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| NDEX TO EXHI BI TS

THERE WERE NO EXHI BI TS MARKED FOR | DENTI FI CATI ON.
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FRI DAY, NOVEMBER 8, 2024, 9:33 A.M EST

RAJEEV SURATI, Ph.D.,
havi ng been called as a wi tness and havi ng been
first duly sworn, was exam ned and testified as
fol |l ows:

COURT REPORTER: Thank you.

EXAM NATI ON BY MR. BOWSER:

Q Good norning, Dr. Surati.

A Good norning. Your nane is M. Bowser?

Q Yes. M nane is Jonathan Bowser, B-OWS-E-R,
and I am counsel for Petitioner. | will be asking you
guestions today about your declaration in | PR2024-00354.
And just for the record, your declaration is Exhibit

2010 in this proceeding.

A Ckay.

Q kay. How are you doi ng today?

A Fine. How are you?

Q Good. | amin a hotel roomin California, so
we Wil see howthis works. Al right. Can you pl ease

state your full nanme for the record?
A Raj eev Surati .
Q kay. Is there any reason why you woul d not be

able to answer ny questions today fully, accurately, and

THE SULLI VAN GROUP OF COURT REPCORTERS
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honest | y?

A No reason.

Q And before we get started, let's get sone
prelimnary things out of the way. |If | ask a question
and you answer ny question, is it fair to assune that
you under stood nmy question?

A kay.

Q Your counsel may object to questions throughout
this deposition. Unless your counsel instructs you not
to answer a specific question, you are required to
answer ny questions. |s that understood?

A It is.

Q kay. And during the portion of this
deposition where | am aski ng you questions you are not
permtted to speak with your counsel about the substance

of your testinony, including your declaration and

deposition. |Is that understood?
A That is understood.
Q kay. Do you have any instant nessagi ng

appl i cations running on your conputer?
A Not at this tine.

Q Do you have an e-mail application open on your

conput er ?
A | do not.
Q kay. If you would just nmake sure that you
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keep off all e-mail and instant messagi ng applications
during the deposition, that would be nmuch appreciated.

A Al right.

Q kay. Do you have any other device --
el ectroni c devi ces where you can conmuni cate with others
near you?

A I have a cell phone that | have put into
ai r pl ane node.

Q That wor ks.

A Ckay.

Q Ckay. Were you engaged by Miltinedi a
Technol ogies in this case?

A I was.

Q Do you recall who approached you in this
matter?

A Yeah. So | have a coll eague/friend Craig. |
amtrying to renenber his |ast nane. But anyways, Craig
is also engaged in this case; not in the IPRs, but in
the litigation related to this against LG And he is an
i nfringenent expert, but he contacted ne and suggested
that I make nyself available to be interviewed by
Mul ti medi a Technol ogi es.

Q Ckay. Are you serving as an expert wtness for
the district court litigation as well?

A | am

THE SULLI VAN GROUP OF COURT REPCORTERS
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Q And in what capacity are you serving as an
expert witness in the district court litigation?

A | think by that you nean |ike as an invalidity
expert?

Q Yeah. Just generally speaking, what are you
testifying about?

A Oh, just --

MR, YANG (bject to scope.
THE DEPONENT: Just invalidity.

BY MR, BOWSER

Q Do you recall when you were first engaged to
work on the litigation involving this matter?

A | think it was a year ago, but that was the
litigation, and then maybe six or seven nonths ago
regardi ng the | PRs.

Q kay. Thank you. Do you have copies of your
decl arati on?

A | do.

Q kay. And do you have copies of the docunents
that are referenced in your declaration? | can point
you to specifically the itens identified in paragraph 9.

A | do have copies of -- | have PDF copies that |
got off the docket and | can access the docket if | need
to.

Q kay. | can al so upload docunents into the
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chat. So if you would like ne to do that, let nme know.
A | think I amgood. | downl oaded everything

fromthe docket so |I should have everything --

Q So --

A -- inthe formthat it was submtted.

Q So you used PTX?

A | used this thing called Docket Al arm

Q kay.

A | used to have RPX, but they decided that

people like ne shouldn't pay $80 a nonth to access it --
$7,000 a year.

Q It is good you have access. Let's see. kay.
So going back to your exhibit -- again, this is Exhibit
2010 and this is your exhibit, correct?

A Yes.

Q O | apologize. This is your declaration?

A Yeah, Exhibit 2010 is ny declaration. And | am
going to bring it up just so that | can see it. There
it is. GOkay. Exhibit 2010, | have it in front of ne.
| also have a paper copy that | haven't marked up, but I
imagine | will use it.

Q Okay, whi chever you prefer. And I should have
nmentioned to you at the outset that I am planning to go
for, you know, like 50-to-60-mnute increnents and then

we can take a break. So -- but if you do need a break

10
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at any point just let ne know |If we take a break
just -- | ask that we can finish the questions that we
are currently discussing. Ckay.

So can you turn -- okay. Sorry -- your
declaration is 2010, we tal ked about, and it addresses
pat ent nunber 10,419,805. Is that correct?

A That's correct.

Q Al right. And can you turn to page 77 of your
decl arati on?

A Yes, sSir.

Q And that is your signhature, correct?

A That is ny signature, sir.

Q And you signed on August 23rd, 2024; is that

right?

A | believe that was the day it was submtted to
you.

Q kay. So again, we are tal ki ng about Patent

No. 10,419,805. If | refer to that as the 805 patent
you wi Il understand that | amtal ki ng about 10, 419, 805?

A | do.

Q kay. D d you review the 805 patent today? |
amsorry. Did you review the 805 patent in preparation
for your deposition today?

A | did.

Q And did you review it inits entirety?

THE SULLI VAN GROUP OF COURT REPCORTERS
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A Yeah, | think so.
Q Do you think you have a conpl et e under st andi ng

of the 805 patent?

A Enough so that | can answer your questions
t oday.
Q How many tinmes have you been deposed before?

A Probabl y about -- over 30.

Q And in these instances where you were deposed
over 30, were those in connection with | PRsS?

A Sonme of them yeah.

Q Do you recall how nmany tines you were deposed
in connection with | PRsS?

A | would say 10s of tines, but not 20 tines.

Q kay. And you were deposed yesterday in
connection wth | PR2024- 00351, correct?

A | was.

Q Do you have your CV handy? It is Exhibit 2011

A Yeah. Let's just see here. Just a second
here. | don't know if | have the one -- | don't know
that I downl oaded that one. Sorry.

Q kay. Let nme put it in the chat.

A Sorry about that.

Q No worries. Let nme upload this. Also for the
record, | just uploaded Exhibit 2011 into the chat.

A Sur e. Here we are.

THE SULLI VAN GROUP OF COURT REPCORTERS
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Q Ckay. Do you have the docunent opened?

A | do.

Q kay. This is your CV, correct?

A It is, sir.

Q On page 1 under the heading, "Expert
Experi ence" -- do you see that?

A Yes.

Q kay. And it says, "Extensive experience in
| PR patent, trade secret,” and so on. Do you see that?
A | do.
Q Okay. Do you recall the tinmes where you have
served as an expert in connection with |IPRs, how many

times you have served as an expert for patent owners?

A | have -- | don't, actually.

Q Do you have a rough guess?

A | nmean, | think it is even, but |I don't recal
off the top of ny head. | would have to | ook at --

could go down a list and try to count if you liKke.

Q I was just really |ooking for a rough
approximation. So if you say it is about even, that's
fine. Ckay.

Can you tell ne a little bit about your current
posi tion at Skyline Nav?

A Sure. So | am | guess, the Co-founder,
President, and CTO of Skyline Nav Al, Incorporated. And

13
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so | basically work on technologies related to
GPS-denied alternatives. And in this particular case it
is for witing apps that ook at video and try to
determ ne where you are, based on the video input and
external information like 3-D nodels of the area around
you.

Q kay. Can you scroll down to, | think it is on
page 2, where you tal k about your experience with the
conpany cal |l ed Scal abl e Di spl ay Technol ogi es?

A Sure.

Q Okay. And can you al so describe your
experience with that conpany?

A Sure. So |l -- this is a conpany that |
co-founded in 2004 based on ny Ph.D work at M T, which
was related to displays. And a TV is a display, so
there is sonewhat relevance there. There is all kinds
of external inputs that you can provide. But the goal
of the conpany was to take the technol ogy that | nade
for making seam ess displays out of multi projectors and
make products out of it. So | made sone technol ogi es
that allowed you to take nultiple projectors and
seam essly blend themto create a seanl ess i nage. And
wor ked with a nunber of conpanies |ike NEC and Sony and
Hi tachi on technologies to integrate into the

firmmare -- these kinds of things into the firmare

THE SULLI VAN GROUP OF COURT REPCORTERS
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projectors, which are sonetines used as TVs.

And simlarly, over that tine, in addition to
doing the calibration piece, which allowed all these
things to work together, | created a programcalled
Scal abl e Player with a front end U that |let you display
di fferent kinds of content, |ike content coming off of a
novie that m ght be stored on the system or it could be
channel s that are input into the PC using an ATSC
receiver that is digitally being received. | used
technol ogy from M crosoft to do those integrations. And
| think -- | think a particular instantiation of that,
whi ch nmade it possible to make the kinds of technol ogies
we are discussing here, is a product called Direct Show
fromMcrosoft, that lets you do all sorts of stuff to
kind of create kind of a nedia center or like -- just a
way to suck in different kinds of content and show it on
a di spl ay.

So that's kind of, | think, how that is rel ated
to this technology here. | may have other facts. But,
i ke, the player also involved playing back different
ki nds of content |ike WW, MPEG et cetera, or it could
have taken realtinme input froman HDM cabl e that was
input into the systemor VGA or component or S video.

So | played around with all these kinds of things in

bui |l di ng a product and shi pped such a product to market.

15
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Q Okay. Wien -- you said there were nultiple
projectors that were connected to a television; is that
right?

A No. What | neant was that there were nmultiple
projectors that are being driven as a single display.

So when you | ooked at it -- you | ooked at a display four
proj ectors would be overl apped and you woul d see a
single image |like a gigantic TV. So, for exanple, |
built sonmething for the MT Lincoln Labs that was a
205-inch TV, but was made out of 12 different projectors
that were overl apped and you saw a gigantic i mage. And
then Scal abl e Pl ayer was the technol ogy that was used to
allow themto watch content across this 205-inch screen.

Q kay. Thank you. Are you still involved in
t hat endeavor?

A Yeah. |I'mcurrently chairman of the conpany.

| just don't have full-tinme invol venent.

Q kay. Is that conpany still in existence?
A Yes. It is an ongoing concern in Canbridge,
Massachusetts, and we serve -- | think the main focus

today is the mlitary and parks |ike D sney and
Uni ver sal

Q kay. Thank you. Let's turn back to Exhibit

THE SULLI VAN GROUP OF COURT REPCORTERS
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Q -- your declaration. Let ne know when you are

t here.
A | amon it. Sorry.
Q Did you prepare this declaration?
A Yeah. So this is a declaration that was

witten jointly with counsel helping participate to help
wite some of this stuff. But ultimately all of the
opinions in this docunent are nine.

Q Who did you neet with to prepare for this
deposi ti on today?

A So |l net wwth both M. Yang here and
M. Schreiner, but | happened to neet them and they
happened to be on the sane calls. But generally
M. Yang focused on this patent and M. Schreiner
focused on the 351 matter.

Q Do you recall how I ong you prepared for this
deposi tion?

A | woul d probably say 16 hours.

Q So let's turn to paragraph 7 in Exhibit 2010.
Let nme know when you're there.

A Yes.

Q kay. | apologize. | ama little slow | am
wor ki ng off sone small screens in this hotel room So
you' ve provi ded an opinion on whether the clains are

patentabl e in paragraph 7; is that right?

THE SULLI VAN GROUP OF COURT REPCORTERS
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A Yeah.
kay. And let's turn to paragraph 8. And you
say, "I" -- "I have found nmultiple Ilimtations in the

chal l enge clains that are not disclosed by any one of

those references or a proposed conbination.” Do you see
t hat ?
A Yes.

Q Okay. But then you say later in this paragraph
that, "My decision not to address a limtation of a
chal | enged cl ai m should not be interpreted as an
adm ssion that such a limtation is found in the prior
art," and it goes on. R ght? Do you see that?

A Yep

Q Okay. |If you believed that a limtation is not
found in the prior art why did you not address it?

A | didn't -- 1 didn't see a need to address it.
And | think what | wote is sufficient to prove what |
need to prove and that's why | did it.

Q Do you recall if you identified -- the
limtations that you have identified as not being
di scl osed, did you identify those individually?

A | think we did that jointly. W |ooked at
things jointly and | ooked over things. And so it was an
effort to | ook at whether certain things were defined a

certain way and we coul d see those things -- whether

THE SULLI VAN GROUP OF COURT REPCORTERS
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limtations were nmet and | explain in each of the
i nstances why those |limtations aren't nmet, but sure.

Q We are going to get into the individua
limtations, but | want to just source first sone
background. So let's go to paragraph 9 of your
decl arati on.

A Sur e.

Q And in this paragraph 9 you have identified the
materials that you considered, correct?

A That's correct.

Q And in paragraph 9 you say that, "The materia
| have considered includes, but is not Iimted to, the
itens set forth below." Do you see that? Do you see
the | ast sentence in paragraph 9?

A Yeah. It says, "The material | have consi dered

includes, but is not [imted to, the itens set forth

below.” 1Is that what you are asking about?
Q Yes.
A | do. And then there is a list, but I won't go

through the list.

Q kay. Are there itens that you considered in
connection with your declaration or the preparation of
your declaration that are not identified?

A | am wondering -- so there is sone references

in here to patents that | -- that is patent -- yeah. |

19
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have to |l ook to see -- can you give nme a second?

Q Sur e.

A In the other report | identify sonme things
like -- having to do with patents that have to do with
editable -- | don't think I -- so for exanple, paragraph
161 | talk about the 101 patent. | don't know that that
is there, but it is referenced directly in the text. So
certainly that is there. So | would say that if it is
not listed in that list then it nmay be listed in the
docunent. And then, you know, | generally used sources
that for the positive I -- |I'm|looking up various terns
in case | needed a refresher on sone things, but I would
say that generally this list is conplete.

Q OCkay. I n paragraph 161 you identified the
Donoghoue patent; is that right?

A Yes.

Q And that is Exhibit 2013 in this case and you

have identified that as well in paragraph 1617
A Yeah.
Q kay. So is it correct to say that you have

identified everything in paragraph 9 and 10 with the
addi tion of Exhibit 2013, which is the Donoghoue patent,

right?
A Yeah.
Q So going to paragraph 9 in the second row, you
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i ndi cated that you reviewed the -- strike that.
CGoi ng back to paragraph 9 in the second row,
you considered the Institution Decision; is that right?

A Yes.

Q kay. And if | may direct you to paragraphs 67
and 132. Just if you would, please, take a | ook at
those. And you will see in those paragraphs you
reference the Institution Decision. Just please confirm
t hat .

A | do see that, 67 and 68. 66 and 67, is that

what you are asking about ?

Q Sorry 67 and 132.

A 67, yeah. | see 67. | agree with that. GCkay.
Q And then 132.

A Uh- huh.

Q Ckay.

A | think I agree with what you said.

Q Did you review the entire Institution Decision?
A | believe so.

Q Did you see in the Institution Decision that

the Board prelimnarily determ ned that Petitioner is
reasonably likely to show that the clains are
unpat ent abl e?

A | think that's generally true when they nake

such a deci sion.
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Q And do you disagree with the Board's
determ nati on?

A Wll, | wote a -- | wote the -- determ ning
that it is reasonably likely or that whether -- | nean,
| have witten a declaration that contradicts it.

Q So you are disagreeing with the Board's
prelimnary determ nation?

A | think --

MR. YANG (bject to form

THE DEPONENT: Yeah. | amjust disagreeing
with -- | nean, there is an opinion here that says, "I
don't believe the patent clainms that are chall enged are
unpat entable. The Board apparently thinks that the

chal | enged cl ai ns have a high |ikelihood of being

unpatentable.” So there is an inherent disagreenent in
those two opinions in that | found that it was -- it
wasn't -- it could be an agreenent to say that, well,
even though it was highly likely, | don't believe it is.

It turned out that | don't think it is.
BY MR BOWSER:
Q And does your decl aration address only those

portions of the Institution Decision that you disagree

with?
A Wll, in ternms of the patents being
unpatentable, | think | address at |east those things;
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meani ng that | provide evidence that contradicts the
Petitioner's findings and what the Board based its
decision of highly likely finding the patent clains
unpat ent abl e.

Q So are you saying that you have identified the
portions of the Institution Decision that you di sagree
Wi th?

MR, YANG (bject to form

THE DEPONENT: | don't know that | have
identified each of these disagreenents, but | certainly
have addressed the general thene by creating a whole
decl aration that contradicts the opinion that things are
unpatentable. And | don't know if I'mcontradicting the
Board. | amjust saying they have to have it | ooked at
nore carefully, and I am providing an opi ni on about why
| don't believe that the patent clains are unpatentable.

BY MR BOWBER:

Q Okay. Thank you. Let's turn back to paragraph
18 of your decl aration.

A kay, paragraph 18. Sorry. | don't have a big
screen either. Ckay.

Q And in paragraph 18 we -- | amsorry. Strike
t hat .

In paragraph 18 you tal k about your experience

wi th Scal abl e Di spl ay Technol ogies. And we have al ready
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addressed that, but | just want to touch on this a
little bit. So let's turn to paragraph 19, if you wll,
pl ease.

A Yes, sir.

Q kay. And | just -- would just like some
clarification here. So in paragraph 19 you say, "As
part of this system | worked on several hone theater
systens,"” and the sentence goes on. Wat do you nean by
"this system'?

A Oh, | amjust generally referring to a system
that is multiple projectors or a display in conbination
with the Scal abl e Player software running on a PCwith
various inputs and outputs and nmethods for selecting
t hose i nputs and out puts.

Q So when you say, "this system"™ in paragraph 19
are you referring back to -- when you say in paragraph
18, "The Direct Show Systemfrom M crosoft” -- it is
like the fourth ine fromthe bottom --

A | would say -- that it is a good question. So
what | amtrying to say is the scale -- a prior version
of Scal able Player. So when | say, "this systent -- |
realize that is confusing to say, "this system" but I
am tal ki ng about a systemthat has scal abl e pl ayer
installs on it, which would be a PC and projectors and

various inputs put into the PC
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Q So when you worked on the systemin terns of
various inputs you nmentioned in paragraph 19 about cable

box, TV tuners, DVD, XBox 360; is that right?

A Yes, sir.

Q Ckay. And what was the tine frame for this?

A 2008, 2009, 2010.

Q And so in this Direct Show System-- | am
sorry. Strike that.

In this Scal able Player Systemthat you worked

on did you display inputs about the external devices?

A | would say that | had a systemthat |let ne put
in input devices and I had a U for configuring what
i nputs could be put, but I think a |lot of that was
text-based. But | did have a U that said, "Ch, | want
to put this particular source, you know, in a w ndow ng
system"” It was a little bit nore conprehensive than a
TV, which usually only has one or two pictures in
pictures. | could put in nultiple pictures in pictures.
So | had a U for configuring that. And in that way I
could figure out what sources could be shown. | just
don't recall whether | created a |ist of the different
itens as a U elenent, if that's what you're asking.
But | certainly had those inputs to be nade as inputs
that could be displayed on the screen

Q Wul d a user be able to select from anong these
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options, including the TV tuner, cable -- cable box,

DVD, XBox 360, and so on?

A In a way, because | would have to fix it --
whi ch inputs -- which inputs were being connected to
what, but | wouldn't necessarily refer -- like the way I

was connecting the XBox was through a HDM cable or a
VGA cable, | think. But, yeah, they could select it,
but not necessarily in the way these patents have it
where it is very explicit and bidirectionally connected.
Q So woul d the user be able to select a
particular input, for exanple, HDM ?
A Sur e.
MR, YANG (bject to scope.
BY MR, BOWSER
Q kay. And if the user selected a certain type
of input it would identify -- well, strike that.
If a user selected a certain type of input
woul d they be able to switch to that input?

MR. YANG (nbject to scope and foundation

THE DEPONENT: Yeah. | nean, it's been a |ong
time, sol -- | can't renmenber exactly. But, yeah,
mean, | think -- | don't opine upon this, other than to
say these are simlar to very -- it is the kind of

functionality of the patents in this case address --

didn't go into the -- I would have to | ook back at al
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nmy docunentation to really recall this. | can't -- |
can't renenber in detail, but it is true that you could
put an input into the systemand it would get displayed
on the screen and there was a way to configure that.

BY MR, BOWSER

Q And in paragraph 18 you tal k about the year
2004, right?

A That's when | started the conpany.

Q kay. And earlier you testified that it was
around 2008, 2009, 2010 or so where this product was
avai | abl e?

A Yeah. | nean, it was avail abl e wi thout the
i nputs in 2005, where you could just play a playback
file starting -- you know, just a WVMB file, but then I
added in these extra capabilities over tine.

Q Ckay. So in that tine franme, 2008 to 2010, it
was known to have external devices connected to a
tel evision, right?

A | think that's fair.

Q Let's go to paragraph -- let's start at
par agraph 40, if you woul d, please.

A Sure.

Q And let nme just give you a range here. So this
is section 4 of your declaration that spans paragraphs

40 to 45. Do you see that?
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Um hum

Correction, 40 to 44.

> O >

Yeah, you are right.

Q kay. And just so -- for the court reporter's
benefit we are going to use this word, POSITA,
P-O-S-1-T-A  Hopefully you have got that. | knowit is
not a word that nost people use.
So you tal ked about the -- your understanding

of a POSITA, right?

A | do.

Q And you have -- for purposes of this
decl aration as indicated in paragraph 40 you have said
you have used the POSI TA definition as of August 17,
2012; is that right?

A Yes.

Q Let's turn to paragraph 43.

A Oh, | amsorry. Sure

Q And paragraph 43, you refer to the definition
of a POSITA as provided by Dr. Lippman; is that right?

A | do.

Q OCkay. And in paragraph 44 the first sentence
says, "While | do not necessarily agree with
Dr. Lippman's definition of a POSITA, | have applied
this definition,” and the sentence goes on. Do you see

t hat ?
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A | do.
Q Do you disagree with Dr. Lippman's definition
of a POSI TA?
MR, YANG (nbject to scope.
THE DEPONENT: | haven't -- you know, | amjust
basically saying | amgoing to use it. | amnot saying
whet her agree or disagree. But | amgoing to use it

in the docunent. So | don't have a reason at the nonent

to disagree, but | don't want to commit to an opinion

about it.

But | certainly think it is not unreasonable.

BY MR BOWBER:

Q

So would it be fair to say that you have

applied Dr. Lippman's definition of a PQOSI TA?

A
Q

| have.

Okay. Let's turn to your description of the

805 patent beginning at paragraph 46, okay. G ve ne one

nmonment .

| need to pull out a pile of papers. kay.

Are you there?

A I am
Q So | amgoing to be referring to your
decl aration, but also the patent as well. So maybe you

coul d have both docunments handy, please.

A

screen.

Q

Just give ne a second to bring it up on the
There it is. | have it.

kay. Thank you. And let's turn back to your
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decl aration starting at paragraph 46, please. Can you
pl ease read the second and third paragraphs of paragraph
467

A Sure. You nean the second and third sentence?

Q | amsorry. Yeah. | apologize. The second
and third sentences starting with, "According to."

A "According to the 805 patent the prior art
failed to inter alia provide seanless and intuitive user
interfaces for navigating and/ or executing the various
features of the Smart TV." And then the second
paragraph -- sorry. The second sentence, "Accordingly
there remained a need for an intelligent TV with
intuitive user interfaces and with seanl ess user
interaction capabilities.™

Q Thank you. So in those two sentences that you
just read the word "user interfaces" appears twice. Do
you see that?

A Um hum

Q Okay. What type of user interface is described
in the 805 patent?

MR, YANG (nject to form

THE DEPONENT: There is a whole list of what
this patent is -- a continuation of clains priority of
and incorporations. But it is generally the user

interface for interacting with a TV that includes the
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use of a renote control to interact with it as well as
U that allows you to select or ook at different types
of content.

BY MR BONSER:

Q So is the user interface sonmething that the
user of the television would interact with?

MR, YANG (bject to scope.

THE DEPONENT: Yeah. | nean, | didn't -- |
didn't know that | specifically address that, but I
think that's fair.

BY MR, BOWSER

Q Can you point nme to an exanple of a user
interface in the drawi ngs of the 805 patent?

A So the drawi ngs have to do with data formats
and such, but a POSI TA woul d understand when they tal ked
about user interfaces and the incorporated -- | nean,
coul d go through each of these things -- incorporated
docunents, that this is referring to the user interface
on a TV. Just give ne a second here. So there is sone
indication of it in the fact that they use in figure 7,
a renote control, which indicates buttons 7-2-8. Just
one second.

You know, they talk about different buttons for
selecting different kinds of content, |like the live TV

button to activate or select the live TV file, a Video
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on Demand -- Video on Demand button to activate or

sel ect the Video on Demand button, things to sel ect
medi a center applications. Then there is a gl obal panel
button and there are several patents in the series that
tal k about what that does. Those are at |east sone of
the things. Let me also |look at -- | would have to | ook
on -- | would have to bring up all these other

i ncorporated references to see if there is one that has
a user interface diagram but | ampretty sure there
woul d be one |ike that.

And as | said, a POSITA reading this would
understand there is a user interface that let's you
select and interact with different kinds of content.

For exanple, furthernore figure 4 tal ks about an
architecture that sort of tal ks about the applications
that are visible to the user

Q So since you are on figure 4 let's | ook at
application 416 at the top. Do you see that?

A Um hum

Q And in application 416 you can see box 468,
whi ch says, "User Interface.” Right?

A Um hum

Q Ckay. So when you refer to "user interfaces”
i n paragraph 46 of your declaration you are generally

referring to the user interface that is shown in figure
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4, nunber 468; is that right?

A | think the general idea of a user interface --
this is tal king about an enbodi nent of it, but soneone
m ght architect a user interface to be slightly

different than this.

Q Can you turn -- ask you to turn to figure 5
pl ease.

A Um hum

Q kay

A Actually, | amlooking at figure 4. |
apol ogi ze. So what was it you were saying? 460,
what -- | was |ooking at 516. So we were | ooking at
figure 4 when we were tal king about figure 416 and you
were asking -- | guess | am confused now. Maybe can you
re-ask the question? Because | just noticed figure 4
| ooks different than figure 5 where figure 5 has a user
interface application box for 68.

Q Yes. Well, | was going to get there. So | was
just trying to understand -- you used the word "user
interfaces" tw ce in paragraph 46 of your declaration.
| was just trying to figure out fromyou what you
understood the user interfaces to be in the 805 patent
and then we got to figure 4. Right?

A Ri ght.

Q kay. So we are there. W are on the sane
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page. W can collectively identify that user interface
468 is a user interface described in the 805 patent,
right?

A | think that's fair. It is one, yeah.

Q Okay. And you have testified earlier that
there are other patents that are incorporated by
reference which describe certain aspects of user
interfaces; is that right?

A | think so.

Q kay. And if you could turn to paragraph --
amsorry. |If you could turn to figure 5.

A | amon figure 5.

Q kay. And in figure 5 you can see in the upper
hal f of the drawing there is nunber 468, which
designates the user interface; is that right?

A Yes.

Q kay. Let's turn to paragraph 47 of your
decl arati on.

A kay. Sorry. 47, here we go.

Q kay. So let's back up before we go to
paragraph 47. And | want to just talk about the | ast
sentence of paragraph 46 because | think there is a
transition at the beginning of paragraph 47, okay? So
the | ast sentence of 46 -- sorry.

A "Accordi ngly" --
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Q Yeah. Go ahead.

A -- "there may be a need for an intelligent TV
with intuitive user interfaces and with seanl ess user
interaction capability."

Q What do you think is nmeant by "seanl ess user
interaction capability"?

A | think that it is -- it neans that it is not
-- it is uninterrupted, that users can go fromthing to
thing without having a big nental block or having to
feel like sonething is in between them and getting their
wor k done. Like they don't need to renpve cables to
cause sonething to happen, that there is a user
interface that let's themjust pop up the VOD thing and
it just works. That's kind of what | nean.

Q kay. So in paragraph 47 we are continuing on
just going from you know, paragraph 46, paragraph 47.
And you say, "To address this." Do you see that?

A Yep

Q Are you referring to the "need" sentence in
par agr aph 467

A I think so.

Q kay. So | just want to clarify. So when you
say, "To address this,” you are referring to the "need"
statenment in paragraph 46. Correct?

A Yeah. And | think prior to that it kind of
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gets at there is a failure, you know, what the problem
is, at providing seam ess and intuitive user interfaces
for navigating or executing various features of a Smart

TV. And that is sort of a synptom But, yeah, this

need is -- to address this need. | amreferring to --
Q So is -- | apologize. Go ahead.
A | amjust saying to address this need, you can

say, if you wanted to.

Q So thinking back, we tal ked earlier about,
like, a 2012 tinme franme. Right?

A Sure.

Q kay. So thinking back, do you recall what the
state-of-the-art was in terns of user selection of
different inputs?

A | mean, generally.

Q Wul d a user have to manually switch the input,
let's say, from you know, an XBox to the cable box?

A | see. So neaning that they woul d press the
I nput button to do that? O when you say, "manually,"”
what do you nean?

Q Manual Iy, yes, where the user has to press a
button or issue a comand of some sort.

A | think that's true.

Q kay. So with that context, when you talk

about -- in paragraph 47 about intuitive and seanl ess
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i nterfaces what exactly are you descri bi ng?

A | am describing that there is a plethora of
contents on these systens that you need to sel ect
between, that there are multiple kinds of inputs and
interfaces into the system There is a huge variety of
things that you are trying to do. And you are just --
like, I just want to watch "Leave it to Beaver." And it
used to be, like, the intuitive way to use TV was | need
to switch channels. That is a pretty seani ess
experience. But then when you are faced with all these
different alternatives, both finding and sel ecting and
getting the content to appear on the screen can seem
daunti ng and chal | engi ng unl ess you have a seanl ess
intuitive user interface.

Q So would it be fair to say, based on what you
just said, that seanmless and intuitive interfaces just
to make it easier for the user?

A Yeah. | nmean, | wouldn't - | think the words
descri be what they nean, but the -- the way -- it is
certainly true that a benefit of nmaking it seanl ess and
intuitive is to make it easier for the user to both do,
| earn and renenber

Q Now, let's go back to paragraph 47, the first
sent ence.

A Uh- huh.
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Q And we tal ked about the first part of this
sentence whi ch says about intuitive and seanl ess
interfaces, right?

A Ri ght.

Q kay. Let's talk about the last part of this
sentence which starts with, "including functionality to
sort and display data regarding avail able content.” Do
you see that?

A Yeah.

Q What do you nean by, "sort and di splay data
regardi ng avail able content"?

A So, you know, going back to the discussion
about a plethora of content being able to be displ ayed
on a TV froma variety of sources, interfaces that |et
you find the content you want to show, need to display
what content there is. So, for exanple, if you wanted
to watch "Leave it to Beaver" there m ght be 10
di fferent places you could get it fromrather than just
-- well, | happen to know in a TV paper guide that
"Leave it to Beaver" is on. | mght want to | ook and
search and see that it is available to watch in ny
el ectronic progranmmng guide. | mght be interested in
the "Leave it to Beaver"” novie. | mght be interested
in a whole host of things. So having a way to get

access to that information so the user can find that --
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those pieces of content, just an idea that there is a
data service to get that content into a place that it is
searchable is one exanple of a way to nake it easier for
the user to find the content and use the TVW.

Q So | want to talk about what you cited in
support after the first sentence of paragraph 47. Do
you see that you have cited two portions of the
speci fication?

A Yes.

Q So let's look at the first citation. And if
you wouldn't mind -- | amnot asking you to initially
read it, but you have cited colum 11, lines 12 to 21
If you would just review that portion of the
speci fication.

A 12 through 21, colum 11. Ckay. And then?

Q And then colum 17, lines 44 to 62, if you
could review those as well. Have you reviewed the
sections?

A Yeah, | have.

Q kay. So let's start with colum 11, lines 12
to 21. Okay?

A Um hum

Q And let's go to specifically colum 11, lines
15 to 17.

A kay.
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Q And there in that portion, colum 11, lines 15
to 17, tal ks about presenting information froma nunber
of sources, right?

A Ri ght.

Q Okay. And then let's turn to colum 17, lines
44 to 62, which you just reviewed, right? And is it
fair to say that in that -- and | am sumrari zi ng here,
but would it be fair to say that those portions of the
speci fication generally describe various devices that
can be connected to the tel evision?

A I think so.

Q For exanple, colum 17 lines 44 to 51 talk
about a GPS receiver that can be connected to the
television, right?

A Ri ght .

Q kay. So in that context of the portions that
you cited -- | amtrying to understand what you are
descri bing here as displaying data and regardi ng
avai |l abl e content in paragraph 47. \What do you nean by
t hat ?

A | may have nessed up there. | have to ook to
see what | would cite, sorry. Sorry. Just a second
here. | nean, | guess | was -- | would cite nost of the
detail ed description to describe these interfaces where

it describes the enbodi ments, but I'"'mnot sure | have a
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good answer to your question about why those things are
supportive. | don't think they are supportive. | think
there is a m stake there.

Q kay. Would you say generally -- sorry. Go
ahead.

A | was just going to say generally that that is
what this patent is about. There is a nunber of
enbodi nents that describe that. And, | guess, if we
were to go through enbodi nent by enbodi nent we coul d see
t hat .

Q Well, would you say that the general gist of

the 805 patent is about taking content fromdifferent

sources?

MR, YANG (nject to form

THE DEPONENT: | nean, | would just say that
the 805 patent has to do with -- just one second here.

| nean, it is probably related to intelligent

tel evisions. And broadly, you know, it is about
provi di ng seaml ess and intuitive user interfaces for

navi gati ng or executing various features of the Smart

TV. And in particular it does deal with the data com ng
fromthe netadata related to the content and naking sure
that you get that information in a way that a user
interface could display it reasonably.

MR. BOWSER: We have been going for an hour

THE SULLI VAN GROUP OF COURT REPCORTERS

41

Ex. 1021/ IPR2024-00354 / Page 42 of 212
LG Electronics, Inc. et al v. Multimedia Technologies PTE. LTD.


http://www.sullivancourtreporters.com/
http://www.sullivancourtreporters.com/

© 00 N o o b~ w N P

N NN N NN R R R R R R R R R R
O AN W N B O © 0 N O O M W N KB O

How about we take a 10-m nute break or 10, 15 m nutes?
What woul d you prefer?

THE DEPONENT: | think 15 because | have |eft
my -- | only listen when ny daughter is witing and she
put something, so | need to go talk to her for a second.

MR, BOMSER: That's fine. So let's say --
okay. It is -- do the math here, 10:40 Eastern. W
w ||l cone back at 10:55.

THE DEPONENT: Thank you so much

(O f the record.)

BY MR BONSER:

Q Back on the record. Dr. Surati, welconme back

A How are you?

Q During the break did you speak with anybody
about the substance of your testinony?

A Not at all

Q Al right. Before the break we were talking
about the 805 patent. Do you recall that?

A | do.

Q And we left off tal king about the first
sentence in paragraph 47. Do you recall that?

A Um hum vyep

Q And | want to next turn to paragraph 48. And
there you are tal king about the 805 patent and

expl ai ni ng about different types of content. Do you see

THE SULLI VAN GROUP OF COURT REPCORTERS

42

Ex. 1021/ IPR2024-00354 / Page 43 of 212
LG Electronics, Inc. et al v. Multimedia Technologies PTE. LTD.


http://www.sullivancourtreporters.com/
http://www.sullivancourtreporters.com/

© 00 N o o b~ w N P

N NN N NN R R R R R R R R R R
O AN W N B O © 0 N O O M W N KB O

t hat ?

A Yeah. Just a second here. Yes.

Q kay. So in that first sentence of paragraph
48 you describe three types of content within an
E.G parenthetical, right?

A Yep

Q kay. And you descri be EPG VOD and nedi a,

A Yep

Q Okay. Can you pl ease descri be those different
types of content and why they are different?

A Sure. So Video on Demand is video stored
somewhere; usually a server, not locally, and it
represents different kinds of content that you can
select that usually gets streaned over a network and are
provi ded to you and you can then decode and di spl ay
them So -- and you can denand it at any particul ar
time. EPG data, on the other side, is data related to
El ectronic Programming Guide. So this is broadcast --
typically associated with broadcast information. And
usually that is a tinme and a channel and maybe
i nformati on about what that content is, so soneone could
decide to watch it and turn to it. Media data has nore
to do with things that mght be internal to the system

or external to the systemthat you plug into the system
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a whol e host of things, but it is slightly different
than VOD and EPG in the way | was describing it.

Q So is EPG -- you described that as nore |ike
br oadcast i nformation?

A | think so typically, but it has to do with,
like, this notion that an event m ght occur at a
particular time that you could watch sonething at and
that's why it is an electronic programr ng guide. It
tells you when and how to watch it.

Q So an exanpl e of EPG data woul d be, as you
said, channel, tine, information. Right?

A Yeah.

Q kay. So to use your exanple before, if you
were to watch "Leave it to Beaver" through your cable
provi der would that be EPG VOD, or nedia?

A It would depend on how that ended up on your
TV. So, for exanple, if it were provided and being
broadcast at a particular tine and you select it in a
way that over the cable you got that, then that would be
fine. |If the cable provider has a video on demand
service and, let's say, it is "Leave it to Beaver," the
novi e, or sone series that you selected at any
particular tine, that would be VOD. If instead you
happen to have a DVD with "Leave it to Beaver" on it and

you plugged it into your systemand said, "I want to
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watch the DVD," then it would be under the nedia data
nodel .

Q So under the exanple that you' re watching it on
t he N ckel odeon channel, "Leave it to Beaver," and it
cones on at 8 o'clock, is that EPG or is that Video on
Demand?

A I think that is EPG

Q kay. So would EPG be considered to be nore of
the traditional broadcast type |ike where you would get
your -- like froma cable provider, right?

A Yeah, or a TV Guide would have a list of
progranms, what tinme they are on, and you would turn to
it at a particular tine.

Q kay. So continuing with paragraph 48, do you
see the second sentence that starts with, "The 805
pat ent expl ains that data nodel s"?

A Sorry. So that would be, "The 805 expl ai ns
that the data nodel s govern what information is to be
stored and how that information will be stored by the
data service."

Q That's correct. And for that sentence you cite
Exhi bit 1001 on 21, lines 6 to 8 and colum 28, |ines
37 and 38. Is that right?

A Um hum

Q So you are tal king about data nodels in that
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sentence; is that right?

A Yeah.

Q So does this sentence -- and it is a quotation
Does that sentence nean that the data nodel s predefine
how the data is to be stored?

A Vell, | think it's both what and how t hat
information will be stored. So if, for exanple, you
have data A, B, C and D com ng in and you deci de that
you are only interested in A and B, you woul d decide --
you woul d say, well, A and Bis what | want and then you
m ght say, well, A needs to precede B. That is how it
woul d be stored.

Q kay. So the data nodels thensel ves are what
defines both the what and the how of how the data is to

be stored; is that right?

A Yeah.
Q kay. So the television itself, does that have
any role -- and when | say, "the television,"™ | am

tal ki ng about the intelligent television of the 805
patent. Does that have any role in determ ning how the
data is to be stored?

A So in it such that whatever programthat is
running on it that is executing instructions, that are
taking in the data and converting it to this data

format, yes.
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Q Let's turnto the -- we are still on paragraph
48.

A Yeah.

Q It is the first full sentence at the top of
page 17 that starts with, "For exanple." Do you see
t hat ?

A Yes, sir.

Q Wul d you pl ease read that sentence?

A "For exanple, in reference in figure" -- "to
figure 14 the 805 patent provides that the data nodels
provide uniformformats for the respective subservi ces.
In explicumthe VOD subservice 1420, EPG subservice
1424, and medi a subservice 1428 and/or the internal
content provider nodul es 1416, which interface with
applications.”

Q Okay. Thank you. Does -- strike that.

You referenced figure 14, right, in that
sent ence?
A Yeah.
Q Okay. Does figure 14 illustrate the uniform

format for the respective subservices?

A Just a second, okay? | think it illustrates
that each -- each subservice has a VOD data nodel that
is separate. It doesn't say what is in those data

nodel s nor where it is stored, but it shows them as
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separate. Does that answer your question?

Q So | have two follow up questions there.
First, you tal ked about subservices and we haven't
tal ked about subservices. Could you pl ease describe
your understandi ng of what a subservice is in the 805
pat ent ?

A Sure. So it is sonmething that is taking in --
inthis case in this diagramit is taking in data from
the source plug-in and it, for exanple, is a VOD
subservice is taking that data and, you know, processing
and sticking it in a database that can be accessed by
the system So it is perform ng sone sort of program or
servi ce.

Q You referenced "this diagram" Are you
referring to figure 147

A Yeah.

Q kay. So | think a lot of people are famliar
with the back of a television, right? You have got
external inputs and then you have got, you know, the
i nternal processes, right?

A Ckay.

Q kay. So when we see in figure 14 -- there is
the VOD source plug-in, the EPG source plug-in, and the
medi a source plug-in, right?

A. Yeah.
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Q Is that intended to be the hardware interface?

A No. | think that's both software and hardware
that we see here. So, for exanple, in paragraph 15 it
tal ks about | oading a source plug-in for processing. So
each data subservice conponent is in comunication with
t he correspondi ng source plug-ins, which would be -- so
the way | would read it is the plug-in is the software
that is getting the data fromthe network or wherever
the source is -- it is getting it from but it is code
that is grabbing that data or nmaking it available to the
subservice. So it may involve hardware that has to be
gone through to get to the data, but that programis
runni ng.

Q Okay. So in figure 14 if we just | ook at the
way that it is -- the drawing is laid out, we have got
the plug-ins, which are kind of in the mddle of the
drawi ng, right?

A Yeah.

Q kay. And then let's -- when | say, "up,” |I'm
tal ki ng about going up on the page. Al right? W
tal ked earlier about how the plug-ins could be a mxture

of hardware and software, right?

A Yeah.
Q kay. So now we go up into figure 14 and we
tal k about the subservices -- VOD subservice, EPG
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subservi ce, and the nedia subservice. Do you consider
that to be nostly software or all software?

A | nean, it depends on -- just one second. |
nmean, | guess | would say that the VOD subservice is
probably nostly software, but it is running on a
conputer on a processor

Q kay. So we -- let's stick with figure 14
here. | asked you earlier about whether figure 14
illustrates the uniformformat for the respective
subservices, right?

A Um hum

Q kay. And | amreading here in the transcript

and it says -- give ne one nonent. So | asked you,
"Does figure 14 illustrate the uniformformat for the
respective subservices?" And you answered, "I think it

illustrates that each subservice has a VOD data nodel

that is separate.” Do you renenber saying that?
A kay. | nmeant a data nodel that was separate.
Q kay. So there is a one-to-one correspondence

is what you are saying, between the subservice and the
particul ar type of data, right?

A That's right.

Q Ckay. So in your opinion does figure 14
illustrate a uniformformat for each of these

subservi ces?
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A Inasnuch as it is saying there is a single data
nodel for each of those subservices.

Q kay. Let's go to paragraph 50 of your
decl arati on where we get into claimconstruction. Do
you see that?

A Sure. Just give ne a second here. Ckay. Yep.

Q kay. And just to sort of level-set things
here from paragraphs 50 to 71 of your declaration, that
di scusses claimconstruction issues, right?

A Yes, that's correct.

Q Ckay. | apol ogi ze for making you junp around
here, but --

A That's fine.

Q -- can we go back to paragraph 30 or section 3?
Do you see that?

A Par agraph 30, you sai d?
Yes.
In section 3, oh.
Do you under st and?

Yeah.

O > O > O

And in this section it is titled, "Relevant
| egal standard.” Right?

A Um hum

Q kay. And in paragraph 30 you identify your

under st andi ng of burden of proof; is that right?

51

THE SULLI VAN GROUP OF COURT REPCORTERS

Ex. 1021/ IPR2024-00354 / Page 52 of 212
LG Electronics, Inc. et al v. Multimedia Technologies PTE. LTD.



http://www.sullivancourtreporters.com/
http://www.sullivancourtreporters.com/

© 00 N o o b~ w N P

N NN N NN R R R R R R R R R R
O AN W N B O © 0 N O O M W N KB O

A That's right.

Okay. And in paragraphs 31 to 39 you identify
your under standi ng of obviousness; is that right?

A That's right.

Q Ckay. Can you take a nonent -- do you address
claimconstruction in section 3?

A So do | use the word "claimconstruction”
there? No, but | talk about clainms and | understand
that you have to understand a clai mand what the words
mean in a claim So that's kind of how | think about it
if that's what you're asking.

Q So | just want to understand if you addressed
any of your understanding of the |egal standard for
claimconstruction in section 3 of your declaration?

A | would just say that | indirectly tal ked about
it, but | understand that | need to understand what the
words in the claimnean and | talk about clainms in this
secti on.

Q kay. So let's turn to section 5 -- sorry --
section 6, starting at paragraph 50.

A Here | am

Q And just to refresh your nenory here, you can
just take a quick | ook at paragraphs 50 to 53 of your
decl arati on.

A. Um hum
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Q Okay. So would it be fair to say that in
par agraphs 50 to 51 you have identified your
under standi ng of |egal standards for claimconstruction?
A Yeah. And | will say that | believe -- hold on
just for a second. | will say that there are sone --
there are sonme expressed definitions in the patent that
| did use, but I may have left out of this discussion.
So, like, paragraph 3 through -- not paragraph 3, but --
3 through 9 kind of have sone express -- express
definitions that | did use, just to clear that up.

Q Okay. So the 805 specification starting at, |

believe, colum 3, lines 21, all the way -- or line 21
A Yeah.
Q Excuse ne -- all the way until colum 9, line

60, has definitions of terns, right?

A Yes.

Q And you're saying that you applied those
definitions?

A Yeah, because they are -- those are the ones
that are defined in the patent. So, since they are so
explicit, it is best to use them

Q Okay. And did you identify which definitions
you appl i ed?

A | did not. | could go through each of them
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cl ai mby-cl ai m

Q How about we do that with respect to specific
limtations that you address. kay?

A kay.

Q So before we delve into claimconstruction
i ssues, you indicated earlier that you are serving as an
expert witness for invalidity positions in the district
court litigation, right?

A I am

Q kay. And have you taken any cl aim
construction position in that case -- in the district
court litigation?

MR, YANG (bject to scope.

THE DEPONENT: Yeah, | may have, but | can't
recall off the top of ny head. | would have to review
it.

BY MR BONSER:

Q So let's go to paragraph 50

A Um hum

Q Excuse ne. In the paragraph you state your
understanding that claimterns are generally interpreted
according to their ordinary and customary neaning in the
art, taking into consideration the so-called intrinsic
evi dence of the patent consisting of the claimlanguage,

the specification, and the prosecution history. Do you
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see that?

A Yep

Q kay. So based on that paragraph 50, would it
be fair to say that if you determned that the claim
| anguage itself was inportant to your understanding of a
particular claimtermyou would have cited that claim
| anguage in your declaration for that claimternf

A That | amtrying to define.

Q That you are providing a construction or that
you are just generally interpreting?

A | mean, | guess the ones that | talk about | am
going to provide evidence for. The ones that | don't
tal k about I don't generally think need to be defined
beyond what | under st and.

Q Okay. | amreferring, just generally speaking,
to the three itens that you have identified in paragraph
50.

A Ch.

Q You have tal ked about the intrinsic evidence,
right, and you have identified three specific things; is
that right?

A Yeah. And so, generally, | would say if | felt
it needed to be defined | would have pointed to the
evidence that let nme say it. But, you know, like, if

there are ones that | didn't do I may have to cone back
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and do it, but | don't think I -- | don't think there is
any need to do that. So -- but if I amvery explicit
about defining a particular claimterm!| provide that --
those three things.

Q So we have those three itens. W have got the
cl aim | anguage, the specification, and the prosecution
history, right? Those are the three things you
consi der ed?

A Yeah.

Q kay. And ny question is, if you found
those -- one of those three things to be inportant you
woul d have cited it, right?

A For every word in the clains?

Q For a claimtermthat you have addressed in
your decl arati on.

A kay. So | guess what | would say is that |
believe | have provided for every claimthat | have
addressed in ny -- in ny declaration where | felt it was
inmportant to clarify what | neant by a particular claim
termthat | thought needed to be defined. | did provide
what | thought were the pieces of evidence that |ed ne
to believe those were the way they were -- the way they
were defined, at |east based on the claimlanguage, the
speci fication, and the prosecution history.

Q kay. So if you found a particular portion of
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the specification inportant to help you understand the
meani ng of the claimtermyou would have cited that
portion of the specification, right?

A | certainly would have tried. |If | forgot,

didn't, but that doesn't nmean that there m ght be

ot hers.
Q Yeah. Okay. | amreally just trying to
understand sort of what -- like, | amtrying to identify

what your understanding of the claimconstruction
standard is. | know you are not a lawer. | amjust
trying to get there, okay. So let's go to paragraph 51

A kay.

Q And it says, "I understand that claimterns may
be explicitly defined in the patent specification where
they may be inplicitly defined through consistent usage
in the specification.” Do you see that?

A Yep.

Q kay. So would it be fair to say, based on
that statenent in paragraph 51, that if the
specification explicitly defines a termyou woul d have
cited that definition in your declaration?

MR. YANG Object to form
THE DEPONENT: | already said that | nade a
m stake and didn't cite the ones that were in those

par agraphs. And we can go back and deal with that, but
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ot herw se, yeah

BY MR BONSER:

Q kay. So let's turn to paragraph 54 or --
sorry. Strike that.

Let's turn to paragraphs 54 through 59, just
generally speaking. So in those paragraphs you address
your proposed construction of nedia netadata
personalized for a user; is that right?

A That's right.

Q kay. And in paragraph 60 to 65 you address
your proposed construction of nedia sources of the TV as
recited in dependent claim6 and 14, right?

A Ri ght .

Q kay. And in paragraphs 66 to 71 you address
your understanding of the terns "pre-defined format" and
“uniformformat” in all the clains, right?

A Yeah.

Q kay. Have you cited an explicit definition
fromthe specification in any of paragraphs 54 to 71?
And take your tinme to | ook.

A You are saying have | cited where it explicitly
says, "This what is the word neans," that kind of thing?

Q Yes.

A 54 t hrough 617

Q 71
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A So | don't believe they are in that form per
se, but sone of the evidences show the words used in a
way that woul d indicate what they nean.

Q We tal ked earlier about the portion of the
specification that defines terns in the specification,

right? W tal ked about starting at colum 3, line 21

all the way to colum 10, line 3; is that right?

A Um hum

Q And | am not asking you to read -- that's a
huge chunk, right? But if you wouldn't mnd -- and

think this is probably easy to do because they are al
identified at the begi nning of each paragraph, right?

A Ri ght .

Q Can you skimover those portions of the
speci fication?

A Yeah.

Q And -- go ahead.

A | amgoing to bring up the claimso | can see
them Sorry.

Q Can | make a suggestion? | think for ease
maybe noving forward, can you | ook at Exhibit 1017? |
think that will nmake it easier as we go ahead. It is a
cl ai m conpari son docunent.

A Yeah, that was the one | was going to bring up.

Sorry, yeah. Okay. So | believe the word "tel evision"
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-- | remenber fromyesterday that the -- "tel evision”
was one of the words. So -- so we are going to colum
3?

Q Wiy don't we just go through sonme of these?
And what | would like to know really is whether the
ternms that you have construed or you have provi ded
proposed constructions for, whether those terns are
specifically defined in the specification. Oay? So
let's back up here. W tal ked about in section 6 how
you have construed four terns. So you have construed
medi a net adata personalized for user, right?

A Yep

Q And then you have construed nedi a sources of
the TV, right?

A Yep

Q And then you have construed pre-defined format
and unified format; is that right?

A Yeah.

MR, YANG (oject to form

BY MR BONSER:

Q Ckay. So now that we have those four terns,
let's look in, you know, just the definitions of the
specification. Okay? So let's start with colum 3 and
let's march down here. And we will cover the terns that

are defined, right? So we see colum 3, line 21. It
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tal ks about the phrases "at |east of one or nore,"”

right?
A Yeah.
Q kay.
A Let's see.

Q So, you know, it mght be a bit tedious for
everyone as we wal k through each one. Wuld you nm nd
just | ooking through colum 3, starting at line 21, to
colum 10, line 3?7 Know ng what four terns you have
construed, can you please just |ook through -- you know
ski mthe begi nning of the paragraph and let ne know if
any of those four terns are defined in the
speci fication?

A O the four terns? | don't --

Q O the four terns you have addressed in section
6 of your declaration, if you can let ne know if any of
those terns are explicitly defined in the specification.

A kay.

Q Take your tinme.

A | don't believe "nedia source" is explicitly
defined. Then there is -- | don't think "pre-defined
format™ or "uniformformat” are that way. So that
| eaves - -

Q The last one, if | may interject, is nmedia

net adat a personalized for a user
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A | don't believe it is explicitly defined.

kay. So just to sumarize, the four terns
that you addressed in your declaration are nedia
net adat a personalized for a user. That is nunber 1
Medi a sources of the TV, nunber 2; pre-defined format,
nunber 3; and uniformformat, nunber 4. R ght?

A That's right.

Q Those four terns are not explicitly defined in
the specification; is that right?

A | think that's fair.

Q Ckay. So going back to paragraphs 50 to 51
these are your understanding of the claimconstruction
standard, right --

A Um hum

Q -- or principle, I should say? | apol ogi ze.

So were you instructed of these standards by
counsel ?

A | think it is part of generally what I
understood and this is part of the instruction.

Q So did counsel provide the principles of claim
construction that you have set forth in these
par agr aphs?

A Correct.

Q kay. Were you informed that it is inproper to

inmport limtations fromthe specification unless those
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limtations are explicitly recited?

A | amnot sure | am supposed to tal k about what
t he counsel and I discussed.

Q kay. Well, let's talk about your
under st andi ng, then, of claimconstruction. Do you
understand that when you are construing a claimtermyou
shoul d not inport limtations that are not specifically
recited in the clainf

A So you're saying limtations that are in other
claims or just |limtations generally?

Q Okay. Let ne back up. So let's say that a
claimhas elenments A, B, and C, right? Are you
foll owi ng ne?

A Yes.

Q And the specification describes A, B, C, D and
E, right?

A Ri ght. Ckay.

Q kay. So when your understanding limtations
[sic] what A, B and C nean, should you be inporting
limtations D and E that are not there?

A Oh, yeah. That doesn't nake sense.

Q kay. So you understand that when you are
construing a claimyou are not supposed to be inporting
limtations that are not specifically recited, right?

A | understand that, yeah
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Q kay. So let's go to paragraph 52. Are you
t here?

A Yep

Q kay. So in paragraph 52 you reference the
Board's Institution Decision, right?

A Yeah.

Q And there you have indicated, referring to page

29 of the Institution Decision,

that the Board

encouraged the parties to address the scope and neani ng

of the terns "pre-defined format"” and "unified format."

Ri ght ?

A Um hum

Q kay. And you referenced page 29 of the
Institution Decision, right?

A Yep

Q Did you review the entirety of the Institution
Deci si on?

A | believe I did.

Q So let's turn to paragraph 66, where you begin
to address pre-defined format and unified format. Do
you see that?

A 667

Q Par agr aph 66, yep.

A kay.

Q kay. So in paragraph 66 I want to clarify
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somet hing here. You say that you have applied the plain
and ordinary neaning of the terns "' pre-defined fornat'
and '"unified format' in ny analysis.” Do you see that?

A Yep

Q kay. So paragraph 66 to 71 are under the
headi ng "Cl ai m Construction,” right?

A Ri ght .

Q kay. So you then say in paragraph 66 that, "I
address the scope of the terns 'pre-defined format' and
‘unified format' consistent with their plain and
ordinary meaning." Right?

A Yep

Q kay. And then in paragraph 67 all the way to
71 there is a lot of analysis by you of what you
under stand those terns to nean, right?

A Um hum

Q kay. So I'm wondering, are you providing an
explicit construction for the terns "pre-defined format"
and "unified format"?

MR, YANG (bject to form

THE DEPONENT: | would say that | am providing
an expl anation to hel p someone understand the scope of
those two things and that they are not coextensive.

BY MR. BOWBER:

Q So you are providing your explanation of what

THE SULLI VAN GROUP OF COURT REPCORTERS

65

Ex. 1021/ IPR2024-00354 / Page 66 of 212
LG Electronics, Inc. et al v. Multimedia Technologies PTE. LTD.


http://www.sullivancourtreporters.com/
http://www.sullivancourtreporters.com/

© 00 N o o b~ w N P

N NN N NN R R R R R R R R R R
O AN W N B O © 0 N O O M W N KB O

you believe those terns to nmean; is that right?

MR. YANG Object to form

THE DEPONENT: Well, | -- yeah, | think I am
provi di ng a gui dance about how to -- how to understand
those terns in the claimand that they are -- that a

pre-defined format coul d be considered uniform

BY MR BONSER

Q kay. So | just want to just be clear here.
You are not providing an explicit construction, but you
are providing your understanding of the ternms; is that
right?

A As they are -- you know, in terns of the scope
of howto use themin determning the claimlimtations
meani ngs.

Q Okay. So we referenced the Institution
Decision earlier. And you talk about that in your
decl aration with respect to paragraph 52, right? kay.

So do you have the Institution Decision handy?

A | amtrying to see if | do.
Q If not, let me knowand | will upload it into
the chat.

A What is the nunber?
Q The nunber is paper 9
A Paper 9, | don't think I have it with nme right

her e.
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Q Okay. Let ne upload it. Ckay. Let the record
reflect that | just uploaded the Institution Decision
into the chat bot. Do you have that, Dr. Surati?

A Thought it was there. Sorry. Ckay.

Q kay. So goi ng back to paragraph 52, you
ref erence paragraph 29 of the Institution Decision.

Ri ght ?

A Yep.

Q kay. So | ook at page 29 of the Institution
Decision, and it is the |last sentence of the second
par agr aph.

A Um hum

Q kay. And that sentence says, "W encourage
the parties to present argunents and evi dence regarding
the proper scope and neaning of the claimterns 'pre-
defined format' and 'unified format.'" Right?

A Yes. "However, during the course of trial" --
okay.

Q kay. So that's on page 29. Now, did you
review the portion of the Institution Decision on pages
27 and 39 where the Board provided its understandi ng of
the terns "pre-defined format” and "unified format"?

A | think so.

Q So when you say, "think so,"” that is an

affirmative "yes"?
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A That's a yes.

Q So in page 28, just for the record, the Board
provi ded its understanding of the term "pre-defined
format." Right?

A | think so.

Q kay. And al so on page 28, the Board provided
its understandi ng based on the specification of the term
"unified format." Is that right?

A Yes, sir.

Q kay. So if you have Exhibit 1001 handy in PDF

format, | woul d suggest searching for just the term
"defined.”" | found that when | search for "pre-
defined,” "pre" dash "defined,"” it really didn't cone up
with too many things. | amjust pointing this out. |If

you want to do the search of Exhibit 1001, just do a
search of the word "defined."

A This is the patent?

Q Yeah, if you want to search the patent itself,
so Exhibit 1001

A | don't know. | have sone really strange
titles. Wait. Now | amconfused. So you are saying

search for the word "defi ned"?

Q No. | amjust saying as we go forward if you
want to find instances of "pre-defined" | would search
only -- | would use only the word "defined."
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A Oh, yeah. | was having a struggle too. Sorry.

Q So, like, if you -- | amjust telling you if
you type in "pre-defined" sonething happens in terns of
the -- like, when it gets converted to PDF, but if you
search for "defined" you will find it. Gkay. Sane
thing, if you want to search for "uniformed format"
[sic] if you use the word "uniformi it will pop up.

A Yep

Q kay. So with that said, please feel free to
do a search of the specification while we are tal king
about these ternmns.

A Um hum

Q kay. So let's go back to paragraph 52 where
you refer to the Board's Institution Decision, right?

A Yep

Q Sorry. On page 29 where the Board requested
the parties to address the scope and neani ng of the
terms "pre-defined format” and "unified format," right?

A Um hum

Q kay. So let's go to pages 27 to -- start with
page 28 of the Institution Decision.

A 28.

Okay. Al right. So starting at the fourth

line on page 28, the Board cited and reproduced three

portions of the specification as quote, "supporting

69
THE SULLI VAN GROUP OF COURT REPCORTERS

Ex. 1021/ IPR2024-00354 / Page 70 of 212
LG Electronics, Inc. et al v. Multimedia Technologies PTE. LTD.


http://www.sullivancourtreporters.com/
http://www.sullivancourtreporters.com/

© 00 N o o b~ w N P

N NN N NN R R R R R R R R R R
O AN W N B O © 0 N O O M W N KB O

descriptions for the claimterm' pre-defined format.""
Do you see that?

A Um hum

Q kay. First the Board cited Exhibit 1001
colum 30, lines 1 to 5; is that right?

A Yep

Q kay. And then secondly, the Board cited
colum 34, lines 49 to 50; is that right?

A That appears to be the case.

Q Okay. And third, the Board cited colum 34,
lines 56 to 60. Do you see that?

A Yep

Q kay. So I'mgoing to refer to these three
par agr aphs as paragraph 1, 2 and 3, because that is how
the Board identified themw th nunbers. |Is that okay?

A Ckay.

Q Al right. So in paragraph 1, which is colum
30, lines 1 to 5, the Board enphasized two phrases. Do
you see that?

A Yep

Q kay. So the Board enphasi zed "ordered in a

pre-defined format," and then, "i.e. the order of other
rel evant information.” Do you see that?
A Yep

Q kay. Is it your understanding that the
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Board' s enphasis of these two phrases indicates that the
Board found those phrases to be inportant in
under st andi ng the nmeani ng of "pre-defined format"?

MR, YANG (nbject to scope.

THE DEPONENT: Yeah. | nean, | think they are
important in that they are enphasized.

BY MR BOWBER:

Q kay. So the fact that the Board -- okay. |
apol ogi ze. Go ahead.

A | nmean, | |ooked at these things and deci ded
that's inportant, independent of this report.

Q kay. So let's turn to paragraph 69 of your
decl arati on.

A 697

Q Yeah, paragraph 69.

A Ckay.

Q kay. So in paragraph 69 you have identified
three portions of the specification. |1 amjust going to
wal k through those and if you wouldn't m nd confirm ng
that you, in fact, cited these. So in paragraph 69 you
first cited colum 34, lines 49 to 54.

A Ckay.

Q Okay? And then you cited colum 29, lines 63
to 67, right?

A Yep.
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Q Okay. And then you cited colum 30, |ines 32
to 41, right?

A Yep

Q So is it possible for you to have on -- | ook at
both the Institution Decision and your declaration?

A Sure. Let nme just do sonething in the w ndow
New wi ndow. Gkay. | have got the Institution Decision
open. And then you want ne to be | ooking at ny expert
decl arati on?

Q Yes. So | want you to be | ooking at page 28 of

the Institution Decision and | want you to be | ooking at

page 27 --

A kay.

Q -- of your declaration

A Page 27, | sort of amlooking at -- just a
second. | need to scrunch these things so | can

actually use them COkay. There we go. Okay. Now
have got sort of the ability to see themboth at the
sane tine.

Q Okay. Thank you. So we tal ked earlier how the
Board cited in paragraph nunber 1 -- that the Board
cited colum 30, lines 1 to 5.

A Yep

Q kay. Do you cite to that in your declaration

par agr aph 69?
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A | don't, per se.

Q kay. We tal ked earlier, however, how the
Board found those portions to be inportant, largely
because of the enphasis provided by the Board, correct?

A Correct.

Q But you didn't cite that paragraph in your
decl aration, right?

A | didn't cite it explicitly, no.

Q kay. The Board next cited colum 34, lines 49
to 50, right?

A Yep

Q Is that right?

A Yes.

Q kay. And you cited a simlar passage in
colum 34, lines 49 to 54. R ght?

A Yep

Q Okay. So you cited paragraph 2 that the Board
cited; is that right?

A Yeah.

Q Now, let's | ook at paragraph 3 or nunber 3 that

the Board cited, and that's colum 34, lines 56 to 60.

A Um hum

Q Okay. Did you cite that in your declaration?
A | don't believe I do.

Q kay. So to summarize of the three portions
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that the Board cited, nunber 1, nunber 2, nunber 3, you
only cited nunber 2 in your declaration, right?

A Directly, but I did reference this and consi der
it in m opinion.

Q Okay. Do you recall why you didn't cite
portion nunber 1, which is colum 30, lines 1 to 5?

A Let me just go back to this one. | don't, but
I think some of them to ne, are self-evident.

Q Do you believe that nunber 1 and the
Institution Decision, colum 30, lines 1 to 5, is
important to the understandi ng of pre-defined format?

A Sur e.

MR. YANG (bject to form
THE DEPONENT: | think it is relevant to
understand it in the right context, sure.

BY MR, BOWNSER

Q But you didn't cite it?

A | did not.

Q kay. Let's look at colum 30, lines 1 to 45.
Sorry let ne -- strike that.

Let's look at colum 30, lines 1 to 5, as
reproduced on page 28 of the Institution Decision.

A Um hum

Q kay. So the Board, as we tal ked about,

enphasi zed the concept of an order twice in that
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par agr aph, right?

A Correct.

Q kay. Can you |l ook at colum -- | apol ogi ze.
Can you | ook at paragraph 69 of your declaration and the

three specification portions that you identified? Al

right.
A Uh- huh.
Q Do any of those portions of the specification

tal k about order?

A They don't, but whenever it is -- we use the
word "data nmodel” in a lot of cases, those inmplicitly,
in ny mnd, have that concept.

Q So you're saying that a data nodel inplicitly
has an order?

A The way it is used --

MR. YANG (nject to form
THE DEPONENT: The way it is used in this
pat ent, yeah

BY MR BONSER:

Q kay. And can you point to ne where you
di scuss that in your declaration?

A | don't, because | think that is self-evident
to positive. | think that when we tal k about databases
and data nodels, typically the data nodel s for databases

have an order and the -- what -- and the -- and the --
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sorry. We tal ked about that before -- the what and the

order.

Q kay. So we tal ked earlier about how the Board
enphasi zed order in paragraph 1 in colum 30, lines 1 to
5. Right?

A Yeah.

Q kay. Do you have the capability of doing a
search of your declaration?

A Sur e.

Q kay. Would you m nd searching for the word
"order" in the section of the -- of your declaration,
paragraph 66 to 71 of your declaration and |let ne know
if you' ve addressed "order" at all?

A 66 through what, 717

Q 71, yep.
A | guess | don't explicitly use the word.
Sorry. | don't specifically use the word "order," but

if you | ook at paragraph 68 | say, "The term' pre-

defined format' refers to the format of the VOD data

nodel ," et cetera. And so when | read that and
interpreted that | interpreted that to nmean -- oh, that
means that it has an order -- it determi nes what in the
order -- that that is inplicit in that statenent.

Q kay. So order is inplicit in data nodel,
right?
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A Yeah.

Q s that your testinony?

A | would say that order -- it depends on the
context. So, for exanple, if I were to tell you that I
were using XML to define things, then that order thing
woul d matter |ess because that is the whol e point of
XM.. Having said that, if you apply this thing you
woul d say in a relational database then you woul d expect
t he data nodel to have an order in the what.

Q So you're -- you're saying now that order is
inmplicitly addressed in paragraph 68 of your
decl aration, right?

A Yeah.

Q Okay. What portion of the specification do you
reference in paragraph 68?

A | nmean, | amjust talking about -- if you | ook
at figure 14, | mean these terns are used, right? On,
you have a subservice that, you know, puts the data into
the database using this pre-defined format. | don't
know -- | nean, that's one exanpl e.

Q So paragraph 68, what portions of the
speci fication do you reference?

A | don't explicitly reference them but |
certainly look at it and think that it is inplicitly

drawing fromthe rest of the things and tal ki ng about a

THE SULLI VAN GROUP OF COURT REPCORTERS

77

Ex. 1021/ IPR2024-00354 / Page 78 of 212
LG Electronics, Inc. et al v. Multimedia Technologies PTE. LTD.


http://www.sullivancourtreporters.com/
http://www.sullivancourtreporters.com/

© 00 N o o b~ w N P

N NN N NN R R R R R R R R R R
O AN W N B O © 0 N O O M W N KB O

dat abase that is shown in figure 14, but there is no
explicit, "Oh, this is referring to this particular
picture.” | amjust providing ny understandi ng of what
that -- what -- you know, using the exanples given in

t he docunent.

when the Board addressed order in paragraph 1, columm

par agr aph 68 of your declaration, right?

noon on the East Coast. Do you want to do a short break

and then do lunch at like 1 o' clock East Coast or do you

want to do lunch now? It is really up to you guys.

now, if you don't m nd.

suffice or do you want to do shorter? Hour? Ckay. So

Eastern ti ne.

Q kay. So just to summarize, you're saying that

lines 1 to 5 you're inplicitly addressing that in

A That's right.

MR, YANG (nbject to form
MR, BOAMSER. (Okay. So, Mtch, | knowit is

THE DEPONENT: | kind of feel |ike doing |lunch

MR. BOANMSER: That's fine. Wuld an hour

is 12: 05 Eastern tine. Let's cone back at 1:05

A Thank you.

(O f the record.)

BY MR BOWBER:

Q Back on the record. Dr. Surati, welcone back
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A Hello. How are you?

Q Al right. Good. Did you speak with anyone
over the break about the substance of your testinony?

A Not at all

kay. Great. So when we broke we were -- just
as a recap, we were tal king about your understandi ng of
order -- | amsorry -- pre-defined format with respect
to order. So let's go back to, if we can, paragraph 68
of your declaration.

A Sur e.

Q Ckay

A It is right there.

Q G ve ne one nonent. Were is your declaration?
Here we go. Sorry about that. So 68. Now, we were
tal ki ng agai n about pre-defined fornmat.

A Um hum

Q So in order to do this how about we, if you
coul d please, pull up Exhibit 1017 and we can have the
cl ai m | anguage t here?

A kay.

Q Al right. And I"'mgoing to -- you know, as
shown here by this claimconparison docunent, you know,
the limtations we are going to be tal ki ng about,
largely 1.2.1 to 1.2.4, are generally the sane for

clainms 10 and 17. So let's just use the limtation
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nunbering for claiml. |Is that okay?

A Yeah. Just let nme create a new wi ndow. Ckay.
So | have claiml1l up and | amgoing to go to claim®68.
Yep.

Q kay. So let's talk about -- with Exhibit 1017
and let's talk about the specific |anguage of the
limtations. GCkay? So if we can look at limtation
1.2.1 first and then we are going to go to limtation
1.2.2. And thisis -- | think it would be hel pful so we
can use the claimlanguage while we tal k about your
under standi ng of pre-defined format. GCkay. So 1.2.1
says, "Organi zing by the processor the data according to
a pre-defined format corresponding to each of the
plurality subservices." D d | read that right?

A Yeah.

Q OCkay. And 1.2.2 says, "Werein the pre-defined

format conprises one of a VOD data nodel and EPG data

nodel " - -
A Yeah.
Q -- "and an nedia data nodel." Right?
A Yeah.

Q kay. So paragraph 68 of your declaration --
let's see. Let's address this in tw parts. So you say
in paragraph 68 first that the term"pre-defined formt"

refers to the format of the VOD data nodel, EPG data
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nodel , and nedia data nodel. Right?

A Yep

Q kay. And 2, having a format that is defined
prior to the organization step and then "(pre-defined)."
Ri ght ?

A Ckay.

Q kay. So did | read that right?

A | believe so.

Q kay. So what part of limtations 1.2.1 and
1.2.2 are you basing your interpretation that
pre-defined format refers to the format of the VOD data
nodel , EPG data nodel and nedi a data nodel ?

A O just claiml1.1, 1.27

Q Yes.
A | guess this is a section asking about claim
terms. And, | nmean, | guess it is -- so | guess -- are

you asking if sonething can neet claimlimtation 1.2.1,
but not 1.2.27?

Q No. Ckay. Let's back up. So we tal ked about
1.2.1 and 1.2.2. Let's |look at the actual |anguage of
the cl ai ns.

A Yeah.

Q Al'l right. And you specifically said in
paragraph 68 that the term "pre-defined format" refers

to the format of the VOD data npdel, EPG data nobdel, and
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nmedi a data nodel. Did | say that correctly?

A That's correct, yeah.

Q And then secondly, you say having a format that
is defined prior to the organization step -- all right.
So there is two parts there.

A Yeah.

Q kay. So I'd just like you to identify what
part of limtations 1.2.1 and 1.2.2 --

A Oh, okay.

Q -- you are basing your interpretation that
pre-defined format refers to the format of, 1, the VOD
data nodel, 2, the EPG data nodel and, 3, the nedia data
nodel .

A So, | think 1.2.2.

Q kay. So | amjust curious here because 1.2.1
says in the singular form "A pre-defined formt
corresponding to each of the plurality subservices."” So
it is a single pre-defined format. Do you see that it
uses the word "a"?

MR, YANG (bject to form
THE DEPONENT: Yeah. | don't see a problem
with that.

BY MR BONSER:

Q So just -- | amcurious here. Are you -- are

you saying that the word "a pre-defined format" really
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neans three pre-defined formats?
MR. YANG Object to form
THE DEPONENT: Well, | nean, it can and | think
that's all owed.
BY MR, BOWSER
Q It can -- are you saying it does or it doesn't?
MR. YANG (bject to form
THE DEPONENT: It depends on the situation of
the limtation being defined, but there is a situation
where the "a" -- it doesn't say, "the pre-defined
format." It says, "a pre-defined format."
BY MR BONSER:
Q kay. But 1.2.2, which you identified as
having all three data nodels, says, "The pre-defined

format," does it not?

A Sure, but a POSITA reading it would read it the
way | read it.

Q And that's because -- you are just saying that
because you are a POSITA, right?

A Yeah.

MR, YANG (nject to form

THE DEPONENT: | amnot saying -- when | read
it, | read it to nmean there are three separate formats,
but -- and they are related to three different data

nodel s.
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BY MR BOAMSER

Q kay. What part of limtations 1.2.1 and 1.2.2
specifically requires that?

A The organi zing portion of it and the
"wherein" -- and the "wherein."

Q Ckay. Would you repeat that?

A | amjust saying that as | read that claim a
pre-defined format coul d be one or nore corresponding to
each of the plurality subservice wherein the pre-defined
format conprises one of the VOD and EPD data nodel and a
nmedi a data nodel .

Q kay. So 1.2.2 says, "one of a," right? Do
you see that?

A Yeah.

Q And does that nean conprises all three?

MR. YANG (nject to form

THE DEPONENT: | nean, | think when you | ook at
the diagramit tal ks about data coming in, that there is
a pre-defined format related to the data that is com ng
in, and it could be one of a VOD, EPG or nedi a data
nodel , and that that needs to be processed and pushed in
a way that is consistent with what's coming in. And it
is defined by what the data nodel defines it to be.

BY MR. BOWBER:

Q When you say, "it defines it," what are you
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saying "it" is?

A So the programthat is running uses -- uses the
definition of the data nodel to format the data -- not
to format it, but to put it in the right place in the
dat abase.

Q Sorry. So | am asking a different question
here. | nmean, | understand what -- you are talking
about the specification. But nmy question is, what in
the claimspecifically requires all three formats?

A | guess it does say, "one of a VOD." Could be
one of those.

Q Let's just take this in two parts. GOkay? So
the first part is 1.2.1 and the second part is 1.2.2.

kay? Let's do this in chapters, right? So we say

in -- sorry, not "we. Let me just step back. 1.2.1

says, "a pre-defined format," singular. R ght?
A Wll, a-- 1| think in patent claimlanguage "a"

could be "a," could be one or nore.

Q kay. So "a" could be one or it could be nore,
right?
A Yeah.

Q Okay. So there is a possibility that 1.2.1
coul d be read as saying one pre-defined format
correspondi ng to each subservice. |In other words, if

there are three subservices -- one pre-defined fornat
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for three subservices; is that right?

MR. YANG Object to form

THE DEPONENT: Can you repeat what you said? |
didn't quite, like, get it. Can you say it again?

BY MR BONSER:

Q Okay. | am asking you about, like, your -- the
possibility that you tal ked about. Gkay. So you said
"a" could be one or it could be nore, right?

A Right. If you' d just repeat the question. |
literally couldn't hear the whole thing. That's it.

Q Okay. So there is a possibility that
limtation 1.2.1 could be read as having one pre-defined
format for all three or -- | amsorry -- not all three,
but all of the subservices?

MR, YANG (nject to form

THE DEPONENT: | don't read it that way. |
nmean, | don't read 1.2.1 and 1.2.2 both ways. | can see
how you are saying what you are saying and it could be
read that way, but | don't think that -- | don't take it
to mean that when | read it.

BY MR BONSER:

Q Okay. So is it your understanding that a
pre-defined format has a 1-to-1 correspondence wth each
subservice? Right?

A Yes.
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Q kay. So there is a 1-to-1 -- this is how you
are interpreting it. There is a 1-to-1 correspondence
between a format and each subservice, right?

A Yeah, so that it is not one format for -- that
is exactly the sane for all the services. It is one
format per service.

Q kay. And then let's go to 1.2.2. That is the
second part. Ckay?

A kay.

Q And it says, "The pre-defined format conprises

one of a VOD data nodel, an EPG data nodel, and a nedi a

data nodel." Right?
A Um hum
Q Is it your understanding that really what that

means is that the pre-defined format conprises a 1-to-1
correspondence for all three?

A | guess if you nmean by the pre-defined format
for VOD that is one data nodel and the pre-defined
format for EPG is one data nodel and one pre-defined
format is defined by the nedia data nodel, yes.

Q kay. So in the exanple of figure 14 there are
three data nodels --

A Ri ght .

Q -- right? Okay. So this is where we are

getting in a situation where we mght -- strike that.
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So figure 14 has three data nodels, right?

A Um hum

Q kay. And you are interpreting claim1l in
light of the specification, right?

A Um hum

Q kay. So figure 1 is three data nodels. And
SO you are saying that 1.2.1 then has to have three
pre-defined formats?

A Yeah, | think so.

Q Okay. And what is the reason for that?

A It is just what it says.

Q So what specifically in 1.2.1 and 1.2.2 says

there has to be three pre-defined formats?

A It is three.
Q It lists three pre-defined formats?
A Yeah.

MR, YANG (bject to form
THE DEPONENT: It says there are three
conprised -- there are three data nodel s that conprise
those formats.
BY MR, BOWSER
Q So do you see the words, "three pre-defined
format,” inlimtation 1.2.1 or 1.2. 27

A | don't.

Q Okay. But you are interpreting it saying that?
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A Yeah.

Q Ckay. So that's your understandi ng of
pre-defined format, right?

A I think so.

Q kay. And so there has -- let ne back up

You are saying that there has to be a
pre-defined -- a unique pre-defined format for each data
nodel ; is that right?

A | nean, | amsaying that -- yeah, | think so.

Q kay. So let's go to colum 30, lines 1 to 5
in the specification log. And if you could read that,
pl ease.

A For exanple, "EPG information," is that the
one?

Q Yes.

A "Enbedded with content feeds may contain
limted information that are ordered in a pre-defined
format. The order of other relevant information such as
file tinme, description, other information about
programm ng. EPG information taken from an internet
source may contain nore detailed information, but may
require parsing to organize the relevant infornation
wi thin data nanagenent.” |s that what you wanted ne to
read?

Q Yes. So that sentence refers to order, right?
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A
Q

Yeah.

kay. And we tal ked earlier about how the

Board enphasi zed that in the Institution Decision?

A
Q

Sur e.

kay. And does your understandi ng of

pre-defined format require any order for each

pre-defined formt?

MR. YANG (nbject to formand scope.
THE DEPONENT: | nean, within the limts of

what this data -- it refers to a data nmodel. That's --

to me that is just inplicit.

BY MR BOWSER

Q
inmplicit
A

kay. So it isinplicit in the claimor
in the specification?

Well, | mean, the specification tal ks about a

data nodel and then the claimalso tal ks about it. So

guess bot

Q

prior art

o > O > O »

h pl aces.

So did you review how the Board interpreted the
in the Institution Decision?

| think so.

You don't think so? Ckay.

| said, "I think so."

| amsorry. Did you say you think so?

Yeah.

kay. | apol ogi ze. Sonetinmes when you | ean
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back | have a hard time hearing you.
A Il will |ean forward.

Q So let's go to page 26 of the Institution

Deci si on.
A Ckay.
Q So when you get there let ne know.
A Yep
Q kay. So you reference this portion in your

declaration with respect to the Board coments about
whet her or not pre-defined format and unified format are
different terns. Right?

A Um hum

Q kay. So if you go nine lines up fromthe

bottom where it starts with the word, "indeed" -- do you
see that, "lIndeed each of the netadata tables"?
A Yep

Q kay. So at the end of the sentence before the
col on the Board enphasi zes or uses the word "order"?

A Um hum

Q kay. So this is -- you have seen severa
ti mes now where the Board uses the word "order” with
respect to pre-defined format?

A Sure.

Q kay. And did you consider "order" when

i nterpreting what your understanding of pre-defined
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format is?

A Yes.

Q But you didn't expressly indicate that in your
decl aration; is that right?

A | did not expressly indicate it inmy -- in mny
declaration, but I think it is inplicit when you talk
about data nodel s.

Q kay. So let's turn to your understandi ng of

the term"uniformformat" --

A Um hum

Q -- in paragraph 70 of your declaration, please.
A kay.

Q Okay. Before we get started with this I would

just like for you to confirmwhat | found. |If you
search for the word "uniform in the specification
woul d you pl ease do that, you will see that it conmes up
four tines.

A kay.

Q kay. So | see it in colum 33, lines 25 to
33, right?

A Yep

Q kay. And you have quoted that in paragraph
70, right?

A Yep

Q kay. So doi ng anot her search, we find that
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the word "uniforni appears in claiml.

A

tinme that

o > O >» O >» O > O

Um hum

Is that right?

Yep.

And that is actually limtation 1.2.4.

Yep.

Is that right?

Yes, sir.

And the next time it appears is in claim10?
That's correct.

And that's in limtation 10.4.4. And the |ast

it appears -- the fourth tinme it appears in

the 805 patent is in claiml1l7 and, that's limtation

17. 4,

A
Q

right?

That's correct.

kay. So other than the clainms, the word

"uniformformat" appears one tine in the specification;

is that
A.

Q

right?
That's right.
kay. Is there a definition of the term

"uniformformat" in the specification?

A

Q
A.
Q

| don't think so.
So -- | amsorry. o ahead.
You did hear ne, right?

Yes.
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A Ckay.

Q Sorry. | amjust |ooking at the transcript
here. You said that there is no definition of "uniform
format" in the specification. Yes, | hear you. kay.
So we have got it one tine in the specification, which
you have reproduced in paragraph 70. So let's | ook at
t hat .

A kay.

Q And it is used in one sentence. And would you
read that sentence that you have included and al so
enphasi zed in colum 33, lines 25 to 33, which is
reproduced i n paragraph 707

A kay. "The data nodels provide uniformformts
for the respective subservices." |Is that what you are
aski ng about ?

Q Yes.

A "I'n explicum VOD subservi ce 1420, EPG
subservi ce 1424, and nedi a subservice 1428, and/or the
i nternal content provider nodul es 1416, which interfaces
with applications. In sone inplenentations step 1530
may be optional since the nedia and/or data nmay be sent
to storage or be processed by data managenent wi thout
any conversion."

Q Let's ook at 1.2.4.

A kay.
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Q Al right. So let's refer back to the portion
that you just read in paragraph 70, which is in columm
33, lines 25 to 33. Al right. You just read that
portion, and that woul d appear to suggest that there is
multiple uniformformats for the respective subservices,
right?

A Ri ght .

Q Now, let's look at limtation 1.2.4.

A Um hum

Q Where it says, "Werein each of the VOD data
nodel , EPG data nodel, and nedi a data nodel, provide a

uniformformat for the plurality subservices"?

A Um hum

Q So you see that "uniformformat” is singular,
right?

A Ckay.

MR, YANG (bject to form
BY MR BONSER:
Q kay. Is "uniformformat” singular in
limtation 1.2.47
MR, YANG (nject to form
THE DEPONENT: | nean, a uniformformat could
be one or nore.
BY MR BONSER:

Q So are you interpreting uniformformat in
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limtation 1.2.4 as requiring there to be a uniform

format for each respective one of the data nodel s?
A That's how | read it.

kay. And why is that?

Because it nakes sense.

Because it nakes sense?

As a PCSI TA

o > O > O

kay. Is it in the clainP
MR. YANG (bject to form
THE DEPONENT: Is what in the clain?

BY MR, BOWSER

Q Ef fectively requiring three uniformfornmats.

A I think so.

Q And what in particular do you rely on to say
that it is there?

A Because it tal ks about a VOD data nodel, EPG
data nodel, and a nmedia data nodel, and it tal ks about
plurality of subservices.

Q kay.

A And then it uses --

Q Does it use the word "respective"?

MR. YANG Object to form
THE DEPONENT: | don't see the word
"respective."

BY MR BOWBER:
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Q Do you see the word "correspondi ng"?
MR. YANG Object to form
THE DEPONENT: | don't.
BY MR BONSER:
Q So are you basing your understandi ng of uniform
format on the specification portion that we read?
MR. YANG (bject to form
THE DEPONENT: | ambasing it on what | read in
the specification and what |I'mreading and what | know
about that termas a plain and ordi nary neani ng.
BY MR, BOWSER
Q kay. So there is -- to recap, there is three
reasons you are nmaking this 1-to-1 correspondence. You
said what you read in the specification, what a POSI TA
woul d understand. And what was the third one?
A Oh, sorry. POSITA woul d understand -- | am
trying to renmenber what | said.
Q kay. So | see it as, "and what | know about
that term™
A Yeah.
Q kay. And what is it that you know about that
t er n?
MR. YANG Object to form
THE DEPONENT: | think | amputting the two

together with what a POSI TA woul d consider a uniform --
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uni formto nean.

BY MR BONSER:

Q kay. So let's go to paragraph 70 and --

A The data nodel provide -- no, this is the one
with that init. GCkay. Sure.

Q Par agraph 70 of your declaration, and it is
starting at the third |ine down, and there is a dash.
And it says, "In other words, the purpose of organi zing
data from each subservice according to a pre-defined
format correspondi ng data subservice is to provide a
uniformformat for all data received fromthat
subservice." R ght?

A Ri ght .

Q What do you base this interpretation on?

A What | read in the specification, what the
claims say, and what | understand as a POSITA -- the
pl ain and ordi nary neaning of those things and this
exanple -- the exanple that I am show ng here.

Q kay. So you are relying on the specification
colum 33, 25 to 33. Right?

A At |east, yeah

Q kay. And then you said, "What | see here."
What do you nean by, "What | see here"?

A Oh, the reference to the paragraph that is

excerpted fromthe specification.

98
THE SULLI VAN GROUP OF COURT REPCORTERS

Ex. 1021/ IPR2024-00354 / Page 99 of 212
LG Electronics, Inc. et al v. Multimedia Technologies PTE. LTD.


http://www.sullivancourtreporters.com/
http://www.sullivancourtreporters.com/

© 00 N o o b~ w N P

N NN N NN R R R R R R R R R R
O AN W N B O © 0 N O O M W N KB O

Q Ckay. So the only thing you are really basing
it on then is the specification?

A The specification --

MR, YANG (bject to form

THE DEPONENT: The specification, the clains,
and what | understand as a POSI TA reading the
speci fication and what it neans.

BY MR BONSER:

Q kay. So does the claimsay a 1-to-1
correspondence between the uniformformat and each of
t he subservices?

A It doesn't explicitly say that, but -- |

believe that's kind of what it neans, but | didn't nmake

that opinion -- render that opinion directly.
Q Okay. Well, let's turn to paragraph 118.
A kay. O ny declaration?
Q Yes.
A kay.

Q And if you would, please, start |ooking ahead
at paragraph 118 to -- just to kind of get your bearings
up through 133, just kind of skimit because | am just
going to ask you, generally speaking, about what is
covered in this section

A So you want ne to read through -- skimthrough

just 1337
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Q Yeah, just so you get your bearings in terns of

what is covered in this section.

A kay.

Q kay. Have you ski nmed through?
A | amstill skinmng. Sorry.

Q Sorry.

A | don't want to skip -- okay.

Q Al right. So in this section of your
decl aration, which is section 9, you are addressi ng what
you called limtation 1.2 with respect to the
Mel nychenko and Chen references, right?

A Yep

Q kay. So in your analysis you first tal k about
the 805 patent specifically, figure 14. Right?

A | point to it, yes.

Q Yes. And then you get into Chen; is that

right?
A Um hum
Q kay. And have you nmade any argunents as to

what Mel nychenko does not discl ose?

A In this section?

Q Section 9, yes. Let nme rephrase that. | think
it wll be easier. Have you contested at all the way
that Dr. Lippman nmatched Mel nychenko to the claim

l[imtations?
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MR. YANG Object to form
THE DEPONENT: | nean, you are saying --

BY MR BOWBER:

Q Let ne nake this a little bit easier. | think
we can do this a different way. So paragraphs 118 to
123 tal k about what's disclosed in the 805 patent and
specifically figure 14. Right?

A Um hum

Q kay. And then in paragraph 124 you nake a
brief reference to the conbination of Ml nychenko in
view of Chen. Do you see that?

A Yeah.

Q But then from paragraphs 125 to 133 you're
argui ng about Chen; is that right?

MR, YANG (nject to form
THE DEPONENT: | think I amtal king about Chen
and then it being applied to Mel nychenko i n conbi nati on.

BY MR BOWBER:

Q kay.

A But, yeah, | think a lot of it has to do with
Chen.

Q Okay. Do you address Mel nychenko specifically
in this section other than in paragraph 124?

MR. YANG (bject to form
THE DEPONENT: Well, | nmention Ml nychenko in
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par agraph 129, but | am saying Chen's teachings apply to
Mel nychenko.

BY MR BOWBER:

Q kay. So would it be fair to say that the
analysis in section 9 is largely focused on what's
described in the 805 patent and then Chen?

A Well, yeah. It is largely focused on ground 2
or -- sorry. Wat ground is this?

Q G ound 1.

A Gound 1, sorry. Gound 1, which conbines
Mel nychenko and Chen at |east, and it disputes why that
conbination is prior art and Chen is a big portion of
t hat .

Q kay. So let's go to paragraph 118.

A Um hum

Q Al'l right. And sorry. Let me count this here.
Starting the fifth line it says, "Caiml explicitly
requires a pre-defined format for each of the VOD
subservi ce, EPG subservice, and nedia subservice." Dd
| read that right?

A Yes.

Q kay. That is a restatenent of your
under standi ng of the pre-defined format in paragraph 68
of your declaration; is that right?

A. | think so.
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Q Ckay. |s your argunent in section 9 about the
Mel nychenko/ Chen conbi nati on based on your understandi ng
of the termpre-defined format as stated earlier in your
decl arati on?

A At | east.

Q What do you nean by, "at |east"?

A Just in case | forgot sonmething, but mainly
what you're sayi ng.

Q kay. But the way that | | ook at your
declaration -- and it seens to ne that your analysis
relies on your understandi ng of pre-defined fornmat
exclusively; is that right?

MR. YANG (bject to form

THE DEPONENT: | nean, | think I'm doing nore
than that in this section. |'mtalking about the
reasons | think that's true and | go into them but it
is a very inportant part of it.

BY MR BONSER:

Q So we tal ked earlier about the -- in the claim
construction section when you anal yze pre-defined fornat
you said it was plain and ordinary nmeaning, right?

A | think that's what the Board said and what we
said. But, yeah, sure.

Q But then you provided your understandi ng of

what the plain and ordinary neaning is, right?
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A Yeah.
kay. And your analysis in this section is
then based on your understandi ng of pre-defined format
according to you; is that right?

A According to how a POSI TA woul d understand it,
sure.

Q kay. And that's your characterization of what
a POSI TA woul d thi nk?

MR. YANG (bject to form

BY MR, BOWSER

Q Al right. So --

A Are you expecting an answer? You nade it sound
i ke you are continuing to ask a question, so | didn't
want to answer it without letting you finish.

Q Well, you said about how a POSI TA woul d
understand it. | guess | amjust trying to ask --
that's according to your understanding of what a POSI TA
is, right?

A Yeah.

MR, YANG (bject to form
THE DEPONENT: Yes.

BY MR. BOWNSER

Q So can you do a search of your declaration in
section 9 and search for the word "order"?

A Do you know what section paragraph 9 is in?
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Q Sorry. Section 9 ends at paragraph 133.

A kay. So | don't see the word "order."

Q kay.

A But, like | said before, to nme "data nodel"
i mplies that.

Q Let's go to paragraph 125

A Um hum

Q And you say that in the first sentence, "I
di sagree that organizing netadata in a table
corresponding to different types of content suggests
organi zi ng data received fromthe VOD, EPG and nedi a
subservi ces types according to a pre-defined format
correspondi ng to each of the subservices types," and the
sentence goes on. Do you see that?

A (No audi bl e answer.)

Q Sir, did you provide an answer?

A | thought you just asked ne if that's what it
says. Yes, that's what it says.

Q Sorry. | couldn't hear you

A Ch.

Q kay. Wiat do you nean by, "corresponding to
different types of content,"” in paragraph 125?

A I think it is referring to the fact that Chen
has different kinds of content that allows you to put

the netadata into a single table fromthe different
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ki nds of content.

Q Did you review the petition inits entirety?

A | think so.

Q So can | ask you to | ook at page 30 of the
petition?

A Sur e.

Q Do you have that handy?

A Page 30.

Q And the reason | am pointing to page 30 is just

because it is an easy, you know, annotated drawi ng. So

hopefully it will nake this easier. So --
A | amat --
Q So do you understand that the petition relies

on Mel nychenko to teach receiving data froma VOD
subservi ce, an EPG subservice, and a nedi a subservice?

A Ckay.

Q kay. So if we go back to paragraph 125 of
your declaration, and it tal ks about how Chen does
not -- this is -- according to you it says, "Chen does
not organi ze the data from each type of subservice
source. "

A Ri ght .

Q Okay. The petition, however, relies on
Mel nychenko for teaching the subservices?

A Sur e.
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Q kay. | just -- and you haven't disputed that,

right?
A No.
Q  Ckay
A But | think that -- | think I give an exanple

of why, |ooking at the singular uniformdata that you
can't -- that it could be that there are multiple
contents comng fromeach type of subservice and you
can't distinguish theminside the table that you
provided as to which service they cane from

Q And what exanple are you referring to?

A | amjust giving -- | amjust tal ki ng about how
if the Video on Demand and a nmedi a service both serve up
WW files they would show up in the netadata base. They
woul dn't be distinguishable in the netadata database.

Q What type of files did you just say, WW?

A W ndows Media Format. | just gave that as an
exanple. | wasn't trying to -- could be MPEG

Q So let's say 805 patent has MPEG?

A Yeah, that's fine. MPEG is fine.

Q How woul d the 805 patent have different formats
if you are receiving MPEGin two different instances?

A Well, there would be two different data nodels
and those two different data nodels woul d di stinguish

between the two. They would be different.
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Q Wiy woul d there be two different data nodels if
t hey are both MPEG?

A Because they may have different information
related to them The Video on Demand service m ght have
a URL associated. A nedia service m ght have other
things associated with it related to that content. It
is not all just about nedia formats.

Q Isn't that based on the assunption that in one
i nstance MPEG has to conme in under VOD and in anot her
I nstance MPEG has to cone in under nedia?

A Right. And that is what the patent says,
right, that you have to have different data nodels and
it shouldn't be a surprise that an EPG guy woul d have a
slightly different DM nodel than the VOD or the video
subservice

Q Let's tal k about Chen for a little bit here.
You tal k about it at length in your declaration. So |
want to -- if you can pull up Chen

A There we go.

Q So paragraph 125, this is just for context
because you are tal king about Chen. | just want to read
you a specific section here. Paragraph 125, and this is
on the bottom of page 56 of your declaration, it says --
this is according to you. "Unlike claim1l, Chen does

not organi ze data froma VOD subservice according to a
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pre-defined format conprising a VOD data nodel

organi zed data from an EPG subservice according to a
pre-defined format conprising an EPG data nodel or
organi zed data froma nedi a subservice according to a
pre-defined format conprising a nedia data nodel." Do
you see that?

A Yep

Q Are you arguing that Chen doesn't disclose a
VOD subservice, an EPG subservice, and a nedia
subservi ce?

MR, YANG (nbject to form

THE DEPONENT: | think | amarguing that it is
only doing FI nmedia format and those nedia formats are
not particular to a particular service. So | am making
that point.

BY MR, BOWSER

Q So if you could | ook at Chen, please

A | amin Chen. 1Is this Chen?

Q Let me know when you have it up. Okay. So in
paragraph 6 of Chen the first sentence says, "The set
top box is operable to receive nedia data from vari ous
sources including TV prograns transnitted by a cable TV,
Vi deo on Dermand, VOD, novie programtransmtted by the
internet," right?

A Ri ght.
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Q So there -- is it your understandi ng that Chen
di scl oses EPG?

A Sur e.

Q And Chen di scl oses Video on Demand?

A Explicitly.

Q And Chen al so discl oses nedia, for exanple,

i nternet content?

A Right. And all | amsaying is that once -- you
can't -- in the Chen inplenentation you can't
di stingui sh between themonce they are in -- once they

are in a particular format the different services can
share formats.

Q kay. So then let's go back to paragraph 125.
And you say the third Iine fromthe start or -- sorry.
At the top of page -- paragraph -- let ne start over

You say in line 3, the third |ine beginning
at -- on page 57 in paragraph 125 do you see that
word -- it starts with, "Instead Chen organi zes"?

A Yeah. Uh-huh.

Q kay. So in that sentence you say, "Chen
organi zes data fromnultiple sources based on the file
type of the data,"” skipping over a couple words,
"provided by the source regardl ess of the type of
source.” Is that right?

A. Yeah.
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Q Ckay. So are you equating Chen's tables, which
we are going to talk about, to only specific file types
of data?

A | think the table that it shows in those
di agrans has that property.

Q Okay. Let's look at the tables. And before we
do that actually let's talk about sone context here.

kay. So can you go to paragraph 17 of Chen, please?

A You said 17?

Q Yes, please.

A Ckay. That top box, is that the one?

Q Yeah. And let ne go -- so six |ines down where

it starts with, "The invention is able to design a user
interface operable to plural types of nedia data instead
of designing various user interfaces according to the
types of nedia data."

A Let nme read that again, sorry. Ckay.

Q You indicated earlier that Chen, according to
you, does not -- or Chen's tables are specific to a
certain type of data type, right?

A | don't think | neant that.

MR YANG Form

THE DEPONENT: If | said that, what | nmeant was
that it could handle nmultiple data types. And the
pi cture shows that, right? It can handle MPEG JPEG et
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cetera.

So it can handle nmultiple nedia types.

BY MR. BOWBER:

Q

we j ust

kay. But as you can see in paragraph 17, what

read there is a disclosure about having plural

types of nedia and the user interface for all different

plural types of nedia?

A
Q

Yeah. That is not inconsistent.

kay. So let's, again, for context here -- and

we are going to wal k through sonme of these, but can you

| ook at

colum -- sorry, figure 1 of Chen and | ook at

that, just, again, for context here, and it will also

hel p | evel -set everyt hi ng.

A

So which -- signal source termnal, second

signal source term nal, yep

Q

Okay. And then nunmber 100 in this drawing is

the set top box, right?

A.
Q
A.
Q

term nal

Um hum

So there are inporters?

Ri ght.

And there's -- so a first signal source

goes to a first inporter and the second signa

source term nal goes to a second inporter. Right?

A

Q
A

Ri ght .
And then let's | ook at paragraph 20, please.
kay.
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Q Actually go to paragraph 19. | think we wl|
do this in stages.

A A new par agraph, okay. "The types of" -- "The
types of nedia operable to the set top box as you
mentioned is not limted to the first nmedia data.”

Sure. Yep.

Q kay. And it says, you know, that you can
process nore than two types of nedia data?

A Absol ut el y.

Q W tal ked earlier also about Chen disclosing
EPG VOD, and nedia data, right? GCkay.

A (No audi bl e answer.)

Q So what | want to know here is then in --
starting one, two, three, four -- four lines down from
the right colum in paragraph 19 it says, "The inporters
used the netadata to generate a netadata table conplying
with a specific table.” Right? Do you see that?

A That's there.

Q And | junp down to paragraph 20. And we tal ked
about the inporters earlier, right? And paragraph 20,
starting eight lines fromthe top, it says, "Inporters
not illustrated are used by the set top box 100 to
respectively generate three netadata tables, 30(1),
30(2), and 30(3), conplying with a specific table."

Ri ght ?
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A Um hum vyep.

Q kay. So let's look at figure 3, please.
A Um hum

Q kay. Now - -

A

31, 32, and 33 there are three tables, yep.

Q 31, 32, and 33, okay. And then there are three
different data sources --

A Yes, sir.

Q -- signal sources. So signal source -- you
know what? Before we get into figure 3 it mght be --
why don't we take a 10-m nute break? W can cone back

to figure 3.

A Sur e.

Q So we will conme back at --

A Can you nmake it 15 mnutes? | amsorry.
Q So 2:20 Eastern tine.

Does that work, Mtch?
MR. YANG Yeah, that's fine.
(O f the record.)
BY MR BONSER:
Q Back on the record. Wl cone back, Dr. Surati.
Did you speak with anybody during the break about the
subst ance of your testinony?
A Not at all.

Q kay. Geat. Al right. So we were talking
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before the break about the tables in figure 3 of Chen,

right?
A Yep.
Q kay. Sorry.
A 30(1), 30(2), and 30(3), yeah.

Q Okay. Yeah. G ve ne one nonent here.

| | ost

ny place about Chen. Ckay. Here we go. Paragraph

20 -- it is really long.

A Just a nonent. Paragraph 20, okay.

Q Yeah. So if you could go seven lines
t he bottom

A kay.

Q And - -

up from

A Fromthe botton? Gkay. So the netadata

t abl es?

Q No. No, sorry. So paragraph 20 of Chen

right? So go seven lines up fromthe bottom of
par agr aph 20 of Chen.
A Synmbol pound, pound, pound.

Q Yep. If you would read that, please?

A Yeah. "The synbol, pound, pound, pound in

figure 3 denotes the table's input with data.

top box stores the nedia data of the MP3 file,

The set
the JPEG

file, and the MPEG in the database according to the

context of the netadata tables. The user can pronptly
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and correctly retrieve the nedia data stored in the
dat abase by the user interface.” Ckay.

Q kay. So there is two things there that you
just read that | think are significant. Nunber 1 is,
just for level setting here -- the pound sign in figure
3 denotes the fact that there is data, right?

A Yep

Q And secondly that -- it says it is according to
the context of the netadata tables, right?

A Um hum

Q So that is what we just read. Now, let's go to
figure 3. And --

A kay.

Q -- thisis -- 1 amjust going to walk slowy
through this just because it is inportant for the
record. But we can see there is a table at the top. It
is 30(1), right?

A Um hum

Q The table in the mddle, 30(2), and then a
table at the bottom 30(3). Now the exanples that Chen
uses in figure 3, the top table, is MP3 netadata?

A Yep

Q The m ddle table, 30(2), is JPEG netadata, and
the table at the bottom 30(3), is MPEG 4 neta dat a,
right?
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A Correct.

Q So each one of these tables -- let's | ook at
the table at the top, 30(1), first. GOkay?

A Uh- huh.

Q Al right. Now, | amgoing to read the order
of the information. 1t is the colum on the left. It

goes file nane, author, type of content, resolution,

| anguage, byte rate, appearance, control, and file size.
Ri ght ?

A Yep

Q Now, that is the order of information listed in
table 31. Now -- so we know fromfigure 3 and the pound
sign that in the table at the top, 30(1), it has data
for some rows, but not all. R ght?

A Absol utely.

Q So for the MP3 netadata table it has data for
file name, right?

A Um hum

Q It has data for author --

A Um hum

Q -- right?

It does not have data for type of content,

right?

A Yep

Q It does not have data for resolution, right?
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Q

> O » O » O » O >

Um hum

It does not have data for |anguage, right?
Yep.

It has data for byte rate, yes?

I think that's right.

It does not have data for parents control?
Ri ght .

And it has data for file size, correct?
Yeah.

kay. So netadata table 30(1) has information

in the order specified in netadata table 30(1), right?

A
Q

Um hum

kay. So the second table, which is netadata

table 30(2), it has data as indicated by the pound sign

for file nanme, right? |Is that right?

A Yeah.

Q kay. It has data for resolution, correct?

A Yep

Q kay. And it has data for file size, correct?

A Yep

Q kay. The netadata table, 30(2) does not have
data for author, type of content, |anguage, byte rate,
and parents control. Right?

A Um hum

Q kay. And the data, as we have seen in 30 --
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net adata table 30(2), is in a specific order, right?

A
Q
A
Q

table 30(3), and this is for the MPEG 4 netadata, right,

(No audi bl e answer.)
Is that, "yes"?
Yes.

kay. Okay. So the last table is netadata

in the exanple given in Chen?

A
Q
correct?

A

> O >» 0 » O >» O

l®)

right?
A
Q
control ?

A

Um hum

kay. So this one has data in for file nane,

Um hum

It has data for author, correct?
Yep.

It has data for type of content?
Uh- huh.

It has data for resolution, right?
Yep.

It has data for | anguage?

Yep.

It does not have data for byte rate; is that

Correct.

Okay. And -- sorry. It has data for parents

Um hum
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Q And it has data for file size, right?

A Yes.

Q kay. And just like the other netadata tables,
it islisted in a specific order; is that right?

A That's right.

Q Okay. And for -- let's |look at netadata table
30(1), netadata table 30(2), and netadata table 30(3),
right? Okay. Let's |look at themall together. And the
types of content in each netadata table is different; is
that right?

A That's true.

Q kay. Let's go to paragraph 131 of your
decl arati on, please.

A Just a nmonent. Ckay. Wlat was it, 1317

Q Yes, 131. And in this paragraph is an
expl anation that you have provided about uniform format,
right?

A That's right.

Q kay. Do you cite any portions of the
specification in this paragraph?

A | don't.

Q Okay. Your explanation of uniformformat is
based on your explanation in paragraph 70; is that
right? Strike that. Let ne try again.

So your explanation of what you understand to
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be uniformformat in paragraph 131 is based on your
expl anati on of what uniformformt neans according to
you in paragraph 70; is that right?

A I think so, yes.

Q kay. So let's go last in this topic to
par agr aph 132.

A Um hum

Q And you have characterized the Institution
Deci sion in paragraph 132. Do you see that?

A Um hum

Q And you have said, beginning in the second |ine
of this paragraph -- where it says, "Petitioner cannot
rely on Chen's netadata tables conformng to a uniform
format to show," and then, you know, you continue with
your characterization and you reference page 26
specifically of the Institution Decision. Gkay? Can
you pull up page 26 of the Institution Decision?

A Sur e.

Q Where do you see on page 26 a statenent by the
Board that Petitioner cannot rely on Chen's netadata
tables conformng to a uniformformat to show organi zi ng
data according to a pre-defined fornmat?

MR. YANG Object to form
THE DEPONENT: | think it is the first

sentence, "As an initial matter we note that by reading
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the claimterm ' pre-defined format' is recited in
limtation 1.2.1 on the specific table of uniform fornmat
and Chen," sone references, "it appears Petitioner nmay
be conflating the claimterns, 'pre-defined format' and
"uniformfornmat' as recited to inplenentations” --

BY MR BOWBER

Q kay.
A -- respectively. Sorry.
Q So that's the -- that's the sentence you are

relying on to support your characterization of paragraph
132, right?

A Yep

Q kay. So let's turn to paragraph 54 of your
declaration. And | want to tal k about sone nore claim
construction issues.

A | have so many things open here.

Q I think for now you can close the Institution
Decision if you want.

A Oh, lovely. Sorry. Let's see here. How nmany
wi ndows are there? There is ny clean copy. So you
wanted to go back to paragraph 54, you said?

Q Yes, please.

A Yes, sir. 54, yeah. Media netadata -- is that
t he section?

Q Yes.
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A All right. Here we are.

Q "Medi a net adata personalized for user.” And
this is for clains 4 and 13, correct?

A Yeah.

Q And in this particular section this deals with
your proposed construction of this term right?

A Um hum

Q kay. Let's -- can you please read the first
two sentences of paragraph 54?

A “I'n ny opinion the nedia netadata personalized
for a user means the content of the netadata is
personal i zed for user. That is, the netadata content of
the sane nedia is personalized, in explicum different
for each user. For exanple, if two users were view ng
the sanme program personalizing new nedi a netadata of
that programfor the two users neans that the first user
could see a first title personalized for the first user,
but the second user would see a different second title
personalized to the second user."

Q kay. Thank you. So |ooking at the first two
sent ences agai n, which one of those two sentences is
your construction?

A Oh. Let me -- | guess | would go with 2 just
because it is pretty explicit about being different.

Q Are you sure about that?
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A ["mnot really sure. | nean, like, | amtrying
to say that is what | nmean by it. So it is hard to -- |
mean, | could go with 1, but with the explanation that 2
hel ps explain it nore.

Q Okay. Just for the record, which one are you
going with? Because you said first, second, and now you
are saying first. Wich one?

A Il will go with the first --

MR. YANG (bject to form

THE DEPONENT: | will go with the first with
t he expl anati on the whol e paragraph expl ains what |
nmean.

BY MR BOWBER:

Q kay. So final answer, you are going wth your
first?
A Yeah.

MR, YANG (bject to form

BY MR BONSER:

Q Al right. So if your construction is the
first sentence why did you feel the need to provide an
expl anation as to what your construction neans?

A To be clear.

Q Are you suggesting that your proposed
construction is not clear?

MR. YANG (nject to form
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THE DEPONENT: No. |If there is any anbiguity I
want to make sure that the person reading it understands
it.

BY MR BONSER:

Q Okay. So when we provide constructions in
patent |aw we do so to provide clarity, right?

A Sur e.

Q kay. So let's look at clains 4 and 13, if you
can pull up Exhibit 1017.

A 1017? | have got claim10 now. [|s that what
you meant, claim 10? Caim4, you neant. Sorry.

Q We are |looking at clains 4 and 13.

A The claimto -- "Werein the nmedia data
provider is configured to provide nedia and netadata
personal i zed for a user."

Q kay. So if we are going with your first
sentence in paragraph 54 which adds the word "content,"
where do you see the word "content” in claim4?

A There is no word "content” in claim4.

Q kay. So if we are going with your second
sentence i n paragraph 54, which says the netadata
content of the sane nedia is personalized, i.e.
different for each user, where do you see that in claim
4?

A Don't see it.
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Q You don't see it?

>

No.

Q So are you reading limtations into the clainf
MR, YANG (bject to form
THE DEPONENT: | don't think so.

BY MR BOWSER

Q So you don't see the word "content” in claim4,
right?
A No, but | amtrying to construe the claim

Q kay. And you don't see the words, "the sane
nmedia," inclaim4. R ght?

A Nope.

Q And do you see the words "different for"?

A No, | don't.

Q kay. So in paragraph 54 you started to read
this and | don't -- | amnot asking you to read it. But
beginning on the third line it starts with, "For
exanpl e,” and you have seven lines of text, right? Do
you see that?

A (No audi bl e answer.)

Q Is that your explanation of what may happen
under your proposed construction?

A Sure.

Q Whi ch one, the first sentence or the second

sent ence?
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A The first and the second.
Is this explanation in the clai mlanguage?
MR. YANG (bject to form
THE DEPONENT: Medi a netadata personalized for
user, it is not exclusively in the claimlanguage, no.
BY MR, BOWNSER
Q So there is this explanation we tal ked about
starting in the -- you know, seven lines in paragraph 54
starting at line 3, did you cite to any portion of the
speci fication for that?
A No, | did not. Onh, | did -- nmeaning in that
par agr aph?
Q Yes.
A No. There is nothing in this paragraph, but |
do go on to talk about how | cane to that concl usion
Q So in paragraph 54, |last sentence, you say,
"This is distinguished from'the selection of the nedia
netadata i s personalized for user,' such that the nedia
Is selected for individual users, but all users
selecting the sanme nedia will see the sanme netadata.”
Ri ght ?
A That's right.
Q Okay. Wiere does this quotation cone fronf
A " mnot sure.
Q

So let's go to paragraph 55, please. And you
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say in paragraph 55 -- | amgoing to read it, if you
don't mnd, the first two sentences where you say, "M
opi nions are consistent with the disclosures of the 805
pat ent and the understandi ngs of a POSI TA. The 805
patent repeatedly states that the" -- "that the
"personal i zed nedia netadata' is 'generated’ from

net adata recei ved from nedi a subservices."” Right?

A Yeah.

Q kay. And then you cite -- actually let ne
back up. So this sentence or these two sentences that
you i ncluded in paragraph 55, did you do so having
consi dered all the enbodi nents of the 805 patent?

A | nean, I'mjust trying to help define the term
so | can help figure out whether the clains are being
met by the prior art that was suggested in the petition.
So when you're saying that you are asking did | consider
whet her all the enbodi nents had this property? O what
exactly do you nean?

Q I nmean when you nmade this characterization
about how the 805 patent repeatedly states that the
personal i zed nmedi a netadata is generated from netadata
recei ved from nmedi a subservices, did you nmake that
characterization having considered all the enbodi nents
of the 805 patent?

A You nean all the enbodi nents that m ght | ead ne
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to make a claimlimtation for?

Q Yes, all the enbodi nents that have | anguage
that could correspond to claim4

A I think so.

Q Were you asked to consider specific enbodi nents
when preparing this claimconstruction section?

A Not particularly. | was just trying to
di stingui sh and explain ny reasoning for why
Dr. Lippman's construction failed to neet the claim
| anguage.

Q So are you saying that Dr. Lippnman provided the
clai m construction for media netadata personalized for a
user?

A No. | amjust saying he gave an exanple and |
was just trying to explain why | didn't believe it net
the claim

Q So you cited two portions of the specification
i n paragraph 55. They are colum 31, lines 26 to 41,
and colum 34, lines 61 to colum 35, line 8 R ght?

A Yes, sir.

Q kay. How did you determne -- or strike that.

How di d you decide to cite just those two
par agr aphs?

A Just a second. So those are the two that |

t hought were relevant in hel pi ng explain what nust be
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nmeant by "netadata personalized for the user.”

Q And were those the two portions that you found
to be the nost relevant?

A Yeah. | think there is, |ike, one other
section that doesn't help.

Q Okay. Let's look at the portions that you
cited, okay? So let's -- for level setting here let's
go back to -- I amsorry for making you junp around
here, but let's go back to 1017. And let's |ook at the
actual |anguage of the clainms. Okay?

A Ckay.

Q We are going to look at claim4, which, if you
can renenber, it says, "Media netadata personalized for
a user." Right?

A Correct.

Q Okay. Now, let's go to page 21 of your
decl aration at the top where you have quoted col um 33,
lines 26 to 41.

A | just lost it. Sorry. So page 21, you say?

Q Yeah. | lost it -- well, the paragraph nunber
but it is not on this page so | refer to the page
numnber .

A Ckay.

Q Par agraph 55, but at the top of page 21, do you

see that?
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A Yeah.

Q Al right. So that -- | want to enphasi ze or
want to -- sorry. | want to talk about the two portions
that you have highlighted in this particul ar paragraph
or highlighted -- enphasized, okay. So you say, "To
provi de personalized nmedia netadata,” right? You have
enphasi zed that portion at the top?

A Yep

Q kay. That we can agree is probably simlar to
the | anguage in the claim nedia netadata personalized?

A For a user, yeah.

Q Yeah, for a user. ay. So then -- okay. So
conparing the two between what is in the specification
and what's in claim4, we have provide -- and I'm
tal ki ng about the portion of the specification that you
quoted, columm 31, 26 to 41. It says, "To provide
personal i zed nmedia netadata,” right? Do you see that?

A Yep

Q And the cl ai msays, "Media netadata
personal i zed for user"? So the word "personalized” is
ki nd of shifted out of order.

It is.
But otherwise it is generally the sane?

Yep.

o > O >

Al'l right. Now. You then enphasize a |ater
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portion of this same paragraph in colum 31, lines 26 to
41, right?

A Uh- huh.

Q kay. And that specific portion -- and I am
only going to read the portion that you have enphasi zed.
It says, "Media data provided 1416B uses the netadata
regardi ng nedia collected by the nedia subservice 1428
in order to generate the personalized nedia netadata."”
Did | read that right?

A That's right.

Q Okay. So do you see anything in claim4 about
generating personalized nedi a netadata?

A Just a nonent. Sorry. Caim4, | don't see

the word "generate" there.

Q kay. So do you see the word "content” in the
| ast sentence of that paragraph 31 -- colum 31, lines
26 to 417

A No.

Q kay. Let's look at the second portion of the
speci fication that you quoted in -- sorry, paragraph 55
on page 21. And | amreferring to colum 34, |line 61

to colum 35, line 8. Right?

A Yep
Q kay. So | amreferring to the portion of your
declaration at like -- as this -- as this paragraph is
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reproduced in your declaration. GCkay? | aml ooking at
this starting fromthe fourth [ine domn. And there is a
sentence that starts with, "In another exanple, nedia
data provi ded 1416B provi des personalized nedi a netadata
and stores data in an SQ |i ke dat abase. "

A Yep

Q Do you see that?

A Yep

Q kay. So this portion of that paragraph talks

about personalized nedia netadata, right?

A Um hum

Q kay. | amcurious why you didn't enphasize
t hat ?

A | didn't see that as hel ping nme define what it
is. It just says it is storing sone data in a database.

Q So at the end of the paragraph you cite a
sentence and you enphasi ze this sentence which tal ks
about generating the personalized nedia netadata, right?

A That's right.

Q kay. So do you see the word "generating" or
"generate"” in claim4 at all?

A Doesn't appear to be.

Q Ckay. So why are you citing only sentences
that have to do with generating?

A To provide sone clarity about what m ght be
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meant by netadata -- media netadata personalized for a
user, what that m ght nmean so that soneone coul d
understand what is neant. And even though there are
mul tiple places where it is referred to, only sone of
them actually give a hint as to what it m ght be.
Q So we tal ked earlier about your proposed
construction, right?
A Um hum
Q And it sounds like we | anded on the first
sentence in paragraph 54, right, where you said, "In ny
opi ni on nedi a netadata personalized for a user neans the
content of the netadata is personalized for a user.”
A Yeah. And where it also said that -- | am
trying to explain what that neans a little bit further.
Q kay. So is this concept of generating the
medi a nmetadata -- is that required by your construct
t eanf
MR. YANG (bject to form
THE DEPONENT: | think so.
BY MR BONSER:
Q You said earlier that the concept of
generating, though, is not in the clain®
A | agree with that.
(Si nul taneous col | oquy.)

Q So let's look at colum 33, line 61 to 67 of
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t he specification.

A Oh, of the specification?
O the 805 patent, sorry.
Col utm 337
Lines 61 to 67.
kay.

o >» O > O

kay. And if you don't mind | amjust going to
read this sentence, okay? It says, "Further, in one

i npl enentation the subservices may need to all ow access
to storages 1432" -- and just for reference this is
referring to figure 14. Okay?

A kay.

Q Let me start over again. So it says, "Further,
in one inplenmentation, the subservices nmay need to all ow
access to storages 1432, 1436 and 1440." And those are
showi ng us dat abases in figure 14, right?

A Yep

Q kay. "To nedia data provider 1416B in order
to allow nedia data provider 1416B to store and access
the personalized nedia netadata."”

A Yep

Q Ri ght? Okay.

That portion of the specification doesn't talk
about content or generating, right?

A. It does not.
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Q kay. So why did you -- why did you avoid
citing that portion of the specification?

A | wouldn't say that | avoided it. | just
didn't put it in because it didn't have any rel evance to
provi ding nore informati on about what personalized nedia
nmet adat a neant .

Q kay. So | ook at paragraph 56 of your
decl aration. You there?

A Yeah, | just lost it. I'mtrying to bring it
up again. So you said paragraph 547

Q Sorry, 5-6, 56. Ckay. So you say in the first
sentence that, "The 805 patent consistently discloses
that personalized nedia netadata i s generated from ot her
recei ved netadata." Right?

A Um hum

Q kay. You don't cite any portions of the
speci fication in paragraph 56, right?

A Not directly, because | put the other one --
par agr aphs i n before.

Q kay. So your -- when you say, "consistently,™
you are referring to the two -- the two sections that
you just cited in paragraph 54, right?

A Yeah. And the other place --

kay. Sorry. Go ahead.

A The ot her place doesn't give any hint what this
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nmeans.

Q Okay. So what does the word "consistently”
mean to you?

A | nmean, |I'mjust saying that where it gives
sone di scl osure about what it means it uses the word
"generate."

Q And woul d you say that the portions of the
specification that don't use the word "generating,"
those don't help you informwhat the neaning is?

A Not specifically, no.

Q Okay. So let's go back to your expl anation of
cl ai m construction principles in paragraphs 50 and 51.

A Yes, sir.

Q You don't nention in these two paragraphs,
par agr aphs 50 and 51, that you understand it is inproper

to inport limtations into the clains, right?

MR, YANG (bject to form
THE DEPONENT: | nean, | don't say that here,
no.
BY MR BONSER:
Q Were you infornmed about that principle?
A Yes. | answered that before.
Q So the paragraphs that you cite in paragraph --
sorry. The sections of the specification that you cite

i n paragraph 55 have generating netadata, right?
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A Um hum

Q But we tal ked about the fact that there is
ot her portions of the specification that don't have that
feature?

A | wouldn't say that. Well, what | would say is
that the other portions of the other -- there is three
things that refer to personalized other than the claim
So as to give a hint as to what, two of them happen to
mention the word "generating.” One of them doesn't, but
it doesn't give any nore information about what that

data mght be, | think, beyond that is connected to the

nmedia -- nedia data providers, sonething Iike that.
Q So you didn't cite it because it doesn't have
"generating." |Is that right?

MR, YANG (nject to form
THE DEPONENT: | didn't cite it because |
didn't think it was hel pful in hel pi ng determ ne what
t he neani ng was.
BY MR BONSER:
Q So paragraph 56, if we can go there --
A Um hum
Q -- and you |l ook at the second sentence. And it
says, "The 805 patent never suggests that
personal i zati on of nedia netadata occurs when nedia or

prograns are selected based on a user." Right?
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A Par agr aph 55 or 567?

Q Par agr aph 56, second sentence.

A Second sentence, "The 805 patent never suggests
the personalization of nedia occurs when nedia prograns
are sel ected based on a user." (kay.

Q kay. So are you saying that if a
speci fication doesn't disclose a specific enbodi nent
then the cl ains exclude that enbodi nment?

MR. YANG (bject to form

THE DEPONENT: | wouldn't say that. | would
just say that | have an interpretation of what that
thing neans. And | ampointing out sinply that it
doesn't suggest that that qualifies and that the
evi dence that | have about the neaning of the term
suggests that what Dr. Lippman suggested was a, you
know, piece of prior art that invalidated the patent

claimwasn't consistent with that. And that the nunber

of channel itens -- sorry, the -- what the channel itens
were was not -- was not what | woul d consi der
netadata -- | amsorry -- nedia netadata personalized

for a user.

BY MR. BOWNSER

Q Ckay. Can we -- so can you stay in paragraph
56. Let's look at the third sentence. And you say, "A

PCSI TA woul d recogni ze that only netadata," and you have
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enphasi zed the word "content that is personalized for a
user would be 'generated' fromdata received from nedi a
subservices." Do you see that?

A Um hum

Q Are you saying that's the only ever
possibility?

A As | see how that claimtermis defined neaning
the patent and the evidence that | gave, yes.

Q kay. So let's go to section 10, which is in
par agr aphs 134 to 144.

A Ckay. Sorry. Ckay.

Q And in this section, just generally speaking,
you are addressing your prior art argunents for clains 4
and 13, right?

A Yes, sSir.

Q kay. And in paragraph 135 you reference your
earlier construction of nedia netadata personalized for
a user; is that right?

A | think that's fair.

Q kay. And if you wanted to -- | think you are
referring to paragraph 54. So you say, "As | expl ai ned
in section 6A," and you are referring to paragraph 64.
And so this paragraph, as we tal ked about earlier, has
the words "content” and then it also has the explanation

about the content of the nedia nust be personalized for
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the user and the selection. So let ne stop there. |Is
the analysis in this section of -- section 10 of your
decl aration, is it based on your construction?

A It is at | east based on ny construction

Q Okay. Wien you say, "at |east based on," what
do you nean by that?

A Just in case. Wen you say that it is so
expansive -- in case | forgot sonmething I want to nmake
sure | don't say sonmething and then there is another
argunent. | don't think there is another argunent, but
| don't want to nake a statenment that is wholly untrue
if there is a second argunent that | have made.

Q kay. So would you m nd | ooking through your
portions of the declaration, 134 and 144? And take your
time. | just want to know if you have presented any
argunents that are not based on your specific
constructi on.

A Sure. 1'll be happy to. So the only thing --
caveat | wll say is that there is an argunent in there
that di scusses how there is no editing of thunbnails,
but that's -- sort of goes back to the explanation that
| want to show that what he describes can't be confused
with being able to select fromthis.

Q And that really goes back to your construction

does it not?
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A It does. That's what | was trying to say.
Okay. Al right. So just to close the |oop
here on that particular point, would you say that in
par agraph 137 you have characterized Dr. Lippman's
mappi ng of the prior art. Right?

A I think so.

Q kay. And in paragraph 138 you start with the
sentence, "This conclusion is prem sed on an incorrect
under standing of the term' nmedi a netadata personalized
for a user.'" R ght?

A That's right.

Q kay. And then you say, "As | explained in
section 6A, " which refers to your construction of nedia
nmet adat a personalized for a user, okay.

A Yes, sSir.

Q So let's go to paragraph 135.

A Ckay.
Q So the first sentence -- sorry, not the first
sentence. In the second sentence in that paragraph you

say, "To personalize the nedia netadata for a user, the
content of that nedia netadata nust be personalized for
the user, i.e. the content for the sane nedia nust be
di fferent between users.”

A Correct.

Q Ri ght ?
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A Sure.

Q So the portions of the specification that we
tal ked about earlier with respect to your construction
of nedia netadata, did you see anything about the fact
that the same nedia nust be different between users?

A Not hi ng other than the fact it was tal king
about it being personalized for the user.

Q So are you saying that the word "personalized”
or, you know, "personalization" necessarily requires it
to be different for different users?

A | think it needs to be shown that it can be
different between different user

Q So hold on a second. You said it can be

different, right?

A Yeah. |In other words, if you are going to try
to prove this claimlimtation you have to -- you can't
just be like, well, I don't know -- | think I'mjust

trying to basically say in order to prove that this
claimlimtation is being net you need to be able to
show that a person can personalize the netadata that
they see that is created based on netadata and that it
can be different from other users.

Q Ckay. But in the second sentence of paragraph
135, in the parentheses, don't you specifically say that

it nust be different?
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A Wll, I don't -- | nmean, if | gave you a --
several exanples, right, and I said, "This system has
that capability that they can be different,"” that's

enough to show that that limtation can be net.

Q Ckay. | amjust trying to understand because
in the -- your declaration says, "nust be different,"
and then today you said, "can be different." So which

one is it?

A It is not which oneis it. It is the
pur pose -- the general purpose of this thingis to -- is
we are supposed to show that -- | nean, not "we," but

Dr. Lippman is supposed to show that his construction
neets -- of the prior art neets the limtation. And
what | amsaying is that the limtation -- if he wants
to show that he has to show that there nust be a way
that those things could be different.

Q kay. So let's go to the third sentence in
this paragraph. And you say, "Personalizing the
sel ection of media netadata for a user is insufficient
to neet this limtation," and then there is a condition.
“I'f the content of the nedia netadata is the same for
all users that selected the sane nedia netadata."

A Correct.

Q Do you see that?

A Yep
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Q I's there any portion of the specification that
has that type of definition?

A | would just say that this is in response to
the Dr. Lippman's exanple. And I'mjust saying that his
exanple is not -- his exanple is not included in what
this discussion is about.

Q kay. So paragraph 135, you don't have any

citations to the specification, right?

A There doesn't appear to be.

Q Okay. Let's look at the | anguage of clains 4
and 13.

A kay. | have them

Q So | amgoing to skip to the end of the claim

just to the relevant part. And it says, "To provide
medi a nmet adata personalized for a user." Do you see
t hat ?

A Actually, 1 don"t. Can you repeat to
provi de --

Q So claim4 says, "To provide nedi a netadata
personal i zed for a user."

A Yeah.

Q kay. Wiere in the claimdo you see this
concept that there can't be personalization if the nedia
netadata is the sane for all users that selected the

sane nedi a net adat a?
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A There is nothing there that says that
explicitly.
Q kay. So let's look at the fourth and fifth

sentences of your explanation of paragraph 135, please.

And where | amstarting at is -- in the mddle of the
paragraph it starts with the explanation, "lIn other
words." Do you see that?

A "I n other words, if"?

Q Yes. And | can read that. It says, "In other

words, if the nedia netadata is the title of a program
and that media netadata is personalized for two users,
the first user and the second user should see different,
personal i zed programtitles.”

A Yep

Q Is that sonmething that is disclosed in the
speci fication?

A Not directly.

Q So why does personalization require two
different titles for two different users?

A Well, if you want to show that personalization
I s possible, given the way | have defined -- not | have
defined it, but the way | understand it to nmean, that a
POSI TA woul d understand it to nmean, then you have to be
able to show that those two titles can be different.

Q So let's say -- | amgoing to give an exanple
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where the netadata is in English. Okay?
A Ckay.
Q And you and |, to use your exanple before, we
both want to watch "Leave it to Beaver."
Ckay.
Are you follow ng ne?
Sur e.
So let's say we both want it to be in Spanish.

kay.

> O >» O »

Q Okay. Whatever that nmeans in Spanish, | don't
speak Spanish. But | am saying whatever that neans in
Spanish it will show up on your television and it should
show up on ny television, right?

A Sure. So you are asking -- you would play the
"Leave it to Beaver" track in Spanish?

Q | just want the netadata for the title. 1 am
usi ng your exanple.

A kay.

Q kay. So you and | have both asked for the
title "Leave it to Beaver" to be translated to Spani sh.

A Ckay.

Q Ckay? |s that not a personalization?

A So personalized nmedia netadata -- so you have
decided to set a setting on your system right, that

says you are going to see Spanish content show up
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i nstead of English content. So it would be drawi ng the
i nformation about the title -- yeah, |I think | have to
think about this exanple. And there is so nany

questions | woul d have about where the data was com ng

fromfor the different things that I can't -- | can't
give you a direct answer. | don't think |I analyzed this
exact title. It is alittle bit vague and hard for ne

to come up on the fly with a clear, good explanation for
why | thought it was one thing versus the other

Q kay. So can you give nme an exanpl e where
someone coul d ask for personalized netadata having to do
with the title "Leave it to Beaver"?

A Sure. Let's say that -- let's say, for
exanple, that ny child and | have a funny joke about
"Leave it to Beaver" and we |like to call it "Beavis and
Butthead." Another person has a child that likes to
have it be "Beaver," so that they can read it. In those
cases a personalization mght involve -- any tine it
says, "Leave it to Beaver," it would put in, "Beavis and
Butthead.” In the other case the person would put in
"Beaver." And so what you would see in the titles for
things that you are selecting would be "Beaver" or
"Beavis and Butthead,"” and those would be two different
titles that were based on -- that would be a

per sonal i zati on.
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Q kay. So let's say that you have asked for --
usi ng your exanple where you and your child both like to
have "Leave it to Beaver" be substituted for "Beavis and
Butthead.” Right? Gkay. You have asked for it to be
substituted for "Beavis and Butthead" and your child has
asked for it to be "Beavis and Butthead" maybe on
different TVs. Aren't you getting the sane title?

A I think I would consider that to be one user.
So when | say nme and ny child, | would think of it as
one user.

Q Wiy are they just -- why are you both one user?

A Because | would log in as one user. | don't
know. | nean, | can give you an exanple just so that it
Is not confusing, but -- | like it a certain way,

anot her person sonewhere else likes it another way. So
there is one user and one user. | don't want to deal
with multiple users at a particul ar house.
Q Okay. So your definition then requires it to
be in different househol ds?
MR, YANG (bject to form
THE DEPONENT: |1'mgiving you an exanple. So
it is not really ny definition. [I'mjust trying to nake
a clear exanple and clarify for you what | am sayi ng.
BY MR BONSER:

Q kay. So let's -- let's use a different

THE SULLI VAN GROUP OF COURT REPCORTERS

Ex. 1021 / IPR2024-00354 / Page 150 of 212
LG Electronics, Inc. et al v. Multimedia Technologies PTE. LTD.



http://www.sullivancourtreporters.com/
http://www.sullivancourtreporters.com/

© 00 N o o b~ w N P

N NN N NN R R R R R R R R R R
O AN W N B O © 0 N O O M W N KB O

exanple. So let's say that | ask -- let me back up.
Are you famliar with Hulu or YouTube TV?
MR, YANG (nject to form Scope and
foundati on.
THE DEPONENT: My --
BY MR BOWSER
Q kay. So let's just ask a nore genera
exanple. If | ask for nmetadata or titles to be shown
only for things that interest nme, for exanple, sports --
A Ckay.
Q Ckay -- and you al so ask for sports, isn't the
net adata that you're receiving then sonmehow
per sonal i zed?
MR, YANG (nject to form
THE DEPONENT: | haven't spent a ot of time --
| nean, literally, maybe, but | haven't spent a | ot of
time characterizing those particul ar exanples. And
could spend a I ot of time thinking about why it mght or
m ght not qualify. So | don't want to -- | don't think
| opined on that in particular in ny declaration, so I
don't want to make an off-the-cuff remark w thout a
conpl ete explanation of all the conditions under which
this may or may not be true.
Q kay. | amjust trying to understand it

because you have indicated that in order to be
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personal i zed the sane netadata has to be different for
two different users, right?

MR. YANG (bject to form

THE DEPONENT: No, | wouldn't say that it has
to be. | think I clarified that it has to be possible,
that it could be different.

BY MR BONSER

Q So with that clarification, you re saying then
that the sentence in paragraph 135 of your declaration
where the content to the sanme nedia nust be different
bet ween users, you are no |longer saying that is the
case?

A No. | nean, | think I asked and answered this
qguestion before about how to clarify what | neant, which
was just that in order to show things are -- in order to
conplete Dr. Lippman's -- you know, his analysis, he
needs to show that those two could be different.

Q kay. Wiy don't we take a 15-m nute break?
have -- so then it is -- what -- 3:40 eastern?

A Yeah. | need to go to the restroom Sorry.

(O f the record.)

BY MR. BOWNSER

Q So, Dr. Surati, as we have tal ked about before,
did you neet with anybody or discuss your testinony

during the break?

THE SULLI VAN GROUP OF COURT REPCORTERS

151

Ex. 1021 / IPR2024-00354 / Page 152 of 212
LG Electronics, Inc. et al v. Multimedia Technologies PTE. LTD.


http://www.sullivancourtreporters.com/
http://www.sullivancourtreporters.com/

© 00 N o o b~ w N P

N NN N NN R R R R R R R R R R
O AN W N B O © 0 N O O M W N KB O

Not at all.
All right. Geat. | have to ask that.
O course.

So do you have Dr. Lippman's declaration?

| do.

> O » O >

Q And the reason | ask is it's got sone
annotations, which I think will nmake it a little easier
to talk through. Sorry. Go ahead.

A ["mjust pushing -- | amlooking for it here.
Yeah, | have got it.

Q Exhi bit 1003. |If you don't have it | can
upload it. GCkay. So what | think will be helpful is if
we tal k about Lee-2. And let ne just put that in the
chat so we can -- sorry. | amputting -- thisis --

El i zabeth, this is what we are referring to as Lee-2.

A | don't see it.

Q Do you have Lee-2?

A | do have Lee-2.

Q If you could access that. But | think for
pur poses of just discussing Lee-2 | was going to propose
that we use Dr. Lippman's declaration just because it
has some annotations, just because |I think it would make
it easier to talk. So if you could when you get to
Dr. Lippman's declaration you have -- sorry -- page

155 -- it is nunbered page 155 and it is starting at

THE SULLI VAN GROUP OF COURT REPCORTERS

152

Ex. 1021 / IPR2024-00354 / Page 153 of 212
LG Electronics, Inc. et al v. Multimedia Technologies PTE. LTD.


http://www.sullivancourtreporters.com/
http://www.sullivancourtreporters.com/

© 00 N o o b~ w N P

N NN N NN R R R R R R R R R R
O AN W N B O © 0 N O O M W N KB O

page 325 -- sorry, paragraph 325. One of these days |
am going to get the paragraph and page nunbers right.

A So | am on page 154.

Q kay. So in Lee -- and you talk about Lee --
just for the record here, you tal k about Lee in
par agr aphs 137 and 139 of your declaration, anong
ot hers.

A kay.

Q kay. So, all right. So if you can | ook at
figure 39B of Lee. And in that -- on page 155 we can
see that Lee's disclosure about how, you know, a user
can have a favorite channel object, 2019. And here the
exanple given is user B, right? GCkay. So the favorite
channel object is then shown on -- in an annotated form
on page 157 of Dr. Lippman's declaration. Do you see
t hat ?

A Yeah. 156, | see Exhibit 1009, figure 39B
whi ch has a favorite channel list. And then when I go
to page 157 | see sonething -- a favorite channel card.

Q Yeah. At the card objects, right?

A Um hum

Q Okay. So in paragraph 327 he tal ks about, you
know, the disclosure and the citation there about, "Lee-
2's OSD generator functional program generates a

favorite channel card object 2060 and that includes
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personal i zed netadata, e.g. user set thunbnails.” Now,
that is Dr. Lippman's characterization. | know that you
have di sagreed with that, but I want to -- just for
context, if you can keep up the annotation of figure
33B.
A Sure.
Q So in your declaration you have said that a
user selecting favorites is not a personalization?
MR. YANG (bject to form
THE DEPONENT: | think that's fair.
BY MR, BOWSER
Q kay. So | want to ask you, just generally
speaking in terns of the selection of favorites,
right -- so let's pretend that, you know, we are talKking

about you and ne. W are two different users, right?

A Ckay.

Q Your favorite channels -- may | ask, |ike what
are the channels that you |like to watch, a couple -- or
a genre?

A Oh, | like conedy.

Q kay. | like sports and historical drama,

okay? So those are ny channels and you have got conedy,

right?
A Um hum
Q Now, with our favorite channel hard object,

154
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woul dn't our channels be different?

A Sur e.

Q Because we have selected different interests,
no?

A Sure.

Q kay. And there are different channels shown

based on our selection, correct?

A Sur e.

Q kay. And if the different -- if there are
di fferent channels shown aren't there different netadata
corresponding to the different channel s?

A So there is -- yeah, two different channels
woul d have different netadata.

Q kay. Let's skip to paragraph 60, if you can
of your declaration. You can close out Dr. Lippman's
decl arati on.

A Okay. Paragraph 60 of ny declaration?

Q Yes, sir

A There we go, yep

Q kay. So -- and | promse we are getting in
the home stretch. Al right? Oay. So we have -- | am
on East Coast tinme too. Like, | aman East Coast
person, so -- but | amon California tine right now. So

anyway, | amw th you. Paragraph 60, okay. Sorry.

So first sentence you say, "In ny opinion the

155
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"media sources of the TV as recited in claim16" --
amsorry -- it is, "claim6 and 14 are the plurality of

subservi ces providing content to the TV of clains 1 and

10." Right?
A Ri ght .
Q kay. And | should have -- just for context,

we are tal king about paragraphs 60 to 65, which is your

proposed construction of "nedia sources of the TV."

kay?
A Yep
Q Al'l right. So you have indicated -- so we read

the first sentence and then the |ast sentence in this
paragraph, if I may read that as well -- it says,
"Therefore, the 'nedia sources of the TV in claim6 and
14 nust at | east conprise a VOD subservice source, an
EPG subservi ce source, and a nedi a subservice source.”
Ri ght ?

A Um hum

Q Okay. Do you see the word "nedia" in the
phrase "nedi a sources of the TV'?

A | do.

Q Okay. You have indicated in paragraph 60 that
the term "nmedi a sources of the TV' nust at | east
conprise a VOD subservice source, an EPG subservice

source, and a nedi a subservice source. Correct?
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A Um hum

Q Ckay. So if nedia sources of the TV neans al
three of those --

A Um hum

Q -- why does the term "nedia sources of the TV'
include all three subservices when the word "nedia" is
specifically included?

A | nean, if you look at "nedia browser” it is
able to |l ook at different nedia sources and it includes
VOD and it includes these different subservices. So
that is kind of an anal ogous conpari son

Q And where do you see "nedia browser"?

A Oh, just under paragraph 62. | amjust giving
you an exanple of where | wouldn't just assune that
medi a sources neans just nedia subservices.

Q What | am asking really, though, is, you know,

whoever drafted this specification used the word "nedi a"

before "sources.” Right?
A Sur e.
Q kay. And that, | am assum ng, had sone

si gni fi cance because the word "nedi a" was included, but
not VOD sources or they didn't include EPG sources,
right?

MR. YANG (bject to form

THE DEPONENT: Sure. But, you know, | nean,
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they tal k about nedia sources and then they go and say,
"medi a subservice source.” So, | nean, | take it to
mean that it is those three things and that for nedia
subservice source it is a type of nedia source. A VOD
subservice source is a type of nedia source and an EPG
nedia source is a type of nedia source. That is not

I nconsi stent.

BY MR BONSER

Q kay. Is that sonething froma definition in
the specification?

A. | mean, | think it is -- to me that's the plain
and ordinary neaning of nedia. It could include VOD
source or EPG source or nedia subservice source. These
are all nedia.

Q kay. So let's look at the | anguage of clains
6 and 14 and | would like to just focus on claimbé.

A Sur e.

Q Al right. So --

A Just one second. That is -- no, that is not
it.

Q  1017.

A | amsorry. There it is. Gkay. Caim®6?

Q Yes. Ckay. And | will read it. It says,
"Wherein the nedia browser is configured to provide a

realtine view of nedia sources of the TV' --
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A Sure.

Q And it goes on, right?

A Yeah.

Q -- "and maintain a list of connected nedia
sources of the TV." So do you see there are two

i nstances of nedia sources of the TV? Right?

A kay. Just hold on for a second. It says,
"The nmethod of claim2 wherein the nedia browsers
configure our realtinme view of nedia sources of the TV
and maintain a list of connected" -- sure.

Q Okay. And you have said that the word "nedi a
sources of the TV' nust at |east conprise a VOD
subservi ce source, an EPG subservice source, and a nedi a
subservi ce source, right?

A Yep

Q Okay. And that is in paragraph 60 of your
decl arati on?

A I think that's correct.

Q Do you see that that characterization about
medi a sources of the TV nust at |east conprise a VOD
subservi ce source, an EPG subservice source, and a nedi a
subservi ce source anywhere in claim6?

A | don't. It is not explicit.

Q You claim6 and 14 use the phrase "the nedia

sources of the TV' to refer back to a previous
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recitati on of nedi a sources?

A There is no -- in sense of the word "the" in
t here.
Q So is the term"nedia sources,” is that defined

in the specification?

A In -- explicitly, no.

Q So you' re basing your proposed construction on
enbodi nents of the specification; is that right?

MR. YANG (bject to form

THE DEPONENT: Yeah, | give, in paragraph 60
t hrough 65, ny explanation, which is based on
di scussions in the specification using the terns.

BY MR BOWBER:

Q kay. So let's go to paragraph 61

A Ckay.

Q And i n paragraph 61 you have cited -- at the
bott om of paragraph 61 you have cited colum 28, |ines
46 to 55, right?

A Um hum

Q Okay. And you have enphasi zed the | ast

sentence of colum 28, lines 46 to 55 in paragraph 61
kay?

A Yep

Q This sentence, | amgoing to read it, says,

"Each data subservice conponent is in comrunication with

160
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t he correspondi ng source plug-ins, i.e. VOD source

pl ug-ins 1440" -- sorry -- "14 under 44A to N, 4 VOD
subservi ce 1420, EPG source plug-ins 1448A to N for EPG
source subservice 1424, and nedi a source plug-ins 1452A
to N for nmedia source subservice 1428." Did | read that
correctly?

A Yeah.

Q Al right. Where does this |last sentence that
| just read and that you have enphasi zed descri be
subservi ces as nedi a sources?

A Un hum So you are asking where in that

par agr aph?

Q Well, yeah. You cited it, so | amwondering --
A You are asking --
Q -- where in that paragraph does it suggest that

subservi ces are descri bed as nedi a sources?

A I think there is sonmething that says, "in nedia
source plug-ins.”

Q kay. But isn't that a plug-in for the nedia
subservi ce?

A Sure, but it's froma source, right. Like, in
ot her words, sonething is going into it froma source.

Q If you are relying, though, on the words "nedi a
source plug-ins" that's directed only to the nedia

source subservice, right?
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A That's where -- where one of themis nentioned,
sure.

Q kay. But it doesn't nention that the VOD
source plug-in is the nedia source; is that right?

A It doesn't say that, but doesn't preclude that.

Q Ckay. It doesn't nmention that the EPG source
plug-in is a nmedia source; is that right?

A It doesn't say that in that sentence, but it
doesn't preclude that.

Q kay. So in paragraph 62 of your declaration
you cited colum 31, lines 42 to 50, right?

A Sur e.

Q And | would like to refer to the |ast sentence
I n paragraph 62 where you are referring to colum 31
lines 42 to 50. And you say, "Thus a POSI TA woul d
appreciate that the realtine view of media sources
provi ded by the nedia browser pertains to the disclosed
subservices." GCkay? Do you see that?

A Yep

Q When you say, "pertains to," does that exclude
external hardware devices?

A No.

Q You said in paragraph 60 that the nedia sources
must at | east conprise a VOD subservice source, an EPG

subservi ce source, and a nedi a subservice source.
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Ri ght ?

A Um hum

Q So | amtrying to understand your construction
Do you nean that a nedia source of the TV has to include
all the different subservices sources, but they can
additional ly include hardware devices?

A | think later | say in paragraph 63, "Wile the
805 patent discloses that nedia sources may include
external storage devices connected to the TV, the 805
pat ent nonet hel ess teaches the external devices they are
nedi a sources because they fall under one of the
subservices.”

Q So you acknow edge that the 805 patent
specifically describes external nedia sources, right?

A Yeah.

Q Okay. So let's look at colum 29, lines 5 to
12, for exanple.

A Colum 29, lines 5 through 127

Q Yes.

A kay. So VOD -- um hum

Q kay. So that specific portion tal ks about
i nternet nedia sources, right?

A Yep.

Q kay. Wiere in there do -- does that portion

refer to EPG subservi ces, nedi a subservices, and VOD
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subservices, all three?

A Are you referring to sonething in ny report?

Q | amjust curious as to what you cited and what
you didn't cite. Ckay. So let's go to -- we tal ked
about the portions of the specification that you cited.
So in paragraph 61 you cited colum 28, lines 46 to 55.
W tal ked about that. W tal ked about colum 31, |ines
42 to 50. You cited that in paragraph 62. And you
referenced colum 31, lines 47 to 57, in paragraph 63
noti ng that external hardware devices are disclosed,
right?

A Ri ght .

Q kay. So we tal ked previously about those

speci fication sections. Didyou cite -- if you can take
a look at colum 30, lines 16 to 31
A Just a second. Columm 30, "Media source plug-

ins A through N are configured to interface or
conmuni cate with the various nedia sources available to
intelligent TV." | did not.

Q Okay. And this section specifically talks
about hardware devices such as DVD, Blue Ray players,
right?

A Um hum

Q kay. And let ne identify a specific section

if you can -- or if you could |ook at this colum 30,
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line -- beginning at |ine 18.

A Ckay.

Q kay. And | amgoing to read that. And it
says, "For exanple, nedia sources may include nedia
content in connected devices 168 or other devices or
medi a contents that are accessible to intelligent TV
i.e. via network 132." Ckay. So it specifically says
that nedia sources may include nmedia contents in
connected devices 168, right?

A Yep

Q Ckay. Can you please |ook at figure 1B of the
805 patent?

A kay.

Q On the right-hand side of figure 1B there is a

box. Do you see that?

The tel ephone conpany?
No, the box.
Oh, okay.

Wth the | abel 168, do you see that?
| do.

> O >» O »

Q And in that box there are multiple hardware
el ectroni c devices including a DVD player, a blue ray
pl ayer, a phone, tablets, conmputers, external cable
boxes, 168G keyboards, gami ng controllers. Al these

are types of nedia devices. Do you see that?
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A Sur e.

Q Okay. You didn't cite this in your
decl aration, did you?

A | don't believe I did.

Q kay. Let's go to colum 13, lines 3 to 30.
kay. And just, again, for context, colum 3, |lines 18
to 21, says that the nedia sources may include nedia
contents in connected devices 168. W just tal ked about
that. OCkay. So let's go to colum 13, lines 3 to 30.
Can you pl ease --

A Yep.

Q Al right. Now, in this section it
specifically describes devices 168, including but not
limted to DVD players 168A, blue ray players, 168B,
portable digital nedia devices, 168C, Smartphones 168D,
tabl et devices 168E, personal conputers, 168F, and |

coul d go on.

A Um hum
Q Did you cite this in your declaration?
A | don't believe I did.

Q kay. Paragraph 64, if you can go to your
decl arati on, please.

A Par agr aph 64 of ny decl aration, okay. That is
not it. | amhere.

Q First sentence, it says, "Critically the 805
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patent does not limt it" -- sorry. Let me start over
Par agraph 64, first sentence says, "Critically,

the 805 patent does not Iimt nedia sources to externa

devices." Correct?
A Correct.
Q For your construction of claim6 and 14 are you

excl udi ng external nedia sources?

A | am not.

Q kay. Let's go back to clains 6 and 14 in
Exhi bit 1017.

A Ckay.

Q And can you identify the specific |anguage in
claim6 that requires nedia sources of the TV to have to
conprise -- nmust conprise VOD subservice source, an EPG
subservi ce source, and a nedi a subservice source?

A There is nothing specific in there, explicit
sayi ng that.

Q kay. Let's go to paragraph 145 of your
decl arati on.

A kay. Hold on. | amthere.

Q And in paragraph 145 to 156 this is |abeled as
section 11 and you are addressing ground 5, clainms 6 and
14. Correct?

A Ri ght.

Q kay. Can you please go to paragraph 146?
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A Um hum

Q And in this paragraph you refer to section 6B
right?

A Ri ght.

Q And you reiterate your proposed construction of

nmedi a sources of the TV, right?

A That's correct.
Q So can you pl ease ski mover paragraphs 146 to
156, just generally speaking? | want to know if you can

tell me if your argunents are based entirely on your
proposed clai mconstruction?

A Unhum | think that's fair.

Q So your prior argunents for clains 6 and 14 are
based on your claimconstruction. That's right?

A Yeah, | think that's fair.

Q kay. So can you pl ease go to paragraph 157 --
starting at paragraph 1577

A Yes, sir.

Q And are you there?

A Um hum

Q Al right. This is section 12 where you are
addressi ng ground 2, which deals with clains 3 and 12;
is that right?

A Yes, sir.

Q kay. And if you can, just for context
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purposes, let's ook at Exhibit 1017. And if you could
pl ease just read the |anguage of the claim And so we
are on the sane page. Let's look at claim3, which is

A "The nethod of claim2 wherein the EPG data
provi ders configured to serve one or nore applications
of the TV with EPGinformation in a read-only fornmat."

Q kay. So claim3 specifically is directed to a
further definition for the EPG information, right?

A Ri ght .

Q Ckay. I n paragraph 158 of your declaration you
cite petition -- the petition page 72; is that right?

A That's right.

Q And you al so reference paragraph 281 of
Dr. Lippman's declaration; is that right?

A Yeah, that |ooks like it.

Q Wait. Sorry. | apologize. In paragraph 159
is where you reference paragraph 2817?

A Yeah.

Q kay. | apologize. Al right. So in
par agr aph 158 you reference page 72 of the petition,
which cites to Kim which is Exhibit 1006, paragraph
142. Is that right?

Q kay. And in paragraph 159 of your declaration
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you reference paragraph 281 of Dr. Lippman's
declaration. And | guess | shouldn't have told you to
close this, but just for confirmation purposes,
par agraph 281 of Dr. Lippman's declaration also refers
to paragraph 142 of Kim right?

A Okay. So you said -- which was it? 2807

Q  281.

A Um hum

Q kay. So you can see that page 72 of the
petition and paragraph 281 of Dr. Lippman's declaration
both reference paragraph 142 of Kim right?

A Yep

Q kay. Do you have the petition open by any

chance?

A Let's see. Institution Decision, | thought I
got rid of that. | don't, but -- okay. | have the
petition.

Q Okay. So on page 71 of the petition it
references paragraph 199 of Kim Do you see that?

A Yep

Q kay. And the relevant portion is what | would
just like to read out. It says, "For exanple, Kim
di scl oses that the information object 1321 displ ays
information related to the broadcast imge 1315, which

may i nclude a channel nunber DIV 7-1, a channel nane
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YBCHD, and the title of a broadcast program 'OCh Lady,"

and an air tine, 800 to 8:50 p.m" Do you see that?

A Um hum

Q So that is a type of EPG information --
A Sur e.

Q -- would you say?

A Sur e.

MR, YANG (bject to form

BY MR BOWBER:

Q kay. And | will represent to you as well that
par agraph 281 of Dr. Lippman's declaration also refers
to paragraph 199 of Kim Ckay?

A Sur e.

Q Did you reference paragraph 199 of Kimin
par agr aphs 158 and 159 of your decl aration?

A No, | don't.

Q kay. So let's go back to -- if you can | ook
at paragraph -- sorry, page 71 of the petition. And
let's ook at the quote that appears with respect to Kim
begi nning at the second line of the first full paragraph
on page 71. (kay?

A Ckay.

Q | read a portion of that, but I want to
identify a couple pieces of netadata that is in the EPG

information. So we have the channel nunber.
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A Ckay.

Q W have the title of a broadcast program --
A Um hum

Q -- "Ch, Lady." W have an air tine?

A Um hum

Q Okay. And the -- and the channel nane?

A Sur e.

Q So that is all netadata for a specific

broadcast program right?

A Sure.

Q Ckay. And in your declaration you have
suggested that you want to be able to provide the
ability to edit nmetadata, right?

A Um hum

Q kay. So let's look at the exanple that we --
that was cited in the petition where we have -- the EPG
nmet adat a i ncl udes channel nunber --

A Sur e.

Q -- channel nane, title of a broadcast program
and air tinme?

A Sure.

Q kay. Those four things, why would you want to
permt a user to edit that netadata?

A Just one second. Were in the claimare you

saying that | am suggesting that the user should be able
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to edit that data?

Q I am not suggesting that. You have suggested
that a POSITA -- in paragraph 160 -- if you want to
ref erence, paragraph 160 of your declaration you say
that EPG i nformation could be edited.

A Yeah. So an exanple would be if there is
sonmething wong with the data format of that comng in
So, like, the Mel nychenko -- the Ml nychenko reference
tal ks about netadata being incorrect and that you need
to be able to edit it to fix it. So that would be one
exanpl e.

Q kay. If the data, though, is not incorrect do
you want to allow the user to edit things like the
channel nunber, the channel nanme, and the title of a
br oadcast progranf

MR. YANG (nject to form

THE DEPONENT: | don't -- | think you may want
to edit it if it is too long and won't fit on the
screen. There are all sorts of reasons why you m ght
want to edit it.

BY MR, BOWSER

Q So can you turn to paragraph 161? And I am
just going to put in the chat here the nanme of this
ref erence.

A Sur e.
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Q | want to make sure | spell this right,
Donoghoue.

A Ch.

Q And this is -- sorry. Go ahead.

A | was just saying the way it's spelled doesn't
seemlike it would sound like that, but | guess.

Q Yeah. And this is a reference that you
provi ded, correct?

A Yes, sir.

Q kay. And Donoghoue, just for the record, is
Exhi bit 2013 and that's the exhibit that was provided in
the patent and response just split up.

A Ri ght .

Q kay. So you reference paragraph 161 in your
decl aration, right?

A | reference it.

MR, YANG (bject to form

THE DEPONENT: What do you nean | "reference
it"? It is in paragraph 161. |Is that what you are
sayi ng?

BY MR BOMSER

Q | apol ogi ze. Yeah. You reference Donoghoue in
par agraph 161 of your declaration, right?

A | do.

Q kay. And that is the only place in your
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decl arati on where you refer to Donoghoue, right?

A That's what it says.

Q kay. And you have cited two portions of
Donoghoue in your declaration in paragraph 161. | wll
read themto you. It is six lines up. You cite colum

33, lines 33 to 39.

A Um hum

Q And then you next cite -- in the last line on
page 75 you cite colum 37, lines 5 to 25; is that
right?

A Um hum

Q kay. So can you pull up Donoghoue? That is
Exhi bit 2013. Do you have it?

A Yes, sir.

Q You there?

A Yeah. Okay. Personal apparatus and net hod.

Q kay. So | amgoing to first refer to colum

33, lines 33 to 39 of Donoghoue. And that, again, is

the first citation, right?

A Ri ght.

Q kay. So I want you to also look at figure 4G

A Ckay.

Q And the reason for that is if -- let's | ook
actually at colum 33, lines 33 to 39. And it reads,
"I n anot her enbodi nent of the invention illustrated in
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figure 4G the program gui de conpri ses a personalized EPG
450." Do you read that?

A Yep

Q Okay. Now, that's what you have cited as the

personal i zed EPG?

A Um hum

Q kay. So if you go down a fewlines -- let's
see. It is the next sentence and | amgoing to read
this. It -- sorry. The second -- skip over one

sentence and the next sentence after that says, "As

illustrated.” Are you there?
A Yep
Q It says, "As illustrated this is what is shown

in figure 4G Program content, neaning certain
selection criteria (e.g. having a certain, pre-defined
threshold of simlarity or relation to the user profile)
will be presented in an EPG like interface for user
navi gation. As shown, various |evels of shadi ng and/ or
coloring or other visual nmechanisns are used to indicate
the various levels of simlarity that given content has
to the user's profile.”

A Um hum

Q What we see -- do you see that? Okay. So if
you | ook at figure 4G based on that disclosure this is

a personalized EPG 4507
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A Um hum

Q Isn't this just shading out certain portions of
the user interface?

MR, YANG (bject to form
THE DEPONENT: Just a nonent. Sorry. |t was
par agraph 33 -- sorry, colum 33.

BY MR BOWBER:

Q  Colum 33.

A What were the lines, again, or --

Q 33 to 39.

A That is fair. It is probably a fair --
probably a fair assessnment of what that is.

Q kay. Can you please turn back to paragraph
135 --

A Ckay.

Q -- of your declaration?

A kay. So, 135. Yes.

Q Just -- | have a followup question | forgot to
ask earlier. Oay. So this is just for context. This
I s about your understanding of the neaning of nedia
met adat a personalized for the user, right?

A Yeah.

Q Okay. So if you could please | ook at
paragraph -- | amsorry -- the second and third

sentences in paragraph 135.
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A Um hum

Q Okay. Now, we talked earlier about it has to
be different for different users in order to be
personal i zed. That was what you said. Right?

A Correct.

Q So the third sentence says, "Personalizing the
sel ection of media netadata for a user is insufficient
to neet his limtation if the contents of the nedia

netadata is the sane for all users that selected the

sanme nedia netadata.” Do you see that?
A Um hum
Q I just want to know, are you saying that the

net adata has to be edited in order to be personalized?
A I am
Q Okay. So you are saying that in order to be
personal i zed there has to be a specific requirenment that
the netadata is edited?
A Yeah.
Q kay. | have no further questions.
MR. YANG Could we take a 20-m nute break and
then go back on the record?
MR, BOANSER:  Sure.
MR. YANG Thank you.
(O f the record.)
MR YANG | think we are ready to go back on
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the record.

EXAM NATI ON BY MR YANG

Q In that case | have a couple of questions for
re-direct and then I will pass the wtness.
Dr. Surati, | have a few questions about

Donoghoue. |If you could go back to Exhibit 2013. Let
me know when you are there.

A kay. | amon Exhibit 2013.

Q Specifically colum 33, | believe you testified
earlier that line 39 to 45 described shading cells in
the EPG interface tying to figure 4G and this is a form
of personalization. And | just want to draw your
attention to the sentence i medi ately before that,
starting on line 35, that was skipped over in the cross.
Do you see that?

A Um hum

Q It starts with, "Rather than bei ng popul ated. "
And it says, "Bypassed current and future aired content
for every program channel the personalized EPG 450 can
be popul ated only by recommended content (generated by

t he bel ow descri bed recommendati on engi ne) and/or user

sel ected content.” Do you see that?
A | see that.
Q Since EPG is popul ated by user-sel ected content

doesn't that nean that the EPGis nodified based on
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user-sel ected content?

A | think that is a fair description of that.

Q And since the sentence in line 35 is
i mredi ately after the sentence in line 33 discussing a
personalized EPG is it fair to say that nodified EPG
informati on based on user-selected content is the
personalized EPGin the first sentence of that
par agr aph, |ine 33?

A | think that's fair.

MR. BOWSER:  (Obj ection. Leading.

MR. YANG | have no further questions.

MR, BOWMSER | have no questions.

COURT REPORTER: Counsel, if | could just get
the copy orders on the record, please.

MR. BOAMSER Yes. So can we have the rush and
then the final within -- what was -- do you recall what
was ordered yesterday?

COURT REPORTER: | was told you get a rough by
the end of the day today and the final by Tuesday.

MR. BOAMSER That's fine, sure.

MR. YANG VYeah, | will do whatever was ordered

for the patent owner's side yesterday.
COURT REPORTER M. Yang, did you want ne to
send the witness letter to your office?

MR. YANG Yeah, let's do that.
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COURT REPORTER: Thank you.
(Deposition concluded at 2:58 p.m EST)
* k%
(NOTE: Al quotations fromexhibits are refl ected
in the manner in which they were read into the record
and do not necessarily denote an exact quote fromthe

docunent .)
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DECLARATI ON UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY

I, Rajeev Surati, Ph.D., do hereby certify
under penalty of perjury that | have reviewed the
foregoi ng transcript of ny deposition taken on Novenber
8, 2024; that | have made such corrections as appear
noted herein in ink; that nmy testinony as contai ned

herein, as corrected, is true and correct.

DATED thi s day of :

20_ , at ,

Raj eev Surati, Ph.D.
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REPORTER S CERTI FI CATI ON

I, Elizabeth AL WIllis-Lewis, Certified

Short hand Reporter do hereby certify:

That the foregoing witness was by ne duly
sworn; that the deposition was then taken before ne at
the tinme and place herein set forth; that the testinony
and proceedi ngs were reported stenographically by ne
and later transcribed into typewiting under ny
direction; that the foregoing is a true record of the

testi mony and proceedi ngs taken at that tine.

IN WTNESS WHEREOF, | have subscri bed ny nane

on this date: Novenber 11, 2024.

Ot

Eli zabeth A. WIllis-Lewis, CSR RWR, CCRR
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