

20   described in one part of the disclosure

21   and claimed in one patent related to it

22   and a different invention described in a

23   different part of the disclosure with a

24   different patent?

25       A.    I believe if you already
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 2   disclosed it in the body of the patent,

 3   even if it's not in the claims -- I may be

 4   wrong because I'm not a lawyer -- you

 5   would be able to probably answer that

 6   better.

 7             This is my technical opinion,

 8   that a patent, if the body already has

 9   that information, it's important what's in

10   the claims, but the body itself speaks as

11   well.

12             So if the body already -- of

13   '644 [sic] already has this information,

14   you can claim a lot of different things

15   and keep creating patents, but the

16   important thing is that the information is

17   already in 644 -- sorry -- '664.

18             So that's why I'm saying -- not

19   saying 2A and 3 are the same figures.  I'm

20   saying when you present a summary, you're

21   presenting a summary of the whole system;

22   and this is the system that's being

23   patented.

24             Later when I go into the

25   details, of course I talk about the claim.

0186

 1           HOMAYOON BEIGI, PhD

 2   I talk about the claim in detail.

 3       Q.    But that's not my question.

 4             MR. MACEDO:  And I'm going to

 5       move to strike your answer because it

 6       wasn't responsive to what I was

 7       asking.

 8   BY MR. MACEDO:

 9       Q.    What I want you to focus on is

10   claim 1 of the '732 patent and Figure 3.

11   And I want to know did you consider Figure

12   3 and the description of Figure 3 from the

13   '732 patent in your analysis of claim 1 of

14   the '732 patent when you prepared your

15   expert report marked as Exhibit 6?

16       A.    Yes, I did.  I looked at the

17   figure and looked at the claim together,

18   and it is very apparent that it is trying

19   to describe the claim or the claim is

20   trying to describe the image.  But either

21   way, they are related to each other.

22       Q.    So you understand Figure 3 is a

23   figure that is meant to provide an

24   embodiment of what is claimed in the '732

25   patent?
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 2       A.    I think it's a description of

 3   the claim, but I think the claim was

 4   already presented in '664.  That's what

 5   I'm trying to say.  The claim is already

 6   in the body of '664 as you can even see in

 7   the figure, Figure 1.  And without having

 8   created conversations or defined

 9   conversation, you can't go anyplace else

10   with '664, with any of these patents

11   because that's the beginning.  That's --

12   you have to define the conversation.

13       Q.    And you understand the

14   difference in chatbots between a natural

15   language process and a rule-based process

16   in formulating a conversation, right?

17       A.    I do.

18       Q.    Can you explain that?

19       A.    So when you use natural language

20   processing, you are trying to assess the

21   rules that are associated with the

22   language.  As we do, when you state a

23   sentence, the natural language processing

24   unit is trying to assess the information

25   that the person who is uttering it is
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 2   trying to convey.  And that information

 3   that is being conveyed, it's trying to

 4   extract that.  That's what the natural

 5   language processing is.

 6             You can still have a rule-based

 7   system with the natural -- and combined

 8   with a natural language processing system.

 9   They are not really distinct from each

10   other.  Part of natural language

11   processing is trying to figure out what

12   rules exist.  In fact, grammar is a rule;

13   and one of the things you do is you do

14   grammatical analysis so you are doing

15   rule-based processing in certain cases.

16       Q.    But in 2017, there were chatbot

17   editors that were rule-based without any

18   natural language processing, correct?

19       A.    As well as the ones that were

20   with natural language processing, yes.

21       Q.    I understand.  I'm asking each

22   of them separately.  I want to establish

23   the existence of chatbot editors in 2017

24   which were rule-based without natural

25   language processing.
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 2             Do you agree those existed?

 3             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

 4       A.    You're saying "chatbot."  So

 5   when you say "chatbot," it has to have

 6   some form of natural language processing

 7   in it.  If it's -- that is a converse --

 8   I'm sorry.

 9       Q.    I was just asking him for a

10   document that I'm going to show you which

11   contradicts you.  So I just want to make

12   sure that your testimony is clear.

13             So I was asking you whether you

14   can, in 2017, have a chatbot editor exist

15   which was rule-based without natural

16   language processing?

17       A.    I'm sorry.

18       Q.    And that calls for yes or no, I

19   don't know, I don't recall.

20       A.    Chatbot editor.  I apologize.

21       Q.    Yes.

22       A.    I was talking about a chatbot

23   itself.

24             A chatbot editor, of course, can

25   have rule-based, yes, in that -- at that
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 2   time.

 3       Q.    Without using natural language

 4   processing?

 5       A.    It's a matter of semantics.  So

 6   I want to be clear because if you process

 7   words, you are actually processing natural

 8   language.  So I don't want to go on record

 9   and say something that is technically not

10   very specific.  Because words are part of

11   the natural language and if you're

12   actually processing words to make a

13   decision, even if it's rule-based, you're

14   still processing the natural language.

15   Even a yes or no is a natural language.

16   So there's no --

17       Q.    If I could get a yes or no from

18   you, I would be thrilled, okay?

19       A.    If I could give it, I would be

20   thrilled.

21       Q.    Okay.  So if we can read back

22   the question and if you can answer it yes

23   or no, please answer it yes or no.  And if

24   you can't answer it yes or no, just say I

25   can't answer it yes or no.  Okay?
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 2       A.    Okay.

 3             MR. MACEDO:  Okay.  Let's go

 4       back and read the question that I

 5       don't think got answered.

 6             (Record read.)

 7       A.    I can't answer that yes or no.

 8   BY MR. MACEDO:

 9       Q.    Okay.  Do you agree that

10   chatbots existed which were rule-based

11   without natural language processing, in

12   2017?

13       A.    It's, again, the same loaded

14   question.  I'm so sorry.  I cannot answer

15   yes or no because that is very loaded.

16             MR. MACEDO:  Okay.  What exhibit

17       number are we on?

18             THE COURT REPORTER:  19.

19             MR. MACEDO:  You can mark as

20       Exhibit 19 an article from Expert

21       Insights on August 29, 2019,

22       "Different Types of Chatbots:

23       Rule-based vs. NLP."

24             (Whereupon, Exhibit 19, Article

25       from Expert Insights on August 29,
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 2       2019, "Different Types of Chatbots:

 3       Rule-based vs. NLP", was marked for

 4       identification.)

 5             THE WITNESS:  Thank you.

 6   BY MR. MACEDO:

 7       Q.    And this is referring to the

 8   time period of 2019 which comes after

 9   2017?

10       A.    Yes.  Can you point me to the

11   statement you were just reading?

12       Q.    I haven't read from it; but if

13   you want, what I'd like for you to do is

14   I'd like to start off and read to the

15   record the first paragraph where it says

16   "Chatbots are."

17       A.    I'm reading from --

18       Q.    You're reading from Exhibit 19

19   where it says, "Chatbots are," and I want

20   you to read that first paragraph.

21       A.    This is not my statement that

22   I'm reading.

23       Q.    This is not your statement.

24   This is a statement of presumably a POSITA

25   out there in 2019 reflecting on the
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 2   state-of-the-art after the invention.

 3       A.    Understood.  But I just wanted

 4   to state for the record that is not my

 5   statement.

 6       Q.    I agree.

 7       A.    Chatbots are relatively new and

 8   the rise of artificial intelligence is

 9   introducing many new developments.

10   Chatbots are one of the first examples

11   where AI can be applied in practice.  The

12   behavior of bots where AI is applied

13   differ enormously from the behavior of

14   bots when -- where this is not.

15       Q.    Okay.  First of all, do you

16   agree with that statement?  You can say

17   yes, no, or I'm not sure.  That's fine.

18       A.    Again, because "AI" is such a

19   loaded word, I cannot answer this with a

20   yes or no.

21       Q.    That's fine.  That's fine.  I'm

22   not asking to put words in your mouth.  I

23   just want to get your opinion on the

24   record as to if you agree, you don't

25   agree, or I can't agree because, okay?
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 2       A.    Yes, because "AI" is such a

 3   loaded word, I cannot tell you.

 4       Q.    And do you understand what they

 5   mean by "AI" in the context of that

 6   sentence?

 7       A.    Yes, I do, probably more than I

 8   have to because I remember the history of

 9   AI so that's why I'm saying it's a very

10   loaded word.  And I am not a POSITA.  As

11   you said, this person is a POSITA.  I know

12   more about AIs and chatbots, and I cannot

13   say yes or no because of that.

14       Q.    You're smarter than the person

15   that wrote the article in the terms of

16   expertise?

17       A.    I have more experience.  I

18   wouldn't characterize it as being smarter.

19       Q.    Okay.  So when you go to the

20   next sentence, the second paragraph, what

21   does that say?

22       A.    In this article, we'll tell you

23   more about the rule-based chatbot and the

24   NLP, natural language processing, chatbot.

25       Q.    So do you understand that at
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 2   least the person who wrote Exhibit 19

 3   thought there was a distinction between a

 4   rule-based chatbot and an NLP chatbot?

 5       A.    May I read the next two

 6   statements?

 7       Q.    Absolutely.  You asked me to

 8   point you to what I was pointing you to,

 9   and that's what I was doing.

10       A.    Let me.

11       Q.    I'm going to have you read the

12   next one into the record but --

13       A.    Let me read it to myself once.

14       Q.    Absolutely.

15       A.    I've read it.

16       Q.    Okay.  So again, the sentence

17   that says:  In this article, we'll tell

18   you more about the rule-based chatbot and

19   the NLP, natural language processing,

20   chatbot, do you understand that this

21   author is suggesting that two different

22   types of chatbot existed as late as -- or

23   as early as 2019, one being a rule-based

24   chatbot and the other one being a NLP

25   chatbot?
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 2       A.    I understand that is defining --

 3             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

 4       A.    I understand that is defining

 5   what a rule-based chatbot is versus what

 6   he defines as NLP of AI bots.  And I

 7   understand that based on the specific

 8   example that he specifically says:  Since

 9   no artificial intelligence is used in --

10   I'm sorry, I was reading wrong -- user

11   input must conform to these predefined

12   rules in order to get answer.  Often such

13   bots only use buttons -- I'm

14   paraphrasing -- only buttons are used.

15             So he's specifically defining a

16   very narrow rule-based chatbot.  And this

17   is what he's defining.  And then he's

18   defining a counterpart which utilizes

19   natural language processing from what I

20   read up so far, so.

21   BY MR. MACEDO:

22       Q.    And when he talks about only

23   buttons are used, is that like the buttons

24   we see in Symons where they say which is

25   correct, the cell or which is incorrect,
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 2   the cell, the name or whatever?  It's

 3   those type of buttons, right?

 4       A.    It's that and many in the

 5   patents as well, yes.

 6       Q.    Right.  And so would the author

 7   of Exhibit 19 be treating Symons at least

 8   where it presents the buttons as a

 9   rule-based bot in contrast to NLP of AI

10   bots?

11       A.    So you're carving out one part

12   of the chatbot and saying for that one

13   little conversation, is it --

14       Q.    I'm starting there.  I'll

15   expand, but that's the first part.

16       A.    But that's what I'm getting as

17   an understanding.

18       Q.    Right, that's what I'm asking.

19       A.    You're carving out one part of

20   that chatbot and saying if it is asked in

21   the form of pressing a button whether that

22   in his definition would be a rule-based?

23       Q.    Correct.

24       A.    Yes.

25       Q.    Okay.  Now, if they used text
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 2   where all they do is use a script and ask

 3   the question no matter what the answer is,

 4   would that also be rule-based bot under

 5   the definition in Exhibit 19?

 6             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

 7       A.    It depends on what they do with

 8   it.  If they are -- if it -- so by

 9   definition, if you're using text, you're

10   communicating in natural language, if it's

11   natural language text of course, like we

12   saw, for example, in Symons.  If it is

13   natural language text, then you are using

14   natural language.

15   BY MR. MACEDO:

16       Q.    But you're not necessarily using

17   natural language processing --

18       A.    -- bots --

19       Q.    You developed your own chatbot

20   back in 2006 where you used rules to

21   define the process of the conversation

22   even though it was in natural language?

23       A.    I'm sorry.  2003.

24       Q.    2003?

25       A.    And you're -- you're
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 2   misrepresenting what I said.

 3       Q.    Okay.

 4       A.    Our system used natural language

 5   processing.  It mapped those results from

 6   the -- the intelligible results from the

 7   natural language processing to the rules

 8   on what to do in response.  You're telling

 9   me that -- what you said is not -- is not

10   what I said.

11       Q.    Okay.  But it is possible as

12   late as 2019 to have a chatbot which is a

13   rule-based chatbot that does not use NLP;

14   is that correct?

15       A.    That's more like a form.  That

16   is a form.  I would call that a form.

17       Q.    Does it have to be a form in

18   order to be rule-based?

19       A.    If it's the way he's defined it,

20   which is often these bots use buttons,

21   then I would say it's a form.

22       Q.    So if it's often they use such

23   buttons, does that mean that the only way

24   to do it was using buttons; or does that

25   just mean that when buttons are used,
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 2   that's an example?

 3             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

 4       A.    I'm not sure what he meant by

 5   that.  He's not being very clear here.

 6             But I can think of, for example,

 7   like a selection that's also somewhat like

 8   this.  You know, select from different

 9   options.

10   BY MR. MACEDO:

11       Q.    But you can use a rule-based bot

12   which asks in text form a question in

13   natural language without using natural

14   language processing, right?

15       A.    That's a form.  Have you filled

16   out forms online?  They ask you a question

17   in English, and you click yes or no or you

18   select something and then you say next.

19   To me -- you're asking my opinion.

20       Q.    Yeah.

21       A.    Not his opinion, of course.

22   He's said it already.

23             In my opinion, that is just a

24   form.  And that's why I said it's a very

25   loaded question.
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 2       Q.    And can you fill out a form in a

 3   chatbot format where you ask what is your

 4   name and then you get a response of a name

 5   and then you ask the next question in the

 6   form, what is your title?

 7             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

 8       A.    If you -- if the response is

 9   text, then I would say, no, that's not a

10   normal thing if the response is text.  I

11   mean, if you ask for -- so if you have a

12   form, for example, where you ask for a

13   specific thing, it could be, you know,

14   thought of as a -- like for -- I'll give

15   you an example.

16             That's why I was thinking that

17   since Symons talks about chatbots, then it

18   is a chatbot.  It's not a form.  And

19   that's why I said implicitly that is -- a

20   POSITA would have known it was a chatbot.

21             That's why I'm going there so

22   because it is -- in fact, the form is

23   different from a chatbot.  A chatbot by

24   definition is using language.  Chat, it's

25   chatting with you.
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 2             So a misuse of something as

 3   saying -- and he's not using a chatbot,

 4   right.  He's saying rule-based bot, not

 5   rule-based chatbot, right.  He's just

 6   saying bot.  He's not necessarily saying

 7   that there is a chat, you know, concept

 8   here.

 9   BY MR. MACEDO:

10       Q.    Can you read the title to the

11   record?

12       A.    The title says "Different Types

13   of Chatbots:  Rule-Based Versus NLP."

14             But I'm just saying -- that's

15   why I said he's not being very meticulous

16   about the -- the way he's talking about

17   this.

18       Q.    But this person who is obviously

19   active in the field is distinguishing

20   between chatbots that are rule-based

21   chatbots and chatbots that are NLP

22   chatbots, correct?

23             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

24   BY MR. MACEDO:

25       Q.    In his language.
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 2       A.    In his language, he is -- he is

 3   saying there is a rule-based chatbot and

 4   the NLP chatbot.

 5       Q.    And do you think that the

 6   distinction he's drawing in 2019 existed

 7   in 2017?

 8             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.

 9       A.    I don't agree with this

10   distinction.  How can I agree?  In -- in

11   1990s, we had a full conversational ticket

12   ordering at IBM Research.  That's -- that

13   was 1990s.

14   BY MR. MACEDO:

15       Q.    But did you also have -- did you

16   also have chatbots which didn't use

17   natural language processing?

18       A.    I would not have called it a

19   chatbot.  That's what I'm trying to tell

20   you.  I'm not --

21       Q.    What he's calling a rule-based

22   chatbot, whatever you called it, whatever

23   he -- what he's calling a rule-based

24   chatbot, did it exist in October of 2017?

25       A.    Since I wouldn't call it that, I
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 2   can't tell you.

 3       Q.    Okay.

 4       A.    Because what he's

 5   characterizing, I wouldn't have called a

 6   chatbot.

 7       Q.    Okay.

 8       A.    That's what I'm saying.

 9       Q.    But what --

10       A.    I'm saying in his

11   characterization is not what I would have

12   said is the chatbot.  A chatbot, because

13   it is a chatbot, needs to chat with you

14   and it is a very old concept goes back --

15   you heard of probably the Turing test,

16   right?  So it goes back to 1950.  The

17   Turing test is to find out how well you

18   understand the natural language the other

19   person is communicating with you to tell

20   whether that thing is actually a machine

21   or a human.

22             So chatbots go back to 1950.  So

23   chatbots are well understood, that they're

24   chat.  And when Turing test is done, it's

25   not like on a bot with buttons.  We do
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 2   Turing tests to find out, whether a

 3   chatbot in 1950 when you devise it, is

 4   like a human.  It's mimicking human

 5   language conversation.

 6       Q.    And in 1950 when the Turing

 7   tests was being administered, did they

 8   always use natural language processing in

 9   the chatbots which it was being

10   administered against?

11       A.    The word "chatbot" wasn't used

12   in 1950.  But later on was, I think in

13   the -- I refer to it.  I don't remember

14   the exact date.  If you want, I can look

15   it up.  It was later on devised, but it's

16   the same idea.

17       Q.    So let's assume for a second

18   that the board were to agree that the way

19   that Exhibit 19 distinguishes between

20   rule-based bots and NLP of AI bots is a

21   proper distinction between how chatbots

22   existed in 2017.

23             Do you understand my assumption?

24       A.    What is the question?

25       Q.    I'm asking you if you understand
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 2   my assumption that the board agrees with

 3   my reading of Exhibit 19 that it

 4   demonstrates that chatbots could either be

 5   rule-based or natural language processing

 6   or a combination of the two.

 7             Do you understand me?

 8       A.    So I'm trying to.  So the board

 9   would agree with you, and I'm trying to

10   understand what you think.

11       Q.    Right.

12       A.    And you think that there is such

13   a thing called a rule-based chatbot, which

14   doesn't chat but it's still a chatbot.

15       Q.    Well, it doesn't say it doesn't

16   chat.

17       A.    Oh, no, because it's a chatbot.

18   That's why I'm saying I don't characterize

19   this as a correct statement.  And if the

20   board agrees with it, then they agree with

21   it; but I cannot agree with it.

22       Q.    So this doesn't say that there

23   is no chat.  It just says that the chat is

24   limited to the rules.

25             So if you try to put something
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 2   in there which the rules can't handle, you

 3   may get a response, like in Symons, I am a

 4   bot, I can't do anything other than this?

 5             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

 6       A.    And so in '664 actually, '664

 7   does the same thing.  Remember, I'm only a

 8   bot in the figures.  But --

 9   BY MR. MACEDO:

10       Q.    Right.

11       A.    -- that being said --

12       Q.    So does that mean that the '664

13   doesn't describe a chatbot?

14       A.    That being said -- no, but what

15   you're characterizing doesn't say whether

16   it is a chatbot or not.  The fact that I'm

17   just a bot means I didn't do really well

18   with the Turing test.  That's just really

19   what it means.

20             But you still have to chat.  If

21   you chat with a person, it's very

22   different.  If you chat with the person,

23   the whole premise of it is the fact that

24   it's a natural language system.  It is

25   something that mimics human language.  And
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 2   I actually use it in my references as

 3   well.  That is a proper characterization

 4   of what a chatbot is, which is something

 5   that mimics human language and understands

 6   it.  It is a software that mimics human

 7   understanding.

 8             So if somebody comes and says,

 9   well, they were rule-based, I would ask --

10   if I were sitting face-to-face, I would

11   say, what part of -- what do you mean by

12   rule-based?  Did you process the text that

13   came through and then you had some rules,

14   or did you not process the text and there

15   was no text and you just had buttons like

16   you're saying?

17             So this is something I don't

18   know.  Since I haven't spoken with this

19   Cronos staff, I cannot answer that

20   question.

21       Q.    So if you look at Beigi

22   Exhibit 14 which is the English-language

23   translation of Symons --

24             MS. NGUYEN:  Actually before we

25       move on to a different exhibit, I just
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 2       wanted to state for the record that we

 3       object to the authenticity and the

 4       relevance of Exhibit 19.  Thank you.

 5             MR. MACEDO:  Okay.  Those aren't

 6       objections to form, but okay.

 7       A.    Which exhibit, I'm sorry?

 8   BY MR. MACEDO:

 9       Q.    We're looking at the

10   English-language translation of Symons

11   which is Exhibit 14.

12       A.    Should be in this pile, I think.

13       Q.    I think it's that one, yeah.

14       A.    Yes.

15       Q.    Now, when you were talking about

16   Symons earlier, you were saying that it

17   was a chatbot in part because it

18   validates, right?

19             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

20       A.    No.  I said I think the

21   opposite.  I said since it was a chatbot,

22   I would have expected that it would

23   validate.

24   BY MR. MACEDO:

25       Q.    And so if it doesn't validate,
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 2   is that an indication to you that maybe it

 3   isn't a chatbot?

 4       A.    That's not -- that's not

 5   necessarily the case.  It can -- it could

 6   decide not to validate but still

 7   understand what's going -- what the person

 8   is asking or requesting.  Validation is a

 9   separate process, right, based on what you

10   understand.  You can choose to validate

11   what I tell you, but you could still

12   understand what I say.  Those are two

13   different things.

14       Q.    So did you ever ask for a

15   telephone number in any of the chatbots

16   you developed over the years?

17       A.    Definitely.

18       Q.    And did you validate, like, how

19   many digits were in the number to see if

20   it was a valid number?

21       A.    Yes, we did.

22       Q.    And if it was a chatbot by

23   someone that was at least of ordinary

24   skill in the art in 2017, you would expect

25   them to at least validate that if somebody
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 2   put in the wrong number of digits, they'd

 3   say you messed up, right?

 4             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

 5       A.    No.

 6   BY MR. MACEDO:

 7       Q.    That wouldn't be what you would

 8   expect from a chatbot in 2017?

 9       A.    No --

10             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form

11       Dr. Beigi, please give me time to

12       insert my objection.

13             THE WITNESS:  Sure.

14       A.    But your question the way you

15   formed and you answered it yourself is the

16   specific number.  That -- you can come in

17   from different parts of the world, have

18   different number of digits, so that

19   validation doesn't necessarily exist for

20   all possible scenarios.

21             If you're sure your customers

22   are from New York, you can even validate

23   their area codes.  But if you have no idea

24   where the origin is, there are certain

25   things you cannot necessarily limit.
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 2             So I don't -- so what you

 3   stated, does it have to have nine digits

 4   or ten digits, I don't remember.  But

 5   that's not necessarily a validation

 6   because you could have other number of

 7   digits.  You could be calling from

 8   England.  Your phone number could have any

 9   number of digits, could be an extension.

10   BY MR. MACEDO:

11       Q.    But wouldn't you know from the

12   prefix whether it's coming from England or

13   coming from Holland or coming from

14   New York?

15       A.    Not necessarily.  Could be an

16   extension.  I don't know.  If the

17   application -- depends on the application.

18   You can validate if you know more

19   information.

20       Q.    So if you look at Exhibit 1006,

21   Beigi 14, which is the English translation

22   of the Symons video, and turn to Page 7,

23   when it says what is your cell phone

24   number, the response is (0) 412-3456.

25             When you did your chatbot
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 2   software, if you got a response like that,

 3   would you have said something is wrong?

 4       A.    Not necessarily.

 5       Q.    Okay.

 6       A.    Depends on the geographic

 7   location.

 8       Q.    Okay.

 9       A.    That is, by the way, could be a

10   valid number because outside of the US

11   numbers start with zero in Europe, yeah.

12       Q.    But they would have more digits?

13       A.    No, not necessarily.  If they

14   are a small country with small five-digit

15   numbers, then you can have something like

16   this.  That's why I can't tell.  I mean, I

17   have no idea.

18       Q.    Well, that is actually the

19   number they correct later on in the

20   conversation, right?

21       A.    Yes, but I'm saying I don't know

22   how to check it without knowing more

23   information about the actual process.

24       Q.    And, of course, you don't have

25   it because Symons didn't give it to us.
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 2             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

 3   BY MR. MACEDO:

 4       Q.    Right?

 5       A.    It's internals of it.

 6       Q.    I'm sorry?

 7       A.    It's the internals of it.  I

 8   don't -- we only see the video, the actual

 9   interaction.

10       Q.    And your understanding in the

11   video is that there is a chat going on

12   with Vincent De Bie on one computer and an

13   RPA running on the computer of Mr. Symons,

14   right?

15             If you look at Page 15, you will

16   see that Mr. Symons' name is on Word.

17             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

18       A.    I'm not sure what you mean by on

19   Mr. Symons's computer.  That's why what

20   I'm trying to --

21   BY MR. MACEDO:

22       Q.    Mr. Symons's version of Word is

23   running in the bot.

24       A.    What page?

25       Q.    Page 15.  The Word version has
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 2   Mr. Symons's name on it.

 3             Do you see that?

 4       A.    I'm missing that.  Where is --

 5   what -- can you point?

 6       Q.    Do you mind if I circle it?

 7       A.    No, please do.

 8       Q.    So for the record, I marked on

 9   Page 15 of Exhibit 14 the portion of the

10   Word file which has Mr. Symons's name on

11   it; and I circled it on the exhibit

12   version.

13             Do you see that?

14       A.    Yes.

15       Q.    You see that that is

16   Mr. Symons's version of Word, not Mr. De

17   Bie's version of Word, correct?

18       A.    I'm not a Windows user, but I

19   would assume probably that's what the case

20   is.

21       Q.    Right.  By the way, do you know

22   if Mr. Symons was a rock climber?

23             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

24       A.    How is that relevant?  I'm

25   sorry.
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 2   BY MR. MACEDO:

 3       Q.    Well, turn the page.

 4             Do you see the screen saver is

 5   of someone climbing a rock?

 6       A.    Okay.

 7       Q.    Do you know whose screen saver

 8   that is?

 9       A.    I don't remember the details of

10   the transition between the point where it

11   turned into this slide, but.

12       Q.    So if you go back to --

13       A.    Yeah.

14       Q.    If you go back to Page 9 --

15       A.    Yeah.

16       Q.    -- that's where it leaves the

17   chat conversation that I believe is with

18   Mr. Vincent De Bie and then passes on to

19   the computer with the screen saver of the

20   rock climber on Page 10.

21       A.    Yes.

22       Q.    Yes.

23       A.    Yes.  What is the question now?

24       Q.    So your understanding is that up

25   to Page 9, the conversation that is being
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 2   illustrated would be with Mr. Vincent De

 3   Bie on his computer, correct?

 4       A.    Would you ask the question

 5   again?

 6       Q.    Your understanding is that up to

 7   Page 9 in Beigi Exhibit 14, the video is

 8   demonstrating a conversation where

 9   Mr. Vincent De Bie on his computer is

10   conducting the chat, correct?

11       A.    It's unclear where it's

12   actually -- where it's actually running.

13   But he is interfacing with a chatbot.

14   From this, I can't tell you where it's

15   from just by looking at the figure.

16       Q.    Well, maybe if you jump ahead a

17   little bit.  We know that the e-mail at

18   the end of the process gets sent to

19   Mr. Vincent De Bie.  You can see on Page

20   18 and 19 where the same computer with the

21   same conversation that we're seeing up to

22   Page 9 now has received an e-mail from

23   Symons Senne to Vincent De Bie where the

24   e-mail is -- attaches the Word document

25   with the e-mail signature?
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 2       A.    Yes.

 3             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

 4       A.    (Continuing) but what is going

 5   on from, what I understand, is there is a

 6   chatbot collecting information.  Then the

 7   RPA, which is not the chatbot, of course,

 8   right, it's working together with the

 9   chatbot.  The RPA is running -- basically

10   a browser is opened, and then the RPA is

11   launched.  And then the RPA generates the

12   signature, and the signature is now being

13   copied into this Word document.

14             So this Word document belonging

15   to Mr. Symons, I cannot tell you, but may

16   very well be that this Word document that

17   is being generated is because the RPA is

18   generating instead of copying it down.

19       Q.    Of course the RPA is being --

20   generating it because --

21       A.    Yes.

22       Q.    -- that's what they are showing?

23       A.    Yes.

24       Q.    That's what the -- that's the

25   concept they are trying to get across.
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 2             But they are showing you that

 3   the RPA is being run on the rock climber's

 4   computer and that the RPA is copying the

 5   signature from the Cronos software into

 6   the Word that has Mr. Symons's name on it

 7   and then being e-mailed using the e-mail

 8   software from Mr. Symons to Mr. Vin De

 9   Bie -- Vincent De Bie.  And then

10   Mr. Vincent De Bie who had the chat is

11   receiving the e-mail.

12             Isn't the -- at least a logical

13   assumption that there were two different

14   computers involved, one with Mr. Vincent

15   De Bie where he did the chat and one which

16   had the information collected on the chat

17   passed on to run the RPA using

18   Mr. Symons's computer which would generate

19   the e-mail and send it to Mr. Vincent De

20   Bie so he could verify that the signature

21   was correct?

22       A.    That's a conjecture.

23             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

24       A.    That's a conjecture because

25   this -- I am not sure where this Windows
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 2   software is running because it could be

 3   running on a remote device.  Could be

 4   running on the device, as you were saying,

 5   so I can't tell just based on this.

 6             I know that it's opened, and I

 7   know that it's copied into it.  But it

 8   could very well be because Mr. Symons is

 9   the one who --

10   BY MR. MACEDO:

11       Q.    Did you look at the original

12   Medium website?

13       A.    Yes.

14       Q.    And did you look at the comments

15   that were posted six years ago on the

16   website?

17       A.    No, I'm not sure if I did.  I

18   don't know.  I can't remember.

19       Q.    So did you see that Neha Negi

20   almost six years ago said:  Hi, saw the

21   video.  But wanted to know how does the

22   chatbot trigger the API bot.  Thanks.

23             Did you see that comment?

24       A.    No, I don't think so.

25       Q.    Did you see the comment from
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 2   Sachin Prakash from about six years ago

 3   saying:  Which RPA tool and chatbot tool

 4   are used and give description to do this

 5   automation.

 6             Did you see that comment?

 7       A.    I don't remember.

 8       Q.    Did you see the comment from

 9   Esteban saying:  Interesting, but it seems

10   that the RPA is simply programmed or

11   what's the big difference between RPA and

12   simply programming?

13             Did you see that comment?

14       A.    I did not see that comment.

15       Q.    By the way, do you have an

16   answer to any of the questions that those

17   comments made?

18       A.    I don't.  I don't have answers.

19       Q.    And did you see that nobody

20   responded to those comments?

21       A.    Since I didn't see the comments,

22   I can't tell if I saw answers.

23       Q.    And you didn't see that there

24   were two people that liked the comment

25   that wanted to how did the chatbot trigger
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 2   the API bot?

 3       A.    Again, I didn't see the

 4   comments.

 5       Q.    Okay.  But you did look up the

 6   original Medium?

 7       A.    I did.

 8       Q.    And you did look to see if there

 9   were comments?

10       A.    I don't remember if I saw the

11   comments, but I didn't pay attention to

12   the comments if there were.  I'm sure --

13   since you're saying that, there must have

14   been.  But I did not -- I did not -- I

15   don't recall seeing comments -- the

16   comments.

17       Q.    By the way, how many people

18   would need to have seen the article before

19   November of 2017, in your opinion, for it

20   to have been publicly available?

21             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

22       A.    How many people seen it?  That's

23   a sort of after fact.  Once it's publicly

24   available, you can have any number of

25   people see it.  What do you mean?
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 2   BY MR. MACEDO:

 3       Q.    Well, if it was published and no

 4   one looked at it, would you consider it

 5   prior art for your purposes?

 6       A.    If it were on a public place

 7   where people could look at it and it was

 8   something that is prevalent like Medium,

 9   my own biography is on Medium.  There are

10   many people who use Medium.  Medium is

11   very widely used.

12       Q.    There's lots of things in Medium

13   which sometimes nobody ever sees, right?

14       A.    I don't know.  I don't run

15   Medium.  So I'm not sure.

16       Q.    Okay.

17       A.    I know it's a well-known

18   platform.

19       Q.    But if you publish something in

20   a library like the Library of Babylon with

21   100 million books, just because sitting in

22   library doesn't make it prior art.  That's

23   your understanding, right?

24             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

25       A.    I think if it's publicly
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 2   available -- and at the time, I think

 3   since we've looked at, for example,

 4   Melendez and -- and any of the other

 5   references that I gave, that it was

 6   something that people wanted to look at.

 7   People were looking for chatbots and RPAs

 8   going together.  So because of all of

 9   that, I think they would look it up --

10   would have looked it up.  It's definitely

11   searchable and very easily searchable on

12   Google.

13             If you search my name, the first

14   page that comes up has an article on

15   biography -- probably the first couple of

16   pages on Medium.  So Medium is very

17   accessible.  It's not a unknown.

18   BY MR. MACEDO:

19       Q.    So it doesn't matter to you

20   whether nobody had seen the article by

21   November 5th as long as it was on Medium?

22             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

23       A.    But I think based on what you

24   just say, there are people who have made

25   comments so it must have been seen.
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 2             I'm not sure what that date, how

 3   many people saw it because there's no

 4   indication how many people saw it.

 5   There's no -- as far as I know, there is

 6   no statistic on how many people have

 7   viewed this article.

 8   BY MR. MACEDO:

 9       Q.    Well, Mr. Symons would have had

10   that statistic because he posted it.

11       A.    I'm not Mr. Symons.

12       Q.    Yes, but he submitted a

13   declaration.  He could have provided that

14   information; but he didn't, right?

15       A.    We are making conjectures.  He

16   could have, he should have, he would have.

17   I don't know.

18             You're asking me, I'm providing

19   expertise on the matter, not whether

20   Mr. Symons should have done it or

21   shouldn't have done it.

22       Q.    Wait.  You've posted things in

23   Medium?

24       A.    I haven't.

25       Q.    You haven't or you have?
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 2       A.    I have not.

 3       Q.    So do you really know how Medium

 4   works, or are you just hypothecating?

 5             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

 6       A.    I told you that an extended

 7   biography was written about me that was

 8   posted on Medium and I've read articles on

 9   Medium.  I haven't used it myself.

10             You're asking whether I used it

11   myself.  Used as a viewer.  I have not

12   used it for posting.  I think you said

13   have you posted.

14   BY MR. MACEDO:

15       Q.    Okay.  But I'm trying to

16   understand, do you know how Medium works

17   to know whether just because you post it,

18   people can see it?

19       A.    It's a blogging system, so you

20   can write articles.  You can submit them;

21   and it will be made -- will be made

22   available to people who read it, who look

23   for it, who search for it.

24       Q.    Do you know that, or are you

25   just hypothecating it?
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 2       A.    I've seen cases of it.  I've

 3   given examples of it.

 4       Q.    Well, you've seen articles which

 5   have been published, but you don't know

 6   how Medium actually determines whether to

 7   share and publish?

 8       A.    I don't know the process.

 9       Q.    Now, when an article is being

10   published on Medium, somebody writes the

11   article, right?  That's the -- they type

12   it up and do whatever they are doing with

13   it, right?

14       A.    Yes.

15       Q.    And do they then associate with

16   anything?  Like in this case, did they

17   associate with a video?

18       A.    In this case, he referred the

19   video in the article.

20       Q.    Right.

21       A.    Which was a Vimeo video.

22       Q.    Right.  And he used the link to

23   associate the video with the article?

24       A.    That specific case, yes.

25       Q.    And then at some point, he said
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 2   post to publish it, right, presumably?

 3       A.    Since I said I don't know the

 4   process, I would say it's reasonable to

 5   think that he posted it.  Otherwise, they

 6   wouldn't have it.

 7       Q.    And is it necessary that the

 8   association come after they typed in the

 9   body, or could they started off by

10   associating the video before they type in

11   the text of the blog?

12             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

13       A.    I'm not sure if I understood.

14   Association -- the -- the article has a

15   date.  And it has been linked to a video

16   which has a date, and that's as far as I

17   know.

18   BY MR. MACEDO:

19       Q.    Okay.  Somebody had to type the

20   text of the article, right?

21       A.    Yes.

22       Q.    And then they had to put in the

23   link to the URL for the video?

24       A.    And you're saying "and then,"

25   but.
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 2       Q.    Well -- we can --

 3       A.    I would write it --

 4       Q.    Those are two separate things

 5   that need to happen.  Somebody has to

 6   write the text, and somebody has to

 7   provide the link to the -- to the --

 8   associate the video with the text using

 9   the link, right?

10       A.    Yes.

11       Q.    And then presumably somebody

12   would say post it to publish it, right?

13       A.    I would expect so.

14       Q.    And one way they could do it is

15   they could put the link in and then add

16   the text, right?

17       A.    I don't know because the -- I

18   don't know how the versioning works on --

19   on the article.  My understanding is that

20   we vetted the fact that it was actually

21   published at that date.  And I didn't do

22   that, but the counsel --

23       Q.    I'm asking a different question.

24       A.    Yes.

25       Q.    Not whether it was published,
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 2   but I'm asking the process of how it was

 3   published.

 4       A.    I don't know.  Because I -- like

 5   I said, I don't know the processing.  I

 6   have published many other places.  I don't

 7   know specifically on Medium.

 8       Q.    Have you ever posted a video

 9   with chat on Facebook?

10       A.    I don't have Facebook account.

11       Q.    Have you done it on LinkedIn?

12       A.    Yes.

13       Q.    When you posted a video with a

14   description on LinkedIn, one thing you

15   could do is you could associate the video

16   using an URL and then put your text in and

17   then hit post to publish, right?  That's

18   one way you can do it?

19       A.    Yes.

20       Q.    Or you can type in the text, add

21   the URL to associate, and then hit post,

22   right?

23       A.    How was the first one?  Sorry.

24   Maybe I didn't understand the first one.

25       Q.    It's whether you type the text
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 2   before you do the association or whether

 3   you do the association before you type the

 4   text.

 5       A.    Let me look at the Medium file.

 6   What I recall is that there is a link

 7   specifically in that Medium.

 8       Q.    I understand.  But I'm focusing

 9   on the process that we're talking about

10   with Facebook.

11       A.    I don't know Facebook.

12       Q.    I'm sorry.  LinkedIn.

13       A.    LinkedIn, yes.

14       Q.    So in LinkedIn, you can either

15   link the video and then put in the text or

16   put in the text and then link the video

17   when you're doing a post?

18       A.    So the order would be different,

19   right.

20       Q.    Yes.

21       A.    Yes.

22       Q.    And then you would publish it by

23   hitting a button to publish it?

24       A.    Yes.

25       Q.    And if you edit it, that would
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 2   change the version as you were using it?

 3       A.    I would expect, yes.

 4       Q.    And your understanding is that

 5   the concept of publishing is a version

 6   control concept?

 7       A.    It includes version control.

 8   It's not --

 9       Q.    Not limited to?

10       A.    Okay.  Yes.

11       Q.    Okay.  Yes.

12             And so the concept of having to

13   publish a conversation to a chatbot is to

14   distinguish in different versions of that

15   conversation if you update the

16   conversation, right?

17             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

18       A.    Sorry.  We went to chatbot

19   now -- describe --

20   BY MR. MACEDO:

21       Q.    Well, the patent that we were

22   talking about, the '732, talks about

23   publishing the conversation for the

24   chatbot or the natural language interface,

25   right?
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 2       A.    Yes, right.

 3       Q.    And when it's talking about

 4   publishing a conversation, it's to be able

 5   to distinguish it from if you edit the

 6   conversation different versions, right?

 7   That's one of the concepts?

 8       A.    It could have version control,

 9   or it could just not have version control.

10   If it had version control, you would have

11   information.  If you didn't have version

12   control, you just modify this.

13       Q.    Okay.  When you're doing a

14   conversation where you're trying to tie

15   the conversation to an automated process,

16   one way of doing that is you define the

17   conversation and then you tie it to the

18   automated process, right?

19       A.    Go on.

20       Q.    That's one way?

21       A.    To define the conversation, and

22   then tie it to the --

23       Q.    Tie it to the automated process.

24       A.    -- automation process.

25       Q.    Right, whatever the automation
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 2   process is.

 3       A.    Yes.

 4       Q.    Or you could start off with

 5   here's an automation process and then do a

 6   conversation around it?

 7       A.    I would have presumed that in

 8   the first case, there must have been an

 9   automation process because then how would

10   you know what to link it to?  Then

11   wouldn't it come out the same thing?

12   Maybe I'm missing something.

13       Q.    You as the -- as your customers,

14   you remember, they defined the flowchart?

15       A.    Yes.

16       Q.    They could define the flowchart

17   without have the automation process, or

18   they could have the automation process and

19   then define a flowchart based upon it,

20   right?

21       A.    Well, then if you tested, it

22   would crash.

23       Q.    It wouldn't run until both are

24   done?

25       A.    Exactly.
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 2       Q.    But the order of whether you

 3   define before you associate or associate

 4   before you define could be different?

 5       A.    But I think it's immaterial

 6   because unless you actually submitted it

 7   or posted it or, you know, whatever else

 8   you want to call it, it doesn't take,

 9   right.  You -- it has to be still --

10       Q.    There's three things that need

11   to be done.

12       A.    Yeah.

13       Q.    You need to define, associate,

14   and publish.

15       A.    Yes.

16       Q.    You could go associate, define,

17   publish.  You could go define, associate,

18   publish; or if there is no automated

19   process, you could just go define,

20   publish, right?

21       A.    Can you do publish, define,

22   associate?  You can't --

23       Q.    Well, you could if you --

24       A.    -- there is no logic.

25       Q.    -- if you published an original
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 2   conversation, could come back and edit it

 3   and modify it?

 4       A.    That is not the same.  So what

 5   I'm saying is that there is a chatbot

 6   which is doing a conversation.  There is

 7   an automation process.  This is in mind,

 8   right, when you're -- when you're putting

 9   something together.  You are defining --

10       Q.    Well, in the context of the '732

11   patent --

12       A.    Yes.

13       Q.    -- there are three separate

14   steps that are discussed.  One is defining

15   a conversation, one is associating the

16   conversation with an automated process,

17   and one is publishing the conversation?

18       A.    But if there is an automation

19   process, there is a chatbot and there is a

20   need to publish, all three of them have to

21   have that.

22       Q.    But the order can be different?

23       A.    But post is -- publish is the

24   last thing always.

25       Q.    Assume that publishing is the
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 2   last thing for the purposes of this

 3   discussion.

 4       A.    Then it's immaterial.

 5       Q.    Then -- well, it's immaterial to

 6   you.  But there is a difference that it

 7   could define and then associate or it

 8   could associate and then define?

 9       A.    How is that different if it's

10   not published yet?  It's just a matter of

11   editing.

12       Q.    I'm asking you whether those are

13   two possible ways of achieving the

14   published result.

15             Do you have to define before you

16   associate, or can you associate before you

17   define?

18             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

19       A.    I can type -- I can type a

20   sentence from period backward to the

21   beginning or all the way from the

22   beginning of the sentence to the end of

23   the sentence.  What matters is at the end

24   when I hit enter and that sentence is

25   formed.
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 2             What I'm asking is -- I'm trying

 3   to understand.  I'm trying to understand

 4   what is the difference because -- because

 5   that publish is important.  That publish

 6   has to happen whether you do one or the

 7   other because unless both of them are

 8   there, you don't achieve what you're

 9   trying to achieve.

10   BY MR. MACEDO:

11       Q.    So from your perspective, what

12   is necessary is that before you publish,

13   you must both define and associate; but it

14   doesn't matter whether you define first or

15   associate first.  Is that a fair summary

16   of what you're saying?

17             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

18       A.    I want to be more clear so

19   define a conversation, right, because we

20   keep saying define and publish.

21   BY MR. MACEDO:

22       Q.    Define a conversation --

23       A.    Define a conversation, go ahead,

24   next thing, because I want to make sure I

25   have the down.
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 2       Q.    Okay.  There's three things that

 3   have to happen in the context of the '732

 4   claim 1 and the other independent claims.

 5   Among other things, you have to define the

 6   conversation, you have to associate the

 7   conversation with some automated process,

 8   and you have to publish it?

 9       A.    Some automated process?

10       Q.    Whatever it is that you're --

11   whatever the claims are.

12       A.    So you're saying it's not

13   material whether there is an automation

14   process or not?

15       Q.    No.  There has to be automation

16   process that's being associated with.

17       A.    Exactly what I'm trying to say.

18   So if there has to be an automation

19   process that you have associate with and

20   you have to define the conversation, then

21   I don't -- I don't get the question.

22             Why would it matter if you did

23   one or the other because unless you

24   publish it, it's not --

25       Q.    Let's not care whether it
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 2   matters.  Let's care about whether it can

 3   happen.  So let's take the example of

 4   Symons, okay.  In Symons they know they

 5   want an automated process that requires

 6   you to collect the person's name,

 7   function, e-mail address, and telephone

 8   number.

 9             And so if Symons went to -- to

10   his buddy Vincent and say, Vincent, I'm

11   going to make this RPA process.  It isn't

12   made yet.  This is the information I need

13   to collect.  Can you create the chatbot to

14   do that?  And then I will give you the

15   process to associate with it afterwards.

16   That's one way that they could have done

17   this, correct?

18       A.    But they can't publish it.  If

19   they publish it, then it's going to crash.

20       Q.    It doesn't publish until they're

21   done.

22             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

23   BY MR. MACEDO:

24       Q.    But they could publish it

25   because the conversation will happen.
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 2   It's just the RPA won't do anything until

 3   it's done.

 4       A.    But the whole point is the two

 5   working together in tandem.

 6       Q.    I understand.

 7       A.    You have to understand --

 8       Q.    I'm trying to understand whether

 9   it is necessary that the conversation be

10   defined before the association with the

11   process or can you associate with the

12   process before you define the

13   conversation?

14       A.    What am I associating with --

15   that's the question is what am I

16   associating with the automation process if

17   there is no flow?  It just doesn't make

18   sense.  The logic doesn't make sense to

19   me.

20       Q.    So if I know the last step of

21   the chat conversation is to pass the

22   information on to the RPA --

23       A.    Yes.

24       Q.    -- and I put that as the very

25   first thing I do before I have the
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 2   conversation.  And then in preparing the

 3   conversation, I go back and I say, well,

 4   what information do I need to collect?  I

 5   need to collect the name, the title, the

 6   e-mail address.  Okay.

 7             And then I write out the

 8   conversation and program it into the

 9   chatbot so that way we'll publish it

10   correctly.  And then I publish it.  There

11   I associate, then I define, and then I

12   publish.  I'm looking at it linearly --

13       A.    Okay.  So you're looking at it

14   as two parallel things have to happen

15   until I can publish.  And I can probably

16   go edit the chat conversation.  I can go

17   edit the -- because maybe they don't work.

18   Maybe things aren't working properly.

19             These are two things that have

20   to happen before I publish.  So the fact

21   that you're looking at it linearly and

22   saying, you know, it's either this way or

23   that way, what I'm saying is that these

24   are two constituents which are important

25   and they work hand in hand because the
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 2   automation process doesn't know what to do

 3   if the right information isn't passed.

 4   And the conversation flow doesn't know

 5   what to pass if it doesn't know what the

 6   automation process is.

 7             And once these two are both

 8   properly established, you publish.  And

 9   that's when it works.  So that's my

10   mindset and the way my brain works.

11       Q.    So there's nothing inherent in

12   the order of defining versus associating

13   just because a conversation exists?

14       A.    I think the most important

15   things that needs to have an order is the

16   publish.  The other two could -- you can

17   go back and forth and edit them as much as

18   you want, and then the question is which

19   one came first.

20       Q.    And there's nothing inherent

21   about one coming first over the other?

22       A.    They have to work together.

23       Q.    Right.

24       A.    So I don't think there's

25   anything inherent where you would have to
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 2   say that specifically, this one has to

 3   happen until I go do that one.

 4       Q.    Right.  So there's nothing

 5   inherent about defining before associating

 6   or associating before defining.  But both

 7   of them must happen before publishing is

 8   your understanding of what happens when

 9   you see a conversation like Symons?

10             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

11       A.    If there is supposed to a

12   working relationship between a chatbot and

13   an RPA, then both of those, the flow and

14   the automation process, have to be defined

15   before you -- you commit to it.  I'll use

16   the word "commit," publish, right.

17             So that's why I find it hard

18   to -- I'm stating what I believe the

19   reality would be in a system.

20   BY MR. MACEDO:

21       Q.    The reality is that the Symons

22   chatbot and RPA could have been -- had to

23   be published to be operating?

24       A.    Yes.

25       Q.    But whether they define the
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 2   conversation before they linked it to the

 3   chatbot or after they linked it to the

 4   chatbot or going back and forth with it,

 5   you don't know and it wasn't important to

 6   you because all that matters is it had to

 7   happen before you published?

 8             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

 9       A.    Okay.  So what I'm talking

10   about, I'm talking about the definition of

11   the conversation flow, not necessarily the

12   actual act of chatbot collection.  I just

13   want to make sure --

14   BY MR. MACEDO:

15       Q.    Correct.

16       A.    -- that we're on the same --

17       Q.    We're on the same page, yeah.

18       A.    I would have to define a

19   conversation flow that would go with the

20   automation.  They have to sync.  They have

21   to be two things that work together.  The

22   whole point of patents or any document,

23   most of the documents we're talking about

24   here, is for these two to work together in

25   tandem.
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 2             If they have to work in tandem,

 3   then both of them have to be defined.

 4   Chatbot, chat conversation flow has to be

 5   defined; and the automation process has to

 6   be defined.  Those two, if they are not

 7   defined, you cannot publish it.

 8       Q.    Right.

 9       A.    I don't know how else to answer.

10       Q.    So the preamble of claim 1 talks

11   about defining the automation process, but

12   the second step of the process is to

13   associate the conversation which has been

14   defined with an automation process.

15             And the question is:  When

16   you're associating a conversation with the

17   process, do you have to already have the

18   conversation flow necessarily written out

19   to associate it, or can you associate I'm

20   generating a conversation about buying

21   tickets and this is the process, like

22   Allen defines it, and then say that this

23   process that I defined, now we're going to

24   create a chatbot that will have this

25   conversation flow?
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 2             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

 3   BY MR. MACEDO:

 4       Q.    Do you see the difference?  In

 5   other words, you're talking about you have

 6   to both define the conversation and the

 7   process.

 8       A.    Automated process.

 9       Q.    I accept that.

10             But the question isn't the order

11   of defining the conversation versus

12   defining the process.  The order is

13   associating the process already defined

14   with the conversation that's being

15   defined?

16       A.    And what's the other option?

17   Not associating it?

18       Q.    No.  You're going to associate

19   and you're going to define the

20   conversation, but the question is you can

21   associate first and then define the

22   conversation or you can define the

23   conversation and then associate it, right?

24       A.    Let's say I associate buying a

25   ticket, and then I go create a
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 2   conversation flow for something completely

 3   irrelevant.  I just don't get it.

 4       Q.    No, no.

 5       A.    That's --

 6       Q.    That's not my point.

 7             So in Allen, for example, you

 8   spend all of this time with PLOW defining

 9   a -- defining an automated process?

10       A.    Yes.

11       Q.    After the process is defined,

12   then there needs to be a conversation to

13   gather the information to test the process

14   or implement it?

15       A.    A conversation to implement it,

16   yes, yes.

17       Q.    You want to buy a ticket; you're

18   going to go to San Francisco at 3:00,

19   right?

20       A.    Yes.

21       Q.    So the conversation is what

22   would you like to do.  I'd like to buy a

23   ticket.  Where do you want to go?  I want

24   to go to San Francisco, for example.

25       A.    We haven't talked about the
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 2   automation process here.

 3       Q.    Well, but there is an automation

 4   process that's already set up in Allen

 5   because you train it, right?  They use the

 6   PLOW system to train an automation

 7   process.  That's what Allen's all about is

 8   training, using PLOW to automate a

 9   specific process; and they have different

10   example processes, right?

11       A.    Yes.

12       Q.    And once the process is trained,

13   they say now you can implement that

14   process, right?

15       A.    Using a conversational flow.

16       Q.    Well, you can implement it --

17   we'll talk about how in a minute -- but

18   you can implement it.  That's one of the

19   things --

20       A.    You can do that automation

21   process, yes.

22       Q.    Right.  You can say to PLOW I

23   want to buy a book or whatever the

24   automation process is, right?

25       A.    You can show PLOW how to buy a
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 2   book.

 3       Q.    Well, first you teach PLOW how

 4   to buy a book?

 5       A.    Yes.

 6       Q.    It then saves that automated

 7   process in to buying a book?

 8       A.    Yes.

 9       Q.    And then you can say to PLOW, I

10   want to buy a book.

11       A.    Yes.

12       Q.    And then PLOW can then get

13   information from you so you can buy a

14   book?

15       A.    What book, for example, yes.

16       Q.    What book and things like that.

17       A.    Yes.

18       Q.    And one way PLOW could have done

19   it is by hosting a form which isn't a

20   natural language conversation, right?  One

21   of these little boxes that you call a form

22   that you said is not a --

23       A.    You can just go to Amazon and

24   buy it basically.

25       Q.    No, no.  You can just say give
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 2   me the -- you want to buy a book, okay.

 3   Give me name, title, and price, whatever

 4   information you need and then go buy.  You

 5   could have done that with Allen's PLOW?

 6             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

 7   BY MR. MACEDO:

 8       Q.    Right?

 9       A.    You fill out the things you're

10   looking for, is that what you're saying?

11       Q.    Well, like PLOW could have

12   presented to the user after they say I

13   want to buy a book, a box that says title

14   and have them fill in the box, the form,

15   and whatever other information they need

16   to collect as a result of the training and

17   then go implement it, right?

18             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

19   BY MR. MACEDO:

20       Q.    That's one way PLOW could have

21   been done?

22       A.    But in the case that we're

23   talking about, we're talking about Allen.

24       Q.    I'm just talking about could

25   PLOW have --
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 2       A.    You're talking about Allen.

 3       Q.    Could PLOW have been implemented

 4   using a box with a form to gather the

 5   title and other information necessary to

 6   buy a book?

 7       A.    Then how would I show that

 8   automation?  So the whole point of it is

 9   showing the automation process, is to show

10   how that is done in a natural way, right.

11   It's basically to show how it --

12       Q.    That isn't the point of Allen.

13   The point of Allen is a simple way to

14   teach an automation process.

15       A.    Yes, but I have to first teach

16   it.  What I'm saying is --

17       Q.    It's taught.

18       A.    Okay.

19       Q.    The conversation in Allen that

20   is pertinent is not the conversation of

21   how it's taught.  It's the conversation of

22   how a user can implement Allen to automate

23   buying -- it can buy a book using the

24   process that was taught?

25       A.    I think the whole point of --
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 2   part of the point of Allen is that it is

 3   flexible and it will find the places where

 4   it actually has to put the book title.

 5       Q.    I understand.  But the

 6   conversation has to collect the

 7   information in the same way that Symons

 8   conversation collected information?

 9       A.    It has to collect information.

10       Q.    And it could collect the

11   information using natural language or it

12   could collect it by putting up a table to

13   have the user type in the information,

14   right?

15       A.    Then it wouldn't bring

16   convenience of a chatbot and a natural

17   language conversation to do that.  It

18   would be different.  It would be

19   different.  It wouldn't be PLOW.  Probably

20   maybe something else, PLOW 2 or PLOW 1.

21   You miss the convenience of having a human

22   conversation to do that.

23             I can refer to something in

24   Allen to specifically tell you about it.

25       Q.    Not necessary.
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 2             What I want -- what I want to

 3   understand from you is do you understand

 4   that Allen was a POSITA?

 5       A.    Yeah.

 6       Q.    And do you know what Allen's

 7   background and training was?  You're not

 8   going find it in any of those documents.

 9       A.    No, I don't know what his

10   background and training is.  But I just --

11   I think just based on the provided

12   information that he would have been a

13   POSITA.

14       Q.    You're guessing?

15       A.    I'm just guessing, yes.

16       Q.    Okay.  Do you know whether Allen

17   actually built the software, the PLOW?

18       A.    Do I have Allen?

19       Q.    I don't think I've marked it

20   yet.

21             MR. MACEDO:  Have I?

22             THE WITNESS:  May I have Allen,

23       please.

24             MS. NGUYEN:  Counsel, could we

25       take a break?
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 2             MR. MACEDO:  If he answers this

 3       question, we can take the break.  If

 4       he needs Allen to see it, that's fine.

 5       That's his call.

 6             THE WITNESS:  Yes, I would like

 7       to see Allen, please.

 8             MR. MACEDO:  Okay.  We'll pull

 9       Allen for you.  It's Tab 40.  We

10       marked it as 11.  You have Allen.

11             THE WITNESS:  Oh, yes, yes,

12       you're right.

13   BY MR. MACEDO:

14       Q.    And, remember, the only question

15   I'm asking is do you know whether Allen

16   actually published the software PLOW.

17       A.    And that's why I'm trying to

18   review the patent one more time, just to

19   refresh my memory whether -- it's a very

20   specific question, whether it was

21   published.

22       Q.    It is.  If you look at Page 2 --

23   nope, Page 2, before the text.  And if you

24   look at the last reference as well as the

25   ones above it, does that help you figure
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 2   out an answer?

 3       A.    Well, it was published -- the

 4   demonstration was published, it says.  The

 5   demonstration of PLOW was published.

 6       Q.    And you reviewed that of course,

 7   right?

 8       A.    Yeah.

 9       Q.    You looked at the demonstration

10   that was published?

11       A.    No, I didn't look at the

12   demonstration that was published.

13       Q.    Well, you were certainly aware

14   of PLOW, right, because this is core

15   technology in your core business, right?

16       A.    No, I wasn't aware of it.

17             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

18   BY MR. MACEDO:

19       Q.    You were not aware of PLOW?

20       A.    No.

21       Q.    Okay.  And so you actually never

22   watched the demonstration to see whether

23   or not the way the information was

24   collected was using a form which you

25   indicate is not natural language
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 2   processing?

 3       A.    I'm reading what they specify

 4   as -- no, it's not.  No, I didn't watch it

 5   running.

 6       Q.    Okay.  Column 12 is where you

 7   describe in -- where Allen describes the

 8   conversation that you rely on, if that's

 9   what you were looking for.  It's at the

10   bottom of Column 12 starting on Line 63.

11       A.    (Witness reviewing document.)

12             And -- and what are you

13   referring to?  You're saying that I was

14   looking for this information?

15       Q.    Well, that's the conversation.

16   So in the conversation that you relied on,

17   you relied upon the fact that the system

18   would ask what is the title of the book?

19       A.    Yes.  Okay.  Yes.

20       Q.    And if you look at Figure 6.

21   That's an example of how the system asked

22   it using the word "name" instead of title,

23   correct?

24       A.    Yes.

25       Q.    And by the way, if you look at
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 2   the demonstration and compare it to Figure

 3   6, you'll see that what they actually did

 4   was present a box that was like a form for

 5   the user to fill in the actual information

 6   like Figure 6 shows?

 7             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

 8   BY MR. MACEDO:

 9       Q.    Did you know that?

10       A.    Did I know what?  I'm sorry.

11       Q.    That PLOW actually used a form

12   like Figure 6 to gather the information

13   for the conversation that you're relying

14   on?

15       A.    Part of the information.  And it

16   also used what is in 20 -- in 20, for

17   example, in Figure 2 where there is a

18   conversation back and forth.

19       Q.    Well, the conversation that

20   you're pointing to in Figure 2 is a

21   training conversation?

22       A.    Yes.

23       Q.    Not the conversation of the

24   chatbot conversation?

25       A.    Right, but you're saying that it
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 2   only requested the information --

 3       Q.    Requested the information?

 4       A.    -- that way but I'm just saying

 5   also requested the information in chat

 6   form.

 7       Q.    To train, not to implement.  The

 8   bottom of Column 12 is a conversation

 9   you're relying on to say that Allen

10   teaches the same type of natural language

11   conversation to invoke an RPA as the

12   WalkMe patents.  But what they actually

13   use in Allen is what's shown in Figure 6

14   to collect the title of a book.  And that

15   is a form which you said is not a natural

16   language conversation?

17             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

18       A.    But I will read to you from the

19   same paragraph you are referring to:  Once

20   the complete -- complete task is learned,

21   the user can employ PLOW's task database.

22   The next time he or she wishes to order a

23   book, the user will only need to say

24   something like -- say something like, I

25   want to buy a book.
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 2             That is a conversation.  That is

 3   a request.

 4   BY MR. MACEDO:

 5       Q.    Well, actually you said in claim

 6   15 that that is not the conversation.  The

 7   conversation begins with what is the

 8   title?

 9             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

10   BY MR. MACEDO:

11       Q.    And the point that I'm making to

12   you is that if they ask what is the title

13   like they do in Figure 6, that's not a

14   conversation according to your testimony

15   today?

16       A.    Can you tell me where -- where

17   you're talking about in which -- first of

18   all, which patent are you talking about?

19       Q.    '664 claim 6 -- '664 claim 15.

20   And to help you follow in claim 15, you

21   need to display the user interface of the

22   computer program, widgetco, before the

23   conversation begins and you wouldn't

24   display the conver- -- the widgetco user

25   interface unless and until you say I want
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 2   to buy a book because if you want to buy a

 3   airplane, you wouldn't go to widgetco, you

 4   go to Travelocity?

 5       A.    No.  But the -- the GUI in this

 6   case --

 7       Q.    Target system, right?  The

 8   computer program is the target system?

 9       A.    The --

10       Q.    You are relying on Figure 3 to

11   show what the --

12       A.    That's just a snapshot.

13       Q.    I understand.  I'm just telling

14   you that's what you rely on for claim 1.

15       A.    But for 15 --

16       Q.    If you look at Element 1A which

17   you cross-reference on Page 82, you point

18   to --

19       A.    Yes, I'm looking at 15 though.

20   So I am -- here I'm really referring to

21   Figure 1 as being what is the GUI that's

22   being displayed prior to the conversation.

23       Q.    So your interpretation of Allen

24   is that the displayed user interface of

25   the computer program is the GUI in Figure
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 2   1, not widgetco from Figure 3?

 3       A.    Widgetco is -- is a snapshot

 4   when some things have been filled.  But

 5   this part is what I'm referring to.  I'm

 6   referring to the browser part which is

 7   basically 14 and -- and 12 which is part

 8   of this bigger picture.  So this is --

 9   this is the first thing that must show up.

10   Otherwise, you can't communicate with

11   Allen at all.  Would you agree?

12       Q.    Not at all.

13             So Figure 1 is not, in my view,

14   displaying any target.  There's no

15   automation process in Figure 1.  It is an

16   empty browser.  And that -- and that your

17   read, as I understood it, in Figure 1A was

18   against Figure 3 and that the target and

19   that the computer program was widgetco

20   which was implemented and accessed with

21   the browser.  If that's not your read,

22   then please let me know.

23       A.    Yes, that is the location --

24   that's the portion which is displayed in

25   Figure 1 prior to anything happening

0263

 1           HOMAYOON BEIGI, PhD

 2   because had you not had Figure 1, you

 3   wouldn't be able to communicate with

 4   Allen.

 5             And I believe I'm reading the

 6   claim correctly, but I may be -- maybe you

 7   can correct me.  The method of claim 1

 8   where in the displayed user interface of

 9   the computer program is displayed prior to

10   the natural language conversation between

11   natural language interface and the user --

12       Q.    So you --

13       A.    -- Figure 1 -- let me finish

14   please -- Figure 1 with the GUI.  This

15   looks like a GUI, doesn't it.  The GUI,

16   where it has to be presented because

17   otherwise there's no other way you can

18   communicate with Allen.

19             And before the natural language

20   understanding which is now Figure 2, for

21   example, you can see there's natural

22   language understanding.  So Figure 1 has

23   to be displayed.  This is -- this is the

24   way you -- and the browser part is what

25   I'm referring to in Figure 3 which is just
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 2   one example, one snapshot.

 3             But this, the GUI part of it,

 4   including you can see the -- the mouse

 5   here, 18.  So the mouse is there.  There

 6   is the graphics here which is the browser.

 7   The browser is a GUI.

 8       Q.    So Figure 1 is generated by the

 9   PLOW software, not by widgetco, right?

10       A.    Yes.

11       Q.    And so your read of claim 15

12   where it refers to the displayed user

13   interface of the computer program is that

14   the computer program is PLOW and the

15   displayed user interface is Figure 1; is

16   that correct?

17       A.    Yes.

18       Q.    And in claim 1 where it refers

19   to the displayed user interface of the

20   computer program, you also are referring

21   to PLOW as the computer program and Figure

22   1 as the display user interface; is that

23   correct?

24       A.    1D, is that what you're talking?

25   Sorry.  Read -- tell me what part of the
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 2   claim.

 3       Q.    So in Element 1C, your Paragraph

 4   D, Page 83, it talks about an automation

 5   process configured to perform an

 6   automation of a sequence of interactions

 7   with the displayed user interface of a

 8   computer program to simulate user

 9   interaction with displayed interface of

10   the computer program.

11             And your read is that Allen --

12   the computer program is PLOW, and the

13   displayed user interface is the interface

14   shown in Figure 1?

15       A.    1C, right, yeah.  That's what I

16   use on Page 86.  I use Figure 1 to...

17             MR. MACEDO:  Okay.  Let's take a

18       break.  Thank you.

19             THE VIDEOGRAPHER:  We're going

20       off the record.  The time is 3:44 p.m.

21             MR. MACEDO:  And again, we

22       caution you not to speak to counsel

23       during the break.

24             THE WITNESS:  I won't.

25             (Recess taken.)
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 2             (Whereupon, Beigi Exhibit 20, US

 3       Patent No. 10,503,627, was marked for

 4       identification.)

 5             THE VIDEOGRAPHER:  We are back

 6       on the record.  The time is 4:05 p.m.

 7   BY MR. MACEDO:

 8       Q.    Welcome back, Dr. Beigi.

 9       A.    Thank you.

10       Q.    Are you still comfortable to

11   testify?

12       A.    Yes.

13       Q.    And there's no reason why you

14   can't testify right now?

15       A.    No.

16             THE VIDEOGRAPHER:  Counsel, are

17       you mic'd?

18             MR. MACEDO:  No, I am not.

19   BY MR. MACEDO:

20       Q.    Let's try that again.  Welcome

21   back, Dr. Beigi.

22       A.    Thank you.

23       Q.    Are you comfortable to testify?

24       A.    Yes.

25       Q.    And there's no reason why you're
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 2   not capable of testifying right now?

 3       A.    No.

 4       Q.    And you know you're still under

 5   oath?

 6       A.    Yes.

 7       Q.    Okay.  So during the break, we

 8   marked as Exhibit 20 US Patent No.

 9   10,503,627 which was Whatfix Exhibit 1018,

10   and that's one of the exhibits that you

11   relied on.

12             Do you recognize this?

13       A.    Yes.

14       Q.    And you considered Radhakrishnan

15   Exhibit 20 as part of your analysis for

16   all three IPRs?

17       A.    Yes.

18       Q.    And can you read the title of

19   Exhibit 20, the Radhakrishnan patent into

20   the record?

21       A.    "Robotic process automation

22   enabled file dissection for error

23   diagnosis and correction."

24       Q.    And where it says "for error

25   diagnosis and correction," do you
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 2   understand that that was the purpose of

 3   the robotic process automation discussed

 4   in Radhakrishnan?

 5       A.    Yes, a reporting, I believe.

 6       Q.    And if you look at Column 6,

 7   starting at Line 16, maybe 17, it says:

 8   The present invention leverages robotic

 9   process automation RPA technology to

10   overcome the technical difficulties of the

11   problems discussed above to diagnose and

12   rectify errors -- errors experienced

13   during typical operation of a system or

14   user device, right?

15       A.    Yes.

16       Q.    And your understanding of

17   Radhakrishnan is that the problem it was

18   presenting was what happens when there is

19   a problem in performance on -- on a target

20   system and how to use an RPA to be able to

21   determine later on what happened and how

22   to fix it, right?

23             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

24       A.    Can you say it again?  I'm

25   sorry, the question please.
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 2   BY MR. MACEDO:

 3       Q.    Sure.

 4             Why don't you tell me what you

 5   think the problem that Radhakrishnan was

 6   trying to address was with respect to

 7   diagnosis and rectifying errors

 8   experienced during typical operation of a

 9   system or user device.

10       A.    It was to reduce the amount of

11   computing resources required to execute a

12   task when compared with executing the same

13   task using a traditional application

14   programming interface, when trying to

15   figure out the errors that would happen

16   and diagnose them, to rectify them when,

17   let's say, a program crashes or something

18   happened.

19       Q.    So if I logged into Travelocity

20   to buy a ticket, the RPA of Radhakrishnan

21   would be running in the background to

22   determine why the system may have crashed

23   it?

24       A.    It could be.

25       Q.    That's the typical use case?
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 2       A.    It doesn't have to necessarily

 3   run on that side.  It could be running on

 4   the machine that you're using.

 5       Q.    It could be running on anything?

 6       A.    Yes.

 7       Q.    But that's an example of how the

 8   RPA is being implemented with buying a

 9   ticket?

10       A.    To report the -- and diagnose

11   what happened, yes.

12       Q.    And the RPA is not being run for

13   the purpose of actually buying the ticket?

14             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

15       A.    This is a specific application

16   that he's talking about.  It's an RPA,

17   nevertheless.

18   BY MR. MACEDO:

19       Q.    Right.

20       A.    Buying a ticket is just another

21   automation process you could do, possibly;

22   but he's concentrating on the specific

23   application for errors diagnostics.

24       Q.    Right.  The problem which is

25   being addressed is there's errors, we need
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 2   to diagnose them, let's use an RPA to do

 3   them?

 4       A.    Yes.

 5       Q.    Okay.  And is that the same

 6   problem that the three WalkMe patents are

 7   addressing?

 8       A.    They don't specifically say that

 9   it has to be a specific RPA.  It could be.

10   It's an RPA.  I mean, they give examples.

11       Q.    Well, an RPA is a computer

12   program, and we've had those forever.

13       A.    RPA is a robotic program,

14   basically.  We haven't had them forever.

15   We have had them for a while.

16       Q.    And the point is that the

17   specific RPA or the generalized RPA that

18   Radhakrishnan is referring to is one for

19   error detection and for monitoring an

20   error detection in whatever device or

21   computer system that it's monitoring?

22       A.    This is the example of his

23   interest.

24       Q.    Is there other examples?  That's

25   the only one I saw you rely on.  So if you
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 2   relied on something else, let me know.

 3       A.    It is an example.  It's an RPA,

 4   nevertheless.  It's an automated process.

 5       Q.    Right.  And the issue is what is

 6   the problem that Radhakrishnan is

 7   addressing that overlaps with the problem

 8   that the WalkMe patents are addressing?

 9   And I don't see that overlap, and that's

10   what I'm trying to get from you.

11             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

12   BY MR. MACEDO:

13       Q.    Let me rephrase it.

14             Do you understand that

15   Radhakrishnan is addressing a different

16   problem than the WalkMe patents?

17       A.    It is addressing the RPA side of

18   a problem.  So it's concentrating on RPA

19   and specifically RPA that does error

20   correction and diagnosis.

21       Q.    So what problem do you see in

22   the '732 patent -- that is identified in

23   the '732 patent that you think

24   Radhakrishnan is addressing with respect

25   to claim 1?
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 2             So let me guide you to the '732

 3   patent for second, and then you can come

 4   back and look at your report.  If you turn

 5   to Column 4 --

 6       A.    I'm sorry, which --

 7       Q.    '732.

 8       A.    Yes.

 9       Q.    So read the first sentence on

10   Column 4 under line -- starting at Line 59

11   under the detailed description.

12       A.    One technical problem dealt with

13   by the disclosed subject matter is to

14   provide for a user friendly manner of

15   defining functionality of chatbots.

16       Q.    Okay.

17       A.    In particular --

18       Q.    You can stop there.

19       A.    Yes.

20       Q.    Does Radhakrishnan do that?

21       A.    Radhakrishnan doesn't handle

22   chatbots.

23       Q.    Okay.  So the next sentence

24   where they're talking more about chatbots,

25   Radhakrishnan doesn't address?
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 2       A.    In particular defining

 3   automation processes to be invoked by the

 4   chatbots.  They do address the automation

 5   processes part of it.

 6       Q.    But not being invoked by

 7   chatbots?

 8       A.    Not the chatbots.

 9       Q.    Right.  So, again, it's not

10   addressing the same problem?

11       A.    It's addressing part of the

12   problem.

13       Q.    The problem is defining the

14   automation processes to be invoked by the

15   chatbots, not merely defining the

16   automation processes, right?

17       A.    Well, it's defining automation

18   processes to be invoked by chatbot.  So I

19   read that as defining the automation

20   process.

21       Q.    But it's not the problem merely

22   of defining the automation process.  It's

23   defining an automation process in the

24   context of being invoked by a chatbot,

25   right?
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 2       A.    It hasn't gotten to that point

 3   because it just says defining automation

 4   processes.  It's -- it's --

 5       Q.    No, it doesn't say that.

 6       A.    Basically it's saying that it's

 7   going to get to that point.  But it's

 8   saying defining automation processes to be

 9   invoked by the chatbot.  The main thing is

10   the defining of the automation process.

11   That's the way I read it.

12       Q.    I would disagree because the

13   rest of the sentence is going on for many

14   lines is taking about chatbots?

15       A.    I'm saying it's setting it.

16   That's what I'm saying.  I'm saying in

17   this one specific point, he's defining the

18   automation process.

19       Q.    No, it's defining the automation

20   process to be invoked by the chatbot,

21   either dedicated chatbot such as

22   implemented by a target system where the

23   functionality is invoked or even by a

24   third-party services such as Facebook

25   Messenger where the communication platform
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 2   for the chatbot services which later

 3   invokes the automation process itself on

 4   the target system.

 5       A.    So in that long sentence, what

 6   is the action?  It's defining automation

 7   processes.

 8       Q.    No, it's defining automation

 9   processes in the context of a chatbot.

10       A.    I understand.

11       Q.    If you defined an automation

12   process and there was no chatbot, there

13   wouldn't be anyone sitting in this room

14   right now.

15       A.    You asked me whether

16   Radhakrishnan handles any part -- covers

17   any part of this and I said, yes, the

18   defining of the --

19       Q.    No, I didn't ask that.  That's

20   what you want to answer.  I asked does it

21   address the same problem.  And I don't

22   think it addresses the same problem

23   because Radhakrishnan is not about

24   defining automation process to be invoked

25   by chatbots.
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 2             THE WITNESS:  I'm sorry.  Do you

 3       mind going back, Court Reporter?  Do

 4       you mind going back to the original

 5       question that was asked about this?  I

 6       remember something like does

 7       Radhakrishnan handle any or something

 8       like that.  I'm paraphrasing.

 9   BY MR. MACEDO:

10       Q.    I said:  So the next sentence

11   where they are talking more about

12   chatbots, Radhakrishnan doesn't address.

13             And then you said:  In

14   particular defining automation processes

15   to be invoked by chatbots, they do address

16   the automation process of --

17       A.    Part of it.

18       Q.    -- part of it.

19             And I said:  Not being invoked

20   by chatbots, not by chatbots, right?

21             So again, it's not addressing

22       the same problem.  It's addressing

23       part of the problem.

24             I said:  The problem is defining

25       automation processes to be invoked by
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 2       the chatbot, not merely defining the

 3       automation process, right?

 4             And then you started trying to

 5       parse the problem.

 6             I never said part of the

 7       problem.  I said the full problem.

 8       A.    You said does it address.  And

 9   if I say, no, then he doesn't address any

10   of that where he is addressing the chat --

11   the automation part.  I'm just being --

12   I'm clarifying my answer.

13       Q.    Okay.  Let's just be clear --

14       A.    Yes.

15       Q.    -- Radhakrishnan does not

16   address chatbots?

17       A.    I said that already.  Yes,

18   that's correct.

19       Q.    And Radhakrishnan does not

20   address conversations invoked by -- I'm

21   sorry.  Radhakrishnan does not address

22   automation processes that would be invoked

23   by a chatbot?

24       A.    That's correct.

25       Q.    Okay.  If you go to Column 5, it
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 2   talks about another technical problem may

 3   be to enable defining automation processes

 4   in a manner that enables them to be

 5   implemented even if its changes are

 6   performed by the underlying platform.

 7             Do you see that?

 8       A.    I just found it, so.

 9       Q.    Column 5, Line 49.

10       A.    Yes, I see that.

11       Q.    And that's not the problem that

12   claim 1 of the '732 patent is addressing,

13   right?

14             You're looking at the '732?

15       A.    The '664.  I said they are very

16   similar.  Where is my --

17       Q.    And, Dr. Beigi, just to be

18   clear, I'm not suggesting that one of the

19   other patents don't address that problem.

20   I'm saying that the '732 patent doesn't

21   address the problem to enable defining

22   automation processes in a manner that

23   enables them to be implemented even if

24   changes are performed on the underlying

25   platform?
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 2       A.    I understand.  What were you

 3   referring to then?  You said go back and

 4   look at something, and I wasn't -- I saw

 5   the -- another technical.

 6       Q.    Okay.

 7       A.    I was reading, yeah.

 8       Q.    So what I'm saying is that in

 9   Column 5 that addresses a second technical

10   problem --

11       A.    I see.

12       Q.    -- and that technical problem

13   relates to enabling defining automation

14   processes in a manner that enables them to

15   be implemented even if changes are

16   performed to the underlying platform.

17             That's not the problem that is

18   being addressed by the claim of '732

19   patent?

20       A.    Which claim of the '732 patent?

21       Q.    Claim 1.

22       A.    Not claim 1.

23       Q.    Right.  So the problem that you

24   understand claim 1 is addressing is more

25   towards the first problem that we said
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 2   Radhakrishnan is not involved with, right?

 3       A.    Yes, for that I use Krishnan,

 4   yes.

 5       Q.    Okay.  So with respect to claim

 6   1 of the '734 [sic] patent, Radhakrishnan

 7   is not addressing the problem of how to

 8   define a conversation to invoke an RPA

 9   process, right?

10       A.    Right.

11       Q.    Let's look at the Dayanandan --

12   in your expert report, you summarize what

13   Dayanandan leaves out, right?

14       A.    I believe I did.

15       Q.    Look at it --

16       A.    I'm looking.

17       Q.    -- and if you could just give me

18   a short -- a short explanation of what you

19   think.  We are only using the '664 patent.

20       A.    '664?

21       Q.    Yeah.

22       A.    Okay.  Thank you.  The summary

23   of that, you want me to read it and give

24   you a summary or just read this?

25       Q.    I just want you to read it and
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 2   just say in a sentence or two, what is the

 3   problem that Dayanandan is addressing?

 4       A.    It is addressing finding

 5   elements of a GUI, by using some -- for

 6   example, vectorial representation and by

 7   using a score based on that and then using

 8   a threshold to make a decision.

 9       Q.    And is it doing it of an active

10   GUI, or is it doing it of a mockup of a

11   GUI?

12             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

13             MR. MACEDO:  Mockup is what the

14       patent says, Counsel.  Do you still

15       have your objection?

16             MS. NGUYEN:  Yes.

17             MR. MACEDO:  What's your

18       objection?

19             MS. NGUYEN:  Unclear.

20             MR. ARJOMAND:  And it's

21       compound.

22   BY MR. MACEDO:

23       Q.    Did you understand my question?

24       A.    It was a little bit unclear for

25   me.
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 2       Q.    Which part do you need

 3   clarified?

 4       A.    Please restate it, and I'll tell

 5   you which part.

 6       Q.    Well, you referred to Dayanandan

 7   as addressing a GUI.  And I wanted to know

 8   is it addressing an active GUI or is it

 9   addressing a mockup of something which

10   will potentially become a GUI?

11             MS. NGUYEN:  Same objection.

12       A.    My understanding is that --

13   BY MR. MACEDO:

14       Q.    Go ahead.

15       A.    Should I answer?

16             Yes, my understanding is that it

17   is trying to find the elements of the GUI.

18   So the vector definitions may be based on

19   some mockup, but actual active -- when you

20   actually are trying to figure out which

21   element is being used, it could be active.

22       Q.    Right.  But it's doing it in the

23   context of trying to figure out how to map

24   existing RPAs to a mockup that will be

25   generated, right?  In other words, the
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 2   problem that they had is that they start

 3   off with a mockup of a new GUI and they

 4   need to figure out how do I tie this to my

 5   existing RPAs, right?

 6       A.    It's to find the element.  So

 7   that there are two things, but one of

 8   them, which I'm referring to here, is to

 9   find the elements of the GUI and find out

10   which one is the one that, let's say, the

11   person is addressing.  So it's -- it's

12   trying to find the closest one using the

13   vectorial representations of the elements.

14   And, you know, I would like to read it

15   actually just so I don't mischaracterize

16   it.

17       Q.    I apologize.  He was supposed to

18   have a copy, but he has to get one.

19       A.    I'll read from my declaration.

20       Q.    You can read from your notes, if

21   you want.  That's absolutely fine.

22       A.    Yes, from my declaration --

23   so --

24       Q.    You don't need to read out your

25   declaration.
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 2       A.    No, just this part which in

 3   reference to this.  So what I'm saying is

 4   that Dayanandan discloses representing

 5   different aspects or parameters of the

 6   data object or UI elements using a

 7   multidimensional vector.  Each available

 8   data object may be represented by a

 9   multidimensional vector, data object

10   vector where the vector for a data object

11   represents different aspects of the data

12   object.

13       Q.    So you're talking about the

14   solution, not the problem.

15       A.    The problem is to find the

16   elements.

17       Q.    No.  The problem is you have a

18   mockup and in the mockup, they need to map

19   something to elements.  And so what they

20   are doing is they are using a similarity

21   score to say that this element in the

22   mockup corresponds to something that I

23   already know about?

24       A.    Into a real GUI -- in a real

25   GUI.
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 2       Q.    Right.

 3       A.    But that real GUI is a live GUI.

 4   So you have a mockup, and you're trying to

 5   map the live GUI because you use both live

 6   and mockup so I'm just trying to verify.

 7   The live GUI items to map to the mockup --

 8   this is just expectation that they have.

 9   And using this vectorial representation,

10   using thresholding and using the score.

11       Q.    And in the '664 patent, are they

12   concerned about mockups of websites or

13   GUIs?

14       A.    Since you said '664, I just want

15   to specifically -- we have three patents

16   and I want to --

17       Q.    I understand.  The only

18   technical problems addressed are the ones

19   you read before, but you're welcome to

20   look.

21       A.    I've got to find it.  What is

22   the exhibit number?  I have it.  I have

23   it.  I found it.

24       Q.    So we are looking at Exhibit 8

25   which is the '664 patent, and you're going
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 2   to tell me whether the '664 patent poses

 3   as a problem how to find elements in a

 4   mockup of a GUI.

 5       A.    Yeah, so Part 1 of claim 9 in

 6   '664 where it says:  Automation process

 7   defines an operation to be performed with

 8   respect to an element in the displayed

 9   user interface wherein the automation

10   process identifies the element based on --

11   identifies beyond based on the plurality

12   of parameters of the element.

13       Q.    And does that say mockup?

14       A.    The word "mockup," no.

15       Q.    Does it say the concept mockup?

16       A.    Well, it implies it here in the

17   second part of the claim, where it says:

18   Wherein said identifying the element

19   comprises computing a similarity score for

20   each element in the displayed user

21   interface, the live one, using the

22   plurality of parameters of the element,

23   the vector, and selecting a selected

24   element having a highest similarly

25   score -- selected element.
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 2             Selected element being in a

 3   reference.  It has to have a reference to

 4   compare to.

 5       Q.    It's not a mockup.  Those are

 6   both live systems, right?

 7       A.    Name it what you will, but there

 8   is a reference.

 9       Q.    It's not what I'm naming it.

10   It's what the patent and prior art names

11   it.

12             In other words, the problem that

13   Radhakrishnan is addressing is for -- is

14   to how to map a mockup of a potential GUI

15   to a future GUI?

16       A.    I'm sorry.  We're talking about

17   the Radhakrishnan again?

18       Q.    I'm sorry.  Dayanandan.  I'm

19   sorry.  Let me restart that.

20       A.    Yes, please.

21       Q.    The problem that Dayanandan is

22   addressing is they receive a mockup and

23   they have to figure out how do I make the

24   elements of this mockup link to other

25   things?
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 2       A.    Or vice versa.

 3       Q.    Or like other things to the

 4   mockup one way or the other?

 5       A.    Which is what I read here.

 6       Q.    No.  Because what you read

 7   there, there is no mockup.  There is no

 8   GUI that hasn't been posted yet?

 9       A.    There is a reference element.

10       Q.    But the reference element is the

11   existing element, not a mockup?

12       A.    Which is defined by parameters.

13       Q.    But the reference element is

14   from an automation process against an

15   actual target system?

16       A.    Yes.

17       Q.    It's not a mockup?

18       A.    That's what I'm saying.  It's a

19   comparison of two possible GUI elements so

20   you have a live one and then you have

21   another one and you're trying to compare

22   whether this element is the same element

23   or it refers to the same thing.

24       Q.    You're confusing the technical

25   solutions with the technical problems.
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 2             The technical problem that's

 3   being addressed is invoking a -- a RPA in

 4   the context of using a chat.  That's the

 5   technical problem.  That's not the same

 6   problem that Dayanandan is addressing,

 7   right?

 8       A.    I am referring to Dayanandan --

 9       Q.    Answer my question.  Is it the

10   same or different problem that Dayanandan

11   is addressing?

12       A.    What is the same or not?  Sorry.

13   Can you read that back?

14       Q.    The problem in Dayanandan is

15   starting off with the mockup of a new

16   GUI -- I'm sorry.  Hold on.  Sorry.

17       A.    By the way, do I have

18   Dayanandan?

19       Q.    I think we do now.  Do we have

20   Dayanandan?

21             MR. HART:  It was 12.

22   BY MR. MACEDO:

23       Q.    Oh, we've marked it as 12.  You

24   have it.

25       A.    Yes.
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 2       Q.    The problem in the '664 patent

 3   is we're trying to define a conversation

 4   in a user friendly way and tie it to

 5   invoke an automated process, and part of

 6   that is they have to select the process

 7   that's going to invoke and go forward and

 8   then invoke it in claim 1, right?

 9             And then the dependent claim

10   which you're relying on Dayanandan is

11   talking about how they are using the

12   parameters to implement the process.

13       A.    How they are identifying --

14             MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.

15       A.    How they are identifying

16   specific, in their words, wherein, so they

17   say -- I'm just going to read it again.

18             Wherein the automation process

19   defines an operation to be performed with

20   respect to an element in the displayed

21   user interface, wherein the automation

22   process identifies -- that's the main

23   point, right, main goal -- identifies the

24   element based on plurality of parameters

25   of the elements.
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 2             So each element has plurality of

 3   parameters that defines the element, and

 4   it's identifying the element.

 5       Q.    And what would be a parameter of

 6   an element, right where you are, from the

 7   '664 patent?  You're still looking for the

 8   parameter?

 9       A.    Yes.

10             MR. MACEDO:  I'll tell you what,

11       I'm going to withdraw that question.

12       I'm going to go on to a new line.  I

13       don't really want to take a break, but

14       if you're going to want to take a

15       break in 15 minutes, I'd rather do it

16       now.  But I'd like to keep it short.

17             MS. NGUYEN:  How long will the

18       new line of questions be?

19             MR. MACEDO:  Knowing me, I never

20       know.  I think lines are short, but

21       they don't always end up that way with

22       witnesses.

23             MS. NGUYEN:  Yeah, let's take a

24       break.

25             MR. MACEDO:  Okay.  Let's keep
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 2       it under five, please.

 3             MS. NGUYEN:  Okay.

 4             MR. MACEDO:  Okay.  Thank you.

 5             THE VIDEOGRAPHER:  We're going

 6       off the record.  The time is 4:43 p.m.

 7             (Recess taken.)

 8             (Whereupon, Beigi Exhibit 21, US

 9       Patent Application No. 2017/0250930,

10       was marked for identification.)

11             THE VIDEOGRAPHER:  We are back

12       on the record.  The time IS 5:08 p.m.

13   BY MR. MACEDO:

14       Q.    Welcome back.

15       A.    Thank you.

16       Q.    Are you capable of continuing?

17       A.    Yes.

18       Q.    Great.  We marked as Exhibit 21

19   US Patent Publication 2017/0250930 A1 to

20   Ben -- and I'm going to mispronounce it,

21   but it's Itzhak is how I got it.  And it

22   was marked as Whatfix Exhibit 1034, and I

23   believe you used it in the '732 IPR.

24             And first just tell me if you

25   recognize Ben-Itzhak.
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 2       A.    Yes.

 3       Q.    Yes, you do recognize

 4   Ben-Itzhak?

 5       A.    Yes.

 6       Q.    And this is the reference you

 7   relied on in the '732 IPR, correct?  It's

 8   Exhibit 1034.

 9       A.    Yes.

10       Q.    Now, if you could just read the

11   title into the record.

12       A.    "Interactive Content

13   Recommendation Personalization Assistant."

14       Q.    Okay.  And your understanding is

15   that Ben-Itzhak is about a personalized

16   content recommendation provision and

17   method?

18       A.    Yes.

19       Q.    And the technical field was

20   content recommendation that -- where it's

21   set forth in Paragraph 2 of Ben-Itzhak,

22   right?  Again, looking at Exhibit 21.

23       A.    A bit more because it says at

24   the present disclosure relates to content

25   recommendation networks, as you said, and

0295

 1           HOMAYOON BEIGI, PhD

 2   more particularly went into interactive

 3   content recommendation personalization

 4   communication assistant engaging in

 5   interactions, example conversations with

 6   users to identify appropriate content

 7   recommendation to provision, to users, and

 8   electronic environment.

 9       Q.    The problem is figuring out what

10   is the content that the user should watch?

11       A.    Yes.

12       Q.    And that's not a problem that's

13   presented in the '732 patent with respect

14   to the disclosure there, right?

15       A.    So '732 does not give as an

16   example, if I recall correctly, an example

17   of content recommendation.

18             Is that what you're asking?

19       Q.    Yes.

20       A.    Yes.

21       Q.    Okay.  And so Ben-Itzhak is

22   directed to a different problem and a

23   different field of endeavor than the '732

24   patent?

25       A.    I wouldn't say that because of
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 2   the specific part that I just read, more

 3   particularly, to an interactive content

 4   recommendation personalization

 5   communication assistant engaging in

 6   interactions, conversations with users to

 7   identify appropriate content

 8   recommendations to provision, to users,

 9   and electronic environment.

10             So while the example that -- of

11   their interest is content recommendation,

12   the relevant part is not that.  The

13   relevant part is automating that using an

14   interactive conversational system.

15       Q.    Well, it's an interactive

16   conversation element to identify

17   personalized recommendations?

18       A.    That's the problem they are set

19   out to solve.

20       Q.    Which is different than the '732

21   patent.  I think you already agreed to

22   that.  Feel free to look at anything you

23   want.

24       A.    I said it wasn't an example that

25   was used.  If that's still the question,
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 2   then I did agree with that.

 3             But I felt a different question

 4   this time.  Can you repeat that?  Is it

 5   the same?  I thought it was different

 6   slightly.

 7       Q.    You said that the problem that

 8   was set to be solved in Ben-Itzhak was

 9   interactive conversation almost to

10   identify personal recommendations.  And I

11   said that that was different than the '732

12   patent, and I just want to confirm that

13   you agreed that they are directed at

14   different problems.

15       A.    The '732 doesn't specifically

16   say what information process.  So this

17   could be an automation process that I

18   would say they would do because it's

19   just -- the technical field that they

20   specify in '732 is the present disclosure

21   relates to user interfaces and

22   computerized systems in general and to

23   user interfaces for automatic processes,

24   this being one, that utilized chatbots in

25   particular.
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 2       Q.    Is Ben-Itzhak an automated

 3   process?  I read Ben-Itzhak as improving a

 4   conversation that resulted not in an

 5   automated process but in providing a

 6   better recommendation.

 7       A.    That providing a better

 8   recommendation is a process that it's

 9   trying to achieve.

10       Q.    But it's not --

11       A.    -- achieve -- sorry.  It's a --

12   it's a chatbot system that's trying to

13   achieve that.

14       Q.    But not an RPA?  It's not an

15   automated process in the sense of an RPA

16   or in the sense of any of the WalkMe

17   patents, right?  The context of the WalkMe

18   patents --

19             MR. MACEDO:  I'll withdraw the

20       last question.

21   BY MR. MACEDO:

22       Q.    The context of the WalkMe

23   patents is to automate processes to

24   replace humans in doing things, for

25   example, right?
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 2       A.    Yes.

 3       Q.    And that's not what Ben-Itzhak's

 4   process is.  They are trying to make a

 5   better recommendation engine, not replace

 6   someone who answers questions about what

 7   movies I should watch, right?

 8       A.    Well, just give me one second.

 9       Q.    And if you could just identify

10   for the record what you're looking at.

11       A.    I'm looking at my argument

12   regarding claim 61621 of '732.

13       Q.    And are you doing it with

14   respect to Symons, William, and Ben-Itzhak

15   or with respect to Allen over Ben-Itzhak?

16       A.    At this point, I'm looking at

17   the Allen one.

18       Q.    The Allen one?

19       A.    Yes.

20       Q.    Okay.  Okay.  Have you found any

21   discussions so far in your review relating

22   to what problems are being addressed by

23   Ben-Itzhak?

24       A.    That wasn't what I was looking

25   for.  I was looking for -- trying to
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 2   answer your question where you're saying

 3   that a human -- replacement of a human

 4   because recommendation system can

 5   presumably be, of course, a human can make

 6   recommendations.  So I was trying to make

 7   sure that I answered that properly.

 8       Q.    Okay.  I wasn't trying to focus

 9   on the human part of it, just to be clear.

10       A.    That's what I catch -- sorry --

11   caught.  Can we go again though?

12       Q.    Sure.  What I'm trying to

13   understand is that the point of Ben-Itzhak

14   was to make a better recommendation

15   system, not to automate some other

16   existing process with a -- with a RPA bot.

17       A.    So to come up with that better

18   recommendation system, there is a

19   conversation going on and he's automating

20   that process.  But not -- not a RPA in

21   that sense, yeah.

22       Q.    Right.  So there's no RPAs

23   involved?

24       A.    Well, there is the fact that it

25   can provide, for example, links to things
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 2   that can then provide, you know, whatever

 3   you're -- the actual act that you're

 4   looking for, which is the -- you know, the

 5   contents that you're looking for, so

 6   depending on if you look at that as the

 7   thing being automated or not.  And that's

 8   why I just wanted to be sort of specific

 9   about that.

10       Q.    Okay.  So the -- the reason why

11   you're relying on Ben-Itzhak is to say

12   that you could modify Allen to leave the

13   GUI in Figure 1, which you think is the

14   most important GUI that we've been

15   discussing, and connect it to -- to a

16   third-party messaging service which is

17   somebody else's chat, right?

18       A.    For -- for a third-party

19   message, yes.

20       Q.    Right.  And why would a POSITA

21   in 2017 want to move to Facebook Messenger

22   when they are trying to implement the

23   Allen invention?

24             And you're still looking in the

25   same portion of your expert report?
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 2       A.    Yes, I was going to continue.  I

 3   have to review some of this, if you don't

 4   mind.

 5       Q.    You don't know why the

 6   combination makes sense?

 7       A.    I have to refer to my

 8   declaration.

 9       Q.    Okay.  You're not going to say

10   anything different than what you put in

11   your declaration then?

12       A.    Depends.

13       Q.    Whatever motivation you put in

14   your declaration is the motivation you're

15   going to offer?

16       A.    It depends.  I would like to see

17   what I said in the declaration and then

18   opine on it, if -- if you would me like

19   to.

20       Q.    If that's how we're going -- I

21   need to get your answer so if that's the

22   way you have to do it, that's fine.

23       A.    So can you ask the question

24   again now, now that I have reviewed this.

25       Q.    Do you know why the combination
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 2   makes sense in Allen, when Allen has a

 3   very special chatbot in it that is being

 4   used particularly to train and implement

 5   the system that is disclosed?  Why would

 6   it make sense to move it over to Facebook

 7   Messenger?

 8       A.    Well, because it would basically

 9   expand the possibilities of the different

10   things that it can do because it can use a

11   third-party messaging system in order to

12   do that, which -- which would basically --

13   it means it will expand its realm.

14       Q.    So would Facebook Messenger have

15   the ontological framework that Allen

16   relies upon in its chatbot?

17       A.    I haven't spoken about Facebook

18   Messenger.  But are you specifically

19   talking about Facebook Messenger?

20       Q.    Well, it's one of the most

21   popular messengers.  Is there a different

22   messenger service that you would say it

23   would be obvious to change Allen to?

24       A.    So what is -- what is being

25   referred to in -- in Ben-Itzhak is
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 2   actually the ones that I'm -- I wasn't

 3   familiar with the Kik, but I was familiar

 4   with Telegram, Wipr, WhatsApp, and Apple

 5   Messenger.  So these are some of the ones

 6   that -- that he talks about.

 7       Q.    And do any of those apps use the

 8   same ontological framework that Allen

 9   does?

10       A.    So these other systems the -- if

11   they implement a chatbot basically, then

12   what it's saying, it might be able to

13   extend that and be able to use that,

14   utilize that.  So if there is a

15   conversational system that they could use,

16   then -- then basically...

17       Q.    So if you use WhatsApp as your

18   chatbot instead of 20 in Figure 1, would

19   you still have the display of 12 in Allen

20   as modified by you?

21       A.    Exhibit 12, oh, you mean -- I'm

22   sorry.  What do you mean "by display of

23   12?"

24       Q.    In -- in Allen, you have the

25   chat conversation that you refer to in Box
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 2   20.

 3       A.    Yes.

 4       Q.    And you also have the widgetco

 5   screen which you have in Box 12?

 6       A.    Right, the boxes.

 7       Q.    And so in Allen, if you were to

 8   use WhatsApp as the messenger service

 9   instead of Box 20, would WhatsApp display

10   the equivalent of what's in Box 12 of

11   Allen?

12       A.    So the conversation agent would

13   then go -- my presumption would be it

14   would go where the bottom part is -- and I

15   don't remember the number now because I

16   don't have it in front of me, Allen.  But

17   there is a bottom part that says

18   conversation.  There is a user --

19       Q.    You have it?

20       A.    No, I don't have it in front of

21   me.

22       Q.    Oh, it's in your expert report

23   if you want to look at the picture.

24       A.    Yes.

25       Q.    I'm looking on Page 82 of the
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 2   '664.

 3       A.    Okay.  Thank you.

 4       Q.    I think it's --

 5       A.    Yeah, so I'm talking about the

 6   bottom part which is the 20.

 7       Q.    Box 20?

 8       A.    20, yes.

 9       Q.    So Box 20 is Allen's proprietary

10   chat engine, right?

11       A.    Yes.

12       Q.    And Box 12 is the GUI where they

13   are mirroring whatever widgetco or Amazon

14   or whatever, right?

15       A.    Yes.

16       Q.    And that's different than

17   WhatsApp or any of the other messaging

18   services because they don't have the

19   equivalent of 12?

20       A.    The -- the actual, yeah.

21       Q.    Right.

22       A.    Yeah, I'm still looking at the

23   wrong figure, but 12 being the -- the

24   browser part.

25       Q.    Right.
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 2       A.    Yes.

 3       Q.    And so if you modified Allen to

 4   replace its messaging service with

 5   WhatsApp or any of the other ones you --

 6   you had, then you would lose Box 12

 7   because it wouldn't be in Messenger or the

 8   others which is why you need the link

 9   that's being tied in Ben-Itzhak, right?

10       A.    Yeah, so, based on the -- based

11   on Box 20, which is a conversation, of

12   course, the conversation could be

13   third-party conversation going on.

14       Q.    But not in Allen because Allen

15   is teaching you that you use their

16   chatbot?

17       A.    But this is a modification.

18   Using that it's like modifying Allen,

19   right, so --

20       Q.    Right.  You're proposing to

21   remove -- to move the conversation that

22   implements the -- the RPA into the

23   Messenger app and when you do that --

24   WhatsApp or whichever one want you want to

25   choose?
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 2       A.    Yes.

 3       Q.    When you do that, those apps do

 4   not include the equivalent of GUI 12 in

 5   the browser?

 6       A.    But that's where you would

 7   actually have a link that would take you

 8   to the right place.  But the browser can

 9   actually go to a link.  The browser allows

10   you to end up in a link.

11       Q.    But you don't have the browser

12   anymore so you can't meet the independent

13   claim because there's no browser under

14   your modification?

15       A.    The chat that's going on using

16   the third party, it's a conversation,

17   right.  Chatbot, it's processing.  Text

18   goes out.  Text comes back in.  Let's say

19   we're just doing text.  Text goes out.

20   Text comes back in responses.  And it

21   could provide links to -- you know, so

22   basically could provide a link to a URL or

23   URI, which then, we can actually, even

24   under Allen, execute because we do have a

25   browser under Allen in a combination, in a
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 2   combined version.

 3       Q.    No longer -- no, in the combined

 4   version you're replacing the Figure 1

 5   interface with an interface using WhatsApp

 6   or one of the other messenger services.

 7   So those -- those messenger services don't

 8   have 12.

 9       A.    But you're just really placing

10   the conversation part.

11       Q.    Right.  And when you're doing

12   the conversation --

13       A.    Conversation is on the bottom.

14       Q.    -- you don't have 12.  There's

15   no displayed user interface --

16       A.    But you can monitor that.

17       Q.    I'm sorry?

18       A.    But you can monitor that

19   conversation.

20       Q.    On WhatsApp?

21       A.    You can monitor the

22   conversation, the conversation that's

23   going through WhatsApp under Allen.  You

24   can if you wanted to.

25       Q.    It doesn't teach that.  You're
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 2   just assuming you could do that?

 3       A.    I'm saying you could combine.

 4   You could basically -- if you took the

 5   conversation that is coming back in the

 6   text response that's coming back,

 7   you're -- the whole point is that with

 8   Allen you have to monitor it, of course,

 9   right, because there is a messaging going

10   back and forth.

11       Q.    Well, you have to monitor for

12   training.  You don't have to monitor it

13   for implementation?

14       A.    Well, even for implementation,

15   there is a request that's being made, if

16   it's a conversational request.  You have

17   to figure out what the person is asking if

18   it is a request going through messaging

19   services system, like a conversational

20   system.

21       Q.    That's different than

22   monitoring.

23       A.    Oh, no, monitoring the

24   conversation between the chat system.

25       Q.    Okay.  So the issue is you're
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 2   replacing the conversation using Allen's

 3   very specific chat functions with Telegram

 4   and WhatsApp.  And when you do that, are

 5   you replacing all of Figure 1 with

 6   WhatsApp, or are you going to keep Figure

 7   1 with WhatsApp?

 8       A.    No, I would say it's the -- just

 9   the natural language interface part of the

10   Figure 1.

11       Q.    And did you say that in your

12   expert report?

13       A.    Yes, I say the -- hence,

14   Ben-Itzhak's conversation agent is a

15   natural language interface implemented by

16   a third-party messaging service.  Sorry,

17   let me go back.

18       Q.    So while you're looking, what

19   I'm asking you is:  Did you say how you're

20   going to change Allen in view of

21   Ben-Itzhak?  Like, Allen says this but I'm

22   going to change it to do that.  That's

23   what I'm looking for.

24       A.    So here the conversation agent

25   is replaced -- is implemented by a third
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 2   party.  So I say that in the conversation

 3   agent, natural language interface part --

 4   natural language interface is implemented

 5   by a third-party messaging service such as

 6   Kik, Telegram, Wipr, WhatsApp, Apple

 7   Messages.  The user may be associated with

 8   one or more third-party applications,

 9   platforms, devices, systems, or network

10   IDs and associated with a user ID from a

11   third-party system.

12             So because they are associated

13   with this on that -- on their system and

14   if you're monitoring this, you would be

15   able to pick up on what -- in Allen, then

16   you would be able to pick up what sort of

17   automation, what -- where you would sent

18   them.

19       Q.    So here's my question.

20       A.    Yeah.

21       Q.    Is the user logging in to

22   WhatsApp or whichever app you choose to

23   have the conversation in that native app,

24   in the context of your modification of

25   Allen, or is it using Figure 1 to interact
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 2   in -- as Allen taught?

 3       A.    I would say Figure 1 to

 4   communicate with a system with which it

 5   has a user ID.  Then it can go through

 6   that and go to the messaging system and

 7   come back and then it can monitor what's

 8   going on and then do whatever it needs to

 9   do on top of that.

10       Q.    And is it doing that through the

11   browser in 12, or is it substituting for

12   the specific natural language generator in

13   20?

14       A.    So I would say the natural

15   language interface part is the 20, which

16   is basically conversing and it's being

17   replaced by some third-party system which

18   has some idea about who this person is

19   because they have a user ID.

20             And based on the conversation

21   that is being monitored, Allen can, you

22   know, take whatever information that they

23   sent back in a URL or whatever, and then

24   it does have a browser at its disposal.

25   It can actually implement it using that
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 2   browser because if it goes through its

 3   system, then it can monitor the

 4   conversation.

 5       Q.    And the paragraph you're reading

 6   from is what paragraph number?

 7       A.    212.

 8       Q.    And other than what you wrote in

 9   212, there's no place else where you

10   describe what you just said as the

11   modification that you're proposing for

12   Allen?

13       A.    Other than 212?  So 213 is also

14   describing in the context of Ben-Itzhak.

15   It says:  Ben-Itzhak discloses that

16   personalized contact recommendation system

17   receives one or more messages, text,

18   video, video gesture, et cetera, from the

19   user in an active conversation -- so this

20   could be actually Allen receiving it -- or

21   user session, and generate one or more

22   personalized content recommendations.

23       Q.    So you're saying that you would

24   modify Allen to have a conversation to

25   generate personal recommendations, as
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 2   taught in Ben-Itzhak, because that's the

 3   sentence you just read me?

 4       A.    Yes.

 5       Q.    That's your proposed

 6   modification of Allen?

 7       A.    That is one way you can modify

 8   it, yes.

 9             MR. MACEDO:  Okay.  I thank you

10       for your time.  And I have no more

11       questions at this time.

12             But I reserve the right to

13       redirect, if there's any questions

14       asked by your counsel or if you do any

15       modifications to your report --

16             THE WITNESS:  Okay.

17             MR. MACEDO:  -- or your

18       testimony.

19             THE WITNESS:  Okay.  Thank you.

20             MR. MACEDO:  I appreciate your

21       time.  Thank you.  I know it's been a

22       long day.

23             Counsel?

24             MS. NGUYEN:  Can we take a

25       break?
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 2         MR. MACEDO:  Sure.

 3         THE VIDEOGRAPHER:  We are going

 4   off the record.  The time is 5:54 p.m.

 5   [sic].

 6         (Recess taken at 5:40 p.m.)

 7         THE VIDEOGRAPHER:  We are going

 8   back on the record.  The time is

 9   6:04 p.m.

10         MS. NGUYEN:  As I was saying,

11   it's really close to the end of the

12   day, and we believe we have redirect

13   so we think this is a good natural

14   stopping point.

15         MR. MACEDO:  We don't agree.  If

16   you want to keep going, if you have

17   redirect, get going.  We'll finish it

18   tomorrow if we don't finish it

19   tonight.  We have at least a half an

20   hour that we set aside, so go for it.

21         MS. NGUYEN:  No, we --

22         MR. MACEDO:  If you don't do

23   your redirect now, we're going to

24   treat the deposition as closed and we

25   can call the PTAB if you want.
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 2         MS. NGUYEN:  Happy to call PTAB.

 3   But this does not mean the deposition

 4   is closed.

 5         MR. MACEDO:  Do you have any

 6   questions to ask now?

 7         MS. NGUYEN:  That's not what

 8   we're talking about.

 9         MR. MACEDO:  Yes, it is.  Do you

10   have any questions to ask now?

11         MS. NGUYEN:  I don't see why I

12   have to answer that question.

13         MR. MACEDO:  If you can't answer

14   the question, I'm assuming you have no

15   questions to ask now and the

16   deposition's over.

17         MS. NGUYEN:  That's your

18   assumption.  It's probably a wrong

19   assumption; but if you'd like, we can

20   call the board.

21         MR. MACEDO:  Okay.  Contact the

22   board.  Let's get it going because

23   we're not going to continue this

24   deposition beyond today if you don't

25   start your redirect now.
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 2         MS. NGUYEN:  Let's call the

 3   board.  We've got six hours of

 4   redirect.

 5         MR. MACEDO:  Not if you don't

 6   start now.

 7         MS. NGUYEN:  That was not part

 8   of the deposition.

 9         MR. MACEDO:  Yeah, you don't get

10   to take the night off --

11         MS. NGUYEN:  We're not taking

12   the night off.

13         MR. MACEDO:  Excuse me.  You

14   spent the last 20 minutes -- you could

15   have done your redirect over the last

16   20 minutes.  You could have done -- I

17   give you a warning more than an hour

18   and a half ago that we're going to

19   have this available to do today.

20         If you have redirect, you can

21   get started now and we'll finish it

22   tomorrow.

23         If you can't get started now,

24   then I don't think we need to go on

25   with this deposition and the
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 2   deposition is terminated.

 3         MS. NGUYEN:  Let's call the

 4   board if that's how you feel.  If you

 5   feel that you have the -- if you feel

 6   that you have the opportunity to cut

 7   us off from the redirect which we're

 8   entitled to --

 9         MR. MACEDO:  I'm not cutting you

10   off.

11         MS. NGUYEN:  You are.

12         MR. MACEDO:  I'm enabling you to

13   do it right now.

14         MS. NGUYEN:  No, you literally

15   said we can finish this deposition

16   now.  So let's call the board.

17         MR. MACEDO:  If you -- yeah.  I

18   literally I said that if you can't

19   take your redirect now then --

20         MS. NGUYEN:  No.  That's just

21   like how form objections were not

22   stipulated by the parties.  There's

23   nothing in the deposition notice that

24   says, oh, if, you know, petitioner

25   wants to cut off the deposition at
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 2   appropriate stopping point, that

 3   Charles Macedo -- Macedo gets a chance

 4   to stop the deposition.  Let's call

 5   the board.

 6         MR. MACEDO:  No.  The deposition

 7   is --

 8         MS. NGUYEN:  I want to call the

 9   board.

10         MR. MACEDO:  No, we will call

11   the board.  He's getting the number

12   right now.

13         MS. NGUYEN:  Okay.  Let's do it.

14         MR. MACEDO:  My point to you is

15   that the deposition is meant to

16   continue.  You are stopping the

17   deposition.

18         MS. NGUYEN:  I'm not stopping

19   it.  It's 6:00.  We talked about

20   earlier --

21         MR. MACEDO:  It wasn't 6:00 when

22   we took a break.  We talked about

23   6:30.  There's a half an hour --

24         MS. NGUYEN:  We did not.  You

25   said 6:00 to 6:30.
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 2         MR. MACEDO:  Yeah, and we broke

 3   at 5:40 so we had 20 minutes at that

 4   point for you to ask questions.

 5         You've wasted a lot of people's

 6   time, and we're going to ask for

 7   costs.  You're making people stay an

 8   extra day because you are not asking

 9   your questions now, so we're going to

10   ask for costs.

11         Okay.  We can go off the record.

12         THE VIDEOGRAPHER:  You said go

13   off the record?

14         MR. MACEDO:  Yep.

15         THE VIDEOGRAPHER:  Before I go

16   off the record, I just want to confirm

17   that Amster has a standing order for

18   an MPEG sync.

19         MR. MACEDO:  I don't understand

20   what you said.

21         THE VIDEOGRAPHER:  I just wanted

22   to confirm that you guys have a

23   standing order for video?

24         MR. MACEDO:  We have ordered the

25   video, yes.
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 2         THE VIDEOGRAPHER:  Okay.  And

 3   for the other firm, I just want to --

 4   would like to know if you guys are

 5   ordering.

 6         MS. NGUYEN:  Yes.

 7         THE VIDEOGRAPHER:  Yes.

 8         MS. NGUYEN:  Yes.

 9         THE VIDEOGRAPHER:  Okay.  And

10   will you need it synced with the --

11   synced with the transcript?

12         MS. NGUYEN:  Yes.

13         THE VIDEOGRAPHER:  Okay.  We are

14   going off the record.  The time is

15   6:08 p.m.

16         (Recess taken.)

17         THE VIDEOGRAPHER:  We are going

18   back on the record.  The time is

19   6:16 p.m.

20         MR. MACEDO:  So we're back on

21   the record.

22         Unfortunately, Dr. Beigi, we

23   think that your counsel should have

24   done your redirect tonight.  They

25   didn't.
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 2         It is too late for us to get

 3   ahold of the board because it is after

 4   hours because they waited until after

 5   6:00 to tell us that they weren't

 6   going to do the redirect today.

 7         So as far as we're concerned,

 8   they've had the opportunity to provide

 9   whatever examination they wanted of

10   you and elected not to go forward with

11   it.

12         They want to, I presume, go

13   forward tomorrow.  And if we do, it's

14   going to be subject to our objection

15   and we will be moving to quash.

16         If they want to go forward and

17   they want the PTAB to authorize them

18   to go forward, they can write to the

19   court and get permission.

20         Otherwise, we consider your

21   deposition terminated and complete.

22   And we appreciate your time.

23         And we gave your counsel the

24   opportunity which they elected not to

25   take to provide your redirect.  I wish
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 2   you the best of luck.

 3         MS. NGUYEN:  Okay.  And we just

 4   want to state for the record that we

 5   did not elect to provide redirect and

 6   we will -- we also do not believe we

 7   have to seek authorization from the

 8   PTAB to be granted the six hours of

 9   redirect that we are entitled to.  And

10   we can resolve this off the record

11   with the board.

12         THE VIDEOGRAPHER:  This

13   concludes today's deposition of

14   Homayoon Beigi.  We are going off the

15   record at 6:18 p.m.

16         THE COURT REPORTER:  Counsel,

17   what are your orders for the record?

18         MS. NGUYEN:  Realtime rough,

19   regular final.

20         MR. MACEDO:  Daily final and

21   same day rough.

22         (Time noted:  6:17 p.m. EDT.)

23

24

25
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         1            HOMAYOON BEIGI, PhD



         2              MR. MACEDO:  Premark these        09:20



         3        please.                                 09:20



         4              (Whereupon, Beigi Exhibit 1,      09:20



         5        Notice of Deposition of Dr. Homayoon    09:20



         6        Beigi, was marked for identification.)  09:20



         7              (Whereupon, Beigi Exhibit 2,      09:20



         8        Notice of Deposition of Dr. Homayoon    09:20



         9        Beigi, was marked for identification.)  09:20



        10              (Whereupon, Beigi Exhibit 3,      09:20



        11        Notice of Deposition of Dr. Homayoon    09:20



        12        Beigi, was marked for identification.)  09:20



        13              (Whereupon, Beigi Exhibit 4,      09:20



        14        Declaration of Dr. Homayoon Beigi, was  09:20



        15        marked for identification.)             09:20



        16              (Whereupon, Beigi Exhibit 5,      09:20



        17        Declaration of Dr. Homayoon Beigi, was  09:20



        18        marked for identification.)             09:20



        19              (Whereupon, Beigi Exhibit 6,      09:20



        20        Declaration of Dr. Homayoon Beigi, was  09:20



        21        marked for identification.)             09:20



        22              (Whereupon, Beigi Exhibit 7,      09:20



        23        Declaration of Dr. Homayoon Beigi, was  09:20



        24        marked for identification.)             09:20



        25              (Whereupon, Beigi Exhibit 8, US   09:20
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         1            HOMAYOON BEIGI, PhD



         2        Patent No. 10,819,664, was marked for   09:20



         3        identification.)                        09:20



         4              (Whereupon, Beigi Exhibit 9, US   09:20



         5        Patent No. 11,258,732, was marked for   09:20



         6        identification.)                        09:20



         7              (Whereupon, Beigi Exhibit 10, US  09:20



         8        Patent No. 11,558,317, was marked for   09:20



         9        identification.)                        09:23



        10              THE VIDEOGRAPHER:  We are now on  09:35



        11        the record.  The time is 9:36 a.m.      09:35



        12        This begins Media No. 1 to the          09:35



        13        videotaped deposition of Homayoon       09:35



        14        Beigi taken in the matter of Whatfix    09:35



        15        versus WalkMe Ltd.                      09:35



        16              My name is Brayamz Villanueva.    09:35



        17        I am your videographer today.  The      09:35



        18        court reporter is Amanda Gorrono.  We   09:35



        19        are representing Esquire Deposition     09:35



        20        Solutions.                              09:35



        21              Counsel, will you please          09:35



        22        introduce yourselves and affiliations.  09:35



        23        And the witness will be sworn.          09:35



        24              MR. MACEDO:  Thank you.  My name  09:36



        25        is Charley Macedo, and I am a partner   09:36
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         1            HOMAYOON BEIGI, PhD



         2        with Amster Rothstein & Ebenstein LLP.  09:36



         3        We represent the patent owner WalkMe    09:36



         4        Ltd., which I'll refer to as patent     09:36



         5        owner in three IPRs, IPR 2023-01379,    09:36



         6        IPR 2023-01368, and IPR 2024-0065.      09:36



         7        And I have with me my colleague Thomas  09:36



         8        Hart who is backup counsel.             09:36



         9              MS. NGUYEN:  Jean Nguyen.  And    09:36



        10        with me is my colleague Mehran          09:36



        11        Arjomand of Morrison & Foerster on      09:36



        12        behalf of petitioner Whatfix and        09:36



        13        Dr. Beigi, the expert.                  09:36



        14    HOMAYOON BEIGI, PhD, called as a witness,   09:36



        15    having been first duly sworn by a Notary    09:36



        16    Public of the State of New York, was        09:36



        17    examined and testified as follows:          09:37



        18              THE WITNESS:  I do.               09:37



        19              THE COURT REPORTER.  Thank you.   09:37



        20        Can you please state your name and      09:37



        21        address for the record.                 09:37



        22              THE WITNESS:  With my home        09:37



        23        address?  Homayoon Beigi, 49 Bouton     09:37



        24        Road, South Salem, New York 10590.      09:37



        25    EXAMINATION                                 09:37
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         1            HOMAYOON BEIGI, PhD



         2    BY MR. MACEDO:                              09:37



         3        Q.    Good morning, Dr. Beigi.          09:37



         4        A.    Good morning.                     09:37



         5        Q.    Did I say that correctly?         09:37



         6        A.    Yes.                              09:37



         7        Q.    Good.  Please forgive me if I     09:37



         8    mispronounce it.  There's no ill intent.    09:37



         9    It's just I'm bad with pronouncing names,   09:37



        10    so.                                         09:37



        11              As you heard, my name is Charley  09:37



        12    Macedo; and I am representing WalkMe Ltd.,  09:37



        13    which is a patent owner in three IPR        09:37



        14    proceedings.                                09:37



        15              Are you aware of these IPR        09:37



        16    proceedings, inter partes review            09:37



        17    proceedings?                                09:37



        18        A.    Yes.                              09:37



        19        Q.    Okay.  In front of you, you'll    09:37



        20    see we premarked as Exhibits 1, 2 and 3     09:37



        21    three deposition notices.  If you could     09:37



        22    take a look, we marked as Exhibit 1 for     09:37



        23    the record, the notice of deposition of     09:37



        24    Dr. Homayoon -- it's the top three.  We'll  09:38



        25    get to the others in a second.              09:38
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         1            HOMAYOON BEIGI, PhD



         2        A.    Okay.                             09:38



         3        Q.    We marked as Beigi -- Beigi       09:38



         4    Exhibit 1 the notice of deposition of       09:38



         5    Dr. Homayoon Beigi in IPR 2023-01368 dated  09:38



         6    May 16, 2024.  We marked as Exhibit 2 the   09:38



         7    notice of deposition of Dr. Homayoon Beigi  09:38



         8    in IPR 2023-01379.  And we marked as        09:38



         9    Exhibit 3 the notice of deposition of       09:38



        10    Dr. Homayoon Beigi in IPR 2024-0065.        09:38



        11              When you are done looking at      09:38



        12    them, let me know.                          09:38



        13        A.    Yes.                              09:39



        14        Q.    Great.                            09:39



        15              Have you seen Exhibit 1 before?   09:39



        16        A.    Yes, I have.                      09:39



        17        Q.    Have you seen Exhibit 2 before?   09:39



        18        A.    Yes, I have.                      09:39



        19        Q.    Have you seen Exhibit 3 before?   09:39



        20        A.    Yes, I have.                      09:39



        21        Q.    Okay.  You understand that you    09:39



        22    are testifying today pursuant to the        09:39



        23    deposition notices that we've marked as     09:39



        24    Exhibit 1 through 3 with respect to all     09:39



        25    three IPRs, correct?                        09:39
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         1            HOMAYOON BEIGI, PhD



         2        A.    Yes.                              09:39



         3        Q.    And so if I refer to the 1368     09:39



         4    IPR, will you know that I'm referring to    09:39



         5    the IPR 2023-01368 that is referred to in   09:39



         6    Deposition Notice 1?                        09:39



         7        A.    Yes, I would have to refer to     09:39



         8    the paper because I know them by the        09:39



         9    patent number, but not by the IPR numbers.  09:39



        10        Q.    Okay.                             09:39



        11        A.    But I can always go and check,    09:39



        12    yes.                                        09:39



        13        Q.    Would you prefer me to refer to   09:39



        14    it as the '664 patent?                      09:39



        15        A.    I do.                             09:40



        16        Q.    Okay.  So if you look in front    09:40



        17    of you, you will see that we have           09:40



        18    premarked at the bottom of that pile as     09:40



        19    Exhibit 8 the '664 patent.                  09:40



        20              Yeah, you want to keep those in   09:40



        21    that order, perfect.                        09:40



        22              So if you look, you'll see        09:40



        23    marked as Exhibit 8 is US Patent No.        09:40



        24    10,819,664.  And you look at it and tell    09:40



        25    me if you recognize it.                     09:40
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         1            HOMAYOON BEIGI, PhD



         2        A.    Yes, I do.                        09:41



         3        Q.    Okay.  And so when we were        09:41



         4    referring to IPR 2023-01368 in the          09:41



         5    Deposition Notice 1, that is with respect   09:41



         6    to what we have marked as Exhibit 8 as the  09:41



         7    '664 patent, correct?                       09:41



         8        A.    Yes.                              09:41



         9        Q.    And so when we refer to that      09:41



        10    IPR, we'll refer to it as the first '664    09:41



        11    patent IPR, okay?                           09:41



        12        A.    Yes.                              09:41



        13        Q.    Okay.  So if you look underneath  09:41



        14    what we marked as Exhibit 8, we've marked   09:41



        15    as Exhibit 9 US Patent No. 11,258,732.      09:41



        16        A.    Yes.                              09:42



        17        Q.    And your understanding is that    09:42



        18    the notice of deposition we marked as       09:42



        19    Exhibit 2 IPR for 2023-01379 is with        09:42



        20    respect to US Patent No. 11,258,732 that    09:42



        21    we marked as Exhibit 9?                     09:42



        22        A.    Yes.                              09:42



        23        Q.    Okay.  Okay.  And we'll refer to  09:42



        24    that one as the '732 IPR.                   09:43



        25        A.    Yes.                              09:43
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         1            HOMAYOON BEIGI, PhD



         2        Q.    Okay.  And now, if you look       09:43



         3    underneath that, there's marked as          09:43



         4    Exhibit 10 US Patent No. 11,558,317.  And   09:43



         5    if you could look at that please.           09:43



         6        A.    Yes.                              09:44



         7        Q.    Okay.  And so with respect to     09:44



         8    your Exhibit 3 which is IPR 2024-0065, you  09:44



         9    understand that that is with reference to   09:44



        10    the US Patent 11,558,317 that we have       09:44



        11    marked as Exhibit 10, right?                09:44



        12        A.    Yes, just a correction.  There    09:44



        13    are three zeros, but I understand, yes.     09:44



        14        Q.    Okay.  Thank you.                 09:44



        15              So to make it clear, you          09:44



        16    understand that the notice of deposition    09:44



        17    that we've marked as Exhibit 3 with         09:44



        18    respect to IPR 2024-00065 is with respect   09:44



        19    to US Patent No. 11,558,317 that we've      09:44



        20    marked as Exhibit 10?                       09:44



        21        A.    Yes.                              09:44



        22        Q.    And we can refer to that as the   09:44



        23    '317 IPR?                                   09:44



        24        A.    Yes.                              09:44



        25        Q.    Okay.  Great.  I find it easier   09:44
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         1            HOMAYOON BEIGI, PhD



         2    to define things upfront in language that   09:44



         3    we all understand so no one gets confused.  09:44



         4        A.    Thank you.                        09:45



         5        Q.    Okay.  So I noticed that with     09:45



         6    respect to each of the patents that we      09:45



         7    marked as 8, 9, and 10, you paged through   09:45



         8    to make sure that they were the complete    09:45



         9    patent, correct?                            09:45



        10        A.    Yes.                              09:45



        11        Q.    And as far as you can tell        09:45



        12    sitting here today, Exhibit 8, 9, and 10    09:45



        13    are the three patents that you studied for  09:45



        14    the declarations that you submitted in the  09:45



        15    '664 IPR, '732 IPR, and '371 IPR?           09:45



        16        A.    They seemed like it.  I flipped   09:45



        17    very quickly.  But, yes, they seemed like   09:45



        18    it.                                         09:45



        19        Q.    Okay.  And if afterwards, you     09:45



        20    see anything that's wrong with them,        09:45



        21    please let us know and certainly counsel    09:45



        22    can let us know.  But they should be        09:45



        23    complete copies, okay?                      09:45



        24        A.    Will do.                          09:45



        25        Q.    Thank you.                        09:45
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         1            HOMAYOON BEIGI, PhD



         2              Okay.  Now, we've given you       09:45



         3    three deposition notices; and we've given   09:45



         4    you three patents.  How many inter partes   09:45



         5    review proceedings did you work on that     09:45



         6    involve Whatfix and WalkMe?                 09:46



         7        A.    There were four declarations all  09:46



         8    together.  I would still categorize them    09:46



         9    as three IPRs.  I'm not sure if that was    09:46



        10    under a different IPR number or not, but    09:46



        11    there is a second declaration for the       09:46



        12    '664.  So I'm not quite sure if that went   09:46



        13    under the same IPR number or not.  If it    09:46



        14    went under the same IPR number, there were  09:46



        15    four declarations but three IPRs            09:46



        16    associated with the three patents.          09:46



        17        Q.    Okay.  Why were there two         09:46



        18    declarations with respect to the '664       09:46



        19    patent?                                     09:46



        20        A.    There was a second declaration    09:46



        21    that I made that was not instituted, and I  09:46



        22    was advised it wasn't instituted.  So I     09:46



        23    left it at that.  There was some extra      09:46



        24    material that -- that I wrote.              09:47



        25        Q.    I appreciate that.                09:47

�



                                                       17





         1            HOMAYOON BEIGI, PhD



         2              But my question is:  Why did you  09:47



         3    make a second declaration?  Why didn't you  09:47



         4    just include it in the first declaration,   09:47



         5    whatever you put in there?                  09:47



         6        A.    It was just an afterthought to    09:47



         7    include some more information, yes, in the  09:47



         8    second declaration.                         09:47



         9        Q.    The second -- okay.  You said     09:47



        10    that the second declaration was an          09:47



        11    afterthought.  Was it your afterthought,    09:47



        12    or was it someone else's afterthought?      09:47



        13        A.    Mine in combination with the      09:47



        14    counsel to -- to produce more information.  09:47



        15    It was very quick but -- I don't remember   09:47



        16    exactly the time, but it was after the      09:47



        17    first declaration.  The main declaration    09:47



        18    was for the '664 is the one that was the    09:47



        19    main one.                                   09:47



        20              And the second one, as far as     09:47



        21    I'm concerned, was not instituted.  So      09:47



        22    I -- the last time I looked at it was the   09:47



        23    last time I signed it, which was months     09:47



        24    ago.                                        09:48



        25        Q.    Okay.  So we premarked as         09:48
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         1            HOMAYOON BEIGI, PhD



         2    Exhibits 4 through 7 --                     09:48



         3        A.    Yes.                              09:48



         4        Q.    -- the four declarations that     09:48



         5    you submitted and the four IPRs that were   09:48



         6    filed.  So if you open up the top one, you  09:48



         7    will see that that's Exhibit 4.             09:48



         8        A.    Okay.  So you are saying that     09:48



         9    there were four actual IPR numbers          09:48



        10    associated with them?                       09:48



        11        Q.    I will have you confirm it, but   09:48



        12    you will see it in a minute.                09:48



        13        A.    Because I know my declarations,   09:48



        14    but not necessarily what the IPR numbers    09:48



        15    are.                                        09:48



        16        Q.    That's okay because they are on   09:48



        17    the cover of the declaration that you       09:48



        18    signed so that will make it easy.           09:48



        19        A.    Yes.                              09:48



        20        Q.    So if you look at what we         09:48



        21    premarked as Exhibit 4 as the declaration   09:48



        22    of Homayoon Beigi in IPR 2023-01368 which   09:48



        23    we've been referring to as the first '664   09:48



        24    IPR, is that your declaration that you      09:48



        25    were referring to as the instituted IPR     09:48
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         1            HOMAYOON BEIGI, PhD



         2    for the '664?                               09:48



         3        A.    Seems like it.  It's many pages,  09:49



         4    but it seems like it.                       09:49



         5        Q.    I understand that you're not      09:49



         6    going to proofread every page right now as  09:49



         7    you sit here.  I appreciate the way you     09:49



         8    described that.  If you do find anything    09:49



         9    missing, we will supplement and make sure   09:49



        10    you have everything that you need.          09:49



        11        A.    Thank you.                        09:49



        12        Q.    Now, the declaration that we've   09:49



        13    marked as Exhibit 4 was marked as           09:49



        14    exhibit -- as Exhibit 1003 in the IPR       09:49



        15    number 2023-01368 which is the '664         09:49



        16    patent.  I know it doesn't have the IPR.    09:50



        17        A.    Yes, it's missing the IPR number  09:50



        18    on the declaration.                         09:50



        19        Q.    It is.  That's the way it was     09:50



        20    filed so that's the way we gave to you.     09:50



        21        A.    That's why I didn't know if it    09:50



        22    was different IPR or same IPR.              09:50



        23        Q.    If it will assist you, I will     09:50



        24    give you a pen and you can write the IPR    09:50



        25    number on it so you don't get confused.     09:50
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         1            HOMAYOON BEIGI, PhD



         2        A.    Thank you.  (Witness writing on   09:50



         3    exhibit.)                                   09:50



         4        Q.    Okay.  And so for your ease,      09:50



         5    Deposition Notice 1, Exhibit 4 and          09:50



         6    Exhibit 8 are all for the '664 patent?      09:50



         7        A.    Yes.                              09:50



         8        Q.    So feel free to organize these    09:50



         9    in whatever way makes your life easiest.    09:51



        10    This is not a memory test.  This is meant   09:51



        11    to get the truth.                           09:51



        12        A.    Thank you.  I'll put all of them  09:51



        13    together.                                   09:51



        14        Q.    Right.  We're going to go         09:51



        15    through each of those and make your life    09:51



        16    easy.                                       09:51



        17        A.    Thank you.                        09:51



        18        Q.    Now, the next thing you're going  09:51



        19    to see is what we marked as Exhibit 5       09:51



        20    which is the other '664 declaration, and    09:51



        21    you might want to write at the top IPR      09:51



        22    2023-01443.                                 09:51



        23              And if you could spend a minute   09:51



        24    and look and tell me whether Exhibit 4,     09:51



        25    the declaration of Dr. Homayoon Beigi in    09:51
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         1            HOMAYOON BEIGI, PhD



         2    IPR 2023-01443 marked as Exhibit 1003, is   09:51



         3    the second '664 declaration that you were   09:51



         4    thinking of?                                09:51



         5        A.    I think you misspoke.  I think    09:51



         6    it's Exhibit 5.  You said marked as         09:51



         7    Exhibit 4.                                  09:52



         8        Q.    I'm sorry.  It is Exhibit 5, so   09:52



         9    let me rephrase that.                       09:52



        10              I want you to look at Exhibit 5,  09:52



        11    which we have now marked as Exhibit 5 as    09:52



        12    the declaration of Dr. Homayoon Beigi from  09:52



        13    IPR 2023-01443 which was submitted as       09:52



        14    Exhibit 1003 and confirm whether that is    09:52



        15    the declaration that you said you           09:52



        16    submitted in the IPR that was not           09:52



        17    instituted.                                 09:52



        18        A.    It seems like it, though I        09:52



        19    haven't seen it for a long time.            09:53



        20        Q.    Okay.  If it helps you, if you    09:53



        21    turn to Page 25 of Exhibit 5, and it has    09:53



        22    under analysis and opinions, the heading    09:53



        23    A, claims 10 and 24 are obvious over        09:53



        24    Symons, William, and Ben-Itzhak.            09:53



        25              Do you see that?                  09:53
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         1            HOMAYOON BEIGI, PhD



         2        A.    Yes.                              09:53



         3        Q.    Does that help refresh your       09:53



         4    recollection that's with respect to the     09:53



         5    second '664 IPR that was not instituted?    09:53



         6        A.    It does.                          09:53



         7        Q.    Okay.  You're welcome to put      09:53



         8    that with the other '664 if it's easier     09:53



         9    for you.                                    09:53



        10        A.    Do you mind if I write "not       09:53



        11    instituted" on the top of that?             09:53



        12        Q.    Write whatever you want on it,    09:53



        13    whatever helps you.                         09:53



        14        A.    Because I want to remember which  09:53



        15    is which.                                   09:53



        16        Q.    Absolutely.  These exhibits are   09:54



        17    there for you to use and they are for the   09:54



        18    record to reflect whatever you need us to   09:54



        19    reflect.  Okay?                             09:54



        20        A.    Thank you.                        09:54



        21        Q.    Okay.  Now we move on to          09:54



        22    Exhibit 6, which is the next black binder   09:54



        23    in front of you, and this was your          09:54



        24    declaration of Dr. Homayoon Beigi with      09:54



        25    respect to Patent No. 11,258,732 and this   09:54
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         2    one actually has on the cover IPR number    09:54



         3    2023-01379.                                 09:54



         4              And I want you to look at it and  09:54



         5    see if that is the declaration that you     09:54



         6    prepared for the '732 IPR.                  09:54



         7        A.    Yes, it seems like it.            09:55



         8        Q.    And you can coordinate that with  09:55



         9    Deposition Notice 2 and the '732 patent,    09:55



        10    Exhibit 9.  Okay.  You already anticipated  09:55



        11    where we are going.  That's great.          09:55



        12              Okay.  So now we're looking at    09:55



        13    what we previously marked as Exhibit 7,     09:55



        14    which is the declaration of Dr. Homayoon    09:55



        15    Beigi from inter partes review, IPR         09:55



        16    2024-00065 for US Patent No. 11,558,317     09:56



        17    and ask if you recognize Exhibit 7 as your  09:56



        18    declaration for the '317 IPR associated     09:56



        19    the '317 patent that we marked as           09:56



        20    Exhibit 10.                                 09:56



        21        A.    Yes, it seems like it is.         09:56



        22        Q.    Okay.  If you want to put them    09:56



        23    together to make your life easy, feel       09:56



        24    free.  Put any notes on anything that you   09:56



        25    want.  That's why I gave you a pen.  Okay?  09:56
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         1            HOMAYOON BEIGI, PhD



         2              Okay.  So, Dr. Beigi, just so     09:56



         3    you understand, today is not meant to be a  09:56



         4    memory test.  Today is meant to be a        09:56



         5    search for truth.  As you know, you've      09:56



         6    been sworn in by the court reporter,        09:57



         7    right?                                      09:57



         8        A.    Yes.                              09:57



         9        Q.    And you've been deposed before a  09:57



        10    couple of times?                            09:57



        11        A.    Yes.                              09:57



        12        Q.    You were deposed more than two    09:57



        13    decades ago over some fee dispute for one   09:57



        14    of your companies, I believe?               09:57



        15        A.    Yes.                              09:57



        16        Q.    And then you were deposed --      09:57



        17        A.    That wasn't -- I'm sorry.  That   09:57



        18    wasn't -- that deposition.  It was being    09:57



        19    on stand in the court.                      09:57



        20        Q.    I'm sorry.  You were a live       09:57



        21    witness?                                    09:57



        22        A.    Live witness, yes.                09:57



        23        Q.    Okay.  Sorry.  And then you were  09:57



        24    deposed in some IPRs that you've done in    09:57



        25    the past for other parties?                 09:57
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         1            HOMAYOON BEIGI, PhD



         2        A.    Yes.                              09:57



         3        Q.    Okay.  So you know generally how  09:57



         4    a deposition works, but I'll go through     09:57



         5    some of the rules for today's deposition,   09:57



         6    okay?                                       09:57



         7        A.    Yes.                              09:57



         8        Q.    Okay.  If at any point, you       09:57



         9    don't understand something being asked,     09:57



        10    please let me know.  Otherwise, the record  09:57



        11    will reflect that you understood the        09:57



        12    question and asked [sic] the question as    09:57



        13    answered, okay?                             09:57



        14        A.    I will.                           09:57



        15        Q.    Okay.  Do you want to review and  09:57



        16    sign the transcript after we complete the   09:58



        17    deposition?                                 09:58



        18        A.    Yes.                              09:58



        19              (Whereupon, a request for Read    09:58



        20        and sign, was made.)                    09:58



        21    BY MR. MACEDO:                              09:58



        22        Q.    Okay.  Perfectly fine.  I do ask  09:58



        23    that you do it promptly because there is a  09:58



        24    very short window for us to submit the      09:58



        25    deposition with our patent owner            09:58
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         1            HOMAYOON BEIGI, PhD



         2    responses.  You understand that?            09:58



         3        A.    Yes, as long as it's organized    09:58



         4    with the counsel properly, I would do       09:58



         5    that.                                       09:58



         6        Q.    Of course, of course.             09:58



         7              Also under the practice of        09:58



         8    depositions in inter partes review          09:58



         9    proceedings before the PTAB, all            09:58



        10    objections except as to form are going to   09:58



        11    be reserved.  So therefore, counsel and I   09:58



        12    have stipulated that the only objections    09:58



        13    she will provide is to form or if there is  09:58



        14    an issue as to privilege.                   09:58



        15              Do you understand that?           09:58



        16        A.    Yes.                              09:58



        17              MR. MACEDO:  And, Counsel,        09:58



        18        you've agreed to that, correct?  I'm    09:58



        19        sorry.  You have to speak up.           09:59



        20              MS. NGUYEN:  Correct.             09:59



        21              MR. MACEDO:  Okay.  Thank you.    09:59



        22    BY MR. MACEDO:                              09:59



        23        Q.    If at any time you want a break,  09:59



        24    that's fine.  But I'm going to ask unless   09:59



        25    it involves a question of privilege that    09:59
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         1            HOMAYOON BEIGI, PhD



         2    you answer the pending question before we   09:59



         3    go on break, okay?                          09:59



         4        A.    I will.                           09:59



         5        Q.    Okay.  Is there any reason why    09:59



         6    you're not capable of testifying            09:59



         7    truthfully and to the best of your ability  09:59



         8    today?                                      09:59



         9        A.    No.                               09:59



        10        Q.    You're not taking any             09:59



        11    medications which would interfere with      09:59



        12    that ability?                               09:59



        13        A.    No.                               09:59



        14        Q.    Okay.  You understand that        09:59



        15    today's deposition is being transcribed by  09:59



        16    the court reporter?                         09:59



        17        A.    Yes.                              09:59



        18        Q.    And she's sitting right next to   09:59



        19    you so it's easy to see?                    09:59



        20        A.    Yes.                              09:59



        21        Q.    And we also are videotaping this  09:59



        22    deposition by the videographer down at the  09:59



        23    other end of the table?                     09:59



        24        A.    Yes.                              09:59



        25        Q.    Okay.  At times there may be      09:59
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         2    things that are difficult for the court     09:59



         3    reporter to understand or the videographer  09:59



         4    to hear.  So they may interrupt us to       09:59



         5    clarify that for the record.                10:00



         6              And do you understand that we     10:00



         7    should try and clarify it for them so the   10:00



         8    record is correct?                          10:00



         9        A.    Yes.                              10:00



        10        Q.    Okay.  If there is anything that  10:00



        11    is difficult to spell or to make sure we    10:00



        12    understand it's the right word, feel free   10:00



        13    to spell it out for the court reporter so   10:00



        14    that way the record is clear.               10:00



        15        A.    I will.                           10:00



        16        Q.    Okay.  Okay.  You've been really  10:00



        17    good at this.  One of the most important    10:00



        18    things is that only one person speak at a   10:00



        19    time.  So let me finish my question.  If    10:00



        20    counsel has an objection, she'll state it.  10:00



        21    And then you should answer your question,   10:00



        22    okay?                                       10:00



        23        A.    Yes.                              10:00



        24        Q.    And I will try not to cut you     10:00



        25    off; but if you are not answering the       10:00
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         1            HOMAYOON BEIGI, PhD



         2    right question, I may interrupt to advise   10:00



         3    you of that to try and get us back on the   10:00



         4    right track, okay?                          10:00



         5        A.    Yes.                              10:01



         6        Q.    Okay.  Are you being represented  10:01



         7    by counsel here today?                      10:01



         8        A.    Yes.                              10:01



         9        Q.    And who is that?                  10:01



        10        A.    It's Morrison & Foerster.         10:01



        11        Q.    The two people sitting at the     10:01



        12    table?                                      10:01



        13        A.    Yes.                              10:01



        14        Q.    Okay.  And are they representing  10:01



        15    you, or are they representing the           10:01



        16    petitioner as far as you understand?        10:01



        17        A.    My understanding is both.         10:01



        18        Q.    Okay.  And do you have any        10:01



        19    questions about the procedure as we just    10:01



        20    discussed it?                               10:01



        21        A.    No.                               10:01



        22        Q.    Excellent.  In your declaration,  10:01



        23    you say that you're being compensated at    10:01



        24    your normal rate plus reimbursement for     10:01



        25    expenses for my analysis and that your      10:01
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         2    compensation does not depend upon the       10:01



         3    content of any opinions or outcomes of      10:02



         4    this proceeding.  If you want to look,      10:02



         5    it's Paragraph 2; but I'm just giving that  10:02



         6    to you as a foundation because I'm going    10:02



         7    to ask you what's your normal               10:02



         8    compensation.  I believe you have the same  10:02



         9    paragraph in all the IPRs.                  10:02



        10        A.    Yes, and the question?  I'm       10:02



        11    sorry.                                      10:02



        12        Q.    So what's your normal             10:02



        13    compensation?                               10:02



        14        A.    I'm doing this specific -- these  10:02



        15    IPRs through a third-party agent.  So I'm   10:02



        16    not sure if I should divulge my actual      10:02



        17    rates because I don't know what they would  10:02



        18    charge the -- the counsel.                  10:02



        19        Q.    I would strongly suggest that     10:02



        20    you do divulge your actual rate because it  10:02



        21    goes to the credibility of you as a         10:02



        22    witness on how much you're being paid.      10:02



        23              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    10:02



        24        A.    It will be opposing the NDA that  10:02



        25    I've -- that I've signed with the agent     10:03
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         2    that is representing me with the counsel    10:03



         3    and so I will -- I bill them and they will  10:03



         4    bill the counsel.  So if I -- that's        10:03



         5    privileged information.  I cannot divulge   10:03



         6    that.  If I do, then I'm going against      10:03



         7    that NDA that I've signed with -- with      10:03



         8    that agent.                                 10:03



         9    BY MR. MACEDO:                              10:03



        10        Q.    So you understand, you have       10:03



        11    testified that you're being compensated at  10:03



        12    your normal rate?                           10:03



        13        A.    Yes.                              10:03



        14        Q.    If you don't tell us what your    10:03



        15    normal rate is, that's going to be a        10:03



        16    problem; and we'll have to call the PTAB.   10:03



        17        A.    I can tell you what my normal     10:03



        18    rate is.                                    10:03



        19        Q.    That's the first thing I asked.   10:03



        20        A.    But I cannot tell you             10:03



        21    specifically in this IPR what I'm charging  10:03



        22    because that would be against my NDA with   10:03



        23    the -- with the representing agent.         10:03



        24        Q.    Okay.  So --                      10:03



        25        A.    My normal rate is --              10:03
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         2        Q.    Thank you.                        10:03



         3        A.    -- between 400 to $500 an hour.   10:03



         4        Q.    And when you say your normal      10:04



         5    rate, that's what you get paid in your      10:04



         6    position at Recognition Intervoice --       10:04



         7    what's the name of your start-up?           10:04



         8        A.    It's not a start-up.              10:04



         9        Q.    Oh, your company?                 10:04



        10        A.    It's 21 years old.  It's          10:04



        11    Recognition Technologies.                   10:04



        12        Q.    Right.                            10:04



        13        A.    No.  That is the fee that I       10:04



        14    charge for consultation.                    10:04



        15        Q.    And what is it that you get paid  10:04



        16    an hour working for Recognition             10:04



        17    Technologies?                               10:04



        18        A.    I am a cofounder so -- so         10:04



        19    basically Recognition Technologies gets     10:04



        20    paid and it just goes into the company.     10:04



        21    So our company, I am a cofounder of and     10:04



        22    part owner, charges between 400 to $500     10:04



        23    for my services for consultation.           10:04



        24        Q.    And there's another company you   10:05



        25    work for, right?                            10:05
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         2        A.    Internet Server Connections.      10:05



         3        Q.    Yes.                              10:05



         4        A.    Yes.                              10:05



         5        Q.    And how much does that company    10:05



         6    charge for your service?                    10:05



         7        A.    I don't do consultation through   10:05



         8    them.                                       10:05



         9        Q.    Okay.  Now, when you get paid by  10:05



        10    Recognition Technologies which is your      10:05



        11    company, how much of the 400 to $500 an     10:05



        12    hour that it charges for consultation do    10:05



        13    you take home?                              10:05



        14        A.    It's an S corporation so it goes  10:05



        15    as a pass-through basically.  It's as if    10:05



        16    it's going to me.                           10:05



        17        Q.    Okay.  And you also are an        10:05



        18    adjunct professor at Columbia, correct?     10:05



        19        A.    Yes.                              10:05



        20        Q.    So how much does Columbia pay     10:05



        21    you per hour approximately for your         10:05



        22    adjunct professor services?                 10:05



        23        A.    I can tell you per semester       10:05



        24    because it's not per hour, and I can tell   10:05



        25    you just the average number of hours.       10:06
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         2        Q.    That's fine.                      10:06



         3        A.    I get paid between 18 to $21,000  10:06



         4    per semester per course.  And there are 13  10:06



         5    sessions of two hours, two and a half       10:06



         6    hours each.                                 10:06



         7        Q.    But your time is not just the 13  10:06



         8    sessions, right?                            10:06



         9        A.    Yes.                              10:06



        10        Q.    You have to prepare for it?       10:06



        11        A.    Yes.                              10:06



        12        Q.    You write extensive lesson        10:06



        13    plans, right?                               10:06



        14        A.    I've been teaching for a long     10:06



        15    time, so a lot of it is auto.               10:06



        16        Q.    It's easier today than it was     10:06



        17    20 years ago?                               10:06



        18        A.    Than 30 years ago.                10:06



        19        Q.    But you still have to spend time  10:06



        20    preparing because time -- technology        10:06



        21    changes?                                    10:06



        22        A.    I do spend time preparing, but    10:06



        23    my job isn't the same -- along the same     10:06



        24    lines which means that I'm always           10:06



        25    prepared.  I'm always at the forefront.     10:06
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         2              But yes, I do spend office hours  10:06



         3    with students as well, two hours a week.    10:06



         4        Q.    Would you say that you spend at   10:07



         5    least 40 hours a semester for each course?  10:07



         6        A.    May be the case, yes.             10:07



         7        Q.    Okay.  Now, you said your --      10:07



         8    your normal rate is 4 to 500 per hour; but  10:07



         9    there is a third-party service between you  10:07



        10    and counsel?                                10:07



        11        A.    Yes.                              10:07



        12        Q.    So your understanding is that     10:07



        13    you're taking home 4 to 500 per hour in     10:07



        14    this case, or IMS, the third-party service  10:07



        15    is getting paid that?                       10:07



        16        A.    I am taking home that much.       10:07



        17        Q.    And then the third-party service  10:07



        18    may be charging more, for all you know?     10:07



        19        A.    I have no idea.                   10:07



        20        Q.    Okay.  Am I correct, is it IMS    10:07



        21    the service or is it a different service?   10:07



        22        A.    Yes, it is.                       10:07



        23        Q.    Okay.                             10:07



        24        A.    And like I said, because there's  10:07



        25    an NDA, I didn't say specifically for this  10:07
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         2    case.  I just told you what my normal --    10:08



         3    normal hourly rates are.  I cannot say      10:08



         4    exactly what it is, but the ballpark is     10:08



         5    right.  I will be going against my NDA if   10:08



         6    I did that.                                 10:08



         7        Q.    I understand.  I'm just trying    10:08



         8    to get a general understanding as best as   10:08



         9    you can provide it to me.                   10:08



        10        A.    4 to $500 an hour, my fee.  That  10:08



        11    should get to me regardless of what's in    10:08



        12    between.                                    10:08



        13        Q.    Okay.  So when you first started  10:08



        14    testifying as an expert witness, that was   10:08



        15    in the Global Tech -- Tel Link case,        10:08



        16    right?                                      10:08



        17        A.    I believe.                        10:08



        18        Q.    And at that time, your rate of    10:08



        19    compensation was somewhere between 250 and  10:08



        20    350, or was it 175, maybe 125?              10:08



        21        A.    No, no.  It was the first --      10:08



        22    first numbers that you said.  It's between  10:09



        23    250 and 350.                                10:09



        24        Q.    Right.                            10:09



        25        A.    And I have -- I always have two   10:09
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         2    different rates.  One for consultation,     10:09



         3    one for stand or deposition, which is       10:09



         4    usually $100 higher.                        10:09



         5        Q.    So you're charging $100 more to   10:09



         6    sit here today than when you worked on the  10:09



         7    report?                                     10:09



         8        A.    Yes.                              10:09



         9        Q.    Okay.  And that's the same thing  10:09



        10    you did when you did the Global Tel Link    10:09



        11    case?                                       10:09



        12        A.    Yes.                              10:09



        13        Q.    And -- and that was six years     10:09



        14    ago?                                        10:09



        15        A.    I don't recall.  I think I have   10:09



        16    it as an -- in my documentation.  If you    10:09



        17    don't mind, I can pull out the dates.       10:09



        18        Q.    Absolutely.  Your résumé is in    10:09



        19    the back of it.  I tried to give you the    10:09



        20    full thing as you submitted it.             10:09



        21        A.    Well, the dates aren't here       10:09



        22    unfortunately but --                        10:09



        23        Q.    Well, the IPR numbers give you a  10:09



        24    hint because they are the year.             10:09



        25        A.    I see.  Yes.  Well, 2000 --       10:09

�



                                                       38





         1            HOMAYOON BEIGI, PhD



         2    well --                                     10:10



         3        Q.    Like 2015 and '16?                10:10



         4        A.    2015 and '16, so that would be    10:10



         5    about nine, ten years ago.                  10:10



         6        Q.    Okay.  And so you raised your --  10:10



         7    your rate from somewhere around 250 to      10:10



         8    somewhere around 400 over nine years?       10:10



         9        A.    Yes.                              10:10



        10        Q.    And then you raised your 350      10:10



        11    rate for testimony to somewhere around 500  10:10



        12    over those same nine years?                 10:10



        13        A.    That's right, yes.                10:10



        14        Q.    Okay.  Is there anything besides  10:10



        15    time which justified raising your rate by   10:10



        16    that much?                                  10:10



        17        A.    Yes, it's how busy I am with      10:10



        18    other things.  As you noticed, I have many  10:10



        19    things that I work on.  So my time is       10:10



        20    valuable.  It's valued more when I have     10:10



        21    more on my plate.                           10:10



        22        Q.    And do you have a lot on your     10:10



        23    plate now?                                  10:10



        24        A.    Yes, I do.                        10:10



        25        Q.    Okay.  In your last deposition    10:10
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         2    that I saw, you spent about 50 hours        10:10



         3    preparing one declaration.  How many hours  10:11



         4    did you spend preparing all four of these   10:11



         5    declarations?                               10:11



         6        A.    The original preparation of the   10:11



         7    declarations?                               10:11



         8        Q.    Yes, just the declarations        10:11



         9    themselves.  If you need to break them      10:11



        10    down by declaration, that's fine.           10:11



        11    Whatever is the easiest way for you to      10:11



        12    recall.                                     10:11



        13        A.    That would be even harder.  I     10:11



        14    would -- let me think -- I believe it was   10:11



        15    something in the order of between 90 to     10:11



        16    100 hours for all four of them.  And I'm    10:11



        17    just guessing because it was over           10:11



        18    nine months, I believe.                     10:11



        19        Q.    It was over nine months, you      10:11



        20    said?                                       10:12



        21        A.    I think so.  I think it was.      10:12



        22    Don't quote me on this one because I        10:12



        23    believe we -- the submission was around     10:12



        24    the end of August.  You can correct me if   10:12



        25    I'm wrong.  I think you have the dates      10:12
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         2    more readily available to you.              10:12



         3        Q.    The declarations are in front of  10:12



         4    you.  They are signed.                      10:12



         5        A.    No, no -- yes, the signature.     10:12



         6        Q.    You have the signature page.      10:12



         7        A.    Thank you so much.  Thank you     10:12



         8    for letting me -- yes.  Oh, October -- so   10:12



         9    this one is October 2003.                   10:12



        10        Q.    I think the first one would be    10:12



        11    the '664 deposition -- declaration.         10:12



        12        A.    Yes.  That's the last one I just  10:12



        13    looked at that which was October.  So I     10:12



        14    think that was end of August, if I          10:12



        15    remember; but let me look please.           10:12



        16              September 20th, 2023 so -- oh,    10:12



        17    I'm sorry.  That's '732 again.  '664,       10:13



        18    which is the first one was -- yes, I was    10:13



        19    right -- August 30, 2023.                   10:13



        20        Q.    I believe you're looking at       10:13



        21    Exhibit 4, right?                           10:13



        22        A.    I'm looking at Exhibit 4, yes.    10:13



        23        Q.    Earlier you referred to the       10:13



        24    second '664 patent as an afterthought,      10:13



        25    that one.                                   10:13
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         2              What was the date of the          10:13



         3    declaration that was submitted for          10:13



         4    Exhibit 5, the afterthought IPR?            10:13



         5        A.    September 21st of 2023.           10:14



         6        Q.    So Exhibit 5, which was the       10:14



         7    afterthought declaration, was signed        10:14



         8    September 21st of 2023.  And Exhibit 4,     10:14



         9    which was your primary declaration for the  10:14



        10    '664 patent, was dated August 30, 2023,     10:14



        11    right?                                      10:14



        12        A.    I believe I said 23rd, but let    10:14



        13    me check.  You said 21st but maybe I said   10:14



        14    21st.  I'm not sure.                        10:14



        15        Q.    It's all right.  I may not have   10:14



        16    it right in my notes.                       10:14



        17        A.    Yes, 21st.  I'm sorry, I miss --  10:14



        18        Q.    Feel free to use Post-its if it   10:14



        19    helps you.                                  10:14



        20        A.    Thank you.  Yeah,                 10:14



        21    September 21st.                             10:14



        22        Q.    They were both dated              10:14



        23    September 21st?                             10:14



        24        A.    No, this first one was            10:14



        25    August 30th.                                10:14
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         2        Q.    Right.  August 30th is the date   10:14



         3    that you signed Exhibit 4 for the           10:15



         4    instituted '664 patent IPR.  And            10:15



         5    September 21st was the date you submitted   10:15



         6    Exhibit 5 which was the afterthought '664   10:15



         7    IPR?                                        10:15



         8        A.    That's correct.                   10:15



         9        Q.    Okay.  So did you begin working   10:15



        10    on the afterthought IPR Exhibit 5           10:15



        11    declaration before or after you submitted   10:15



        12    Exhibit 4 to the PTAB?                      10:15



        13        A.    It was after.  I worked on it     10:15



        14    afterwards.                                 10:15



        15        Q.    Okay.  And the additional prior   10:15



        16    art that is referenced in Exhibit 5, is it  10:15



        17    referenced in any other IPRs?               10:15



        18        A.    Yes.  Can you tell me which       10:15



        19    reference you're referring to, please?      10:16



        20        Q.    The one that we read to the       10:16



        21    record before.  If you look in Exhibit 5    10:16



        22    at Page 25, I believe.                      10:16



        23        A.    Yes, I remember the one that you  10:16



        24    said, Ben-Itzhak, yes.                      10:16



        25        Q.    Right.                            10:16
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         2        A.    Yes, Ben-Itzhak was in another    10:16



         3    declaration as well, yes.                   10:16



         4        Q.    Okay.  Was it in the Exhibit 4    10:16



         5    declaration for the '664 patent?            10:16



         6              To help you, you've marked it as  10:17



         7    Exhibit 1034 in declarations where you've   10:17



         8    used it, I believe.                         10:17



         9        A.    Thank you, I was looking for      10:17



        10    that.  Yes.                                 10:17



        11              No, it was not in the first       10:18



        12    declaration.                                10:18



        13        Q.    Okay.  If you look at the '732    10:18



        14    declaration, which we have marked as        10:18



        15    Exhibit 6, was Ben-Itzhak Exhibit 1034 one  10:18



        16    of the exhibits you -- one of the pieces    10:18



        17    of prior art you considered?                10:18



        18        A.    Yes, it was.                      10:18



        19        Q.    And that declaration you dated    10:18



        20    on September 10th, the day before you       10:18



        21    signed the declaration Exhibit 5, right?    10:18



        22        A.    September 20th.                   10:18



        23        Q.    I'm sorry.  September 20th,       10:18



        24    correct?                                    10:18



        25        A.    Yes.                              10:18
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         2        Q.    So Exhibit 6 which is the         10:18



         3    declaration that you signed with respect    10:18



         4    to the '732 IPR, that included as           10:18



         5    Exhibit 1034 the Ben-Itzhak prior art was   10:18



         6    signed on September 20th, right?            10:19



         7        A.    Yes.                              10:19



         8        Q.    And the afterthought declaration  10:19



         9    was signed on September 21st, right?        10:19



        10        A.    Yes.                              10:19



        11        Q.    Okay.  And did you consider       10:19



        12    Ben-Itzhak for any other IPR?               10:19



        13        A.    I don't believe so.               10:19



        14        Q.    Who found Ben-Itzhak?             10:19



        15        A.    The counsel found it.             10:19



        16        Q.    Who found Symons?                 10:19



        17        A.    That, I can't recall because      10:19



        18    there are few references that I found; few  10:19



        19    references that the counsel has found; and  10:20



        20    I don't recall which one -- which one of    10:20



        21    us actually found Symons.                   10:20



        22        Q.    Well, let me ask you a different  10:20



        23    question then.                              10:20



        24        A.    Yes.                              10:20



        25        Q.    Which references do you recall    10:20
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         2    that you found in contrast to counsel       10:20



         3    finding?                                    10:20



         4        A.    Do I definitely recall having     10:20



         5    found myself?  Because --                   10:20



         6        Q.    Best of your recollection is all  10:20



         7    I can ask for.                              10:20



         8        A.    Like I said, I'm not clear about  10:20



         9    Symons.  Arya, I believe I found.  Le       10:20



        10    Clair, most likely Bornet.  Ferscht for     10:20



        11    sure.  I'm not sure about Melendez.  It's   10:21



        12    possible.  That's as much I can recall.     10:21



        13        Q.    And none of the ones that you     10:21



        14    just mentioned were actually the primary    10:21



        15    reference you're relying on for the         10:21



        16    invalidity arguments in any of the IPRs?    10:21



        17              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    10:21



        18        A.    Would you please let me know      10:21



        19    what "primary" means?                       10:21



        20    BY MR. MACEDO:                              10:21



        21        Q.    Sure.                             10:21



        22              You have a ground that certain    10:21



        23    claims are obvious in view of Allen,        10:22



        24    right?                                      10:22



        25        A.    Yes.                              10:22
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         2        Q.    And that's the only reference     10:22



         3    you're relying on for that ground?          10:22



         4        A.    That's not true.                  10:22



         5        Q.    Okay.                             10:22



         6        A.    I specifically talk about -- for  10:22



         7    example, the Allen example that you gave,   10:22



         8    I specifically talk about Allen.  But I've  10:22



         9    spoken about the -- in the body of the      10:22



        10    declaration, about other references, which  10:22



        11    I spoke about, which formed my opinion, to  10:22



        12    then specifically point to what is going    10:22



        13    on, for example.  So they all collectively  10:22



        14    form my opinion.                            10:22



        15        Q.    So go to the '664 declaration     10:22



        16    that we've marked as Exhibit 4, and let's   10:22



        17    go to your analysis of Allen.               10:22



        18        A.    Yes.                              10:22



        19        Q.    And I want you to identify in     10:22



        20    the context of your analysis of Allen       10:22



        21    where you talk about some other piece of    10:22



        22    prior art besides Allen.  And to help       10:22



        23    guide you, I believe that your analysis of  10:23



        24    Allen begins on Page 78 where it says       10:23



        25    claims 1-8, 12-16, 18-23, 25, 26, 28-31     10:23
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         2    and 33 are obvious over Allen.  Page 78 as  10:23



         3    you numbered them, Page 82 as the exhibits  10:23



         4    are marked.                                 10:23



         5              Let's make sure you're looking    10:23



         6    at the right exhibit.                       10:23



         7        A.    Exhibit 4.                        10:23



         8        Q.    This should be the one that we    10:23



         9    marked as Exhibit 4.                        10:23



        10        A.    Yes.                              10:23



        11        Q.    Correct.  Okay.  Yes, you're      10:23



        12    looking at the right page.                  10:23



        13              Do you see where the B heading    10:23



        14    is?                                         10:23



        15        A.    Yes.                              10:23



        16        Q.    Can you read the B heading into   10:23



        17    the record?                                 10:23



        18        A.    Claims 1-8, 12-16, 18-23, 25,     10:23



        19    26, 28-31, and 33 are obvious over Allen.   10:24



        20        Q.    Is that a fair summary of the     10:24



        21    grounds that you were advancing in Section  10:24



        22    B?                                          10:24



        23        A.    Yes.                              10:24



        24        Q.    And again, we're looking at       10:24



        25    Exhibit 4.  And you only identify Allen     10:24
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         2    which is the Allen patent, right?           10:24



         3              MR. MACEDO:  This is going to be  10:24



         4        11.                                     10:24



         5              (Whereupon, Beigi Exhibit 11, US  10:24



         6        Patent No. 7,983,997, was marked for    10:24



         7        identification.)                        10:24



         8    BY MR. MACEDO:                              10:24



         9        Q.    And for your convenience, we'll   10:24



        10    mark as Exhibit 11 the Allen patent which   10:25



        11    is US Patent No. 7,983,997 B2.  It was      10:25



        12    included as Whatfix Exhibit 1014.           10:25



        13        A.    Thank you.                        10:25



        14        Q.    Before you continue reviewing     10:25



        15    the deck, just look at Exhibit 11 and make  10:25



        16    sure we're talking about the same Allen     10:25



        17    document.                                   10:25



        18        A.    Yes, it is the same document.     10:26



        19        Q.    So now you're reviewing           10:26



        20    Exhibit 4, starting at Page 78, where you   10:26



        21    put forth your obviousness grounds with     10:26



        22    respect to Allen, and you're confirming     10:26



        23    whether there's any other art that you're   10:26



        24    relying on with respect to portion B        10:26



        25    analysis?                                   10:26
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         2        A.    Yes.  By the way -- yes, I am     10:26



         3    reviewing it, yes.                          10:26



         4        Q.    Yes, absolutely.  And take        10:26



         5    whatever time you need.                     10:26



         6        A.    (Witness reviewing document.)     10:28



         7        Q.    I want you to take your time,     10:29



         8    but can you tell us how far you've gotten?  10:29



         9        A.    I'm on Paragraph 202.             10:29



        10        Q.    So you're up to claim 18?         10:29



        11        A.    19 at this point.                 10:29



        12        Q.    Okay.  And have you gotten to     10:29



        13    129 now?  Not quite.  Okay.                 10:30



        14        A.    I'm sorry.  129?                  10:30



        15        Q.    Page 129, Paragraph 230.          10:30



        16        A.    Oh, no, I'm on 124 right now, my  10:30



        17    number.                                     10:30



        18        Q.    Okay.  That's fine.  And you      10:30



        19    haven't found any other prior art yet,      10:30



        20    right?                                      10:30



        21        A.    No, not yet.                      10:30



        22        Q.    Okay.                             10:30



        23        A.    So 129 is where you wanted me     10:30



        24    to -- you were asking me because we did     10:30



        25    only B at this point.                       10:30
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         2        Q.    Well, the ground that relates to  10:30



         3    claims 1-8, 12-16, 18-23, 25, 26, 28-31     10:30



         4    and 33 are obvious over Allen are           10:31



         5    Paragraphs 150 to 229 of Exhibit 4,         10:31



         6    correct?                                    10:31



         7        A.    That's correct.                   10:31



         8        Q.    And in there, you didn't find     10:31



         9    any prior art other than Allen, correct?    10:31



        10        A.    I didn't use any prior art        10:31



        11    directly there.                             10:31



        12        Q.    And you didn't indirectly refer   10:31



        13    to any other prior art?                     10:31



        14        A.    No, I didn't.                     10:31



        15        Q.    And, in fact, if you look at      10:31



        16    Page 129 when you're talking about claim    10:31



        17    9, you specifically identify a second       10:31



        18    piece of prior art, right?                  10:31



        19        A.    I do.                             10:31



        20        Q.    And that is Dayanandan; is that   10:31



        21    correct?                                    10:31



        22        A.    I believe it's Dayanandan, but.   10:31



        23        Q.    Bless you.                        10:31



        24        A.    But works for me as well.         10:31



        25        Q.    Yeah, Dayanandan.                 10:31
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         2        A.    Dayanandan.                       10:31



         3        Q.    Dayanandan, thank you.  Forgive   10:31



         4    me if I mispronounce it.                    10:31



         5              We'll grab Exhibit 1015 so you    10:31



         6    can look at it and make sure we're talking  10:31



         7    about the same reference.                   10:31



         8              MR. MACEDO:  And what number are  10:32



         9        we up to?                               10:32



        10              THE COURT REPORTER:  12.          10:32



        11              (Whereupon, Beigi Exhibit 12, US  10:32



        12        Patent No. 10,838,699, was marked for   10:32



        13        identification.)                        10:32



        14    BY MR. MACEDO:                              10:32



        15        Q.    So we're marking as Exhibit 12    10:32



        16    US Patent No. 10,838,699 to Dayanandan.     10:32



        17    And we're going to ask that you confirm     10:32



        18    that that's the same exhibit that you have  10:32



        19    been referring to.  And it is submitted by  10:32



        20    Whatfix as Exhibit 1015.  Here you go.      10:32



        21        A.    Thank you.                        10:32



        22        Q.    It is a very long patent, I warn  10:33



        23    you.                                        10:33



        24        A.    It is.  I remember this.          10:33



        25    (Witness reviewing document.)  Yes.  It     10:34
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         2    seems to be the Dayanandan.                 10:34



         3        Q.    So if you look back in your       10:34



         4    declaration at Paragraph 230 through 2 --   10:34



         5    through 42, that's where you discuss the    10:34



         6    combination of Allen and Dayanandan with    10:35



         7    respect to claim 9, right?                  10:35



         8        A.    Yes, to recap, Paragraphs 230 to  10:35



         9    242.                                        10:35



        10        Q.    Right.  So if you turn to back    10:35



        11    to Paragraph 55 in Exhibit 4, you have it   10:35



        12    under the section prior art, Roman Numeral  10:35



        13    IX, prior art.  It's on Page 24 of the      10:35



        14    exhibit.                                    10:35



        15        A.    Which paragraph?  I'm sorry.      10:35



        16        Q.    Well, starting on Paragraph 55    10:35



        17    under Roman Numeral IX, it says:  Prior     10:35



        18    art.                                        10:36



        19        A.    Yes.                              10:36



        20        Q.    And in 55, can you read that      10:36



        21    sentence into the record?                   10:36



        22        A.    I understand that each of the     10:36



        23    references discussed herein qualifies as    10:36



        24    prior art against the '664 patent.          10:36



        25              Should I continue?                10:36
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         2        Q.    No, that's enough.  So then you   10:36



         3    list some Symons references referring to    10:36



         4    the Symons article on 56, correct, bottom   10:36



         5    of the page?                                10:36



         6        A.    Yes.                              10:36



         7        Q.    And then you list some more       10:36



         8    Symons references referring to a Symons     10:36



         9    video on Paragraph 57?                      10:36



        10        A.    That's right.                     10:36



        11        Q.    And then you refer to a Williams  10:36



        12    reference in Paragraph 58?                  10:36



        13        A.    Yes.                              10:36



        14        Q.    And you refer to the Allen        10:36



        15    reference that we were talking about        10:36



        16    earlier in Paragraph 59?                    10:36



        17        A.    Yes.                              10:36



        18        Q.    And you refer to the Dayanandan   10:36



        19    reference that we referred to earlier in    10:36



        20    Paragraph 60?                               10:36



        21        A.    That's right.                     10:36



        22        Q.    And you refer to the Krishnan     10:36



        23    reference in Paragraph 61?                  10:36



        24        A.    Yes.                              10:36



        25        Q.    And you refer to the              10:37
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         2    Radakrishnan reference in Paragraph 62?     10:37



         3        A.    That's right, yes.                10:37



         4        Q.    And you refer to none of the      10:37



         5    references that you personally found in     10:37



         6    any of the paragraphs between 55 and 62?    10:37



         7              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    10:37



         8        A.    That is not correct.              10:37



         9    BY MR. MACEDO:                              10:37



        10        Q.    Okay.  Which reference did you    10:37



        11    find?                                       10:37



        12        A.    Well, let me go back please, and  10:37



        13    take a look.                                10:37



        14              MS. NGUYEN:  Counsel, we've been  10:37



        15        going for an hour.                      10:37



        16              MR. MACEDO:  We can break         10:37



        17        shortly if that's okay.  I'd like to    10:37



        18        finish this line.                       10:37



        19    BY MR. MACEDO:                              10:37



        20        Q.    Again, I'm looking at the         10:37



        21    references between 55 and 62 of Exhibit 4.  10:37



        22        A.    So I say on Page 6:  Materials    10:37



        23    considered.                                 10:38



        24        Q.    That wasn't my question.          10:38



        25        A.    But I'm responding this way       10:38
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         2    because you said that this is the -- these  10:38



         3    are the only things you considered.  If I   10:38



         4    misunderstood it please --                  10:38



         5        Q.    No, that wasn't my question.      10:38



         6        A.    -- please repeat your question.   10:38



         7        Q.    My question is:  If you look at   10:38



         8    55 through 62, are any of the references    10:38



         9    listed in those paragraphs references       10:38



        10    which you identified in contrast to         10:38



        11    counsel?                                    10:38



        12        A.    It is possible that Symons        10:38



        13    and -- possibly Symons, possibly Williams.  10:38



        14    I'm not quite sure at this point.           10:38



        15        Q.    And how would you be able to      10:38



        16    confirm whether you or counsel first        10:38



        17    identified Symons?                          10:39



        18        A.    I'm not quite sure if I can       10:39



        19    confirm it at this point.  The --           10:39



        20        Q.    Do you know Mr. Symons?           10:39



        21        A.    Sorry?                            10:39



        22        Q.    Go ahead.  I didn't mean to cut   10:39



        23    you off.                                    10:39



        24        A.    It is possible that -- that       10:39



        25    Williams or Symons may have been            10:39
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         2    references that I found.  Just -- and I'm   10:39



         3    just basing it on my recollection that      10:39



         4    I -- I usually tend to look for articles    10:39



         5    being a researcher, rather than patents.    10:39



         6        Q.    And do you know Mr. Symons?       10:39



         7        A.    No, I don't.                      10:39



         8        Q.    Do you know Mr. -- is it          10:39



         9    Baetens?                                    10:39



        10        A.    No, I don't.                      10:39



        11        Q.    Do you know Mr. Williams?         10:39



        12        A.    I had heard about his name        10:39



        13    working at IBM, but I don't know him        10:39



        14    personally.                                 10:39



        15        Q.    Have you ever spoken to any of    10:39



        16    those three people?                         10:39



        17        A.    I have not.                       10:39



        18        Q.    Have you spoken to anyone other   10:39



        19    than counsel with respect to the work you   10:39



        20    did on any of these declarations?           10:39



        21        A.    No.                               10:40



        22        Q.    Okay.  Counsel asked for a        10:40



        23    break.  Do you need a break?                10:40



        24        A.    I would like it.                  10:40



        25              MR. MACEDO:  Okay.  Let's take a  10:40
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         2        break.  Thank you.                      10:40



         3              THE VIDEOGRAPHER:  We are going   10:40



         4        off the record.  The time is            10:40



         5        10:41 a.m.                              10:40



         6              (Recess taken.)                   10:40



         7              THE VIDEOGRAPHER:  We are back    10:52



         8        on the record.  The time is 10:54 a.m.  10:53



         9    BY MR. MACEDO:                              10:53



        10        Q.    Welcome back, Dr. Beigi.          10:53



        11        A.    Thank you.                        10:53



        12        Q.    You feel competent to continue    10:53



        13    testifying?                                 10:53



        14        A.    Yes.                              10:53



        15        Q.    Thank you.  And you understand    10:53



        16    you're still under oath?                    10:53



        17        A.    Yes.                              10:53



        18        Q.    Okay.  I asked you to pick one    10:53



        19    of your declarations for us to look at      10:53



        20    your résumé.  Which one are you looking     10:53



        21    at?                                         10:54



        22        A.    I'm just going to take the last   10:54



        23    one, 7, Exhibit 7.                          10:54



        24        Q.    Okay.                             10:54



        25        A.    Because I'm not sure what the     10:54
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         2    snapshots mean.                             10:54



         3        Q.    That's fine.                      10:54



         4              So we're looking at Exhibit 7     10:54



         5    which is from the '317 IPR in your          10:54



         6    declaration.  And in the back of the        10:54



         7    declaration is your CV and testimony and    10:54



         8    other relevant historical background.       10:54



         9        A.    Yes.                              10:54



        10        Q.    And I want you to have it in      10:54



        11    case you need to refresh your               10:54



        12    recollection.  I'm not asking you about     10:54



        13    that document, per se.  Okay.  I want to    10:54



        14    ask you about you.                          10:54



        15        A.    Yes.                              10:54



        16        Q.    And that's why I want you to      10:54



        17    have it available.  Okay?                   10:54



        18        A.    Sure.                             10:54



        19        Q.    So you understand that all three  10:54



        20    of these IPRs relate to what I'll call      10:54



        21    chatbots?                                   10:54



        22        A.    Yes.                              10:54



        23        Q.    And automated processes like      10:54



        24    RPAs, right?                                10:54



        25        A.    Yes.                              10:54
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         2        Q.    When I say a chatbot, what do     10:54



         3    you understand a chatbot to be, in the      10:55



         4    context of these patents?  And you're       10:55



         5    welcome to look at anything like you are.   10:55



         6    Just tell us what you're looking at so the  10:55



         7    record reflects it.                         10:55



         8        A.    I don't know yet.  I will let     10:55



         9    you know that.                              10:55



        10        Q.    That's fine.                      10:55



        11        A.    So I'm generally looking at       10:56



        12    Paragraph 17 of my declaration.  Right now  10:56



        13    I'm using '317 because I think they are     10:56



        14    very similar to each other.                 10:56



        15        Q.    Sure.                             10:56



        16        A.    Just on a review of natural       10:56



        17    language processing because chatbots        10:56



        18    basically are software -- and I'm not       10:56



        19    defining it, but I'm explaining that a      10:56



        20    chatbot is a software that communicates     10:56



        21    with an individual using natural language   10:56



        22    processing.                                 10:56



        23              So -- and I would like to read    10:56



        24    this, which is:  Natural language           10:56



        25    processing refers to the interaction        10:56
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         2    between a computer and a human, using       10:56



         3    human natural language.                     10:57



         4              So this basically explains what   10:57



         5    a chatbot is, this one sentence.            10:57



         6        Q.    Okay.  You want to read that      10:57



         7    again out loud, the sentence?               10:57



         8        A.    Yes.  Natural language            10:57



         9    processing refers to the interaction        10:57



        10    between a computer and a human using human  10:57



        11    natural language.                           10:57



        12              So the software that does that    10:57



        13    action is a chatbot.                        10:57



        14        Q.    Okay.  And human natural          10:57



        15    language, what does that mean?  If you're   10:57



        16    talking -- I would say to your wife but     10:57



        17    she seems to be expert so I'm not sure      10:57



        18    that would work, but if you were talking    10:57



        19    to my wife who does not have a technical    10:57



        20    degree, how would you explain what human    10:57



        21    natural language means?                     10:57



        22        A.    It's what we are using right now  10:57



        23    to communicate, you and I.                  10:57



        24        Q.    So would a form where you fill    10:57



        25    in name, address, telephone number, would   10:58
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         2    that be human natural language?             10:58



         3        A.    No.                               10:58



         4        Q.    Okay.  Have you heard of like a   10:58



         5    modal box or -- a modal box or, you know,   10:58



         6    where they pop up a box while you're using  10:58



         7    Internet Explorer and it says, can I have   10:58



         8    author -- access to copy this software?     10:58



         9    Is that natural language processing?        10:58



        10        A.    When they ask you -- how do they  10:58



        11    ask you?                                    10:58



        12        Q.    Well, you get a little box, it    10:58



        13    pops up and, it says Internet Explorer and  10:58



        14    underneath that it says do you allow        10:58



        15    access to copy and paste, and it says yes   10:58



        16    or no.  And you pick yes or no.  Is         10:58



        17    that -- is that natural language            10:58



        18    conversation?                               10:58



        19        A.    The text that is speaking with    10:58



        20    you, telling you a statement, and your      10:58



        21    response could be natural language.         10:59



        22    That's an example of a natural language     10:59



        23    because they're using natural language to   10:59



        24    communicate with a user.                    10:59



        25        Q.    And that's how you understand     10:59
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         2    natural language processing is being used   10:59



         3    in your report to include that type of box  10:59



         4    with a yes or no button?                    10:59



         5        A.    No, that's not what I said.       10:59



         6              You asked me if that also         10:59



         7    exemplifies -- I believe you asked me if    10:59



         8    that also exemplifies natural language,     10:59



         9    and I said it could.  It doesn't limit it   10:59



        10    to that.                                    10:59



        11              Natural language, as I said, is   10:59



        12    what we're using to communicate right now.  10:59



        13    So any language, English is included, is a  10:59



        14    natural language.  It's language between    10:59



        15    humans.  That is something we've come up    10:59



        16    with, some standard to speak, and that is   10:59



        17    natural language.                           10:59



        18              Natural language processing is    10:59



        19    processing of that natural language.        10:59



        20        Q.    And is that how people that you   10:59



        21    work with in a technical sense, like at     10:59



        22    Recognition Technologies, would use the     11:00



        23    concept of natural language processing?     11:00



        24              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    11:00



        25        A.    What --                           11:00
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         2    BY MR. MACEDO:                              11:00



         3        Q.    Let me rephrase it since counsel  11:00



         4    seems to be confused by the question and I  11:00



         5    don't want to make her confused.            11:00



         6              You work with people at           11:00



         7    Recognition Technology, right?              11:00



         8        A.    Yes.                              11:00



         9        Q.    And you work with natural         11:00



        10    language processing with those people?      11:00



        11        A.    Yes.                              11:00



        12        Q.    And you believe you're an expert  11:00



        13    on natural language processing, I believe?  11:00



        14        A.    I do.                             11:00



        15        Q.    Okay.  So when you talk to other  11:00



        16    people about natural language processing,   11:00



        17    what is it that you understand it to mean,  11:00



        18    in your own words, not the expert reports?  11:00



        19    I just want to know how would you           11:00



        20    understand that as someone that is a        11:00



        21    technical person at Recognition Technology  11:00



        22    talking to other people who you're working  11:00



        23    on with on natural language processing?     11:00



        24        A.    Exactly what you just did.  You   11:01



        25    spoke with me and I processed that          11:01
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         2    language, which is a natural language, and  11:01



         3    I responded to it using again natural       11:01



         4    language.                                   11:01



         5              What natural language processing  11:01



         6    in the computer science sense is to mimic   11:01



         7    that kind of processing using machinery or  11:01



         8    a software.                                 11:01



         9        Q.    And what would be a natural       11:01



        10    language interface to the same group of     11:01



        11    people?                                     11:01



        12        A.    I'm not defining this.  I'm just  11:01



        13    explaining what a natural language          11:01



        14    interface to -- to us means.  A natural     11:01



        15    language interface is an interface that     11:01



        16    will allow you to do natural language       11:01



        17    communication with the software.            11:01



        18        Q.    And would that be in the form     11:01



        19    of, like, text communication from you as    11:01



        20    the user interacting with whatever bot is   11:01



        21    on the other side?                          11:02



        22        A.    Natural language could be text,   11:02



        23    could be voice, speech like we're doing,    11:02



        24    as I said.  Could be actually typing the    11:02



        25    text of what we said.  These are examples.  11:02
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         2        Q.    And if it's speech, it would be   11:02



         3    transcribing your words?                    11:02



         4        A.    That's one way of doing it.       11:02



         5        Q.    Like our court reporter sitting   11:02



         6    next to you, she is transcribing the        11:02



         7    dialog that you and I are having.           11:02



         8        A.    That's one way of allowing        11:02



         9    natural language processing to use the      11:02



        10    speech, but not the only way.               11:02



        11        Q.    Right.  But when we talk about a  11:02



        12    natural language interface, we're talking   11:02



        13    about some portal or communication or       11:02



        14    interface that enables a user like you to   11:02



        15    interact with the computer using text or    11:02



        16    voice-to-text-type transcriptions, right?   11:02



        17        A.    As far as the user is concerned,  11:02



        18    either text or voice.                       11:02



        19        Q.    Right.                            11:03



        20        A.    The to text part of it would be   11:03



        21    behind the scenes, so I don't want to --    11:03



        22        Q.    Right.  But when the user is      11:03



        23    using the voice, he understands it would    11:03



        24    be the equivalent of what he would be       11:03



        25    typing or she would be typing?              11:03
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         2        A.    That is one way.                  11:03



         3        Q.    Is there any other way that you   11:03



         4    understand in 2017, that a natural          11:03



         5    language interface would have existed to    11:03



         6    you and your peers when you're talking      11:03



         7    about an NLP technology?                    11:03



         8        A.    The interface is the same.  I'm   11:03



         9    not questioning the interface.  I was       11:03



        10    questioning your choice of words for        11:03



        11    saying the only way is to turn the speech   11:03



        12    into text and process it.                   11:03



        13        Q.    Right.  But I'm saying from the   11:03



        14    perspective of the user, when they are      11:03



        15    speaking, it is something which would be    11:03



        16    reflected as a conversation in words the    11:03



        17    way the court reporter is reflecting our    11:03



        18    conversation?                               11:03



        19              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    11:03



        20        A.    So I think I've answered this,    11:04



        21    where I say the natural language which is   11:04



        22    the words we are either speaking to each    11:04



        23    other or we would have texted, let's say,   11:04



        24    to each other.  Just take one of us and     11:04



        25    turn to us into a machine.  Then it would   11:04
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         2    be a natural language interface the way I   11:04



         3    would refer to it with my colleagues.       11:04



         4    BY MR. MACEDO:                              11:04



         5        Q.    Have you ever -- let me rephrase  11:04



         6    that.                                       11:04



         7              When we were talking about        11:04



         8    chatbots before, you understand that        11:04



         9    chatbots usually have some sort of          11:04



        10    conversation which is defined to guide how  11:04



        11    that conversation occurs, right?            11:04



        12        A.    To guide --                       11:04



        13        Q.    Well --                           11:04



        14        A.    -- is a little loaded, right, to  11:04



        15    guide the conversation.  It's to            11:04



        16    understand and to respond to the -- in the  11:05



        17    proper manner, what -- what is expected.    11:05



        18        Q.    Okay.  So I could have a chatbot  11:05



        19    where I help with the help center, for      11:05



        20    example, and I take all the questions that  11:05



        21    the people that used to answer the calls    11:05



        22    and I feed it into a chatbot to be able to  11:05



        23    help guide someone on a website, right?     11:05



        24        A.    I don't understand the question.  11:05



        25        Q.    Okay.  So when I called up and    11:05
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         2    ask for Apple to repair my phone ten years  11:05



         3    ago and a human answered, they would have   11:05



         4    scripts in front of them, right, in a call  11:05



         5    center typically?                           11:05



         6        A.    I haven't worked in a call        11:05



         7    center, but I would presume that they       11:05



         8    would have some guidelines.  Probably not   11:05



         9    necessarily scripts, I hope not, but        11:05



        10    guidelines probably.                        11:05



        11        Q.    You would be shocked to know      11:05



        12    that they actually use scripts.             11:05



        13              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.           11:05



        14        A.    Thank you for the information.    11:05



        15    BY MR. MACEDO:                              11:06



        16        Q.    Maybe not Apple but that's how    11:06



        17    call centers work.                          11:06



        18              But what -- so have you ever      11:06



        19    helped define a conversation that would be  11:06



        20    implemented in a chatbot for a customer?    11:06



        21        A.    I have.                           11:06



        22        Q.    Okay.  When you did that, when    11:06



        23    did you do that?                            11:06



        24        A.    Our first product came out in     11:06



        25    2003.                                       11:06
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         2        Q.    Okay.  And did you define the     11:06



         3    conversation?                               11:06



         4        A.    Yes -- well, no, the customer,    11:06



         5    the client, defined the process.            11:06



         6        Q.    And --                            11:06



         7        A.    And -- and we made it into        11:06



         8    something that would work with a machine.   11:06



         9        Q.    And -- and when you say "the      11:06



        10    customer," I'm not trying to get who your   11:06



        11    customers are.  You can say a bank or       11:06



        12    something like that, but what type of       11:06



        13    customer are you talking about?             11:06



        14        A.    Language testing proficiency.     11:06



        15        Q.    Okay.  So when they were doing    11:06



        16    the language testing proficiency, what      11:06



        17    type of specification of what the chatbot   11:06



        18    should be asking were you given?            11:06



        19        A.    They would be calling.  So you    11:06



        20    would be matched against a rater.  You      11:07



        21    would call in into an IVR system.  The IVR  11:07



        22    system would communicate with you.  You     11:07



        23    would say what your -- what your objective  11:07



        24    is.  It would find the rater that's         11:07



        25    associated with your test, verify you,      11:07
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         2    connect you to the rater, record the        11:07



         3    conversation, and process it.               11:07



         4        Q.    Okay.  And when you say IVR,      11:07



         5    just so the -- if you could explain what    11:07



         6    you mean.                                   11:07



         7        A.    I apologize.  Interactive voice   11:07



         8    response system.                            11:07



         9        Q.    Okay.  And in the context of an   11:07



        10    interactive voice response system, was      11:07



        11    there some script to tell you how to        11:07



        12    program it?                                 11:07



        13        A.    So the client came up with        11:07



        14    guidelines of how they would like to do     11:07



        15    it.  And we would design how the            11:07



        16    conversation flows because it had to be,    11:07



        17    you know, logical.                          11:08



        18        Q.    And when you designed that, did   11:08



        19    you program it using like C+ or some        11:08



        20    software?                                   11:08



        21        A.    C++.                              11:08



        22        Q.    C++.  Okay.                       11:08



        23        A.    There is no C+ as far as I know,  11:08



        24    but C++.                                    11:08



        25        Q.    Okay.  C++ is fine with me.       11:08
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         2              Okay.  So when you programmed     11:08



         3    the conversation that would be implemented  11:08



         4    in this IVR, you use software like C++ to   11:08



         5    help you program the conversation?          11:08



         6        A.    No.                               11:08



         7        Q.    No.  Okay.                        11:08



         8        A.    We use C++ to program the         11:08



         9    software that would interpret the           11:08



        10    conversation.  But the conversation flow    11:08



        11    was actually in a simple script form where  11:08



        12    the customer could even look at and -- and  11:08



        13    would even draw diagrams of how the call    11:08



        14    goes and what sort of questions are asked   11:08



        15    and things like that.                       11:09



        16        Q.    Okay.                             11:09



        17        A.    So that -- so the part that we    11:09



        18    wrote in C++ is the software, not the       11:09



        19    actual process, the -- the conversation.    11:09



        20        Q.    Right.                            11:09



        21        A.    The conversation layer is --      11:09



        22    usually has to be more lay, because the     11:09



        23    normal client that uses it is not a         11:09



        24    programmer.                                 11:09



        25        Q.    Okay.  And for the conversation   11:09
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         2    layer, how would you get the questions      11:09



         3    that -- and how to respond to answers for   11:09



         4    the conversation flow from the customer?    11:09



         5        A.    In our case, since this is just   11:09



         6    a very specific case, in our case, we       11:09



         7    would observe how they did their process    11:09



         8    of rating and then sit with the client and  11:09



         9    ask them how would they -- what are the     11:09



        10    possible scenarios that could happen.  And  11:09



        11    then created some basic version of it, and  11:09



        12    then allowed them to be able to modify it   11:10



        13    themselves to fine tune it into what sort   11:10



        14    of conversation is happening between        11:10



        15    the -- you know, in the chatbot basically   11:10



        16    between the caller and the machine.         11:10



        17        Q.    Okay.  And the script, I think    11:10



        18    is what you referred to that as, right?     11:10



        19        A.    Yeah, it -- it turns out to be    11:10



        20    in the form of a script, but we actually    11:10



        21    had a graphical user interface version of   11:10



        22    it.                                         11:10



        23        Q.    Okay.  But the way that the       11:10



        24    script was put into the computer, how --    11:10



        25    how did the computer know what the line in  11:10
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         2    the script was?                             11:10



         3        A.    The script is basically a logic   11:10



         4    flow.  Customer calls.  In the beginning,   11:10



         5    we usually welcome them.  There is a        11:10



         6    welcome script part.  And then after that,  11:10



         7    it usually looks like a graph which means   11:10



         8    you start from some node.  You end up in    11:10



         9    other nodes.  And you can go back and       11:11



        10    forth.  You can jump anywhere you want,     11:11



        11    depending on what the conditions are at     11:11



        12    the moment based on the conversation        11:11



        13    that's going back and forth between the     11:11



        14    end user and the client software.  By       11:11



        15    client software, I mean the chatbot         11:11



        16    basically in this case or the IVR system.   11:11



        17        Q.    Right.  So the chatbot when it    11:11



        18    had to make a decision as to what the next  11:11



        19    software step would be, you know, you --    11:11



        20    you say I would like to generate an e-mail  11:11



        21    signature and it has to now figure out      11:11



        22    what do I do next.  How is the              11:11



        23    determination that it's going to say what   11:11



        24    is your name being made by the chatbot      11:11



        25    software?                                   11:11

�



                                                       74





         1            HOMAYOON BEIGI, PhD



         2        A.    In our case?                      11:11



         3        Q.    In your case, in your case.       11:11



         4        A.    Because you're saying e-mail      11:11



         5    signature, we didn't do e-mail signatures.  11:11



         6        Q.    Well, assuming that you were      11:11



         7    doing an e-mail signature.                  11:11



         8              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    11:11



         9    BY MR. MACEDO:                              11:11



        10        Q.    I can rephrase it if you want.    11:11



        11        A.    I -- I can't assume what we       11:11



        12    weren't doing.                              11:11



        13        Q.    When you -- when you were doing   11:11



        14    it, you said there was a hello message,     11:11



        15    right?                                      11:12



        16        A.    (Nods.)                           11:12



        17        Q.    And then what happened next?      11:12



        18        A.    So this case, which is a          11:12



        19    proficiency rating --                       11:12



        20        Q.    Right.                            11:12



        21        A.    -- there was a data -- database   11:12



        22    that was set before by the client of who    11:12



        23    is supposed to take tests because you had   11:12



        24    to be verified.                             11:12



        25        Q.    Right.                            11:12
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         2        A.    And who is the rater, who are     11:12



         3    the raters that are available for           11:12



         4    different languages.                        11:12



         5        Q.    Okay.                             11:12



         6        A.    The client user, end user would   11:12



         7    call them.  The client is the company that  11:12



         8    we, you know, put our chatbot working for   11:12



         9    them.  But then the end user is the person  11:12



        10    taking the test.                            11:12



        11              So the end user would call our    11:12



        12    system, would get connected to the IVR      11:12



        13    system, interactive voice response system,  11:12



        14    which would then converse with the          11:12



        15    individual and find out what they are       11:12



        16    trying to do.  And based on what --         11:12



        17        Q.    That's where I want you to stop.  11:12



        18        A.    Yes, yes.                         11:12



        19        Q.    Okay.  And it's not that I'm      11:12



        20    trying to cut you off, but I want you to    11:12



        21    focus on that part.                         11:12



        22        A.    No -- sure.                       11:13



        23        Q.    So maybe it says what is your     11:13



        24    name.  What is a question the IVR would     11:13



        25    ask the user?                               11:13
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         2        A.    In the specific scenario, it      11:13



         3    would say welcome to XYZ since we're not    11:13



         4    divulging the company's name, XYZ.  If      11:13



         5    you're a rater -- are you a rater or are    11:13



         6    you a tester or are you a -- are you        11:13



         7    taking a test --                            11:13



         8        Q.    Right --                          11:13



         9        A.    -- and then you would respond     11:13



        10    and say I'm taking a test.  And then it     11:13



        11    would --                                    11:13



        12        Q.    Okay.  Let's stop there.          11:13



        13        A.    Yes.                              11:13



        14        Q.    So when it asks are you a rater,  11:13



        15    are you a tester, whatever else, how is     11:13



        16    that physically implemented with software?  11:13



        17    Was it programmed in C++, ask are you a     11:13



        18    rater or how -- how did your software know  11:13



        19    to ask that question?                       11:13



        20              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    11:13



        21        A.    It was not -- like I said, the    11:13



        22    software itself wasn't C++.  C++ is a low   11:13



        23    level language.  The client doesn't see a   11:14



        24    line of C++.  It's how we implement the     11:14



        25    engine itself, the machinery.  But the      11:14
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         2    machinery interprets the graph that I was   11:14



         3    talking about.  And the graph defines on    11:14



         4    what happens at every node if you're in a   11:14



         5    certain condition.                          11:14



         6              In the beginning, you're          11:14



         7    starting fresh, so you can only have three  11:14



         8    possible things or hang up.  You're either  11:14



         9    a tester, a rater, or a user.  And it       11:14



        10    determines that.  And then based on that,   11:14



        11    they define those graphs.                   11:14



        12              It will then jump into the next   11:14



        13    node.  If it's the rater, it will do        11:14



        14    something.  If it's a tester, it will do    11:14



        15    something.  If it's a caller, it will do    11:14



        16    something else -- I mean a person taking a  11:14



        17    test, it will do something else.            11:14



        18        Q.    Did you use a rule-based system   11:14



        19    to guide the IVR to know what that flow     11:14



        20    was?                                        11:14



        21        A.    Not only rule-based to get to     11:14



        22    the -- so sort of zoom into the actual      11:14



        23    condition, that condition there is a rule,  11:15



        24    but to -- because it is natural language,   11:15



        25    to get to which condition they are          11:15
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         2    referring to, so you could phrase this      11:15



         3    many different ways.                        11:15



         4              I'm here to take a test.  I'm a   11:15



         5    test -- I'm being tested.  I'd like to      11:15



         6    take a test, you know, things like that.    11:15



         7              So we did basically the           11:15



         8    software, the engine doing speech           11:15



         9    recognition and -- and basically natural    11:15



        10    language processing would determine which   11:15



        11    one of these possible scenarios it falls    11:15



        12    under or maybe none of them.  And then it   11:15



        13    would move them there, and most of the      11:15



        14    time verify that that is where they want    11:15



        15    to be.                                      11:15



        16        Q.    So let's say you asked them a     11:15



        17    question in the software and it says are    11:15



        18    you a rater or whatever and they say, I'm   11:15



        19    a rater.  Your software would then take     11:15



        20    the natural language processing to          11:16



        21    determine we should now do something next?  11:16



        22        A.    Yes.                              11:16



        23        Q.    And when it determines what to    11:16



        24    do something next, where does it get the    11:16



        25    specific scripting that it's going to use   11:16
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         2    to do that?                                 11:16



         3        A.    It parses the graph, which I      11:16



         4    told you about, which is what to do when    11:16



         5    you're in different nodes, and the          11:16



         6    conditions to get to that point are         11:16



         7    defined by looking for specific traits to   11:16



         8    get to that point.                          11:16



         9              And those are what the            11:16



        10    natural -- so this is the language that we  11:16



        11    developed internally that basically says    11:16



        12    you start from this node, and these are     11:16



        13    the conditions under the natural            11:16



        14    language -- that the natural language       11:16



        15    processing can lead you to that will end    11:16



        16    up in this location.                        11:16



        17              Once you're in that node, of      11:16



        18    course that is logic.  Any computer has to  11:16



        19    use logic.  But to get to that point, you   11:16



        20    had to make a decision based on natural     11:16



        21    language.  And, of course, you can make     11:17



        22    mistakes.  And that's why we confirmed      11:17



        23    whether that's what you meant or you said   11:17



        24    that you're a rater, right, things like     11:17



        25    that.  And we converse with them, and then  11:17
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         2    we move on to the next node.                11:17



         3        Q.    When you say you said that you    11:17



         4    are a rater --                              11:17



         5        A.    Yes.                              11:17



         6        Q.    -- that's the script.  I am       11:17



         7    trying to figure out how does it know that  11:17



         8    script, assuming that it knows that         11:17



         9    that's -- that it needs to get to that      11:17



        10    decision point?                             11:17



        11              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    11:17



        12        A.    What do you mean by "how does it  11:17



        13    know"?  I think I said how it knows         11:17



        14    because it uses natural language            11:17



        15    processing.                                 11:17



        16    BY MR. MACEDO:                              11:17



        17        Q.    Right.                            11:17



        18        A.    Turns the speech into text,       11:17



        19    processes the text, figures out, you know,  11:17



        20    from the text which is the actual NLP.      11:17



        21        Q.    Right.                            11:17



        22        A.    And then decides which one of     11:17



        23    these possible categories it should go to.  11:17



        24        Q.    Right.                            11:17



        25        A.    And those categories are defined  11:17
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         2    by that graph that I told you.              11:17



         3        Q.    But are they defined in a         11:17



         4    script, or are they defined like Allen      11:18



         5    talks about using ontological properties?   11:18



         6              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    11:18



         7        A.    I don't want to refer right now,  11:18



         8    but it is ontological.                      11:18



         9    BY MR. MACEDO:                              11:18



        10        Q.    So when you did these             11:18



        11    ontological properties, you didn't have a   11:18



        12    sentence written out.  You had an object    11:18



        13    which you would then use natural language   11:18



        14    processing to generate the text that would  11:18



        15    be part of the conversation; is that        11:18



        16    correct?                                    11:18



        17        A.    Are you talking about the --      11:18



        18    what part of the conversation?  Are you     11:18



        19    talking about the system speaking to the    11:18



        20    user or the user speaking to the system?    11:18



        21        Q.    The system speaking to the user.  11:18



        22        A.    The system speaking to the user,  11:18



        23    these are, you know, prompts that are       11:18



        24    designed by the client.  This is how you    11:18



        25    would respond if they are in that           11:18
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         2    condition, that position.                   11:18



         3              For example, if they -- you       11:18



         4    could go back and say, I'm sorry, I just    11:18



         5    checked and you don't have an appointment   11:18



         6    at this time to take a language test,       11:18



         7    please contact the office, or something     11:18



         8    like that.                                  11:18



         9        Q.    And that script of how the        11:18



        10    client wants the computer to respond was    11:19



        11    provided by the client to be implemented    11:19



        12    by your chatbot?                            11:19



        13        A.    So that was designed by the       11:19



        14    client with our help, of course, and then   11:19



        15    it was implemented using the engine,        11:19



        16    because the engine can parse that script,   11:19



        17    which is generated from the graphics and    11:19



        18    then based on that, make a decision.        11:19



        19        Q.    Okay.  So I'm assuming a          11:19



        20    decision is being made.  I'm trying to      11:19



        21    figure out how we get from the decision     11:19



        22    being made to the specific scripting words  11:19



        23    that are part of the natural language       11:19



        24    processing be -- I'm sorry.                 11:19



        25              I'm trying to figure out once we  11:19

�



                                                       83





         1            HOMAYOON BEIGI, PhD



         2    know that we need to ask this type of       11:19



         3    question, how is the language, the          11:19



         4    scripting of that question generated to be  11:19



         5    repeated by the IVR to the customer?        11:20



         6        A.    That's the response from the      11:20



         7    chatbot to the client.                      11:20



         8        Q.    Correct.                          11:20



         9        A.    Response from the chatbot to the  11:20



        10    client is a set of -- in our case, was a    11:20



        11    set of possible responses that you can      11:20



        12    give.                                       11:20



        13        Q.    And those were written out        11:20



        14    entirely as to the proper language?         11:20



        15        A.    Those were designed by the        11:20



        16    client to sound as human as possible.       11:20



        17        Q.    So the client would define for    11:20



        18    you the script of what the right selection  11:20



        19    of responses would be, and then you would   11:20



        20    implement those responses whenever your     11:20



        21    software said it's appropriate?             11:20



        22        A.    Yeah, they didn't define it for   11:20



        23    us.  They defined it so that our engine     11:20



        24    would parse it.  So they had an interface.  11:20



        25    They would graphically say these are all    11:20
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         2    the possible nodes, this is the way you     11:20



         3    can go to any one of them, and then our     11:20



         4    engine interpreted that into a script       11:20



         5    which it could then process on how to       11:21



         6    handle different cases.                     11:21



         7        Q.    And so when the engine            11:21



         8    determined that the proper response is you  11:21



         9    don't have an appointment on Tuesday,       11:21



        10    would you like one on Tuesday, making that  11:21



        11    up as the script, where did it get that     11:21



        12    specific scripting language from?           11:21



        13        A.    It would be in the logic of the   11:21



        14    graph.                                      11:21



        15        Q.    And when the logic of the graph   11:21



        16    was created, was that created by software?  11:21



        17    Was that handwritten?  How was it -- how    11:21



        18    did the computer access that logic?         11:21



        19        A.    I think I responded to that.      11:21



        20    Basically it was created by the client      11:21



        21    using graphics and a set of tools we gave   11:21



        22    them on how to go from one node to another  11:21



        23    node, what are the possible scenarios that  11:21



        24    can happen.                                 11:21



        25              And then we process the natural   11:21
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         2    language to fit any one of these possible   11:21



         3    scenarios or to be an outlier because it    11:21



         4    could be that it's an outlier.              11:22



         5        Q.    And so when you got this -- can   11:22



         6    I call it a flowchart?  Is that a fair      11:22



         7    characterization, the graph that you're     11:22



         8    referring to?                               11:22



         9        A.    A flowchart I think would be      11:22



        10    a -- yeah, I mean, you could call it that.  11:22



        11    It's not -- I mean, yeah, you can do it in  11:22



        12    the form of a flowchart.                    11:22



        13        Q.    Right.  And you would generate    11:22



        14    this using your proprietary editor; is      11:22



        15    that what it was?                           11:22



        16        A.    Yes.                              11:22



        17        Q.    And so the proprietary editor     11:22



        18    would enable the user to generate this      11:22



        19    flowchart?                                  11:22



        20        A.    It would allow them to generate   11:22



        21    the flowchart by using different elements   11:22



        22    on the graph and then connect them.  And    11:22



        23    then we -- our engine took that graphic     11:22



        24    information and -- which, of course, is     11:22



        25    using our software to do.  We use the web   11:22
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         2    browser, too, that way.  But then it uses   11:22



         3    that information to create a sort of an     11:22



         4    underlying script which is now parsable by  11:22



         5    our engine, which is the engine being       11:23



         6    written in C++.                             11:23



         7              So now you could even go and      11:23



         8    edit that script that was generated, or     11:23



         9    you could go and graphically edit it.       11:23



        10    Certain things, it was easier to modify     11:23



        11    the script because -- because they were     11:23



        12    maybe detailed or something.                11:23



        13        Q.    And the script was an electronic  11:23



        14    record which the computer could parse?      11:23



        15        A.    It was mostly human readable,     11:23



        16    which it's a language that I wrote with a   11:23



        17    parser that I wrote in C++ that would take  11:23



        18    you through a graph, so it was a graph      11:23



        19    interpreter basically.                      11:23



        20        Q.    Right.  But it was an electronic  11:23



        21    file.  It wasn't a piece of paper?          11:23



        22        A.    No, definitely it was an          11:23



        23    electronic file.                            11:23



        24        Q.    And in the electronic file, it    11:23



        25    would have human readable statements; but   11:23
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         2    it may also have logic that you would see   11:23



         3    more likely in C++?                         11:23



         4        A.    No, not in C++.  That would be    11:23



         5    going very low level.  This would be logic  11:24



         6    that maybe an office administrator would    11:24



         7    be able to realize what it means.           11:24



         8        Q.    Okay.                             11:24



         9        A.    With maybe a little training but  11:24



        10    would be able to tell that this is -- you   11:24



        11    know, these are the options that I have     11:24



        12    and this is how I can get it to work.       11:24



        13        Q.    And if I choose option A, I go    11:24



        14    this path, and if I choose option B, I go   11:24



        15    that path?                                  11:24



        16        A.    Yes.                              11:24



        17        Q.    Okay.  And then your software     11:24



        18    would parse this graph or this flowchart    11:24



        19    to determine how the conversation would     11:24



        20    evolve and it would use the language that   11:24



        21    the customer provided in the script as to   11:24



        22    what the bot would say if it got to the     11:24



        23    right decision point?                       11:24



        24        A.    That's a good characterization,   11:24



        25    yes.                                        11:24
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         2        Q.    Okay.  And so in that context,    11:24



         3    you in conjunction with the customer        11:24



         4    defined the script that would be used in a  11:24



         5    natural language conversation with the      11:24



         6    IVR?                                        11:25



         7        A.    The script is an intermediate     11:25



         8    thing, right, because we started with a     11:25



         9    GUI.  The client started GUI.               11:25



        10        Q.    Right.                            11:25



        11        A.    Trying to mimic basically their   11:25



        12    interactions -- normal interactions with    11:25



        13    their client -- with their clients.  So     11:25



        14    our client being the person -- you know,    11:25



        15    the company that's using this, with their   11:25



        16    clients whether they are raters or          11:25



        17    testers, they have a normal interaction.    11:25



        18    And they try to mimic that interaction the  11:25



        19    best way with a GUI.                        11:25



        20              And that GUI -- so one level of   11:25



        21    processing is our engine would process      11:25



        22    that GUI into a script that it can then     11:25



        23    parse easier.  And that script, we made     11:25



        24    sure that that also was human readable, so  11:25



        25    it looked not like C++ but more like a      11:25
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         2    scripting -- normal scripting language.     11:25



         3        Q.    Like a Hollywood script?          11:25



         4        A.    No, not a Hollywood script.  A    11:26



         5    scripting language.                         11:26



         6        Q.    A scripting language?             11:26



         7        A.    Yes.                              11:26



         8        Q.    Okay.  And so when you had the    11:26



         9    scripting language and the script was       11:26



        10    approved for this iteration, that script    11:26



        11    would become the input for your software?   11:26



        12              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    11:26



        13        A.    Our engine would then process     11:26



        14    that to handle the conversation.  That's    11:26



        15    all it needed in order to be able to        11:26



        16    handle the whole process.                   11:26



        17    BY MR. MACEDO:                              11:26



        18        Q.    Right.  It was the input, and     11:26



        19    the output would be the conversation.  You  11:26



        20    provide the script to your software as an   11:26



        21    input.  The software would run through it.  11:26



        22    It would determine how the conversation     11:26



        23    would flow.  And it would interact in the   11:26



        24    IVR using the scripting as its guide on     11:26



        25    how to ask the question and respond to      11:26
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         2    each answer?                                11:26



         3        A.    I would rephrase this slightly.   11:26



         4        Q.    Yes.                              11:26



         5        A.    It would load the script --       11:26



         6        Q.    Right.                            11:26



         7        A.    -- interpret it.  We use the      11:26



         8    word "parse it" and turn it into some       11:27



         9    internal structures in the memory and then  11:27



        10    use that internal structure so that when a  11:27



        11    call is coming in, it would know how to     11:27



        12    handle it; how to communicate with the      11:27



        13    caller; how to direct them, how to do, you  11:27



        14    know, the actual process.                   11:27



        15        Q.    Right.  And where I want to       11:27



        16    focus is the conversation flow because      11:27



        17    these patents-in-suit talk about            11:27



        18    conversation flow.                          11:27



        19        A.    Yes.                              11:27



        20        Q.    And I'm trying to understand how  11:27



        21    the conversation flow is defined.  And it   11:27



        22    sounds to me like what you're saying is     11:27



        23    that using that flowchart that you          11:27



        24    developed with your client and the script   11:27



        25    that resulted and eventually got edited     11:27
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         2    and approved, that was being used to have   11:27



         3    your proprietary software determine what    11:27



         4    to ask, when, and how to respond to each    11:27



         5    response?                                   11:27



         6              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    11:27



         7    BY MR. MACEDO:                              11:28



         8        Q.    Is that a fair -- a fair          11:28



         9    summary?                                    11:28



        10        A.    It was used to run -- basically   11:28



        11    drive the conversation flow.                11:28



        12        Q.    Right.                            11:28



        13        A.    Yes.                              11:28



        14        Q.    And would the conversation flow   11:28



        15    always be the same, or would it             11:28



        16    potentially be different depending on how   11:28



        17    people responded?                           11:28



        18        A.    It would be -- like I said, it's  11:28



        19    a graph.  Depending on how they respond,    11:28



        20    they would end up in different parts of     11:28



        21    that graph.  And -- and a graph is          11:28



        22    different from a tree, meaning that you     11:28



        23    could go back and forth.  Anything can      11:28



        24    connect to anything else.  You could jump   11:28



        25    anywhere you want.                          11:28
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         2        Q.    Okay.  And when was the last      11:28



         3    time you worked on defining a conversation  11:28



         4    using that technology, being your           11:28



         5    technology?                                 11:28



         6        A.    That specific client was our      11:28



         7    client for 12 years and utilized it for     11:28



         8    12 years from 2003 onward.  And then they   11:28



         9    were bought out by another company and      11:28



        10    that part was -- you know, they weren't     11:28



        11    using that any more, that specific one      11:28



        12    that I was talking about.                   11:28



        13              We -- our engine does the         11:28



        14    underlying processing of the natural        11:29



        15    language for -- and has an API,             11:29



        16    application program interface, which then   11:29



        17    allows other clients to do that.            11:29



        18              So we have gone deeper where we   11:29



        19    do more of -- as a company, we do more of   11:29



        20    an underlying technology across the board   11:29



        21    where companies like us would then be able  11:29



        22    to use our technology to do that kind of    11:29



        23    thing.                                      11:29



        24        Q.    Okay.  I know it's easy to speak  11:29



        25    about "us" as the company, and I know that  11:29
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         2    the company is primarily you probably but   11:29



         3    you have others.  I want to focus on you    11:29



         4    as an individual.                           11:29



         5        A.    Yes.                              11:29



         6        Q.    Okay.  And what I'm trying to     11:29



         7    understand is you had the customer that     11:29



         8    you're referring to from 2002 to 2017?      11:29



         9        A.    2003.                             11:29



        10        Q.    I'm sorry?                        11:30



        11        A.    2003 and they stayed with us for  11:30



        12    12 years.                                   11:30



        13        Q.    Okay.  So 2015ish?                11:30



        14        A.    Yeah.                             11:30



        15        Q.    Okay.  Are there other            11:30



        16    conversations where you were involved in    11:30



        17    developing the scripting and implementing   11:30



        18    the scripting using anything other than     11:30



        19    the technology you described for that       11:30



        20    company?                                    11:30



        21        A.    This specific scripting that I    11:30



        22    was talking about --                        11:30



        23        Q.    Correct.                          11:30



        24        A.    -- was that example that you      11:30



        25    said -- you asked me where was the first    11:30
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         2    time you did that.                          11:30



         3        Q.    Right.                            11:30



         4        A.    And then I said 2003, and we had  11:30



         5    the customer for 12 years.                  11:30



         6              We then focused on more           11:30



         7    expansive natural language processing,      11:30



         8    speech recognition, speaker recognition,    11:30



         9    face recognition, object detection.  And    11:30



        10    when I say "we," I've written most of the   11:30



        11    code over the 20 -- past 23 years.          11:30



        12              And 21 years at Recognition       11:31



        13    Technologies, it is now about 5 million     11:31



        14    lines of C++ code.  In the résumé it        11:31



        15    shows, I think, a snapshot from many years  11:31



        16    ago.  So it's me.  I -- I wrote most of     11:31



        17    that code.                                  11:31



        18        Q.    And your technical degree is      11:31



        19    mechanical engineering, not software,       11:31



        20    right?                                      11:31



        21        A.    I have a bachelor's, master's,    11:31



        22    and PhD in mechanical engineering, with a   11:31



        23    concentration on neural network learning    11:31



        24    was on.  My -- my thesis was on neural      11:31



        25    network learning and I wrote the second     11:31
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         2    neural network learning paper that came     11:31



         3    out 1987 or 88ish after -- so I was one of  11:31



         4    the revivers of neural network in my        11:31



         5    thesis.                                     11:31



         6              And I then joined IBM Research    11:31



         7    and worked on online handwriting            11:31



         8    recognition and later on speech             11:32



         9    recognition.  And since 1995, I've been     11:32



        10    teaching in electrical engineering          11:32



        11    department, in the computer science         11:32



        12    department, mechanical engineering          11:32



        13    department.  And I have a PhD in civil      11:32



        14    engineering department.                     11:32



        15              I started coding in C from 1981   11:32



        16    which is when Kernighan and Ritchie         11:32



        17    actually wrote the book on C.  I've been    11:32



        18    coding since the age of 16.  And I have     11:32



        19    written, like I said, just about 5 million  11:32



        20    lines of C++ code for Recognition           11:32



        21    Technologies alone.                         11:32



        22        Q.    Right.  But I'm looking at 44 of  11:32



        23    your deck where you're talking about a      11:32



        24    person of ordinary skill in the art, and    11:32



        25    I'm trying to focus on your statement that  11:32
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         2    it would have a bachelor's degree in        11:32



         3    engineering or computer science.            11:32



         4              And I'm trying to drill down on   11:32



         5    why you say engineering.  I mean, I can     11:32



         6    have a mechanical engineering degree and    11:32



         7    never touch computer software.              11:32



         8              Does that still make me           11:33



         9    potentially as someone who could be         11:33



        10    someone -- a person of skill in the art?    11:33



        11        A.    That's why I say -- let me read   11:33



        12    it to you.                                  11:33



        13        Q.    I understand you have             11:33



        14    alternative language.  I'm just trying to   11:33



        15    focus on what you mean.                     11:33



        16        A.    No, no, it's actually that        11:33



        17    specific language, please if you don't      11:33



        18    mind.                                       11:33



        19        Q.    Sure.                             11:33



        20        A.    I've been informed that the       11:33



        21    petitioner proposed the petition -- in the  11:33



        22    petition that a POSITA in the field of --   11:33



        23    I'm using the '317 now -- '317 patent in    11:33



        24    2017 would have bachelor's degree in        11:33



        25    engineering or computer science and two     11:33
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         2    years of experience working on NLP.         11:33



         3              So what you stated does not       11:33



         4    actually qualify that person if he never    11:33



         5    wrote a line of code which I can't see if   11:33



         6    you're a mechanical engineer not writing a  11:33



         7    line of code.  But it doesn't qualify them  11:33



         8    because they would have had to have two     11:33



         9    years of experience doing natural language  11:33



        10    processing or automation processing.        11:34



        11        Q.    I have a degree in physics, and   11:34



        12    I took computer science classes.  Would I   11:34



        13    meet the bachelor's degree requirements of  11:34



        14    the sentence you just said?                 11:34



        15        A.    Do you have a degree in computer  11:34



        16    science or engineering?                     11:34



        17        Q.    I have it in physics.             11:34



        18        A.    I asked:  Do you have one in      11:34



        19    computer science, sir?                      11:34



        20        Q.    No.  I have a degree in physics   11:34



        21    and took lots of computer science classes.  11:34



        22    Would that make me meet the educational     11:34



        23    background that you say a POSITA would      11:34



        24    have?                                       11:34



        25        A.    If you had experience in natural  11:34
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         2    language processing and automation          11:34



         3    processes, then it would.  But because at   11:34



         4    IBM, we had a lot of physicists.  It        11:34



         5    doesn't necessarily mean that you're        11:34



         6    disqualified.                               11:34



         7              But I state here specifically     11:34



         8    that you have to have experience in those   11:34



         9    fields.                                     11:34



        10        Q.    I understand.  There's two parts  11:34



        11    of your definition, and then there's an     11:34



        12    alternative definition.  There's a degree   11:34



        13    you have to have and a work experience you  11:34



        14    have to have.                               11:35



        15        A.    Yes.                              11:35



        16        Q.    I'm testing the degree because    11:35



        17    I'm trying to say is your definition of     11:35



        18    the degree a correct and appropriate        11:35



        19    definition of a degree that someone in      11:35



        20    2017 would be expected to have to be a      11:35



        21    POSITA.  Okay.  That's -- that's the        11:35



        22    theory of the questions that I'm asking     11:35



        23    you right now.                              11:35



        24        A.    That's what I'm considering --    11:35



        25              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    11:35

�



                                                       99





         1            HOMAYOON BEIGI, PhD



         2              Dr. Beigi, please give me some    11:35



         3        time to insert my objections.           11:35



         4    BY MR. MACEDO:                              11:35



         5        Q.    So let me phrase the question I   11:35



         6    have for you.                               11:35



         7              Looking at your definition of     11:35



         8    the degree, you say a bachelor's degree in  11:35



         9    engineering and computer science plus two   11:35



        10    years of experience.  And we'll talk about  11:35



        11    the experience separately.  Just focusing   11:35



        12    on the degree.                              11:35



        13        A.    I said "or" not "and," I'm        11:35



        14    sorry.                                      11:35



        15        Q.    No, it says "and."                11:35



        16        A.    No.  In my copy, it says have a   11:35



        17    bachelor's degree in engineering or         11:35



        18    computer science.                           11:35



        19        Q.    Right.                            11:35



        20        A.    You stated "and computer          11:35



        21    science."                                   11:35



        22        Q.    No, I'm sorry.  Let me rephrase.  11:35



        23              In your definition of a POSITA.   11:36



        24    You have two alternative definitions,       11:36



        25    correct?                                    11:36
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         2        A.    Yes.                              11:36



         3        Q.    And it's the same for all three   11:36



         4    IPRs, right?                                11:36



         5        A.    I believe so.                     11:36



         6        Q.    I'll represent to you that you    11:36



         7    have the same paragraph in all three        11:36



         8    except for the patents that you're          11:36



         9    referring to.                               11:36



        10        A.    Thank you.                        11:36



        11        Q.    And the one that requires less    11:36



        12    work experience, the two years' work        11:36



        13    experience specifically requires either an  11:36



        14    engineering or a computer science degree?   11:36



        15        A.    Yes.                              11:36



        16        Q.    It doesn't allow for any other    11:36



        17    degree plus two years of experience to be   11:36



        18    a POSITA?                                   11:36



        19        A.    I don't state it there for --     11:36



        20    with two years of experience because I      11:36



        21    believe that with the two years of          11:36



        22    experience, you also need to have certain   11:36



        23    background that is necessary in order to    11:36



        24    be able to -- and that's why we have the    11:36



        25    alternative.  You need to have certain      11:36
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         2    background.                                 11:36



         3              Taking computer science courses   11:36



         4    is one thing, but it would be -- then       11:36



         5    would be a case-by-case basis.  But here    11:36



         6    we are talking about the general person     11:36



         7    who would be a POSITA.  I don't think       11:37



         8    we're talking about a specific person.      11:37



         9    You could be a genius and could do a lot    11:37



        10    of stuff, but I think we're talking about   11:37



        11    just the general POSITA.                    11:37



        12        Q.    When you worked at IBM in         11:37



        13    natural language processing -- you did      11:37



        14    work at IBM in natural language             11:37



        15    processing, right?                          11:37



        16        A.    In speech recognition.            11:37



        17        Q.    Okay.  Did you work with people   11:37



        18    that did natural language processing?       11:37



        19        A.    I would like to qualify that      11:37



        20    speech recognition is a form of natural     11:37



        21    language processing.                        11:37



        22        Q.    Okay.  So when you were at IBM,   11:37



        23    did you work in the field of natural        11:37



        24    language processing?                        11:37



        25        A.    I did, yes.                       11:37
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         2        Q.    And you had colleagues who        11:37



         3    worked in the field of natural language     11:37



         4    processing?                                 11:37



         5        A.    Many of them, yes.                11:37



         6        Q.    And what degrees did your         11:37



         7    colleagues at IBM have, by category, that   11:37



         8    worked in the field of natural language     11:37



         9    processing?                                 11:37



        10        A.    If I recall correctly, we were    11:37



        11    at like 80 somewhat PhDs, so all research,  11:37



        12    so most everybody had a PhD.  And in        11:37



        13    different engineering disciplines,          11:38



        14    computer science, we did have people who    11:38



        15    had a PhD in physics, since that's your     11:38



        16    interest.  But PhDs, we didn't have, as     11:38



        17    far as I remember, anybody who was below a  11:38



        18    PhD in IBM Research -- in my department --  11:38



        19    I'm sorry.  Maybe secretarial or other      11:38



        20    positions.  But the research staff          11:38



        21    members, which I was, generally had a PhD.  11:38



        22        Q.    And what about at other -- did    11:38



        23    you work with other companies when you do   11:38



        24    a natural language processing?              11:38



        25        A.    Other than IBM Research and       11:38
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         2    Recognition Technologies?                   11:38



         3        Q.    Yes.                              11:38



         4        A.    No.                               11:38



         5        Q.    You didn't work with, like,       11:38



         6    clients or customers?                       11:38



         7        A.    But that's not working -- maybe   11:38



         8    I'm misunderstanding.  What do you mean     11:38



         9    "work with"?  I thought you mean work for.  11:38



        10    Maybe that's why I'm --                     11:38



        11        Q.    I didn't say "for."  I said       11:38



        12    "with."                                     11:38



        13        A.    Oh, yes, I've -- I've worked      11:38



        14    with clients all along --                   11:39



        15        Q.    Okay.                             11:39



        16        A.    -- who --                         11:39



        17        Q.    Go ahead.                         11:39



        18        A.    -- work with natural language     11:39



        19    processing.  Go ahead.                      11:39



        20        Q.    And, again, I don't mean the      11:39



        21    clients that needed your natural language   11:39



        22    expertise.  I mean the clients that had     11:39



        23    natural language expertise.                 11:39



        24        A.    Yes.                              11:39



        25        Q.    And did they all have PhDs?       11:39
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         2        A.    I can't tell.  I don't think so.  11:39



         3    Not all of them, I'm sure.                  11:39



         4        Q.    Okay.  Did you look up the        11:39



         5    background of any of the people in the      11:39



         6    prior art that you rely on?                 11:39



         7        A.    No, with the exception of         11:39



         8    Williams, because it is an IBM article.  I  11:39



         9    didn't look at his background.  It's just   11:39



        10    his name actually was familiar.  Then I     11:39



        11    looked at -- in the article, I think he     11:39



        12    talks about the background.                 11:39



        13        Q.    So you see in Paragraph 43, a     11:40



        14    list of items you're supposed to consider   11:40



        15    to determine who a POSITA is?               11:40



        16              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    11:40



        17        A.    Do I see that?                    11:40



        18    BY MR. MACEDO:                              11:40



        19        Q.    Yes.  There's a list, right?      11:40



        20        A.    The six items?                    11:40



        21        Q.    Yeah.                             11:40



        22        A.    Yes.                              11:40



        23        Q.    Can you read into the record      11:40



        24    what the six factors you're supposed to     11:40



        25    consider to determine who a POSITA was,     11:40
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         2    according to your expert report?            11:40



         3        A.    I am informed and I understand    11:40



         4    that various factors can be considered in   11:40



         5    determining a person of ordinary skill in   11:40



         6    the art, POSITA.  I am informed and         11:40



         7    understand that those factors include the   11:40



         8    educational level of the inventors, the     11:41



         9    type of problems encountered in the art,    11:41



        10    prior art solutions to those problems, the  11:41



        11    rapidity with which innovations are made,   11:41



        12    sophistication of the technology, and       11:41



        13    education level of active workers in the    11:41



        14    field.                                      11:41



        15        Q.    So did you -- let's start with    11:41



        16    No. 6, the education level of active        11:41



        17    workers in the field.                       11:41



        18        A.    Yes.                              11:41



        19        Q.    You didn't consider your IBM      11:41



        20    colleagues' education level because that    11:41



        21    was much higher than what you identified,   11:41



        22    right?                                      11:41



        23        A.    Yes.                              11:41



        24        Q.    They had PhDs?                    11:41



        25        A.    It was, yes.                      11:41
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         2        Q.    What active workers in the field  11:41



         3    did you consider to arrive at the           11:41



         4    bachelor's degree?                          11:41



         5        A.    I have managed a lot of people    11:41



         6    in both IBM and in Recognition              11:41



         7    Technologies.  I've managed interns.  I've  11:42



         8    managed and I have also worked with a lot   11:42



         9    of clients who -- because they use our      11:42



        10    engine work in the field of natural         11:42



        11    language processing, so I understand what   11:42



        12    their levels are.                           11:42



        13        Q.    Okay.  So give me an example in   11:42



        14    2017, who you worked with doing natural     11:42



        15    language processing and what degrees they   11:42



        16    had.                                        11:42



        17        A.    May I not name the company?       11:42



        18        Q.    I don't need the particular       11:42



        19    individual.  I'm trying to get the          11:42



        20    prototype of the individual --              11:42



        21        A.    An educational system that was    11:42



        22    developed by one of our clients that goes   11:42



        23    in the classroom and interprets basically   11:42



        24    what -- how the teacher interacts with the  11:42



        25    system, this automated system.  And they    11:42
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         2    use our engines, but they use their own     11:42



         3    natural language processing in conjunction  11:42



         4    with our engine.                            11:42



         5        Q.    Okay.  And what type of           11:43



         6    education and experience did they have      11:43



         7    doing natural language processing?          11:43



         8        A.    They had electrical engineers.    11:43



         9    They had computer scientists.  Some with    11:43



        10    master's, some with bachelor's.  Writing    11:43



        11    code.  Some of them -- and the CEO and the  11:43



        12    CTO -- I don't think CTO, but the CEO had   11:43



        13    a PhD.  But most everybody else didn't.     11:43



        14        Q.    Did you look at what the          11:43



        15    background that Symons had?                 11:43



        16        A.    His background?                   11:43



        17        Q.    Yeah.                             11:43



        18        A.    I don't know.                     11:43



        19        Q.    You had it in the record, right?  11:43



        20        A.    Are you asking whether I          11:44



        21    specifically looked up Mr. Symons, like     11:44



        22    his background?  I don't understand.        11:44



        23        Q.    I'm going to show you what was    11:44



        24    marked by Whatfix as Exhibit 1008, which    11:44



        25    is a declaration by Senne Symons, and this  11:45
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         2    particular one was taken from IPR           11:45



         3    2023-1368.                                  11:45



         4              MR. MACEDO:  And this will be     11:45



         5        Exhibit No. 13.                         11:45



         6              (Whereupon, Beigi Exhibit 13,     11:45



         7        Symons declaration in IPR 2023-1368,    11:45



         8        was marked for identification.)         11:45



         9    BY MR. MACEDO:                              11:45



        10        Q.    And first ask, do you recognize   11:45



        11    it?  And the 1368 IPR is the '664 patent.   11:45



        12        A.    Okay.  So are we going back to    11:45



        13    the '664?                                   11:45



        14        Q.    It's the same exhibit in all of   11:45



        15    them.  So this just happens to be the copy  11:45



        16    I have.                                     11:46



        17              Do you recognize what we've       11:46



        18    marked as Beigi Exhibit 13 that was         11:46



        19    submitted as WalkMe Exhibit 1008?           11:46



        20        A.    Yes, I do.                        11:46



        21        Q.    I'm sorry.  I said WalkMe         11:46



        22    exhibit, but it was Whatfix.                11:46



        23        A.    I'm just referring to the         11:46



        24    exhibit number.  I wasn't --                11:46



        25        Q.    No, I know.  Counsel had asked    11:46
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         2    me to identify the exhibit numbers from     11:46



         3    the IPRs.                                   11:46



         4        A.    Okay.                             11:46



         5        Q.    Let me rephrase this.  We're      11:46



         6    looking at exhibit -- Beigi Exhibit 13      11:46



         7    which is from IPR 2023-1368 which involves  11:46



         8    the '664 patent, and it was marked as       11:46



         9    Exhibit 1008 by the petitioner.             11:46



        10              And the question is:  Do you      11:46



        11    recognize Exhibit 13?                       11:46



        12        A.    Yes, I do.                        11:46



        13        Q.    And in it, Mr. Symons identifies  11:47



        14    his educational background in Paragraph 2,  11:47



        15    3, right?                                   11:47



        16        A.    Yes.                              11:47



        17        Q.    And what was Mr. Symons's         11:47



        18    educational background?                     11:47



        19        A.    He states that he has a           11:47



        20    professional bachelor's degree in applied   11:47



        21    informatics.                                11:47



        22        Q.    Is that a degree in engineering?  11:47



        23        A.    It's a computer science degree.   11:47



        24        Q.    And when did he get that degree?  11:47



        25        A.    He states that he received it in  11:47
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         2    2017.                                       11:47



         3        Q.    And when did he start working on  11:47



         4    the project that became the Symons prior    11:47



         5    art that you rely on?  It's attached to     11:48



         6    this Exhibit 13.                            11:48



         7        A.    He states:  From October 2017 to  11:48



         8    January 2021, I was a robotic process       11:48



         9    automation developer and business analyst   11:48



        10    at RoboRana.  RoboRana is a Belgium and     11:48



        11    Netherlands-based company and that focuses  11:48



        12    on developing intelligent automation such   11:48



        13    as robotic process automation.  My job      11:48



        14    responsibilities included communicating     11:48



        15    with customers and building informatics --  11:48



        16    I'm sorry -- automations.  Since            11:48



        17    January 2021, I have been an intelligent    11:48



        18    automation -- automation solution           11:48



        19    architect and programmer at RoboRana.       11:48



        20              So 2017 onward, because I don't   11:48



        21    see the end -- maybe there is.  I'll        11:48



        22    remember if there is an end to it.  If      11:48



        23    it's still active --                        11:49



        24        Q.    If you look at Page 6 of the      11:49



        25    exhibit, it has the article written by      11:49
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         2    Mr. Symons that you rely on and it has an   11:49



         3    October 19, 2017 date.                      11:49



         4        A.    Yes.                              11:49



         5        Q.    So if he graduated a bachelor's   11:49



         6    degree of applied informatics in 2017 and   11:49



         7    he started working on RPAs in October 2017  11:49



         8    and published the article that is the key   11:49



         9    prior art for your first ground in          11:49



        10    October 19, 2017, in your professional and  11:49



        11    expert opinion, how much work experience    11:49



        12    did he have in either chatbots or NLP or    11:49



        13    RPAs?                                       11:49



        14              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    11:49



        15        A.    I can't tell because he only      11:49



        16    says when he received his bachelor's, but   11:50



        17    he doesn't say how much experience he had   11:50



        18    possibly prior to that working on similar   11:50



        19    things.  I -- I don't see that.  I'm not    11:50



        20    sure if he said it, or I don't see it.      11:50



        21    BY MR. MACEDO:                              11:50



        22        Q.    So sitting here today, you have   11:50



        23    no idea whether he had more than a few      11:50



        24    weeks' experience in either NLP or RPA      11:50



        25    based upon the information that was         11:50
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         2    provided by this declarant?                 11:50



         3              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    11:50



         4        A.    I see the work that he has        11:50



         5    presented, and I see that he had a          11:50



         6    bachelor's in informatics.  I am not sure   11:50



         7    about how much experience he had at this    11:50



         8    point when he wrote the article.  But I     11:50



         9    was defining a POSITA, not necessarily      11:50



        10    this specific person.                       11:50



        11    BY MR. MACEDO:                              11:50



        12        Q.    He's not a POSITA?                11:50



        13        A.    I don't know.  But because I'm    11:50



        14    just using this information and deciding    11:50



        15    whether a POSITA -- how a POSITA would      11:51



        16    have seen this information, I'm not saying  11:51



        17    that he is or I'm not saying he's not.  I   11:51



        18    don't know if that's relevant.  I see his   11:51



        19    work.  So the so-called proof is in the     11:51



        20    pudding.  I see it.                         11:51



        21        Q.    Well, is he someone that is an    11:51



        22    active worker in the field that is          11:51



        23    relevant to the patents-in-suit?            11:51



        24        A.    He is, yes.                       11:51



        25        Q.    So when you're determining what   11:51
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         2    a POSITA is, is he an appropriate           11:51



         3    milestone for you to compare against to     11:51



         4    try and define what a POSITA is?            11:51



         5        A.    He worked on chatbots and         11:51



         6    products, basically natural language        11:51



         7    processing.  And he has a bachelor's in     11:51



         8    computer science which is informatics,      11:52



         9    being one -- one branch of it.              11:52



        10              I am not sure about the number    11:52



        11    of years of experience, but I didn't        11:52



        12    consider the number of years of experience  11:52



        13    that this gentleman -- or I think it is     11:52



        14    gentleman, Senne, had, because I'm just     11:52



        15    looking at the work that he produced.       11:52



        16              And the POSITA that I'm talking   11:52



        17    about is how a person of ordinary skills    11:52



        18    in the art at the time would be the proper  11:52



        19    person to make -- you know, how would       11:52



        20    their decision-making or how -- how would   11:52



        21    their interpretation be.                    11:52



        22              That's what I mean by POSITA.  I  11:52



        23    didn't necessarily have to say that he's a  11:52



        24    POSITA as far as I'm concerned.             11:52



        25        Q.    And, in fact, if all he worked    11:52
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         2    was for two weeks on the project and        11:52



         3    hadn't done anything other than got his     11:52



         4    bachelor's degree, as far as you're         11:52



         5    concerned, Mr. Symons wouldn't have been a  11:52



         6    POSITA in November of 2017?                 11:53



         7        A.    But that's a conjecture because   11:53



         8    I don't know, but I do see his work.  So    11:53



         9    based on that, he seems to have been        11:53



        10    working on this.  I see this, yeah.         11:53



        11        Q.    But you could have easily found   11:53



        12    out because your counsel hired him to       11:53



        13    write this declaration?                     11:53



        14              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    11:53



        15        A.    I could have found what out?      11:53



        16    BY MR. MACEDO:                              11:53



        17        Q.    Read the first sentence in the    11:53



        18    first paragraph.  He was compensated for    11:53



        19    his time.                                   11:53



        20              Who do you think compensated him  11:53



        21    for his time?  Again, we're looking at      11:53



        22    Beigi Exhibit 13 Paragraph 1 where he       11:53



        23    says:  I was compensated for my time in     11:53



        24    preparing this declaration.                 11:53



        25        A.    Are you asking --                 11:53
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         2              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    11:53



         3    BY MR. MACEDO:                              11:53



         4        Q.    I'm saying you understand that    11:53



         5    Mr. Symons was hired by your client to      11:53



         6    write the declaration, right, that we've    11:53



         7    marked as Beigi Exhibit 13?                 11:53



         8        A.    I considered this declaration to  11:53



         9    show that this was truthfully the work of   11:53



        10    him.                                        11:53



        11        Q.    Okay.                             11:53



        12        A.    That's what I considered it as.   11:53



        13        Q.    That's not my question.           11:53



        14              My question is:  Is it your       11:54



        15    understanding that Mr. Symons was hired by  11:54



        16    your client to prepare the declaration      11:54



        17    that we've marked as Beigi Exhibit 13?      11:54



        18    And it can be yes, no, I don't know, I      11:54



        19    don't recall, I don't have any              11:54



        20    understanding.                              11:54



        21        A.    He says:  While I was             11:54



        22    compensated for my time in preparing this   11:54



        23    declaration, I have no stake in the         11:54



        24    outcome of this proceeding, nor I am being  11:54



        25    compensated for my testimony.               11:54
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         2              So he's not being compensated     11:54



         3    for his testimony, but he's being           11:54



         4    compensated possibly for the time that he   11:54



         5    had to divulge.  So that's my               11:54



         6    understanding.  You asked me --             11:54



         7        Q.    Who is compensating him?          11:54



         8        A.    I'm not.  I don't know.           11:54



         9        Q.    Of course, you're not.  You       11:54



        10    never spoke to him?                         11:54



        11        A.    Of course.                        11:54



        12        Q.    But your counsel, you know, must  11:54



        13    have spoken to him in order to get this     11:54



        14    declaration?                                11:54



        15        A.    Are you asking me to make --      11:54



        16    make a conjecture on -- on whether my       11:54



        17    counsel spoke with him and --               11:54



        18        Q.    You're telling me --              11:54



        19        A.    All I go on is this document.     11:55



        20        Q.    I want to know:  Do you have an   11:55



        21    understanding of whether or not your        11:55



        22    counsel engaged Mr. Symons to prepare this  11:55



        23    declaration that we've marked as Beigi      11:55



        24    Exhibit 13?  It could be yes, I have that   11:55



        25    understanding; no, I don't have that        11:55
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         2    understanding; or I don't know because it   11:55



         3    would be conjecture.  Whatever is the       11:55



         4    right answer is fine, but I just want you   11:55



         5    to answer the question:  Do you have an     11:55



         6    understanding of whether or not your        11:55



         7    counsel engaged Mr. Symons to prepare the   11:55



         8    declaration that was marked as Beigi        11:55



         9    Exhibit 13?                                 11:55



        10        A.    I was provided this affidavit by  11:55



        11    the counsel.  And I reviewed it to make     11:55



        12    sure that he was indeed the person behind   11:55



        13    this.  So like I said, I have no idea who   11:55



        14    compensated him.  And it wasn't my          11:56



        15    business to know who compensated him.       11:56



        16        Q.    Why not?                          11:56



        17              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    11:56



        18    BY MR. MACEDO:                              11:56



        19        Q.    Why was it not your business to   11:56



        20    know whether if you're relying on           11:56



        21    someone's declaration for the truth of      11:56



        22    being -- of what is being asserted who      11:56



        23    compensated them and how much he was paid?  11:56



        24        A.    Because he specifically says --   11:56



        25    and I'm taking his word for it because he   11:56
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         2    signed it, unless I shouldn't have.  I      11:56



         3    take his word for it where he says:  I      11:56



         4    have no stake in the outcome of the         11:56



         5    proceedings, and I am being compensated --  11:56



         6    I am not -- I'm sorry -- nor am I being     11:56



         7    compensated for my testimony.  That's the   11:56



         8    only part that I care about.                11:56



         9        Q.    But he's being paid to write the  11:56



        10    declaration?                                11:56



        11              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    11:56



        12        A.    I think it -- my understanding    11:56



        13    is being paid for his time that he had to   11:56



        14    take away from other things to prepare      11:56



        15    this.  He didn't have to.                   11:56



        16    BY MR. MACEDO:                              11:56



        17        Q.    But the other colleague didn't    11:56



        18    get paid to write their declaration,        11:56



        19    right?                                      11:56



        20        A.    Please let me see the             11:56



        21    declaration.                                11:57



        22        Q.    You don't know?                   11:57



        23        A.    I don't recall.                   11:57



        24        Q.    You don't recall?                 11:57



        25        A.    No.                               11:57
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         2        Q.    Did you -- if you were told       11:57



         3    hypothetically that Mr. Symons was paid     11:57



         4    $20 million to write this declaration,      11:57



         5    would that impact your view of the          11:57



         6    declaration?                                11:57



         7        A.    Yes, it would.                    11:57



         8        Q.    And if you were told that he was  11:57



         9    paid nothing to write the declaration,      11:57



        10    would it impact your view of the            11:57



        11    declaration?                                11:57



        12        A.    No.                               11:57



        13              MS. NGUYEN:  Counsel, it's been   11:57



        14        an hour.                                11:57



        15    BY MR. MACEDO:                              11:57



        16        Q.    At what point -- at what point    11:57



        17    would the amount of money that Mr. Symons   11:57



        18    received impact your view of the            11:57



        19    declaration?                                11:57



        20        A.    Something reasonable for taking   11:57



        21    time to write it.  And I -- that -- like    11:57



        22    I'm saying, that administrative part is     11:57



        23    not my business.                            11:57



        24        Q.    And do you know whether -- not    11:57



        25    your counsel, but your client, Whatfix,     11:57
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         2    has any business relationships with the     11:58



         3    companies which Mr. Symons is involved?     11:58



         4        A.    I have no idea.  I've never met   11:58



         5    Whatfix.  I didn't even know about them     11:58



         6    before this.  I only dealt with even just   11:58



         7    one person from -- from this company, so I  11:58



         8    don't know at all.                          11:58



         9        Q.    Did you ever get the view that    11:58



        10    it was beyond your abilities as a           11:58



        11    consultant or expert in this case to talk   11:58



        12    to anyone from Whatfix?                     11:58



        13        A.    Beyond my abilities?              11:58



        14        Q.    Yeah, like counsel said, no,      11:58



        15    you're not allowed to talk to them?         11:58



        16        A.    No, they never told me that.      11:58



        17        Q.    I'm sorry?                        11:58



        18              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.           11:58



        19        A.    They never told me that.          11:58



        20    BY MR. MACEDO:                              11:58



        21        Q.    Okay.  Did you ever have the      11:58



        22    impression that you weren't allowed to      11:58



        23    talk to them?                               11:58



        24              MS. NGUYEN:  Dr. Beigi, I         11:58



        25        encourage you not to answer with        11:58
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         2        respect to any attorney-client          11:58



         3        privileges.                             11:58



         4              MR. MACEDO:  I'm not asking for   11:58



         5        a conversation.  I'm asking for his     11:58



         6        impression.                             11:58



         7              MS. NGUYEN:  Counsel, your        11:58



         8        question was, were you not allowed to   11:58



         9        talk to them, were you ever told.       11:59



        10              MR. MACEDO:  No, my current       11:59



        11        question is:  Did you have the          11:59



        12        impression that you weren't allowed to  11:59



        13        talk to them?  He already said the      11:59



        14        conversation did not exist between you  11:59



        15        and him.                                11:59



        16              THE WITNESS:  I never considered  11:59



        17        it.                                     11:59



        18    BY MR. MACEDO:                              11:59



        19        Q.    Okay.                             11:59



        20        A.    It wasn't part of what I          11:59



        21    considered at all.                          11:59



        22        Q.    Were you ever under the view      11:59



        23    that you were restricted from the ability   11:59



        24    to talk to any of the witnesses whose       11:59



        25    declarations you were provided?             11:59
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         2        A.    Rephrase -- say that again,       11:59



         3    please, the question.                       11:59



         4        Q.    Were you ever under the view      11:59



         5    that you were restricted, not allowed,      11:59



         6    shouldn't talk to any of the witnesses      11:59



         7    whose declarations you were provided?       11:59



         8        A.    That is just something I          11:59



         9    wouldn't do.  I wouldn't --you know, I      11:59



        10    just wouldn't do that.  It's because I'm    11:59



        11    not -- I'm not here to communicate because  11:59



        12    it would taint my judgment if I did.  It's  11:59



        13    just -- to me as a professional, it's not   11:59



        14    proper to communicate with any of these     11:59



        15    people.                                     12:00



        16              MS. NGUYEN:  Counsel --           12:00



        17    BY MR. MACEDO:                              12:00



        18        Q.    So your view is it would not be   12:00



        19    proper to talk to the witnesses whose       12:00



        20    testimony you're relying on to test         12:00



        21    whether it was accurate?                    12:00



        22        A.    To speak with them?               12:00



        23        Q.    Yeah.                             12:00



        24        A.    Yeah, I just wouldn't do that.    12:00



        25    I wouldn't speak with any one of these      12:00
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         2    people.                                     12:00



         3        Q.    When you read Exhibit 13 and the  12:00



         4    articles attached --                        12:00



         5        A.    Yes.                              12:00



         6        Q.    -- was there anything that you    12:00



         7    didn't know about the Symons system which   12:00



         8    would have been something if you had a      12:00



         9    conversation with him you might have        12:00



        10    asked?                                      12:00



        11        A.    Nothing that I needed to know     12:00



        12    that I would have wanted to ask him.        12:00



        13        Q.    Well, for example, when you look  12:00



        14    at the attachment, right, they have an      12:00



        15    article, you see Page 6, "When Chatbots     12:00



        16    Meet RPA Bots"?                             12:01



        17        A.    Yes.                              12:01



        18        Q.    Okay.  And in it says:  The goal  12:01



        19    of the showcase is to automate the process  12:01



        20    of creating an e-mail signature, right?     12:01



        21    On Page 7 at the bottom underneath the      12:01



        22    robot.                                      12:01



        23        A.    Yes.                              12:01



        24        Q.    Do you have an understanding of   12:01



        25    why that was the process that was being     12:01
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         2    automated?                                  12:01



         3        A.    What do you mean "why that was    12:01



         4    the process being automated"?               12:01



         5        Q.    Why was Mr. Symons automating     12:01



         6    the process of creating an e-mail           12:01



         7    signature?                                  12:01



         8        A.    As it says, at RoboRana, part of  12:01



         9    the iBizz cluster within the Cronos Group,  12:01



        10    we focus on delivering RPA technology to a  12:02



        11    wide spectrum of clients across different   12:02



        12    sectors.  The RPA sector has been growing   12:02



        13    fast, and we are constantly exploring new   12:02



        14    possibilities.                              12:02



        15        Q.    Well, the particular process      12:02



        16    that he was automating was basically        12:02



        17    filling out a Cronos e-mail signature       12:02



        18    generator form, right?  If you look, you    12:02



        19    can see on Page 20 the web page where they  12:02



        20    show that software.                         12:02



        21        A.    Can you ask the question again?   12:02



        22        Q.    Well, the particular process      12:02



        23    that they were automating was the Cronos    12:02



        24    e-mail signature generator, which we can    12:02



        25    see on Page 20 of what was marked as        12:02
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         2    Exhibit 1008 in the IPRs and we've marked   12:02



         3    as Beigi Exhibit 13.                        12:02



         4        A.    That's right, yes.                12:03



         5        Q.    Okay.  Have you ever used the     12:03



         6    Cronos e-mail signature generator?          12:03



         7        A.    No.                               12:03



         8        Q.    Have you ever spoken to anyone    12:03



         9    that has ever used the Cronos e-mail        12:03



        10    signature generator?                        12:03



        11        A.    No, I watched a video.            12:03



        12              MS. NGUYEN:  Counsel, it's been   12:03



        13        over an hour.  Can we take a break?     12:03



        14              MR. MACEDO:  I'd rather finish    12:03



        15        my line of questioning, Counsel.        12:03



        16              MS. NGUYEN:  How much longer?     12:03



        17              MR. MACEDO:  I don't know.        12:03



        18        Depends when we're done with the line.  12:03



        19        We don't need to break every 30,        12:03



        20        60 minutes.  We can go for an hour and  12:03



        21        a half unless the witness is tired,     12:03



        22        Counsel.                                12:03



        23              MS. NGUYEN:  Dr. Beigi, would     12:03



        24        you like a break?                       12:03



        25              THE WITNESS:  It's been an hour.  12:03
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         2    BY MR. MACEDO:                              12:03



         3        Q.    I'd like to finish this line if   12:03



         4    you can handle it.                          12:03



         5        A.    Okay.                             12:03



         6        Q.    So do you know whether the        12:03



         7    Cronos e-mail signature generator could do  12:03



         8    anything other than generate an e-mail      12:03



         9    signature in October or November of 2017?   12:03



        10        A.    It was set out to.  It was        12:03



        11    configured to, yes.                         12:03



        12        Q.    Configured to what?               12:04



        13        A.    To be able to do other things.    12:04



        14        Q.    How do you know that?             12:04



        15        A.    I'm looking for the English       12:04



        16    translation.                                12:04



        17        Q.    We'll grab a copy of that for     12:04



        18    you.                                        12:04



        19              MR. MACEDO:  We'll mark as        12:05



        20        Exhibit 14 what was marked Whatfix      12:05



        21        Exhibit 1006 in the IPRs which was      12:05



        22        presented as an English language        12:05



        23        translation that was prepared by        12:05



        24        someone not Mr. Symons.                 12:05



        25              (Whereupon, Beigi Exhibit 14,     12:05
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         2        English translation Whatfix Exhibit     12:05



         3        1006, was marked for identification.)   12:05



         4              THE WITNESS:  Thank you.          12:05



         5    BY MR. MACEDO:                              12:05



         6        Q.    This is Beigi Exhibit 14, the     12:05



         7    exhibit you were looking for?               12:05



         8        A.    Yes.  So if you don't mind        12:05



         9    asking the question again, I have           12:05



        10    everything now so I can respond.            12:05



        11              MR. MACEDO:  Okay.  Ms. Court     12:05



        12        reporter, if you could read back the    12:05



        13        last question, please.                  12:05



        14              (Record read.)                    12:06



        15        A.    Okay.  So I'm referring to two    12:06



        16    things.  One is in the article that we      12:06



        17    just looked at, which I just read, but      12:06



        18    I'll read it again.                         12:06



        19              At RoboRana, part of iBizz        12:06



        20    cluster within the Cronos Group, we focus   12:06



        21    on delivering RPA technology to a wide      12:06



        22    spectrum of clients across different        12:06



        23    sectors.                                    12:06



        24              Then if you look at Page 3 of     12:06



        25    Exhibit 1006, Whatfix Inc., this is the     12:07
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         2    exhibit that you just handed to me which    12:07



         3    is exhibit -- your Exhibit 14, if you look  12:07



         4    at Page 3 at the bottom on the lower        12:07



         5    right, the chatbot says:  Hi, at this       12:07



         6    moment you can only use me to create a new  12:07



         7    Cronos signature.  The person responds:  I  12:07



         8    want a new signature.  And then the         12:07



         9    chatbot asks:  What is your name?           12:07



        10              Given the fact that they worked   12:07



        11    in different sectors -- across different    12:07



        12    sectors and were delivering RPA technology  12:07



        13    and the fact that it says at this moment    12:07



        14    you can only use me to create a new Cronos  12:07



        15    signature, it means that any POSITA would   12:07



        16    have known that in the future, they are     12:07



        17    setting it out so that you can do other     12:07



        18    things as well.  So that thing we were      12:08



        19    talking about, the different condition.     12:08



        20        Q.    Well, again, you're saying that   12:08



        21    the Cronos e-mail signature generator       12:08



        22    could do other things which is where my     12:08



        23    question began.                             12:08



        24              What you're referring to is the   12:08



        25    chatbot saying that it is limited for a     12:08

�



                                                      129





         1            HOMAYOON BEIGI, PhD



         2    single purpose of generating a signature,   12:08



         3    and the article said that it only wanted    12:08



         4    to automate the e-mail generator process.   12:08



         5              Why do you assume that because    12:08



         6    they work with other clients in other       12:08



         7    sectors that the e-mail generator software  12:08



         8    could do anything other than generate an    12:08



         9    e-mail?                                     12:08



        10              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    12:08



        11        A.    Well, I'm looking at the, you     12:08



        12    know, the RNT, RoboRana chatbot.  So this   12:08



        13    chatbot is saying at the moment, I can      12:08



        14    only create a Cronos signature, which is    12:08



        15    setting it so that this chatbot -- unless   12:08



        16    I misunderstood your question -- this       12:09



        17    chatbot should be capable of doing other    12:09



        18    things if requested in the future.  That's  12:09



        19    what I meant by setting it out, setting it  12:09



        20    so that it would be able to.  I'm not       12:09



        21    saying at the moment.                       12:09



        22    BY MR. MACEDO:                              12:09



        23        Q.    So --                             12:09



        24        A.    Sorry, let me finish please.      12:09



        25              At the moment what we're looking  12:09
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         2    at because that's all is we have is         12:09



         3    capable of doing a Cronos signature.  But   12:09



         4    the way it's stated at the moment, you can  12:09



         5    only use me to create a new Cronos          12:09



         6    signature, makes you understand -- any      12:09



         7    POSITA understand that they are in the      12:09



         8    process of extending this or expanding      12:09



         9    this to do other things as well.            12:09



        10        Q.    So your understanding is that     12:09



        11    this chatbot contemplated that you could    12:09



        12    use it to build a car because at the        12:09



        13    moment, it was only doing Cronos            12:09



        14    signatures but therefore, it could do       12:09



        15    anything else in the future, right?         12:10



        16        A.    No.  Why build a car?  It could   12:10



        17    be anything that's related.  It could be    12:10



        18    anything within that realm.  Building a     12:10



        19    car is a little farfetched.  But it         12:10



        20    could -- it's setting itself out to do      12:10



        21    other processes than just creating a        12:10



        22    signature.                                  12:10



        23        Q.    And did it ever do other          12:10



        24    processes?                                  12:10



        25        A.    I don't know.                     12:10
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         2        Q.    Did you look?                     12:10



         3        A.    I didn't look.                    12:10



         4        Q.    Did counsel tell you they         12:10



         5    looked?                                     12:10



         6        A.    No, they didn't tell me.          12:10



         7        Q.    Well, they spoke to Mr. Symons.   12:10



         8    Did they ask him?                           12:10



         9        A.    You're asking --                  12:10



        10              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.           12:10



        11    BY MR. MACEDO:                              12:10



        12        Q.    Yeah.  Do you know if --          12:10



        13              MS. NGUYEN:  Dr. Beigi, again,    12:10



        14        any communications between yourself     12:10



        15        and us are strictly privileged.         12:10



        16    BY MR. MACEDO:                              12:10



        17        Q.    Okay.  So --                      12:10



        18        A.    You're asking me what they did.   12:10



        19        Q.    -- I'm asking you:  Do you know   12:10



        20    if anyone ever asked Mr. Symons, who was    12:10



        21    paid to prepare this declaration, whether   12:10



        22    the chatbot that was being shown actually   12:11



        23    implemented any other process besides       12:11



        24    generating an e-mail signature?             12:11



        25        A.    I don't know.                     12:11
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         2        Q.    Do you know whether the           12:11



         3    e-mail -- the Cronos e-mail generator was   12:11



         4    ever deployed so someone other than the     12:11



         5    chatbot in this demonstration, in this      12:11



         6    showcase could use it?                      12:11



         7        A.    I don't know.                     12:11



         8        Q.    What is "a showcase" to someone   12:11



         9    of skill in the art in 2017?                12:11



        10        A.    A showcase is a demonstration.    12:11



        11        Q.    And does the demonstration mean   12:11



        12    the software is actually built, or could    12:11



        13    it just show what the software is intended  12:11



        14    to do?                                      12:11



        15        A.    It usually means that you've      12:11



        16    built a system and you're showing its       12:11



        17    capabilities.  That's what we usually -- a  12:11



        18    showcase is you're showcasing the           12:11



        19    capabilities of the software.               12:11



        20              So making conjectures on you can  12:11



        21    go to the moon, you know, stuff like that   12:12



        22    is not -- it's -- it's a showcase,          12:12



        23    showcasing the capabilities of the          12:12



        24    software.                                   12:12



        25        Q.    So have you ever heard of a       12:12
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         2    showcase in the 2017 period which would     12:12



         3    demonstrate a conversation that may have    12:12



         4    not been actually programmed using natural  12:12



         5    language processing?                        12:12



         6        A.    A showcase?                       12:12



         7        Q.    Yes.                              12:12



         8        A.    No.                               12:12



         9        Q.    Never?                            12:12



        10        A.    No, I haven't.                    12:12



        11        Q.    How many start-ups have you       12:12



        12    dealt with?                                 12:12



        13        A.    Many as clients.                  12:12



        14        Q.    And have you ever seen a          12:12



        15    start-up give a showcase which showed the   12:12



        16    conceptualization of a process that did     12:12



        17    not actually implement the process?         12:12



        18        A.    I think you used the right word   12:12



        19    this time.  They usually call it a          12:12



        20    concept.                                    12:12



        21        Q.    Right.                            12:13



        22        A.    Not a showcase.  A showcase       12:13



        23    usually means you're actually showing the   12:13



        24    capabilities to me.  It means that you're   12:13



        25    showing capabilities.                       12:13
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         2              Usually if you have some very     12:13



         3    futuristic thing that's a concept car, for  12:13



         4    example, that's a concept.  And I think     12:13



         5    this time you used the right wording.       12:13



         6        Q.    So in the conversation that       12:13



         7    you're referring to, the user, who we are   12:13



         8    led to believe is Vincent De Bie, right.    12:13



         9    In the chat, you can see on Page 5, it      12:13



        10    says:  What is your name and it says        12:13



        11    Vincent De Bie, right?                      12:13



        12        A.    Yes.                              12:13



        13        Q.    And you know Vincent De Bie       12:13



        14    worked for Arinti which did the chatbot,    12:13



        15    right?                                      12:13



        16        A.    Yes.                              12:13



        17        Q.    And so when Vincent types hello,  12:13



        18    the bot responds:  Hi, at this moment you   12:13



        19    can only use me to create a Cronos          12:13



        20    signature, albeit this is in Danish, not    12:14



        21    in English, right?                          12:14



        22        A.    Yes.                              12:14



        23        Q.    Then --                           12:14



        24        A.    I'm sorry.  Is it Danish or is    12:14



        25    it Dutch?  I wasn't sure.                   12:14
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         2        Q.    My expert tells me Dutch.         12:14



         3        A.    I thought it was Dutch, yes.      12:14



         4        Q.    I apologize.  Yes, in Dutch.      12:14



         5              Then Vincent types I want a       12:14



         6    signature.  Now, in response to that, it    12:14



         7    says what is your name, the bot, right?     12:14



         8        A.    Yes.                              12:14



         9        Q.    If he said I want to generate an  12:14



        10    invoice, what would have been the response  12:14



        11    from the bot?                               12:14



        12        A.    Well, I would have expected from  12:14



        13    a chatbot to go back and say I can't do     12:14



        14    invoices.  I can only do -- go back to      12:14



        15    that back node again, that I cannot do      12:14



        16    anything but signatures at this point.      12:14



        17        Q.    If it was programmed using        12:14



        18    natural language processing?                12:14



        19        A.    Yes.                              12:14



        20        Q.    If it was just scripted out to    12:14



        21    ask the same question irrespective of what  12:14



        22    the next answer was, you would have         12:15



        23    expected it to just say what is your name,  12:15



        24    right?                                      12:15



        25        A.    I'm sorry.  Let me go back        12:15

�



                                                      136





         1            HOMAYOON BEIGI, PhD



         2    because you said if it were programmed      12:15



         3    using natural language processing.  I just  12:15



         4    want to make sure that I -- I respond       12:15



         5    correctly.                                  12:15



         6              Can you clarify programmed using  12:15



         7    natural language processing versus it was   12:15



         8    in conversation in language?  Because       12:15



         9    that's what I remember you asked and then   12:15



        10    I quickly said --                           12:15



        11        Q.    So I could generate the           12:15



        12    conversation, all the questions here,       12:15



        13    where no matter what you say in the first   12:15



        14    instance, the bot responds, hi, at this     12:15



        15    moment, you can only use to me create a     12:15



        16    Cronos signature.  And then no matter what  12:15



        17    you say next, it says what is your name.    12:15



        18    And then no matter what you say next, it    12:15



        19    says what is your role.  And then no        12:15



        20    matter what you say next, it says what is   12:15



        21    your e-mail address.  And then no matter    12:15



        22    what you say, it says what is your cell     12:15



        23    phone number and so on, going down in this  12:15



        24    conversation.                               12:16



        25              So it doesn't really matter what  12:16
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         2    the -- the text that is typed in, it will   12:16



         3    ask the next question in the order given    12:16



         4    irrespectively.  That's one way this could  12:16



         5    have been implemented, right?               12:16



         6              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    12:16



         7        A.    Well, I wouldn't characterize it  12:16



         8    as that because it does make a decision.    12:16



         9    And it -- when it actually reflects, it     12:16



        10    asks, is the following information          12:16



        11    correct, and then produces the information  12:16



        12    that the person has provided.               12:16



        13              And my understanding is that      12:16



        14    they say no in the next screen, and then    12:16



        15    they go back and what is your cell phone    12:17



        16    number --                                   12:17



        17        Q.    Why is it asking --               12:17



        18        A.    -- and permission --              12:17



        19        Q.    Why is it asking what is your     12:17



        20    cell phone number instead of what is your   12:17



        21    name?                                       12:17



        22        A.    No, it's not.  This is from the   12:17



        23    previous screen.  It's just scrolling.      12:17



        24              So if we look at the previous     12:17



        25    screen, it's just, like, scrolling one by   12:17
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         2    one.  So no is pressed.  Then it shows no.  12:17



         3    You see that?  The user says no, and then   12:17



         4    it says what would you like to change.      12:17



         5    And then they would say the cell phone --   12:17



         6    cell number.  And then it would go back     12:18



         7    and change the cell phone number.           12:18



         8        Q.    So let's go back to my question.  12:18



         9        A.    Yes.                              12:18



        10        Q.    My question was not what happens  12:18



        11    when it asked would you like to change      12:18



        12    your information.  But I'm starting where   12:18



        13    the conversation begins.                    12:18



        14              Is there any reason to believe    12:18



        15    that this showcase didn't merely have a     12:18



        16    script that said in response to whatever    12:18



        17    the first thing that was typed, you type,   12:18



        18    hi, at this moment you can only use me to   12:18



        19    create a new signature.  In response to     12:18



        20    whatever was typed next, to say what is     12:18



        21    your name.  In response to whatever was     12:18



        22    typed next, you say, hi, at this moment     12:18



        23    you can only use me to create a new --      12:18



        24              MR. MACEDO:  I'm sorry.  Strike   12:18



        25        that.                                   12:18
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         2    BY MR. MACEDO:                              12:18



         3        Q.    After it says what is your name   12:18



         4    in response to whatever the response is,    12:18



         5    it says what is your role.  And then in     12:18



         6    response to whatever came next, what is     12:18



         7    your e-mail address.  And then whatever     12:19



         8    came next, what is your cell phone number.  12:19



         9              Is there any reason why those     12:19



        10    questions had to get a legitimate answer    12:19



        11    to the previous question or any specific    12:19



        12    question to cause the chatbot to ask those  12:19



        13    questions?                                  12:19



        14              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    12:19



        15        A.    I think being a chatbot where we  12:19



        16    defined what a chatbot was and everybody    12:19



        17    would have known what a chatbot was at      12:19



        18    this time due to references that I've also  12:19



        19    presented, which is basically its work is   12:19



        20    to do natural language processing.          12:19



        21              MS. NGUYEN:  Counsel -- sorry.    12:19



        22              THE WITNESS:  I'm sorry.          12:19



        23              MS. NGUYEN:  Please.              12:19



        24        A.    And -- and they are saying the    12:19



        25    chatbot collects all the information.       12:19
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         2    BY MR. MACEDO:                              12:19



         3        Q.    But it doesn't say it uses        12:19



         4    natural language processing to do this      12:19



         5    demo?                                       12:19



         6        A.    It is using the phrase            12:19



         7    "chatbot."  It is using the definition of   12:19



         8    a chatbot, where a chatbot is something     12:19



         9    that communicates with you in natural       12:19



        10    language.                                   12:19



        11        Q.    That you communicate in natural   12:19



        12    language doesn't mean you use natural       12:20



        13    language processing.  You can write out a   12:20



        14    script as I described that does not         12:20



        15    require any specific answer to ask you the  12:20



        16    next question because at the end, it has    12:20



        17    you verify whether the information is       12:20



        18    correct?                                    12:20



        19              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    12:20



        20    BY MR. MACEDO:                              12:20



        21        Q.    Correct?                          12:20



        22        A.    (Witness reviewing document.)     12:21



        23        Q.    Can you tell us what you're       12:21



        24    looking at?                                 12:21



        25        A.    I'm looking at Exhibit 4.         12:21
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         2        Q.    And is there a particular         12:21



         3    portion you're looking for?                 12:21



         4        A.    I'm looking at the Symons art.    12:21



         5        Q.    Okay.  Have you found anything    12:21



         6    to help you?                                12:23



         7        A.    I am not really looking for       12:23



         8    help, but I'm trying to figure out if I     12:23



         9    can show anything from here.                12:23



        10              The Symons chatbot, as it         12:23



        11    specifically says, is a chatbot and as      12:24



        12    Melendez, for example, talks about as a     12:24



        13    few of the references that I presented      12:24



        14    talk about a chatbot is -- and as, of       12:24



        15    course, the patent itself of '664 defines   12:24



        16    it.                                         12:24



        17              These are natural language        12:24



        18    processing software machinery.  And any     12:24



        19    POSITA would know that if you're asking a   12:24



        20    question and this is a chatbot, and you're  12:24



        21    responding, you would like to check to      12:24



        22    make sure that is a valid answer that's     12:24



        23    being done.                                 12:24



        24              So that's not really -- you       12:24



        25    know, this is something that would be       12:24
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         2    obvious to a POSITA that you would have     12:24



         3    to -- it's a chatbot, and you're talking.   12:24



         4    Now, do I know -- did I look at the code    12:24



         5    underneath?  I haven't looked at the code.  12:24



         6    And I don't think you have either, but I    12:24



         7    would have expected -- a POSITA would have  12:24



         8    expected that they are checking what the    12:24



         9    response is.                                12:25



        10        Q.    But he was on the job for two     12:25



        11    weeks, just graduated with a bachelor's     12:25



        12    degree, has no evidence of doing anything   12:25



        13    else, and under your definition of POSITA   12:25



        14    does not seem likely to have been a         12:25



        15    POSITA, right, Mr. Symons?                  12:25



        16              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    12:25



        17        A.    He was presenting their           12:25



        18    showcase, their company's showcase.         12:25



        19    Doesn't necessarily mean that this is       12:25



        20    specifically his work.  He's showcasing     12:25



        21    it.  I don't know how many other people     12:25



        22    may have been working on this, how many     12:25



        23    other -- this is one of their products      12:25



        24    that he's presenting.                       12:25



        25
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         2    BY MR. MACEDO:                              12:25



         3        Q.    But from your understanding, if   12:25



         4    he had only been on the job for two weeks   12:25



         5    and only had a bachelor's degree and had    12:25



         6    no other experience, he wasn't a POSITA,    12:25



         7    right?                                      12:25



         8              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    12:25



         9    BY MR. MACEDO:                              12:25



        10        Q.    Mr. Symons?                       12:25



        11        A.    I've already answered that part,  12:25



        12    went through good detail.                   12:25



        13        Q.    And the answer is, yes, he        12:25



        14    wouldn't be under those circumstances a     12:25



        15    POSITA?                                     12:26



        16        A.    If he didn't have any experience  12:26



        17    prior to that and he had just a bachelor's  12:26



        18    in computer science, within his             12:26



        19    bachelor's -- term of his bachelor's, he    12:26



        20    could have worked on RPAs.  He was hired.   12:26



        21    I don't know how he was hired, but he was   12:26



        22    hired to work on this.  And he's            12:26



        23    presenting the -- showcasing the company's  12:26



        24    software, not his software, the company's   12:26



        25    software.                                   12:26
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         2              So I am not sure if -- what I'm   12:26



         3    saying is that a POSITA looking at this.    12:26



         4    Here's a chatbot, asking questions.  It's   12:26



         5    not a form.  Like you had said before,      12:26



         6    it's not a form.  It's a chatbot.  It's     12:26



         7    asking questions and getting a response     12:26



         8    and working on it.                          12:26



         9        Q.    And Mr. Symons didn't do the      12:26



        10    chatbot.  Some other company Arinti did     12:26



        11    it.  And so, again, Mr. Symons writing      12:26



        12    that it's a chatbot was by someone who had  12:26



        13    been on the job for two weeks, graduated    12:26



        14    with a specific type of computer science    12:27



        15    degree earlier that year, and has not       12:27



        16    evidenced any work experience either in     12:27



        17    chatbots or work prior to his October 2017  12:27



        18    start date?                                 12:27



        19        A.    Informatics --                    12:27



        20              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    12:27



        21        A.    Informatics is not some other     12:27



        22    kind of computer science.  It's well        12:27



        23    related to this.                            12:27



        24              MS. NGUYEN:  Counsel, it's been   12:27



        25        well over an hour.  It's time to take   12:27
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         2        a break.                                12:27



         3              MR. MACEDO:  Counsel, if the      12:27



         4        witness wants a break, he can ask for   12:27



         5        a break.  I want to finish my line of   12:27



         6        question.  The more you interrupt, the  12:27



         7        longer this will be.                    12:27



         8              MS. NGUYEN:  How much longer?     12:27



         9              MR. MACEDO:  I don't know         12:27



        10        because I haven't finished the line of  12:27



        11        question.  If I finish the line of      12:27



        12        question, I finish it.  If you need to  12:27



        13        take a break because the witness is     12:27



        14        tired, you can ask me.  I'm always      12:27



        15        happy to do that.  I'd rather keep      12:27



        16        going if the witness can handle it.     12:27



        17              Can you handle us keep going,     12:27



        18        Dr. Beigi?                              12:27



        19              THE WITNESS:  Go ahead.           12:27



        20              MR. MACEDO:  So please stop       12:27



        21        interrupting us, Counsel.  Let the      12:27



        22        witness ask if they want a break.       12:27



        23    BY MR. MACEDO:                              12:27



        24        Q.    So if hypothetically you've been  12:27



        25    on the job two weeks, got straight out of   12:28
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         2    college, needed to showcase a chatbot that  12:28



         3    was being done by a different company when  12:28



         4    you're being hired to write RPAs, wouldn't  12:28



         5    you do the simplest thing possible since    12:28



         6    all you need to do is gather information?   12:28



         7              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    12:28



         8        A.    That was all hypothesis.          12:28



         9    BY MR. MACEDO:                              12:28



        10        Q.    That's your job as an expert is   12:28



        11    to answer hypotheses.  That's my            12:28



        12    hypotheses.                                 12:28



        13        A.    There were so many different      12:28



        14    conditions.                                 12:28



        15        Q.    That's the conditions I want you  12:28



        16    to answer.  We can read it back if you      12:28



        17    want.                                       12:28



        18        A.    Please.                           12:28



        19              MR. MACEDO:  Please, Ms. Court    12:28



        20        Reporter.                               12:28



        21              (Record read.)                    12:28



        22    BY MR. MACEDO:                              12:28



        23        Q.    I'll start over.                  12:28



        24              So the hypothetical is you and    12:28



        25    Mr. Symons --                               12:28
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         2        A.    Yes.                              12:28



         3        Q.    -- graduated college earlier in   12:28



         4    the year, you were hired the beginning of   12:28



         5    October, and you had to prepare a video     12:29



         6    showing a showcase of a chatbot gathering   12:29



         7    information and putting it into the         12:29



         8    e-mail -- the Cronos e-mail generator.      12:29



         9    And you were hired to do RPAs, and you had  12:29



        10    to go to a different company Arinti to get  12:29



        11    you the chatbot.                            12:29



        12              Wouldn't you want to do the       12:29



        13    simplest chatbot possible to demonstrate    12:29



        14    that the data could be collected?           12:29



        15              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    12:29



        16        A.    I want to read to you from his    12:29



        17    declaration.                                12:29



        18    BY MR. MACEDO:                              12:29



        19        Q.    I want you to answer the          12:29



        20    question I asked.                           12:29



        21        A.    I am, if you don't mind.          12:29



        22        Q.    I do mind.  I want you to answer  12:29



        23    my hypothetical and based upon my           12:29



        24    hypothetical, would you do what I said?     12:29



        25        A.    His job responsibility included   12:29
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         2    communicating with customers and building   12:29



         3    automations.  So he is presenting           12:29



         4    something.  He's presenting a showcase      12:29



         5    which is communication.  It doesn't         12:30



         6    necessarily mean that he has to,            12:30



         7    specifically himself, has to have           12:30



         8    implemented this.  He is showcasing it.     12:30



         9        Q.    And so he may not know what that  12:30



        10    article's definition of a chatbot is.  He   12:30



        11    may just be using whatever his vernacular   12:30



        12    definition was because he was not a         12:30



        13    POSITA?                                     12:30



        14              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    12:30



        15        A.    I would not expect that.  If he   12:30



        16    was employed by the company, and the        12:30



        17    company -- and then -- and if he's          12:30



        18    writing -- he's showcasing this, then I     12:30



        19    would expect that he would know what a      12:30



        20    chatbot is, and he's actually showcasing a  12:30



        21    chatbot.  So even if you are new to the     12:30



        22    job and you're showcasing this very         12:30



        23    specific thing, which possibly others       12:30



        24    wrote, that you'd still be able to explain  12:30



        25    what it is because that is the job you're   12:30
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         2    undertaking at that point.                  12:30



         3    BY MR. MACEDO:                              12:31



         4        Q.    So someone who was hired two      12:31



         5    weeks earlier to do RPA processing would    12:31



         6    be expected to know about the article       12:31



         7    definition of chatbots that you referred    12:31



         8    to that a POSITA would know, potentially    12:31



         9    but not a not POSITA, because he was        12:31



        10    working with a sister company who           12:31



        11    implemented something which he was not      12:31



        12    hired for?  That's your testimony, right?   12:31



        13              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    12:31



        14        A.    No, I'm saying his work was in    12:31



        15    robotic process automation.  He's -- he's   12:31



        16    studied informatics.  So these are all      12:31



        17    very related to what he was showcasing,     12:31



        18    and he's showcasing that.                   12:31



        19              So I am not saying what his       12:31



        20    qualifications were as a POSITA.  I'm       12:31



        21    saying that he was showcasing this          12:31



        22    process.  And he would be able to showcase  12:31



        23    the process if he studied informatics and   12:31



        24    he worked on providing process automation   12:31



        25    because he's showcasing it.                 12:32
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         2    BY MR. MACEDO:                              12:32



         3        Q.    So your understanding is the      12:32



         4    article called "When Chatbots Meet RPA      12:32



         5    Bots," right?                               12:32



         6        A.    Yes.                              12:32



         7        Q.    And the premise of this article   12:32



         8    is three things exist out there, RPAs,      12:32



         9    chatbots, and artificial intelligence,      12:32



        10    right?                                      12:32



        11        A.    Yes.                              12:32



        12        Q.    And they thought it was           12:32



        13    insightful that you can combine the three   12:32



        14    and that before that, they didn't think     12:32



        15    people were combining those three things,   12:32



        16    right?                                      12:32



        17        A.    Not necessarily.  We have shown   12:32



        18    that other people have talked about this    12:32



        19    combination before this date.               12:32



        20        Q.    I didn't say what other people    12:32



        21    said.  I said what this article is saying.  12:32



        22        A.    They are presenting, yes, a       12:32



        23    scenario that combines the two.             12:32



        24        Q.    But this article is presenting    12:32



        25    that they are being innovative by having    12:32
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         2    chatbots meet RPA bots and that in the      12:32



         3    future, it would also be AI, right?         12:32



         4        A.    They are showcasing it.           12:33



         5        Q.    But that's what they think is     12:33



         6    innovative, right?  They think that         12:33



         7    they're being innovative because they're    12:33



         8    combining chatbots with RPAs and thinking   12:33



         9    in the future they will also combine it     12:33



        10    with AI, right?  That's their premise,      12:33



        11    their theory?                               12:33



        12        A.    They are showcasing it.  Doesn't  12:33



        13    necessarily mean that it did not exist      12:33



        14    before that.  This is something that        12:33



        15    they're showcasing.  This is showing a      12:33



        16    combination of these.                       12:33



        17        Q.    Okay.  So I want to be clear.     12:33



        18    I'm not talking about whether other people  12:33



        19    have different views.  I'm talking about    12:33



        20    the article that's entitled "When chatbot   12:33



        21    Meet RPA Bots."                             12:33



        22              Is it fair to say that the        12:33



        23    premise of the article written by           12:33



        24    Mr. Symons is that he thinks that it was    12:33



        25    innovative to combine RPAs, robot process   12:33
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         2    automation, with chatbots as something new  12:33



         3    and innovative from his perspective?        12:33



         4    Forget about whether he's right or not.     12:33



         5    Is that the premise of his article?         12:33



         6        A.    I think the fact that he's        12:34



         7    showcasing it means that he thinks it's     12:34



         8    something of interest.                      12:34



         9        Q.    Right.  And he thinks he's being  12:34



        10    innovative by doing that?                   12:34



        11        A.    He is saying that it is           12:34



        12    something of interest.  It's show -- it's   12:34



        13    showcasing it.                              12:34



        14              Can you point me to a specific    12:34



        15    place where he says we invented this and    12:34



        16    we are now doing this?                      12:34



        17        Q.    I'm asking you whether your       12:34



        18    reading, as a person of ordinary skill in   12:34



        19    the art, as a person of extraordinary       12:34



        20    skill in the art, would be that Mr. Symons  12:34



        21    was of the opinion by publishing this       12:34



        22    article on October 19, 2017, that he        12:34



        23    thought he was being innovative by          12:34



        24    combining chatbot to RPA bots.  And if you  12:34



        25    don't know, that's fine.  I'm asking you    12:34

�



                                                      153





         1            HOMAYOON BEIGI, PhD



         2    whether you believe that that's what        12:34



         3    Mr. Symons was positing.                    12:34



         4        A.    No.  So it specifically says in   12:34



         5    the first line:  The technology landscape   12:35



         6    has been evolving rapidly in the last       12:35



         7    years.  New technologies have been          12:35



         8    emerging.                                   12:35



         9              So I can't tell that he's         12:35



        10    saying, oh, right now we just came up with  12:35



        11    this new thing.                             12:35



        12              All the technologies have been    12:35



        13    maturing, and new concepts have been        12:35



        14    discovered.  Some of the newer              12:35



        15    technologies have promising future such as  12:35



        16    robotic process automation, chatbots, and   12:35



        17    artificial intelligence.                    12:35



        18              So he is showcasing a case where  12:35



        19    these two have been combined.               12:35



        20        Q.    And go to the paragraph at the    12:35



        21    bottom of the page and read that out loud,  12:35



        22    going onto the next page.                   12:35



        23        A.    We decided to join forces with    12:35



        24    Arinti, specialized in chatbot and AI       12:35



        25    technologies within the Cronos Group to     12:35
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         2    explore the possibilities to combine RPA    12:36



         3    bots and chatbots.  Both technologies --    12:36



         4        Q.    With chatbots --                  12:36



         5        A.    I am sorry.                       12:36



         6        Q.    To combine RPA bots with          12:36



         7    chatbots.                                   12:36



         8        A.    -- with chatbots.  Both           12:36



         9    technologies have their specific            12:36



        10    advantages and combining them to automate   12:36



        11    processes can tremendously -- tremendously  12:36



        12    boost productivity in multiple              12:36



        13    organizations.                              12:36



        14              So reading this as an expert, I   12:36



        15    would say he's characterizing it correctly  12:36



        16    by saying that there are chatbots.  We      12:36



        17    understand what they are.  There are RPAs.  12:36



        18    We understand what they are.  And both      12:36



        19    technologies have their specific            12:36



        20    advantages.  Combining them to automate     12:36



        21    the process can tremendously boost          12:36



        22    productivity.                               12:36



        23        Q.    Right.                            12:36



        24        A.    So from my understanding when I   12:36



        25    read this is I believe that he understands  12:36
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         2    what a chatbot is.  He understands what an  12:36



         3    RPA is.  And now he's saying that this is   12:36



         4    a combination of the two that has an        12:36



         5    advantage.                                  12:37



         6        Q.    And he thinks that it's           12:37



         7    something cool, new, different, worthy of   12:37



         8    publishing on his second week on the job,   12:37



         9    that they made this combination which he    12:37



        10    didn't identify as existing prior to him?   12:37



        11        A.    I'm not in his brain to know      12:37



        12    that.  His management could have told him   12:37



        13    to do that.  Is he -- I don't know what     12:37



        14    went on in his mind when he decided to      12:37



        15    write this article.                         12:37



        16        Q.    And you never bothered to try     12:37



        17    and ask him even though you knew your       12:37



        18    counsel had been paying him?                12:37



        19        A.    No, I don't think -- from what I  12:37



        20    read, they understand what a chatbot is     12:37



        21    because they are explaining and using it    12:37



        22    properly, so.                               12:37



        23        Q.    Okay.  Have you ever used the     12:37



        24    Arinti chatbot?                             12:37



        25        A.    No, I haven't.                    12:37
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         2        Q.    Have you ever heard of it before  12:37



         3    you started working on this case?           12:37



         4        A.    I hadn't.                         12:38



         5        Q.    Do you know if it works?          12:38



         6        A.    I don't know.                     12:38



         7              MR. MACEDO:  Okay.  Why don't we  12:38



         8        take a lunch break.                     12:38



         9              I will remind you that you're     12:38



        10        under oath; and under the PTAB trial    12:38



        11        practice guidelines, it would be        12:38



        12        improper for to you discuss your        12:38



        13        testimony with anyone including         12:38



        14        counsel.                                12:38



        15              THE WITNESS:  I understand.       12:38



        16              MR. MACEDO:  So during lunch,     12:38



        17        you can talk about the weather or       12:38



        18        anything else, but please don't talk    12:38



        19        about your testimony with counsel or    12:38



        20        anyone else.                            12:38



        21              THE WITNESS:  I understand.       12:38



        22              MR. MACEDO:  And we'll see you    12:38



        23        in an hour.                             12:38



        24              THE WITNESS:  Thank you.          12:38



        25              MR. MACEDO:  You can go off.      12:38
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         1            HOMAYOON BEIGI, PhD



         2              THE VIDEOGRAPHER:  We are going   12:38



         3        off the record.  The time is 12:39      12:38



         4        p.m.



         5              (Whereupon a lunch recess was



         6        taken at 12:39 p.m.)



         7                *       *       *



         8



         9



        10



        11



        12



        13



        14



        15



        16



        17



        18



        19



        20



        21



        22



        23



        24



        25
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         2          A F T E R N O O N    S E S S I O N



         3             (Time noted:  1:44 p.m.)



         4



         5                         *       *       *



         6                                                01:44



         7              (Whereupon, Beigi Exhibit 15,     01:44



         8        Decision granting institution of inter  01:44



         9        partes review in Patent 10,819,664,     01:44



        10        was marked for identification.)         01:44



        11              (Whereupon, Beigi Exhibit 16,     01:44



        12        Decision denying institution of inter   01:44



        13        partes review in Patent 10,819,664,     01:44



        14        was marked for identification.)         01:44



        15              (Whereupon, Beigi Exhibit 17,     01:44



        16        Decision granting institution of inter  01:44



        17        partes review in Patent 11,258,732,     01:44



        18        was marked for identification.)         01:44



        19              (Whereupon, Beigi Exhibit 18,     01:44



        20        Decision granting institution of inter  01:44



        21        partes review in Patent 11,558,317,     01:44



        22        was marked for identification.)         01:48



        23              THE VIDEOGRAPHER:  We are now     01:48



        24        back on the record.  The time is        01:48



        25        1:49 p.m.                               01:48
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         1            HOMAYOON BEIGI, PhD



         2    BY MR. MACEDO:                              01:48



         3        Q.    Welcome back, Dr. Beigi.          01:48



         4        A.    Thank you.                        01:48



         5        Q.    Any reason why you can't testify  01:48



         6    now to the best of your abilities?          01:48



         7        A.    No.                               01:48



         8        Q.    Okay.  And I remind you you're    01:48



         9    still under oath.                           01:49



        10        A.    Yes.                              01:49



        11        Q.    Okay.  Okay.  So during the       01:49



        12    break, we marked as Exhibits 15, 16, 17,    01:49



        13    18 the various decisions on the four IPRs.  01:49



        14    And I'm just going to identify, have you    01:49



        15    look at them, and confirm whether you       01:49



        16    recognize them, okay?                       01:49



        17              We'll start with Exhibit 15,      01:49



        18    which is the decision granting institution  01:49



        19    of inter partes review in IPR 2023-01368    01:49



        20    for US Patent No. 10,819,664.               01:49



        21              Do you see that exhibit?          01:49



        22        A.    Yes.                              01:49



        23        Q.    And do you recognize that         01:49



        24    exhibit?                                    01:49



        25        A.    Yes.                              01:49
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         2        Q.    And your understanding is that    01:49



         3    Exhibit 15 is the decision by PTAB to       01:49



         4    institute the inter partes review for the   01:49



         5    '664 patent, correct?                       01:49



         6        A.    Yes, based on the -- just the     01:49



         7    decision.                                   01:49



         8        Q.    The title?                        01:49



         9        A.    The title, yeah.                  01:49



        10        Q.    Okay.  That's okay.  We'll go     01:50



        11    into it in more detail later.  I want to    01:50



        12    get it on the record.                       01:50



        13        A.    Yes.                              01:50



        14        Q.    That's fine.  So if you now look  01:50



        15    at Exhibit 16, that is the decision         01:50



        16    denying institution of inter partes review  01:50



        17    in IPR number 2023-01443 for US Patent No.  01:50



        18    10,819,664.                                 01:50



        19              Do you see that?                  01:50



        20        A.    Yes.                              01:50



        21        Q.    And do you recognize Exhibit 16?  01:50



        22        A.    Yes.                              01:50



        23        Q.    And this is for the IPR that you  01:50



        24    referred to as an afterthought earlier,     01:50



        25    right?                                      01:50
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         2        A.    Yes.                              01:50



         3        Q.    And your understanding is that    01:50



         4    the afterthought IPR referenced by          01:50



         5    Exhibit 16 was not instituted, correct?     01:50



         6        A.    Based on what it says, yes        01:50



         7    and --                                      01:50



         8        Q.    And you knew that even before     01:50



         9    you looked at the exhibit?                  01:50



        10        A.    Yes.                              01:50



        11        Q.    Right.  Okay.                     01:50



        12              And now if we look at             01:50



        13    Exhibit 17, that is the decision granting   01:50



        14    institution of inter partes review for IPR  01:50



        15    2023-01379 for US Patent 11,258,732 B2,     01:51



        16    right?                                      01:51



        17        A.    Yes.                              01:51



        18        Q.    And that decision, you've seen    01:51



        19    before?                                     01:51



        20        A.    Yes.                              01:51



        21        Q.    And you recognize it?             01:51



        22        A.    Yes.                              01:51



        23        Q.    And that was the decision to      01:51



        24    institute a review of the '732 patent,      01:51



        25    right?                                      01:51
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         2        A.    Yes.                              01:51



         3        Q.    Okay.  And then we have as        01:51



         4    Exhibit 18 the decision granting            01:51



         5    institution of inter partes review for IPR  01:51



         6    2024-00065 for US Patent 11,558,317 B2,     01:51



         7    right?                                      01:51



         8        A.    Yes.                              01:51



         9        Q.    And you recognize that?           01:51



        10        A.    Yes.                              01:51



        11        Q.    And do you recognize that         01:51



        12    Exhibit 18 instituted inter partes review   01:51



        13    for the '317 patent?                        01:51



        14        A.    Yes.                              01:51



        15        Q.    Okay.  So what I want to do is I  01:51



        16    want to look at the decision to institute,  01:52



        17    the expert report that goes with the        01:52



        18    decision to institute, and the patent       01:52



        19    that's associated with it.                  01:52



        20        A.    Yes.                              01:52



        21        Q.    Okay.  And I'm going to start     01:52



        22    with the Exhibit 15 and the '664 patent     01:52



        23    that was instituted, that IPR.  So you      01:52



        24    should have Exhibit 8 which is the '664     01:52



        25    patent, Exhibit 4 which is your             01:52
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         2    declaration in support of the IPR 1368.     01:53



         3        A.    Yes.                              01:53



         4        Q.    And you should have the           01:53



         5    institution decision which we marked as     01:53



         6    15.                                         01:53



         7        A.    Yes.                              01:53



         8        Q.    Okay.  So the first thing I want  01:53



         9    to do is I want you to turn to in           01:53



        10    Exhibit 4 to your discussion of the '664    01:53



        11    patent which is on Page 12.  Actually       01:53



        12    starting on Page 11.                        01:53



        13        A.    Are you referring to the          01:53



        14    document page or the one that is at the     01:53



        15    bottom when you talk about these numbers?   01:53



        16        Q.    I'm referring to your page.       01:53



        17        A.    Okay.  Thank you.                 01:53



        18        Q.    Not -- it's Page 15 of Whatfix    01:53



        19    Exhibit 1003, but Page 11 of your report.   01:53



        20        A.    I understand.                     01:53



        21        Q.    Okay?                             01:53



        22        A.    Yes.                              01:53



        23        Q.    And you see under Section 5, it   01:53



        24    says summary of the 665 patent -- I'm       01:54



        25    sorry -- the '664 patent?                   01:54
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         2        A.    Yes.                              01:54



         3        Q.    Okay.  And then you have Section  01:54



         4    A, which is the filing date and the         01:54



         5    priority dates, right?  I'm just looking    01:54



         6    at Paragraph 22.  Bottom of the page.       01:54



         7        A.    I heard 8.  I'm sorry.            01:54



         8        Q.    A.                                01:54



         9        A.    Yeah.                             01:54



        10        Q.    We're looking at section A,       01:54



        11    filing date and priority date, Paragraph    01:54



        12    22.                                         01:54



        13        A.    Yes.                              01:54



        14        Q.    You provide the priority dates,   01:54



        15    and your assumption for purposes of your    01:54



        16    expert report is that the relevant date is  01:54



        17    November 5, 2017?                           01:54



        18        A.    Yes.                              01:54



        19        Q.    Okay.  So now if we go to the     01:54



        20    next page, you have specification, and      01:54



        21    that is on Page 12 of your report, Page 16  01:54



        22    of Exhibit 1003.  And, again, we're         01:54



        23    looking at Beigi 2; is that right?  Sorry,  01:54



        24    Beigi 4.                                    01:55



        25        A.    Yes.                              01:55
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         2        Q.    Okay.  And you describe the       01:55



         3    entire '664 patent in Paragraphs 23 and 24  01:55



         4    with the replication of paragraph -- of     01:55



         5    Figure 2A, correct?                         01:55



         6              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    01:55



         7        A.    Summary --                        01:55



         8    BY MR. MACEDO:                              01:55



         9        Q.    That's the entire description     01:55



        10    you have of the patent, right?              01:55



        11        A.    Yes, summarizing it, yes.         01:55



        12        Q.    Right.  And you've found that     01:55



        13    everything that was important for you to    01:55



        14    determine the validity of the patent, you   01:55



        15    could summarize in two paragraphs and one   01:55



        16    figure, correct?                            01:55



        17              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    01:55



        18        A.    It's the summary of the           01:55



        19    specifications.  Basically it's a summary,  01:56



        20    but, of course, not entirely because you    01:56



        21    have a whole document.  It's a summary,     01:56



        22    yes.                                        01:56



        23    BY MR. MACEDO:                              01:56



        24        Q.    But you could summarize what you  01:56



        25    thought was important from the '664 patent  01:56
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         2    in two paragraphs and the replication of    01:56



         3    one figure, correct?                        01:56



         4        A.    Yes.                              01:56



         5        Q.    And was there anything else       01:56



         6    which you left out of that summary, which,  01:56



         7    sitting here today, you think is also       01:56



         8    important with respect to the '664 patent   01:56



         9    that maybe should be included in the        01:56



        10    summary?                                    01:56



        11        A.    (Witness reviewing document.)  I  01:56



        12    think it's a summary.  I think it's a       01:57



        13    summary.                                    01:57



        14        Q.    Did you type out or dictate the   01:57



        15    content of what was included in Paragraphs  01:57



        16    23 and 24 of Exhibit 4 of your              01:58



        17    declaration?                                01:58



        18        A.    We went back and forth with the   01:58



        19    counsel.  So I made observations, took      01:58



        20    notes, and we went back and forth.  But     01:58



        21    finally, this is what -- this is what I     01:58



        22    state, yes.                                 01:58



        23        Q.    So I appreciate the general       01:58



        24    process.  I'm talking about these two       01:58



        25    paragraphs.                                 01:58
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         2              Are these two paragraphs your     01:58



         3    original analysis of how to summarize the   01:58



         4    specification, did counsel do it, or was    01:58



         5    it a collaborative effort?                  01:58



         6        A.    It's collaborative.               01:58



         7              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    01:58



         8        A.    It's not verbatim.                01:58



         9    BY MR. MACEDO:                              01:58



        10        Q.    I'm sorry?                        01:58



        11        A.    It's not verbatim, but it's       01:58



        12    collaborative.                              01:58



        13        Q.    Was -- did you ever ask to put    01:58



        14    an additional description of the '664       01:58



        15    patent which did not make it into the       01:58



        16    final draft?                                01:58



        17        A.    No.                               01:58



        18        Q.    Did you ask to remove any of the  01:58



        19    description that was presented that did     01:59



        20    not make it into the final draft?           01:59



        21        A.    Let me go back.  I think I        01:59



        22    misunderstood.  I thought you said were     01:59



        23    you asked.  Can you rephrase?               01:59



        24        Q.    Let's rephrase it.                01:59



        25              In paragraphs 23 and 24 you have  01:59
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         2    the summary of the specification of the     01:59



         3    '664 patent in Exhibit 4, right?            01:59



         4        A.    Yes.                              01:59



         5        Q.    And that as a whole was a         01:59



         6    collaborative process between you and       01:59



         7    counsel, correct?                           01:59



         8        A.    Yes.                              01:59



         9        Q.    I want to know with respect to    01:59



        10    Paragraphs 23 and 24 in particular.  Was    01:59



        11    there any sentences, words, quotes,         01:59



        12    figures, which you proposed putting in to   01:59



        13    the description of the '664 patent which    01:59



        14    didn't make it into the final draft?        01:59



        15        A.    I can't remember if that would    01:59



        16    have been the case.  It doesn't -- nothing  01:59



        17    sticks out that I could point to and say,   01:59



        18    oh, this was something that --              01:59



        19        Q.    And was there any portion of      01:59



        20    Paragraphs 23 and 24 which counsel put in,  01:59



        21    and you said, no, that doesn't belong in    02:00



        22    there?                                      02:00



        23              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection to the     02:00



        24        extent that it includes any             02:00



        25        communications.                         02:00

�



                                                      169





         1            HOMAYOON BEIGI, PhD



         2              Dr. Beigi, I instruct you not to  02:00



         3        answer.                                 02:00



         4              (Whereupon, a request for         02:00



         5        Instruction not to answer was made.)    02:00



         6              MR. MACEDO:  I'm sorry.  Are you  02:00



         7        instructing him not to answer my        02:00



         8        question?                               02:00



         9              MS. NGUYEN:  Anything that        02:00



        10        includes privileged communications      02:00



        11        between himself and counsel.            02:00



        12              MR. MACEDO:  You're taking the    02:00



        13        position that how he drafted this       02:00



        14        declaration is privileged and you're    02:00



        15        not allowing him to answer?  Is that    02:00



        16        what you're saying, Counsel?            02:00



        17              MS. NGUYEN:  That's definitely a  02:00



        18        mischaracterization of what I just      02:00



        19        said.                                   02:00



        20              MR. MACEDO:  Okay.  So then I     02:00



        21        don't understand your objection.        02:00



        22              MS. NGUYEN:  Your question is,    02:00



        23        was there any portion of Paragraphs of  02:00



        24        23 or 24 which counsel put in, and you  02:00



        25        asked -- and you said that does not     02:00
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         2        belong in there.  When -- the phrase    02:00



         3        "you said no" is a communication.       02:00



         4              MR. MACEDO:  Exactly.  And        02:00



         5        you're saying that if he said to you    02:00



         6        take that sentence out, that is         02:00



         7        privileged?                             02:00



         8              MS. NGUYEN:  Yes, it's a          02:00



         9        communication between --                02:00



        10              MR. MACEDO:  Even though he       02:00



        11        submitted an expert report saying this  02:00



        12        is his testimony, that's your position  02:00



        13        for the board?  When we mark this, I    02:01



        14        just want to get this clear.            02:01



        15              MS. NGUYEN:  Yes, it is a         02:01



        16        communication.                          02:01



        17              MR. MACEDO:  Okay.  But it isn't  02:01



        18        privileged once you submit his          02:01



        19        declaration.                            02:01



        20              MS. NGUYEN:  Well, your question  02:01



        21        was not about when he submitted his     02:01



        22        declaration.                            02:01



        23              MR. MACEDO:  Yes, it's about      02:01



        24        drafting the declaration which he       02:01



        25        submitted.                              02:01
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         2              MS. NGUYEN:  That is part of the  02:01



         3        process of drafting.  That is not       02:01



         4        about the submission of the             02:01



         5        declaration.                            02:01



         6              MR. MACEDO:  It goes to his       02:01



         7        opinion and how it was formed and the   02:01



         8        materials considered, and we are        02:01



         9        allowed to ask him about the materials  02:01



        10        considered in generating his expert     02:01



        11        report.                                 02:01



        12              MS. NGUYEN:  This isn't a         02:01



        13        question about materials considered.    02:01



        14        This is a question about whether --     02:01



        15              MR. MACEDO:  It is exactly the    02:01



        16        materials considered.                   02:01



        17              MS. NGUYEN:  -- what he said to   02:01



        18        counsel.                                02:01



        19              MR. MACEDO:  No, Counsel.  It is  02:01



        20        exactly materials considered.           02:01



        21              MS. NGUYEN:  No.  And if you      02:01



        22        would like to take it to the board, we  02:01



        23        can.                                    02:01



        24    BY MR. MACEDO:                              02:01



        25        Q.    So did you consider any           02:01
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         2    description of the '664 patent that         02:01



         3    includes words not in Paragraphs 23 and 24  02:01



         4    in formulating the declaration which was    02:01



         5    submitted as Exhibit 4?                     02:01



         6        A.    When I signed off on this, I      02:01



         7    accepted what is in this document as what   02:02



         8    I am saying as my declaration, which means  02:02



         9    if there were something that I would want   02:02



        10    in there and the counsel would have put it  02:02



        11    in, I would not sign it.                    02:02



        12        Q.    And was there anything which you  02:02



        13    had removed from the drafts of the          02:02



        14    declaration which you did not approve of?   02:02



        15        A.    I don't remember.  We did a lot   02:02



        16    of editing back and forth.  I don't         02:02



        17    remember whether I removed something,       02:02



        18    reworded it, added something.  I don't      02:02



        19    remember that far back because this is, as  02:02



        20    we've established, in the summer of last    02:02



        21    year.                                       02:02



        22        Q.    Well, you spent at least 10 or    02:02



        23    20 hours working on this report, right?     02:02



        24        A.    Yes.                              02:02



        25        Q.    And in that 10 or 20 hours, how   02:02
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         2    much time do you think you spent            02:02



         3    considering what the summary of the         02:02



         4    specification of the '664 patent was?       02:03



         5        A.    I can't recall how much of it     02:03



         6    was that.                                   02:03



         7              In deciding what the summary is,  02:03



         8    a lot of the work went into reading the     02:03



         9    patent and understanding the patent and     02:03



        10    the documents and then drafting.  So I      02:03



        11    can't tell you what the breakup is.         02:03



        12              You're asking me how -- what      02:03



        13    part of that time that I spent went into    02:03



        14    these two paragraphs, I cannot tell you     02:03



        15    that.                                       02:03



        16        Q.    Well, so why don't we look for a  02:03



        17    second at Exhibit 6 for the '732 patent     02:03



        18    and your corresponding section describing   02:03



        19    the '732 patent which is located on         02:03



        20    Page 15 and 16 using your pagination        02:03



        21    and --                                      02:03



        22        A.    Please wait until I get the       02:03



        23    exhibit.  Exhibit --                        02:03



        24        Q.    Sure, it's going to be one of     02:03



        25    the black binders.                          02:03
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         2        A.    Oh, Exhibit 6 is one of these,    02:03



         3    yes.  This one?                             02:04



         4        Q.    Forgive me.                       02:04



         5        A.    This is the '317.                 02:04



         6        Q.    Okay.  So it's the other black    02:04



         7    binder.                                     02:04



         8        A.    This one?                         02:04



         9        Q.    Yes.                              02:04



        10        A.    Okay.  Exhibit 6.  So what's the  02:04



        11    question?                                   02:04



        12        Q.    So in Exhibit 6 if you turn to    02:04



        13    Page 15, and you're describing in           02:04



        14    Paragraphs 23 and 24 what you consider a    02:04



        15    summary of the '732 patent and you show     02:04



        16    the same Figure 2A, right?  If you go to    02:04



        17    Page 17, you'll see Figure 2A.              02:04



        18        A.    Yes.                              02:04



        19        Q.    And the description, if you       02:04



        20    compare, it is very similar except that it  02:04



        21    uses '732 with the citations to the '732    02:04



        22    patent instead of the 63 -- '664 and the    02:04



        23    citations to the '664 patent, right?        02:05



        24        A.    And so are the patents based on.  02:05



        25        Q.    That wasn't my question.          02:05
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         2        A.    Well, that's why, I'm saying,     02:05



         3    that's the specifications are --            02:05



         4        Q.    Well, the specifications are the  02:05



         5    same.  But the inventions are different,    02:05



         6    right?                                      02:05



         7        A.    I don't believe so.               02:05



         8        Q.    Really?                           02:05



         9        A.    Yes.                              02:05



        10        Q.    Okay.  So I want you to look at   02:05



        11    the '732 patent, and I want you to look at  02:05



        12    claim 1.  We marked this as Exhibit 9.      02:05



        13        A.    Which claim?                      02:05



        14        Q.    Claim 1 in Column 22 of the       02:05



        15    Exhibit 9 for the '732 patent.  Tell me     02:06



        16    when you're there.                          02:06



        17        A.    I am.                             02:06



        18        Q.    Okay.  You see that after the     02:06



        19    preamble, there are three separate          02:06



        20    subparagraphs, one starting defining, the   02:06



        21    second one going associating, and the       02:06



        22    third one going publishing, right?          02:06



        23        A.    Yes.                              02:06



        24        Q.    Okay.  Now, if you look at your   02:06



        25    report for that patent, you have a picture  02:06
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         2    Figure 2A, right?  It's on page 17 of your  02:06



         3    report.                                     02:06



         4        A.    Yes, I'm comparing it to the      02:06



         5    patent.                                     02:06



         6        Q.    Yes.  And do you see the steps    02:06



         7    of defining a conversation in Figure 2A?    02:06



         8        A.    It encompasses it because it      02:07



         9    says select the conversation of the         02:07



        10    chatbot and then implement the              02:07



        11    conversation and then follow the            02:07



        12    conversation flow.  So there must have      02:07



        13    been -- you must have defined something if  02:07



        14    you're following it, so it's implicit.      02:07



        15        Q.    But it's not a step that's        02:07



        16    disclosed in Figure 2A.  It happens before  02:07



        17    2A ever occurred?                           02:07



        18        A.    I understand.  What I'm saying    02:07



        19    is --                                       02:07



        20        Q.    Well, that's my question --       02:07



        21        A.    A method for defining --          02:07



        22        Q.    No.  My question is:  Do you see  02:07



        23    a description of the step defining a        02:07



        24    conversation as set forth in the '732       02:07



        25    patent claim 1 being identified anywhere    02:08

�



                                                      177





         1            HOMAYOON BEIGI, PhD



         2    in Figure 2A?  Not what is inherent, not    02:08



         3    what must have been, but where it says      02:08



         4    define a conversation?                      02:08



         5              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    02:08



         6        A.    Short of putting everything       02:08



         7    that's in that patent and just filling the  02:08



         8    whole thing for specifications, you have    02:08



         9    to be selective.                            02:08



        10    BY MR. MACEDO:                              02:08



        11        Q.    Okay.                             02:08



        12        A.    And this is a figure right out    02:08



        13    of the patent '732.  And it implicitly      02:08



        14    cannot put the whole, you know, all of --   02:08



        15    all of that document in there because then  02:08



        16    it's not a summary of the specifications    02:08



        17    basically.                                  02:08



        18        Q.    Okay.  Dr. Beigi --               02:08



        19        A.    Yes.                              02:08



        20        Q.    -- they will have time to ask     02:08



        21    you any question they want.  I want you     02:08



        22    just to answer mine.                        02:08



        23              I don't believe that Figure 2A    02:08



        24    has any step that says define a             02:09



        25    conversation.  And to help you, I suggest   02:09
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         2    you look at Figure 3 of the '732 patent     02:09



         3    where in Step 320, it says:  Define a       02:09



         4    conversation flow.                          02:09



         5        A.    I understand that, but I'm        02:09



         6    saying that this is implicit in the '664    02:09



         7    patent.  Hence I said there's no            02:09



         8    difference.  And that's why there's the     02:09



         9    same specifications --                      02:09



        10        Q.    That is not my question.  My      02:09



        11    question --                                 02:09



        12        A.    That's what I understand from     02:09



        13    it.                                         02:09



        14        Q.    No.  My question is:  Is the      02:09



        15    step define a conversation shown in Figure  02:09



        16    2A, or is it really shown in Figure 3?      02:09



        17              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    02:09



        18        A.    I direct your attention to        02:10



        19    Figure 1 of '664.                           02:10



        20    BY MR. MACEDO:                              02:10



        21        Q.    You can't answer my question yes  02:10



        22    or no?                                      02:10



        23        A.    I need to refer to this to        02:10



        24    answer that.                                02:10



        25        Q.    Okay.                             02:10
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         2        A.    Other than -- other than          02:10



         3    including the whole patent, I need to       02:10



         4    describe this --                            02:10



         5        Q.    Okay.  But I just --              02:10



         6        A.    -- because this comes before --   02:10



         7        Q.    Dr. Beigi --                      02:10



         8        A.    Yes.                              02:10



         9        Q.    -- I just want you to             02:10



        10    understand.  My question was                02:10



        11    straightforward that called for a yes or    02:10



        12    no, okay?  And I'll rephrase it to make it  02:10



        13    very simple for you.                        02:10



        14              If you compare Figure 3 of the    02:10



        15    '732 patent and Step 320 where it says      02:11



        16    define a conversation flow and Step 330     02:11



        17    where it says associate an automation       02:11



        18    process with the conversation and Step 340  02:11



        19    which says publish the conversation with    02:11



        20    claim 1 of the '732 patent which has a      02:11



        21    defining a conversation step, associating   02:11



        22    the conversation with an automation         02:11



        23    process step, and a publishing the          02:11



        24    conversation to be accessible to a user     02:11



        25    via the natural language interface step,    02:11
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         2    would you agree that the relevant figure    02:11



         3    for the invention claimed in claim 1 of     02:11



         4    the '732 patent is Figure 3, not Figure     02:11



         5    2A?                                         02:11



         6              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    02:11



         7        A.    I would say that's a sub --       02:11



         8    that's a subspace of -- and that's why I'm  02:11



         9    referring you to Figure 1 of '664, which    02:11



        10    has conversation definitions as its one of  02:11



        11    two.  So defining conversation's already    02:12



        12    been disclosed in '664.  So short of        02:12



        13    putting every single figure, every single   02:12



        14    line of -- of things that are written in    02:12



        15    this patent in the specification which is   02:12



        16    supposed to be a summary, I had to pick a   02:12



        17    figure.                                     02:12



        18              And the figure which basically    02:12



        19    has the overall flow is that figure, which  02:12



        20    I think is 2A, I believe, if I'm correct.   02:12



        21    And it's shared in both patents.  2A is in  02:12



        22    '664 as well as -- and -- and by the way,   02:12



        23    defining conversation.  They are almost     02:12



        24    identical.  102 and '664 is the same thing  02:12



        25    as 102 and '732, defining conversation --   02:12
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         2    conversation definition which is basically  02:12



         3    the premise of claim 1.                     02:12



         4              So given that this is             02:13



         5    characterizing the whole system, that's     02:13



         6    what I use to summarize.  I cannot include  02:13



         7    every single part of that patent because    02:13



         8    it's a summary.                             02:13



         9    BY MR. MACEDO:                              02:13



        10        Q.    So you understand that the        02:13



        11    declaration you put in that we have marked  02:13



        12    as Exhibit 6, not including your résumé,    02:13



        13    was 177 pages, correct?                     02:13



        14        A.    We're talking about which one     02:13



        15    again?  Sorry.                              02:13



        16        Q.    The one that you're looking at.   02:13



        17        A.    I'm looking at 2 right now.       02:13



        18        Q.    '732 patent, Exhibit 6, talking   02:13



        19    about the '732 patent, as I said.           02:13



        20        A.    Not including my résumé?          02:13



        21        Q.    Correct.  Your signature page is  02:13



        22    on Page 177?                                02:13



        23        A.    Yes, 177.                         02:13



        24        Q.    So in 177 paragraphs, you         02:13



        25    thought it was more important to show       02:14
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         2    Figure 2A from the '732 patent when         02:14



         3    describing and summarizing the invention    02:14



         4    for the '732 patent than Figure 3?  That's  02:14



         5    your testimony?                             02:14



         6        A.    Because that's the whole system.  02:14



         7    The 2A is a whole system.  It's a           02:14



         8    specification of the whole patent.  And     02:14



         9    that's why that is a holistic figure.       02:14



        10    Otherwise, I would have to include every    02:14



        11    single detail which I do later on in the    02:14



        12    177 pages.  We talk about the -- I talk     02:14



        13    about this, the claims, right, the          02:14



        14    claim -- I talk about --                    02:14



        15        Q.    You don't talk about Figure 3     02:14



        16    anywhere in this report, as far as I can    02:14



        17    tell.                                       02:14



        18        A.    But I talk about the claim,       02:14



        19    claim 1 in detail in many cases, which is   02:14



        20    the combination as you just stated, the     02:14



        21    combination of that figure.  There's no     02:14



        22    point in talking about that figure then if  02:14



        23    the claim is actually a combination.        02:14



        24        Q.    So as far as you're concerned,    02:14



        25    it was not necessary for you to talk about  02:15
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         2    Figure 3 with respect to the '732 patent    02:15



         3    even though it has all the same steps as    02:15



         4    the claims, correct?                        02:15



         5              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    02:15



         6        A.    I believe I answered the fact     02:15



         7    that these two patents, there's nothing     02:15



         8    new in '732 compared to '644 -- I'm         02:15



         9    sorry -- '664.  And the conversation        02:15



        10    definition which is the crux of claim 1 is  02:15



        11    already in here; and that is why I only     02:15



        12    picked one figure, which would be the       02:15



        13    holistic system.  And I used the 2A in a    02:15



        14    summary -- in a summary of the              02:15



        15    specifications.  That's just a figure.      02:15



        16              It's not saying that -- there is  02:15



        17    177 pages, as you stated.  This is -- in    02:15



        18    my opinion, this is just the same thing     02:15



        19    basically.  It's just reworded, reclaimed,  02:15



        20    restated; and that is why the summary has   02:16



        21    to be the same.                             02:16



        22    BY MR. MACEDO:                              02:16



        23        Q.    So your opinion is that Figure    02:16



        24    2A and Figure 3 discuss the identical       02:16



        25    subject matter, and so it was unnecessary   02:16
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         2    for you to discuss Figure 3 in the context  02:16



         3    of the '732 patent?  Is that your           02:16



         4    testimony?                                  02:16



         5        A.    No, I didn't include Figure 2B.   02:16



         6    I didn't include Figure 2C.  I did not      02:16



         7    include Figure 4A.  I did not include 4B.   02:16



         8    I did not include 5A.  I did not include    02:16



         9    5B.  I did not include 5C.  I did not       02:16



        10    include 5D.                                 02:16



        11              You want me to go ahead?          02:16



        12              I did not include every single    02:16



        13    figure.  It's a summary.                    02:16



        14        Q.    That wasn't my question.          02:16



        15        A.    You're saying it's the same       02:16



        16    thing.  Of course, it's not the same        02:16



        17    thing.  There are two different figures.    02:16



        18        Q.    Is it possible to have a          02:16



        19    disclosure where you have one invention     02:16



        20    described in one part of the disclosure     02:16



        21    and claimed in one patent related to it     02:16



        22    and a different invention described in a    02:16



        23    different part of the disclosure with a     02:17



        24    different patent?                           02:17



        25        A.    I believe if you already          02:17
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         2    disclosed it in the body of the patent,     02:17



         3    even if it's not in the claims -- I may be  02:17



         4    wrong because I'm not a lawyer -- you       02:17



         5    would be able to probably answer that       02:17



         6    better.                                     02:17



         7              This is my technical opinion,     02:17



         8    that a patent, if the body already has      02:17



         9    that information, it's important what's in  02:17



        10    the claims, but the body itself speaks as   02:17



        11    well.                                       02:17



        12              So if the body already -- of      02:17



        13    '644 [sic] already has this information,    02:17



        14    you can claim a lot of different things     02:17



        15    and keep creating patents, but the          02:17



        16    important thing is that the information is  02:17



        17    already in 644 -- sorry -- '664.            02:17



        18              So that's why I'm saying -- not   02:17



        19    saying 2A and 3 are the same figures.  I'm  02:17



        20    saying when you present a summary, you're   02:17



        21    presenting a summary of the whole system;   02:17



        22    and this is the system that's being         02:17



        23    patented.                                   02:17



        24              Later when I go into the          02:18



        25    details, of course I talk about the claim.  02:18
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         2    I talk about the claim in detail.           02:18



         3        Q.    But that's not my question.       02:18



         4              MR. MACEDO:  And I'm going to     02:18



         5        move to strike your answer because it   02:18



         6        wasn't responsive to what I was         02:18



         7        asking.                                 02:18



         8    BY MR. MACEDO:                              02:18



         9        Q.    What I want you to focus on is    02:18



        10    claim 1 of the '732 patent and Figure 3.    02:18



        11    And I want to know did you consider Figure  02:18



        12    3 and the description of Figure 3 from the  02:18



        13    '732 patent in your analysis of claim 1 of  02:18



        14    the '732 patent when you prepared your      02:18



        15    expert report marked as Exhibit 6?          02:18



        16        A.    Yes, I did.  I looked at the      02:18



        17    figure and looked at the claim together,    02:18



        18    and it is very apparent that it is trying   02:18



        19    to describe the claim or the claim is       02:18



        20    trying to describe the image.  But either   02:18



        21    way, they are related to each other.        02:18



        22        Q.    So you understand Figure 3 is a   02:18



        23    figure that is meant to provide an          02:18



        24    embodiment of what is claimed in the '732   02:18



        25    patent?                                     02:19
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         2        A.    I think it's a description of     02:19



         3    the claim, but I think the claim was        02:19



         4    already presented in '664.  That's what     02:19



         5    I'm trying to say.  The claim is already    02:19



         6    in the body of '664 as you can even see in  02:19



         7    the figure, Figure 1.  And without having   02:19



         8    created conversations or defined            02:19



         9    conversation, you can't go anyplace else    02:19



        10    with '664, with any of these patents        02:19



        11    because that's the beginning.  That's --    02:19



        12    you have to define the conversation.        02:19



        13        Q.    And you understand the            02:19



        14    difference in chatbots between a natural    02:19



        15    language process and a rule-based process   02:19



        16    in formulating a conversation, right?       02:19



        17        A.    I do.                             02:19



        18        Q.    Can you explain that?             02:19



        19        A.    So when you use natural language  02:19



        20    processing, you are trying to assess the    02:19



        21    rules that are associated with the          02:19



        22    language.  As we do, when you state a       02:20



        23    sentence, the natural language processing   02:20



        24    unit is trying to assess the information    02:20



        25    that the person who is uttering it is       02:20
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         2    trying to convey.  And that information     02:20



         3    that is being conveyed, it's trying to      02:20



         4    extract that.  That's what the natural      02:20



         5    language processing is.                     02:20



         6              You can still have a rule-based   02:20



         7    system with the natural -- and combined     02:20



         8    with a natural language processing system.  02:20



         9    They are not really distinct from each      02:20



        10    other.  Part of natural language            02:20



        11    processing is trying to figure out what     02:20



        12    rules exist.  In fact, grammar is a rule;   02:20



        13    and one of the things you do is you do      02:20



        14    grammatical analysis so you are doing       02:20



        15    rule-based processing in certain cases.     02:20



        16        Q.    But in 2017, there were chatbot   02:20



        17    editors that were rule-based without any    02:20



        18    natural language processing, correct?       02:21



        19        A.    As well as the ones that were     02:21



        20    with natural language processing, yes.      02:21



        21        Q.    I understand.  I'm asking each    02:21



        22    of them separately.  I want to establish    02:21



        23    the existence of chatbot editors in 2017    02:21



        24    which were rule-based without natural       02:21



        25    language processing.                        02:21
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         2              Do you agree those existed?       02:21



         3              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    02:21



         4        A.    You're saying "chatbot."  So      02:21



         5    when you say "chatbot," it has to have      02:21



         6    some form of natural language processing    02:21



         7    in it.  If it's -- that is a converse --    02:21



         8    I'm sorry.                                  02:21



         9        Q.    I was just asking him for a       02:21



        10    document that I'm going to show you which   02:21



        11    contradicts you.  So I just want to make    02:21



        12    sure that your testimony is clear.          02:21



        13              So I was asking you whether you   02:21



        14    can, in 2017, have a chatbot editor exist   02:21



        15    which was rule-based without natural        02:21



        16    language processing?                        02:21



        17        A.    I'm sorry.                        02:21



        18        Q.    And that calls for yes or no, I   02:21



        19    don't know, I don't recall.                 02:22



        20        A.    Chatbot editor.  I apologize.     02:22



        21        Q.    Yes.                              02:22



        22        A.    I was talking about a chatbot     02:22



        23    itself.                                     02:22



        24              A chatbot editor, of course, can  02:22



        25    have rule-based, yes, in that -- at that    02:22
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         2    time.                                       02:22



         3        Q.    Without using natural language    02:22



         4    processing?                                 02:22



         5        A.    It's a matter of semantics.  So   02:22



         6    I want to be clear because if you process   02:22



         7    words, you are actually processing natural  02:22



         8    language.  So I don't want to go on record  02:22



         9    and say something that is technically not   02:22



        10    very specific.  Because words are part of   02:22



        11    the natural language and if you're          02:22



        12    actually processing words to make a         02:22



        13    decision, even if it's rule-based, you're   02:22



        14    still processing the natural language.      02:22



        15    Even a yes or no is a natural language.     02:22



        16    So there's no --                            02:22



        17        Q.    If I could get a yes or no from   02:23



        18    you, I would be thrilled, okay?             02:23



        19        A.    If I could give it, I would be    02:23



        20    thrilled.                                   02:23



        21        Q.    Okay.  So if we can read back     02:23



        22    the question and if you can answer it yes   02:23



        23    or no, please answer it yes or no.  And if  02:23



        24    you can't answer it yes or no, just say I   02:23



        25    can't answer it yes or no.  Okay?           02:23
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         2        A.    Okay.                             02:23



         3              MR. MACEDO:  Okay.  Let's go      02:23



         4        back and read the question that I       02:23



         5        don't think got answered.               02:23



         6              (Record read.)                    02:23



         7        A.    I can't answer that yes or no.    02:23



         8    BY MR. MACEDO:                              02:23



         9        Q.    Okay.  Do you agree that          02:23



        10    chatbots existed which were rule-based      02:24



        11    without natural language processing, in     02:24



        12    2017?                                       02:24



        13        A.    It's, again, the same loaded      02:24



        14    question.  I'm so sorry.  I cannot answer   02:24



        15    yes or no because that is very loaded.      02:24



        16              MR. MACEDO:  Okay.  What exhibit  02:24



        17        number are we on?                       02:24



        18              THE COURT REPORTER:  19.          02:24



        19              MR. MACEDO:  You can mark as      02:24



        20        Exhibit 19 an article from Expert       02:24



        21        Insights on August 29, 2019,            02:24



        22        "Different Types of Chatbots:           02:24



        23        Rule-based vs. NLP."                    02:24



        24              (Whereupon, Exhibit 19, Article   02:24



        25        from Expert Insights on August 29,      02:24
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         2        2019, "Different Types of Chatbots:     02:24



         3        Rule-based vs. NLP", was marked for     02:24



         4        identification.)                        02:25



         5              THE WITNESS:  Thank you.          02:25



         6    BY MR. MACEDO:                              02:25



         7        Q.    And this is referring to the      02:25



         8    time period of 2019 which comes after       02:25



         9    2017?                                       02:25



        10        A.    Yes.  Can you point me to the     02:25



        11    statement you were just reading?            02:25



        12        Q.    I haven't read from it; but if    02:25



        13    you want, what I'd like for you to do is    02:25



        14    I'd like to start off and read to the       02:25



        15    record the first paragraph where it says    02:25



        16    "Chatbots are."                             02:25



        17        A.    I'm reading from --               02:25



        18        Q.    You're reading from Exhibit 19    02:25



        19    where it says, "Chatbots are," and I want   02:25



        20    you to read that first paragraph.           02:25



        21        A.    This is not my statement that     02:25



        22    I'm reading.                                02:25



        23        Q.    This is not your statement.       02:25



        24    This is a statement of presumably a POSITA  02:25



        25    out there in 2019 reflecting on the         02:25
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         2    state-of-the-art after the invention.       02:25



         3        A.    Understood.  But I just wanted    02:25



         4    to state for the record that is not my      02:25



         5    statement.                                  02:26



         6        Q.    I agree.                          02:26



         7        A.    Chatbots are relatively new and   02:26



         8    the rise of artificial intelligence is      02:26



         9    introducing many new developments.          02:26



        10    Chatbots are one of the first examples      02:26



        11    where AI can be applied in practice.  The   02:26



        12    behavior of bots where AI is applied        02:26



        13    differ enormously from the behavior of      02:26



        14    bots when -- where this is not.             02:26



        15        Q.    Okay.  First of all, do you       02:26



        16    agree with that statement?  You can say     02:26



        17    yes, no, or I'm not sure.  That's fine.     02:26



        18        A.    Again, because "AI" is such a     02:26



        19    loaded word, I cannot answer this with a    02:26



        20    yes or no.                                  02:26



        21        Q.    That's fine.  That's fine.  I'm   02:26



        22    not asking to put words in your mouth.  I   02:26



        23    just want to get your opinion on the        02:26



        24    record as to if you agree, you don't        02:26



        25    agree, or I can't agree because, okay?      02:26
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         2        A.    Yes, because "AI" is such a       02:26



         3    loaded word, I cannot tell you.             02:26



         4        Q.    And do you understand what they   02:26



         5    mean by "AI" in the context of that         02:26



         6    sentence?                                   02:26



         7        A.    Yes, I do, probably more than I   02:26



         8    have to because I remember the history of   02:27



         9    AI so that's why I'm saying it's a very     02:27



        10    loaded word.  And I am not a POSITA.  As    02:27



        11    you said, this person is a POSITA.  I know  02:27



        12    more about AIs and chatbots, and I cannot   02:27



        13    say yes or no because of that.              02:27



        14        Q.    You're smarter than the person    02:27



        15    that wrote the article in the terms of      02:27



        16    expertise?                                  02:27



        17        A.    I have more experience.  I        02:27



        18    wouldn't characterize it as being smarter.  02:27



        19        Q.    Okay.  So when you go to the      02:27



        20    next sentence, the second paragraph, what   02:27



        21    does that say?                              02:27



        22        A.    In this article, we'll tell you   02:27



        23    more about the rule-based chatbot and the   02:27



        24    NLP, natural language processing, chatbot.  02:27



        25        Q.    So do you understand that at      02:27
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         2    least the person who wrote Exhibit 19       02:27



         3    thought there was a distinction between a   02:27



         4    rule-based chatbot and an NLP chatbot?      02:27



         5        A.    May I read the next two           02:27



         6    statements?                                 02:27



         7        Q.    Absolutely.  You asked me to      02:27



         8    point you to what I was pointing you to,    02:27



         9    and that's what I was doing.                02:28



        10        A.    Let me.                           02:28



        11        Q.    I'm going to have you read the    02:28



        12    next one into the record but --             02:28



        13        A.    Let me read it to myself once.    02:28



        14        Q.    Absolutely.                       02:28



        15        A.    I've read it.                     02:28



        16        Q.    Okay.  So again, the sentence     02:28



        17    that says:  In this article, we'll tell     02:28



        18    you more about the rule-based chatbot and   02:28



        19    the NLP, natural language processing,       02:28



        20    chatbot, do you understand that this        02:28



        21    author is suggesting that two different     02:28



        22    types of chatbot existed as late as -- or   02:29



        23    as early as 2019, one being a rule-based    02:29



        24    chatbot and the other one being a NLP       02:29



        25    chatbot?                                    02:29
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         2        A.    I understand that is defining --  02:29



         3              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    02:29



         4        A.    I understand that is defining     02:29



         5    what a rule-based chatbot is versus what    02:29



         6    he defines as NLP of AI bots.  And I        02:29



         7    understand that based on the specific       02:29



         8    example that he specifically says:  Since   02:29



         9    no artificial intelligence is used in --    02:29



        10    I'm sorry, I was reading wrong -- user      02:29



        11    input must conform to these predefined      02:29



        12    rules in order to get answer.  Often such   02:29



        13    bots only use buttons -- I'm                02:29



        14    paraphrasing -- only buttons are used.      02:29



        15              So he's specifically defining a   02:29



        16    very narrow rule-based chatbot.  And this   02:29



        17    is what he's defining.  And then he's       02:29



        18    defining a counterpart which utilizes       02:29



        19    natural language processing from what I     02:30



        20    read up so far, so.                         02:30



        21    BY MR. MACEDO:                              02:30



        22        Q.    And when he talks about only      02:30



        23    buttons are used, is that like the buttons  02:30



        24    we see in Symons where they say which is    02:30



        25    correct, the cell or which is incorrect,    02:30
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         2    the cell, the name or whatever?  It's       02:30



         3    those type of buttons, right?               02:30



         4        A.    It's that and many in the         02:30



         5    patents as well, yes.                       02:30



         6        Q.    Right.  And so would the author   02:30



         7    of Exhibit 19 be treating Symons at least   02:30



         8    where it presents the buttons as a          02:30



         9    rule-based bot in contrast to NLP of AI     02:30



        10    bots?                                       02:30



        11        A.    So you're carving out one part    02:30



        12    of the chatbot and saying for that one      02:30



        13    little conversation, is it --               02:30



        14        Q.    I'm starting there.  I'll         02:30



        15    expand, but that's the first part.          02:30



        16        A.    But that's what I'm getting as    02:30



        17    an understanding.                           02:30



        18        Q.    Right, that's what I'm asking.    02:30



        19        A.    You're carving out one part of    02:30



        20    that chatbot and saying if it is asked in   02:30



        21    the form of pressing a button whether that  02:30



        22    in his definition would be a rule-based?    02:30



        23        Q.    Correct.                          02:31



        24        A.    Yes.                              02:31



        25        Q.    Okay.  Now, if they used text     02:31
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         2    where all they do is use a script and ask   02:31



         3    the question no matter what the answer is,  02:31



         4    would that also be rule-based bot under     02:31



         5    the definition in Exhibit 19?               02:31



         6              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    02:31



         7        A.    It depends on what they do with   02:31



         8    it.  If they are -- if it -- so by          02:31



         9    definition, if you're using text, you're    02:31



        10    communicating in natural language, if it's  02:31



        11    natural language text of course, like we    02:31



        12    saw, for example, in Symons.  If it is      02:31



        13    natural language text, then you are using   02:31



        14    natural language.                           02:31



        15    BY MR. MACEDO:                              02:31



        16        Q.    But you're not necessarily using  02:31



        17    natural language processing --              02:31



        18        A.    -- bots --                        02:31



        19        Q.    You developed your own chatbot    02:31



        20    back in 2006 where you used rules to        02:31



        21    define the process of the conversation      02:32



        22    even though it was in natural language?     02:32



        23        A.    I'm sorry.  2003.                 02:32



        24        Q.    2003?                             02:32



        25        A.    And you're -- you're              02:32
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         2    misrepresenting what I said.                02:32



         3        Q.    Okay.                             02:32



         4        A.    Our system used natural language  02:32



         5    processing.  It mapped those results from   02:32



         6    the -- the intelligible results from the    02:32



         7    natural language processing to the rules    02:32



         8    on what to do in response.  You're telling  02:32



         9    me that -- what you said is not -- is not   02:32



        10    what I said.                                02:32



        11        Q.    Okay.  But it is possible as      02:32



        12    late as 2019 to have a chatbot which is a   02:32



        13    rule-based chatbot that does not use NLP;   02:32



        14    is that correct?                            02:32



        15        A.    That's more like a form.  That    02:32



        16    is a form.  I would call that a form.       02:32



        17        Q.    Does it have to be a form in      02:32



        18    order to be rule-based?                     02:32



        19        A.    If it's the way he's defined it,  02:32



        20    which is often these bots use buttons,      02:32



        21    then I would say it's a form.               02:33



        22        Q.    So if it's often they use such    02:33



        23    buttons, does that mean that the only way   02:33



        24    to do it was using buttons; or does that    02:33



        25    just mean that when buttons are used,       02:33
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         2    that's an example?                          02:33



         3              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    02:33



         4        A.    I'm not sure what he meant by     02:33



         5    that.  He's not being very clear here.      02:33



         6              But I can think of, for example,  02:33



         7    like a selection that's also somewhat like  02:33



         8    this.  You know, select from different      02:33



         9    options.                                    02:33



        10    BY MR. MACEDO:                              02:33



        11        Q.    But you can use a rule-based bot  02:33



        12    which asks in text form a question in       02:33



        13    natural language without using natural      02:33



        14    language processing, right?                 02:33



        15        A.    That's a form.  Have you filled   02:33



        16    out forms online?  They ask you a question  02:33



        17    in English, and you click yes or no or you  02:33



        18    select something and then you say next.     02:33



        19    To me -- you're asking my opinion.          02:33



        20        Q.    Yeah.                             02:33



        21        A.    Not his opinion, of course.       02:33



        22    He's said it already.                       02:34



        23              In my opinion, that is just a     02:34



        24    form.  And that's why I said it's a very    02:34



        25    loaded question.                            02:34
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         2        Q.    And can you fill out a form in a  02:34



         3    chatbot format where you ask what is your   02:34



         4    name and then you get a response of a name  02:34



         5    and then you ask the next question in the   02:34



         6    form, what is your title?                   02:34



         7              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    02:34



         8        A.    If you -- if the response is      02:34



         9    text, then I would say, no, that's not a    02:34



        10    normal thing if the response is text.  I    02:34



        11    mean, if you ask for -- so if you have a    02:34



        12    form, for example, where you ask for a      02:34



        13    specific thing, it could be, you know,      02:34



        14    thought of as a -- like for -- I'll give    02:34



        15    you an example.                             02:35



        16              That's why I was thinking that    02:35



        17    since Symons talks about chatbots, then it  02:35



        18    is a chatbot.  It's not a form.  And        02:35



        19    that's why I said implicitly that is -- a   02:35



        20    POSITA would have known it was a chatbot.   02:35



        21              That's why I'm going there so     02:35



        22    because it is -- in fact, the form is       02:35



        23    different from a chatbot.  A chatbot by     02:35



        24    definition is using language.  Chat, it's   02:35



        25    chatting with you.                          02:35
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         2              So a misuse of something as       02:35



         3    saying -- and he's not using a chatbot,     02:35



         4    right.  He's saying rule-based bot, not     02:35



         5    rule-based chatbot, right.  He's just       02:35



         6    saying bot.  He's not necessarily saying    02:35



         7    that there is a chat, you know, concept     02:35



         8    here.                                       02:35



         9    BY MR. MACEDO:                              02:35



        10        Q.    Can you read the title to the     02:35



        11    record?                                     02:35



        12        A.    The title says "Different Types   02:35



        13    of Chatbots:  Rule-Based Versus NLP."       02:35



        14              But I'm just saying -- that's     02:35



        15    why I said he's not being very meticulous   02:35



        16    about the -- the way he's talking about     02:35



        17    this.                                       02:35



        18        Q.    But this person who is obviously  02:35



        19    active in the field is distinguishing       02:36



        20    between chatbots that are rule-based        02:36



        21    chatbots and chatbots that are NLP          02:36



        22    chatbots, correct?                          02:36



        23              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    02:36



        24    BY MR. MACEDO:                              02:36



        25        Q.    In his language.                  02:36
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         2        A.    In his language, he is -- he is   02:36



         3    saying there is a rule-based chatbot and    02:36



         4    the NLP chatbot.                            02:36



         5        Q.    And do you think that the         02:36



         6    distinction he's drawing in 2019 existed    02:36



         7    in 2017?                                    02:36



         8              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.           02:36



         9        A.    I don't agree with this           02:36



        10    distinction.  How can I agree?  In -- in    02:36



        11    1990s, we had a full conversational ticket  02:36



        12    ordering at IBM Research.  That's -- that   02:36



        13    was 1990s.                                  02:36



        14    BY MR. MACEDO:                              02:36



        15        Q.    But did you also have -- did you  02:36



        16    also have chatbots which didn't use         02:36



        17    natural language processing?                02:36



        18        A.    I would not have called it a      02:36



        19    chatbot.  That's what I'm trying to tell    02:37



        20    you.  I'm not --                            02:37



        21        Q.    What he's calling a rule-based    02:37



        22    chatbot, whatever you called it, whatever   02:37



        23    he -- what he's calling a rule-based        02:37



        24    chatbot, did it exist in October of 2017?   02:37



        25        A.    Since I wouldn't call it that, I  02:37
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         2    can't tell you.                             02:37



         3        Q.    Okay.                             02:37



         4        A.    Because what he's                 02:37



         5    characterizing, I wouldn't have called a    02:37



         6    chatbot.                                    02:37



         7        Q.    Okay.                             02:37



         8        A.    That's what I'm saying.           02:37



         9        Q.    But what --                       02:37



        10        A.    I'm saying in his                 02:37



        11    characterization is not what I would have   02:37



        12    said is the chatbot.  A chatbot, because    02:37



        13    it is a chatbot, needs to chat with you     02:37



        14    and it is a very old concept goes back --   02:37



        15    you heard of probably the Turing test,      02:37



        16    right?  So it goes back to 1950.  The       02:37



        17    Turing test is to find out how well you     02:37



        18    understand the natural language the other   02:37



        19    person is communicating with you to tell    02:37



        20    whether that thing is actually a machine    02:37



        21    or a human.                                 02:37



        22              So chatbots go back to 1950.  So  02:37



        23    chatbots are well understood, that they're  02:37



        24    chat.  And when Turing test is done, it's   02:38



        25    not like on a bot with buttons.  We do      02:38
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         2    Turing tests to find out, whether a         02:38



         3    chatbot in 1950 when you devise it, is      02:38



         4    like a human.  It's mimicking human         02:38



         5    language conversation.                      02:38



         6        Q.    And in 1950 when the Turing       02:38



         7    tests was being administered, did they      02:38



         8    always use natural language processing in   02:38



         9    the chatbots which it was being             02:38



        10    administered against?                       02:38



        11        A.    The word "chatbot" wasn't used    02:38



        12    in 1950.  But later on was, I think in      02:38



        13    the -- I refer to it.  I don't remember     02:38



        14    the exact date.  If you want, I can look    02:38



        15    it up.  It was later on devised, but it's   02:38



        16    the same idea.                              02:38



        17        Q.    So let's assume for a second      02:38



        18    that the board were to agree that the way   02:38



        19    that Exhibit 19 distinguishes between       02:38



        20    rule-based bots and NLP of AI bots is a     02:38



        21    proper distinction between how chatbots     02:38



        22    existed in 2017.                            02:38



        23              Do you understand my assumption?  02:39



        24        A.    What is the question?             02:39



        25        Q.    I'm asking you if you understand  02:39
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         2    my assumption that the board agrees with    02:39



         3    my reading of Exhibit 19 that it            02:39



         4    demonstrates that chatbots could either be  02:39



         5    rule-based or natural language processing   02:39



         6    or a combination of the two.                02:39



         7              Do you understand me?             02:39



         8        A.    So I'm trying to.  So the board   02:39



         9    would agree with you, and I'm trying to     02:39



        10    understand what you think.                  02:39



        11        Q.    Right.                            02:39



        12        A.    And you think that there is such  02:39



        13    a thing called a rule-based chatbot, which  02:39



        14    doesn't chat but it's still a chatbot.      02:39



        15        Q.    Well, it doesn't say it doesn't   02:39



        16    chat.                                       02:39



        17        A.    Oh, no, because it's a chatbot.   02:39



        18    That's why I'm saying I don't characterize  02:39



        19    this as a correct statement.  And if the    02:39



        20    board agrees with it, then they agree with  02:39



        21    it; but I cannot agree with it.             02:39



        22        Q.    So this doesn't say that there    02:39



        23    is no chat.  It just says that the chat is  02:39



        24    limited to the rules.                       02:40



        25              So if you try to put something    02:40
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         2    in there which the rules can't handle, you  02:40



         3    may get a response, like in Symons, I am a  02:40



         4    bot, I can't do anything other than this?   02:40



         5              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    02:40



         6        A.    And so in '664 actually, '664     02:40



         7    does the same thing.  Remember, I'm only a  02:40



         8    bot in the figures.  But --                 02:40



         9    BY MR. MACEDO:                              02:40



        10        Q.    Right.                            02:40



        11        A.    -- that being said --             02:40



        12        Q.    So does that mean that the '664   02:40



        13    doesn't describe a chatbot?                 02:40



        14        A.    That being said -- no, but what   02:40



        15    you're characterizing doesn't say whether   02:40



        16    it is a chatbot or not.  The fact that I'm  02:40



        17    just a bot means I didn't do really well    02:40



        18    with the Turing test.  That's just really   02:40



        19    what it means.                              02:40



        20              But you still have to chat.  If   02:40



        21    you chat with a person, it's very           02:40



        22    different.  If you chat with the person,    02:40



        23    the whole premise of it is the fact that    02:40



        24    it's a natural language system.  It is      02:40



        25    something that mimics human language.  And  02:40
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         2    I actually use it in my references as       02:40



         3    well.  That is a proper characterization    02:40



         4    of what a chatbot is, which is something    02:41



         5    that mimics human language and understands  02:41



         6    it.  It is a software that mimics human     02:41



         7    understanding.                              02:41



         8              So if somebody comes and says,    02:41



         9    well, they were rule-based, I would ask --  02:41



        10    if I were sitting face-to-face, I would     02:41



        11    say, what part of -- what do you mean by    02:41



        12    rule-based?  Did you process the text that  02:41



        13    came through and then you had some rules,   02:41



        14    or did you not process the text and there   02:41



        15    was no text and you just had buttons like   02:41



        16    you're saying?                              02:41



        17              So this is something I don't      02:41



        18    know.  Since I haven't spoken with this     02:41



        19    Cronos staff, I cannot answer that          02:41



        20    question.                                   02:41



        21        Q.    So if you look at Beigi           02:41



        22    Exhibit 14 which is the English-language    02:41



        23    translation of Symons --                    02:41



        24              MS. NGUYEN:  Actually before we   02:41



        25        move on to a different exhibit, I just  02:41
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         2        wanted to state for the record that we  02:41



         3        object to the authenticity and the      02:41



         4        relevance of Exhibit 19.  Thank you.    02:41



         5              MR. MACEDO:  Okay.  Those aren't  02:41



         6        objections to form, but okay.           02:42



         7        A.    Which exhibit, I'm sorry?         02:42



         8    BY MR. MACEDO:                              02:42



         9        Q.    We're looking at the              02:42



        10    English-language translation of Symons      02:42



        11    which is Exhibit 14.                        02:42



        12        A.    Should be in this pile, I think.  02:42



        13        Q.    I think it's that one, yeah.      02:42



        14        A.    Yes.                              02:42



        15        Q.    Now, when you were talking about  02:42



        16    Symons earlier, you were saying that it     02:42



        17    was a chatbot in part because it            02:42



        18    validates, right?                           02:42



        19              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    02:42



        20        A.    No.  I said I think the           02:42



        21    opposite.  I said since it was a chatbot,   02:42



        22    I would have expected that it would         02:43



        23    validate.                                   02:43



        24    BY MR. MACEDO:                              02:43



        25        Q.    And so if it doesn't validate,    02:43
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         2    is that an indication to you that maybe it  02:43



         3    isn't a chatbot?                            02:43



         4        A.    That's not -- that's not          02:43



         5    necessarily the case.  It can -- it could   02:43



         6    decide not to validate but still            02:43



         7    understand what's going -- what the person  02:43



         8    is asking or requesting.  Validation is a   02:43



         9    separate process, right, based on what you  02:43



        10    understand.  You can choose to validate     02:43



        11    what I tell you, but you could still        02:43



        12    understand what I say.  Those are two       02:43



        13    different things.                           02:43



        14        Q.    So did you ever ask for a         02:43



        15    telephone number in any of the chatbots     02:43



        16    you developed over the years?               02:43



        17        A.    Definitely.                       02:43



        18        Q.    And did you validate, like, how   02:43



        19    many digits were in the number to see if    02:43



        20    it was a valid number?                      02:43



        21        A.    Yes, we did.                      02:43



        22        Q.    And if it was a chatbot by        02:43



        23    someone that was at least of ordinary       02:43



        24    skill in the art in 2017, you would expect  02:43



        25    them to at least validate that if somebody  02:43
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         2    put in the wrong number of digits, they'd   02:44



         3    say you messed up, right?                   02:44



         4              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    02:44



         5        A.    No.                               02:44



         6    BY MR. MACEDO:                              02:44



         7        Q.    That wouldn't be what you would   02:44



         8    expect from a chatbot in 2017?              02:44



         9        A.    No --                             02:44



        10              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form     02:44



        11        Dr. Beigi, please give me time to       02:44



        12        insert my objection.                    02:44



        13              THE WITNESS:  Sure.               02:44



        14        A.    But your question the way you     02:44



        15    formed and you answered it yourself is the  02:44



        16    specific number.  That -- you can come in   02:44



        17    from different parts of the world, have     02:44



        18    different number of digits, so that         02:44



        19    validation doesn't necessarily exist for    02:44



        20    all possible scenarios.                     02:44



        21              If you're sure your customers     02:44



        22    are from New York, you can even validate    02:44



        23    their area codes.  But if you have no idea  02:44



        24    where the origin is, there are certain      02:44



        25    things you cannot necessarily limit.        02:44
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         2              So I don't -- so what you         02:44



         3    stated, does it have to have nine digits    02:44



         4    or ten digits, I don't remember.  But       02:44



         5    that's not necessarily a validation         02:44



         6    because you could have other number of      02:45



         7    digits.  You could be calling from          02:45



         8    England.  Your phone number could have any  02:45



         9    number of digits, could be an extension.    02:45



        10    BY MR. MACEDO:                              02:45



        11        Q.    But wouldn't you know from the    02:45



        12    prefix whether it's coming from England or  02:45



        13    coming from Holland or coming from          02:45



        14    New York?                                   02:45



        15        A.    Not necessarily.  Could be an     02:45



        16    extension.  I don't know.  If the           02:45



        17    application -- depends on the application.  02:45



        18    You can validate if you know more           02:45



        19    information.                                02:45



        20        Q.    So if you look at Exhibit 1006,   02:45



        21    Beigi 14, which is the English translation  02:45



        22    of the Symons video, and turn to Page 7,    02:45



        23    when it says what is your cell phone        02:45



        24    number, the response is (0) 412-3456.       02:45



        25              When you did your chatbot         02:45
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         2    software, if you got a response like that,  02:45



         3    would you have said something is wrong?     02:45



         4        A.    Not necessarily.                  02:46



         5        Q.    Okay.                             02:46



         6        A.    Depends on the geographic         02:46



         7    location.                                   02:46



         8        Q.    Okay.                             02:46



         9        A.    That is, by the way, could be a   02:46



        10    valid number because outside of the US      02:46



        11    numbers start with zero in Europe, yeah.    02:46



        12        Q.    But they would have more digits?  02:46



        13        A.    No, not necessarily.  If they     02:46



        14    are a small country with small five-digit   02:46



        15    numbers, then you can have something like   02:46



        16    this.  That's why I can't tell.  I mean, I  02:46



        17    have no idea.                               02:46



        18        Q.    Well, that is actually the        02:46



        19    number they correct later on in the         02:46



        20    conversation, right?                        02:46



        21        A.    Yes, but I'm saying I don't know  02:46



        22    how to check it without knowing more        02:46



        23    information about the actual process.       02:46



        24        Q.    And, of course, you don't have    02:46



        25    it because Symons didn't give it to us.     02:46
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         2              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    02:46



         3    BY MR. MACEDO:                              02:46



         4        Q.    Right?                            02:46



         5        A.    It's internals of it.             02:46



         6        Q.    I'm sorry?                        02:47



         7        A.    It's the internals of it.  I      02:47



         8    don't -- we only see the video, the actual  02:47



         9    interaction.                                02:47



        10        Q.    And your understanding in the     02:47



        11    video is that there is a chat going on      02:47



        12    with Vincent De Bie on one computer and an  02:47



        13    RPA running on the computer of Mr. Symons,  02:47



        14    right?                                      02:47



        15              If you look at Page 15, you will  02:47



        16    see that Mr. Symons' name is on Word.       02:47



        17              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    02:47



        18        A.    I'm not sure what you mean by on  02:47



        19    Mr. Symons's computer.  That's why what     02:47



        20    I'm trying to --                            02:47



        21    BY MR. MACEDO:                              02:47



        22        Q.    Mr. Symons's version of Word is   02:47



        23    running in the bot.                         02:47



        24        A.    What page?                        02:47



        25        Q.    Page 15.  The Word version has    02:47
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         2    Mr. Symons's name on it.                    02:48



         3              Do you see that?                  02:48



         4        A.    I'm missing that.  Where is --    02:48



         5    what -- can you point?                      02:48



         6        Q.    Do you mind if I circle it?       02:48



         7        A.    No, please do.                    02:48



         8        Q.    So for the record, I marked on    02:48



         9    Page 15 of Exhibit 14 the portion of the    02:48



        10    Word file which has Mr. Symons's name on    02:48



        11    it; and I circled it on the exhibit         02:48



        12    version.                                    02:48



        13              Do you see that?                  02:48



        14        A.    Yes.                              02:48



        15        Q.    You see that that is              02:48



        16    Mr. Symons's version of Word, not Mr. De    02:48



        17    Bie's version of Word, correct?             02:48



        18        A.    I'm not a Windows user, but I     02:48



        19    would assume probably that's what the case  02:48



        20    is.                                         02:49



        21        Q.    Right.  By the way, do you know   02:49



        22    if Mr. Symons was a rock climber?           02:49



        23              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    02:49



        24        A.    How is that relevant?  I'm        02:49



        25    sorry.                                      02:49
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         2    BY MR. MACEDO:                              02:49



         3        Q.    Well, turn the page.              02:49



         4              Do you see the screen saver is    02:49



         5    of someone climbing a rock?                 02:49



         6        A.    Okay.                             02:49



         7        Q.    Do you know whose screen saver    02:49



         8    that is?                                    02:49



         9        A.    I don't remember the details of   02:49



        10    the transition between the point where it   02:49



        11    turned into this slide, but.                02:49



        12        Q.    So if you go back to --           02:49



        13        A.    Yeah.                             02:49



        14        Q.    If you go back to Page 9 --       02:49



        15        A.    Yeah.                             02:49



        16        Q.    -- that's where it leaves the     02:49



        17    chat conversation that I believe is with    02:49



        18    Mr. Vincent De Bie and then passes on to    02:49



        19    the computer with the screen saver of the   02:49



        20    rock climber on Page 10.                    02:50



        21        A.    Yes.                              02:50



        22        Q.    Yes.                              02:50



        23        A.    Yes.  What is the question now?   02:50



        24        Q.    So your understanding is that up  02:50



        25    to Page 9, the conversation that is being   02:50
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         2    illustrated would be with Mr. Vincent De    02:50



         3    Bie on his computer, correct?               02:50



         4        A.    Would you ask the question        02:52



         5    again?                                      02:52



         6        Q.    Your understanding is that up to  02:52



         7    Page 9 in Beigi Exhibit 14, the video is    02:52



         8    demonstrating a conversation where          02:52



         9    Mr. Vincent De Bie on his computer is       02:52



        10    conducting the chat, correct?               02:52



        11        A.    It's unclear where it's           02:53



        12    actually -- where it's actually running.    02:53



        13    But he is interfacing with a chatbot.       02:53



        14    From this, I can't tell you where it's      02:53



        15    from just by looking at the figure.         02:53



        16        Q.    Well, maybe if you jump ahead a   02:53



        17    little bit.  We know that the e-mail at     02:53



        18    the end of the process gets sent to         02:53



        19    Mr. Vincent De Bie.  You can see on Page    02:53



        20    18 and 19 where the same computer with the  02:53



        21    same conversation that we're seeing up to   02:53



        22    Page 9 now has received an e-mail from      02:53



        23    Symons Senne to Vincent De Bie where the    02:53



        24    e-mail is -- attaches the Word document     02:53



        25    with the e-mail signature?                  02:53
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         2        A.    Yes.                              02:53



         3              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    02:53



         4        A.    (Continuing) but what is going    02:53



         5    on from, what I understand, is there is a   02:54



         6    chatbot collecting information.  Then the   02:54



         7    RPA, which is not the chatbot, of course,   02:54



         8    right, it's working together with the       02:54



         9    chatbot.  The RPA is running -- basically   02:54



        10    a browser is opened, and then the RPA is    02:54



        11    launched.  And then the RPA generates the   02:54



        12    signature, and the signature is now being   02:54



        13    copied into this Word document.             02:54



        14              So this Word document belonging   02:54



        15    to Mr. Symons, I cannot tell you, but may   02:54



        16    very well be that this Word document that   02:54



        17    is being generated is because the RPA is    02:54



        18    generating instead of copying it down.      02:54



        19        Q.    Of course the RPA is being --     02:54



        20    generating it because --                    02:54



        21        A.    Yes.                              02:54



        22        Q.    -- that's what they are showing?  02:54



        23        A.    Yes.                              02:54



        24        Q.    That's what the -- that's the     02:54



        25    concept they are trying to get across.      02:54
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         2              But they are showing you that     02:54



         3    the RPA is being run on the rock climber's  02:54



         4    computer and that the RPA is copying the    02:55



         5    signature from the Cronos software into     02:55



         6    the Word that has Mr. Symons's name on it   02:55



         7    and then being e-mailed using the e-mail    02:55



         8    software from Mr. Symons to Mr. Vin De      02:55



         9    Bie -- Vincent De Bie.  And then            02:55



        10    Mr. Vincent De Bie who had the chat is      02:55



        11    receiving the e-mail.                       02:55



        12              Isn't the -- at least a logical   02:55



        13    assumption that there were two different    02:55



        14    computers involved, one with Mr. Vincent    02:55



        15    De Bie where he did the chat and one which  02:55



        16    had the information collected on the chat   02:55



        17    passed on to run the RPA using              02:55



        18    Mr. Symons's computer which would generate  02:55



        19    the e-mail and send it to Mr. Vincent De    02:55



        20    Bie so he could verify that the signature   02:55



        21    was correct?                                02:56



        22        A.    That's a conjecture.              02:56



        23              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    02:56



        24        A.    That's a conjecture because       02:56



        25    this -- I am not sure where this Windows    02:56
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         2    software is running because it could be     02:56



         3    running on a remote device.  Could be       02:56



         4    running on the device, as you were saying,  02:56



         5    so I can't tell just based on this.         02:56



         6              I know that it's opened, and I    02:56



         7    know that it's copied into it.  But it      02:56



         8    could very well be because Mr. Symons is    02:56



         9    the one who --                              02:56



        10    BY MR. MACEDO:                              02:56



        11        Q.    Did you look at the original      02:56



        12    Medium website?                             02:56



        13        A.    Yes.                              02:56



        14        Q.    And did you look at the comments  02:56



        15    that were posted six years ago on the       02:56



        16    website?                                    02:56



        17        A.    No, I'm not sure if I did.  I     02:56



        18    don't know.  I can't remember.              02:56



        19        Q.    So did you see that Neha Negi     02:56



        20    almost six years ago said:  Hi, saw the     02:56



        21    video.  But wanted to know how does the     02:56



        22    chatbot trigger the API bot.  Thanks.       02:56



        23              Did you see that comment?         02:56



        24        A.    No, I don't think so.             02:56



        25        Q.    Did you see the comment from      02:57
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         2    Sachin Prakash from about six years ago     02:57



         3    saying:  Which RPA tool and chatbot tool    02:57



         4    are used and give description to do this    02:57



         5    automation.                                 02:57



         6              Did you see that comment?         02:57



         7        A.    I don't remember.                 02:57



         8        Q.    Did you see the comment from      02:57



         9    Esteban saying:  Interesting, but it seems  02:57



        10    that the RPA is simply programmed or        02:57



        11    what's the big difference between RPA and   02:57



        12    simply programming?                         02:57



        13              Did you see that comment?         02:57



        14        A.    I did not see that comment.       02:57



        15        Q.    By the way, do you have an        02:57



        16    answer to any of the questions that those   02:57



        17    comments made?                              02:57



        18        A.    I don't.  I don't have answers.   02:57



        19        Q.    And did you see that nobody       02:57



        20    responded to those comments?                02:57



        21        A.    Since I didn't see the comments,  02:57



        22    I can't tell if I saw answers.              02:57



        23        Q.    And you didn't see that there     02:57



        24    were two people that liked the comment      02:57



        25    that wanted to how did the chatbot trigger  02:57
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         2    the API bot?                                02:57



         3        A.    Again, I didn't see the           02:57



         4    comments.                                   02:57



         5        Q.    Okay.  But you did look up the    02:57



         6    original Medium?                            02:58



         7        A.    I did.                            02:58



         8        Q.    And you did look to see if there  02:58



         9    were comments?                              02:58



        10        A.    I don't remember if I saw the     02:58



        11    comments, but I didn't pay attention to     02:58



        12    the comments if there were.  I'm sure --    02:58



        13    since you're saying that, there must have   02:58



        14    been.  But I did not -- I did not -- I      02:58



        15    don't recall seeing comments -- the         02:58



        16    comments.                                   02:58



        17        Q.    By the way, how many people       02:58



        18    would need to have seen the article before  02:58



        19    November of 2017, in your opinion, for it   02:58



        20    to have been publicly available?            02:58



        21              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    02:58



        22        A.    How many people seen it?  That's  02:58



        23    a sort of after fact.  Once it's publicly   02:58



        24    available, you can have any number of       02:58



        25    people see it.  What do you mean?           02:58

�



                                                      223





         1            HOMAYOON BEIGI, PhD



         2    BY MR. MACEDO:                              02:58



         3        Q.    Well, if it was published and no  02:58



         4    one looked at it, would you consider it     02:58



         5    prior art for your purposes?                02:58



         6        A.    If it were on a public place      02:58



         7    where people could look at it and it was    02:58



         8    something that is prevalent like Medium,    02:59



         9    my own biography is on Medium.  There are   02:59



        10    many people who use Medium.  Medium is      02:59



        11    very widely used.                           02:59



        12        Q.    There's lots of things in Medium  02:59



        13    which sometimes nobody ever sees, right?    02:59



        14        A.    I don't know.  I don't run        02:59



        15    Medium.  So I'm not sure.                   02:59



        16        Q.    Okay.                             02:59



        17        A.    I know it's a well-known          02:59



        18    platform.                                   02:59



        19        Q.    But if you publish something in   02:59



        20    a library like the Library of Babylon with  02:59



        21    100 million books, just because sitting in  02:59



        22    library doesn't make it prior art.  That's  02:59



        23    your understanding, right?                  02:59



        24              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    02:59



        25        A.    I think if it's publicly          02:59
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         2    available -- and at the time, I think       02:59



         3    since we've looked at, for example,         02:59



         4    Melendez and -- and any of the other        02:59



         5    references that I gave, that it was         02:59



         6    something that people wanted to look at.    02:59



         7    People were looking for chatbots and RPAs   02:59



         8    going together.  So because of all of       03:00



         9    that, I think they would look it up --      03:00



        10    would have looked it up.  It's definitely   03:00



        11    searchable and very easily searchable on    03:00



        12    Google.                                     03:00



        13              If you search my name, the first  03:00



        14    page that comes up has an article on        03:00



        15    biography -- probably the first couple of   03:00



        16    pages on Medium.  So Medium is very         03:00



        17    accessible.  It's not a unknown.            03:00



        18    BY MR. MACEDO:                              03:00



        19        Q.    So it doesn't matter to you       03:00



        20    whether nobody had seen the article by      03:00



        21    November 5th as long as it was on Medium?   03:00



        22              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    03:00



        23        A.    But I think based on what you     03:00



        24    just say, there are people who have made    03:00



        25    comments so it must have been seen.         03:00
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         2              I'm not sure what that date, how  03:00



         3    many people saw it because there's no       03:00



         4    indication how many people saw it.          03:00



         5    There's no -- as far as I know, there is    03:00



         6    no statistic on how many people have        03:00



         7    viewed this article.                        03:00



         8    BY MR. MACEDO:                              03:01



         9        Q.    Well, Mr. Symons would have had   03:01



        10    that statistic because he posted it.        03:01



        11        A.    I'm not Mr. Symons.               03:01



        12        Q.    Yes, but he submitted a           03:01



        13    declaration.  He could have provided that   03:01



        14    information; but he didn't, right?          03:01



        15        A.    We are making conjectures.  He    03:01



        16    could have, he should have, he would have.  03:01



        17    I don't know.                               03:01



        18              You're asking me, I'm providing   03:01



        19    expertise on the matter, not whether        03:01



        20    Mr. Symons should have done it or           03:01



        21    shouldn't have done it.                     03:01



        22        Q.    Wait.  You've posted things in    03:01



        23    Medium?                                     03:01



        24        A.    I haven't.                        03:01



        25        Q.    You haven't or you have?          03:01
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         2        A.    I have not.                       03:01



         3        Q.    So do you really know how Medium  03:01



         4    works, or are you just hypothecating?       03:01



         5              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    03:01



         6        A.    I told you that an extended       03:01



         7    biography was written about me that was     03:01



         8    posted on Medium and I've read articles on  03:01



         9    Medium.  I haven't used it myself.          03:01



        10              You're asking whether I used it   03:01



        11    myself.  Used as a viewer.  I have not      03:01



        12    used it for posting.  I think you said      03:01



        13    have you posted.                            03:01



        14    BY MR. MACEDO:                              03:01



        15        Q.    Okay.  But I'm trying to          03:01



        16    understand, do you know how Medium works    03:01



        17    to know whether just because you post it,   03:02



        18    people can see it?                          03:02



        19        A.    It's a blogging system, so you    03:02



        20    can write articles.  You can submit them;   03:02



        21    and it will be made -- will be made         03:02



        22    available to people who read it, who look   03:02



        23    for it, who search for it.                  03:02



        24        Q.    Do you know that, or are you      03:02



        25    just hypothecating it?                      03:02
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         2        A.    I've seen cases of it.  I've      03:02



         3    given examples of it.                       03:02



         4        Q.    Well, you've seen articles which  03:02



         5    have been published, but you don't know     03:02



         6    how Medium actually determines whether to   03:02



         7    share and publish?                          03:02



         8        A.    I don't know the process.         03:02



         9        Q.    Now, when an article is being     03:02



        10    published on Medium, somebody writes the    03:02



        11    article, right?  That's the -- they type    03:02



        12    it up and do whatever they are doing with   03:02



        13    it, right?                                  03:02



        14        A.    Yes.                              03:02



        15        Q.    And do they then associate with   03:02



        16    anything?  Like in this case, did they      03:02



        17    associate with a video?                     03:02



        18        A.    In this case, he referred the     03:02



        19    video in the article.                       03:02



        20        Q.    Right.                            03:03



        21        A.    Which was a Vimeo video.          03:03



        22        Q.    Right.  And he used the link to   03:03



        23    associate the video with the article?       03:03



        24        A.    That specific case, yes.          03:03



        25        Q.    And then at some point, he said   03:03
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         2    post to publish it, right, presumably?      03:03



         3        A.    Since I said I don't know the     03:03



         4    process, I would say it's reasonable to     03:03



         5    think that he posted it.  Otherwise, they   03:03



         6    wouldn't have it.                           03:03



         7        Q.    And is it necessary that the      03:03



         8    association come after they typed in the    03:03



         9    body, or could they started off by          03:03



        10    associating the video before they type in   03:03



        11    the text of the blog?                       03:03



        12              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    03:03



        13        A.    I'm not sure if I understood.     03:03



        14    Association -- the -- the article has a     03:03



        15    date.  And it has been linked to a video    03:03



        16    which has a date, and that's as far as I    03:03



        17    know.                                       03:03



        18    BY MR. MACEDO:                              03:03



        19        Q.    Okay.  Somebody had to type the   03:03



        20    text of the article, right?                 03:04



        21        A.    Yes.                              03:04



        22        Q.    And then they had to put in the   03:04



        23    link to the URL for the video?              03:04



        24        A.    And you're saying "and then,"     03:04



        25    but.                                        03:04
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         2        Q.    Well -- we can --                 03:04



         3        A.    I would write it --               03:04



         4        Q.    Those are two separate things     03:04



         5    that need to happen.  Somebody has to       03:04



         6    write the text, and somebody has to         03:04



         7    provide the link to the -- to the --        03:04



         8    associate the video with the text using     03:04



         9    the link, right?                            03:04



        10        A.    Yes.                              03:04



        11        Q.    And then presumably somebody      03:04



        12    would say post it to publish it, right?     03:04



        13        A.    I would expect so.                03:04



        14        Q.    And one way they could do it is   03:04



        15    they could put the link in and then add     03:04



        16    the text, right?                            03:04



        17        A.    I don't know because the -- I     03:04



        18    don't know how the versioning works on --   03:04



        19    on the article.  My understanding is that   03:04



        20    we vetted the fact that it was actually     03:04



        21    published at that date.  And I didn't do    03:05



        22    that, but the counsel --                    03:05



        23        Q.    I'm asking a different question.  03:05



        24        A.    Yes.                              03:05



        25        Q.    Not whether it was published,     03:05
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         2    but I'm asking the process of how it was    03:05



         3    published.                                  03:05



         4        A.    I don't know.  Because I -- like  03:05



         5    I said, I don't know the processing.  I     03:05



         6    have published many other places.  I don't  03:05



         7    know specifically on Medium.                03:05



         8        Q.    Have you ever posted a video      03:05



         9    with chat on Facebook?                      03:05



        10        A.    I don't have Facebook account.    03:05



        11        Q.    Have you done it on LinkedIn?     03:05



        12        A.    Yes.                              03:05



        13        Q.    When you posted a video with a    03:05



        14    description on LinkedIn, one thing you      03:05



        15    could do is you could associate the video   03:05



        16    using an URL and then put your text in and  03:05



        17    then hit post to publish, right?  That's    03:05



        18    one way you can do it?                      03:05



        19        A.    Yes.                              03:05



        20        Q.    Or you can type in the text, add  03:05



        21    the URL to associate, and then hit post,    03:05



        22    right?                                      03:05



        23        A.    How was the first one?  Sorry.    03:05



        24    Maybe I didn't understand the first one.    03:05



        25        Q.    It's whether you type the text    03:05
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         2    before you do the association or whether    03:05



         3    you do the association before you type the  03:06



         4    text.                                       03:06



         5        A.    Let me look at the Medium file.   03:06



         6    What I recall is that there is a link       03:06



         7    specifically in that Medium.                03:06



         8        Q.    I understand.  But I'm focusing   03:06



         9    on the process that we're talking about     03:06



        10    with Facebook.                              03:06



        11        A.    I don't know Facebook.            03:06



        12        Q.    I'm sorry.  LinkedIn.             03:06



        13        A.    LinkedIn, yes.                    03:06



        14        Q.    So in LinkedIn, you can either    03:06



        15    link the video and then put in the text or  03:06



        16    put in the text and then link the video     03:06



        17    when you're doing a post?                   03:06



        18        A.    So the order would be different,  03:06



        19    right.                                      03:06



        20        Q.    Yes.                              03:06



        21        A.    Yes.                              03:06



        22        Q.    And then you would publish it by  03:06



        23    hitting a button to publish it?             03:06



        24        A.    Yes.                              03:06



        25        Q.    And if you edit it, that would    03:06
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         2    change the version as you were using it?    03:06



         3        A.    I would expect, yes.              03:06



         4        Q.    And your understanding is that    03:06



         5    the concept of publishing is a version      03:06



         6    control concept?                            03:06



         7        A.    It includes version control.      03:06



         8    It's not --                                 03:06



         9        Q.    Not limited to?                   03:06



        10        A.    Okay.  Yes.                       03:06



        11        Q.    Okay.  Yes.                       03:06



        12              And so the concept of having to   03:06



        13    publish a conversation to a chatbot is to   03:06



        14    distinguish in different versions of that   03:07



        15    conversation if you update the              03:07



        16    conversation, right?                        03:07



        17              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    03:07



        18        A.    Sorry.  We went to chatbot        03:07



        19    now -- describe --                          03:07



        20    BY MR. MACEDO:                              03:07



        21        Q.    Well, the patent that we were     03:07



        22    talking about, the '732, talks about        03:07



        23    publishing the conversation for the         03:07



        24    chatbot or the natural language interface,  03:07



        25    right?                                      03:07
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         2        A.    Yes, right.                       03:07



         3        Q.    And when it's talking about       03:07



         4    publishing a conversation, it's to be able  03:07



         5    to distinguish it from if you edit the      03:07



         6    conversation different versions, right?     03:07



         7    That's one of the concepts?                 03:07



         8        A.    It could have version control,    03:07



         9    or it could just not have version control.  03:07



        10    If it had version control, you would have   03:07



        11    information.  If you didn't have version    03:07



        12    control, you just modify this.              03:07



        13        Q.    Okay.  When you're doing a        03:07



        14    conversation where you're trying to tie     03:07



        15    the conversation to an automated process,   03:07



        16    one way of doing that is you define the     03:07



        17    conversation and then you tie it to the     03:07



        18    automated process, right?                   03:07



        19        A.    Go on.                            03:08



        20        Q.    That's one way?                   03:08



        21        A.    To define the conversation, and   03:08



        22    then tie it to the --                       03:08



        23        Q.    Tie it to the automated process.  03:08



        24        A.    -- automation process.            03:08



        25        Q.    Right, whatever the automation    03:08
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         2    process is.                                 03:08



         3        A.    Yes.                              03:08



         4        Q.    Or you could start off with       03:08



         5    here's an automation process and then do a  03:08



         6    conversation around it?                     03:08



         7        A.    I would have presumed that in     03:08



         8    the first case, there must have been an     03:08



         9    automation process because then how would   03:08



        10    you know what to link it to?  Then          03:08



        11    wouldn't it come out the same thing?        03:08



        12    Maybe I'm missing something.                03:08



        13        Q.    You as the -- as your customers,  03:08



        14    you remember, they defined the flowchart?   03:08



        15        A.    Yes.                              03:08



        16        Q.    They could define the flowchart   03:08



        17    without have the automation process, or     03:08



        18    they could have the automation process and  03:08



        19    then define a flowchart based upon it,      03:08



        20    right?                                      03:08



        21        A.    Well, then if you tested, it      03:08



        22    would crash.                                03:08



        23        Q.    It wouldn't run until both are    03:08



        24    done?                                       03:08



        25        A.    Exactly.                          03:08
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         2        Q.    But the order of whether you      03:08



         3    define before you associate or associate    03:09



         4    before you define could be different?       03:09



         5        A.    But I think it's immaterial       03:09



         6    because unless you actually submitted it    03:09



         7    or posted it or, you know, whatever else    03:09



         8    you want to call it, it doesn't take,       03:09



         9    right.  You -- it has to be still --        03:09



        10        Q.    There's three things that need    03:09



        11    to be done.                                 03:09



        12        A.    Yeah.                             03:09



        13        Q.    You need to define, associate,    03:09



        14    and publish.                                03:09



        15        A.    Yes.                              03:09



        16        Q.    You could go associate, define,   03:09



        17    publish.  You could go define, associate,   03:09



        18    publish; or if there is no automated        03:09



        19    process, you could just go define,          03:09



        20    publish, right?                             03:09



        21        A.    Can you do publish, define,       03:09



        22    associate?  You can't --                    03:09



        23        Q.    Well, you could if you --         03:09



        24        A.    -- there is no logic.             03:09



        25        Q.    -- if you published an original   03:09
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         2    conversation, could come back and edit it   03:09



         3    and modify it?                              03:09



         4        A.    That is not the same.  So what    03:09



         5    I'm saying is that there is a chatbot       03:09



         6    which is doing a conversation.  There is    03:09



         7    an automation process.  This is in mind,    03:09



         8    right, when you're -- when you're putting   03:10



         9    something together.  You are defining --    03:10



        10        Q.    Well, in the context of the '732  03:10



        11    patent --                                   03:10



        12        A.    Yes.                              03:10



        13        Q.    -- there are three separate       03:10



        14    steps that are discussed.  One is defining  03:10



        15    a conversation, one is associating the      03:10



        16    conversation with an automated process,     03:10



        17    and one is publishing the conversation?     03:10



        18        A.    But if there is an automation     03:10



        19    process, there is a chatbot and there is a  03:10



        20    need to publish, all three of them have to  03:10



        21    have that.                                  03:10



        22        Q.    But the order can be different?   03:10



        23        A.    But post is -- publish is the     03:10



        24    last thing always.                          03:10



        25        Q.    Assume that publishing is the     03:10
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         2    last thing for the purposes of this         03:10



         3    discussion.                                 03:10



         4        A.    Then it's immaterial.             03:10



         5        Q.    Then -- well, it's immaterial to  03:10



         6    you.  But there is a difference that it     03:10



         7    could define and then associate or it       03:10



         8    could associate and then define?            03:10



         9        A.    How is that different if it's     03:10



        10    not published yet?  It's just a matter of   03:10



        11    editing.                                    03:10



        12        Q.    I'm asking you whether those are  03:10



        13    two possible ways of achieving the          03:10



        14    published result.                           03:10



        15              Do you have to define before you  03:10



        16    associate, or can you associate before you  03:11



        17    define?                                     03:11



        18              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    03:11



        19        A.    I can type -- I can type a        03:11



        20    sentence from period backward to the        03:11



        21    beginning or all the way from the           03:11



        22    beginning of the sentence to the end of     03:11



        23    the sentence.  What matters is at the end   03:11



        24    when I hit enter and that sentence is       03:11



        25    formed.                                     03:11
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         2              What I'm asking is -- I'm trying  03:11



         3    to understand.  I'm trying to understand    03:11



         4    what is the difference because -- because   03:11



         5    that publish is important.  That publish    03:11



         6    has to happen whether you do one or the     03:11



         7    other because unless both of them are       03:11



         8    there, you don't achieve what you're        03:11



         9    trying to achieve.                          03:11



        10    BY MR. MACEDO:                              03:11



        11        Q.    So from your perspective, what    03:11



        12    is necessary is that before you publish,    03:11



        13    you must both define and associate; but it  03:11



        14    doesn't matter whether you define first or  03:11



        15    associate first.  Is that a fair summary    03:11



        16    of what you're saying?                      03:11



        17              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    03:11



        18        A.    I want to be more clear so        03:12



        19    define a conversation, right, because we    03:12



        20    keep saying define and publish.             03:12



        21    BY MR. MACEDO:                              03:12



        22        Q.    Define a conversation --          03:12



        23        A.    Define a conversation, go ahead,  03:12



        24    next thing, because I want to make sure I   03:12



        25    have the down.                              03:12
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         2        Q.    Okay.  There's three things that  03:12



         3    have to happen in the context of the '732   03:12



         4    claim 1 and the other independent claims.   03:12



         5    Among other things, you have to define the  03:12



         6    conversation, you have to associate the     03:12



         7    conversation with some automated process,   03:12



         8    and you have to publish it?                 03:12



         9        A.    Some automated process?           03:12



        10        Q.    Whatever it is that you're --     03:12



        11    whatever the claims are.                    03:12



        12        A.    So you're saying it's not         03:12



        13    material whether there is an automation     03:12



        14    process or not?                             03:12



        15        Q.    No.  There has to be automation   03:12



        16    process that's being associated with.       03:12



        17        A.    Exactly what I'm trying to say.   03:12



        18    So if there has to be an automation         03:12



        19    process that you have associate with and    03:12



        20    you have to define the conversation, then   03:12



        21    I don't -- I don't get the question.        03:12



        22              Why would it matter if you did    03:13



        23    one or the other because unless you         03:13



        24    publish it, it's not --                     03:13



        25        Q.    Let's not care whether it         03:13
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         2    matters.  Let's care about whether it can   03:13



         3    happen.  So let's take the example of       03:13



         4    Symons, okay.  In Symons they know they     03:13



         5    want an automated process that requires     03:13



         6    you to collect the person's name,           03:13



         7    function, e-mail address, and telephone     03:13



         8    number.                                     03:13



         9              And so if Symons went to -- to    03:13



        10    his buddy Vincent and say, Vincent, I'm     03:13



        11    going to make this RPA process.  It isn't   03:13



        12    made yet.  This is the information I need   03:13



        13    to collect.  Can you create the chatbot to  03:13



        14    do that?  And then I will give you the      03:13



        15    process to associate with it afterwards.    03:13



        16    That's one way that they could have done    03:13



        17    this, correct?                              03:13



        18        A.    But they can't publish it.  If    03:13



        19    they publish it, then it's going to crash.  03:13



        20        Q.    It doesn't publish until they're  03:13



        21    done.                                       03:13



        22              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    03:13



        23    BY MR. MACEDO:                              03:13



        24        Q.    But they could publish it         03:13



        25    because the conversation will happen.       03:13
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         2    It's just the RPA won't do anything until   03:13



         3    it's done.                                  03:14



         4        A.    But the whole point is the two    03:14



         5    working together in tandem.                 03:14



         6        Q.    I understand.                     03:14



         7        A.    You have to understand --         03:14



         8        Q.    I'm trying to understand whether  03:14



         9    it is necessary that the conversation be    03:14



        10    defined before the association with the     03:14



        11    process or can you associate with the       03:14



        12    process before you define the               03:14



        13    conversation?                               03:14



        14        A.    What am I associating with --     03:14



        15    that's the question is what am I            03:14



        16    associating with the automation process if  03:14



        17    there is no flow?  It just doesn't make     03:14



        18    sense.  The logic doesn't make sense to     03:14



        19    me.                                         03:14



        20        Q.    So if I know the last step of     03:14



        21    the chat conversation is to pass the        03:14



        22    information on to the RPA --                03:15



        23        A.    Yes.                              03:15



        24        Q.    -- and I put that as the very     03:15



        25    first thing I do before I have the          03:15
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         2    conversation.  And then in preparing the    03:15



         3    conversation, I go back and I say, well,    03:15



         4    what information do I need to collect?  I   03:15



         5    need to collect the name, the title, the    03:15



         6    e-mail address.  Okay.                      03:15



         7              And then I write out the          03:15



         8    conversation and program it into the        03:15



         9    chatbot so that way we'll publish it        03:15



        10    correctly.  And then I publish it.  There   03:15



        11    I associate, then I define, and then I      03:15



        12    publish.  I'm looking at it linearly --     03:15



        13        A.    Okay.  So you're looking at it    03:15



        14    as two parallel things have to happen       03:15



        15    until I can publish.  And I can probably    03:15



        16    go edit the chat conversation.  I can go    03:15



        17    edit the -- because maybe they don't work.  03:15



        18    Maybe things aren't working properly.       03:15



        19              These are two things that have    03:15



        20    to happen before I publish.  So the fact    03:15



        21    that you're looking at it linearly and      03:15



        22    saying, you know, it's either this way or   03:15



        23    that way, what I'm saying is that these     03:15



        24    are two constituents which are important    03:16



        25    and they work hand in hand because the      03:16
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         2    automation process doesn't know what to do  03:16



         3    if the right information isn't passed.      03:16



         4    And the conversation flow doesn't know      03:16



         5    what to pass if it doesn't know what the    03:16



         6    automation process is.                      03:16



         7              And once these two are both       03:16



         8    properly established, you publish.  And     03:16



         9    that's when it works.  So that's my         03:16



        10    mindset and the way my brain works.         03:16



        11        Q.    So there's nothing inherent in    03:16



        12    the order of defining versus associating    03:16



        13    just because a conversation exists?         03:16



        14        A.    I think the most important        03:16



        15    things that needs to have an order is the   03:16



        16    publish.  The other two could -- you can    03:16



        17    go back and forth and edit them as much as  03:16



        18    you want, and then the question is which    03:16



        19    one came first.                             03:16



        20        Q.    And there's nothing inherent      03:16



        21    about one coming first over the other?      03:16



        22        A.    They have to work together.       03:16



        23        Q.    Right.                            03:16



        24        A.    So I don't think there's          03:16



        25    anything inherent where you would have to   03:17

�



                                                      244





         1            HOMAYOON BEIGI, PhD



         2    say that specifically, this one has to      03:17



         3    happen until I go do that one.              03:17



         4        Q.    Right.  So there's nothing        03:17



         5    inherent about defining before associating  03:17



         6    or associating before defining.  But both   03:17



         7    of them must happen before publishing is    03:17



         8    your understanding of what happens when     03:17



         9    you see a conversation like Symons?         03:17



        10              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    03:17



        11        A.    If there is supposed to a         03:17



        12    working relationship between a chatbot and  03:17



        13    an RPA, then both of those, the flow and    03:17



        14    the automation process, have to be defined  03:17



        15    before you -- you commit to it.  I'll use   03:17



        16    the word "commit," publish, right.          03:17



        17              So that's why I find it hard      03:17



        18    to -- I'm stating what I believe the        03:17



        19    reality would be in a system.               03:17



        20    BY MR. MACEDO:                              03:17



        21        Q.    The reality is that the Symons    03:17



        22    chatbot and RPA could have been -- had to   03:17



        23    be published to be operating?               03:18



        24        A.    Yes.                              03:18



        25        Q.    But whether they define the       03:18
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         2    conversation before they linked it to the   03:18



         3    chatbot or after they linked it to the      03:18



         4    chatbot or going back and forth with it,    03:18



         5    you don't know and it wasn't important to   03:18



         6    you because all that matters is it had to   03:18



         7    happen before you published?                03:18



         8              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    03:18



         9        A.    Okay.  So what I'm talking        03:18



        10    about, I'm talking about the definition of  03:18



        11    the conversation flow, not necessarily the  03:18



        12    actual act of chatbot collection.  I just   03:18



        13    want to make sure --                        03:18



        14    BY MR. MACEDO:                              03:18



        15        Q.    Correct.                          03:18



        16        A.    -- that we're on the same --      03:18



        17        Q.    We're on the same page, yeah.     03:18



        18        A.    I would have to define a          03:19



        19    conversation flow that would go with the    03:19



        20    automation.  They have to sync.  They have  03:19



        21    to be two things that work together.  The   03:19



        22    whole point of patents or any document,     03:19



        23    most of the documents we're talking about   03:19



        24    here, is for these two to work together in  03:19



        25    tandem.                                     03:19
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         2              If they have to work in tandem,   03:19



         3    then both of them have to be defined.       03:19



         4    Chatbot, chat conversation flow has to be   03:19



         5    defined; and the automation process has to  03:19



         6    be defined.  Those two, if they are not     03:19



         7    defined, you cannot publish it.             03:19



         8        Q.    Right.                            03:19



         9        A.    I don't know how else to answer.  03:19



        10        Q.    So the preamble of claim 1 talks  03:19



        11    about defining the automation process, but  03:19



        12    the second step of the process is to        03:19



        13    associate the conversation which has been   03:19



        14    defined with an automation process.         03:19



        15              And the question is:  When        03:19



        16    you're associating a conversation with the  03:19



        17    process, do you have to already have the    03:19



        18    conversation flow necessarily written out   03:19



        19    to associate it, or can you associate I'm   03:20



        20    generating a conversation about buying      03:20



        21    tickets and this is the process, like       03:20



        22    Allen defines it, and then say that this    03:20



        23    process that I defined, now we're going to  03:20



        24    create a chatbot that will have this        03:20



        25    conversation flow?                          03:20
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         2              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    03:20



         3    BY MR. MACEDO:                              03:20



         4        Q.    Do you see the difference?  In    03:20



         5    other words, you're talking about you have  03:20



         6    to both define the conversation and the     03:20



         7    process.                                    03:20



         8        A.    Automated process.                03:20



         9        Q.    I accept that.                    03:20



        10              But the question isn't the order  03:20



        11    of defining the conversation versus         03:20



        12    defining the process.  The order is         03:20



        13    associating the process already defined     03:20



        14    with the conversation that's being          03:20



        15    defined?                                    03:20



        16        A.    And what's the other option?      03:20



        17    Not associating it?                         03:20



        18        Q.    No.  You're going to associate    03:20



        19    and you're going to define the              03:20



        20    conversation, but the question is you can   03:20



        21    associate first and then define the         03:20



        22    conversation or you can define the          03:21



        23    conversation and then associate it, right?  03:21



        24        A.    Let's say I associate buying a    03:21



        25    ticket, and then I go create a              03:21
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         2    conversation flow for something completely  03:21



         3    irrelevant.  I just don't get it.           03:21



         4        Q.    No, no.                           03:21



         5        A.    That's --                         03:21



         6        Q.    That's not my point.              03:21



         7              So in Allen, for example, you     03:21



         8    spend all of this time with PLOW defining   03:21



         9    a -- defining an automated process?         03:21



        10        A.    Yes.                              03:21



        11        Q.    After the process is defined,     03:21



        12    then there needs to be a conversation to    03:21



        13    gather the information to test the process  03:21



        14    or implement it?                            03:21



        15        A.    A conversation to implement it,   03:21



        16    yes, yes.                                   03:21



        17        Q.    You want to buy a ticket; you're  03:21



        18    going to go to San Francisco at 3:00,       03:21



        19    right?                                      03:21



        20        A.    Yes.                              03:21



        21        Q.    So the conversation is what       03:21



        22    would you like to do.  I'd like to buy a    03:21



        23    ticket.  Where do you want to go?  I want   03:21



        24    to go to San Francisco, for example.        03:21



        25        A.    We haven't talked about the       03:21
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         2    automation process here.                    03:22



         3        Q.    Well, but there is an automation  03:22



         4    process that's already set up in Allen      03:22



         5    because you train it, right?  They use the  03:22



         6    PLOW system to train an automation          03:22



         7    process.  That's what Allen's all about is  03:22



         8    training, using PLOW to automate a          03:22



         9    specific process; and they have different   03:22



        10    example processes, right?                   03:22



        11        A.    Yes.                              03:22



        12        Q.    And once the process is trained,  03:22



        13    they say now you can implement that         03:22



        14    process, right?                             03:22



        15        A.    Using a conversational flow.      03:22



        16        Q.    Well, you can implement it --     03:22



        17    we'll talk about how in a minute -- but     03:22



        18    you can implement it.  That's one of the    03:22



        19    things --                                   03:22



        20        A.    You can do that automation        03:22



        21    process, yes.                               03:22



        22        Q.    Right.  You can say to PLOW I     03:22



        23    want to buy a book or whatever the          03:22



        24    automation process is, right?               03:22



        25        A.    You can show PLOW how to buy a    03:22
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         2    book.                                       03:22



         3        Q.    Well, first you teach PLOW how    03:22



         4    to buy a book?                              03:22



         5        A.    Yes.                              03:22



         6        Q.    It then saves that automated      03:22



         7    process in to buying a book?                03:22



         8        A.    Yes.                              03:22



         9        Q.    And then you can say to PLOW, I   03:23



        10    want to buy a book.                         03:23



        11        A.    Yes.                              03:23



        12        Q.    And then PLOW can then get        03:23



        13    information from you so you can buy a       03:23



        14    book?                                       03:23



        15        A.    What book, for example, yes.      03:23



        16        Q.    What book and things like that.   03:23



        17        A.    Yes.                              03:23



        18        Q.    And one way PLOW could have done  03:23



        19    it is by hosting a form which isn't a       03:23



        20    natural language conversation, right?  One  03:23



        21    of these little boxes that you call a form  03:23



        22    that you said is not a --                   03:23



        23        A.    You can just go to Amazon and     03:23



        24    buy it basically.                           03:23



        25        Q.    No, no.  You can just say give    03:23
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         2    me the -- you want to buy a book, okay.     03:23



         3    Give me name, title, and price, whatever    03:23



         4    information you need and then go buy.  You  03:23



         5    could have done that with Allen's PLOW?     03:23



         6              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    03:23



         7    BY MR. MACEDO:                              03:23



         8        Q.    Right?                            03:23



         9        A.    You fill out the things you're    03:23



        10    looking for, is that what you're saying?    03:23



        11        Q.    Well, like PLOW could have        03:23



        12    presented to the user after they say I      03:23



        13    want to buy a book, a box that says title   03:23



        14    and have them fill in the box, the form,    03:23



        15    and whatever other information they need    03:24



        16    to collect as a result of the training and  03:24



        17    then go implement it, right?                03:24



        18              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    03:24



        19    BY MR. MACEDO:                              03:24



        20        Q.    That's one way PLOW could have    03:24



        21    been done?                                  03:24



        22        A.    But in the case that we're        03:24



        23    talking about, we're talking about Allen.   03:24



        24        Q.    I'm just talking about could      03:24



        25    PLOW have --                                03:24
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         2        A.    You're talking about Allen.       03:24



         3        Q.    Could PLOW have been implemented  03:24



         4    using a box with a form to gather the       03:24



         5    title and other information necessary to    03:24



         6    buy a book?                                 03:24



         7        A.    Then how would I show that        03:24



         8    automation?  So the whole point of it is    03:24



         9    showing the automation process, is to show  03:24



        10    how that is done in a natural way, right.   03:24



        11    It's basically to show how it --            03:24



        12        Q.    That isn't the point of Allen.    03:24



        13    The point of Allen is a simple way to       03:24



        14    teach an automation process.                03:24



        15        A.    Yes, but I have to first teach    03:24



        16    it.  What I'm saying is --                  03:24



        17        Q.    It's taught.                      03:24



        18        A.    Okay.                             03:24



        19        Q.    The conversation in Allen that    03:24



        20    is pertinent is not the conversation of     03:24



        21    how it's taught.  It's the conversation of  03:25



        22    how a user can implement Allen to automate  03:25



        23    buying -- it can buy a book using the       03:25



        24    process that was taught?                    03:25



        25        A.    I think the whole point of --     03:25
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         2    part of the point of Allen is that it is    03:25



         3    flexible and it will find the places where  03:25



         4    it actually has to put the book title.      03:25



         5        Q.    I understand.  But the            03:25



         6    conversation has to collect the             03:25



         7    information in the same way that Symons     03:25



         8    conversation collected information?         03:25



         9        A.    It has to collect information.    03:25



        10        Q.    And it could collect the          03:25



        11    information using natural language or it    03:25



        12    could collect it by putting up a table to   03:25



        13    have the user type in the information,      03:25



        14    right?                                      03:25



        15        A.    Then it wouldn't bring            03:25



        16    convenience of a chatbot and a natural      03:25



        17    language conversation to do that.  It       03:25



        18    would be different.  It would be            03:25



        19    different.  It wouldn't be PLOW.  Probably  03:25



        20    maybe something else, PLOW 2 or PLOW 1.     03:25



        21    You miss the convenience of having a human  03:25



        22    conversation to do that.                    03:26



        23              I can refer to something in       03:26



        24    Allen to specifically tell you about it.    03:26



        25        Q.    Not necessary.                    03:26
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         2              What I want -- what I want to     03:26



         3    understand from you is do you understand    03:26



         4    that Allen was a POSITA?                    03:26



         5        A.    Yeah.                             03:26



         6        Q.    And do you know what Allen's      03:26



         7    background and training was?  You're not    03:26



         8    going find it in any of those documents.    03:26



         9        A.    No, I don't know what his         03:26



        10    background and training is.  But I just --  03:26



        11    I think just based on the provided          03:26



        12    information that he would have been a       03:26



        13    POSITA.                                     03:26



        14        Q.    You're guessing?                  03:26



        15        A.    I'm just guessing, yes.           03:26



        16        Q.    Okay.  Do you know whether Allen  03:26



        17    actually built the software, the PLOW?      03:26



        18        A.    Do I have Allen?                  03:26



        19        Q.    I don't think I've marked it      03:27



        20    yet.                                        03:27



        21              MR. MACEDO:  Have I?              03:27



        22              THE WITNESS:  May I have Allen,   03:27



        23        please.                                 03:27



        24              MS. NGUYEN:  Counsel, could we    03:27



        25        take a break?                           03:27
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         2              MR. MACEDO:  If he answers this   03:27



         3        question, we can take the break.  If    03:27



         4        he needs Allen to see it, that's fine.  03:27



         5        That's his call.                        03:27



         6              THE WITNESS:  Yes, I would like   03:27



         7        to see Allen, please.                   03:27



         8              MR. MACEDO:  Okay.  We'll pull    03:27



         9        Allen for you.  It's Tab 40.  We        03:27



        10        marked it as 11.  You have Allen.       03:27



        11              THE WITNESS:  Oh, yes, yes,       03:27



        12        you're right.                           03:27



        13    BY MR. MACEDO:                              03:28



        14        Q.    And, remember, the only question  03:28



        15    I'm asking is do you know whether Allen     03:28



        16    actually published the software PLOW.       03:28



        17        A.    And that's why I'm trying to      03:28



        18    review the patent one more time, just to    03:28



        19    refresh my memory whether -- it's a very    03:28



        20    specific question, whether it was           03:28



        21    published.                                  03:28



        22        Q.    It is.  If you look at Page 2 --  03:28



        23    nope, Page 2, before the text.  And if you  03:29



        24    look at the last reference as well as the   03:29



        25    ones above it, does that help you figure    03:29
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         2    out an answer?                              03:29



         3        A.    Well, it was published -- the     03:29



         4    demonstration was published, it says.  The  03:29



         5    demonstration of PLOW was published.        03:29



         6        Q.    And you reviewed that of course,  03:29



         7    right?                                      03:29



         8        A.    Yeah.                             03:29



         9        Q.    You looked at the demonstration   03:29



        10    that was published?                         03:29



        11        A.    No, I didn't look at the          03:29



        12    demonstration that was published.           03:29



        13        Q.    Well, you were certainly aware    03:29



        14    of PLOW, right, because this is core        03:29



        15    technology in your core business, right?    03:29



        16        A.    No, I wasn't aware of it.         03:30



        17              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    03:30



        18    BY MR. MACEDO:                              03:30



        19        Q.    You were not aware of PLOW?       03:30



        20        A.    No.                               03:30



        21        Q.    Okay.  And so you actually never  03:30



        22    watched the demonstration to see whether    03:30



        23    or not the way the information was          03:30



        24    collected was using a form which you        03:30



        25    indicate is not natural language            03:30
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         2    processing?                                 03:30



         3        A.    I'm reading what they specify     03:30



         4    as -- no, it's not.  No, I didn't watch it  03:30



         5    running.                                    03:30



         6        Q.    Okay.  Column 12 is where you     03:30



         7    describe in -- where Allen describes the    03:30



         8    conversation that you rely on, if that's    03:30



         9    what you were looking for.  It's at the     03:30



        10    bottom of Column 12 starting on Line 63.    03:30



        11        A.    (Witness reviewing document.)     03:31



        12              And -- and what are you           03:31



        13    referring to?  You're saying that I was     03:32



        14    looking for this information?               03:32



        15        Q.    Well, that's the conversation.    03:32



        16    So in the conversation that you relied on,  03:32



        17    you relied upon the fact that the system    03:32



        18    would ask what is the title of the book?    03:32



        19        A.    Yes.  Okay.  Yes.                 03:32



        20        Q.    And if you look at Figure 6.      03:32



        21    That's an example of how the system asked   03:32



        22    it using the word "name" instead of title,  03:32



        23    correct?                                    03:32



        24        A.    Yes.                              03:33



        25        Q.    And by the way, if you look at    03:33
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         2    the demonstration and compare it to Figure  03:33



         3    6, you'll see that what they actually did   03:33



         4    was present a box that was like a form for  03:33



         5    the user to fill in the actual information  03:33



         6    like Figure 6 shows?                        03:33



         7              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    03:33



         8    BY MR. MACEDO:                              03:33



         9        Q.    Did you know that?                03:33



        10        A.    Did I know what?  I'm sorry.      03:34



        11        Q.    That PLOW actually used a form    03:34



        12    like Figure 6 to gather the information     03:34



        13    for the conversation that you're relying    03:34



        14    on?                                         03:34



        15        A.    Part of the information.  And it  03:34



        16    also used what is in 20 -- in 20, for       03:34



        17    example, in Figure 2 where there is a       03:34



        18    conversation back and forth.                03:34



        19        Q.    Well, the conversation that       03:34



        20    you're pointing to in Figure 2 is a         03:34



        21    training conversation?                      03:34



        22        A.    Yes.                              03:34



        23        Q.    Not the conversation of the       03:34



        24    chatbot conversation?                       03:34



        25        A.    Right, but you're saying that it  03:34
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         2    only requested the information --           03:34



         3        Q.    Requested the information?        03:34



         4        A.    -- that way but I'm just saying   03:34



         5    also requested the information in chat      03:34



         6    form.                                       03:34



         7        Q.    To train, not to implement.  The  03:34



         8    bottom of Column 12 is a conversation       03:34



         9    you're relying on to say that Allen         03:34



        10    teaches the same type of natural language   03:35



        11    conversation to invoke an RPA as the        03:35



        12    WalkMe patents.  But what they actually     03:35



        13    use in Allen is what's shown in Figure 6    03:35



        14    to collect the title of a book.  And that   03:35



        15    is a form which you said is not a natural   03:35



        16    language conversation?                      03:35



        17              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    03:35



        18        A.    But I will read to you from the   03:35



        19    same paragraph you are referring to:  Once  03:35



        20    the complete -- complete task is learned,   03:35



        21    the user can employ PLOW's task database.   03:35



        22    The next time he or she wishes to order a   03:35



        23    book, the user will only need to say        03:35



        24    something like -- say something like, I     03:35



        25    want to buy a book.                         03:35
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         2              That is a conversation.  That is  03:35



         3    a request.                                  03:35



         4    BY MR. MACEDO:                              03:35



         5        Q.    Well, actually you said in claim  03:35



         6    15 that that is not the conversation.  The  03:35



         7    conversation begins with what is the        03:35



         8    title?                                      03:35



         9              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    03:36



        10    BY MR. MACEDO:                              03:36



        11        Q.    And the point that I'm making to  03:36



        12    you is that if they ask what is the title   03:36



        13    like they do in Figure 6, that's not a      03:36



        14    conversation according to your testimony    03:36



        15    today?                                      03:36



        16        A.    Can you tell me where -- where    03:36



        17    you're talking about in which -- first of   03:36



        18    all, which patent are you talking about?    03:36



        19        Q.    '664 claim 6 -- '664 claim 15.    03:36



        20    And to help you follow in claim 15, you     03:37



        21    need to display the user interface of the   03:37



        22    computer program, widgetco, before the      03:37



        23    conversation begins and you wouldn't        03:37



        24    display the conver- -- the widgetco user    03:37



        25    interface unless and until you say I want   03:38
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         2    to buy a book because if you want to buy a  03:38



         3    airplane, you wouldn't go to widgetco, you  03:38



         4    go to Travelocity?                          03:38



         5        A.    No.  But the -- the GUI in this   03:38



         6    case --                                     03:38



         7        Q.    Target system, right?  The        03:38



         8    computer program is the target system?      03:38



         9        A.    The --                            03:38



        10        Q.    You are relying on Figure 3 to    03:38



        11    show what the --                            03:38



        12        A.    That's just a snapshot.           03:38



        13        Q.    I understand.  I'm just telling   03:38



        14    you that's what you rely on for claim 1.    03:38



        15        A.    But for 15 --                     03:38



        16        Q.    If you look at Element 1A which   03:39



        17    you cross-reference on Page 82, you point   03:39



        18    to --                                       03:39



        19        A.    Yes, I'm looking at 15 though.    03:39



        20    So I am -- here I'm really referring to     03:39



        21    Figure 1 as being what is the GUI that's    03:39



        22    being displayed prior to the conversation.  03:39



        23        Q.    So your interpretation of Allen   03:39



        24    is that the displayed user interface of     03:39



        25    the computer program is the GUI in Figure   03:39
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         2    1, not widgetco from Figure 3?              03:39



         3        A.    Widgetco is -- is a snapshot      03:39



         4    when some things have been filled.  But     03:39



         5    this part is what I'm referring to.  I'm    03:39



         6    referring to the browser part which is      03:39



         7    basically 14 and -- and 12 which is part    03:39



         8    of this bigger picture.  So this is --      03:40



         9    this is the first thing that must show up.  03:40



        10    Otherwise, you can't communicate with       03:40



        11    Allen at all.  Would you agree?             03:40



        12        Q.    Not at all.                       03:40



        13              So Figure 1 is not, in my view,   03:40



        14    displaying any target.  There's no          03:40



        15    automation process in Figure 1.  It is an   03:40



        16    empty browser.  And that -- and that your   03:40



        17    read, as I understood it, in Figure 1A was  03:40



        18    against Figure 3 and that the target and    03:40



        19    that the computer program was widgetco      03:40



        20    which was implemented and accessed with     03:40



        21    the browser.  If that's not your read,      03:40



        22    then please let me know.                    03:40



        23        A.    Yes, that is the location --      03:40



        24    that's the portion which is displayed in    03:40



        25    Figure 1 prior to anything happening        03:40
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         2    because had you not had Figure 1, you       03:40



         3    wouldn't be able to communicate with        03:40



         4    Allen.                                      03:40



         5              And I believe I'm reading the     03:40



         6    claim correctly, but I may be -- maybe you  03:40



         7    can correct me.  The method of claim 1      03:41



         8    where in the displayed user interface of    03:41



         9    the computer program is displayed prior to  03:41



        10    the natural language conversation between   03:41



        11    natural language interface and the user --  03:41



        12        Q.    So you --                         03:41



        13        A.    -- Figure 1 -- let me finish      03:41



        14    please -- Figure 1 with the GUI.  This      03:41



        15    looks like a GUI, doesn't it.  The GUI,     03:41



        16    where it has to be presented because        03:41



        17    otherwise there's no other way you can      03:41



        18    communicate with Allen.                     03:41



        19              And before the natural language   03:41



        20    understanding which is now Figure 2, for    03:41



        21    example, you can see there's natural        03:41



        22    language understanding.  So Figure 1 has    03:41



        23    to be displayed.  This is -- this is the    03:41



        24    way you -- and the browser part is what     03:41



        25    I'm referring to in Figure 3 which is just  03:41
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         2    one example, one snapshot.                  03:41



         3              But this, the GUI part of it,     03:41



         4    including you can see the -- the mouse      03:41



         5    here, 18.  So the mouse is there.  There    03:41



         6    is the graphics here which is the browser.  03:41



         7    The browser is a GUI.                       03:41



         8        Q.    So Figure 1 is generated by the   03:42



         9    PLOW software, not by widgetco, right?      03:42



        10        A.    Yes.                              03:42



        11        Q.    And so your read of claim 15      03:42



        12    where it refers to the displayed user       03:42



        13    interface of the computer program is that   03:42



        14    the computer program is PLOW and the        03:42



        15    displayed user interface is Figure 1; is    03:42



        16    that correct?                               03:42



        17        A.    Yes.                              03:42



        18        Q.    And in claim 1 where it refers    03:42



        19    to the displayed user interface of the      03:42



        20    computer program, you also are referring    03:42



        21    to PLOW as the computer program and Figure  03:42



        22    1 as the display user interface; is that    03:42



        23    correct?                                    03:43



        24        A.    1D, is that what you're talking?  03:43



        25    Sorry.  Read -- tell me what part of the    03:43
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         2    claim.                                      03:43



         3        Q.    So in Element 1C, your Paragraph  03:43



         4    D, Page 83, it talks about an automation    03:43



         5    process configured to perform an            03:43



         6    automation of a sequence of interactions    03:43



         7    with the displayed user interface of a      03:43



         8    computer program to simulate user           03:43



         9    interaction with displayed interface of     03:43



        10    the computer program.                       03:43



        11              And your read is that Allen --    03:43



        12    the computer program is PLOW, and the       03:43



        13    displayed user interface is the interface   03:43



        14    shown in Figure 1?                          03:43



        15        A.    1C, right, yeah.  That's what I   03:43



        16    use on Page 86.  I use Figure 1 to...       03:43



        17              MR. MACEDO:  Okay.  Let's take a  03:43



        18        break.  Thank you.                      03:43



        19              THE VIDEOGRAPHER:  We're going    03:43



        20        off the record.  The time is 3:44 p.m.  03:44



        21              MR. MACEDO:  And again, we        03:44



        22        caution you not to speak to counsel     03:44



        23        during the break.                       03:44



        24              THE WITNESS:  I won't.            03:44



        25              (Recess taken.)                   03:59
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         2              (Whereupon, Beigi Exhibit 20, US  03:59



         3        Patent No. 10,503,627, was marked for   03:59



         4        identification.)                        04:04



         5              THE VIDEOGRAPHER:  We are back    04:04



         6        on the record.  The time is 4:05 p.m.   04:04



         7    BY MR. MACEDO:                              04:04



         8        Q.    Welcome back, Dr. Beigi.          04:04



         9        A.    Thank you.                        04:04



        10        Q.    Are you still comfortable to      04:04



        11    testify?                                    04:04



        12        A.    Yes.                              04:04



        13        Q.    And there's no reason why you     04:04



        14    can't testify right now?                    04:04



        15        A.    No.                               04:04



        16              THE VIDEOGRAPHER:  Counsel, are   04:05



        17        you mic'd?                              04:05



        18              MR. MACEDO:  No, I am not.        04:05



        19    BY MR. MACEDO:                              04:05



        20        Q.    Let's try that again.  Welcome    04:05



        21    back, Dr. Beigi.                            04:05



        22        A.    Thank you.                        04:05



        23        Q.    Are you comfortable to testify?   04:05



        24        A.    Yes.                              04:05



        25        Q.    And there's no reason why you're  04:05
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         2    not capable of testifying right now?        04:05



         3        A.    No.                               04:05



         4        Q.    And you know you're still under   04:05



         5    oath?                                       04:05



         6        A.    Yes.                              04:05



         7        Q.    Okay.  So during the break, we    04:05



         8    marked as Exhibit 20 US Patent No.          04:05



         9    10,503,627 which was Whatfix Exhibit 1018,  04:05



        10    and that's one of the exhibits that you     04:05



        11    relied on.                                  04:05



        12              Do you recognize this?            04:05



        13        A.    Yes.                              04:05



        14        Q.    And you considered Radhakrishnan  04:05



        15    Exhibit 20 as part of your analysis for     04:05



        16    all three IPRs?                             04:05



        17        A.    Yes.                              04:06



        18        Q.    And can you read the title of     04:06



        19    Exhibit 20, the Radhakrishnan patent into   04:06



        20    the record?                                 04:06



        21        A.    "Robotic process automation       04:06



        22    enabled file dissection for error           04:06



        23    diagnosis and correction."                  04:06



        24        Q.    And where it says "for error      04:06



        25    diagnosis and correction," do you           04:07
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         2    understand that that was the purpose of     04:07



         3    the robotic process automation discussed    04:07



         4    in Radhakrishnan?                           04:07



         5        A.    Yes, a reporting, I believe.      04:07



         6        Q.    And if you look at Column 6,      04:07



         7    starting at Line 16, maybe 17, it says:     04:07



         8    The present invention leverages robotic     04:07



         9    process automation RPA technology to        04:07



        10    overcome the technical difficulties of the  04:07



        11    problems discussed above to diagnose and    04:07



        12    rectify errors -- errors experienced        04:07



        13    during typical operation of a system or     04:07



        14    user device, right?                         04:07



        15        A.    Yes.                              04:07



        16        Q.    And your understanding of         04:07



        17    Radhakrishnan is that the problem it was    04:08



        18    presenting was what happens when there is   04:08



        19    a problem in performance on -- on a target  04:08



        20    system and how to use an RPA to be able to  04:08



        21    determine later on what happened and how    04:08



        22    to fix it, right?                           04:08



        23              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    04:08



        24        A.    Can you say it again?  I'm        04:08



        25    sorry, the question please.                 04:08
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         2    BY MR. MACEDO:                              04:08



         3        Q.    Sure.                             04:08



         4              Why don't you tell me what you    04:08



         5    think the problem that Radhakrishnan was    04:08



         6    trying to address was with respect to       04:08



         7    diagnosis and rectifying errors             04:08



         8    experienced during typical operation of a   04:08



         9    system or user device.                      04:09



        10        A.    It was to reduce the amount of    04:09



        11    computing resources required to execute a   04:09



        12    task when compared with executing the same  04:09



        13    task using a traditional application        04:09



        14    programming interface, when trying to       04:09



        15    figure out the errors that would happen     04:09



        16    and diagnose them, to rectify them when,    04:09



        17    let's say, a program crashes or something   04:09



        18    happened.                                   04:09



        19        Q.    So if I logged into Travelocity   04:09



        20    to buy a ticket, the RPA of Radhakrishnan   04:09



        21    would be running in the background to       04:09



        22    determine why the system may have crashed   04:09



        23    it?                                         04:09



        24        A.    It could be.                      04:09



        25        Q.    That's the typical use case?      04:09
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         2        A.    It doesn't have to necessarily    04:09



         3    run on that side.  It could be running on   04:09



         4    the machine that you're using.              04:09



         5        Q.    It could be running on anything?  04:09



         6        A.    Yes.                              04:09



         7        Q.    But that's an example of how the  04:09



         8    RPA is being implemented with buying a      04:10



         9    ticket?                                     04:10



        10        A.    To report the -- and diagnose     04:10



        11    what happened, yes.                         04:10



        12        Q.    And the RPA is not being run for  04:10



        13    the purpose of actually buying the ticket?  04:10



        14              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    04:10



        15        A.    This is a specific application    04:10



        16    that he's talking about.  It's an RPA,      04:10



        17    nevertheless.                               04:10



        18    BY MR. MACEDO:                              04:10



        19        Q.    Right.                            04:10



        20        A.    Buying a ticket is just another   04:10



        21    automation process you could do, possibly;  04:10



        22    but he's concentrating on the specific      04:10



        23    application for errors diagnostics.         04:10



        24        Q.    Right.  The problem which is      04:10



        25    being addressed is there's errors, we need  04:10
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         2    to diagnose them, let's use an RPA to do    04:10



         3    them?                                       04:10



         4        A.    Yes.                              04:10



         5        Q.    Okay.  And is that the same       04:10



         6    problem that the three WalkMe patents are   04:10



         7    addressing?                                 04:10



         8        A.    They don't specifically say that  04:10



         9    it has to be a specific RPA.  It could be.  04:11



        10    It's an RPA.  I mean, they give examples.   04:11



        11        Q.    Well, an RPA is a computer        04:11



        12    program, and we've had those forever.       04:11



        13        A.    RPA is a robotic program,         04:11



        14    basically.  We haven't had them forever.    04:11



        15    We have had them for a while.               04:11



        16        Q.    And the point is that the         04:11



        17    specific RPA or the generalized RPA that    04:11



        18    Radhakrishnan is referring to is one for    04:11



        19    error detection and for monitoring an       04:11



        20    error detection in whatever device or       04:11



        21    computer system that it's monitoring?       04:11



        22        A.    This is the example of his        04:11



        23    interest.                                   04:11



        24        Q.    Is there other examples?  That's  04:11



        25    the only one I saw you rely on.  So if you  04:11
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         2    relied on something else, let me know.      04:11



         3        A.    It is an example.  It's an RPA,   04:11



         4    nevertheless.  It's an automated process.   04:12



         5        Q.    Right.  And the issue is what is  04:12



         6    the problem that Radhakrishnan is           04:12



         7    addressing that overlaps with the problem   04:12



         8    that the WalkMe patents are addressing?     04:12



         9    And I don't see that overlap, and that's    04:12



        10    what I'm trying to get from you.            04:12



        11              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    04:12



        12    BY MR. MACEDO:                              04:12



        13        Q.    Let me rephrase it.               04:12



        14              Do you understand that            04:12



        15    Radhakrishnan is addressing a different     04:12



        16    problem than the WalkMe patents?            04:12



        17        A.    It is addressing the RPA side of  04:12



        18    a problem.  So it's concentrating on RPA    04:12



        19    and specifically RPA that does error        04:12



        20    correction and diagnosis.                   04:12



        21        Q.    So what problem do you see in     04:12



        22    the '732 patent -- that is identified in    04:13



        23    the '732 patent that you think              04:13



        24    Radhakrishnan is addressing with respect    04:13



        25    to claim 1?                                 04:13
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         2              So let me guide you to the '732   04:13



         3    patent for second, and then you can come    04:14



         4    back and look at your report.  If you turn  04:14



         5    to Column 4 --                              04:14



         6        A.    I'm sorry, which --               04:14



         7        Q.    '732.                             04:14



         8        A.    Yes.                              04:14



         9        Q.    So read the first sentence on     04:14



        10    Column 4 under line -- starting at Line 59  04:14



        11    under the detailed description.             04:14



        12        A.    One technical problem dealt with  04:14



        13    by the disclosed subject matter is to       04:14



        14    provide for a user friendly manner of       04:14



        15    defining functionality of chatbots.         04:14



        16        Q.    Okay.                             04:14



        17        A.    In particular --                  04:14



        18        Q.    You can stop there.               04:14



        19        A.    Yes.                              04:14



        20        Q.    Does Radhakrishnan do that?       04:14



        21        A.    Radhakrishnan doesn't handle      04:14



        22    chatbots.                                   04:14



        23        Q.    Okay.  So the next sentence       04:14



        24    where they're talking more about chatbots,  04:15



        25    Radhakrishnan doesn't address?              04:15
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         2        A.    In particular defining            04:15



         3    automation processes to be invoked by the   04:15



         4    chatbots.  They do address the automation   04:15



         5    processes part of it.                       04:15



         6        Q.    But not being invoked by          04:15



         7    chatbots?                                   04:15



         8        A.    Not the chatbots.                 04:15



         9        Q.    Right.  So, again, it's not       04:15



        10    addressing the same problem?                04:15



        11        A.    It's addressing part of the       04:15



        12    problem.                                    04:15



        13        Q.    The problem is defining the       04:15



        14    automation processes to be invoked by the   04:15



        15    chatbots, not merely defining the           04:15



        16    automation processes, right?                04:15



        17        A.    Well, it's defining automation    04:15



        18    processes to be invoked by chatbot.  So I   04:15



        19    read that as defining the automation        04:15



        20    process.                                    04:15



        21        Q.    But it's not the problem merely   04:15



        22    of defining the automation process.  It's   04:15



        23    defining an automation process in the       04:15



        24    context of being invoked by a chatbot,      04:15



        25    right?                                      04:15
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         2        A.    It hasn't gotten to that point    04:15



         3    because it just says defining automation    04:16



         4    processes.  It's -- it's --                 04:16



         5        Q.    No, it doesn't say that.          04:16



         6        A.    Basically it's saying that it's   04:16



         7    going to get to that point.  But it's       04:16



         8    saying defining automation processes to be  04:16



         9    invoked by the chatbot.  The main thing is  04:16



        10    the defining of the automation process.     04:16



        11    That's the way I read it.                   04:16



        12        Q.    I would disagree because the      04:16



        13    rest of the sentence is going on for many   04:16



        14    lines is taking about chatbots?             04:16



        15        A.    I'm saying it's setting it.       04:16



        16    That's what I'm saying.  I'm saying in      04:16



        17    this one specific point, he's defining the  04:16



        18    automation process.                         04:16



        19        Q.    No, it's defining the automation  04:16



        20    process to be invoked by the chatbot,       04:16



        21    either dedicated chatbot such as            04:16



        22    implemented by a target system where the    04:16



        23    functionality is invoked or even by a       04:16



        24    third-party services such as Facebook       04:16



        25    Messenger where the communication platform  04:16
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         2    for the chatbot services which later        04:16



         3    invokes the automation process itself on    04:16



         4    the target system.                          04:16



         5        A.    So in that long sentence, what    04:16



         6    is the action?  It's defining automation    04:16



         7    processes.                                  04:16



         8        Q.    No, it's defining automation      04:16



         9    processes in the context of a chatbot.      04:16



        10        A.    I understand.                     04:16



        11        Q.    If you defined an automation      04:16



        12    process and there was no chatbot, there     04:17



        13    wouldn't be anyone sitting in this room     04:17



        14    right now.                                  04:17



        15        A.    You asked me whether              04:17



        16    Radhakrishnan handles any part -- covers    04:17



        17    any part of this and I said, yes, the       04:17



        18    defining of the --                          04:17



        19        Q.    No, I didn't ask that.  That's    04:17



        20    what you want to answer.  I asked does it   04:17



        21    address the same problem.  And I don't      04:17



        22    think it addresses the same problem         04:17



        23    because Radhakrishnan is not about          04:17



        24    defining automation process to be invoked   04:17



        25    by chatbots.                                04:17
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         2              THE WITNESS:  I'm sorry.  Do you  04:17



         3        mind going back, Court Reporter?  Do    04:17



         4        you mind going back to the original     04:17



         5        question that was asked about this?  I  04:17



         6        remember something like does            04:17



         7        Radhakrishnan handle any or something   04:17



         8        like that.  I'm paraphrasing.           04:17



         9    BY MR. MACEDO:                              04:17



        10        Q.    I said:  So the next sentence     04:17



        11    where they are talking more about           04:17



        12    chatbots, Radhakrishnan doesn't address.    04:17



        13              And then you said:  In            04:17



        14    particular defining automation processes    04:17



        15    to be invoked by chatbots, they do address  04:18



        16    the automation process of --                04:18



        17        A.    Part of it.                       04:18



        18        Q.    -- part of it.                    04:18



        19              And I said:  Not being invoked    04:18



        20    by chatbots, not by chatbots, right?        04:18



        21              So again, it's not addressing     04:18



        22        the same problem.  It's addressing      04:18



        23        part of the problem.                    04:18



        24              I said:  The problem is defining  04:18



        25        automation processes to be invoked by   04:18
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         2        the chatbot, not merely defining the    04:18



         3        automation process, right?              04:18



         4              And then you started trying to    04:18



         5        parse the problem.                      04:18



         6              I never said part of the          04:18



         7        problem.  I said the full problem.      04:18



         8        A.    You said does it address.  And    04:18



         9    if I say, no, then he doesn't address any   04:18



        10    of that where he is addressing the chat --  04:18



        11    the automation part.  I'm just being --     04:18



        12    I'm clarifying my answer.                   04:18



        13        Q.    Okay.  Let's just be clear --     04:18



        14        A.    Yes.                              04:18



        15        Q.    -- Radhakrishnan does not         04:18



        16    address chatbots?                           04:18



        17        A.    I said that already.  Yes,        04:18



        18    that's correct.                             04:18



        19        Q.    And Radhakrishnan does not        04:18



        20    address conversations invoked by -- I'm     04:18



        21    sorry.  Radhakrishnan does not address      04:18



        22    automation processes that would be invoked  04:18



        23    by a chatbot?                               04:19



        24        A.    That's correct.                   04:19



        25        Q.    Okay.  If you go to Column 5, it  04:19
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         2    talks about another technical problem may   04:19



         3    be to enable defining automation processes  04:19



         4    in a manner that enables them to be         04:19



         5    implemented even if its changes are         04:19



         6    performed by the underlying platform.       04:19



         7              Do you see that?                  04:19



         8        A.    I just found it, so.              04:19



         9        Q.    Column 5, Line 49.                04:19



        10        A.    Yes, I see that.                  04:19



        11        Q.    And that's not the problem that   04:19



        12    claim 1 of the '732 patent is addressing,   04:19



        13    right?                                      04:19



        14              You're looking at the '732?       04:20



        15        A.    The '664.  I said they are very   04:20



        16    similar.  Where is my --                    04:20



        17        Q.    And, Dr. Beigi, just to be        04:20



        18    clear, I'm not suggesting that one of the   04:20



        19    other patents don't address that problem.   04:20



        20    I'm saying that the '732 patent doesn't     04:20



        21    address the problem to enable defining      04:20



        22    automation processes in a manner that       04:21



        23    enables them to be implemented even if      04:21



        24    changes are performed on the underlying     04:21



        25    platform?                                   04:21
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         2        A.    I understand.  What were you      04:21



         3    referring to then?  You said go back and    04:21



         4    look at something, and I wasn't -- I saw    04:21



         5    the -- another technical.                   04:21



         6        Q.    Okay.                             04:21



         7        A.    I was reading, yeah.              04:21



         8        Q.    So what I'm saying is that in     04:21



         9    Column 5 that addresses a second technical  04:21



        10    problem --                                  04:21



        11        A.    I see.                            04:21



        12        Q.    -- and that technical problem     04:21



        13    relates to enabling defining automation     04:21



        14    processes in a manner that enables them to  04:21



        15    be implemented even if changes are          04:21



        16    performed to the underlying platform.       04:21



        17              That's not the problem that is    04:21



        18    being addressed by the claim of '732        04:21



        19    patent?                                     04:21



        20        A.    Which claim of the '732 patent?   04:21



        21        Q.    Claim 1.                          04:21



        22        A.    Not claim 1.                      04:23



        23        Q.    Right.  So the problem that you   04:23



        24    understand claim 1 is addressing is more    04:23



        25    towards the first problem that we said      04:23
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         2    Radhakrishnan is not involved with, right?  04:23



         3        A.    Yes, for that I use Krishnan,     04:23



         4    yes.                                        04:23



         5        Q.    Okay.  So with respect to claim   04:23



         6    1 of the '734 [sic] patent, Radhakrishnan   04:23



         7    is not addressing the problem of how to     04:23



         8    define a conversation to invoke an RPA      04:23



         9    process, right?                             04:23



        10        A.    Right.                            04:23



        11        Q.    Let's look at the Dayanandan --   04:23



        12    in your expert report, you summarize what   04:24



        13    Dayanandan leaves out, right?               04:24



        14        A.    I believe I did.                  04:25



        15        Q.    Look at it --                     04:25



        16        A.    I'm looking.                      04:25



        17        Q.    -- and if you could just give me  04:25



        18    a short -- a short explanation of what you  04:25



        19    think.  We are only using the '664 patent.  04:25



        20        A.    '664?                             04:25



        21        Q.    Yeah.                             04:25



        22        A.    Okay.  Thank you.  The summary    04:25



        23    of that, you want me to read it and give    04:25



        24    you a summary or just read this?            04:25



        25        Q.    I just want you to read it and    04:25
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         2    just say in a sentence or two, what is the  04:25



         3    problem that Dayanandan is addressing?      04:25



         4        A.    It is addressing finding          04:26



         5    elements of a GUI, by using some -- for     04:26



         6    example, vectorial representation and by    04:26



         7    using a score based on that and then using  04:26



         8    a threshold to make a decision.             04:26



         9        Q.    And is it doing it of an active   04:26



        10    GUI, or is it doing it of a mockup of a     04:26



        11    GUI?                                        04:26



        12              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    04:26



        13              MR. MACEDO:  Mockup is what the   04:26



        14        patent says, Counsel.  Do you still     04:26



        15        have your objection?                    04:27



        16              MS. NGUYEN:  Yes.                 04:27



        17              MR. MACEDO:  What's your          04:27



        18        objection?                              04:27



        19              MS. NGUYEN:  Unclear.             04:27



        20              MR. ARJOMAND:  And it's           04:27



        21        compound.                               04:27



        22    BY MR. MACEDO:                              04:27



        23        Q.    Did you understand my question?   04:27



        24        A.    It was a little bit unclear for   04:27



        25    me.                                         04:27
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         2        Q.    Which part do you need            04:27



         3    clarified?                                  04:27



         4        A.    Please restate it, and I'll tell  04:27



         5    you which part.                             04:27



         6        Q.    Well, you referred to Dayanandan  04:27



         7    as addressing a GUI.  And I wanted to know  04:27



         8    is it addressing an active GUI or is it     04:27



         9    addressing a mockup of something which      04:27



        10    will potentially become a GUI?              04:27



        11              MS. NGUYEN:  Same objection.      04:27



        12        A.    My understanding is that --       04:27



        13    BY MR. MACEDO:                              04:28



        14        Q.    Go ahead.                         04:28



        15        A.    Should I answer?                  04:28



        16              Yes, my understanding is that it  04:28



        17    is trying to find the elements of the GUI.  04:28



        18    So the vector definitions may be based on   04:28



        19    some mockup, but actual active -- when you  04:28



        20    actually are trying to figure out which     04:28



        21    element is being used, it could be active.  04:28



        22        Q.    Right.  But it's doing it in the  04:28



        23    context of trying to figure out how to map  04:28



        24    existing RPAs to a mockup that will be      04:28



        25    generated, right?  In other words, the      04:28

�



                                                      284





         1            HOMAYOON BEIGI, PhD



         2    problem that they had is that they start    04:28



         3    off with a mockup of a new GUI and they     04:28



         4    need to figure out how do I tie this to my  04:28



         5    existing RPAs, right?                       04:28



         6        A.    It's to find the element.  So     04:28



         7    that there are two things, but one of       04:28



         8    them, which I'm referring to here, is to    04:29



         9    find the elements of the GUI and find out   04:29



        10    which one is the one that, let's say, the   04:29



        11    person is addressing.  So it's -- it's      04:29



        12    trying to find the closest one using the    04:29



        13    vectorial representations of the elements.  04:29



        14    And, you know, I would like to read it      04:29



        15    actually just so I don't mischaracterize    04:29



        16    it.                                         04:29



        17        Q.    I apologize.  He was supposed to  04:29



        18    have a copy, but he has to get one.         04:29



        19        A.    I'll read from my declaration.    04:29



        20        Q.    You can read from your notes, if  04:29



        21    you want.  That's absolutely fine.          04:29



        22        A.    Yes, from my declaration --       04:29



        23    so --                                       04:29



        24        Q.    You don't need to read out your   04:29



        25    declaration.                                04:29
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         2        A.    No, just this part which in       04:29



         3    reference to this.  So what I'm saying is   04:29



         4    that Dayanandan discloses representing      04:29



         5    different aspects or parameters of the      04:29



         6    data object or UI elements using a          04:29



         7    multidimensional vector.  Each available    04:29



         8    data object may be represented by a         04:30



         9    multidimensional vector, data object        04:30



        10    vector where the vector for a data object   04:30



        11    represents different aspects of the data    04:30



        12    object.                                     04:30



        13        Q.    So you're talking about the       04:30



        14    solution, not the problem.                  04:30



        15        A.    The problem is to find the        04:30



        16    elements.                                   04:30



        17        Q.    No.  The problem is you have a    04:30



        18    mockup and in the mockup, they need to map  04:30



        19    something to elements.  And so what they    04:30



        20    are doing is they are using a similarity    04:30



        21    score to say that this element in the       04:30



        22    mockup corresponds to something that I      04:30



        23    already know about?                         04:30



        24        A.    Into a real GUI -- in a real      04:30



        25    GUI.                                        04:30
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         2        Q.    Right.                            04:30



         3        A.    But that real GUI is a live GUI.  04:30



         4    So you have a mockup, and you're trying to  04:30



         5    map the live GUI because you use both live  04:30



         6    and mockup so I'm just trying to verify.    04:30



         7    The live GUI items to map to the mockup --  04:30



         8    this is just expectation that they have.    04:30



         9    And using this vectorial representation,    04:30



        10    using thresholding and using the score.     04:31



        11        Q.    And in the '664 patent, are they  04:31



        12    concerned about mockups of websites or      04:31



        13    GUIs?                                       04:31



        14        A.    Since you said '664, I just want  04:31



        15    to specifically -- we have three patents    04:31



        16    and I want to --                            04:31



        17        Q.    I understand.  The only           04:31



        18    technical problems addressed are the ones   04:31



        19    you read before, but you're welcome to      04:31



        20    look.                                       04:31



        21        A.    I've got to find it.  What is     04:31



        22    the exhibit number?  I have it.  I have     04:31



        23    it.  I found it.                            04:32



        24        Q.    So we are looking at Exhibit 8    04:32



        25    which is the '664 patent, and you're going  04:32
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         2    to tell me whether the '664 patent poses    04:32



         3    as a problem how to find elements in a      04:32



         4    mockup of a GUI.                            04:32



         5        A.    Yeah, so Part 1 of claim 9 in     04:34



         6    '664 where it says:  Automation process     04:34



         7    defines an operation to be performed with   04:34



         8    respect to an element in the displayed      04:34



         9    user interface wherein the automation       04:34



        10    process identifies the element based on --  04:34



        11    identifies beyond based on the plurality    04:34



        12    of parameters of the element.               04:34



        13        Q.    And does that say mockup?         04:34



        14        A.    The word "mockup," no.            04:34



        15        Q.    Does it say the concept mockup?   04:34



        16        A.    Well, it implies it here in the   04:35



        17    second part of the claim, where it says:    04:35



        18    Wherein said identifying the element        04:35



        19    comprises computing a similarity score for  04:35



        20    each element in the displayed user          04:35



        21    interface, the live one, using the          04:35



        22    plurality of parameters of the element,     04:35



        23    the vector, and selecting a selected        04:35



        24    element having a highest similarly          04:35



        25    score -- selected element.                  04:35
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         2              Selected element being in a       04:35



         3    reference.  It has to have a reference to   04:35



         4    compare to.                                 04:35



         5        Q.    It's not a mockup.  Those are     04:35



         6    both live systems, right?                   04:35



         7        A.    Name it what you will, but there  04:35



         8    is a reference.                             04:35



         9        Q.    It's not what I'm naming it.      04:35



        10    It's what the patent and prior art names    04:35



        11    it.                                         04:35



        12              In other words, the problem that  04:35



        13    Radhakrishnan is addressing is for -- is    04:35



        14    to how to map a mockup of a potential GUI   04:35



        15    to a future GUI?                            04:36



        16        A.    I'm sorry.  We're talking about   04:36



        17    the Radhakrishnan again?                    04:36



        18        Q.    I'm sorry.  Dayanandan.  I'm      04:36



        19    sorry.  Let me restart that.                04:36



        20        A.    Yes, please.                      04:36



        21        Q.    The problem that Dayanandan is    04:36



        22    addressing is they receive a mockup and     04:36



        23    they have to figure out how do I make the   04:36



        24    elements of this mockup link to other       04:36



        25    things?                                     04:36
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         2        A.    Or vice versa.                    04:36



         3        Q.    Or like other things to the       04:36



         4    mockup one way or the other?                04:36



         5        A.    Which is what I read here.        04:36



         6        Q.    No.  Because what you read        04:36



         7    there, there is no mockup.  There is no     04:36



         8    GUI that hasn't been posted yet?            04:36



         9        A.    There is a reference element.     04:36



        10        Q.    But the reference element is the  04:36



        11    existing element, not a mockup?             04:36



        12        A.    Which is defined by parameters.   04:36



        13        Q.    But the reference element is      04:36



        14    from an automation process against an       04:36



        15    actual target system?                       04:36



        16        A.    Yes.                              04:36



        17        Q.    It's not a mockup?                04:36



        18        A.    That's what I'm saying.  It's a   04:36



        19    comparison of two possible GUI elements so  04:36



        20    you have a live one and then you have       04:37



        21    another one and you're trying to compare    04:37



        22    whether this element is the same element    04:37



        23    or it refers to the same thing.             04:37



        24        Q.    You're confusing the technical    04:37



        25    solutions with the technical problems.      04:37
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         2              The technical problem that's      04:37



         3    being addressed is invoking a -- a RPA in   04:37



         4    the context of using a chat.  That's the    04:37



         5    technical problem.  That's not the same     04:37



         6    problem that Dayanandan is addressing,      04:37



         7    right?                                      04:37



         8        A.    I am referring to Dayanandan --   04:37



         9        Q.    Answer my question.  Is it the    04:37



        10    same or different problem that Dayanandan   04:37



        11    is addressing?                              04:37



        12        A.    What is the same or not?  Sorry.  04:37



        13    Can you read that back?                     04:37



        14        Q.    The problem in Dayanandan is      04:37



        15    starting off with the mockup of a new       04:38



        16    GUI -- I'm sorry.  Hold on.  Sorry.         04:38



        17        A.    By the way, do I have             04:38



        18    Dayanandan?                                 04:38



        19        Q.    I think we do now.  Do we have    04:38



        20    Dayanandan?                                 04:38



        21              MR. HART:  It was 12.             04:38



        22    BY MR. MACEDO:                              04:38



        23        Q.    Oh, we've marked it as 12.  You   04:38



        24    have it.                                    04:38



        25        A.    Yes.                              04:38
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         2        Q.    The problem in the '664 patent    04:38



         3    is we're trying to define a conversation    04:39



         4    in a user friendly way and tie it to        04:39



         5    invoke an automated process, and part of    04:39



         6    that is they have to select the process     04:39



         7    that's going to invoke and go forward and   04:39



         8    then invoke it in claim 1, right?           04:39



         9              And then the dependent claim      04:39



        10    which you're relying on Dayanandan is       04:39



        11    talking about how they are using the        04:39



        12    parameters to implement the process.        04:39



        13        A.    How they are identifying --       04:39



        14              MS. NGUYEN:  Objection.  Form.    04:39



        15        A.    How they are identifying          04:39



        16    specific, in their words, wherein, so they  04:39



        17    say -- I'm just going to read it again.     04:39



        18              Wherein the automation process    04:39



        19    defines an operation to be performed with   04:39



        20    respect to an element in the displayed      04:39



        21    user interface, wherein the automation      04:39



        22    process identifies -- that's the main       04:39



        23    point, right, main goal -- identifies the   04:39



        24    element based on plurality of parameters    04:39



        25    of the elements.                            04:40
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         2              So each element has plurality of  04:40



         3    parameters that defines the element, and    04:40



         4    it's identifying the element.               04:40



         5        Q.    And what would be a parameter of  04:40



         6    an element, right where you are, from the   04:40



         7    '664 patent?  You're still looking for the  04:40



         8    parameter?                                  04:41



         9        A.    Yes.                              04:41



        10              MR. MACEDO:  I'll tell you what,  04:41



        11        I'm going to withdraw that question.    04:41



        12        I'm going to go on to a new line.  I    04:42



        13        don't really want to take a break, but  04:42



        14        if you're going to want to take a       04:42



        15        break in 15 minutes, I'd rather do it   04:42



        16        now.  But I'd like to keep it short.    04:42



        17              MS. NGUYEN:  How long will the    04:42



        18        new line of questions be?               04:42



        19              MR. MACEDO:  Knowing me, I never  04:42



        20        know.  I think lines are short, but     04:42



        21        they don't always end up that way with  04:42



        22        witnesses.                              04:42



        23              MS. NGUYEN:  Yeah, let's take a   04:42



        24        break.                                  04:42



        25              MR. MACEDO:  Okay.  Let's keep    04:42
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         2        it under five, please.                  04:42



         3              MS. NGUYEN:  Okay.                04:42



         4              MR. MACEDO:  Okay.  Thank you.    04:42



         5              THE VIDEOGRAPHER:  We're going    04:42



         6        off the record.  The time is 4:43 p.m.  04:42



         7              (Recess taken.)                   04:42



         8              (Whereupon, Beigi Exhibit 21, US  04:42



         9        Patent Application No. 2017/0250930,    04:42



        10        was marked for identification.)         05:07



        11              THE VIDEOGRAPHER:  We are back    05:07



        12        on the record.  The time IS 5:08 p.m.   05:07



        13    BY MR. MACEDO:                              05:07



        14        Q.    Welcome back.                     05:07



        15        A.    Thank you.                        05:07



        16        Q.    Are you capable of continuing?    05:07



        17        A.    Yes.                              05:07



        18        Q.    Great.  We marked as Exhibit 21   05:07



        19    US Patent Publication 2017/0250930 A1 to    05:07



        20    Ben -- and I'm going to mispronounce it,    05:07



        21    but it's Itzhak is how I got it.  And it    05:08



        22    was marked as Whatfix Exhibit 1034, and I   05:08



        23    believe you used it in the '732 IPR.        05:08



        24              And first just tell me if you     05:08



        25    recognize Ben-Itzhak.                       05:08
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         2        A.    Yes.                              05:09



         3        Q.    Yes, you do recognize             05:09



         4    Ben-Itzhak?                                 05:09



         5        A.    Yes.                              05:09



         6        Q.    And this is the reference you     05:09



         7    relied on in the '732 IPR, correct?  It's   05:09



         8    Exhibit 1034.                               05:09



         9        A.    Yes.                              05:09



        10        Q.    Now, if you could just read the   05:09



        11    title into the record.                      05:09



        12        A.    "Interactive Content              05:09



        13    Recommendation Personalization Assistant."  05:09



        14        Q.    Okay.  And your understanding is  05:09



        15    that Ben-Itzhak is about a personalized     05:09



        16    content recommendation provision and        05:10



        17    method?                                     05:10



        18        A.    Yes.                              05:10



        19        Q.    And the technical field was       05:10



        20    content recommendation that -- where it's   05:10



        21    set forth in Paragraph 2 of Ben-Itzhak,     05:10



        22    right?  Again, looking at Exhibit 21.       05:10



        23        A.    A bit more because it says at     05:10



        24    the present disclosure relates to content   05:10



        25    recommendation networks, as you said, and   05:10
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         2    more particularly went into interactive     05:10



         3    content recommendation personalization      05:10



         4    communication assistant engaging in         05:10



         5    interactions, example conversations with    05:11



         6    users to identify appropriate content       05:11



         7    recommendation to provision, to users, and  05:11



         8    electronic environment.                     05:11



         9        Q.    The problem is figuring out what  05:11



        10    is the content that the user should watch?  05:11



        11        A.    Yes.                              05:11



        12        Q.    And that's not a problem that's   05:11



        13    presented in the '732 patent with respect   05:11



        14    to the disclosure there, right?             05:11



        15        A.    So '732 does not give as an       05:11



        16    example, if I recall correctly, an example  05:11



        17    of content recommendation.                  05:11



        18              Is that what you're asking?       05:11



        19        Q.    Yes.                              05:11



        20        A.    Yes.                              05:11



        21        Q.    Okay.  And so Ben-Itzhak is       05:11



        22    directed to a different problem and a       05:11



        23    different field of endeavor than the '732   05:11



        24    patent?                                     05:12



        25        A.    I wouldn't say that because of    05:12
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         2    the specific part that I just read, more    05:12



         3    particularly, to an interactive content     05:12



         4    recommendation personalization              05:12



         5    communication assistant engaging in         05:12



         6    interactions, conversations with users to   05:12



         7    identify appropriate content                05:12



         8    recommendations to provision, to users,     05:12



         9    and electronic environment.                 05:12



        10              So while the example that -- of   05:12



        11    their interest is content recommendation,   05:12



        12    the relevant part is not that.  The         05:12



        13    relevant part is automating that using an   05:12



        14    interactive conversational system.          05:12



        15        Q.    Well, it's an interactive         05:12



        16    conversation element to identify            05:12



        17    personalized recommendations?               05:12



        18        A.    That's the problem they are set   05:12



        19    out to solve.                               05:12



        20        Q.    Which is different than the '732  05:12



        21    patent.  I think you already agreed to      05:13



        22    that.  Feel free to look at anything you    05:13



        23    want.                                       05:13



        24        A.    I said it wasn't an example that  05:13



        25    was used.  If that's still the question,    05:13
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         2    then I did agree with that.                 05:13



         3              But I felt a different question   05:13



         4    this time.  Can you repeat that?  Is it     05:13



         5    the same?  I thought it was different       05:14



         6    slightly.                                   05:14



         7        Q.    You said that the problem that    05:14



         8    was set to be solved in Ben-Itzhak was      05:14



         9    interactive conversation almost to          05:14



        10    identify personal recommendations.  And I   05:14



        11    said that that was different than the '732  05:14



        12    patent, and I just want to confirm that     05:14



        13    you agreed that they are directed at        05:14



        14    different problems.                         05:14



        15        A.    The '732 doesn't specifically     05:14



        16    say what information process.  So this      05:14



        17    could be an automation process that I       05:14



        18    would say they would do because it's        05:14



        19    just -- the technical field that they       05:15



        20    specify in '732 is the present disclosure   05:15



        21    relates to user interfaces and              05:15



        22    computerized systems in general and to      05:15



        23    user interfaces for automatic processes,    05:15



        24    this being one, that utilized chatbots in   05:15



        25    particular.                                 05:15
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         2        Q.    Is Ben-Itzhak an automated        05:15



         3    process?  I read Ben-Itzhak as improving a  05:15



         4    conversation that resulted not in an        05:15



         5    automated process but in providing a        05:15



         6    better recommendation.                      05:15



         7        A.    That providing a better           05:15



         8    recommendation is a process that it's       05:15



         9    trying to achieve.                          05:15



        10        Q.    But it's not --                   05:15



        11        A.    -- achieve -- sorry.  It's a --   05:15



        12    it's a chatbot system that's trying to      05:15



        13    achieve that.                               05:15



        14        Q.    But not an RPA?  It's not an      05:15



        15    automated process in the sense of an RPA    05:15



        16    or in the sense of any of the WalkMe        05:15



        17    patents, right?  The context of the WalkMe  05:15



        18    patents --                                  05:16



        19              MR. MACEDO:  I'll withdraw the    05:16



        20        last question.                          05:16



        21    BY MR. MACEDO:                              05:16



        22        Q.    The context of the WalkMe         05:16



        23    patents is to automate processes to         05:16



        24    replace humans in doing things, for         05:16



        25    example, right?                             05:16
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         2        A.    Yes.                              05:16



         3        Q.    And that's not what Ben-Itzhak's  05:16



         4    process is.  They are trying to make a      05:16



         5    better recommendation engine, not replace   05:16



         6    someone who answers questions about what    05:16



         7    movies I should watch, right?               05:16



         8        A.    Well, just give me one second.    05:16



         9        Q.    And if you could just identify    05:18



        10    for the record what you're looking at.      05:18



        11        A.    I'm looking at my argument        05:18



        12    regarding claim 61621 of '732.              05:18



        13        Q.    And are you doing it with         05:18



        14    respect to Symons, William, and Ben-Itzhak  05:18



        15    or with respect to Allen over Ben-Itzhak?   05:18



        16        A.    At this point, I'm looking at     05:18



        17    the Allen one.                              05:19



        18        Q.    The Allen one?                    05:19



        19        A.    Yes.                              05:19



        20        Q.    Okay.  Okay.  Have you found any  05:19



        21    discussions so far in your review relating  05:19



        22    to what problems are being addressed by     05:19



        23    Ben-Itzhak?                                 05:19



        24        A.    That wasn't what I was looking    05:19



        25    for.  I was looking for -- trying to        05:19
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         2    answer your question where you're saying    05:19



         3    that a human -- replacement of a human      05:19



         4    because recommendation system can           05:19



         5    presumably be, of course, a human can make  05:19



         6    recommendations.  So I was trying to make   05:19



         7    sure that I answered that properly.         05:19



         8        Q.    Okay.  I wasn't trying to focus   05:19



         9    on the human part of it, just to be clear.  05:19



        10        A.    That's what I catch -- sorry --   05:20



        11    caught.  Can we go again though?            05:20



        12        Q.    Sure.  What I'm trying to         05:20



        13    understand is that the point of Ben-Itzhak  05:20



        14    was to make a better recommendation         05:20



        15    system, not to automate some other          05:20



        16    existing process with a -- with a RPA bot.  05:20



        17        A.    So to come up with that better    05:20



        18    recommendation system, there is a           05:20



        19    conversation going on and he's automating   05:20



        20    that process.  But not -- not a RPA in      05:20



        21    that sense, yeah.                           05:20



        22        Q.    Right.  So there's no RPAs        05:20



        23    involved?                                   05:20



        24        A.    Well, there is the fact that it   05:20



        25    can provide, for example, links to things   05:20
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         2    that can then provide, you know, whatever   05:20



         3    you're -- the actual act that you're        05:20



         4    looking for, which is the -- you know, the  05:20



         5    contents that you're looking for, so        05:20



         6    depending on if you look at that as the     05:21



         7    thing being automated or not.  And that's   05:21



         8    why I just wanted to be sort of specific    05:21



         9    about that.                                 05:21



        10        Q.    Okay.  So the -- the reason why   05:21



        11    you're relying on Ben-Itzhak is to say      05:21



        12    that you could modify Allen to leave the    05:21



        13    GUI in Figure 1, which you think is the     05:21



        14    most important GUI that we've been          05:21



        15    discussing, and connect it to -- to a       05:21



        16    third-party messaging service which is      05:21



        17    somebody else's chat, right?                05:21



        18        A.    For -- for a third-party          05:21



        19    message, yes.                               05:21



        20        Q.    Right.  And why would a POSITA    05:21



        21    in 2017 want to move to Facebook Messenger  05:21



        22    when they are trying to implement the       05:21



        23    Allen invention?                            05:21



        24              And you're still looking in the   05:23



        25    same portion of your expert report?         05:23
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         2        A.    Yes, I was going to continue.  I  05:23



         3    have to review some of this, if you don't   05:23



         4    mind.                                       05:23



         5        Q.    You don't know why the            05:23



         6    combination makes sense?                    05:23



         7        A.    I have to refer to my             05:23



         8    declaration.                                05:23



         9        Q.    Okay.  You're not going to say    05:23



        10    anything different than what you put in     05:23



        11    your declaration then?                      05:23



        12        A.    Depends.                          05:23



        13        Q.    Whatever motivation you put in    05:23



        14    your declaration is the motivation you're   05:23



        15    going to offer?                             05:23



        16        A.    It depends.  I would like to see  05:23



        17    what I said in the declaration and then     05:23



        18    opine on it, if -- if you would me like     05:23



        19    to.                                         05:23



        20        Q.    If that's how we're going -- I    05:23



        21    need to get your answer so if that's the    05:23



        22    way you have to do it, that's fine.         05:23



        23        A.    So can you ask the question       05:25



        24    again now, now that I have reviewed this.   05:25



        25        Q.    Do you know why the combination   05:25
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         2    makes sense in Allen, when Allen has a      05:25



         3    very special chatbot in it that is being    05:25



         4    used particularly to train and implement    05:25



         5    the system that is disclosed?  Why would    05:25



         6    it make sense to move it over to Facebook   05:25



         7    Messenger?                                  05:25



         8        A.    Well, because it would basically  05:25



         9    expand the possibilities of the different   05:25



        10    things that it can do because it can use a  05:25



        11    third-party messaging system in order to    05:26



        12    do that, which -- which would basically --  05:26



        13    it means it will expand its realm.          05:26



        14        Q.    So would Facebook Messenger have  05:26



        15    the ontological framework that Allen        05:26



        16    relies upon in its chatbot?                 05:26



        17        A.    I haven't spoken about Facebook   05:26



        18    Messenger.  But are you specifically        05:26



        19    talking about Facebook Messenger?           05:26



        20        Q.    Well, it's one of the most        05:26



        21    popular messengers.  Is there a different   05:26



        22    messenger service that you would say it     05:26



        23    would be obvious to change Allen to?        05:26



        24        A.    So what is -- what is being       05:26



        25    referred to in -- in Ben-Itzhak is          05:26
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         2    actually the ones that I'm -- I wasn't      05:26



         3    familiar with the Kik, but I was familiar   05:26



         4    with Telegram, Wipr, WhatsApp, and Apple    05:26



         5    Messenger.  So these are some of the ones   05:26



         6    that -- that he talks about.                05:26



         7        Q.    And do any of those apps use the  05:26



         8    same ontological framework that Allen       05:27



         9    does?                                       05:27



        10        A.    So these other systems the -- if  05:27



        11    they implement a chatbot basically, then    05:27



        12    what it's saying, it might be able to       05:27



        13    extend that and be able to use that,        05:27



        14    utilize that.  So if there is a             05:27



        15    conversational system that they could use,  05:27



        16    then -- then basically...                   05:27



        17        Q.    So if you use WhatsApp as your    05:27



        18    chatbot instead of 20 in Figure 1, would    05:27



        19    you still have the display of 12 in Allen   05:27



        20    as modified by you?                         05:27



        21        A.    Exhibit 12, oh, you mean -- I'm   05:28



        22    sorry.  What do you mean "by display of     05:28



        23    12?"                                        05:28



        24        Q.    In -- in Allen, you have the      05:28



        25    chat conversation that you refer to in Box  05:28
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         2    20.                                         05:28



         3        A.    Yes.                              05:28



         4        Q.    And you also have the widgetco    05:28



         5    screen which you have in Box 12?            05:28



         6        A.    Right, the boxes.                 05:28



         7        Q.    And so in Allen, if you were to   05:28



         8    use WhatsApp as the messenger service       05:28



         9    instead of Box 20, would WhatsApp display   05:28



        10    the equivalent of what's in Box 12 of       05:28



        11    Allen?                                      05:28



        12        A.    So the conversation agent would   05:28



        13    then go -- my presumption would be it       05:28



        14    would go where the bottom part is -- and I  05:28



        15    don't remember the number now because I     05:28



        16    don't have it in front of me, Allen.  But   05:29



        17    there is a bottom part that says            05:29



        18    conversation.  There is a user --           05:29



        19        Q.    You have it?                      05:29



        20        A.    No, I don't have it in front of   05:29



        21    me.                                         05:29



        22        Q.    Oh, it's in your expert report    05:29



        23    if you want to look at the picture.         05:29



        24        A.    Yes.                              05:29



        25        Q.    I'm looking on Page 82 of the     05:29
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         2    '664.                                       05:29



         3        A.    Okay.  Thank you.                 05:29



         4        Q.    I think it's --                   05:29



         5        A.    Yeah, so I'm talking about the    05:29



         6    bottom part which is the 20.                05:29



         7        Q.    Box 20?                           05:29



         8        A.    20, yes.                          05:29



         9        Q.    So Box 20 is Allen's proprietary  05:29



        10    chat engine, right?                         05:29



        11        A.    Yes.                              05:29



        12        Q.    And Box 12 is the GUI where they  05:29



        13    are mirroring whatever widgetco or Amazon   05:29



        14    or whatever, right?                         05:29



        15        A.    Yes.                              05:29



        16        Q.    And that's different than         05:29



        17    WhatsApp or any of the other messaging      05:29



        18    services because they don't have the        05:29



        19    equivalent of 12?                           05:29



        20        A.    The -- the actual, yeah.          05:29



        21        Q.    Right.                            05:29



        22        A.    Yeah, I'm still looking at the    05:30



        23    wrong figure, but 12 being the -- the       05:30



        24    browser part.                               05:30



        25        Q.    Right.                            05:30
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         2        A.    Yes.                              05:30



         3        Q.    And so if you modified Allen to   05:30



         4    replace its messaging service with          05:30



         5    WhatsApp or any of the other ones you --    05:30



         6    you had, then you would lose Box 12         05:30



         7    because it wouldn't be in Messenger or the  05:30



         8    others which is why you need the link       05:30



         9    that's being tied in Ben-Itzhak, right?     05:30



        10        A.    Yeah, so, based on the -- based   05:30



        11    on Box 20, which is a conversation, of      05:30



        12    course, the conversation could be           05:30



        13    third-party conversation going on.          05:30



        14        Q.    But not in Allen because Allen    05:30



        15    is teaching you that you use their          05:30



        16    chatbot?                                    05:30



        17        A.    But this is a modification.       05:30



        18    Using that it's like modifying Allen,       05:30



        19    right, so --                                05:30



        20        Q.    Right.  You're proposing to       05:30



        21    remove -- to move the conversation that     05:30



        22    implements the -- the RPA into the          05:30



        23    Messenger app and when you do that --       05:30



        24    WhatsApp or whichever one want you want to  05:30



        25    choose?                                     05:31
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         2        A.    Yes.                              05:31



         3        Q.    When you do that, those apps do   05:31



         4    not include the equivalent of GUI 12 in     05:31



         5    the browser?                                05:31



         6        A.    But that's where you would        05:31



         7    actually have a link that would take you    05:31



         8    to the right place.  But the browser can    05:31



         9    actually go to a link.  The browser allows  05:31



        10    you to end up in a link.                    05:31



        11        Q.    But you don't have the browser    05:31



        12    anymore so you can't meet the independent   05:31



        13    claim because there's no browser under      05:31



        14    your modification?                          05:31



        15        A.    The chat that's going on using    05:31



        16    the third party, it's a conversation,       05:31



        17    right.  Chatbot, it's processing.  Text     05:31



        18    goes out.  Text comes back in.  Let's say   05:31



        19    we're just doing text.  Text goes out.      05:31



        20    Text comes back in responses.  And it       05:31



        21    could provide links to -- you know, so      05:31



        22    basically could provide a link to a URL or  05:32



        23    URI, which then, we can actually, even      05:32



        24    under Allen, execute because we do have a   05:32



        25    browser under Allen in a combination, in a  05:32
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         2    combined version.                           05:32



         3        Q.    No longer -- no, in the combined  05:32



         4    version you're replacing the Figure 1       05:32



         5    interface with an interface using WhatsApp  05:32



         6    or one of the other messenger services.     05:32



         7    So those -- those messenger services don't  05:32



         8    have 12.                                    05:32



         9        A.    But you're just really placing    05:32



        10    the conversation part.                      05:32



        11        Q.    Right.  And when you're doing     05:32



        12    the conversation --                         05:32



        13        A.    Conversation is on the bottom.    05:32



        14        Q.    -- you don't have 12.  There's    05:32



        15    no displayed user interface --              05:32



        16        A.    But you can monitor that.         05:32



        17        Q.    I'm sorry?                        05:32



        18        A.    But you can monitor that          05:32



        19    conversation.                               05:32



        20        Q.    On WhatsApp?                      05:32



        21        A.    You can monitor the               05:32



        22    conversation, the conversation that's       05:33



        23    going through WhatsApp under Allen.  You    05:33



        24    can if you wanted to.                       05:33



        25        Q.    It doesn't teach that.  You're    05:33
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         2    just assuming you could do that?            05:33



         3        A.    I'm saying you could combine.     05:33



         4    You could basically -- if you took the      05:33



         5    conversation that is coming back in the     05:33



         6    text response that's coming back,           05:33



         7    you're -- the whole point is that with      05:33



         8    Allen you have to monitor it, of course,    05:33



         9    right, because there is a messaging going   05:33



        10    back and forth.                             05:33



        11        Q.    Well, you have to monitor for     05:33



        12    training.  You don't have to monitor it     05:33



        13    for implementation?                         05:33



        14        A.    Well, even for implementation,    05:33



        15    there is a request that's being made, if    05:33



        16    it's a conversational request.  You have    05:33



        17    to figure out what the person is asking if  05:33



        18    it is a request going through messaging     05:33



        19    services system, like a conversational      05:33



        20    system.                                     05:33



        21        Q.    That's different than             05:33



        22    monitoring.                                 05:33



        23        A.    Oh, no, monitoring the            05:33



        24    conversation between the chat system.       05:33



        25        Q.    Okay.  So the issue is you're     05:33

�



                                                      311





         1            HOMAYOON BEIGI, PhD



         2    replacing the conversation using Allen's    05:33



         3    very specific chat functions with Telegram  05:33



         4    and WhatsApp.  And when you do that, are    05:34



         5    you replacing all of Figure 1 with          05:34



         6    WhatsApp, or are you going to keep Figure   05:34



         7    1 with WhatsApp?                            05:34



         8        A.    No, I would say it's the -- just  05:34



         9    the natural language interface part of the  05:34



        10    Figure 1.                                   05:34



        11        Q.    And did you say that in your      05:34



        12    expert report?                              05:34



        13        A.    Yes, I say the -- hence,          05:34



        14    Ben-Itzhak's conversation agent is a        05:34



        15    natural language interface implemented by   05:34



        16    a third-party messaging service.  Sorry,    05:34



        17    let me go back.                             05:34



        18        Q.    So while you're looking, what     05:34



        19    I'm asking you is:  Did you say how you're  05:34



        20    going to change Allen in view of            05:34



        21    Ben-Itzhak?  Like, Allen says this but I'm  05:34



        22    going to change it to do that.  That's      05:34



        23    what I'm looking for.                       05:35



        24        A.    So here the conversation agent    05:35



        25    is replaced -- is implemented by a third    05:35
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         2    party.  So I say that in the conversation   05:35



         3    agent, natural language interface part --   05:35



         4    natural language interface is implemented   05:35



         5    by a third-party messaging service such as  05:35



         6    Kik, Telegram, Wipr, WhatsApp, Apple        05:36



         7    Messages.  The user may be associated with  05:36



         8    one or more third-party applications,       05:36



         9    platforms, devices, systems, or network     05:36



        10    IDs and associated with a user ID from a    05:36



        11    third-party system.                         05:36



        12              So because they are associated    05:36



        13    with this on that -- on their system and    05:36



        14    if you're monitoring this, you would be     05:36



        15    able to pick up on what -- in Allen, then   05:36



        16    you would be able to pick up what sort of   05:36



        17    automation, what -- where you would sent    05:36



        18    them.                                       05:36



        19        Q.    So here's my question.            05:36



        20        A.    Yeah.                             05:36



        21        Q.    Is the user logging in to         05:36



        22    WhatsApp or whichever app you choose to     05:36



        23    have the conversation in that native app,   05:36



        24    in the context of your modification of      05:36



        25    Allen, or is it using Figure 1 to interact  05:36
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         2    in -- as Allen taught?                      05:37



         3        A.    I would say Figure 1 to           05:37



         4    communicate with a system with which it     05:37



         5    has a user ID.  Then it can go through      05:37



         6    that and go to the messaging system and     05:37



         7    come back and then it can monitor what's    05:37



         8    going on and then do whatever it needs to   05:37



         9    do on top of that.                          05:37



        10        Q.    And is it doing that through the  05:37



        11    browser in 12, or is it substituting for    05:37



        12    the specific natural language generator in  05:37



        13    20?                                         05:37



        14        A.    So I would say the natural        05:37



        15    language interface part is the 20, which    05:37



        16    is basically conversing and it's being      05:37



        17    replaced by some third-party system which   05:37



        18    has some idea about who this person is      05:37



        19    because they have a user ID.                05:37



        20              And based on the conversation     05:37



        21    that is being monitored, Allen can, you     05:37



        22    know, take whatever information that they   05:38



        23    sent back in a URL or whatever, and then    05:38



        24    it does have a browser at its disposal.     05:38



        25    It can actually implement it using that     05:38
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         2    browser because if it goes through its      05:38



         3    system, then it can monitor the             05:38



         4    conversation.                               05:38



         5        Q.    And the paragraph you're reading  05:38



         6    from is what paragraph number?              05:38



         7        A.    212.                              05:38



         8        Q.    And other than what you wrote in  05:38



         9    212, there's no place else where you        05:38



        10    describe what you just said as the          05:38



        11    modification that you're proposing for      05:38



        12    Allen?                                      05:38



        13        A.    Other than 212?  So 213 is also   05:38



        14    describing in the context of Ben-Itzhak.    05:39



        15    It says:  Ben-Itzhak discloses that         05:39



        16    personalized contact recommendation system  05:39



        17    receives one or more messages, text,        05:39



        18    video, video gesture, et cetera, from the   05:39



        19    user in an active conversation -- so this   05:39



        20    could be actually Allen receiving it -- or  05:39



        21    user session, and generate one or more      05:39



        22    personalized content recommendations.       05:39



        23        Q.    So you're saying that you would   05:39



        24    modify Allen to have a conversation to      05:39



        25    generate personal recommendations, as       05:39

�



                                                      315





         1            HOMAYOON BEIGI, PhD



         2    taught in Ben-Itzhak, because that's the    05:39



         3    sentence you just read me?                  05:39



         4        A.    Yes.                              05:39



         5        Q.    That's your proposed              05:39



         6    modification of Allen?                      05:39



         7        A.    That is one way you can modify    05:39



         8    it, yes.                                    05:39



         9              MR. MACEDO:  Okay.  I thank you   05:39



        10        for your time.  And I have no more      05:39



        11        questions at this time.                 05:39



        12              But I reserve the right to        05:40



        13        redirect, if there's any questions      05:40



        14        asked by your counsel or if you do any  05:40



        15        modifications to your report --         05:40



        16              THE WITNESS:  Okay.               05:40



        17              MR. MACEDO:  -- or your           05:40



        18        testimony.                              05:40



        19              THE WITNESS:  Okay.  Thank you.   05:40



        20              MR. MACEDO:  I appreciate your    05:40



        21        time.  Thank you.  I know it's been a   05:40



        22        long day.                               05:40



        23              Counsel?                          05:40



        24              MS. NGUYEN:  Can we take a        05:40



        25        break?                                  05:40
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         2              MR. MACEDO:  Sure.                05:40



         3              THE VIDEOGRAPHER:  We are going   05:40



         4        off the record.  The time is 5:54 p.m.  05:40



         5        [sic].                                  10:40



         6              (Recess taken at 5:40 p.m.)       10:40



         7              THE VIDEOGRAPHER:  We are going   06:03



         8        back on the record.  The time is        06:03



         9        6:04 p.m.                               06:03



        10              MS. NGUYEN:  As I was saying,     06:03



        11        it's really close to the end of the     06:03



        12        day, and we believe we have redirect    06:03



        13        so we think this is a good natural      06:03



        14        stopping point.                         06:03



        15              MR. MACEDO:  We don't agree.  If  06:03



        16        you want to keep going, if you have     06:03



        17        redirect, get going.  We'll finish it   06:03



        18        tomorrow if we don't finish it          06:03



        19        tonight.  We have at least a half an    06:03



        20        hour that we set aside, so go for it.   06:03



        21              MS. NGUYEN:  No, we --            06:03



        22              MR. MACEDO:  If you don't do      06:04



        23        your redirect now, we're going to       06:04



        24        treat the deposition as closed and we   06:04



        25        can call the PTAB if you want.          06:04
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         2              MS. NGUYEN:  Happy to call PTAB.  06:04



         3        But this does not mean the deposition   06:04



         4        is closed.                              06:04



         5              MR. MACEDO:  Do you have any      06:04



         6        questions to ask now?                   06:04



         7              MS. NGUYEN:  That's not what      06:04



         8        we're talking about.                    06:04



         9              MR. MACEDO:  Yes, it is.  Do you  06:04



        10        have any questions to ask now?          06:04



        11              MS. NGUYEN:  I don't see why I    06:04



        12        have to answer that question.           06:04



        13              MR. MACEDO:  If you can't answer  06:04



        14        the question, I'm assuming you have no  06:04



        15        questions to ask now and the            06:04



        16        deposition's over.                      06:04



        17              MS. NGUYEN:  That's your          06:04



        18        assumption.  It's probably a wrong      06:04



        19        assumption; but if you'd like, we can   06:04



        20        call the board.                         06:04



        21              MR. MACEDO:  Okay.  Contact the   06:04



        22        board.  Let's get it going because      06:04



        23        we're not going to continue this        06:04



        24        deposition beyond today if you don't    06:04



        25        start your redirect now.                06:04
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         2              MS. NGUYEN:  Let's call the       06:04



         3        board.  We've got six hours of          06:04



         4        redirect.                               06:04



         5              MR. MACEDO:  Not if you don't     06:04



         6        start now.                              06:04



         7              MS. NGUYEN:  That was not part    06:04



         8        of the deposition.                      06:05



         9              MR. MACEDO:  Yeah, you don't get  06:05



        10        to take the night off --                06:05



        11              MS. NGUYEN:  We're not taking     06:05



        12        the night off.                          06:05



        13              MR. MACEDO:  Excuse me.  You      06:05



        14        spent the last 20 minutes -- you could  06:05



        15        have done your redirect over the last   06:05



        16        20 minutes.  You could have done -- I   06:05



        17        give you a warning more than an hour    06:05



        18        and a half ago that we're going to      06:05



        19        have this available to do today.        06:05



        20              If you have redirect, you can     06:05



        21        get started now and we'll finish it     06:05



        22        tomorrow.                               06:05



        23              If you can't get started now,     06:05



        24        then I don't think we need to go on     06:05



        25        with this deposition and the            06:05
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         2        deposition is terminated.               06:05



         3              MS. NGUYEN:  Let's call the       06:05



         4        board if that's how you feel.  If you   06:05



         5        feel that you have the -- if you feel   06:05



         6        that you have the opportunity to cut    06:05



         7        us off from the redirect which we're    06:05



         8        entitled to --                          06:05



         9              MR. MACEDO:  I'm not cutting you  06:05



        10        off.                                    06:05



        11              MS. NGUYEN:  You are.             06:05



        12              MR. MACEDO:  I'm enabling you to  06:05



        13        do it right now.                        06:05



        14              MS. NGUYEN:  No, you literally    06:05



        15        said we can finish this deposition      06:05



        16        now.  So let's call the board.          06:05



        17              MR. MACEDO:  If you -- yeah.  I   06:05



        18        literally I said that if you can't      06:05



        19        take your redirect now then --          06:05



        20              MS. NGUYEN:  No.  That's just     06:05



        21        like how form objections were not       06:05



        22        stipulated by the parties.  There's     06:05



        23        nothing in the deposition notice that   06:05



        24        says, oh, if, you know, petitioner      06:05



        25        wants to cut off the deposition at      06:05
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         2        appropriate stopping point, that        06:06



         3        Charles Macedo -- Macedo gets a chance  06:06



         4        to stop the deposition.  Let's call     06:06



         5        the board.                              06:06



         6              MR. MACEDO:  No.  The deposition  06:06



         7        is --                                   06:06



         8              MS. NGUYEN:  I want to call the   06:06



         9        board.                                  06:06



        10              MR. MACEDO:  No, we will call     06:06



        11        the board.  He's getting the number     06:06



        12        right now.                              06:06



        13              MS. NGUYEN:  Okay.  Let's do it.  06:06



        14              MR. MACEDO:  My point to you is   06:06



        15        that the deposition is meant to         06:06



        16        continue.  You are stopping the         06:06



        17        deposition.                             06:06



        18              MS. NGUYEN:  I'm not stopping     06:06



        19        it.  It's 6:00.  We talked about        06:06



        20        earlier --                              06:06



        21              MR. MACEDO:  It wasn't 6:00 when  06:06



        22        we took a break.  We talked about       06:06



        23        6:30.  There's a half an hour --        06:06



        24              MS. NGUYEN:  We did not.  You     06:06



        25        said 6:00 to 6:30.                      06:06
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         2              MR. MACEDO:  Yeah, and we broke   06:06



         3        at 5:40 so we had 20 minutes at that    06:06



         4        point for you to ask questions.         06:06



         5              You've wasted a lot of people's   06:06



         6        time, and we're going to ask for        06:06



         7        costs.  You're making people stay an    06:06



         8        extra day because you are not asking    06:06



         9        your questions now, so we're going to   06:06



        10        ask for costs.                          06:06



        11              Okay.  We can go off the record.  06:07



        12              THE VIDEOGRAPHER:  You said go    06:07



        13        off the record?                         06:07



        14              MR. MACEDO:  Yep.                 06:07



        15              THE VIDEOGRAPHER:  Before I go    06:07



        16        off the record, I just want to confirm  06:07



        17        that Amster has a standing order for    06:07



        18        an MPEG sync.                           06:07



        19              MR. MACEDO:  I don't understand   06:07



        20        what you said.                          06:07



        21              THE VIDEOGRAPHER:  I just wanted  06:07



        22        to confirm that you guys have a         06:07



        23        standing order for video?               06:07



        24              MR. MACEDO:  We have ordered the  06:07



        25        video, yes.                             06:07
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         2              THE VIDEOGRAPHER:  Okay.  And     06:07



         3        for the other firm, I just want to --   06:07



         4        would like to know if you guys are      06:07



         5        ordering.                               06:07



         6              MS. NGUYEN:  Yes.                 06:07



         7              THE VIDEOGRAPHER:  Yes.           06:07



         8              MS. NGUYEN:  Yes.                 06:07



         9              THE VIDEOGRAPHER:  Okay.  And     06:07



        10        will you need it synced with the --     06:07



        11        synced with the transcript?             06:07



        12              MS. NGUYEN:  Yes.                 06:07



        13              THE VIDEOGRAPHER:  Okay.  We are  06:07



        14        going off the record.  The time is      06:07



        15        6:08 p.m.                               06:07



        16              (Recess taken.)                   06:07



        17              THE VIDEOGRAPHER:  We are going   06:15



        18        back on the record.  The time is        06:15



        19        6:16 p.m.                               06:15



        20              MR. MACEDO:  So we're back on     06:15



        21        the record.                             06:15



        22              Unfortunately, Dr. Beigi, we      06:15



        23        think that your counsel should have     06:15



        24        done your redirect tonight.  They       06:15



        25        didn't.                                 06:15
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         2              It is too late for us to get      06:15



         3        ahold of the board because it is after  06:15



         4        hours because they waited until after   06:15



         5        6:00 to tell us that they weren't       06:15



         6        going to do the redirect today.         06:15



         7              So as far as we're concerned,     06:15



         8        they've had the opportunity to provide  06:15



         9        whatever examination they wanted of     06:15



        10        you and elected not to go forward with  06:15



        11        it.                                     06:15



        12              They want to, I presume, go       06:16



        13        forward tomorrow.  And if we do, it's   06:16



        14        going to be subject to our objection    06:16



        15        and we will be moving to quash.         06:16



        16              If they want to go forward and    06:16



        17        they want the PTAB to authorize them    06:16



        18        to go forward, they can write to the    06:16



        19        court and get permission.               06:16



        20              Otherwise, we consider your       06:16



        21        deposition terminated and complete.     06:16



        22        And we appreciate your time.            06:16



        23              And we gave your counsel the      06:16



        24        opportunity which they elected not to   06:16



        25        take to provide your redirect.  I wish  06:16
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         2        you the best of luck.                   06:16



         3              MS. NGUYEN:  Okay.  And we just   06:16



         4        want to state for the record that we    06:16



         5        did not elect to provide redirect and   06:16



         6        we will -- we also do not believe we    06:16



         7        have to seek authorization from the     06:16



         8        PTAB to be granted the six hours of     06:16



         9        redirect that we are entitled to.  And  06:16



        10        we can resolve this off the record      06:16



        11        with the board.                         06:16



        12              THE VIDEOGRAPHER:  This           06:17



        13        concludes today's deposition of         06:17



        14        Homayoon Beigi.  We are going off the   06:17



        15        record at 6:18 p.m.                     06:17



        16              THE COURT REPORTER:  Counsel,     06:17



        17        what are your orders for the record?    06:17



        18              MS. NGUYEN:  Realtime rough,      06:30



        19        regular final.                          06:30



        20              MR. MACEDO:  Daily final and      06:30



        21        same day rough.                         06:31



        22              (Time noted:  6:17 p.m. EDT.)



        23



        24



        25
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