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BE I T REMEMBERED t hat on Thursday,
Decenber 12, 2024, at Irvine, California, at 7:57 a.m,
before Connie Recob, CCR, RVMR, CRR renotely appeared SAM
MALEK, Ph.D., the witness herein;

VWHEREUPON, the fol |l owi ng proceedi ngs were

had, to wit:
<LKKLKLLL  >33>5>>
SAM MALEK, Ph.D., having been first duly sworn,
deposed and testified as
fol | ows:
EXAM NATI ON
BY MR ARGENTI :

Good morning, Dr. Malek.

Good nor ni ng.

Coul d you pl ease state your full nane for the record?
Sure. M first nane is Sam S-A-M last name is Mlek
M A-L- E-K

Were are you currently |ocated?

I'min Irvine, California.

I's there anyone else in the roomwth you today?

No.

It's ny understanding that you have printed copies of your
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declarations and the cited exhibits available to you today;
I's that correct?
Yes, that's right.
Ckay. And that being the case, ny preference is for you to
use those printed copies as the exhibits in the deposition
since they're already of record in the proceeding rather than
goi ng through the process of loading theminto the chat and
havi ng you downl oad el ectronic copies.

But if at any point you don't have a copy and you need
toreceive it electronically, just |et me know, okay?
Sure. | also have the electronic copies of the documents on
ny | aptop.
Ckay. Are those printed copies of the documents that you
have cl ean copies?
Yes, they are.
There's no notes on any of thenf
No notes.
Ckay. This is not your first deposition, correct?
That's right.
About how many times woul d you say you' ve been deposed?
| haven't counted it recently, but it is over 50 times.
woul d estimte about 60, 70 times. 70 tines.
Approxi mately how many in the |ast year?
Maybe about -- | would have to estimate. Mybe about four or

five times.
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Q

A

So it sounds Iike you're probably famliar with how things
work here, but 1'mgoing to go through the ground rules just
to get themon the record.

Do you understand that you are providing your testinony
under oath and you are expected to tell the truth?
Yes.
|'s there any reason you cannot provide conplete and accurate
testinony today?
No.
Hopeful |y my questions are clear. |If you do not understand
any question, please let me know that it is unclear. Under
the guidelines for this proceeding, you nust ask nme for any
clarification. |f you do not tell ne otherwise, | wll
assume that you understand the question, okay?
Yes.
Pl ease provide verbal answers rather than nodding your head
for the benefit of the record and we can take a break at any
time that you' d like one as long as there's not a question
pending. |If there is a question pending, you must answer the
question before we take a break.

Do you under st and?
Yes.
| will try and take breaks every hour or so, but if you'd
like to take one before | suggest it, just let ne know, okay?

Under st ood.
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Q
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You understand that you are here today with regard to four
| PR proceedings, correct?
Yes.
You' ve submtted declarations in each of those four IPRs,
right?
Yes.
Can you pl ease pull out your copies of those four
decl arations.
Gkay. | have them
"1l run through these in nunerical order according to the
| PR nunber.

One of your declarations was submtted in
| PR2024- 00486, which relates to U S. Patent No. 9,251,531,
right?
Yes.
If | refer to that as the '531 patent, will you understand
what |'mreferring to?
Vell, if you say '531 patent, | would assume you're talking
about the patent itself, not the declaration, but |

under stand, yeah.

Anot her one of the | PR proceedings is | PR2024- 00488, correct?

Yes.
And that IPRrelates to U.S. Patent No. 9,954, 854, correct?
Yes.

And if | refer to that patent as the '854 patent, will you
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understand what |'mreferring to?
Yes.
The third IPR that you submtted a declaration for is
| PR2024- 00489, correct?
Yes.
And that relates to the Patent No. 10,749, 859, correct?
Yes.
Is it okay if we refer to that patent as the '859 patent?
Yes.
And the fourth declaration is for |PR2024-00489, which
involves U 'S, Patent No. 11,329,973, right?

MR WLSON. Qbjection. Form

THE WTNESS: | think you may have
m sspoke. | think that the IPR number is 00490 on that one.
BY MR ARGENTI
| think you're probably right. So |IPR2024-00490 involves
Patent No. 11,329,973, right?
Yes.
Okay. And we can refer to that patent as the '973 patent
t oday, okay?
Yes.
Let's take a | ook at your declaration for the '531 patent.
Ckay.
That is Exhibit 2009 in | PR2024-00486.

Can you turn to the end in Page 85 of your declaration?
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A Ckay.
Q Is that your signature?
A Yes, it is.
Q Howwas it entered in this declaration?
A It was -- it was entered by me. | added it to the file.
Q Soit's an electronic signature that you copied in?
A Yes.
Q Didyou sign your other three declarations in the sane way?
A. | Dbelieve so, yes.
Q Prior to signing your '531 declaration, did you carefully

reviewit to ensure its accuracy?

Yes, | did.

I's there anything in your '531 declaration that you woul d
like to nodify or correct today?

Yes, | do.

What' s that?

So if you turn to Page 46 of ny declaration, Paragraph 105 --
this is in the 486 IPR but | think the paragraph nunbers are
the same across all IPRs.

So at the bottom of that Paragraph 105, | say, "As |
mention above, | have not found any disclosure or suggestion
of Gborne in the use of nultiple devices by a single user."
Actual |y when | was preparing for ny deposition, | was
reading the exhibits nore carefully and | was reading Cborne

indetail. | did come across a disclosure in Cborne that, in
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Q

fact, talks about multiple devices for users, and I'm going
totry to find that here.

So it's in Paragraph 148 of Chorne, the second
sentence. It says, "A User's Table, 1519A, may include
fields such as, but not limted to, user ID, token |D, SSN,
DOB, first name," and then there's -- there's some nunber of
other fields that are provided there. |'mnot going to read
all of them but then one of the other fields that is
nmentioned, there is devices list, devices |ist.

So this table tells ne that a user can have nultiple
devices in Cborne, and it also tells me that, in all those
devices, there's a single token ID that is used because it
has a token_ID singular and then it has a devices_|ist
plural.

And | think you said that you woul d make that same correction
to Paragraph 105 in all four of your declarations; is that
right?

Yes. This is generally where |'ve made a statenent that |
have not found any disclosure or suggestion in Cbhorne of the
use of multiple devices. |'mcorrecting that because when
was review ng Cborne in detail, | realized that, no, actually
Qborne does disclose multiple user devices and, in addition,
it discloses that a single token is used for all those

devi ces.

You al so mention as you were addressing that issue that the
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paragraphs in your declarations largely match up, the
nunmbering fromdeclaration to declaration. So just as a
prelimnary matter, | think it would be hel pful to address
that so that | don't have to spend tine asking questions
about all four declarations. It [ooks to me reading through
that, yeah, if we ask questions about the '531 declaration,
then there are correspondi ng paragraphs in each of the other
declarations with the same nunbering at |east until we get to
sone of the dependent claimissues.

Does that sound right?
My understanding is that the paragraph nunbers are the sane
across the different IPRs. Yeah, that's ny understanding.
Ckay. In that case -- and I'mnot trying to trip you up or
create a trap here on this issue. | think, like I said, just
to nove things along, instead of asking questions about all
four IPRs, is it fair to say that if you give an answer about
the '531 declaration, it applies equally to the equival ent
testinmony in the other declarations?
| think that's generally fair unless the clains are
materially different, meaning that the clainms have different
limtations, but, for exanple, this correction that | made
to-- to this Paragraph 105, | think it applies to all the
| PRs.
Fair enough. And if there are any issues where the clains

are materially different, | will try to be aware of that. |If
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Q

| don"t bring it up in the question, please feel free to nake
note of that where you think it's appropriate, okay?

Sure.

Aside fromthat issue in Paragraph 105 that we just tal ked
about, are there any other corrections you' d |ike to make to
any of your four declarations?

Yes, there is another -- maybe nore of a clarification just
to make sure ny opinionis fairly explained. Let me try to
find that paragraph.

So Paragraph 144 in the '531 IPR or the IPR for
the '531 patent -- again, this is an opinion, | think, that
applies to all IPRs, so it doesn't really matter
Paragraph 144, | say, "Stafford explains," in quotations,
"next in Step 3 or in Step 232, the hash value of ID pad is
created, called IDsig 1 and then using the user's private
key. "

| think the clarification that | want to provide here
is that Stafford explains that 1D pad is created using the
user's private key. Stafford actually does not explain how
the -- or what key is used for the hash value, so the
clarification here is that the creation of IDsig 1 using the
hash val ue, Stafford doesn't explain how that hash value is
conputed. It only says that the user's private key is used
for creating the ID pad.

About how nany hours did you spend preparing your four
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decl arations addressing these patents?

In preparing thenf

Yes.

Again, | should have counted this before the deposition. |
amestimating -- |'mestimting about -- about 100 hours,
maybe nore than that.

You' re being conpensated for your testinony in these

proceedi ngs, right?

Yes.

What is your hourly rate?

750.

s that the same rate for -- for all your work or do you have
different rates, for exanple, for live testinony?

It's flat rate.

Ckay. Wo is paying your conpensation?

My understanding is that Cortex is paying nmy invoices.

If we look at Paragraph 4 of your declaration, right there on
the first page, in the |ast sentence, do you see where you
say, "l have no financial interest in Cortex, the '531 patent
or the owner of the '531 patent"?

Yes.

I's it your understanding that someone other than Cortex owns
these patents?

| have no know edge of that.

So why is that phrased that way?
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Because | don't know either way.

Did you do anything to prepare for this deposition?

Yes, | did.

What did you do?

So | reviewed ny declarations, | reviewed the petition, the
prior arts that have been asserted; Dr. Shanpbs's reports and
deposition, so basically | reviewed the docunents in the
case.

Did you review anything in preparing for this deposition that
isn't cited in your declarations?

No.

If we turn to Page 7 of your declaration in Paragraphs 21
through 23, you identify the materials you reviewed in
preparing your declaration, correct?

Yes.

Did you review anything el se beyond what's identified here in
t hese paragraphs?

Vel |, Paragraphs 21, 22 and 23, these are -- these al so
include the prior arts, yes, so -- yeah, |'ve reviewed what
is in Section 3 of my declaration.

Did you meet with anyone to prepare for this deposition?

| did, yes.

Wo did you neet with?

So the counsel, M. Wlson and Ms. Han.

When did you neet with then?
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A

| think we had a short neeting |ast week, | believe it was
Thursday, and then | had neetings yesterday and the day
bef ore.
How | ong were those meetings?
So the Thursday neeting was very short, maybe about an hour,
hour and a half, and the neeting yesterday was about five
hours and the neeting before that was about maybe seven
hours.
How nuch have you billed to date for your work in these |PRs?
| don't have the exact number, but I'massumng it's about --
| mean. |'mestimting it to be about 150 to 200 hours.
If we take a | ook at the background and qualifications
section in your declaration, you mention in Paragraph 15 that
one of the classes you taught at UCl was a course on internet
applications engineering.

Do you see that?
\What paragraph are you on?
Paragraph 15.
Ckay. Yeah.
And you say that that class involved various ways in which
custoner paynments can be processed in nobile and web
E-commerce applications, right?
Yes.
When did you teach that class?

Last tine | taught it was -- again, |'mestimting to be
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about three or four years ago.

When was the first time you taught it?

Maybe about eight years ago or nine years ago.

\What are some of the various ways for processing payments
that you covered in that class?

So can you be nore specific in terms of, what do you mean,
"various ways?"

That's your |anguage fromyour declaration. You say, you
covered technol ogi es for building E-commerce applications

i ncl uding various ways in which customer paynents can bhe
processed in nobile and web E-commerce applications?

Sure. So basically, we cover JavaScript APls that are used
by -- by, you know, third-party entities. | believe one of
themis called Stripe -- that provide these APIs that coul d
be used for processing, for exanple, credit cards.

Any ot her exanpl es?

Vell, the different providers, | -- you know, | think one is
PayPal , the other one is Stripe. | nean, there are different
conpani es that provide these services. There's many of them
Did your class cover tokenized paynents?

| think some of the APIs, the way they work is that they do
provide security tokens to you that you can use for payment
processing.

What are "tokenized payments?”

| mean, it depends on the specific technology you' re talking
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about. It could take different forns.
|'s that sonething you addressed in your class?
Yes, as part of how to perform paynent processing as part of
how t hey woul d build their applications, yes.
So what were the forns of tokenized payments that you tal ked
about in your class?
As | said, it depends on the APl and the technol ogy you're
using. So, you know, | think the students -- this is an
upper division class, so | don't go through the |evel of
details like, these are all different instances that you can
use, but they woul d understand that they woul d have to
provi de support for payment processing.
Do you have an understanding of when tokenized payments were
first introduced?
| don't recall off the top of ny head, no.
Do you know whet her tokenized paynents were introduced prior
to 20127
| have to do research on that. | don't remenber off the top
of ny head.
Did you have an understanding of whether tokenized paynents
were introduced prior to 2012 when preparing your
decl arations?

MR WLSON Onjection. Form

THE WTNESS: Can you repeat the

question?
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BY MR ARGENTI
Q Did you have an understanding of whether tokenized paynments

A

were introduced prior to 2012 when formng your -- when
preparing your declarations?

MR WLSON. Qbjection. Form

THE WTNESS:  Well, | nean, some of the
references that M. -- that Dr. Shanos has used in his report
and has opined about and I've opined about use the notion of
token. So, for exanple, (oborne has a notion of token, and if
that's what you nean by tokenized paynent, then | think to
that extent, | studied those references that he asserted.
BY MR ARGENTI
In that same paragraph of your declaration in Paragraph 15,
you go on to say that you taught a course in distributed
software architecture. Do you see that?
Yes.
VWhat was the tine frame when you taught that class?
Vell, that class, | mean, |'ve been teaching software
architecture in one formor another since |'ve been a
professor in 2007, so pretty nuch | woul d say every year |'ve
taught some formof software architecture class as a
prof essor.
And you say for that class, that you covered topics related
to electronic credential nmanagenent. Do you see that?

Yes.
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Q \Wat does that mean?

A So that basically relates to authentication and authorization
and, you know, granting access to resources which could be
conputer resources or it could be data, and an exanple of
data woul d be credentials.

Q \Wat types of electronic credentials did that class cover?

A, So the class covers the foundational technologies that could
be used with all sorts of -- all types of credentials. There
are different types of authentication and authorization
techniques that it can use with different |evels and degrees
of protection that -- | mean, for the nost part, they can al
be used for different kinds of credentials. They present
trade-offs in terns of performance, in terms of usability, in
terms of the security that they provide.

Q So when you say "credential," could that credential be a
driver's |icense?

A. It could be any confidential information.

Q It could also be a credit card nunber then?

A It could be, yes.

Q In the next paragraph of your declaration, that's

Paragraph 16, you nention experience working at FieldCentrix
inthe [ate 1990s. Do you see that?

Yes.

Now, in your CV, it |ooks Iike that was from August 1999 to
Novenber 2000. Does that sound right?
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A.  That sounds about right.

Q Does that nean you were an undergrad in college at the tinme?

A | believe at least part of that tinme | was undergrad, yes.

Q So was that a full-time job at FieldCentrix?

A Yes, part of it was full tine. Some parts of it | was
enpl oyed full tine.

Q MWas it a summer job full time and then part tine during the
school year?

A Possibly, yes. | don't renmenber the details, but | do
remember | was full time at sonme point.

Q You nention in that paragraph "devel oping nobile applications
for utility conpany service personnel."”

How many applications did you devel op?

A \ell, | think the conpany had, if | renmenber correctly --
we're talking nore than 20 years ago now, the conpany had
one -- one essential nobile application or famly of mobile
applications.

Q Wat type of device did the application run on?

A | believe it was Wndows CE, if | remenber correctly. So
Wndows used to be a nobile platformbefore Android and
| Phone cane about, and | don't renmenber the specific device,
but it was Wndows programmng. It was CC++ coding agai nst
W ndows.

Q Was part of your role at FieldCentrix devel oping software to

col I ect paynents?
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A

| remenber part of ny work dealt with -- if | remenber
correctly, with invoicing and payment processing.

WWere those credit card paynents?

| don't remenber right now off the top of ny head.

Was this a utility conmpany service personnel out in the field
col I ecting payment from customers?

My understanding is that we were doing invoicing. So it was
basically kind of an application suite that would allow you
to dispatch technicians to soneone's house. They woul d get
there. They would be able to record the status of the job,
what's going on. They would be able to do invoicing and, you
know, collect -- collect and process payments.

But you don't remember whether the collected formof payment
was a credit card?

| forgot the details of how the payments were being collected
and processed at that point.

It would be pretty different, right, if you were processing a
cash paynent or a check payment versus a credit card paynent?
There woul d be differences, yes.

But you don't remenber what you worked on?

The details of how the payment processing worked, this is

25 years ago, | don't remenber the details of it, no, but I

know t hat --
Wuld that -- | haven't asked you the details of how it
worked. | just asked you what kind of payment it was and it
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sounds |ike you don't even renmember that?

Vell, | generally was not -- |'mnot talking about just cash,
so this was some kind of a collection of -- either in the
formof -- | mean, it could have been cash as well, but it
woul d be check, credit card, if | remember correctly, but |
don"t renmenber for certain right now.

So then you also, | gather, don't remember if it was a credit
card paynent, how the credit card information was received
fromthe customer?

| don't remenber the details of it, no.

Qther than the FieldCentrix experience you describe in
Paragraph 16, do you have any other experience devel opi ng
el ectroni c payment systems?

Yes.

What experience do you have?

So when | was working at PricewaterhouseCoopers Consul ting,
was part of their consulting division, and as part of the
work that we were doing for different clients, we also
devel oped E-comerce -- | worked on projects where we

devel oped E-conmerce applications and so | think all those
E-comrerce applications had sone formof payment processing
capability.

Approxi mat el y what year was that enploynent at PwC?

| don't have ny CV printed, but it woul d have been after
got ny bachelor's degree.
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Q Do those E-conmerce applications at PricewaterhouseCoopers
i nvol ve collecting credit card payments?

A. | believe so. So these were the E-conmmerce applications, so
this is |ike how you typically do E-comrerce business.

Q Do you renmenber how the payment information was col | ected
froma customer?

A It would be -- it would be some kind of a formwhere they
woul d enter their credit card information and then we woul d
use -- we would use APIs to process them

Q So they would enter their credit card information in a web
browser screen on their conputer; is that right?

A. | Dbelieve back then it was -- yeah, it was nostly just web
forms.

Q And then the credit card number woul d be transmtted
somewhere for payment processing; is that right?

A, The credit cards woul d either be collected for processing
| ater on in kind of a batch fashion through some other means
or it would be through sonme kind of web API.

Q Didthe applications you devel oped at PwC have any saf eguards
in place to protect customers' payment infornation?

A, Yes, so we would use HTTPS, you woul d use -- yeah, you would
encrypt the data in transit.

Q And would that deemsufficient for protecting the customer's

credit card information?
MR WLSON. Qbjection. Form
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THE WTNESS: | nean, it would be better
than sending credit card information over HITP, yes, so |
think we woul d inplenent certain security features to protect
the user's credit card information.

BY MR ARGENTI

That approach of using HTTPS instead of HITP, that wasn't

somet hing that was unique to your project at

Pri cewat er houseCoopers, was it?

No, | think HTTPS has been known for many years.

Do you have any experience devel opi ng nobile applications

i nvol ving QR codes?

| mean, yes. So, | nmean, a good portion of ny research has

been on mobile application devel opment and testing and al so

their security verification and validation. So, you know,

among the hundreds of nobile apps that we have anal yzed and

tested, |'msure many of them provide a QR processing.

just don"t remenber their names off the top of nmy head.

Do you cover QR processing in any of your classes?

Not as a subject in the course, but as -- so, for exanmple, |

teach software project courses where | have teans of students

that work on various projects, and in sone of those projects,

they end up using QR code for sone feature or functionality.
But as a subject, you know, | don't teach -- | nean, |

don't really know what it neans to teach QR code. QR code is

a technique, it's a technology that is out there and, you
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know, in the courses that | teach, ny students use that
t echnol ogy.
How | ong has QR code technol ogy been out there?
VWhen was it invented?
How | ong has it been in w despread use?

MR WLSON. Objection. Form

THE WTNESS: Many years. | don't
remenmber off the top of ny head exactly what year, but it's
been around for a while.
BY MR ARGENTI
Was it in wdespread use prior to 20127

MR WLSON. Qbjection. Form

THE WTNESS: "Il have to check on that.
| don't recall.
BY MR ARGENTI
In those projects that you mentioned that you and your
students have utilized QR code technol ogy, why did QR codes
make sense in those applications?
That's a really broad question. It depends on the
application and it depends on what the students were doing
and what the application was used for. | can't give you a --
give you a conplete answer, but | can give you sone exanpl es.

| mean, so generally, | think QR codes are used when

you will, like, users that come -- users that you don't know

of, you like to conmunicate sonething to them right? So an
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exanpl e, you mght have a QR code in a nmagazi ne where people
can take out their phones, use their camera to go to a URL or
at a restaurant, everyone knows about that, right? At a
restaurant, you can pull out your phone and you can use your
camera to |l ook at the menu at the restaurant.

So it's really nore for the purpose of one-to-many
conmuni cation where you really don't know who are the
i ntended recipients, so anybody could just cone and pul | out
their camera. And it's also typically for in person nmeaning
that you have to physically be there to use your canmera to
use it to scan the QR code.
| amfamliar with the restaurant exanple that you gave, but
| also think of using a QR code when | go to the novies and
nmy novie ticket is in QR code form Have you ever done that?
| don'"t go to novie theaters anynore. | have to be honest
wth you. | used to, but | -- but that's possible. | don't
di sagree with you.
QR codes aren't limted to that one-to-many form of
communi cation that you nentioned, right? It can also be used
to communicate a particular piece of information on a
one-to-one basis, right?
So | nean, again, |ike when you ask to explain when QR codes
are used, | said, Wll, that's a broad question, so | gave
you sone exanples. | think it is possible to use QR codes

for one-to-one comunication, but in the movie theatre
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> O > O

A

exanpl e that you gave nme, it's the novie theatre system the
web page or the web application that you went and you bought
the nmovie ticket that gave you the QR code. It wasn't |ike
you went and took your movie ticket and turned it into a QR
code. But could QR code be used for one to one, yes. In
certain situations it makes sense, but not in all situations.
How | ong does it take to encode information as a QR code?
You nean by a user?
|'mnot sure what the distinction is there.
So let's say -- let's go -- | nmean, so are you saying, for
exanple, | get ny novie ticket and it says, You're in Row C
Seat 14, and | want to take that information and encode it as
a QR code as a user?
Vell, typically this is done automatically through software,
right? |'mnot suggesting that a user is sitting down with a
penci| and paper and drawing up a QR code.
Vell, that's what |I'masking. | don't know, when you say how
long it takes to --
So the server for the novie conpany ticketing systemthere
has the user's -- the data for the user's ticket with a row
and seat assignnment, the date of the novie, the theatre
number .

How | ong does it take the server to convert that into a
QR code?

| mean, | wouldn't be able to give you an answer because |
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don't know what server we're talking about. | don't know
what QR code we're creating, but inthe -- in the context of

o > O > O

the opinions that | provided in this case, ny understanding
Is that the -- ny understanding is that the Stafford
reference that Dr. Shamps has opined about, being able to
provi de QR codes, ny understanding is that Stafford doesn't
tal k about creating QR codes. He doesn't have that
capability.

And ny understanding is that what Dr. Shanos
essentially is opining is that a user would take the
information that comes fromStafford, the sig ID 1 and sig
ID 2, and woul d create those QR codes manually, and so |
woul d opine that that would be nonsensical to ne.

What do you nmean by "create those QR codes manual | y?"

Vell, | mean that the user would have to create them So the
user woul d have to go figure out howto create a QR code.
They may have to downl oad sone software or they may have to
use -- find some web application, sone kind of application
that woul d allow themto create the QR code because Stafford
doesn't talk about creating QR codes.

Let's turn to Paragraph 42 of your declaration, please.

Ckay.

This is under the heading "C aimConstruction," right?

Yes.

And you say that you have not been asked to provide an
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opi nion on the construction of the followng claimterns,
correct?
Yes.
And you go on to say that you have been asked to review the
Board's constructions in the institution decisions and apply
themin your analysis, right?
Yes.
So you are not providing any opinion about the proper
construction of the terns of the challenged patents. Do |
have that right?
In this proceeding at this time, |'mjust applying the
Board's construction of those terns.
And in your opinions, you have not applied any constructions
beyond the Board's constructions that you identify in the
claimconstruction section of the declaration.

Do | have that right?
| have not offered any constructions of the terms. |'ve just
applied the Board's construction.
You haven't offered any constructions nor have you applied
any ot her constructions beyond the Board's constructions; is
that right?
Yes. | have not applied any other construction beyond what
the Board has construed.
So you are not applying any constructions that have been

provi ded by Cortex, correct?
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A Yes, |'mnot.

Q And you are also not applying any constructions that have
been proposed by Visa beyond what the Board addressed in the
institution decision, right?

A Yes. As | say, | think clearly in this paragraph, |'m
applying the Board's construction as to these terns.

Q Let's take out the '531 patent, please. It's Exhibit 1001

A Ckay.

Q Turnto Caiml.

A Ckay.

Q Cdaimlrecites a conputer-inplemented method conprising, and
then it has a nunber of steps, right?

A Yes.

Q And it lists, if I count them seven steps, correct?

A.  Yes, it has seven el enents.

Q And if we look at the third step, that's the generating step
Do you see that?
| see the generating limtation, yes.

Can you read that generating limtation for ne, please.

A Sure. It says, "Cenerating by a processor of the over
engine, an over file conprising a virtual representation of
the credential that has been verified by an issuing agency to
be an official representation of the credential based on the
i nformation associated with the credential of the user."

Q Do you have an understanding of what the term"conprising"
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Q

nmeans in a patent clainf

Yes. |'mnot an attorney, but | have an understanding.

What is that understanding?

My understanding is that it needs to have that [imtation,
but it can have other -- it can have other features or

el ements as well.

So when Claim1 here recites, "Generating by a processor of
the over engine an over file conprising a virtua
representation,"” and then it goes on, is it your
understanding that the over fileis limted to the virtua
representation?

| think, as the claimsays, "An over file conprising,"
nmeaning that it needs to have, "a virtual representation of
the credential that has been verified by an issuing agency to
be an official representation of the credential."

So the over file needs to have that virtual representation
that has been verified, but that's -- the over file isn't
limted to only having that virtual representation, right?
So again, |'ve applied the course construction, what these
things nmean, like over file, but my understanding is that an
over file, you know, needs to have a virtual representation
as we tal ked about of the credential, the rest of the
limtation, but it can have other elements, other features as
wel |

What' s your understanding of what the term"virtua
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A

representation" means in the context of these clains?

Vell, | have applied the plain and ordinary nmeaning of that.
| don't think virtual representation itself was construed, so
|'ve applied the plain and ordinary neaning of it.

And what does that nean when you're |ooking at that in the
context of the clainms?

It"s a representation that is virtual, that, you know, for
exanpl e, could be -- you know, it would be something that is,
for exanple, digital

| was going to ask you if you thought "virtual" neant
electronic, but it sounds like that's simlar --

Yeah, electronic, sure. | nean, that would be at |east one
aspect of it.

And then the representation part of that term are there any
particular requirenments on what something needs to be a
representation of something el se?

| -- you know, | haven't offered an opinion about that. |['ve
applied the plain and ordinary meaning of it.

Does the representation in the clainms have to depict the
credential ?

| would have to think about it. This is not sonething that
|'ve offered an opinion about.

So that's not sonething you considered when putting your

decl aration together?

No, | didn't say that. | mean, | applied the plain and
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Q

ordinary nmeaning of it, but it sounds |ike you're asking me
to now construe some of these terms and | haven't construed
them as | already said in ny report. And so |'mnot ready
to offer a construction for some of these terms, you know, in
real time without really thinking about them
|'mnot asking for a construction, Dr. Malek. |'masking for
your understanding of what the claimtermrequires or does
not require as you were performng your analysis.
So again, does the term"representation” require a

depiction of the credential?

MR WLSON. Qbjection. Form

THE WTNESS: | think, you know,
representation has a plain and ordinary neaning and that's
what |'ve applied. |'mnot ready to construe sonething on
the fly without really thinking it through and it's not
something that |'ve offered an opinion about in ny report.
BY MR ARGENTI
So you do not have an opinion whether a representation
requires a depiction of the credential; is that correct?
As | said, I've applied the course construction for the terns
that they construed, and for the remaining claimterns, |'ve
applied the plain and ordinary nmeaning of it. [|'mnot ready
to construe any terns on the fly today wthout really
thinking it through.

So you al so don't have an opinion about whether the
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representation nust take any particular format in order to be
a representation; is that right?
|'mnot ready to construe that termw thout spending
sufficient tinme thinking about it in light of the -- all the
di sclosures in the patent.
And you al so don't have an opinion about whether the virtua
representation has to be derived fromthe user's credential;
is that right?

MR WLSON. Qbjection. Form

THE WTNESS: Well, the clains required
the over file that is generated to be generated based on the
information associated with the credential of the user.
That's a limtation of the claim
BY MR ARGENTI
So let's look at that limtation at the end of the generating
step where it says, "Based on the information associated with
the credential of the user."

What ' s your understanding of what has to be based on
the information associated with the credential of the user?
My understanding is that the generation of the over file
shoul d be based on the information associated with the
credential of the user.

Wul d a POSA reading this claimunderstand that the virtua
representation has to be based on the information associated

wth the credential of the user?
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A

Vell, the court construed the term"over file" to mean
enconpass -- the court construed that to enconpass a virtua
representation of one or nore credentials to be used for
verification of those credentials, and the clainms require --
and the claimrequires generating that over file, which
enconpasses a virtual representation of one or nore
credentials to be used for verification of those credentials,
to be based on the information associated with the credentia
of the user.
Right. And you've testified here today that the over file
isn't limted to the virtual representation. It could have
other things in the over file and still satisfy the claim
So ny question is: Does the virtual representation
need to be based on the information associated with the
credential of the user?
(Wtness review ng docunent.) Well, | think in |light of the
Board's construction, | think the Board construed over file
to be a virtual representation of one or nore credentials to
be used for verification of those credentials. This
limtation requires the -- the over file which is the virtua
representation of one or nmore credentials to be used for
verification of those credentials to be based on the
information associated -- to be based -- yeah, to be
generated and based on the information associated with the

credential of the user.
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A

Q Dr. Malek, you just took almost five mnutes to consider your

response, but unfortunately | don't think you answered ny
quest i on.

My question again is: Wuld a POSA understand that the
virtual representation itself nust be based on the recited
information associated with the credential?

MR WLSON. Objection. Form And asked
and answer ed.

THE WTNESS: | answered that. So as
said, the Board construed the term"over file" to be a
virtual representation of one or nore credentials to be used
for verification of those credentials. So a POSA woul d
understand that this limtation requires, in light of that
construction, to generate a virtual representation of one or
nore credentials that is to be used for verification of those
credentials based on the information associated with the
credential of the user.
BY MR ARGENTI
So then if | understand correctly, you' re saying that yes, a
POSA woul d understand that the claimrequires to generate a
virtual representation of one or nore credentials that is to
be used for verification of those credentials based on the
information associated with the credential of the user; is
that right?

That's what the court construed over file to be, yes.
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Q

So it's your understanding that based on the PTAB s
construction in the institution decision, this claimdoes
require that the virtual representation itself be based on
the information associated with the credential of the user?
Vell, the claimrequires the over file and the over file was
construed to be a virtual representation of one or nore
credentials to be used for verification of those credentials.
So under that construction, the limtation requires
generating the virtual representation of one or nore
credentials to be used for verification of those credentials
to be generated based on the information associated with the
credential of the user.

MR ARGENTI: We've been going a little
over an hour. Is it a good time to take a break, Dr. Malek?

THE WTNESS: Sure.

MR ARGENTI: Wy don't we take ten
m nutes and cone back. W could just say 9:10 Pacific Tine.
Does that work, seven m nutes?

THE WTNESS: Sure.

(Recess 9:03-9:10.)

EXAM NATI ON ( Cont i nui ng)
BY MR, ARGENTI
Let's turn now to Paragraph 62 of your declaration, please.

And again specifically, I'mreferring to the '531 declaration
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as we've been |ooking at, but | think the sanme Paragraph 62
appears in all four of your declarations.

In the second sentence of Paragraph 62, you say,
"Verification indicates some kind of formal approval or
confirmation by the issuing agency that what has been issued
wll act in place of the credential in the issuer's eyes when
presented instead of the credential."

Do you see that?

Yes.

That's not just the plain and ordinary meaning of the word
"verification," is it?

So thisis -- this is not just understanding of what
verification means. This is the [imtation that says
verified by an issuing agency to be an officia
representation of the credential.

Right. And the claimdoesn't require or recite -- strike
that.

The cl aimdoes not recite formal approval or
confirmation, does it?

It doesn't use those words, but it does say -- it does say
that the issuing agency verifying the virtual representation
of the credential to be an official representation of the
credential.

So where did the words "formal approval or confirmation" cone
fronf
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A

Vell, | mean, the point that |'mmaking is that thisis a
limtation of this claimand Dr. Shamps basically gl osses
over it. He just really doesn't identify anything in Gborne
that indicates any kind of verification by an issuing agency.
VWhat |'mpointing out here is | know the claimactually
requires verification by an issuing agency of the virtua
representation of the credential to be an officia
representation of the credential and, you know, Dr. Shanps
really points to nothing for that.
And in making your distinction that Qoborne doesn't disclose
verification, you say, "the verification in the clains
requires formal approval or confirmation," and ny question is
where do those words cone fronf
Vell, I'"msaying verification is something that can't be
ignored. It requires sone kind of a check, some kind of an
approval, kind of a confirmation of something to be true.
And here, |'mjust basically explaining, you know, a
limtation that has been essentially, like I said, glossed
over by Dr. Shanos.
So now you' ve expanded your definition to three things, it
sounds |ike, based on your last answer. It could be some
kind of a check, some kind of an approval or a confirmation.
Are those three distinct things in your mnd?
No, those are all, you know, possible ways of, you know,

under standi ng, you know, verification and what it neans.
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Q
A

So the verification could be checking. Checking what?

So the limtation requires a virtual representation of the
credential that has been verified by an issuing agency to be
an official representation of the credential, so there is an
actual limtation there. There is -- you know, Dr. Shamos
had to show that verification of the virtual representation
of the credentials and he hasn't pointed to anything for
that .

Right. But when you say he hasn't pointed to anything, what
you' re saying he has not pointed to a formal approval or
confirmation? That's what's right there in your declaration,
right?

Vell, he hasn't showed any formal verification, any kind of a
check, any kind of a process where sonmething is being

eval uated, nothing really.

Does the claimrequire a formal approval or confirmation?
The claimrequires verification that the virtua
representation of the credential is an officia
representation of the credential, so | think that's what the
clai mrequires.

It did not require formal approval or confirmation, correct?
The cl ai m|anguage does not use those words. |'m providing
what | understand a POSA woul d understand that to nean, that
a POSA woul d understand verification to require sone kind of

a check, sone kind of approval, something |ike that, right?
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Dr. Shanos has pointed to nothing for that.

When you refer to a formal approval or confirmation or a
check by the issuing agency, does that need to be provided to
soneone to satisfy the clain®

| mean, | think the claimspeaks for itself. The claimsays,
"Cenerating by a processor of the over engine an over file
conprising a virtual representation of the credential that
has been verified by an issuing agency to be an officia
representation of the credential,"” and | think Dr. Shanos is
only pointing to some disclosures in Coorne regarding
generation of a token. He's not pointing to anything in
Qborne for the verification part of the limtation.

There's nothing in the claimthat requires sending a
verification nethod to the user, is there?

The claimdoesn't use the word "nessage" or "sending a
nessage. "

So there's no requirement to send a message to the user or to
the over engine, correct?

| mean, the claimcould be met by potentially sending a
nmessage to performverification, but, you know -- and I think
the spec tal ks about that, but this [imtation doesn't use
the word "nessage" or "sending."

In this portion of your declaration, you address Dr. Shanos's
opi ni ons regarding the enbodi nent of Cborne where an issuing

agency |ike a bank generates the token, correct?
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A, \hat part are you referring to?

Q So specifically Paragraphs 60, 61 and 62 of your declaration

A Gkay. |'msorry. Wat is the question?

Q In these paragraphs, you address Dr. Shanos's opinions
regarding the enbodi ment in Cborne where an issuing agency
| i ke a bank generates the token, right?

A. | understand that that is the Cborne enbodi ment that
Dr. Shanps is opining about, yes.

Q And in your opinion, even when it's the user's bank that
i ssues the token, that would not involve the clainmed
verification; is that right?

A. M understanding is that Dr. Shanos has identified this
corner case in Cohorne where he's saying that the bank and the
t oken server are the sane thing, so the bank is the one that
operates the token server and then he's saying in this corner
case, this limtation of the claimessentially doesn't
matter. He doesn't point to anything for that. He just says
it's met.

Q And it's your opinion that it's not met in that enbodi ment of
Qborne, right?

A, So yes, ny understanding is that Cborne doesn't talk about

verification, and Figure 5 of Ghorne is -- | think is the
place where it describes how the -- you know, the token is
generated. And there is no disclosure in Gborne that that

corner case that Dr. Shamos is tal king about would not follow
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the sane process as described in Figure 5 of Goorne. And

when you ook at Figure 5 as |'ve already described in ny
report, clearly there is no verification happening.

So then in your view, when Ooorne tal ks about the bank

I ssuing the token, the token hasn't been verified; is that
right?

Actual Iy, let me strike that one.

I's it your understanding then that Cborne is teaching
an approach where the bank's token server issues the
requested token w thout know ng whether the corresponding
account is real?

MR WLSON. Qbjection. Form

THE WTNESS: | don't really know what
you're asking me about. | mean, | don't think -- | don't
know -- what part of my report are you questioning ne about?
BY MR ARGENTI :
Paragraphs 60, 61 and 62 where you take issue with
Dr. Shanps's citation to Cborne for this el enent.
Ckay. | nean, in these sections, | don't think it talks
about the user account. Were am| talking about an account
at a bank?
So you understand that the -- that Oborne discloses that the
t oken corresponds to a source of funds, right?
| understand that a token may be provided by the credentials

fundi ng source which could be a bank that issued the credit
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card.
Right. And so ny questionis: |Is it your understanding of
this relevant part of Ooborne that it's teaching an approach
where the bank's token server issues the requested token
w t hout whet her knowi ng whether that credit card account is
real ?

MR WLSON.  njection. Form

THE WTNESS: | think what |'msaying is
that Dr. Shanmpos is basically pointing to nothing in Cborne
that shows that the -- that shows that, as part of the
process of generating a token, any kind of verificationis
done to show that the token is an official representation.
BY MR ARGENTI :
Wul d a POSA reading Cborne understand it to teach a bank
Issuing a token for a credit card account held at the bank
wi thout the bank knowi ng that the credit card account isn't
real ?

MR WLSON. Qbjection. Form

THE WTNESS: | nean, | don't think the
words "real” or anything like that shows up in the claim
| anguage here. The claimrequires a virtual representation
of the credential to be verified by an issuing agency to be
an official representation of the credential and Dr. Shanos
s pointing to nothing for that limtation.
BY MR ARGENTI :
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Q

| understand that's your opinion that Dr. Shanpbs is pointing
to nothing, and if that's your sole opinion, that's fine. W
can just establish that and maybe we can move on. |f you
have no ot her opinions about how a POSA woul d interpret these
teachings of Chorne, that's fine.
Do you have an opinion as to whether a POSA woul d

interpret OGborne as teaching a bank issuing a credit card
t oken wi thout knowi ng whether the credit card is real?
| think a POSA woul d read Ooborne, would | ook at Figure 5 and
realize that Oborne does not do any verification of the token
when it's being generated.
So then a POSA, in your view, would understand OSA- -- or,
sorry, Onorne as teaching that a bank gets a token request
froman account hol der, purportedly identifying an account at
the bank and sends the token back whether -- regardless of
whet her the account actually exists?

MR WLSON. QObjection. Form

THE WTNESS: Like | said, ny opinionis
that Dr. Shamos has pointed to nothing in Gohorne that shows
any verification of what he's pointing to for over file.
He's pointing to the token and the token is not verified and,
you know, he -- ny understanding is that he has no basis for
saying that Qoorne meets the limtation of verification of
the -- of the over file being verified by an issuing agency

to be official representation of the credential.
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BY MR ARGENTI
So to be clear, you do not have an opinion as to whether a
POSA woul d find this limtation in Qoorne?

MR WLSON. QObjection. Form

THE WTNESS: | mean, | have an opinion
My opinion is that Cborne does not disclose verification of
the -- of the token, and a POSA woul d understand that from
reading it and Dr. Shamps has pointed to nothing for that
verification limtation
BY MR ARGENTI
So then it is your opinion that a POSA woul d understand
OQborne to teach a bank issuing a token regardl ess of whet her
It knows that there's an underlying account?

MR WLSON. Qbjection. Form

THE WTNESS: As | said, Chorne, in ny
review of Cborne, there is no disclosure of any verification
of the token that is generated and | said that Dr. Shanps has
pointed to nothing for that.
BY MR ARGENTI
So your interpretation of Chorne is that it does describe a
bank issuing a token purportedly connected to a credit card
W thout verifying whether that credit card account exists.

That's your understandi ng of Coorne?
MR WLSON. Qbjection. Form
THE WTNESS: M understandi ng of Cborne
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Is what |'ve laid out in ny report. So looking at Figure 5
of (oorne, it shows the data flow diagramof how it works
and, as |'ve highlighted here, you know, client provides
certain inputs to token server. Token server extracts that
data that -- those inputs and generates the token and there
I's no verification done anywhere in Coorne with respect to
the process of generating a token.
BY MR ARGENTI :
And in your interpretation, does that mean that when the
t oken server is maintained by a bank, the bank issues the
t oken wi thout know edge of whether there's an underlying
account ?

MR WLSON Onjection. Form

THE WTNESS: | think your question is
real |y broad. Now you're asking me about a bank. Like what
bank are we talking about? |'mtalking about Coorne.

So in (ohorne, which is a prior art that Dr. Shanos has
used in offering his opinions, there is no verification of
the token that is generated.

BY MR, ARGENTI :

If it helps, we can use the term"funding source" instead of
bank. Wuld that help clarify ny question?

| mean, | think it's better to use ohorne because that's the
reference. A funding source or bank has meani ng outside of

OGborne, so now we don't know which bank or funding source.
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Q

Vell, QOborne uses the word "funding source," right, and it
tal ks about a credit card. Do you have an understandi ng of
whet her that funding source is a bank?
| think -- yeah, | think even borne nentions bank, but in
Oborne as a reference, fromfront to back you read it, there
I's no nmention of verification of a token that is generated in
Gbor ne.
So again, in the enbodi nent that you understand Dr. Shanos is
relying on where the token server is managed by the funding
source, which can be a bank, it's your interpretation that
Oborne describes the bank issuing a token without know ng
whether there's a valid, underlying account.
That's your interpretation, right?

MR WLSON. Qbjection. Form

THE WTNESS: M understandi ng of oorne,
as I've laid out inny report, is that it generates a token
W thout performing a verification on that token and
Dr. Shanmpbs has pointed to nothing for that |imtation.
BY MR ARGENTI
And you do not have any further understanding of Chorne as to
whet her the bank has know edge of whether the token is
connected to a valid underlying account when it issues the
token; is that right?
|'mnot offering new opinions on the fly. M opinion is that

in Cborne, there is no disclosure of a verification of a
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A

token that Dr. Shanbs has pointed to.
If a user is requesting a token fromtheir bank, they would
want assurances that the token the bank provides is properly
linked to the user's account, right?

MR WLSON Onjection. Form

THE WTNESS: Are we tal king about
Gbor ne?
BY MR ARGENTI :
Yes.
| don't think Cborne tal ks about what a user wants in that
sense.
Does Cborne tal k about the user obtaining a token for the
purchase of making subsequent payments?
Qborne tal ks about using tokens for paynment -- yes, for
maki ng paynents.
And in order to achieve that goal of Coborne, it would be
desirable for the token that is provided to be properly
linked to the user's paynment account, correct?

MR WLSON: Objection. Form

THE WTNESS: | don't know what you nean
by "linked" exactly.
BY MR ARGENTI :
Vel |, earlier today, you directed me to the database of
tables that Cborne describes, right?

Yes.

@ ESQUIRE 800.211.DEPO (3376)

DEROSITION SOLUTIONS EsquireSolutions.com



© 0O ~N o o B~ w DD

T R N T N R e e N N N I T T T
O B2 W N B O © O N o o A W N -k O

SAM MALEK, PH.D.

VISA, INC. vs CORTEX MCP, INC.

December 12, 2024

50

Q

Q

And in that database, a user's account, such as a credit
card, is linked to a token, correct?
"1l have to | ook at the database structure again.

MR WLSON. Form

THE WTNESS: Would you like nme to pul
up Goborne and look at it?
BY MR ARGENTI
Sure.
So the user's table doesn't have the credit card -- the
credit card field.
You're aware that Dr. Shanos cited an XM exanple for the
t oken data structure, right?
Yes, | think | renmenber that.
And the token data structure contains a funding source
account nunmber, right?
"1l have to check that.
Sure.
So | think the token data structure that he has pointed to,
there are nultiple accounts.
Ckay. And so the token, you would agree, is linked to at
| east one funding source account, correct? That's how the
token i s used to make subsequent purchases, right?
| mean, token seems to be somehow associated with funding

sources.

So then I'Il go back to nmy earlier question about, given that
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it is a goal of Oborne to provide a token for the purchase of
maki ng subsequent paynents, it would be desirable for the
token that is provided to be properly associated to at |east
one user paynent account, correct?

MR WLSON. Qbjection. Form

THE WTNESS: | haven't offered an
opi nion about that. | don't know. Possibly.
BY MR ARGENTI
|f the token wasn't properly associated with a user account,
that could lead to customer frustration when the user |ater
tries to use the token for a purchase, right?
| woul d have to | ook at Chorne to see all the different ways
it talks about tokens. | don't recall right now off the top
of my head if it talks about situations where you can have a
token that hasn't been associated with an account yet.

It is possible in-- what | do remenber is that it's
possible in Cborne to have a token associated with an account
that has no funds in it which, you know, would -- | guess
woul d -- is one issue, but whether a token can exist wthout
being associated with a funding source, | have to read it to
be able to give you an opinion on it.

Let's turn to Paragraph 83 of your declaration, please.
Ckay.
In this paragraph, you cite five exanples of what Oborne

calls additional security, correct?
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A Yes.
Q Each of those five exanples conmes from Ooborne Paragraph 26,

right?
| believe so.
These five exanples of additional security would involve the
t oken server in Cborne, right?

MR WLSON. Objection. Form

THE WTNESS: ['mnot really sure if they
all involve the token server. Some -- | nean, these are all
different security layers that are in Cborne. | don't think
it discusses in detail exactly where they're inplenented.
BY MR ARGENTI
So if we look at the first exanple that you have, the first
exanple is requiring a user to provide a user name and
payment password to activate a payment token, right?
Yes.
And so do | have it right that you are not sure whether that
function is performed by the token server described in
Cbor ne?

MR WLSON. Qbjection. Form

THE WTNESS: So the -- yeah, | think
several conponents could be involved in this. So the user
obviously is not providing the user nane and password
directly into the token server. They're probably providing

it on sonme kind of a client web application or nobile
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A

application. And | nean, | would have to | ook at the
reference in detail to be able to tell you exactly what --
what conponents woul d be involved and to what extent Cborne
tal ks about that.

BY MR ARGENTI

Wy don't we take a |ook at Figure 7A of Cborne.

Ckay.

And this is -- Qohorne says this is a token-based purchase
transaction execution exanple, right? Do you see that in the
bottomright of the figure?

Yes.

And if we |ook at Elenment 711, that's user authenticated,
question mark, right?

Yes.

And that step happens at the token server, right?

This step happens in the token server, yes, in this

embodi ment .

Right. So Onorne is describing that the user authentication
s perforned by the token server in this enbodinent, correct?
Yes, to check to see whether the user's authenticated as done
here.

And so then if we go back to those five exanples of

addi tional security that you have in Paragraph 83, each of
those is a formof user authentication, correct?

These are all different forms of authentication, but --
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> O > O

O

nmean, the actual authentication could be done sonewhere el se,
but the check that that 711 that we saw, that check, that
kind of question mark, that verification, according to this
figure on this enbodiment, is on a token server

Does Chorne disclose user authentication taking place
anywhere other than at the token server?

"1l have to read the -- | can't answer that off the top of
ny head. | have to review Chorne.

Ckay.

Do you want ne to review it?

Yes.

Okay. If it's okay, I'Il pull up the electronic copy so |
can go through it.

Ckay.

So I'mlooking at Paragraph 26, and if you | ook at sone of
the other exanples of authentication that he has |ike |ater
on, it talks about authentication chips. So an exanple, it
says, "Thus, in order to make purchase with a paynent token,
in some inplenmentations, the user may be required to present
the paynent token physical cart to the authentication chip
di sposi ng communi cation with the client before the user can
make a purchase order using the token." That to me doesn't
sound like it's happening on the token server; that seems to
be happeni ng maybe at the point of sales or something |ike

t hat .
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When | ook at Paragraph 30, when it's talking about
"verify chat," it talks about how, in some inplementations,
the customer service representative, exanple, an agent, like
a human, may manual |y determne the authenticity of the user
using the video of the user. Again, | don't think that's
happeni ng on the token server.

But wouldn't the agent need to then conmmunicate with the
token server to let the token server know that the user has
been aut henticated?
Possibly, yeah. | would have to read in nore detail, but
that's plausible.
If the token server is what processes the token transaction,
i ncl uding performng user authorization, it's going to need
to receive confirmation fromthat agent and ultimately the
token server is what will determ ne whether the user is
aut henticated, correct?

MR WLSON. QObjection. Form

THE WTNESS: So Paragraph 54 says, "In
sone inplenentations, the token server may determ ne whet her
the user token is authenticated.”" So that suggests to ne
that in other inplenentations, the token server may not
determne that. | don't know. | mean, basically, | would
have to read Cohorne to be able to give you kind of a conplete
answer whether token server is the only place where

aut hentication is happening.
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BY MR ARGENTI
Q But the user authentication is at |east an exanmple of how

o > O F

Cborne says to -- sorry. Strike that question.

Let's go back to those five exanples in Paragraph 83 of
your declaration.
Ckay.
Each of these five exanples is concerned with ensuring that
the correct user is utilizing the token, right?
These are all authenticating the user to some extent, yes.
Let's turn to Paragraph 86, please, on the next page.
Ckay.
In this paragraph, in the first sentence you say: "Fourth,
given that Dr. Shanos opines that this problemhad al ready
been solved using a different technique,” and then you have a
few |ines of text and at the end of the sentence you say,
"Dr. Shanos failed to explain why it would have been routine
to inplenent a different technique to solve this problem”

Do you see that?
Yes.
My question is: What were you referring to when you say
"this problenP"
Vell, I'mreferring to Dr. Shanos's essentially Paragraph 241
where he briefly tal ks about sonme kind of a hypothetica
problemthat he creates with respect to unofficial forged or

altered tokens in the marketplace. And he says, with respect
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A

to this problem it would have been routine to solve it, you
know, using the -- you know, the issuer basically verifying
that the tokens that are being generated.

\Were does he say with "respect to this problenf"

| thought you were asking me -- | thought you were asking nme
what this problemis referring to. | was referring to these
declarations. So he has a -- he has a section earlier in his
report where he says, in 1967, the probl emof whether
credential s are essentially valid or not was solved by the
presenter of the credential furnishing additional informtion
prove that they are the person naned in the credential, and
then he presents essentially the sanme problemlater on in
Paragraph 241 when he's tal king about tokens, but he seems to
kind of skip over or forget about the solutions that he had
proposed earlier in his report.

So in Paragraph 241 of Dr. Shanps's declaration where he
says, "The existence of unofficial forged or altered tokens
in the marketplace would create problens for both issuers and
users," is that what you were just referring to?

Yes.

So he says it would create problems. He uses it as a plural,
and then we get to your declaration, for exanple, in
Paragraph 86, and you refer to this problemin the singular.
I's that a particular problemthat you're referring to?

\Were does he -- sorry, | have to look up his -- | have to
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pul | up his report to know exactly what he said. |'mjust
| ooking at my own report right now
Oh, sure. Co ahead. Do you have a copy of Dr. Shanps's
report on hand?
| don't. | nean, | have it on ny conmputer, so | can pull it
up here.
And just for the record, because I think Dr. Shanos did not
make things as convenient for everyone and his paragraph
nunbering mght not be the same fromIPR to IPR are you
referring to Exhibit 1005 fromthe 531 | PR?
Yes.
Ckay.
Right. So in Paragraph 118, he says -- one of the problens
that he's talking about is that digital -- he says, "A
digital credential can easily be copied, forged or altered,
and then he says, and it's difficult to issue a challenge to
renote network user to prove that they are the person named
in the credential."

And then in Paragraph 120, he says, "A solution to
No. 2" -- which is what we just discussed. "A solutionto 2
Is torequire the presenter of the credential to furnish
additional information to prove that they are the person
nanmed in the credential. This protects against credentials
being copied or stolen. And then he says, In the banking

industry, this was done starting in 1967 by requiring the
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user to enter a PIN at an ATM machine."

So specific problemyou were just referring to there is the
probl em of ensuring that the correct user is using the
credential, right?
Vell, the problemis what he already said in Paragraph 118,
which is that a digital credential can be easily copied,
forged or altered, and then he's presenting a solution to
that, to verify the identity of -- of the user to supposedly
sol ve that problem
And again, if we | ook back at Paragraph 86 of your
declaration, that's what you're quoting fromDr. Shanos is
the portion of his declaration where he's talking about
requiring "the presenter of the credential to furnish
additional information to prove they are the person named in
the credential ," right?

MR WLSON Onjection. Form
THE WTNESS: | don't -- | don't see.

Can you point ne to it again?

BY MR ARGENTI :

I n Paragraph 86 of your declaration starting in the third
line --

Uh- huh.

- where -- and | believe -- when | say "quote," | believe
you're quoting fromDr. Shamos's declaration, but you are

referring to Dr. Shanos's declaration, discussion of
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A

"requiring the presenter of the credential to furnish
additional information to prove that they are the person
named in the credential"?
Yes.
Ckay. So that's the problemthat you are referring to there
and that is a problemof ensuring that the correct user is
using the credential, right?

MR WLSON. Qbjection. Mscharacterizes
testinony.

THE WTNESS: No. So I'mbasically
pointing out what Dr. Shamps has testified. So in
Paragraph 118 of his declaration, he says, "A challenge or
probl emwas that additional credential can easily be copied,
forged or altered.” And then in Paragraph 124 -- sorry, 120
of his report, he's presenting a solution to that problem
and his solution, as he understands it, "was available" from
19- -- "since 1967 was for the presenter of the credential to
furni sh additional information, such as Iike a PIN, PIN card
or PIN, or an ATMcard at an ATM machine to prove that they
are the person naned in the credential."”
BY MR ARGENTI
But he's nore specific about the problemin Paragraph 118
than you're giving himcredit for by selectively reading,
right?

No, I'mjust sinply reading to help the court reporter.
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Q

Right. He actually says, "A digital credential can be easily
copied, forged or altered and it is difficult to issue a
challenge to a remote network user to prove that they are the
person naned in the credential."
That's what he says, right?

Yeah. | mean, that's one problemthat he's describing there,
right?
Right. And el sewhere we saw that he says there are nultiple
probl ens that could arise and that's one specific problem
that he's addressing right there, right?

MR WLSON. Qbjection. Form

THE WTNESS: That's not what he says.
nmean, literally he says a solution to two and two is what we
just read. | think his declaration's pretty clear as to what
he's tal king about.
BY MR ARGENTI
Right, and in Paragraph 241 that you already referred ne to,
he says, "The existence of unofficial, forged or altered
tokens in the marketplace would create problems for both
I ssuers and users," correct?
Right. And in Paragraph 118, he's tal king about nultiple
problenms. He's saying a digital credential can easily be
copi ed, one problem forged, second problem or altered,
third problem And then he says it's difficult to issue a

challenge to a remote network user to prove that they are the
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person naned in the credential. And then in Paragraph 120,
he presents his understanding of the solution since 1967.
Right. And in Paragraph 241, he likew se identifies multiple
probl ens when he says the existence of unofficial -- that's
one problem forged -- that's another problem or altered
t okens.

That's a third problemthat he tal ks about there,
right?
Yes. So in Paragraph 241, it says, "The existence of
unofficial, forged or altered tokens in the marketplace woul d
create problenms for both issuers and users."”
The problemof ensuring that the right user is using a
credential is a different problemthan ensuring that a token
legitimately represents a particular credential, correct?
So are you disagreeing with what Dr. Shanps has testified
because he has said that that is a solution to that problem
Can you answer ny question, please?
So that's not an opinion that |'ve provided. |'ve just
stated the opinions that Dr. Shanps has provided. According
to Dr. Shanos, the problemof unofficial, forged or altered
tokens in the marketplace is solved since 1967 by requiring
the presenter of the credential to furnish additiona
information to prove that they are the person named in the
credential .

MR ARCGENTI: Wy don't we take anot her
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A

break. Should we do five mnutes, ten mnutes, Dr. Ml ek?
THE WTNESS: That's good. Thank you
(Recess 10:09-10:21.)

EXAM NATI ON ( Cont i nui ng)

BY MR ARGENTI :
Let's turn to Paragraph 101 of your 531 declaration, please.
This is where you discuss Caim?2.
Yes.
As you say in Paragraph 100, "Caim2 involves generating a
second over file conprising a second virtual representation
of the credential, but is invalid for use in the first over
file storage client device for authenticating the user,"
correct?
Yes.
At the end of Paragraph 101, you say, "In this context of
Caim2, the two over files are different fromeach other,
each containing a virtual representation of the credential
that is different fromthe virtual representation in the
other over file."

Do you see that?
Yes.
Were does Claim2 say that the two virtual representations
are different?

So | think that's inplied by the claimlanguage. So Caiml
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tal ks about an over file with a virtual representation, so
that's the first virtual representation, and Caim2 talks
about a second over file and a second virtual representation
and it says that the second virtual representation or the
second over file -- sorry.

It says -- it says that the second officia
representation of the credential that is invalid for use in
the first over file, so | think when you put all that
together to a POSA, it would tell that the two over files are
different fromeach other and each contain a virtua
representation of the credential that is different fromthe
virtual representation in the other over file.

But that Caim2 requirenent is that the second over file is
invalid for use inthe first over file storage client device
for authenticating the user, correct?
Yes, it requires that.
So why can't the second over file be a copy of the first over
file and it's just in a second over file that's invalid for
use in the first device?

MR WLSON. Qbjection. Form
BY MR ARGENTI
Sorry. Yeah. | garbled that one. M apol ogies.

Wy can't the second virtual representation be a copy
of the first virtual representation and it's the second over

file that's invalid for use in the first client device?

@ ESQUIRE 800.211.DEPO (3376)

DEROSITION SOLUTIONS EsquireSolutions.com



© 0O ~N o o B~ w DD

T R N T N R e e N N N I T T T
O B2 W N B O © O N o o A W N -k O

SAM MALEK, PH.D. December 12, 2024
VISA, INC. vs CORTEX MCP, INC. 65

A

| nmean, the language says -- the language of the claimis
that -- | nean, the |anguage of the claimis it says, "A
second virtual representation of the credential that has been
verified by the issuing agency to be a second officia
representation of the credential that is invalid for use in
the first over file storage client device for authenticating
the user."

So | think fromthat claimlanguage, | think it's clear
that the two over files are different fromeach ot her
Right. And |'masking about the virtual representation
specifically. 1Is it your understanding that the virtua
representation in Caim2 is what needs to be invalid for use
on the first device?
| think the two over files are different and the two virtua
representations are different.
So it's your understanding that a copy of the first virtua
representation in Gaim1l could not be the second virtua
representation in Caim2; is that right?
| think they're the same. Yeah, | mean, if they're the sane,
then | don't see how one would be invalid on one device and
the other one woul dn't.
Does Claim2 require that the virtual representation be
invalid for use on the second device or sinply that the
second over file be invalid for use? Sorry. | garbled that

one again. |'ll give you a second to think about it and Iet
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nme rephrase that question.

Does Claim2 require that the second virtua
representation be invalid for use on the first client device
or sinply that the second over file be invalid for use on the
first client device?
| think the over files are different because you have the
first over file and you have the second over file, and also
the require virtual representations are different because the
cl aimlanguage says, "A second virtual representation of the
credential that has been verified by the issuing agency to be
a second official representation of the credential that is
invalid for use in the first over file."

And the two virtual representations recited in Cainms 1 and 2
in your view can't be copies of each other. Do | understand
that correctly?

| don't think they're identical, if that's what you're asking
me. They can't be identical.

And that's because in your view, it's the virtual
representation that needs to be invalid for use on the client
device for user authentication; is that right?

Vel |, because the claimlanguage says, again, "A second over
file conprising a second virtual representation of the
credential that has been verified by the issuing agency to be
a second official representation of the credential that is

invalid for use in the first over file storage client device
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for authenticating the user."
So the words "second" and, you know, the "second over

file,"™ "second virtual representation,” the "second officia
representation," and then the fact that it's invalid for use
inthe first over file storage client device, | think that
indicates to me that the over file and the virtua
representations are different.

I'n your understanding, both the second over file and the
second virtual representation have to be invalid for use on
the first client device?

| think the claimsays that they're different. There's a
first over file. There's a second over file. There's a
first virtual representation. There's a second virtua
representation, and the virtual representations represent --
so the second virtual representation is a representation that
has been verified by the issuing agency to be a second
official representation of the credential and that is invalid
for use in the first over file storage client device.

What needs to be invalid for use in the first over file
client storage device for authenticating the user? Is it the
over file or the virtual representation or both?

Vell, | mean, over file is defined in ternms of virtua
representation, right, and that's the claimconstruction that
we have. So the construction that we have is an over file

enconpasses the virtual representation of one or nore
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A

o > O F

credentials to be used for verification of those credentials.
So by the virtual over file enconpassing the virtua

representation, you know, both over file and the virtua

representation are going to be different.

If you look at your declaration for the '854 patent, if you

can pull that out?

' 854 patent?

Right. W talked earlier about how you have, for the nost

part, the same material in the equival ent nunbered paragraphs

across your declarations. Here's one instance where | do

want to clarify.

So what IPRis it?

The "854 is, | believe, the '488 IPR

Yes, | have that.

Right. And so if we |look at Paragraph 101 of that

declaration, you see that that paragraph is discussing the

I ndependent clains, but has the same anal ysis that you have

for daim2 in the '531 patent, right?

Paragraph 1017

Ri ght.

Ckay.

So unlike the '531 patent where the second over file appears

in daim2, inthe '854 patent the second over file is part

of the independent clains, Caiml, right?

Yes.
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Q

But your analysis in Paragraph 101 of the '854 declaration is
substantively the same as your analysis in Paragraph 101 of
the '531 declaration that we just discussed, correct?
| believe -- | believe that's true. Yeah, | think the
language is a little bit different, but | think the analysis
Is nore or |ess the same.
So do | understand correctly then that the testinony you just
gave regarding the '531 patent and why you believe that the
second virtual representation must be different than the
first virtual representation, that also applies to the
di scussion in Paragraph 101 of your '854 declaration?
Yes, | think it would be the sane testinmony.
Let's turn back to your '531 declaration now and | ook at
Paragraph 162.
1627
Paragraph 162, and in particular on Page 73. Do you see the
last |ine on that page that says, "Nothing in Purves
i ndi cates that any portion of the virtual wallet card inmages
or card account information is stored beyond transient
storage on a client or user device"?

Did | read that right?
Yes.
VWhat do you nmean by "transient storage" in that sentence?
So basically, Purves discusses how the card imges are stored

on the server, and if you're |ooking at those card i mages on
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the web browser, the browser may be tenporarily loading that
data, load that image to display it to the user, and then
that image is typically deleted after the browser is closed
or when you nove to a different page. So that's what ['m
referring to there.

And when you say you're looking at or if you' re |ooking at
that image or card i mages on the web browser, where is that
web browser |ocated?

Vell, | mean, the browser could be anywhere. It could be on
a device.

On a user device?

It could be on a user device, yes.

So when you say the browser may be tenporarily |oading that
data, the inmage data to display to the user, what's it

| oading it fronf

So the browser typically would indicate -- so |ike something
| i ke Purves, because the imges are stored on the server so
it would load it fromthe server. It would get it to display
it.

And what woul d happen when it |oads it?

It"s displayed by the browser.

And that's where the transient storage takes place; is that
what you're referring to?

Yes.

What type of storage woul d that be?
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A It would be storage in -- in RAM in nenory.
Q And so what you're referring to there is storage in RAMon a

user's device for the purpose of displaying the web browser
screen to the user?

So that would be -- yes. So that, you know, whatever data is
retrieved fromthe server would be |oaded in the RAM parsed
by HTM. parse server on the browser and then it would be

di spl ayed.

So then | want to make sure | have it right. The card
information, such as the card image, are transmtted fromthe
Purves server to the user's nobile device where they're
stored in RAMin order to display the wallet informtion on
the user's device screen; is that right?

Yeah, so a user's -- so in a web-based application, the web
browser woul d request data fromthe server, woul d receive
that data. |If that data involves imges, those would be al so
| oaded up in the menory parse, you know, processed by the web
browser and then displayed on the screen to the user.

Purves calls its systema wallet service enrollnment platform
or WSEP for short, right?

Yes.

Purves describes encrypting incomng and outgoi ng WSEP
conmuni cati ons, correct?

| have to reviewit. | don't recall the details of that.

Purves is Exhibit 1013. Do you have a copy of that available
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o O F

to you there?

Yes. |s there a specific portion you want me to | ook at?
Before we go into specifics, | was just asking if you have an
under standi ng of whether Purves describes encrypting incom ng
and out goi ng WSEP conmuni cati ons?

| don't remenber off the top of nmy head. It's 86 pages, but

| can [ ook for encryption if you want.

At the time that you prepared your opinions in your
declaration, did you have an understandi ng whet her Purves
describes encrypting incomng and outgoi ng WSEP
comuni cati ons?

| may have had when | was preparing the report. | don't know
if 1've said that in the report, but even if | didn't say it,
| may have had --

But you don't renmember now?

| don't remenber right now, no. | haven't nenorized all the
ref erences.

Ckay. Wy don't we take a | ook at Paragraph 33 of Purves.
Paragraph 33?

Right. Paragraph 33 says, "Figure 25 shows a bl ock diagram

i Ilustrating enbodi ments of a WSEP controller," right?

Yes.

If you turn to the previous page, do you see Figure 25?

Yes.

In the top left portion of Figure 25 do you see the elenents
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under the label "Conmputer System zation 2502"?

Yes.

Do you see the conponent "crypto 2526"?

Yes, | see that.

Do you have an understanding of what that is?

It sounds like it's a conponent dealing with cryptography.
Did you review what that conponent does when you prepared
your declaration?

| did reviewthe entirety of Purves, yeah, when | prepared ny
decl arati on.

Let's turn to Paragraph 130 of Purves.

Paragraph 130 says, "The WSEP control | er 2501 may be
based on conputer systens that conprise, but are not |imted
to conponents such as a conputer system zation 2502 connected
to menmory 2529."

Did | read that right?

Yes.

And the next paragraph, 131, Purves says that, "Conputer
system zation 2502 may include a nunber of different
conponents.” And if we | ook seven lines down fromthe top of
the colum on the right, one of those conponents is a

crypt ographi ¢ processor, 2526, right?

Yes.

Do you have an understanding, again, of what the purpose of

the cryptographic processor is in Purves?
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A.

| mean, yeah. Typically a cryptographic processor encrypts
and decrypts dat a.
Let's turn to Paragraph 143 now, please. This paragraph
provi des some nore description of the cryptographic
processor, correct?
It has nore details about the cryptographic units, yes.
And the mddl e of Paragraph 143, Purves says that,
"Cryptographic units support the authentication of
comuni cations frominteracting agents as well as allow ng
for anonymous transactions."
Do you see that?

Yes.
Wiat is Purves referring to when he tal ks about using a
cryptographic unit to allow for authentication of
conmmuni cations and anonynous transactions?

MR. WLSON: Objection. Form

THE WTNESS: | don't understand what
you' re asking me there.
BY MR ARCENTI
Do you have an understanding of what Purves is referring to
in that sentence?

MR WLSON. Cbjection. Form

THE WTNESS. That sentence says,
"Cryptographic units support the authentication of

communi cations frominteracting agents as well as allow ng
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for anonymous transactions.”
BY MR ARCENTI :
Let's turn to Paragraph 157, please.

What' s the heading above this paragraph?
"Crypt ographic Server."
And in Paragraph 157, Purves provides detail regarding a
cryptographic server, correct?
It has sone discussions, yes, some details about it.
And | ooking down at the last couple of Iines on this page,
Purves says that its wallet systemcan use both symetric and
asymetric encryption and/or decryption, correct?
Where are you? What paragraph?
This is in Paragraph 157, the sentence that carries over from
Page 26 to 27
Yes, it says, "The cryptographic conponent allows for both
symmetric and asymetric," yeah. |In parentheses, "Pretty
good protection, PGP encryption and/or decryption.”
And after that, it goes on to provide sone exanpl es of
cryptographi c techniques, correct?
Yes.
And about hal fway down in that paragraph, the same paragraph
but on Page 27, Purves says, "Enploying such encryption
security protocols, the WSEP may encrypt all incom ng and/or
out goi ng commruni cati ons. "

Do you see that?
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A

Sorry. Are you in Paragraph 159?
Paragraph 157, hal fway down in the paragraph that's on
Page 27.
Al right.
Right after the reference to HITPS and the |ike?
Yes, | see that.
So again, that sentence reads, "Enploying such encryption
security protocols, the WSEP may encrypt all incom ng and/ or
out goi ng conmuni cations. "

Do you see that?
Yes.
Do you have any reason to disagree with that statement in
Purves?
| don't have an opinion about it, no.
Let's turn now to Paragraph 122 of Purves, please.
Paragraph 1227
Right. Let nme know when you're there.
' mthere.
Okay. About two thirds of the way down in Paragraph 132,
right across fromwhere Paragraph 126 starts in the next
colum, do you see where Paragraph 122 says, "ln sonme
embodi ments, confidential data, such as PAN nunmber, account
nunber and/or the |ike may be obscured fromthe overlaid data
using a tool such as |mageMgick"?

Yes.
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Q What is |nageMagi ck?

A It's an inmage manipulation tool, | believe. | think I've
used it many years ago.

Q So that was nmy next question: Wre you famliar with
| mgeMagi ck before your work in this case? It sounds |ike
you were.

A. | vaguely recall using it many years ago, Yes.

Q Do you remenber what year that woul d have been?

A, No. It would have been many years ago.

Q \Wat are the tools that InageMagick provides a user to
obscure data in an inmage?
| don't recall the details of that.

Do you recall whether |mageMagick allows for redaction of
text?

A | -- 1 would have to speculate. | don't recall the details
of it.

Q Do you recall whether ImageMagick allows for deletion of a
portion of an image?

A. Possibly, but | can't testify to that. | don't recall the
details of it.

Q Do you recall whether, once a portion of an inmage has been
obscured using | mageMagi ck, can the original imge be
recovered?

A So again, | don't recall details of InmageMagick, but what |

do know is that there is well-established research and
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Q

principles in conputer security that security through
obscurity is futile, meaning that through -- through

obf uscation techni ques, you can't achieve good security
general | y speaki ng.

When you refer to "obfuscation techniques,"” does that
enconpass redaction?

So -- so obfuscation would be, for exanple, like blurring an
i mage, or in software programm ng, sometimes people obfuscate
their code before they release it so it cannot be easily
reverse engineered, and that -- that has a lot of -- | nean,
we' re tal king about in general, but in general, obfuscation
and that kind of nethods such as blurring an image, they're
not considered the best formof security because they can

be -- you know, because they can be reverse engineered and
the images can be recovered in those kinds of situations.

So aside fromblurring, are there other types of obfuscation?
Sorry. Wat is that?

Aside fromblurring, are there other types of obfuscation?
Yeah, | nean, it depends on what kind of data you're talking
about. So if it's an imge, blurring would be one exanple.

|f you're talking about source code, |ike JavaScript code
that mght be |oaded into your web browser, you can obfuscate
that JavaScript code so then people can't reverse engineer
your code and figure out what the code i s doing.

So focusing just on imges, are there other exanples of
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obfuscation beyond bl urring?

Like | said, it depends on the data. There are different
techni ques, but generally speaking, as | said, obfuscation is
not a good formof securing sonething because -- because
there are techniques available to -- and | think | even talk
about that in ny report.

There are techniques available to reverse that
obfuscation or reverse that blurring of an inage, for
exanple, to try to recover the data that is there.

I's redaction of a portion of an inmage an exanpl e of

obf uscation?

It depends. | would have to | ook to see howit's redacted
and some fornms of redacting data can still be -- yeah,
there's, for exanple, netadata and things Iike that that are
associ ated with data that could be used to recover the data.
s it possible to redact a portion of an image in a way that
it can't be recovered?

Yeah, not sending the imge or sending a different inmage,
that would be -- that woul d make -- you know, woul d make it
difficult to recover it. But | think in the context of the
opinions that |'ve provided in this case and what's really at
issue in this case, | understand Dr. Shamos is saying that a
user woul d be provided with an image, for exanple, of a card
that they can use to remenber what types of payment systens

they have so they can retrieve tokens and things like that.
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And in that case, you are presenting an attacker wth
val uabl e information, such as the fact that it's even a
credit card, such as the fact that thisis a credit card by a
certain bank. That information by itself is sonething that
I's very valuable to an attacker to try to be able to, through
various nethods, including brute force, try to determ ne what
Is the credit card nunber on that credit card.

So you nentioned that a redacted image, the way to ensure
that a redacted imge can't be recovered is to not send the
image in the first place. Is it your opinion that it is

I npossi ble to redact an image such that the redaction can't
be undone?

You see that's not the opinion that |I've offered in this
case. The opinion that |'ve offered is in the context of
what Dr. Shanos is saying. Dr. Shamos is not saying to
send -- to send no inage or to send an image that is

conpl etely redacted. He's saying you would send an inage
that woul d help the user to know, to remenber what the card
or what kind of a bank account we're dealing wth.

So you woul d, for exanple, say this is Bank of America,
this is Wlls Fargo, this is Visa card and so on. So in that
context where you're providing some information to the user
to help themremenber and organi ze what's going on with their
paynents, you're also providing an attacker with val uable

information that could be used to -- to attack the systemto
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recover the credit card, recover the bank account and things
|'i ke that.
Look at Paragraph 167 of your declaration, please.

In this paragraph, you present a conceptualization of
what a credit card with the confidential information obscured
mght ook |ike, right?

Yes.

Did you create that inage?

| believe the counsel created this inmage.

Are you aware of whether whoever created that imge used

| mageMagi ck?

| -- 1 don't know what tool they used, no.

So then | gather you al so were not aware of what nmechani sm
they used to blur the text?

| don"t, but | nean, there are many tools available for doing
this. | could have done it nyself. [It's not -- you know,
it's trivial to blur imges.

Do you know whether there was an option to select the |evel

of blurring applied to the image?

Again, | don't know what tools they used, but | know the
tools that | would use, they have -- they give you the option
of selecting the level of blurring that you would like to
achi eve.

Do you know what |evel of blurring was sel ected when creating

this imge?
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MR ARCENTI: W can take another break,
a short break. | think that mght be all ny questions. |
just need to confirm
MR WLSON Gkay. Sounds good.
(Recess 11:01-11:08.)

EXAM NATI ON ( Cont i nui ng)
BY MR ARGENTI :
Just a couple quick questions before | wap it up

Earlier today, Dr. Malek, when | was asking you about
your billing in these matters, | think | asked how nuch have
you been paid to date and you responded that you had billed
on the order of 150 to 200 hours.

One fol lowup question there: |s any of your
conpensation contingent on the outcone of these proceedings?
No, it isn't, no.

So when you responded that you had billed 150 to 200 hours,
have you been conpensated for the majority of that work,
actual l'y paid?

Yeah. Just to clarify, | don't think I've billed that
entirety -- that entire amount yet because | bill per nmonth
and there's been a lot of work that has happened this nonth
obviously to prepare for the deposition. | haven't invoiced

that, but -- but | believe | am-- |'ve been paid for the
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work that |'ve done so far, yes.
During any of our breaks today, have you discussed your
testimny or ny questions with counsel for Cortex?
No.
Ckay.

MR. ARGENTI: That's all ny questions
barring any followup after redirect.

MR WLSON. W don't have any questions
except that we will reserve the right to read and sign

MR ARGENTI: Ckay.

THE COURT REPORTER: Al'l right, Counsel

Do either of you need a rough draft?

MR. ARGENTI: Yes, please.

MR WLSON. | don't -- do we want a
rough draft? Yeah, yeah. Please send us a rough.
(Signature reserved.)

(Deposition concluded at 11:10 a.m)
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REPORTER S CERTI FI CATE

I, CONNlE A RECOB, the undersigned Certified Court
Reporter, authorized to adm nister oaths and affirmations in
and for the States of Washi ngton, Oregon, Utah and |daho, do
hereby certify that the sworn testinony and/or proceedi ngs, a
transcript of which is attached, was given before ne at the
tine and place stated therein; that any and/or all
w tness(es) were duly sworn to testify to the truth; that the
sworn testinony and/ or proceedi ngs were by ne
stenographically recorded and transcri bed under ny
supervision, to the best of nmy ability; that the foregoing
transcript contains a full, true, and accurate record of al
the sworn testinmony and/ or proceedings given and occurring at
the time and place stated in the transcript; that a review of
whi ch was requested; that | amin no way related to any party
to the matter, nor to any counsel, nor do | have any
financial interest in the event of the cause.

W TNESS MY HAND and SI GNATURE this 20th day of
Decenber, 2024.

(i) QLN

/s CONNE A. RECOB, RMR, CRR
Washi ngt on CCR No. 2631
Oregon CCR No. 15-0436

Utah CCR No. 1133171-7801

| daho CCR No. SRL-1220
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DEPCOSI TI ON ERRATA SHEET

Qur Assignnment No. J12100626
Case Caption: VISA vs. CORTEX

DECLARATI ON UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY

| declare under penalty of perjury
that | have read the entire transcript of
ny Deposition taken in the captioned matter
or the sane has been read to ne, and
the sane is true and accurate, save and
except for changes and/or corrections, if
any, as indicated by me on the DEPOSI TI ON
ERRATA SHEET hereof, with the understandi ng

that | offer these changes as if still under oath.

Signed on the = day of , 20

SAM MALEK, Ph. D.
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ERRATA SHEET

Case Name: Visa, Inc. v. Cortex MCP, Inc.
Case No.: IPR2024-00486, -00488, -00489, -00490
Witness Name: Dr. Sam Malek

Deposition Date: December 12, 2024

Page | Line(s) Change Reason
26 9 Change “meaning” to “meeting” Transcription error
31 19 Change “course” to “court’s” Transcription error
33 20 Change “course” to “court’s” Transcription error
54 20 Change “cart” to “card” Transcription error
54 21 Change “disposing” to “disposed in” Transcription error
58 17 Change “remote” to “a remote” Transcription error
60 13 Change “additional” to “a digital” Transcription error
66 8 Change “require” to “required” Transcription error

I, the undersigned, do hereby certify that | have read the foregoing transcript, and the same
is a correct and complete transcription of the testimony given by me with the exception of the
corrections listed above.

Date; 01/16/2025 ﬁa« /@/

Sam Malek
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 1                           BE IT REMEMBERED that on Thursday,

 2       December 12, 2024, at Irvine, California, at 7:57 a.m.,

 3       before Connie Recob, CCR, RMR, CRR, remotely appeared SAM

 4       MALEK, Ph.D., the witness herein;

 5                           WHEREUPON, the following proceedings were

 6       had, to wit:

 7

 8                              <<<<<<  >>>>>>

 9

10       SAM MALEK, Ph.D.,         having been first duly sworn,

11                                 deposed and testified as

12                                 follows:

13

14                                EXAMINATION

15       BY MR. ARGENTI:

16   Q.  Good morning, Dr. Malek.

17   A.  Good morning.

18   Q.  Could you please state your full name for the record?

19   A.  Sure.  My first name is Sam, S-A-M, last name is Malek,

20       M-A-L-E-K.

21   Q.  Where are you currently located?

22   A.  I'm in Irvine, California.

23   Q.  Is there anyone else in the room with you today?

24   A.  No.

25   Q.  It's my understanding that you have printed copies of your
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 1       declarations and the cited exhibits available to you today;

 2       is that correct?

 3   A.  Yes, that's right.

 4   Q.  Okay.  And that being the case, my preference is for you to

 5       use those printed copies as the exhibits in the deposition

 6       since they're already of record in the proceeding rather than

 7       going through the process of loading them into the chat and

 8       having you download electronic copies.

 9             But if at any point you don't have a copy and you need

10       to receive it electronically, just let me know, okay?

11   A.  Sure.  I also have the electronic copies of the documents on

12       my laptop.

13   Q.  Okay.  Are those printed copies of the documents that you

14       have clean copies?

15   A.  Yes, they are.

16   Q.  There's no notes on any of them?

17   A.  No notes.

18   Q.  Okay.  This is not your first deposition, correct?

19   A.  That's right.

20   Q.  About how many times would you say you've been deposed?

21   A.  I haven't counted it recently, but it is over 50 times.  I

22       would estimate about 60, 70 times.  70 times.

23   Q.  Approximately how many in the last year?

24   A.  Maybe about -- I would have to estimate.  Maybe about four or

25       five times.
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 1   Q.  So it sounds like you're probably familiar with how things

 2       work here, but I'm going to go through the ground rules just

 3       to get them on the record.

 4             Do you understand that you are providing your testimony

 5       under oath and you are expected to tell the truth?

 6   A.  Yes.

 7   Q.  Is there any reason you cannot provide complete and accurate

 8       testimony today?

 9   A.  No.

10   Q.  Hopefully my questions are clear.  If you do not understand

11       any question, please let me know that it is unclear.  Under

12       the guidelines for this proceeding, you must ask me for any

13       clarification.  If you do not tell me otherwise, I will

14       assume that you understand the question, okay?

15   A.  Yes.

16   Q.  Please provide verbal answers rather than nodding your head

17       for the benefit of the record and we can take a break at any

18       time that you'd like one as long as there's not a question

19       pending.  If there is a question pending, you must answer the

20       question before we take a break.

21             Do you understand?

22   A.  Yes.

23   Q.  I will try and take breaks every hour or so, but if you'd

24       like to take one before I suggest it, just let me know, okay?

25   A.  Understood.
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 1   Q.  You understand that you are here today with regard to four

 2       IPR proceedings, correct?

 3   A.  Yes.

 4   Q.  You've submitted declarations in each of those four IPRs,

 5       right?

 6   A.  Yes.

 7   Q.  Can you please pull out your copies of those four

 8       declarations.

 9   A.  Okay.  I have them.

10   Q.  I'll run through these in numerical order according to the

11       IPR number.

12             One of your declarations was submitted in

13       IPR2024-00486, which relates to U.S. Patent No. 9,251,531,

14       right?

15   A.  Yes.

16   Q.  If I refer to that as the '531 patent, will you understand

17       what I'm referring to?

18   A.  Well, if you say '531 patent, I would assume you're talking

19       about the patent itself, not the declaration, but I

20       understand, yeah.

21   Q.  Another one of the IPR proceedings is IPR2024-00488, correct?

22   A.  Yes.

23   Q.  And that IPR relates to U.S. Patent No. 9,954,854, correct?

24   A.  Yes.

25   Q.  And if I refer to that patent as the '854 patent, will you
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 1       understand what I'm referring to?

 2   A.  Yes.

 3   Q.  The third IPR that you submitted a declaration for is

 4       IPR2024-00489, correct?

 5   A.  Yes.

 6   Q.  And that relates to the Patent No. 10,749,859, correct?

 7   A.  Yes.

 8   Q.  Is it okay if we refer to that patent as the '859 patent?

 9   A.  Yes.

10   Q.  And the fourth declaration is for IPR2024-00489, which

11       involves U.S. Patent No. 11,329,973, right?

12                           MR. WILSON:  Objection.  Form.

13                           THE WITNESS:  I think you may have

14       misspoke.  I think that the IPR number is 00490 on that one.

15       BY MR. ARGENTI:

16   Q.  I think you're probably right.  So IPR2024-00490 involves

17       Patent No. 11,329,973, right?

18   A.  Yes.

19   Q.  Okay.  And we can refer to that patent as the '973 patent

20       today, okay?

21   A.  Yes.

22   Q.  Let's take a look at your declaration for the '531 patent.

23   A.  Okay.

24   Q.  That is Exhibit 2009 in IPR2024-00486.

25             Can you turn to the end in Page 85 of your declaration?
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 1   A.  Okay.

 2   Q.  Is that your signature?

 3   A.  Yes, it is.

 4   Q.  How was it entered in this declaration?

 5   A.  It was -- it was entered by me.  I added it to the file.

 6   Q.  So it's an electronic signature that you copied in?

 7   A.  Yes.

 8   Q.  Did you sign your other three declarations in the same way?

 9   A.  I believe so, yes.

10   Q.  Prior to signing your '531 declaration, did you carefully

11       review it to ensure its accuracy?

12   A.  Yes, I did.

13   Q.  Is there anything in your '531 declaration that you would

14       like to modify or correct today?

15   A.  Yes, I do.

16   Q.  What's that?

17   A.  So if you turn to Page 46 of my declaration, Paragraph 105 --

18       this is in the 486 IPR, but I think the paragraph numbers are

19       the same across all IPRs.

20             So at the bottom of that Paragraph 105, I say, "As I

21       mention above, I have not found any disclosure or suggestion

22       of Oborne in the use of multiple devices by a single user."

23       Actually when I was preparing for my deposition, I was

24       reading the exhibits more carefully and I was reading Oborne

25       in detail.  I did come across a disclosure in Oborne that, in
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 1       fact, talks about multiple devices for users, and I'm going

 2       to try to find that here.

 3             So it's in Paragraph 148 of Oborne, the second

 4       sentence.  It says, "A User's Table, 1519A, may include

 5       fields such as, but not limited to, user_ID, token_ID, SSN,

 6       DOB, first_name," and then there's -- there's some number of

 7       other fields that are provided there.  I'm not going to read

 8       all of them, but then one of the other fields that is

 9       mentioned, there is devices list, devices_list.

10             So this table tells me that a user can have multiple

11       devices in Oborne, and it also tells me that, in all those

12       devices, there's a single token ID that is used because it

13       has a token_ID singular and then it has a devices_list

14       plural.

15   Q.  And I think you said that you would make that same correction

16       to Paragraph 105 in all four of your declarations; is that

17       right?

18   A.  Yes.  This is generally where I've made a statement that I

19       have not found any disclosure or suggestion in Oborne of the

20       use of multiple devices.  I'm correcting that because when I

21       was reviewing Oborne in detail, I realized that, no, actually

22       Oborne does disclose multiple user devices and, in addition,

23       it discloses that a single token is used for all those

24       devices.

25   Q.  You also mention as you were addressing that issue that the
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 1       paragraphs in your declarations largely match up, the

 2       numbering from declaration to declaration.  So just as a

 3       preliminary matter, I think it would be helpful to address

 4       that so that I don't have to spend time asking questions

 5       about all four declarations.  It looks to me reading through

 6       that, yeah, if we ask questions about the '531 declaration,

 7       then there are corresponding paragraphs in each of the other

 8       declarations with the same numbering at least until we get to

 9       some of the dependent claim issues.

10             Does that sound right?

11   A.  My understanding is that the paragraph numbers are the same

12       across the different IPRs.  Yeah, that's my understanding.

13   Q.  Okay.  In that case -- and I'm not trying to trip you up or

14       create a trap here on this issue.  I think, like I said, just

15       to move things along, instead of asking questions about all

16       four IPRs, is it fair to say that if you give an answer about

17       the '531 declaration, it applies equally to the equivalent

18       testimony in the other declarations?

19   A.  I think that's generally fair unless the claims are

20       materially different, meaning that the claims have different

21       limitations, but, for example, this correction that I made

22       to -- to this Paragraph 105, I think it applies to all the

23       IPRs.

24   Q.  Fair enough.  And if there are any issues where the claims

25       are materially different, I will try to be aware of that.  If
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 1       I don't bring it up in the question, please feel free to make

 2       note of that where you think it's appropriate, okay?

 3   A.  Sure.

 4   Q.  Aside from that issue in Paragraph 105 that we just talked

 5       about, are there any other corrections you'd like to make to

 6       any of your four declarations?

 7   A.  Yes, there is another -- maybe more of a clarification just

 8       to make sure my opinion is fairly explained.  Let me try to

 9       find that paragraph.

10                   So Paragraph 144 in the '531 IPR, or the IPR for

11       the '531 patent -- again, this is an opinion, I think, that

12       applies to all IPRs, so it doesn't really matter.

13       Paragraph 144, I say, "Stafford explains," in quotations,

14       "next in Step 3 or in Step 232, the hash value of ID pad is

15       created, called ID sig 1 and then using the user's private

16       key."

17             I think the clarification that I want to provide here

18       is that Stafford explains that ID pad is created using the

19       user's private key.  Stafford actually does not explain how

20       the -- or what key is used for the hash value, so the

21       clarification here is that the creation of ID sig 1 using the

22       hash value, Stafford doesn't explain how that hash value is

23       computed.  It only says that the user's private key is used

24       for creating the ID pad.

25   Q.  About how many hours did you spend preparing your four
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 1       declarations addressing these patents?

 2   A.  In preparing them?

 3   Q.  Yes.

 4   A.  Again, I should have counted this before the deposition.  I

 5       am estimating -- I'm estimating about -- about 100 hours,

 6       maybe more than that.

 7   Q.  You're being compensated for your testimony in these

 8       proceedings, right?

 9   A.  Yes.

10   Q.  What is your hourly rate?

11   A.  750.

12   Q.  Is that the same rate for -- for all your work or do you have

13       different rates, for example, for live testimony?

14   A.  It's flat rate.

15   Q.  Okay.  Who is paying your compensation?

16   A.  My understanding is that Cortex is paying my invoices.

17   Q.  If we look at Paragraph 4 of your declaration, right there on

18       the first page, in the last sentence, do you see where you

19       say, "I have no financial interest in Cortex, the '531 patent

20       or the owner of the '531 patent"?

21   A.  Yes.

22   Q.  Is it your understanding that someone other than Cortex owns

23       these patents?

24   A.  I have no knowledge of that.

25   Q.  So why is that phrased that way?
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 1   A.  Because I don't know either way.

 2   Q.  Did you do anything to prepare for this deposition?

 3   A.  Yes, I did.

 4   Q.  What did you do?

 5   A.  So I reviewed my declarations, I reviewed the petition, the

 6       prior arts that have been asserted; Dr. Shamos's reports and

 7       deposition, so basically I reviewed the documents in the

 8       case.

 9   Q.  Did you review anything in preparing for this deposition that

10       isn't cited in your declarations?

11   A.  No.

12   Q.  If we turn to Page 7 of your declaration in Paragraphs 21

13       through 23, you identify the materials you reviewed in

14       preparing your declaration, correct?

15   A.  Yes.

16   Q.  Did you review anything else beyond what's identified here in

17       these paragraphs?

18   A.  Well, Paragraphs 21, 22 and 23, these are -- these also

19       include the prior arts, yes, so -- yeah, I've reviewed what

20       is in Section 3 of my declaration.

21   Q.  Did you meet with anyone to prepare for this deposition?

22   A.  I did, yes.

23   Q.  Who did you meet with?

24   A.  So the counsel, Mr. Wilson and Ms. Han.

25   Q.  When did you meet with them?
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 1   A.  I think we had a short meeting last week, I believe it was

 2       Thursday, and then I had meetings yesterday and the day

 3       before.

 4   Q.  How long were those meetings?

 5   A.  So the Thursday meeting was very short, maybe about an hour,

 6       hour and a half, and the meeting yesterday was about five

 7       hours and the meeting before that was about maybe seven

 8       hours.

 9   Q.  How much have you billed to date for your work in these IPRs?

10   A.  I don't have the exact number, but I'm assuming it's about --

11       I mean.  I'm estimating it to be about 150 to 200 hours.

12   Q.  If we take a look at the background and qualifications

13       section in your declaration, you mention in Paragraph 15 that

14       one of the classes you taught at UCI was a course on internet

15       applications engineering.

16             Do you see that?

17   A.  What paragraph are you on?

18   Q.  Paragraph 15.

19   A.  Okay.  Yeah.

20   Q.  And you say that that class involved various ways in which

21       customer payments can be processed in mobile and web

22       E-commerce applications, right?

23   A.  Yes.

24   Q.  When did you teach that class?

25   A.  Last time I taught it was -- again, I'm estimating to be
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 1       about three or four years ago.

 2   Q.  When was the first time you taught it?

 3   A.  Maybe about eight years ago or nine years ago.

 4   Q.  What are some of the various ways for processing payments

 5       that you covered in that class?

 6   A.  So can you be more specific in terms of, what do you mean,

 7       "various ways?"

 8   Q.  That's your language from your declaration.  You say, you

 9       covered technologies for building E-commerce applications

10       including various ways in which customer payments can be

11       processed in mobile and web E-commerce applications?

12   A.  Sure.  So basically, we cover JavaScript APIs that are used

13       by -- by, you know, third-party entities.  I believe one of

14       them is called Stripe -- that provide these APIs that could

15       be used for processing, for example, credit cards.

16   Q.  Any other examples?

17   A.  Well, the different providers, I -- you know, I think one is

18       PayPal, the other one is Stripe.  I mean, there are different

19       companies that provide these services.  There's many of them.

20   Q.  Did your class cover tokenized payments?

21   A.  I think some of the APIs, the way they work is that they do

22       provide security tokens to you that you can use for payment

23       processing.

24   Q.  What are "tokenized payments?"

25   A.  I mean, it depends on the specific technology you're talking
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 1       about.  It could take different forms.

 2   Q.  Is that something you addressed in your class?

 3   A.  Yes, as part of how to perform payment processing as part of

 4       how they would build their applications, yes.

 5   Q.  So what were the forms of tokenized payments that you talked

 6       about in your class?

 7   A.  As I said, it depends on the API and the technology you're

 8       using.  So, you know, I think the students -- this is an

 9       upper division class, so I don't go through the level of

10       details like, these are all different instances that you can

11       use, but they would understand that they would have to

12       provide support for payment processing.

13   Q.  Do you have an understanding of when tokenized payments were

14       first introduced?

15   A.  I don't recall off the top of my head, no.

16   Q.  Do you know whether tokenized payments were introduced prior

17       to 2012?

18   A.  I have to do research on that.  I don't remember off the top

19       of my head.

20   Q.  Did you have an understanding of whether tokenized payments

21       were introduced prior to 2012 when preparing your

22       declarations?

23                           MR. WILSON:  Objection.  Form.

24                           THE WITNESS:  Can you repeat the

25       question?

0018

 1       BY MR. ARGENTI:

 2   Q.  Did you have an understanding of whether tokenized payments

 3       were introduced prior to 2012 when forming your -- when

 4       preparing your declarations?

 5                           MR. WILSON:  Objection.  Form.

 6                           THE WITNESS:  Well, I mean, some of the

 7       references that Mr. -- that Dr. Shamos has used in his report

 8       and has opined about and I've opined about use the notion of

 9       token.  So, for example, Oborne has a notion of token, and if

10       that's what you mean by tokenized payment, then I think to

11       that extent, I studied those references that he asserted.

12       BY MR. ARGENTI:

13   Q.  In that same paragraph of your declaration in Paragraph 15,

14       you go on to say that you taught a course in distributed

15       software architecture.  Do you see that?

16   A.  Yes.

17   Q.  What was the time frame when you taught that class?

18   A.  Well, that class, I mean, I've been teaching software

19       architecture in one form or another since I've been a

20       professor in 2007, so pretty much I would say every year I've

21       taught some form of software architecture class as a

22       professor.

23   Q.  And you say for that class, that you covered topics related

24       to electronic credential management.  Do you see that?

25   A.  Yes.
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 1   Q.  What does that mean?

 2   A.  So that basically relates to authentication and authorization

 3       and, you know, granting access to resources which could be

 4       computer resources or it could be data, and an example of

 5       data would be credentials.

 6   Q.  What types of electronic credentials did that class cover?

 7   A.  So the class covers the foundational technologies that could

 8       be used with all sorts of -- all types of credentials.  There

 9       are different types of authentication and authorization

10       techniques that it can use with different levels and degrees

11       of protection that -- I mean, for the most part, they can all

12       be used for different kinds of credentials.  They present

13       trade-offs in terms of performance, in terms of usability, in

14       terms of the security that they provide.

15   Q.  So when you say "credential," could that credential be a

16       driver's license?

17   A.  It could be any confidential information.

18   Q.  It could also be a credit card number then?

19   A.  It could be, yes.

20   Q.  In the next paragraph of your declaration, that's

21       Paragraph 16, you mention experience working at FieldCentrix

22       in the late 1990s.  Do you see that?

23   A.  Yes.

24   Q.  Now, in your CV, it looks like that was from August 1999 to

25       November 2000.  Does that sound right?
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 1   A.  That sounds about right.

 2   Q.  Does that mean you were an undergrad in college at the time?

 3   A.  I believe at least part of that time I was undergrad, yes.

 4   Q.  So was that a full-time job at FieldCentrix?

 5   A.  Yes, part of it was full time.  Some parts of it I was

 6       employed full time.

 7   Q.  Was it a summer job full time and then part time during the

 8       school year?

 9   A.  Possibly, yes.  I don't remember the details, but I do

10       remember I was full time at some point.

11   Q.  You mention in that paragraph "developing mobile applications

12       for utility company service personnel."

13             How many applications did you develop?

14   A.  Well, I think the company had, if I remember correctly --

15       we're talking more than 20 years ago now, the company had

16       one -- one essential mobile application or family of mobile

17       applications.

18   Q.  What type of device did the application run on?

19   A.  I believe it was Windows CE, if I remember correctly.  So

20       Windows used to be a mobile platform before Android and

21       iPhone came about, and I don't remember the specific device,

22       but it was Windows programming.  It was CC++ coding against

23       Windows.

24   Q.  Was part of your role at FieldCentrix developing software to

25       collect payments?
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 1   A.  I remember part of my work dealt with -- if I remember

 2       correctly, with invoicing and payment processing.

 3   Q.  Were those credit card payments?

 4   A.  I don't remember right now off the top of my head.

 5   Q.  Was this a utility company service personnel out in the field

 6       collecting payment from customers?

 7   A.  My understanding is that we were doing invoicing.  So it was

 8       basically kind of an application suite that would allow you

 9       to dispatch technicians to someone's house.  They would get

10       there.  They would be able to record the status of the job,

11       what's going on.  They would be able to do invoicing and, you

12       know, collect -- collect and process payments.

13   Q.  But you don't remember whether the collected form of payment

14       was a credit card?

15   A.  I forgot the details of how the payments were being collected

16       and processed at that point.

17   Q.  It would be pretty different, right, if you were processing a

18       cash payment or a check payment versus a credit card payment?

19   A.  There would be differences, yes.

20   Q.  But you don't remember what you worked on?

21   A.  The details of how the payment processing worked, this is

22       25 years ago, I don't remember the details of it, no, but I

23       know that --

24   Q.  Would that -- I haven't asked you the details of how it

25       worked.  I just asked you what kind of payment it was and it
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 1       sounds like you don't even remember that?

 2   A.  Well, I generally was not -- I'm not talking about just cash,

 3       so this was some kind of a collection of -- either in the

 4       form of -- I mean, it could have been cash as well, but it

 5       would be check, credit card, if I remember correctly, but I

 6       don't remember for certain right now.

 7   Q.  So then you also, I gather, don't remember if it was a credit

 8       card payment, how the credit card information was received

 9       from the customer?

10   A.  I don't remember the details of it, no.

11   Q.  Other than the FieldCentrix experience you describe in

12       Paragraph 16, do you have any other experience developing

13       electronic payment systems?

14   A.  Yes.

15   Q.  What experience do you have?

16   A.  So when I was working at PricewaterhouseCoopers Consulting, I

17       was part of their consulting division, and as part of the

18       work that we were doing for different clients, we also

19       developed E-commerce -- I worked on projects where we

20       developed E-commerce applications and so I think all those

21       E-commerce applications had some form of payment processing

22       capability.

23   Q.  Approximately what year was that employment at PwC?

24   A.  I don't have my CV printed, but it would have been after I

25       got my bachelor's degree.
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 1   Q.  Do those E-commerce applications at PricewaterhouseCoopers

 2       involve collecting credit card payments?

 3   A.  I believe so.  So these were the E-commerce applications, so

 4       this is like how you typically do E-commerce business.

 5   Q.  Do you remember how the payment information was collected

 6       from a customer?

 7   A.  It would be -- it would be some kind of a form where they

 8       would enter their credit card information and then we would

 9       use -- we would use APIs to process them.

10   Q.  So they would enter their credit card information in a web

11       browser screen on their computer; is that right?

12   A.  I believe back then it was -- yeah, it was mostly just web

13       forms.

14   Q.  And then the credit card number would be transmitted

15       somewhere for payment processing; is that right?

16   A.  The credit cards would either be collected for processing

17       later on in kind of a batch fashion through some other means

18       or it would be through some kind of web API.

19   Q.  Did the applications you developed at PwC have any safeguards

20       in place to protect customers' payment information?

21   A.  Yes, so we would use HTTPS, you would use -- yeah, you would

22       encrypt the data in transit.

23   Q.  And would that deem sufficient for protecting the customer's

24       credit card information?

25                           MR. WILSON:  Objection.  Form.

0024

 1                           THE WITNESS:  I mean, it would be better

 2       than sending credit card information over HTTP, yes, so I

 3       think we would implement certain security features to protect

 4       the user's credit card information.

 5       BY MR. ARGENTI:

 6   Q.  That approach of using HTTPS instead of HTTP, that wasn't

 7       something that was unique to your project at

 8       PricewaterhouseCoopers, was it?

 9   A.  No, I think HTTPS has been known for many years.

10   Q.  Do you have any experience developing mobile applications

11       involving QR codes?

12   A.  I mean, yes.  So, I mean, a good portion of my research has

13       been on mobile application development and testing and also

14       their security verification and validation.  So, you know,

15       among the hundreds of mobile apps that we have analyzed and

16       tested, I'm sure many of them provide a QR processing.  I

17       just don't remember their names off the top of my head.

18   Q.  Do you cover QR processing in any of your classes?

19   A.  Not as a subject in the course, but as -- so, for example, I

20       teach software project courses where I have teams of students

21       that work on various projects, and in some of those projects,

22       they end up using QR code for some feature or functionality.

23             But as a subject, you know, I don't teach -- I mean, I

24       don't really know what it means to teach QR code.  QR code is

25       a technique, it's a technology that is out there and, you
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 1       know, in the courses that I teach, my students use that

 2       technology.

 3   Q.  How long has QR code technology been out there?

 4   A.  When was it invented?

 5   Q.  How long has it been in widespread use?

 6                           MR. WILSON:  Objection.  Form.

 7                           THE WITNESS:  Many years.  I don't

 8       remember off the top of my head exactly what year, but it's

 9       been around for a while.

10       BY MR. ARGENTI:

11   Q.  Was it in widespread use prior to 2012?

12                           MR. WILSON:  Objection.  Form.

13                           THE WITNESS:  I'll have to check on that.

14       I don't recall.

15       BY MR. ARGENTI:

16   Q.  In those projects that you mentioned that you and your

17       students have utilized QR code technology, why did QR codes

18       make sense in those applications?

19   A.  That's a really broad question.  It depends on the

20       application and it depends on what the students were doing

21       and what the application was used for.  I can't give you a --

22       give you a complete answer, but I can give you some examples.

23             I mean, so generally, I think QR codes are used when

24       you will, like, users that come -- users that you don't know

25       of, you like to communicate something to them, right?  So an
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 1       example, you might have a QR code in a magazine where people

 2       can take out their phones, use their camera to go to a URL or

 3       at a restaurant, everyone knows about that, right?  At a

 4       restaurant, you can pull out your phone and you can use your

 5       camera to look at the menu at the restaurant.

 6             So it's really more for the purpose of one-to-many

 7       communication where you really don't know who are the

 8       intended recipients, so anybody could just come and pull out

 9       their camera.  And it's also typically for in person meaning

10       that you have to physically be there to use your camera to

11       use it to scan the QR code.

12   Q.  I am familiar with the restaurant example that you gave, but

13       I also think of using a QR code when I go to the movies and

14       my movie ticket is in QR code form.  Have you ever done that?

15   A.  I don't go to movie theaters anymore.  I have to be honest

16       with you.  I used to, but I -- but that's possible.  I don't

17       disagree with you.

18   Q.  QR codes aren't limited to that one-to-many form of

19       communication that you mentioned, right?  It can also be used

20       to communicate a particular piece of information on a

21       one-to-one basis, right?

22   A.  So I mean, again, like when you ask to explain when QR codes

23       are used, I said, Well, that's a broad question, so I gave

24       you some examples.  I think it is possible to use QR codes

25       for one-to-one communication, but in the movie theatre
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 1       example that you gave me, it's the movie theatre system, the

 2       web page or the web application that you went and you bought

 3       the movie ticket that gave you the QR code.  It wasn't like

 4       you went and took your movie ticket and turned it into a QR

 5       code.  But could QR code be used for one to one, yes.  In

 6       certain situations it makes sense, but not in all situations.

 7   Q.  How long does it take to encode information as a QR code?

 8   A.  You mean by a user?

 9   Q.  I'm not sure what the distinction is there.

10   A.  So let's say -- let's go -- I mean, so are you saying, for

11       example, I get my movie ticket and it says, You're in Row C,

12       Seat 14, and I want to take that information and encode it as

13       a QR code as a user?

14   Q.  Well, typically this is done automatically through software,

15       right?  I'm not suggesting that a user is sitting down with a

16       pencil and paper and drawing up a QR code.

17   A.  Well, that's what I'm asking.  I don't know, when you say how

18       long it takes to --

19   Q.  So the server for the movie company ticketing system there

20       has the user's -- the data for the user's ticket with a row

21       and seat assignment, the date of the movie, the theatre

22       number.

23             How long does it take the server to convert that into a

24       QR code?

25   A.  I mean, I wouldn't be able to give you an answer because I
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 1       don't know what server we're talking about.  I don't know

 2       what QR code we're creating, but in the -- in the context of

 3       the opinions that I provided in this case, my understanding

 4       is that the -- my understanding is that the Stafford

 5       reference that Dr. Shamos has opined about, being able to

 6       provide QR codes, my understanding is that Stafford doesn't

 7       talk about creating QR codes.  He doesn't have that

 8       capability.

 9             And my understanding is that what Dr. Shamos

10       essentially is opining is that a user would take the

11       information that comes from Stafford, the sig ID 1 and sig

12       ID 2, and would create those QR codes manually, and so I

13       would opine that that would be nonsensical to me.

14   Q.  What do you mean by "create those QR codes manually?"

15   A.  Well, I mean that the user would have to create them.  So the

16       user would have to go figure out how to create a QR code.

17       They may have to download some software or they may have to

18       use -- find some web application, some kind of application

19       that would allow them to create the QR code because Stafford

20       doesn't talk about creating QR codes.

21   Q.  Let's turn to Paragraph 42 of your declaration, please.

22   A.  Okay.

23   Q.  This is under the heading "Claim Construction," right?

24   A.  Yes.

25   Q.  And you say that you have not been asked to provide an
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 1       opinion on the construction of the following claim terms,

 2       correct?

 3   A.  Yes.

 4   Q.  And you go on to say that you have been asked to review the

 5       Board's constructions in the institution decisions and apply

 6       them in your analysis, right?

 7   A.  Yes.

 8   Q.  So you are not providing any opinion about the proper

 9       construction of the terms of the challenged patents.  Do I

10       have that right?

11   A.  In this proceeding at this time, I'm just applying the

12       Board's construction of those terms.

13   Q.  And in your opinions, you have not applied any constructions

14       beyond the Board's constructions that you identify in the

15       claim construction section of the declaration.

16             Do I have that right?

17   A.  I have not offered any constructions of the terms.  I've just

18       applied the Board's construction.

19   Q.  You haven't offered any constructions nor have you applied

20       any other constructions beyond the Board's constructions; is

21       that right?

22   A.  Yes.  I have not applied any other construction beyond what

23       the Board has construed.

24   Q.  So you are not applying any constructions that have been

25       provided by Cortex, correct?
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 1   A.  Yes, I'm not.

 2   Q.  And you are also not applying any constructions that have

 3       been proposed by Visa beyond what the Board addressed in the

 4       institution decision, right?

 5   A.  Yes.  As I say, I think clearly in this paragraph, I'm

 6       applying the Board's construction as to these terms.

 7   Q.  Let's take out the '531 patent, please.  It's Exhibit 1001.

 8   A.  Okay.

 9   Q.  Turn to Claim 1.

10   A.  Okay.

11   Q.  Claim 1 recites a computer-implemented method comprising, and

12       then it has a number of steps, right?

13   A.  Yes.

14   Q.  And it lists, if I count them, seven steps, correct?

15   A.  Yes, it has seven elements.

16   Q.  And if we look at the third step, that's the generating step.

17       Do you see that?

18   A.  I see the generating limitation, yes.

19   Q.  Can you read that generating limitation for me, please.

20   A.  Sure.  It says, "Generating by a processor of the over

21       engine, an over file comprising a virtual representation of

22       the credential that has been verified by an issuing agency to

23       be an official representation of the credential based on the

24       information associated with the credential of the user."

25   Q.  Do you have an understanding of what the term "comprising"
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 1       means in a patent claim?

 2   A.  Yes.  I'm not an attorney, but I have an understanding.

 3   Q.  What is that understanding?

 4   A.  My understanding is that it needs to have that limitation,

 5       but it can have other -- it can have other features or

 6       elements as well.

 7   Q.  So when Claim 1 here recites, "Generating by a processor of

 8       the over engine an over file comprising a virtual

 9       representation," and then it goes on, is it your

10       understanding that the over file is limited to the virtual

11       representation?

12   A.  I think, as the claim says, "An over file comprising,"

13       meaning that it needs to have, "a virtual representation of

14       the credential that has been verified by an issuing agency to

15       be an official representation of the credential."

16   Q.  So the over file needs to have that virtual representation

17       that has been verified, but that's -- the over file isn't

18       limited to only having that virtual representation, right?

19   A.  So again, I've applied the course construction, what these

20       things mean, like over file, but my understanding is that an

21       over file, you know, needs to have a virtual representation

22       as we talked about of the credential, the rest of the

23       limitation, but it can have other elements, other features as

24       well.

25   Q.  What's your understanding of what the term "virtual
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 1       representation" means in the context of these claims?

 2   A.  Well, I have applied the plain and ordinary meaning of that.

 3       I don't think virtual representation itself was construed, so

 4       I've applied the plain and ordinary meaning of it.

 5   Q.  And what does that mean when you're looking at that in the

 6       context of the claims?

 7   A.  It's a representation that is virtual, that, you know, for

 8       example, could be -- you know, it would be something that is,

 9       for example, digital.

10   Q.  I was going to ask you if you thought "virtual" meant

11       electronic, but it sounds like that's similar --

12   A.  Yeah, electronic, sure.  I mean, that would be at least one

13       aspect of it.

14   Q.  And then the representation part of that term, are there any

15       particular requirements on what something needs to be a

16       representation of something else?

17   A.  I -- you know, I haven't offered an opinion about that.  I've

18       applied the plain and ordinary meaning of it.

19   Q.  Does the representation in the claims have to depict the

20       credential?

21   A.  I would have to think about it.  This is not something that

22       I've offered an opinion about.

23   Q.  So that's not something you considered when putting your

24       declaration together?

25   A.  No, I didn't say that.  I mean, I applied the plain and
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 1       ordinary meaning of it, but it sounds like you're asking me

 2       to now construe some of these terms and I haven't construed

 3       them, as I already said in my report.  And so I'm not ready

 4       to offer a construction for some of these terms, you know, in

 5       real time without really thinking about them.

 6   Q.  I'm not asking for a construction, Dr. Malek.  I'm asking for

 7       your understanding of what the claim term requires or does

 8       not require as you were performing your analysis.

 9             So again, does the term "representation" require a

10       depiction of the credential?

11                           MR. WILSON:  Objection.  Form.

12                           THE WITNESS:  I think, you know,

13       representation has a plain and ordinary meaning and that's

14       what I've applied.  I'm not ready to construe something on

15       the fly without really thinking it through and it's not

16       something that I've offered an opinion about in my report.

17       BY MR. ARGENTI:

18   Q.  So you do not have an opinion whether a representation

19       requires a depiction of the credential; is that correct?

20   A.  As I said, I've applied the course construction for the terms

21       that they construed, and for the remaining claim terms, I've

22       applied the plain and ordinary meaning of it.  I'm not ready

23       to construe any terms on the fly today without really

24       thinking it through.

25   Q.  So you also don't have an opinion about whether the
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 1       representation must take any particular format in order to be

 2       a representation; is that right?

 3   A.  I'm not ready to construe that term without spending

 4       sufficient time thinking about it in light of the -- all the

 5       disclosures in the patent.

 6   Q.  And you also don't have an opinion about whether the virtual

 7       representation has to be derived from the user's credential;

 8       is that right?

 9                           MR. WILSON:  Objection.  Form.

10                           THE WITNESS:  Well, the claims required

11       the over file that is generated to be generated based on the

12       information associated with the credential of the user.

13       That's a limitation of the claim.

14       BY MR. ARGENTI:

15   Q.  So let's look at that limitation at the end of the generating

16       step where it says, "Based on the information associated with

17       the credential of the user."

18             What's your understanding of what has to be based on

19       the information associated with the credential of the user?

20   A.  My understanding is that the generation of the over file

21       should be based on the information associated with the

22       credential of the user.

23   Q.  Would a POSA reading this claim understand that the virtual

24       representation has to be based on the information associated

25       with the credential of the user?
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 1   A.  Well, the court construed the term "over file" to mean

 2       encompass -- the court construed that to encompass a virtual

 3       representation of one or more credentials to be used for

 4       verification of those credentials, and the claims require --

 5       and the claim requires generating that over file, which

 6       encompasses a virtual representation of one or more

 7       credentials to be used for verification of those credentials,

 8       to be based on the information associated with the credential

 9       of the user.

10   Q.  Right.  And you've testified here today that the over file

11       isn't limited to the virtual representation.  It could have

12       other things in the over file and still satisfy the claim.

13             So my question is:  Does the virtual representation

14       need to be based on the information associated with the

15       credential of the user?

16   A.  (Witness reviewing document.)  Well, I think in light of the

17       Board's construction, I think the Board construed over file

18       to be a virtual representation of one or more credentials to

19       be used for verification of those credentials.  This

20       limitation requires the -- the over file which is the virtual

21       representation of one or more credentials to be used for

22       verification of those credentials to be based on the

23       information associated -- to be based -- yeah, to be

24       generated and based on the information associated with the

25       credential of the user.
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 1   Q.  Dr. Malek, you just took almost five minutes to consider your

 2       response, but unfortunately I don't think you answered my

 3       question.

 4             My question again is:  Would a POSA understand that the

 5       virtual representation itself must be based on the recited

 6       information associated with the credential?

 7                           MR. WILSON:  Objection.  Form.  And asked

 8       and answered.

 9                           THE WITNESS:  I answered that.  So as I

10       said, the Board construed the term "over file" to be a

11       virtual representation of one or more credentials to be used

12       for verification of those credentials.  So a POSA would

13       understand that this limitation requires, in light of that

14       construction, to generate a virtual representation of one or

15       more credentials that is to be used for verification of those

16       credentials based on the information associated with the

17       credential of the user.

18       BY MR. ARGENTI:

19   Q.  So then if I understand correctly, you're saying that yes, a

20       POSA would understand that the claim requires to generate a

21       virtual representation of one or more credentials that is to

22       be used for verification of those credentials based on the

23       information associated with the credential of the user; is

24       that right?

25   A.  That's what the court construed over file to be, yes.
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 1   Q.  So it's your understanding that based on the PTAB's

 2       construction in the institution decision, this claim does

 3       require that the virtual representation itself be based on

 4       the information associated with the credential of the user?

 5   A.  Well, the claim requires the over file and the over file was

 6       construed to be a virtual representation of one or more

 7       credentials to be used for verification of those credentials.

 8       So under that construction, the limitation requires

 9       generating the virtual representation of one or more

10       credentials to be used for verification of those credentials

11       to be generated based on the information associated with the

12       credential of the user.

13                           MR. ARGENTI:  We've been going a little

14       over an hour.  Is it a good time to take a break, Dr. Malek?

15                           THE WITNESS:  Sure.

16                           MR. ARGENTI:  Why don't we take ten

17       minutes and come back.  We could just say 9:10 Pacific Time.

18       Does that work, seven minutes?

19                           THE WITNESS:  Sure.

20                                 (Recess 9:03-9:10.)

21

22                         EXAMINATION (Continuing)

23       BY MR. ARGENTI:

24   Q.  Let's turn now to Paragraph 62 of your declaration, please.

25       And again specifically, I'm referring to the '531 declaration
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 1       as we've been looking at, but I think the same Paragraph 62

 2       appears in all four of your declarations.

 3             In the second sentence of Paragraph 62, you say,

 4       "Verification indicates some kind of formal approval or

 5       confirmation by the issuing agency that what has been issued

 6       will act in place of the credential in the issuer's eyes when

 7       presented instead of the credential."

 8             Do you see that?

 9   A.  Yes.

10   Q.  That's not just the plain and ordinary meaning of the word

11       "verification," is it?

12   A.  So this is -- this is not just understanding of what

13       verification means.  This is the limitation that says

14       verified by an issuing agency to be an official

15       representation of the credential.

16   Q.  Right.  And the claim doesn't require or recite -- strike

17       that.

18             The claim does not recite formal approval or

19       confirmation, does it?

20   A.  It doesn't use those words, but it does say -- it does say

21       that the issuing agency verifying the virtual representation

22       of the credential to be an official representation of the

23       credential.

24   Q.  So where did the words "formal approval or confirmation" come

25       from?
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 1   A.  Well, I mean, the point that I'm making is that this is a

 2       limitation of this claim and Dr. Shamos basically glosses

 3       over it.  He just really doesn't identify anything in Oborne

 4       that indicates any kind of verification by an issuing agency.

 5             What I'm pointing out here is I know the claim actually

 6       requires verification by an issuing agency of the virtual

 7       representation of the credential to be an official

 8       representation of the credential and, you know, Dr. Shamos

 9       really points to nothing for that.

10   Q.  And in making your distinction that Oborne doesn't disclose

11       verification, you say, "the verification in the claims

12       requires formal approval or confirmation," and my question is

13       where do those words come from?

14   A.  Well, I'm saying verification is something that can't be

15       ignored.  It requires some kind of a check, some kind of an

16       approval, kind of a confirmation of something to be true.

17       And here, I'm just basically explaining, you know, a

18       limitation that has been essentially, like I said, glossed

19       over by Dr. Shamos.

20   Q.  So now you've expanded your definition to three things, it

21       sounds like, based on your last answer.  It could be some

22       kind of a check, some kind of an approval or a confirmation.

23             Are those three distinct things in your mind?

24   A.  No, those are all, you know, possible ways of, you know,

25       understanding, you know, verification and what it means.
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 1   Q.  So the verification could be checking.  Checking what?

 2   A.  So the limitation requires a virtual representation of the

 3       credential that has been verified by an issuing agency to be

 4       an official representation of the credential, so there is an

 5       actual limitation there.  There is -- you know, Dr. Shamos

 6       had to show that verification of the virtual representation

 7       of the credentials and he hasn't pointed to anything for

 8       that.

 9   Q.  Right.  But when you say he hasn't pointed to anything, what

10       you're saying he has not pointed to a formal approval or

11       confirmation?  That's what's right there in your declaration,

12       right?

13   A.  Well, he hasn't showed any formal verification, any kind of a

14       check, any kind of a process where something is being

15       evaluated, nothing really.

16   Q.  Does the claim require a formal approval or confirmation?

17   A.  The claim requires verification that the virtual

18       representation of the credential is an official

19       representation of the credential, so I think that's what the

20       claim requires.

21   Q.  It did not require formal approval or confirmation, correct?

22   A.  The claim language does not use those words.  I'm providing

23       what I understand a POSA would understand that to mean, that

24       a POSA would understand verification to require some kind of

25       a check, some kind of approval, something like that, right?
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 1       Dr. Shamos has pointed to nothing for that.

 2   Q.  When you refer to a formal approval or confirmation or a

 3       check by the issuing agency, does that need to be provided to

 4       someone to satisfy the claim?

 5   A.  I mean, I think the claim speaks for itself.  The claim says,

 6       "Generating by a processor of the over engine an over file

 7       comprising a virtual representation of the credential that

 8       has been verified by an issuing agency to be an official

 9       representation of the credential," and I think Dr. Shamos is

10       only pointing to some disclosures in Oborne regarding

11       generation of a token.  He's not pointing to anything in

12       Oborne for the verification part of the limitation.

13   Q.  There's nothing in the claim that requires sending a

14       verification method to the user, is there?

15   A.  The claim doesn't use the word "message" or "sending a

16       message."

17   Q.  So there's no requirement to send a message to the user or to

18       the over engine, correct?

19   A.  I mean, the claim could be met by potentially sending a

20       message to perform verification, but, you know -- and I think

21       the spec talks about that, but this limitation doesn't use

22       the word "message" or "sending."

23   Q.  In this portion of your declaration, you address Dr. Shamos's

24       opinions regarding the embodiment of Oborne where an issuing

25       agency like a bank generates the token, correct?
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 1   A.  What part are you referring to?

 2   Q.  So specifically Paragraphs 60, 61 and 62 of your declaration.

 3   A.  Okay.  I'm sorry.  What is the question?

 4   Q.  In these paragraphs, you address Dr. Shamos's opinions

 5       regarding the embodiment in Oborne where an issuing agency

 6       like a bank generates the token, right?

 7   A.  I understand that that is the Oborne embodiment that

 8       Dr. Shamos is opining about, yes.

 9   Q.  And in your opinion, even when it's the user's bank that

10       issues the token, that would not involve the claimed

11       verification; is that right?

12   A.  My understanding is that Dr. Shamos has identified this

13       corner case in Oborne where he's saying that the bank and the

14       token server are the same thing, so the bank is the one that

15       operates the token server and then he's saying in this corner

16       case, this limitation of the claim essentially doesn't

17       matter.  He doesn't point to anything for that.  He just says

18       it's met.

19   Q.  And it's your opinion that it's not met in that embodiment of

20       Oborne, right?

21   A.  So yes, my understanding is that Oborne doesn't talk about

22       verification, and Figure 5 of Oborne is -- I think is the

23       place where it describes how the -- you know, the token is

24       generated.  And there is no disclosure in Oborne that that

25       corner case that Dr. Shamos is talking about would not follow
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 1       the same process as described in Figure 5 of Oborne.  And

 2       when you look at Figure 5, as I've already described in my

 3       report, clearly there is no verification happening.

 4   Q.  So then in your view, when Oborne talks about the bank

 5       issuing the token, the token hasn't been verified; is that

 6       right?

 7             Actually, let me strike that one.

 8             Is it your understanding then that Oborne is teaching

 9       an approach where the bank's token server issues the

10       requested token without knowing whether the corresponding

11       account is real?

12                           MR. WILSON:  Objection.  Form.

13                           THE WITNESS:  I don't really know what

14       you're asking me about.  I mean, I don't think -- I don't

15       know -- what part of my report are you questioning me about?

16       BY MR. ARGENTI:

17   Q.  Paragraphs 60, 61 and 62 where you take issue with

18       Dr. Shamos's citation to Oborne for this element.

19   A.  Okay.  I mean, in these sections, I don't think it talks

20       about the user account.  Where am I talking about an account

21       at a bank?

22   Q.  So you understand that the -- that Oborne discloses that the

23       token corresponds to a source of funds, right?

24   A.  I understand that a token may be provided by the credentials

25       funding source which could be a bank that issued the credit

0044

 1       card.

 2   Q.  Right.  And so my question is:  Is it your understanding of

 3       this relevant part of Oborne that it's teaching an approach

 4       where the bank's token server issues the requested token

 5       without whether knowing whether that credit card account is

 6       real?

 7                           MR. WILSON:  Objection.  Form.

 8                           THE WITNESS:  I think what I'm saying is

 9       that Dr. Shamos is basically pointing to nothing in Oborne

10       that shows that the -- that shows that, as part of the

11       process of generating a token, any kind of verification is

12       done to show that the token is an official representation.

13       BY MR. ARGENTI:

14   Q.  Would a POSA reading Oborne understand it to teach a bank

15       issuing a token for a credit card account held at the bank

16       without the bank knowing that the credit card account isn't

17       real?

18                           MR. WILSON:  Objection.  Form.

19                           THE WITNESS:  I mean, I don't think the

20       words "real" or anything like that shows up in the claim

21       language here.  The claim requires a virtual representation

22       of the credential to be verified by an issuing agency to be

23       an official representation of the credential and Dr. Shamos

24       is pointing to nothing for that limitation.

25       BY MR. ARGENTI:
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 1   Q.  I understand that's your opinion that Dr. Shamos is pointing

 2       to nothing, and if that's your sole opinion, that's fine.  We

 3       can just establish that and maybe we can move on.  If you

 4       have no other opinions about how a POSA would interpret these

 5       teachings of Oborne, that's fine.

 6             Do you have an opinion as to whether a POSA would

 7       interpret Oborne as teaching a bank issuing a credit card

 8       token without knowing whether the credit card is real?

 9   A.  I think a POSA would read Oborne, would look at Figure 5 and

10       realize that Oborne does not do any verification of the token

11       when it's being generated.

12   Q.  So then a POSA, in your view, would understand OSA- -- or,

13       sorry, Oborne as teaching that a bank gets a token request

14       from an account holder, purportedly identifying an account at

15       the bank and sends the token back whether -- regardless of

16       whether the account actually exists?

17                           MR. WILSON:  Objection.  Form.

18                           THE WITNESS:  Like I said, my opinion is

19       that Dr. Shamos has pointed to nothing in Oborne that shows

20       any verification of what he's pointing to for over file.

21       He's pointing to the token and the token is not verified and,

22       you know, he -- my understanding is that he has no basis for

23       saying that Oborne meets the limitation of verification of

24       the -- of the over file being verified by an issuing agency

25       to be official representation of the credential.
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 1       BY MR. ARGENTI:

 2   Q.  So to be clear, you do not have an opinion as to whether a

 3       POSA would find this limitation in Oborne?

 4                           MR. WILSON:  Objection.  Form.

 5                           THE WITNESS:  I mean, I have an opinion.

 6       My opinion is that Oborne does not disclose verification of

 7       the -- of the token, and a POSA would understand that from

 8       reading it and Dr. Shamos has pointed to nothing for that

 9       verification limitation.

10       BY MR. ARGENTI:

11   Q.  So then it is your opinion that a POSA would understand

12       Oborne to teach a bank issuing a token regardless of whether

13       it knows that there's an underlying account?

14                           MR. WILSON:  Objection.  Form.

15                           THE WITNESS:  As I said, Oborne, in my

16       review of Oborne, there is no disclosure of any verification

17       of the token that is generated and I said that Dr. Shamos has

18       pointed to nothing for that.

19       BY MR. ARGENTI:

20   Q.  So your interpretation of Oborne is that it does describe a

21       bank issuing a token purportedly connected to a credit card

22       without verifying whether that credit card account exists.

23             That's your understanding of Oborne?

24                           MR. WILSON:  Objection.  Form.

25                           THE WITNESS:  My understanding of Oborne
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 1       is what I've laid out in my report.  So looking at Figure 5

 2       of Oborne, it shows the data flow diagram of how it works

 3       and, as I've highlighted here, you know, client provides

 4       certain inputs to token server.  Token server extracts that

 5       data that -- those inputs and generates the token and there

 6       is no verification done anywhere in Oborne with respect to

 7       the process of generating a token.

 8       BY MR. ARGENTI:

 9   Q.  And in your interpretation, does that mean that when the

10       token server is maintained by a bank, the bank issues the

11       token without knowledge of whether there's an underlying

12       account?

13                           MR. WILSON:  Objection.  Form.

14                           THE WITNESS:  I think your question is

15       really broad.  Now you're asking me about a bank.  Like what

16       bank are we talking about?  I'm talking about Oborne.

17             So in Oborne, which is a prior art that Dr. Shamos has

18       used in offering his opinions, there is no verification of

19       the token that is generated.

20       BY MR. ARGENTI:

21   Q.  If it helps, we can use the term "funding source" instead of

22       bank.  Would that help clarify my question?

23   A.  I mean, I think it's better to use Oborne because that's the

24       reference.  A funding source or bank has meaning outside of

25       Oborne, so now we don't know which bank or funding source.
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 1   Q.  Well, Oborne uses the word "funding source," right, and it

 2       talks about a credit card.  Do you have an understanding of

 3       whether that funding source is a bank?

 4   A.  I think -- yeah, I think even Oborne mentions bank, but in

 5       Oborne as a reference, from front to back you read it, there

 6       is no mention of verification of a token that is generated in

 7       Oborne.

 8   Q.  So again, in the embodiment that you understand Dr. Shamos is

 9       relying on where the token server is managed by the funding

10       source, which can be a bank, it's your interpretation that

11       Oborne describes the bank issuing a token without knowing

12       whether there's a valid, underlying account.

13             That's your interpretation, right?

14                           MR. WILSON:  Objection.  Form.

15                           THE WITNESS:  My understanding of Oborne,

16       as I've laid out in my report, is that it generates a token

17       without performing a verification on that token and

18       Dr. Shamos has pointed to nothing for that limitation.

19       BY MR. ARGENTI:

20   Q.  And you do not have any further understanding of Oborne as to

21       whether the bank has knowledge of whether the token is

22       connected to a valid underlying account when it issues the

23       token; is that right?

24   A.  I'm not offering new opinions on the fly.  My opinion is that

25       in Oborne, there is no disclosure of a verification of a
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 1       token that Dr. Shamos has pointed to.

 2   Q.  If a user is requesting a token from their bank, they would

 3       want assurances that the token the bank provides is properly

 4       linked to the user's account, right?

 5                           MR. WILSON:  Objection.  Form.

 6                           THE WITNESS:  Are we talking about

 7       Oborne?

 8       BY MR. ARGENTI:

 9   Q.  Yes.

10   A.  I don't think Oborne talks about what a user wants in that

11       sense.

12   Q.  Does Oborne talk about the user obtaining a token for the

13       purchase of making subsequent payments?

14   A.  Oborne talks about using tokens for payment -- yes, for

15       making payments.

16   Q.  And in order to achieve that goal of Oborne, it would be

17       desirable for the token that is provided to be properly

18       linked to the user's payment account, correct?

19                           MR. WILSON:  Objection.  Form.

20                           THE WITNESS:  I don't know what you mean

21       by "linked" exactly.

22       BY MR. ARGENTI:

23   Q.  Well, earlier today, you directed me to the database of

24       tables that Oborne describes, right?

25   A.  Yes.
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 1   Q.  And in that database, a user's account, such as a credit

 2       card, is linked to a token, correct?

 3   A.  I'll have to look at the database structure again.

 4                           MR. WILSON:  Form.

 5                           THE WITNESS:  Would you like me to pull

 6       up Oborne and look at it?

 7       BY MR. ARGENTI:

 8   Q.  Sure.

 9   A.  So the user's table doesn't have the credit card -- the

10       credit card field.

11   Q.  You're aware that Dr. Shamos cited an XML example for the

12       token data structure, right?

13   A.  Yes, I think I remember that.

14   Q.  And the token data structure contains a funding source

15       account number, right?

16   A.  I'll have to check that.

17   Q.  Sure.

18   A.  So I think the token data structure that he has pointed to,

19       there are multiple accounts.

20   Q.  Okay.  And so the token, you would agree, is linked to at

21       least one funding source account, correct?  That's how the

22       token is used to make subsequent purchases, right?

23   A.  I mean, token seems to be somehow associated with funding

24       sources.

25   Q.  So then I'll go back to my earlier question about, given that
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 1       it is a goal of Oborne to provide a token for the purchase of

 2       making subsequent payments, it would be desirable for the

 3       token that is provided to be properly associated to at least

 4       one user payment account, correct?

 5                           MR. WILSON:  Objection.  Form.

 6                           THE WITNESS:  I haven't offered an

 7       opinion about that.  I don't know.  Possibly.

 8       BY MR. ARGENTI:

 9   Q.  If the token wasn't properly associated with a user account,

10       that could lead to customer frustration when the user later

11       tries to use the token for a purchase, right?

12   A.  I would have to look at Oborne to see all the different ways

13       it talks about tokens.  I don't recall right now off the top

14       of my head if it talks about situations where you can have a

15       token that hasn't been associated with an account yet.

16             It is possible in -- what I do remember is that it's

17       possible in Oborne to have a token associated with an account

18       that has no funds in it which, you know, would -- I guess

19       would -- is one issue, but whether a token can exist without

20       being associated with a funding source, I have to read it to

21       be able to give you an opinion on it.

22   Q.  Let's turn to Paragraph 83 of your declaration, please.

23   A.  Okay.

24   Q.  In this paragraph, you cite five examples of what Oborne

25       calls additional security, correct?
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 1   A.  Yes.

 2   Q.  Each of those five examples comes from Oborne Paragraph 26,

 3       right?

 4   A.  I believe so.

 5   Q.  These five examples of additional security would involve the

 6       token server in Oborne, right?

 7                           MR. WILSON:  Objection.  Form.

 8                           THE WITNESS:  I'm not really sure if they

 9       all involve the token server.  Some -- I mean, these are all

10       different security layers that are in Oborne.  I don't think

11       it discusses in detail exactly where they're implemented.

12       BY MR. ARGENTI:

13   Q.  So if we look at the first example that you have, the first

14       example is requiring a user to provide a user name and

15       payment password to activate a payment token, right?

16   A.  Yes.

17   Q.  And so do I have it right that you are not sure whether that

18       function is performed by the token server described in

19       Oborne?

20                           MR. WILSON:  Objection.  Form.

21                           THE WITNESS:  So the -- yeah, I think

22       several components could be involved in this.  So the user

23       obviously is not providing the user name and password

24       directly into the token server.  They're probably providing

25       it on some kind of a client web application or mobile
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 1       application.  And I mean, I would have to look at the

 2       reference in detail to be able to tell you exactly what --

 3       what components would be involved and to what extent Oborne

 4       talks about that.

 5       BY MR. ARGENTI:

 6   Q.  Why don't we take a look at Figure 7A of Oborne.

 7   A.  Okay.

 8   Q.  And this is -- Oborne says this is a token-based purchase

 9       transaction execution example, right?  Do you see that in the

10       bottom right of the figure?

11   A.  Yes.

12   Q.  And if we look at Element 711, that's user authenticated,

13       question mark, right?

14   A.  Yes.

15   Q.  And that step happens at the token server, right?

16   A.  This step happens in the token server, yes, in this

17       embodiment.

18   Q.  Right.  So Oborne is describing that the user authentication

19       is performed by the token server in this embodiment, correct?

20   A.  Yes, to check to see whether the user's authenticated as done

21       here.

22   Q.  And so then if we go back to those five examples of

23       additional security that you have in Paragraph 83, each of

24       those is a form of user authentication, correct?

25   A.  These are all different forms of authentication, but -- I
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 1       mean, the actual authentication could be done somewhere else,

 2       but the check that that 711 that we saw, that check, that

 3       kind of question mark, that verification, according to this

 4       figure on this embodiment, is on a token server.

 5   Q.  Does Oborne disclose user authentication taking place

 6       anywhere other than at the token server?

 7   A.  I'll have to read the -- I can't answer that off the top of

 8       my head.  I have to review Oborne.

 9   Q.  Okay.

10   A.  Do you want me to review it?

11   Q.  Yes.

12   A.  Okay.  If it's okay, I'll pull up the electronic copy so I

13       can go through it.

14   Q.  Okay.

15   A.  So I'm looking at Paragraph 26, and if you look at some of

16       the other examples of authentication that he has like later

17       on, it talks about authentication chips.  So an example, it

18       says, "Thus, in order to make purchase with a payment token,

19       in some implementations, the user may be required to present

20       the payment token physical cart to the authentication chip

21       disposing communication with the client before the user can

22       make a purchase order using the token."  That to me doesn't

23       sound like it's happening on the token server; that seems to

24       be happening maybe at the point of sales or something like

25       that.
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 1             When I look at Paragraph 30, when it's talking about

 2       "verify chat," it talks about how, in some implementations,

 3       the customer service representative, example, an agent, like

 4       a human, may manually determine the authenticity of the user

 5       using the video of the user.  Again, I don't think that's

 6       happening on the token server.

 7   Q.  But wouldn't the agent need to then communicate with the

 8       token server to let the token server know that the user has

 9       been authenticated?

10   A.  Possibly, yeah.  I would have to read in more detail, but

11       that's plausible.

12   Q.  If the token server is what processes the token transaction,

13       including performing user authorization, it's going to need

14       to receive confirmation from that agent and ultimately the

15       token server is what will determine whether the user is

16       authenticated, correct?

17                           MR. WILSON:  Objection.  Form.

18                           THE WITNESS:  So Paragraph 54 says, "In

19       some implementations, the token server may determine whether

20       the user token is authenticated."  So that suggests to me

21       that in other implementations, the token server may not

22       determine that.  I don't know.  I mean, basically, I would

23       have to read Oborne to be able to give you kind of a complete

24       answer whether token server is the only place where

25       authentication is happening.
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 1       BY MR. ARGENTI:

 2   Q.  But the user authentication is at least an example of how

 3       Oborne says to -- sorry.  Strike that question.

 4             Let's go back to those five examples in Paragraph 83 of

 5       your declaration.

 6   A.  Okay.

 7   Q.  Each of these five examples is concerned with ensuring that

 8       the correct user is utilizing the token, right?

 9   A.  These are all authenticating the user to some extent, yes.

10   Q.  Let's turn to Paragraph 86, please, on the next page.

11   A.  Okay.

12   Q.  In this paragraph, in the first sentence you say:  "Fourth,

13       given that Dr. Shamos opines that this problem had already

14       been solved using a different technique," and then you have a

15       few lines of text and at the end of the sentence you say,

16       "Dr. Shamos failed to explain why it would have been routine

17       to implement a different technique to solve this problem."

18             Do you see that?

19   A.  Yes.

20   Q.  My question is:  What were you referring to when you say

21       "this problem?"

22   A.  Well, I'm referring to Dr. Shamos's essentially Paragraph 241

23       where he briefly talks about some kind of a hypothetical

24       problem that he creates with respect to unofficial forged or

25       altered tokens in the marketplace.  And he says, with respect
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 1       to this problem, it would have been routine to solve it, you

 2       know, using the -- you know, the issuer basically verifying

 3       that the tokens that are being generated.

 4   Q.  Where does he say with "respect to this problem?"

 5   A.  I thought you were asking me -- I thought you were asking me

 6       what this problem is referring to.  I was referring to these

 7       declarations.  So he has a -- he has a section earlier in his

 8       report where he says, in 1967, the problem of whether

 9       credentials are essentially valid or not was solved by the

10       presenter of the credential furnishing additional information

11       prove that they are the person named in the credential, and

12       then he presents essentially the same problem later on in

13       Paragraph 241 when he's talking about tokens, but he seems to

14       kind of skip over or forget about the solutions that he had

15       proposed earlier in his report.

16   Q.  So in Paragraph 241 of Dr. Shamos's declaration where he

17       says, "The existence of unofficial forged or altered tokens

18       in the marketplace would create problems for both issuers and

19       users," is that what you were just referring to?

20   A.  Yes.

21   Q.  So he says it would create problems.  He uses it as a plural,

22       and then we get to your declaration, for example, in

23       Paragraph 86, and you refer to this problem in the singular.

24       Is that a particular problem that you're referring to?

25   A.  Where does he -- sorry, I have to look up his -- I have to
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 1       pull up his report to know exactly what he said.  I'm just

 2       looking at my own report right now.

 3   Q.  Oh, sure.  Go ahead.  Do you have a copy of Dr. Shamos's

 4       report on hand?

 5   A.  I don't.  I mean, I have it on my computer, so I can pull it

 6       up here.

 7   Q.  And just for the record, because I think Dr. Shamos did not

 8       make things as convenient for everyone and his paragraph

 9       numbering might not be the same from IPR to IPR, are you

10       referring to Exhibit 1005 from the 531 IPR?

11   A.  Yes.

12   Q.  Okay.

13   A.  Right.  So in Paragraph 118, he says -- one of the problems

14       that he's talking about is that digital -- he says, "A

15       digital credential can easily be copied, forged or altered,

16       and then he says, and it's difficult to issue a challenge to

17       remote network user to prove that they are the person named

18       in the credential."

19             And then in Paragraph 120, he says, "A solution to

20       No. 2" -- which is what we just discussed.  "A solution to 2

21       is to require the presenter of the credential to furnish

22       additional information to prove that they are the person

23       named in the credential.  This protects against credentials

24       being copied or stolen.  And then he says, In the banking

25       industry, this was done starting in 1967 by requiring the
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 1       user to enter a PIN at an ATM machine."

 2   Q.  So specific problem you were just referring to there is the

 3       problem of ensuring that the correct user is using the

 4       credential, right?

 5   A.  Well, the problem is what he already said in Paragraph 118,

 6       which is that a digital credential can be easily copied,

 7       forged or altered, and then he's presenting a solution to

 8       that, to verify the identity of -- of the user to supposedly

 9       solve that problem.

10   Q.  And again, if we look back at Paragraph 86 of your

11       declaration, that's what you're quoting from Dr. Shamos is

12       the portion of his declaration where he's talking about

13       requiring "the presenter of the credential to furnish

14       additional information to prove they are the person named in

15       the credential," right?

16                           MR. WILSON:  Objection.  Form.

17                           THE WITNESS:  I don't -- I don't see.

18       Can you point me to it again?

19       BY MR. ARGENTI:

20   Q.  In Paragraph 86 of your declaration starting in the third

21       line --

22   A.  Uh-huh.

23   Q.  -- where -- and I believe -- when I say "quote," I believe

24       you're quoting from Dr. Shamos's declaration, but you are

25       referring to Dr. Shamos's declaration, discussion of
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 1       "requiring the presenter of the credential to furnish

 2       additional information to prove that they are the person

 3       named in the credential"?

 4   A.  Yes.

 5   Q.  Okay.  So that's the problem that you are referring to there

 6       and that is a problem of ensuring that the correct user is

 7       using the credential, right?

 8                           MR. WILSON:  Objection.  Mischaracterizes

 9       testimony.

10                           THE WITNESS:  No.  So I'm basically

11       pointing out what Dr. Shamos has testified.  So in

12       Paragraph 118 of his declaration, he says, "A challenge or

13       problem was that additional credential can easily be copied,

14       forged or altered."  And then in Paragraph 124 -- sorry, 120

15       of his report, he's presenting a solution to that problem,

16       and his solution, as he understands it, "was available" from

17       19- -- "since 1967 was for the presenter of the credential to

18       furnish additional information, such as like a PIN, PIN card

19       or PIN, or an ATM card at an ATM machine to prove that they

20       are the person named in the credential."

21       BY MR. ARGENTI:

22   Q.  But he's more specific about the problem in Paragraph 118

23       than you're giving him credit for by selectively reading,

24       right?

25   A.  No, I'm just simply reading to help the court reporter.
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 1   Q.  Right.  He actually says, "A digital credential can be easily

 2       copied, forged or altered and it is difficult to issue a

 3       challenge to a remote network user to prove that they are the

 4       person named in the credential."

 5             That's what he says, right?

 6   A.  Yeah.  I mean, that's one problem that he's describing there,

 7       right?

 8   Q.  Right.  And elsewhere we saw that he says there are multiple

 9       problems that could arise and that's one specific problem

10       that he's addressing right there, right?

11                           MR. WILSON:  Objection.  Form.

12                           THE WITNESS:  That's not what he says.  I

13       mean, literally he says a solution to two and two is what we

14       just read.  I think his declaration's pretty clear as to what

15       he's talking about.

16       BY MR. ARGENTI:

17   Q.  Right, and in Paragraph 241 that you already referred me to,

18       he says, "The existence of unofficial, forged or altered

19       tokens in the marketplace would create problems for both

20       issuers and users," correct?

21   A.  Right.  And in Paragraph 118, he's talking about multiple

22       problems.  He's saying a digital credential can easily be

23       copied, one problem; forged, second problem, or altered,

24       third problem.  And then he says it's difficult to issue a

25       challenge to a remote network user to prove that they are the
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 1       person named in the credential.  And then in Paragraph 120,

 2       he presents his understanding of the solution since 1967.

 3   Q.  Right.  And in Paragraph 241, he likewise identifies multiple

 4       problems when he says the existence of unofficial -- that's

 5       one problem; forged -- that's another problem; or altered

 6       tokens.

 7             That's a third problem that he talks about there,

 8       right?

 9   A.  Yes.  So in Paragraph 241, it says, "The existence of

10       unofficial, forged or altered tokens in the marketplace would

11       create problems for both issuers and users."

12   Q.  The problem of ensuring that the right user is using a

13       credential is a different problem than ensuring that a token

14       legitimately represents a particular credential, correct?

15   A.  So are you disagreeing with what Dr. Shamos has testified

16       because he has said that that is a solution to that problem.

17   Q.  Can you answer my question, please?

18   A.  So that's not an opinion that I've provided.  I've just

19       stated the opinions that Dr. Shamos has provided.  According

20       to Dr. Shamos, the problem of unofficial, forged or altered

21       tokens in the marketplace is solved since 1967 by requiring

22       the presenter of the credential to furnish additional

23       information to prove that they are the person named in the

24       credential.

25                           MR. ARGENTI:  Why don't we take another
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 1       break.  Should we do five minutes, ten minutes, Dr. Malek?

 2                           THE WITNESS:  That's good.  Thank you.

 3                                 (Recess 10:09-10:21.)

 4

 5                         EXAMINATION (Continuing)

 6       BY MR. ARGENTI:

 7   Q.  Let's turn to Paragraph 101 of your 531 declaration, please.

 8       This is where you discuss Claim 2.

 9   A.  Yes.

10   Q.  As you say in Paragraph 100, "Claim 2 involves generating a

11       second over file comprising a second virtual representation

12       of the credential, but is invalid for use in the first over

13       file storage client device for authenticating the user,"

14       correct?

15   A.  Yes.

16   Q.  At the end of Paragraph 101, you say, "In this context of

17       Claim 2, the two over files are different from each other,

18       each containing a virtual representation of the credential

19       that is different from the virtual representation in the

20       other over file."

21             Do you see that?

22   A.  Yes.

23   Q.  Where does Claim 2 say that the two virtual representations

24       are different?

25   A.  So I think that's implied by the claim language.  So Claim 1
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 1       talks about an over file with a virtual representation, so

 2       that's the first virtual representation, and Claim 2 talks

 3       about a second over file and a second virtual representation

 4       and it says that the second virtual representation or the

 5       second over file -- sorry.

 6             It says -- it says that the second official

 7       representation of the credential that is invalid for use in

 8       the first over file, so I think when you put all that

 9       together to a POSA, it would tell that the two over files are

10       different from each other and each contain a virtual

11       representation of the credential that is different from the

12       virtual representation in the other over file.

13   Q.  But that Claim 2 requirement is that the second over file is

14       invalid for use in the first over file storage client device

15       for authenticating the user, correct?

16   A.  Yes, it requires that.

17   Q.  So why can't the second over file be a copy of the first over

18       file and it's just in a second over file that's invalid for

19       use in the first device?

20                           MR. WILSON:  Objection.  Form.

21       BY MR. ARGENTI:

22   Q.  Sorry.  Yeah.  I garbled that one.  My apologies.

23             Why can't the second virtual representation be a copy

24       of the first virtual representation and it's the second over

25       file that's invalid for use in the first client device?

0065

 1   A.  I mean, the language says -- the language of the claim is

 2       that -- I mean, the language of the claim is it says, "A

 3       second virtual representation of the credential that has been

 4       verified by the issuing agency to be a second official

 5       representation of the credential that is invalid for use in

 6       the first over file storage client device for authenticating

 7       the user."

 8             So I think from that claim language, I think it's clear

 9       that the two over files are different from each other.

10   Q.  Right.  And I'm asking about the virtual representation

11       specifically.  Is it your understanding that the virtual

12       representation in Claim 2 is what needs to be invalid for use

13       on the first device?

14   A.  I think the two over files are different and the two virtual

15       representations are different.

16   Q.  So it's your understanding that a copy of the first virtual

17       representation in Claim 1 could not be the second virtual

18       representation in Claim 2; is that right?

19   A.  I think they're the same.  Yeah, I mean, if they're the same,

20       then I don't see how one would be invalid on one device and

21       the other one wouldn't.

22   Q.  Does Claim 2 require that the virtual representation be

23       invalid for use on the second device or simply that the

24       second over file be invalid for use?  Sorry.  I garbled that

25       one again.  I'll give you a second to think about it and let
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 1       me rephrase that question.

 2             Does Claim 2 require that the second virtual

 3       representation be invalid for use on the first client device

 4       or simply that the second over file be invalid for use on the

 5       first client device?

 6   A.  I think the over files are different because you have the

 7       first over file and you have the second over file, and also

 8       the require virtual representations are different because the

 9       claim language says, "A second virtual representation of the

10       credential that has been verified by the issuing agency to be

11       a second official representation of the credential that is

12       invalid for use in the first over file."

13   Q.  And the two virtual representations recited in Claims 1 and 2

14       in your view can't be copies of each other.  Do I understand

15       that correctly?

16   A.  I don't think they're identical, if that's what you're asking

17       me.  They can't be identical.

18   Q.  And that's because in your view, it's the virtual

19       representation that needs to be invalid for use on the client

20       device for user authentication; is that right?

21   A.  Well, because the claim language says, again, "A second over

22       file comprising a second virtual representation of the

23       credential that has been verified by the issuing agency to be

24       a second official representation of the credential that is

25       invalid for use in the first over file storage client device
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 1       for authenticating the user."

 2             So the words "second" and, you know, the "second over

 3       file," "second virtual representation," the "second official

 4       representation," and then the fact that it's invalid for use

 5       in the first over file storage client device, I think that

 6       indicates to me that the over file and the virtual

 7       representations are different.

 8   Q.  In your understanding, both the second over file and the

 9       second virtual representation have to be invalid for use on

10       the first client device?

11   A.  I think the claim says that they're different.  There's a

12       first over file.  There's a second over file.  There's a

13       first virtual representation.  There's a second virtual

14       representation, and the virtual representations represent --

15       so the second virtual representation is a representation that

16       has been verified by the issuing agency to be a second

17       official representation of the credential and that is invalid

18       for use in the first over file storage client device.

19   Q.  What needs to be invalid for use in the first over file

20       client storage device for authenticating the user?  Is it the

21       over file or the virtual representation or both?

22   A.  Well, I mean, over file is defined in terms of virtual

23       representation, right, and that's the claim construction that

24       we have.  So the construction that we have is an over file

25       encompasses the virtual representation of one or more
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 1       credentials to be used for verification of those credentials.

 2             So by the virtual over file encompassing the virtual

 3       representation, you know, both over file and the virtual

 4       representation are going to be different.

 5   Q.  If you look at your declaration for the '854 patent, if you

 6       can pull that out?

 7   A.  '854 patent?

 8   Q.  Right.  We talked earlier about how you have, for the most

 9       part, the same material in the equivalent numbered paragraphs

10       across your declarations.  Here's one instance where I do

11       want to clarify.

12   A.  So what IPR is it?

13   Q.  The '854 is, I believe, the '488 IPR.

14   A.  Yes, I have that.

15   Q.  Right.  And so if we look at Paragraph 101 of that

16       declaration, you see that that paragraph is discussing the

17       independent claims, but has the same analysis that you have

18       for Claim 2 in the '531 patent, right?

19   A.  Paragraph 101?

20   Q.  Right.

21   A.  Okay.

22   Q.  So unlike the '531 patent where the second over file appears

23       in Claim 2, in the '854 patent the second over file is part

24       of the independent claims, Claim 1, right?

25   A.  Yes.
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 1   Q.  But your analysis in Paragraph 101 of the '854 declaration is

 2       substantively the same as your analysis in Paragraph 101 of

 3       the '531 declaration that we just discussed, correct?

 4   A.  I believe -- I believe that's true.  Yeah, I think the

 5       language is a little bit different, but I think the analysis

 6       is more or less the same.

 7   Q.  So do I understand correctly then that the testimony you just

 8       gave regarding the '531 patent and why you believe that the

 9       second virtual representation must be different than the

10       first virtual representation, that also applies to the

11       discussion in Paragraph 101 of your '854 declaration?

12   A.  Yes, I think it would be the same testimony.

13   Q.  Let's turn back to your '531 declaration now and look at

14       Paragraph 162.

15   A.  162?

16   Q.  Paragraph 162, and in particular on Page 73.  Do you see the

17       last line on that page that says, "Nothing in Purves

18       indicates that any portion of the virtual wallet card images

19       or card account information is stored beyond transient

20       storage on a client or user device"?

21             Did I read that right?

22   A.  Yes.

23   Q.  What do you mean by "transient storage" in that sentence?

24   A.  So basically, Purves discusses how the card images are stored

25       on the server, and if you're looking at those card images on
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 1       the web browser, the browser may be temporarily loading that

 2       data, load that image to display it to the user, and then

 3       that image is typically deleted after the browser is closed

 4       or when you move to a different page.  So that's what I'm

 5       referring to there.

 6   Q.  And when you say you're looking at or if you're looking at

 7       that image or card images on the web browser, where is that

 8       web browser located?

 9   A.  Well, I mean, the browser could be anywhere.  It could be on

10       a device.

11   Q.  On a user device?

12   A.  It could be on a user device, yes.

13   Q.  So when you say the browser may be temporarily loading that

14       data, the image data to display to the user, what's it

15       loading it from?

16   A.  So the browser typically would indicate -- so like something

17       like Purves, because the images are stored on the server so

18       it would load it from the server.  It would get it to display

19       it.

20   Q.  And what would happen when it loads it?

21   A.  It's displayed by the browser.

22   Q.  And that's where the transient storage takes place; is that

23       what you're referring to?

24   A.  Yes.

25   Q.  What type of storage would that be?
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 1   A.  It would be storage in -- in RAM, in memory.

 2   Q.  And so what you're referring to there is storage in RAM on a

 3       user's device for the purpose of displaying the web browser

 4       screen to the user?

 5   A.  So that would be -- yes.  So that, you know, whatever data is

 6       retrieved from the server would be loaded in the RAM parsed

 7       by HTML parse server on the browser and then it would be

 8       displayed.

 9   Q.  So then I want to make sure I have it right.  The card

10       information, such as the card image, are transmitted from the

11       Purves server to the user's mobile device where they're

12       stored in RAM in order to display the wallet information on

13       the user's device screen; is that right?

14   A.  Yeah, so a user's -- so in a web-based application, the web

15       browser would request data from the server, would receive

16       that data.  If that data involves images, those would be also

17       loaded up in the memory parse, you know, processed by the web

18       browser and then displayed on the screen to the user.

19   Q.  Purves calls its system a wallet service enrollment platform,

20       or WSEP for short, right?

21   A.  Yes.

22   Q.  Purves describes encrypting incoming and outgoing WSEP

23       communications, correct?

24   A.  I have to review it.  I don't recall the details of that.

25   Q.  Purves is Exhibit 1013.  Do you have a copy of that available
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 1       to you there?

 2   A.  Yes.  Is there a specific portion you want me to look at?

 3   Q.  Before we go into specifics, I was just asking if you have an

 4       understanding of whether Purves describes encrypting incoming

 5       and outgoing WSEP communications?

 6   A.  I don't remember off the top of my head.  It's 86 pages, but

 7       I can look for encryption if you want.

 8   Q.  At the time that you prepared your opinions in your

 9       declaration, did you have an understanding whether Purves

10       describes encrypting incoming and outgoing WSEP

11       communications?

12   A.  I may have had when I was preparing the report.  I don't know

13       if I've said that in the report, but even if I didn't say it,

14       I may have had --

15   Q.  But you don't remember now?

16   A.  I don't remember right now, no.  I haven't memorized all the

17       references.

18   Q.  Okay.  Why don't we take a look at Paragraph 33 of Purves.

19   A.  Paragraph 33?

20   Q.  Right.  Paragraph 33 says, "Figure 25 shows a block diagram

21       illustrating embodiments of a WSEP controller," right?

22   A.  Yes.

23   Q.  If you turn to the previous page, do you see Figure 25?

24   A.  Yes.

25   Q.  In the top left portion of Figure 25, do you see the elements
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 1       under the label "Computer Systemization 2502"?

 2   A.  Yes.

 3   Q.  Do you see the component "crypto 2526"?

 4   A.  Yes, I see that.

 5   Q.  Do you have an understanding of what that is?

 6   A.  It sounds like it's a component dealing with cryptography.

 7   Q.  Did you review what that component does when you prepared

 8       your declaration?

 9   A.  I did review the entirety of Purves, yeah, when I prepared my

10       declaration.

11   Q.  Let's turn to Paragraph 130 of Purves.

12             Paragraph 130 says, "The WSEP controller 2501 may be

13       based on computer systems that comprise, but are not limited

14       to components such as a computer systemization 2502 connected

15       to memory 2529."

16             Did I read that right?

17   A.  Yes.

18   Q.  And the next paragraph, 131, Purves says that, "Computer

19       systemization 2502 may include a number of different

20       components."  And if we look seven lines down from the top of

21       the column on the right, one of those components is a

22       cryptographic processor, 2526, right?

23   A.  Yes.

24   Q.  Do you have an understanding, again, of what the purpose of

25       the cryptographic processor is in Purves?
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 1   A.  I mean, yeah.  Typically a cryptographic processor encrypts

 2       and decrypts data.

 3   Q.  Let's turn to Paragraph 143 now, please.  This paragraph

 4       provides some more description of the cryptographic

 5       processor, correct?

 6   A.  It has more details about the cryptographic units, yes.

 7   Q.  And the middle of Paragraph 143, Purves says that,

 8       "Cryptographic units support the authentication of

 9       communications from interacting agents as well as allowing

10       for anonymous transactions."

11             Do you see that?

12   A.  Yes.

13   Q.  What is Purves referring to when he talks about using a

14       cryptographic unit to allow for authentication of

15       communications and anonymous transactions?

16                           MR. WILSON:  Objection.  Form.

17                           THE WITNESS:  I don't understand what

18       you're asking me there.

19       BY MR. ARGENTI:

20   Q.  Do you have an understanding of what Purves is referring to

21       in that sentence?

22                           MR. WILSON:  Objection.  Form.

23                           THE WITNESS:  That sentence says,

24       "Cryptographic units support the authentication of

25       communications from interacting agents as well as allowing
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 1       for anonymous transactions."

 2       BY MR. ARGENTI:

 3   Q.  Let's turn to Paragraph 157, please.

 4             What's the heading above this paragraph?

 5   A.  "Cryptographic Server."

 6   Q.  And in Paragraph 157, Purves provides detail regarding a

 7       cryptographic server, correct?

 8   A.  It has some discussions, yes, some details about it.

 9   Q.  And looking down at the last couple of lines on this page,

10       Purves says that its wallet system can use both symmetric and

11       asymmetric encryption and/or decryption, correct?

12   A.  Where are you?  What paragraph?

13   Q.  This is in Paragraph 157, the sentence that carries over from

14       Page 26 to 27.

15   A.  Yes, it says, "The cryptographic component allows for both

16       symmetric and asymmetric," yeah.  In parentheses, "Pretty

17       good protection, PGP encryption and/or decryption."

18   Q.  And after that, it goes on to provide some examples of

19       cryptographic techniques, correct?

20   A.  Yes.

21   Q.  And about halfway down in that paragraph, the same paragraph,

22       but on Page 27, Purves says, "Employing such encryption

23       security protocols, the WSEP may encrypt all incoming and/or

24       outgoing communications."

25             Do you see that?
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 1   A.  Sorry.  Are you in Paragraph 159?

 2   Q.  Paragraph 157, halfway down in the paragraph that's on

 3       Page 27.

 4   A.  All right.

 5   Q.  Right after the reference to HTTPS and the like?

 6   A.  Yes, I see that.

 7   Q.  So again, that sentence reads, "Employing such encryption

 8       security protocols, the WSEP may encrypt all incoming and/or

 9       outgoing communications."

10             Do you see that?

11   A.  Yes.

12   Q.  Do you have any reason to disagree with that statement in

13       Purves?

14   A.  I don't have an opinion about it, no.

15   Q.  Let's turn now to Paragraph 122 of Purves, please.

16   A.  Paragraph 122?

17   Q.  Right.  Let me know when you're there.

18   A.  I'm there.

19   Q.  Okay.  About two thirds of the way down in Paragraph 132,

20       right across from where Paragraph 126 starts in the next

21       column, do you see where Paragraph 122 says, "In some

22       embodiments, confidential data, such as PAN number, account

23       number and/or the like may be obscured from the overlaid data

24       using a tool such as ImageMagick"?

25   A.  Yes.
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 1   Q.  What is ImageMagick?

 2   A.  It's an image manipulation tool, I believe.  I think I've

 3       used it many years ago.

 4   Q.  So that was my next question:  Were you familiar with

 5       ImageMagick before your work in this case?  It sounds like

 6       you were.

 7   A.  I vaguely recall using it many years ago, yes.

 8   Q.  Do you remember what year that would have been?

 9   A.  No.  It would have been many years ago.

10   Q.  What are the tools that ImageMagick provides a user to

11       obscure data in an image?

12   A.  I don't recall the details of that.

13   Q.  Do you recall whether ImageMagick allows for redaction of

14       text?

15   A.  I -- I would have to speculate.  I don't recall the details

16       of it.

17   Q.  Do you recall whether ImageMagick allows for deletion of a

18       portion of an image?

19   A.  Possibly, but I can't testify to that.  I don't recall the

20       details of it.

21   Q.  Do you recall whether, once a portion of an image has been

22       obscured using ImageMagick, can the original image be

23       recovered?

24   A.  So again, I don't recall details of ImageMagick, but what I

25       do know is that there is well-established research and
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 1       principles in computer security that security through

 2       obscurity is futile, meaning that through -- through

 3       obfuscation techniques, you can't achieve good security

 4       generally speaking.

 5   Q.  When you refer to "obfuscation techniques," does that

 6       encompass redaction?

 7   A.  So -- so obfuscation would be, for example, like blurring an

 8       image, or in software programming, sometimes people obfuscate

 9       their code before they release it so it cannot be easily

10       reverse engineered, and that -- that has a lot of -- I mean,

11       we're talking about in general, but in general, obfuscation

12       and that kind of methods such as blurring an image, they're

13       not considered the best form of security because they can

14       be -- you know, because they can be reverse engineered and

15       the images can be recovered in those kinds of situations.

16   Q.  So aside from blurring, are there other types of obfuscation?

17   A.  Sorry.  What is that?

18   Q.  Aside from blurring, are there other types of obfuscation?

19   A.  Yeah, I mean, it depends on what kind of data you're talking

20       about.  So if it's an image, blurring would be one example.

21       If you're talking about source code, like JavaScript code

22       that might be loaded into your web browser, you can obfuscate

23       that JavaScript code so then people can't reverse engineer

24       your code and figure out what the code is doing.

25   Q.  So focusing just on images, are there other examples of

0079

 1       obfuscation beyond blurring?

 2   A.  Like I said, it depends on the data.  There are different

 3       techniques, but generally speaking, as I said, obfuscation is

 4       not a good form of securing something because -- because

 5       there are techniques available to -- and I think I even talk

 6       about that in my report.

 7             There are techniques available to reverse that

 8       obfuscation or reverse that blurring of an image, for

 9       example, to try to recover the data that is there.

10   Q.  Is redaction of a portion of an image an example of

11       obfuscation?

12   A.  It depends.  I would have to look to see how it's redacted

13       and some forms of redacting data can still be -- yeah,

14       there's, for example, metadata and things like that that are

15       associated with data that could be used to recover the data.

16   Q.  Is it possible to redact a portion of an image in a way that

17       it can't be recovered?

18   A.  Yeah, not sending the image or sending a different image,

19       that would be -- that would make -- you know, would make it

20       difficult to recover it.  But I think in the context of the

21       opinions that I've provided in this case and what's really at

22       issue in this case, I understand Dr. Shamos is saying that a

23       user would be provided with an image, for example, of a card

24       that they can use to remember what types of payment systems

25       they have so they can retrieve tokens and things like that.
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 1             And in that case, you are presenting an attacker with

 2       valuable information, such as the fact that it's even a

 3       credit card, such as the fact that this is a credit card by a

 4       certain bank.  That information by itself is something that

 5       is very valuable to an attacker to try to be able to, through

 6       various methods, including brute force, try to determine what

 7       is the credit card number on that credit card.

 8   Q.  So you mentioned that a redacted image, the way to ensure

 9       that a redacted image can't be recovered is to not send the

10       image in the first place.  Is it your opinion that it is

11       impossible to redact an image such that the redaction can't

12       be undone?

13   A.  You see that's not the opinion that I've offered in this

14       case.  The opinion that I've offered is in the context of

15       what Dr. Shamos is saying.  Dr. Shamos is not saying to

16       send -- to send no image or to send an image that is

17       completely redacted.  He's saying you would send an image

18       that would help the user to know, to remember what the card

19       or what kind of a bank account we're dealing with.

20             So you would, for example, say this is Bank of America,

21       this is Wells Fargo, this is Visa card and so on.  So in that

22       context where you're providing some information to the user

23       to help them remember and organize what's going on with their

24       payments, you're also providing an attacker with valuable

25       information that could be used to -- to attack the system to
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 1       recover the credit card, recover the bank account and things

 2       like that.

 3   Q.  Look at Paragraph 167 of your declaration, please.

 4             In this paragraph, you present a conceptualization of

 5       what a credit card with the confidential information obscured

 6       might look like, right?

 7   A.  Yes.

 8   Q.  Did you create that image?

 9   A.  I believe the counsel created this image.

10   Q.  Are you aware of whether whoever created that image used

11       ImageMagick?

12   A.  I -- I don't know what tool they used, no.

13   Q.  So then I gather you also were not aware of what mechanism

14       they used to blur the text?

15   A.  I don't, but I mean, there are many tools available for doing

16       this.  I could have done it myself.  It's not -- you know,

17       it's trivial to blur images.

18   Q.  Do you know whether there was an option to select the level

19       of blurring applied to the image?

20   A.  Again, I don't know what tools they used, but I know the

21       tools that I would use, they have -- they give you the option

22       of selecting the level of blurring that you would like to

23       achieve.

24   Q.  Do you know what level of blurring was selected when creating

25       this image?
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 1   A.  No, I don't.

 2                           MR. ARGENTI:  We can take another break,

 3       a short break.  I think that might be all my questions.  I

 4       just need to confirm.

 5                           MR. WILSON:  Okay.  Sounds good.

 6                                 (Recess 11:01-11:08.)

 7

 8                         EXAMINATION (Continuing)

 9       BY MR. ARGENTI:

10   Q.  Just a couple quick questions before I wrap it up.

11             Earlier today, Dr. Malek, when I was asking you about

12       your billing in these matters, I think I asked how much have

13       you been paid to date and you responded that you had billed

14       on the order of 150 to 200 hours.

15             One follow-up question there:  Is any of your

16       compensation contingent on the outcome of these proceedings?

17   A.  No, it isn't, no.

18   Q.  So when you responded that you had billed 150 to 200 hours,

19       have you been compensated for the majority of that work,

20       actually paid?

21   A.  Yeah.  Just to clarify, I don't think I've billed that

22       entirety -- that entire amount yet because I bill per month

23       and there's been a lot of work that has happened this month

24       obviously to prepare for the deposition.  I haven't invoiced

25       that, but -- but I believe I am -- I've been paid for the
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 1       work that I've done so far, yes.

 2   Q.  During any of our breaks today, have you discussed your

 3       testimony or my questions with counsel for Cortex?

 4   A.  No.

 5   Q.  Okay.

 6                           MR. ARGENTI:  That's all my questions

 7       barring any follow-up after redirect.

 8                           MR. WILSON:  We don't have any questions

 9       except that we will reserve the right to read and sign.

10                           MR. ARGENTI:  Okay.

11                           THE COURT REPORTER:  All right, Counsel.

12             Do either of you need a rough draft?

13                           MR. ARGENTI:  Yes, please.

14                           MR. WILSON:  I don't -- do we want a

15       rough draft?  Yeah, yeah.  Please send us a rough.

16       (Signature reserved.)

17       (Deposition concluded at 11:10 a.m.)
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 2
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 6   hereby certify that the sworn testimony and/or proceedings, a
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15   the time and place stated in the transcript; that a review of
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          1                           BE IT REMEMBERED that on Thursday,



          2       December 12, 2024, at Irvine, California, at 7:57 a.m.,



          3       before Connie Recob, CCR, RMR, CRR, remotely appeared SAM



          4       MALEK, Ph.D., the witness herein;



          5                           WHEREUPON, the following proceedings were



          6       had, to wit:



          7   



          8                              <<<<<<  >>>>>>



          9   



         10       SAM MALEK, Ph.D.,         having been first duly sworn,



         11                                 deposed and testified as



         12                                 follows:



         13   



         14                                EXAMINATION



         15       BY MR. ARGENTI:



         16   Q.  Good morning, Dr. Malek.



         17   A.  Good morning.



         18   Q.  Could you please state your full name for the record?



         19   A.  Sure.  My first name is Sam, S-A-M, last name is Malek,



         20       M-A-L-E-K.



         21   Q.  Where are you currently located?



         22   A.  I'm in Irvine, California.



         23   Q.  Is there anyone else in the room with you today?



         24   A.  No.



         25   Q.  It's my understanding that you have printed copies of your
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          1       declarations and the cited exhibits available to you today;



          2       is that correct?



          3   A.  Yes, that's right.



          4   Q.  Okay.  And that being the case, my preference is for you to



          5       use those printed copies as the exhibits in the deposition



          6       since they're already of record in the proceeding rather than



          7       going through the process of loading them into the chat and



          8       having you download electronic copies.



          9             But if at any point you don't have a copy and you need



         10       to receive it electronically, just let me know, okay?



         11   A.  Sure.  I also have the electronic copies of the documents on



         12       my laptop.



         13   Q.  Okay.  Are those printed copies of the documents that you



         14       have clean copies?



         15   A.  Yes, they are.



         16   Q.  There's no notes on any of them?



         17   A.  No notes.



         18   Q.  Okay.  This is not your first deposition, correct?



         19   A.  That's right.



         20   Q.  About how many times would you say you've been deposed?



         21   A.  I haven't counted it recently, but it is over 50 times.  I



         22       would estimate about 60, 70 times.  70 times.



         23   Q.  Approximately how many in the last year?



         24   A.  Maybe about -- I would have to estimate.  Maybe about four or



         25       five times.
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          1   Q.  So it sounds like you're probably familiar with how things



          2       work here, but I'm going to go through the ground rules just



          3       to get them on the record.



          4             Do you understand that you are providing your testimony



          5       under oath and you are expected to tell the truth?



          6   A.  Yes.



          7   Q.  Is there any reason you cannot provide complete and accurate



          8       testimony today?



          9   A.  No.



         10   Q.  Hopefully my questions are clear.  If you do not understand



         11       any question, please let me know that it is unclear.  Under



         12       the guidelines for this proceeding, you must ask me for any



         13       clarification.  If you do not tell me otherwise, I will



         14       assume that you understand the question, okay?



         15   A.  Yes.



         16   Q.  Please provide verbal answers rather than nodding your head



         17       for the benefit of the record and we can take a break at any



         18       time that you'd like one as long as there's not a question



         19       pending.  If there is a question pending, you must answer the



         20       question before we take a break.



         21             Do you understand?



         22   A.  Yes.



         23   Q.  I will try and take breaks every hour or so, but if you'd



         24       like to take one before I suggest it, just let me know, okay?



         25   A.  Understood.
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          1   Q.  You understand that you are here today with regard to four



          2       IPR proceedings, correct?



          3   A.  Yes.



          4   Q.  You've submitted declarations in each of those four IPRs,



          5       right?



          6   A.  Yes.



          7   Q.  Can you please pull out your copies of those four



          8       declarations.



          9   A.  Okay.  I have them.



         10   Q.  I'll run through these in numerical order according to the



         11       IPR number.



         12             One of your declarations was submitted in



         13       IPR2024-00486, which relates to U.S. Patent No. 9,251,531,



         14       right?



         15   A.  Yes.



         16   Q.  If I refer to that as the '531 patent, will you understand



         17       what I'm referring to?



         18   A.  Well, if you say '531 patent, I would assume you're talking



         19       about the patent itself, not the declaration, but I



         20       understand, yeah.



         21   Q.  Another one of the IPR proceedings is IPR2024-00488, correct?



         22   A.  Yes.



         23   Q.  And that IPR relates to U.S. Patent No. 9,954,854, correct?



         24   A.  Yes.



         25   Q.  And if I refer to that patent as the '854 patent, will you
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          1       understand what I'm referring to?



          2   A.  Yes.



          3   Q.  The third IPR that you submitted a declaration for is



          4       IPR2024-00489, correct?



          5   A.  Yes.



          6   Q.  And that relates to the Patent No. 10,749,859, correct?



          7   A.  Yes.



          8   Q.  Is it okay if we refer to that patent as the '859 patent?



          9   A.  Yes.



         10   Q.  And the fourth declaration is for IPR2024-00489, which



         11       involves U.S. Patent No. 11,329,973, right?



         12                           MR. WILSON:  Objection.  Form.



         13                           THE WITNESS:  I think you may have



         14       misspoke.  I think that the IPR number is 00490 on that one.



         15       BY MR. ARGENTI:



         16   Q.  I think you're probably right.  So IPR2024-00490 involves



         17       Patent No. 11,329,973, right?



         18   A.  Yes.



         19   Q.  Okay.  And we can refer to that patent as the '973 patent



         20       today, okay?



         21   A.  Yes.



         22   Q.  Let's take a look at your declaration for the '531 patent.



         23   A.  Okay.



         24   Q.  That is Exhibit 2009 in IPR2024-00486.



         25             Can you turn to the end in Page 85 of your declaration?
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          1   A.  Okay.



          2   Q.  Is that your signature?



          3   A.  Yes, it is.



          4   Q.  How was it entered in this declaration?



          5   A.  It was -- it was entered by me.  I added it to the file.



          6   Q.  So it's an electronic signature that you copied in?



          7   A.  Yes.



          8   Q.  Did you sign your other three declarations in the same way?



          9   A.  I believe so, yes.



         10   Q.  Prior to signing your '531 declaration, did you carefully



         11       review it to ensure its accuracy?



         12   A.  Yes, I did.



         13   Q.  Is there anything in your '531 declaration that you would



         14       like to modify or correct today?



         15   A.  Yes, I do.



         16   Q.  What's that?



         17   A.  So if you turn to Page 46 of my declaration, Paragraph 105 --



         18       this is in the 486 IPR, but I think the paragraph numbers are



         19       the same across all IPRs.



         20             So at the bottom of that Paragraph 105, I say, "As I



         21       mention above, I have not found any disclosure or suggestion



         22       of Oborne in the use of multiple devices by a single user."



         23       Actually when I was preparing for my deposition, I was



         24       reading the exhibits more carefully and I was reading Oborne



         25       in detail.  I did come across a disclosure in Oborne that, in
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          1       fact, talks about multiple devices for users, and I'm going



          2       to try to find that here.



          3             So it's in Paragraph 148 of Oborne, the second



          4       sentence.  It says, "A User's Table, 1519A, may include



          5       fields such as, but not limited to, user_ID, token_ID, SSN,



          6       DOB, first_name," and then there's -- there's some number of



          7       other fields that are provided there.  I'm not going to read



          8       all of them, but then one of the other fields that is



          9       mentioned, there is devices list, devices_list.



         10             So this table tells me that a user can have multiple



         11       devices in Oborne, and it also tells me that, in all those



         12       devices, there's a single token ID that is used because it



         13       has a token_ID singular and then it has a devices_list



         14       plural.



         15   Q.  And I think you said that you would make that same correction



         16       to Paragraph 105 in all four of your declarations; is that



         17       right?



         18   A.  Yes.  This is generally where I've made a statement that I



         19       have not found any disclosure or suggestion in Oborne of the



         20       use of multiple devices.  I'm correcting that because when I



         21       was reviewing Oborne in detail, I realized that, no, actually



         22       Oborne does disclose multiple user devices and, in addition,



         23       it discloses that a single token is used for all those



         24       devices.



         25   Q.  You also mention as you were addressing that issue that the
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          1       paragraphs in your declarations largely match up, the



          2       numbering from declaration to declaration.  So just as a



          3       preliminary matter, I think it would be helpful to address



          4       that so that I don't have to spend time asking questions



          5       about all four declarations.  It looks to me reading through



          6       that, yeah, if we ask questions about the '531 declaration,



          7       then there are corresponding paragraphs in each of the other



          8       declarations with the same numbering at least until we get to



          9       some of the dependent claim issues.



         10             Does that sound right?



         11   A.  My understanding is that the paragraph numbers are the same



         12       across the different IPRs.  Yeah, that's my understanding.



         13   Q.  Okay.  In that case -- and I'm not trying to trip you up or



         14       create a trap here on this issue.  I think, like I said, just



         15       to move things along, instead of asking questions about all



         16       four IPRs, is it fair to say that if you give an answer about



         17       the '531 declaration, it applies equally to the equivalent



         18       testimony in the other declarations?



         19   A.  I think that's generally fair unless the claims are



         20       materially different, meaning that the claims have different



         21       limitations, but, for example, this correction that I made



         22       to -- to this Paragraph 105, I think it applies to all the



         23       IPRs.



         24   Q.  Fair enough.  And if there are any issues where the claims



         25       are materially different, I will try to be aware of that.  If
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          1       I don't bring it up in the question, please feel free to make



          2       note of that where you think it's appropriate, okay?



          3   A.  Sure.



          4   Q.  Aside from that issue in Paragraph 105 that we just talked



          5       about, are there any other corrections you'd like to make to



          6       any of your four declarations?



          7   A.  Yes, there is another -- maybe more of a clarification just



          8       to make sure my opinion is fairly explained.  Let me try to



          9       find that paragraph.



         10                   So Paragraph 144 in the '531 IPR, or the IPR for



         11       the '531 patent -- again, this is an opinion, I think, that



         12       applies to all IPRs, so it doesn't really matter.



         13       Paragraph 144, I say, "Stafford explains," in quotations,



         14       "next in Step 3 or in Step 232, the hash value of ID pad is



         15       created, called ID sig 1 and then using the user's private



         16       key."



         17             I think the clarification that I want to provide here



         18       is that Stafford explains that ID pad is created using the



         19       user's private key.  Stafford actually does not explain how



         20       the -- or what key is used for the hash value, so the



         21       clarification here is that the creation of ID sig 1 using the



         22       hash value, Stafford doesn't explain how that hash value is



         23       computed.  It only says that the user's private key is used



         24       for creating the ID pad.



         25   Q.  About how many hours did you spend preparing your four
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          1       declarations addressing these patents?



          2   A.  In preparing them?



          3   Q.  Yes.



          4   A.  Again, I should have counted this before the deposition.  I



          5       am estimating -- I'm estimating about -- about 100 hours,



          6       maybe more than that.



          7   Q.  You're being compensated for your testimony in these



          8       proceedings, right?



          9   A.  Yes.



         10   Q.  What is your hourly rate?



         11   A.  750.



         12   Q.  Is that the same rate for -- for all your work or do you have



         13       different rates, for example, for live testimony?



         14   A.  It's flat rate.



         15   Q.  Okay.  Who is paying your compensation?



         16   A.  My understanding is that Cortex is paying my invoices.



         17   Q.  If we look at Paragraph 4 of your declaration, right there on



         18       the first page, in the last sentence, do you see where you



         19       say, "I have no financial interest in Cortex, the '531 patent



         20       or the owner of the '531 patent"?



         21   A.  Yes.



         22   Q.  Is it your understanding that someone other than Cortex owns



         23       these patents?



         24   A.  I have no knowledge of that.



         25   Q.  So why is that phrased that way?
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          1   A.  Because I don't know either way.



          2   Q.  Did you do anything to prepare for this deposition?



          3   A.  Yes, I did.



          4   Q.  What did you do?



          5   A.  So I reviewed my declarations, I reviewed the petition, the



          6       prior arts that have been asserted; Dr. Shamos's reports and



          7       deposition, so basically I reviewed the documents in the



          8       case.



          9   Q.  Did you review anything in preparing for this deposition that



         10       isn't cited in your declarations?



         11   A.  No.



         12   Q.  If we turn to Page 7 of your declaration in Paragraphs 21



         13       through 23, you identify the materials you reviewed in



         14       preparing your declaration, correct?



         15   A.  Yes.



         16   Q.  Did you review anything else beyond what's identified here in



         17       these paragraphs?



         18   A.  Well, Paragraphs 21, 22 and 23, these are -- these also



         19       include the prior arts, yes, so -- yeah, I've reviewed what



         20       is in Section 3 of my declaration.



         21   Q.  Did you meet with anyone to prepare for this deposition?



         22   A.  I did, yes.



         23   Q.  Who did you meet with?



         24   A.  So the counsel, Mr. Wilson and Ms. Han.



         25   Q.  When did you meet with them?
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          1   A.  I think we had a short meeting last week, I believe it was



          2       Thursday, and then I had meetings yesterday and the day



          3       before.



          4   Q.  How long were those meetings?



          5   A.  So the Thursday meeting was very short, maybe about an hour,



          6       hour and a half, and the meeting yesterday was about five



          7       hours and the meeting before that was about maybe seven



          8       hours.



          9   Q.  How much have you billed to date for your work in these IPRs?



         10   A.  I don't have the exact number, but I'm assuming it's about --



         11       I mean.  I'm estimating it to be about 150 to 200 hours.



         12   Q.  If we take a look at the background and qualifications



         13       section in your declaration, you mention in Paragraph 15 that



         14       one of the classes you taught at UCI was a course on internet



         15       applications engineering.



         16             Do you see that?



         17   A.  What paragraph are you on?



         18   Q.  Paragraph 15.



         19   A.  Okay.  Yeah.



         20   Q.  And you say that that class involved various ways in which



         21       customer payments can be processed in mobile and web



         22       E-commerce applications, right?



         23   A.  Yes.



         24   Q.  When did you teach that class?



         25   A.  Last time I taught it was -- again, I'm estimating to be
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          1       about three or four years ago.



          2   Q.  When was the first time you taught it?



          3   A.  Maybe about eight years ago or nine years ago.



          4   Q.  What are some of the various ways for processing payments



          5       that you covered in that class?



          6   A.  So can you be more specific in terms of, what do you mean,



          7       "various ways?"



          8   Q.  That's your language from your declaration.  You say, you



          9       covered technologies for building E-commerce applications



         10       including various ways in which customer payments can be



         11       processed in mobile and web E-commerce applications?



         12   A.  Sure.  So basically, we cover JavaScript APIs that are used



         13       by -- by, you know, third-party entities.  I believe one of



         14       them is called Stripe -- that provide these APIs that could



         15       be used for processing, for example, credit cards.



         16   Q.  Any other examples?



         17   A.  Well, the different providers, I -- you know, I think one is



         18       PayPal, the other one is Stripe.  I mean, there are different



         19       companies that provide these services.  There's many of them.



         20   Q.  Did your class cover tokenized payments?



         21   A.  I think some of the APIs, the way they work is that they do



         22       provide security tokens to you that you can use for payment



         23       processing.



         24   Q.  What are "tokenized payments?"



         25   A.  I mean, it depends on the specific technology you're talking
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          1       about.  It could take different forms.



          2   Q.  Is that something you addressed in your class?



          3   A.  Yes, as part of how to perform payment processing as part of



          4       how they would build their applications, yes.



          5   Q.  So what were the forms of tokenized payments that you talked



          6       about in your class?



          7   A.  As I said, it depends on the API and the technology you're



          8       using.  So, you know, I think the students -- this is an



          9       upper division class, so I don't go through the level of



         10       details like, these are all different instances that you can



         11       use, but they would understand that they would have to



         12       provide support for payment processing.



         13   Q.  Do you have an understanding of when tokenized payments were



         14       first introduced?



         15   A.  I don't recall off the top of my head, no.



         16   Q.  Do you know whether tokenized payments were introduced prior



         17       to 2012?



         18   A.  I have to do research on that.  I don't remember off the top



         19       of my head.



         20   Q.  Did you have an understanding of whether tokenized payments



         21       were introduced prior to 2012 when preparing your



         22       declarations?



         23                           MR. WILSON:  Objection.  Form.



         24                           THE WITNESS:  Can you repeat the



         25       question?







�

                                                                       18







          1       BY MR. ARGENTI:



          2   Q.  Did you have an understanding of whether tokenized payments



          3       were introduced prior to 2012 when forming your -- when



          4       preparing your declarations?



          5                           MR. WILSON:  Objection.  Form.



          6                           THE WITNESS:  Well, I mean, some of the



          7       references that Mr. -- that Dr. Shamos has used in his report



          8       and has opined about and I've opined about use the notion of



          9       token.  So, for example, Oborne has a notion of token, and if



         10       that's what you mean by tokenized payment, then I think to



         11       that extent, I studied those references that he asserted.



         12       BY MR. ARGENTI:



         13   Q.  In that same paragraph of your declaration in Paragraph 15,



         14       you go on to say that you taught a course in distributed



         15       software architecture.  Do you see that?



         16   A.  Yes.



         17   Q.  What was the time frame when you taught that class?



         18   A.  Well, that class, I mean, I've been teaching software



         19       architecture in one form or another since I've been a



         20       professor in 2007, so pretty much I would say every year I've



         21       taught some form of software architecture class as a



         22       professor.



         23   Q.  And you say for that class, that you covered topics related



         24       to electronic credential management.  Do you see that?



         25   A.  Yes.
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          1   Q.  What does that mean?



          2   A.  So that basically relates to authentication and authorization



          3       and, you know, granting access to resources which could be



          4       computer resources or it could be data, and an example of



          5       data would be credentials.



          6   Q.  What types of electronic credentials did that class cover?



          7   A.  So the class covers the foundational technologies that could



          8       be used with all sorts of -- all types of credentials.  There



          9       are different types of authentication and authorization



         10       techniques that it can use with different levels and degrees



         11       of protection that -- I mean, for the most part, they can all



         12       be used for different kinds of credentials.  They present



         13       trade-offs in terms of performance, in terms of usability, in



         14       terms of the security that they provide.



         15   Q.  So when you say "credential," could that credential be a



         16       driver's license?



         17   A.  It could be any confidential information.



         18   Q.  It could also be a credit card number then?



         19   A.  It could be, yes.



         20   Q.  In the next paragraph of your declaration, that's



         21       Paragraph 16, you mention experience working at FieldCentrix



         22       in the late 1990s.  Do you see that?



         23   A.  Yes.



         24   Q.  Now, in your CV, it looks like that was from August 1999 to



         25       November 2000.  Does that sound right?
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          1   A.  That sounds about right.



          2   Q.  Does that mean you were an undergrad in college at the time?



          3   A.  I believe at least part of that time I was undergrad, yes.



          4   Q.  So was that a full-time job at FieldCentrix?



          5   A.  Yes, part of it was full time.  Some parts of it I was



          6       employed full time.



          7   Q.  Was it a summer job full time and then part time during the



          8       school year?



          9   A.  Possibly, yes.  I don't remember the details, but I do



         10       remember I was full time at some point.



         11   Q.  You mention in that paragraph "developing mobile applications



         12       for utility company service personnel."



         13             How many applications did you develop?



         14   A.  Well, I think the company had, if I remember correctly --



         15       we're talking more than 20 years ago now, the company had



         16       one -- one essential mobile application or family of mobile



         17       applications.



         18   Q.  What type of device did the application run on?



         19   A.  I believe it was Windows CE, if I remember correctly.  So



         20       Windows used to be a mobile platform before Android and



         21       iPhone came about, and I don't remember the specific device,



         22       but it was Windows programming.  It was CC++ coding against



         23       Windows.



         24   Q.  Was part of your role at FieldCentrix developing software to



         25       collect payments?
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          1   A.  I remember part of my work dealt with -- if I remember



          2       correctly, with invoicing and payment processing.



          3   Q.  Were those credit card payments?



          4   A.  I don't remember right now off the top of my head.



          5   Q.  Was this a utility company service personnel out in the field



          6       collecting payment from customers?



          7   A.  My understanding is that we were doing invoicing.  So it was



          8       basically kind of an application suite that would allow you



          9       to dispatch technicians to someone's house.  They would get



         10       there.  They would be able to record the status of the job,



         11       what's going on.  They would be able to do invoicing and, you



         12       know, collect -- collect and process payments.



         13   Q.  But you don't remember whether the collected form of payment



         14       was a credit card?



         15   A.  I forgot the details of how the payments were being collected



         16       and processed at that point.



         17   Q.  It would be pretty different, right, if you were processing a



         18       cash payment or a check payment versus a credit card payment?



         19   A.  There would be differences, yes.



         20   Q.  But you don't remember what you worked on?



         21   A.  The details of how the payment processing worked, this is



         22       25 years ago, I don't remember the details of it, no, but I



         23       know that --



         24   Q.  Would that -- I haven't asked you the details of how it



         25       worked.  I just asked you what kind of payment it was and it
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          1       sounds like you don't even remember that?



          2   A.  Well, I generally was not -- I'm not talking about just cash,



          3       so this was some kind of a collection of -- either in the



          4       form of -- I mean, it could have been cash as well, but it



          5       would be check, credit card, if I remember correctly, but I



          6       don't remember for certain right now.



          7   Q.  So then you also, I gather, don't remember if it was a credit



          8       card payment, how the credit card information was received



          9       from the customer?



         10   A.  I don't remember the details of it, no.



         11   Q.  Other than the FieldCentrix experience you describe in



         12       Paragraph 16, do you have any other experience developing



         13       electronic payment systems?



         14   A.  Yes.



         15   Q.  What experience do you have?



         16   A.  So when I was working at PricewaterhouseCoopers Consulting, I



         17       was part of their consulting division, and as part of the



         18       work that we were doing for different clients, we also



         19       developed E-commerce -- I worked on projects where we



         20       developed E-commerce applications and so I think all those



         21       E-commerce applications had some form of payment processing



         22       capability.



         23   Q.  Approximately what year was that employment at PwC?



         24   A.  I don't have my CV printed, but it would have been after I



         25       got my bachelor's degree.
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          1   Q.  Do those E-commerce applications at PricewaterhouseCoopers



          2       involve collecting credit card payments?



          3   A.  I believe so.  So these were the E-commerce applications, so



          4       this is like how you typically do E-commerce business.



          5   Q.  Do you remember how the payment information was collected



          6       from a customer?



          7   A.  It would be -- it would be some kind of a form where they



          8       would enter their credit card information and then we would



          9       use -- we would use APIs to process them.



         10   Q.  So they would enter their credit card information in a web



         11       browser screen on their computer; is that right?



         12   A.  I believe back then it was -- yeah, it was mostly just web



         13       forms.



         14   Q.  And then the credit card number would be transmitted



         15       somewhere for payment processing; is that right?



         16   A.  The credit cards would either be collected for processing



         17       later on in kind of a batch fashion through some other means



         18       or it would be through some kind of web API.



         19   Q.  Did the applications you developed at PwC have any safeguards



         20       in place to protect customers' payment information?



         21   A.  Yes, so we would use HTTPS, you would use -- yeah, you would



         22       encrypt the data in transit.



         23   Q.  And would that deem sufficient for protecting the customer's



         24       credit card information?



         25                           MR. WILSON:  Objection.  Form.
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          1                           THE WITNESS:  I mean, it would be better



          2       than sending credit card information over HTTP, yes, so I



          3       think we would implement certain security features to protect



          4       the user's credit card information.



          5       BY MR. ARGENTI:



          6   Q.  That approach of using HTTPS instead of HTTP, that wasn't



          7       something that was unique to your project at



          8       PricewaterhouseCoopers, was it?



          9   A.  No, I think HTTPS has been known for many years.



         10   Q.  Do you have any experience developing mobile applications



         11       involving QR codes?



         12   A.  I mean, yes.  So, I mean, a good portion of my research has



         13       been on mobile application development and testing and also



         14       their security verification and validation.  So, you know,



         15       among the hundreds of mobile apps that we have analyzed and



         16       tested, I'm sure many of them provide a QR processing.  I



         17       just don't remember their names off the top of my head.



         18   Q.  Do you cover QR processing in any of your classes?



         19   A.  Not as a subject in the course, but as -- so, for example, I



         20       teach software project courses where I have teams of students



         21       that work on various projects, and in some of those projects,



         22       they end up using QR code for some feature or functionality.



         23             But as a subject, you know, I don't teach -- I mean, I



         24       don't really know what it means to teach QR code.  QR code is



         25       a technique, it's a technology that is out there and, you
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          1       know, in the courses that I teach, my students use that



          2       technology.



          3   Q.  How long has QR code technology been out there?



          4   A.  When was it invented?



          5   Q.  How long has it been in widespread use?



          6                           MR. WILSON:  Objection.  Form.



          7                           THE WITNESS:  Many years.  I don't



          8       remember off the top of my head exactly what year, but it's



          9       been around for a while.



         10       BY MR. ARGENTI:



         11   Q.  Was it in widespread use prior to 2012?



         12                           MR. WILSON:  Objection.  Form.



         13                           THE WITNESS:  I'll have to check on that.



         14       I don't recall.



         15       BY MR. ARGENTI:



         16   Q.  In those projects that you mentioned that you and your



         17       students have utilized QR code technology, why did QR codes



         18       make sense in those applications?



         19   A.  That's a really broad question.  It depends on the



         20       application and it depends on what the students were doing



         21       and what the application was used for.  I can't give you a --



         22       give you a complete answer, but I can give you some examples.



         23             I mean, so generally, I think QR codes are used when



         24       you will, like, users that come -- users that you don't know



         25       of, you like to communicate something to them, right?  So an
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          1       example, you might have a QR code in a magazine where people



          2       can take out their phones, use their camera to go to a URL or



          3       at a restaurant, everyone knows about that, right?  At a



          4       restaurant, you can pull out your phone and you can use your



          5       camera to look at the menu at the restaurant.



          6             So it's really more for the purpose of one-to-many



          7       communication where you really don't know who are the



          8       intended recipients, so anybody could just come and pull out



          9       their camera.  And it's also typically for in person meaning



         10       that you have to physically be there to use your camera to



         11       use it to scan the QR code.



         12   Q.  I am familiar with the restaurant example that you gave, but



         13       I also think of using a QR code when I go to the movies and



         14       my movie ticket is in QR code form.  Have you ever done that?



         15   A.  I don't go to movie theaters anymore.  I have to be honest



         16       with you.  I used to, but I -- but that's possible.  I don't



         17       disagree with you.



         18   Q.  QR codes aren't limited to that one-to-many form of



         19       communication that you mentioned, right?  It can also be used



         20       to communicate a particular piece of information on a



         21       one-to-one basis, right?



         22   A.  So I mean, again, like when you ask to explain when QR codes



         23       are used, I said, Well, that's a broad question, so I gave



         24       you some examples.  I think it is possible to use QR codes



         25       for one-to-one communication, but in the movie theatre
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          1       example that you gave me, it's the movie theatre system, the



          2       web page or the web application that you went and you bought



          3       the movie ticket that gave you the QR code.  It wasn't like



          4       you went and took your movie ticket and turned it into a QR



          5       code.  But could QR code be used for one to one, yes.  In



          6       certain situations it makes sense, but not in all situations.



          7   Q.  How long does it take to encode information as a QR code?



          8   A.  You mean by a user?



          9   Q.  I'm not sure what the distinction is there.



         10   A.  So let's say -- let's go -- I mean, so are you saying, for



         11       example, I get my movie ticket and it says, You're in Row C,



         12       Seat 14, and I want to take that information and encode it as



         13       a QR code as a user?



         14   Q.  Well, typically this is done automatically through software,



         15       right?  I'm not suggesting that a user is sitting down with a



         16       pencil and paper and drawing up a QR code.



         17   A.  Well, that's what I'm asking.  I don't know, when you say how



         18       long it takes to --



         19   Q.  So the server for the movie company ticketing system there



         20       has the user's -- the data for the user's ticket with a row



         21       and seat assignment, the date of the movie, the theatre



         22       number.



         23             How long does it take the server to convert that into a



         24       QR code?



         25   A.  I mean, I wouldn't be able to give you an answer because I







�

                                                                       28







          1       don't know what server we're talking about.  I don't know



          2       what QR code we're creating, but in the -- in the context of



          3       the opinions that I provided in this case, my understanding



          4       is that the -- my understanding is that the Stafford



          5       reference that Dr. Shamos has opined about, being able to



          6       provide QR codes, my understanding is that Stafford doesn't



          7       talk about creating QR codes.  He doesn't have that



          8       capability.



          9             And my understanding is that what Dr. Shamos



         10       essentially is opining is that a user would take the



         11       information that comes from Stafford, the sig ID 1 and sig



         12       ID 2, and would create those QR codes manually, and so I



         13       would opine that that would be nonsensical to me.



         14   Q.  What do you mean by "create those QR codes manually?"



         15   A.  Well, I mean that the user would have to create them.  So the



         16       user would have to go figure out how to create a QR code.



         17       They may have to download some software or they may have to



         18       use -- find some web application, some kind of application



         19       that would allow them to create the QR code because Stafford



         20       doesn't talk about creating QR codes.



         21   Q.  Let's turn to Paragraph 42 of your declaration, please.



         22   A.  Okay.



         23   Q.  This is under the heading "Claim Construction," right?



         24   A.  Yes.



         25   Q.  And you say that you have not been asked to provide an
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          1       opinion on the construction of the following claim terms,



          2       correct?



          3   A.  Yes.



          4   Q.  And you go on to say that you have been asked to review the



          5       Board's constructions in the institution decisions and apply



          6       them in your analysis, right?



          7   A.  Yes.



          8   Q.  So you are not providing any opinion about the proper



          9       construction of the terms of the challenged patents.  Do I



         10       have that right?



         11   A.  In this proceeding at this time, I'm just applying the



         12       Board's construction of those terms.



         13   Q.  And in your opinions, you have not applied any constructions



         14       beyond the Board's constructions that you identify in the



         15       claim construction section of the declaration.



         16             Do I have that right?



         17   A.  I have not offered any constructions of the terms.  I've just



         18       applied the Board's construction.



         19   Q.  You haven't offered any constructions nor have you applied



         20       any other constructions beyond the Board's constructions; is



         21       that right?



         22   A.  Yes.  I have not applied any other construction beyond what



         23       the Board has construed.



         24   Q.  So you are not applying any constructions that have been



         25       provided by Cortex, correct?
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          1   A.  Yes, I'm not.



          2   Q.  And you are also not applying any constructions that have



          3       been proposed by Visa beyond what the Board addressed in the



          4       institution decision, right?



          5   A.  Yes.  As I say, I think clearly in this paragraph, I'm



          6       applying the Board's construction as to these terms.



          7   Q.  Let's take out the '531 patent, please.  It's Exhibit 1001.



          8   A.  Okay.



          9   Q.  Turn to Claim 1.



         10   A.  Okay.



         11   Q.  Claim 1 recites a computer-implemented method comprising, and



         12       then it has a number of steps, right?



         13   A.  Yes.



         14   Q.  And it lists, if I count them, seven steps, correct?



         15   A.  Yes, it has seven elements.



         16   Q.  And if we look at the third step, that's the generating step.



         17       Do you see that?



         18   A.  I see the generating limitation, yes.



         19   Q.  Can you read that generating limitation for me, please.



         20   A.  Sure.  It says, "Generating by a processor of the over



         21       engine, an over file comprising a virtual representation of



         22       the credential that has been verified by an issuing agency to



         23       be an official representation of the credential based on the



         24       information associated with the credential of the user."



         25   Q.  Do you have an understanding of what the term "comprising"







�

                                                                       31







          1       means in a patent claim?



          2   A.  Yes.  I'm not an attorney, but I have an understanding.



          3   Q.  What is that understanding?



          4   A.  My understanding is that it needs to have that limitation,



          5       but it can have other -- it can have other features or



          6       elements as well.



          7   Q.  So when Claim 1 here recites, "Generating by a processor of



          8       the over engine an over file comprising a virtual



          9       representation," and then it goes on, is it your



         10       understanding that the over file is limited to the virtual



         11       representation?



         12   A.  I think, as the claim says, "An over file comprising,"



         13       meaning that it needs to have, "a virtual representation of



         14       the credential that has been verified by an issuing agency to



         15       be an official representation of the credential."



         16   Q.  So the over file needs to have that virtual representation



         17       that has been verified, but that's -- the over file isn't



         18       limited to only having that virtual representation, right?



         19   A.  So again, I've applied the course construction, what these



         20       things mean, like over file, but my understanding is that an



         21       over file, you know, needs to have a virtual representation



         22       as we talked about of the credential, the rest of the



         23       limitation, but it can have other elements, other features as



         24       well.



         25   Q.  What's your understanding of what the term "virtual
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          1       representation" means in the context of these claims?



          2   A.  Well, I have applied the plain and ordinary meaning of that.



          3       I don't think virtual representation itself was construed, so



          4       I've applied the plain and ordinary meaning of it.



          5   Q.  And what does that mean when you're looking at that in the



          6       context of the claims?



          7   A.  It's a representation that is virtual, that, you know, for



          8       example, could be -- you know, it would be something that is,



          9       for example, digital.



         10   Q.  I was going to ask you if you thought "virtual" meant



         11       electronic, but it sounds like that's similar --



         12   A.  Yeah, electronic, sure.  I mean, that would be at least one



         13       aspect of it.



         14   Q.  And then the representation part of that term, are there any



         15       particular requirements on what something needs to be a



         16       representation of something else?



         17   A.  I -- you know, I haven't offered an opinion about that.  I've



         18       applied the plain and ordinary meaning of it.



         19   Q.  Does the representation in the claims have to depict the



         20       credential?



         21   A.  I would have to think about it.  This is not something that



         22       I've offered an opinion about.



         23   Q.  So that's not something you considered when putting your



         24       declaration together?



         25   A.  No, I didn't say that.  I mean, I applied the plain and
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          1       ordinary meaning of it, but it sounds like you're asking me



          2       to now construe some of these terms and I haven't construed



          3       them, as I already said in my report.  And so I'm not ready



          4       to offer a construction for some of these terms, you know, in



          5       real time without really thinking about them.



          6   Q.  I'm not asking for a construction, Dr. Malek.  I'm asking for



          7       your understanding of what the claim term requires or does



          8       not require as you were performing your analysis.



          9             So again, does the term "representation" require a



         10       depiction of the credential?



         11                           MR. WILSON:  Objection.  Form.



         12                           THE WITNESS:  I think, you know,



         13       representation has a plain and ordinary meaning and that's



         14       what I've applied.  I'm not ready to construe something on



         15       the fly without really thinking it through and it's not



         16       something that I've offered an opinion about in my report.



         17       BY MR. ARGENTI:



         18   Q.  So you do not have an opinion whether a representation



         19       requires a depiction of the credential; is that correct?



         20   A.  As I said, I've applied the course construction for the terms



         21       that they construed, and for the remaining claim terms, I've



         22       applied the plain and ordinary meaning of it.  I'm not ready



         23       to construe any terms on the fly today without really



         24       thinking it through.



         25   Q.  So you also don't have an opinion about whether the
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          1       representation must take any particular format in order to be



          2       a representation; is that right?



          3   A.  I'm not ready to construe that term without spending



          4       sufficient time thinking about it in light of the -- all the



          5       disclosures in the patent.



          6   Q.  And you also don't have an opinion about whether the virtual



          7       representation has to be derived from the user's credential;



          8       is that right?



          9                           MR. WILSON:  Objection.  Form.



         10                           THE WITNESS:  Well, the claims required



         11       the over file that is generated to be generated based on the



         12       information associated with the credential of the user.



         13       That's a limitation of the claim.



         14       BY MR. ARGENTI:



         15   Q.  So let's look at that limitation at the end of the generating



         16       step where it says, "Based on the information associated with



         17       the credential of the user."



         18             What's your understanding of what has to be based on



         19       the information associated with the credential of the user?



         20   A.  My understanding is that the generation of the over file



         21       should be based on the information associated with the



         22       credential of the user.



         23   Q.  Would a POSA reading this claim understand that the virtual



         24       representation has to be based on the information associated



         25       with the credential of the user?
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          1   A.  Well, the court construed the term "over file" to mean



          2       encompass -- the court construed that to encompass a virtual



          3       representation of one or more credentials to be used for



          4       verification of those credentials, and the claims require --



          5       and the claim requires generating that over file, which



          6       encompasses a virtual representation of one or more



          7       credentials to be used for verification of those credentials,



          8       to be based on the information associated with the credential



          9       of the user.



         10   Q.  Right.  And you've testified here today that the over file



         11       isn't limited to the virtual representation.  It could have



         12       other things in the over file and still satisfy the claim.



         13             So my question is:  Does the virtual representation



         14       need to be based on the information associated with the



         15       credential of the user?



         16   A.  (Witness reviewing document.)  Well, I think in light of the



         17       Board's construction, I think the Board construed over file



         18       to be a virtual representation of one or more credentials to



         19       be used for verification of those credentials.  This



         20       limitation requires the -- the over file which is the virtual



         21       representation of one or more credentials to be used for



         22       verification of those credentials to be based on the



         23       information associated -- to be based -- yeah, to be



         24       generated and based on the information associated with the



         25       credential of the user.
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          1   Q.  Dr. Malek, you just took almost five minutes to consider your



          2       response, but unfortunately I don't think you answered my



          3       question.



          4             My question again is:  Would a POSA understand that the



          5       virtual representation itself must be based on the recited



          6       information associated with the credential?



          7                           MR. WILSON:  Objection.  Form.  And asked



          8       and answered.



          9                           THE WITNESS:  I answered that.  So as I



         10       said, the Board construed the term "over file" to be a



         11       virtual representation of one or more credentials to be used



         12       for verification of those credentials.  So a POSA would



         13       understand that this limitation requires, in light of that



         14       construction, to generate a virtual representation of one or



         15       more credentials that is to be used for verification of those



         16       credentials based on the information associated with the



         17       credential of the user.



         18       BY MR. ARGENTI:



         19   Q.  So then if I understand correctly, you're saying that yes, a



         20       POSA would understand that the claim requires to generate a



         21       virtual representation of one or more credentials that is to



         22       be used for verification of those credentials based on the



         23       information associated with the credential of the user; is



         24       that right?



         25   A.  That's what the court construed over file to be, yes.
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          1   Q.  So it's your understanding that based on the PTAB's



          2       construction in the institution decision, this claim does



          3       require that the virtual representation itself be based on



          4       the information associated with the credential of the user?



          5   A.  Well, the claim requires the over file and the over file was



          6       construed to be a virtual representation of one or more



          7       credentials to be used for verification of those credentials.



          8       So under that construction, the limitation requires



          9       generating the virtual representation of one or more



         10       credentials to be used for verification of those credentials



         11       to be generated based on the information associated with the



         12       credential of the user.



         13                           MR. ARGENTI:  We've been going a little



         14       over an hour.  Is it a good time to take a break, Dr. Malek?



         15                           THE WITNESS:  Sure.



         16                           MR. ARGENTI:  Why don't we take ten



         17       minutes and come back.  We could just say 9:10 Pacific Time.



         18       Does that work, seven minutes?



         19                           THE WITNESS:  Sure.



         20                                 (Recess 9:03-9:10.)



         21   



         22                         EXAMINATION (Continuing)



         23       BY MR. ARGENTI:



         24   Q.  Let's turn now to Paragraph 62 of your declaration, please.



         25       And again specifically, I'm referring to the '531 declaration
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          1       as we've been looking at, but I think the same Paragraph 62



          2       appears in all four of your declarations.



          3             In the second sentence of Paragraph 62, you say,



          4       "Verification indicates some kind of formal approval or



          5       confirmation by the issuing agency that what has been issued



          6       will act in place of the credential in the issuer's eyes when



          7       presented instead of the credential."



          8             Do you see that?



          9   A.  Yes.



         10   Q.  That's not just the plain and ordinary meaning of the word



         11       "verification," is it?



         12   A.  So this is -- this is not just understanding of what



         13       verification means.  This is the limitation that says



         14       verified by an issuing agency to be an official



         15       representation of the credential.



         16   Q.  Right.  And the claim doesn't require or recite -- strike



         17       that.



         18             The claim does not recite formal approval or



         19       confirmation, does it?



         20   A.  It doesn't use those words, but it does say -- it does say



         21       that the issuing agency verifying the virtual representation



         22       of the credential to be an official representation of the



         23       credential.



         24   Q.  So where did the words "formal approval or confirmation" come



         25       from?
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          1   A.  Well, I mean, the point that I'm making is that this is a



          2       limitation of this claim and Dr. Shamos basically glosses



          3       over it.  He just really doesn't identify anything in Oborne



          4       that indicates any kind of verification by an issuing agency.



          5             What I'm pointing out here is I know the claim actually



          6       requires verification by an issuing agency of the virtual



          7       representation of the credential to be an official



          8       representation of the credential and, you know, Dr. Shamos



          9       really points to nothing for that.



         10   Q.  And in making your distinction that Oborne doesn't disclose



         11       verification, you say, "the verification in the claims



         12       requires formal approval or confirmation," and my question is



         13       where do those words come from?



         14   A.  Well, I'm saying verification is something that can't be



         15       ignored.  It requires some kind of a check, some kind of an



         16       approval, kind of a confirmation of something to be true.



         17       And here, I'm just basically explaining, you know, a



         18       limitation that has been essentially, like I said, glossed



         19       over by Dr. Shamos.



         20   Q.  So now you've expanded your definition to three things, it



         21       sounds like, based on your last answer.  It could be some



         22       kind of a check, some kind of an approval or a confirmation.



         23             Are those three distinct things in your mind?



         24   A.  No, those are all, you know, possible ways of, you know,



         25       understanding, you know, verification and what it means.
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          1   Q.  So the verification could be checking.  Checking what?



          2   A.  So the limitation requires a virtual representation of the



          3       credential that has been verified by an issuing agency to be



          4       an official representation of the credential, so there is an



          5       actual limitation there.  There is -- you know, Dr. Shamos



          6       had to show that verification of the virtual representation



          7       of the credentials and he hasn't pointed to anything for



          8       that.



          9   Q.  Right.  But when you say he hasn't pointed to anything, what



         10       you're saying he has not pointed to a formal approval or



         11       confirmation?  That's what's right there in your declaration,



         12       right?



         13   A.  Well, he hasn't showed any formal verification, any kind of a



         14       check, any kind of a process where something is being



         15       evaluated, nothing really.



         16   Q.  Does the claim require a formal approval or confirmation?



         17   A.  The claim requires verification that the virtual



         18       representation of the credential is an official



         19       representation of the credential, so I think that's what the



         20       claim requires.



         21   Q.  It did not require formal approval or confirmation, correct?



         22   A.  The claim language does not use those words.  I'm providing



         23       what I understand a POSA would understand that to mean, that



         24       a POSA would understand verification to require some kind of



         25       a check, some kind of approval, something like that, right?
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          1       Dr. Shamos has pointed to nothing for that.



          2   Q.  When you refer to a formal approval or confirmation or a



          3       check by the issuing agency, does that need to be provided to



          4       someone to satisfy the claim?



          5   A.  I mean, I think the claim speaks for itself.  The claim says,



          6       "Generating by a processor of the over engine an over file



          7       comprising a virtual representation of the credential that



          8       has been verified by an issuing agency to be an official



          9       representation of the credential," and I think Dr. Shamos is



         10       only pointing to some disclosures in Oborne regarding



         11       generation of a token.  He's not pointing to anything in



         12       Oborne for the verification part of the limitation.



         13   Q.  There's nothing in the claim that requires sending a



         14       verification method to the user, is there?



         15   A.  The claim doesn't use the word "message" or "sending a



         16       message."



         17   Q.  So there's no requirement to send a message to the user or to



         18       the over engine, correct?



         19   A.  I mean, the claim could be met by potentially sending a



         20       message to perform verification, but, you know -- and I think



         21       the spec talks about that, but this limitation doesn't use



         22       the word "message" or "sending."



         23   Q.  In this portion of your declaration, you address Dr. Shamos's



         24       opinions regarding the embodiment of Oborne where an issuing



         25       agency like a bank generates the token, correct?
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          1   A.  What part are you referring to?



          2   Q.  So specifically Paragraphs 60, 61 and 62 of your declaration.



          3   A.  Okay.  I'm sorry.  What is the question?



          4   Q.  In these paragraphs, you address Dr. Shamos's opinions



          5       regarding the embodiment in Oborne where an issuing agency



          6       like a bank generates the token, right?



          7   A.  I understand that that is the Oborne embodiment that



          8       Dr. Shamos is opining about, yes.



          9   Q.  And in your opinion, even when it's the user's bank that



         10       issues the token, that would not involve the claimed



         11       verification; is that right?



         12   A.  My understanding is that Dr. Shamos has identified this



         13       corner case in Oborne where he's saying that the bank and the



         14       token server are the same thing, so the bank is the one that



         15       operates the token server and then he's saying in this corner



         16       case, this limitation of the claim essentially doesn't



         17       matter.  He doesn't point to anything for that.  He just says



         18       it's met.



         19   Q.  And it's your opinion that it's not met in that embodiment of



         20       Oborne, right?



         21   A.  So yes, my understanding is that Oborne doesn't talk about



         22       verification, and Figure 5 of Oborne is -- I think is the



         23       place where it describes how the -- you know, the token is



         24       generated.  And there is no disclosure in Oborne that that



         25       corner case that Dr. Shamos is talking about would not follow
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          1       the same process as described in Figure 5 of Oborne.  And



          2       when you look at Figure 5, as I've already described in my



          3       report, clearly there is no verification happening.



          4   Q.  So then in your view, when Oborne talks about the bank



          5       issuing the token, the token hasn't been verified; is that



          6       right?



          7             Actually, let me strike that one.



          8             Is it your understanding then that Oborne is teaching



          9       an approach where the bank's token server issues the



         10       requested token without knowing whether the corresponding



         11       account is real?



         12                           MR. WILSON:  Objection.  Form.



         13                           THE WITNESS:  I don't really know what



         14       you're asking me about.  I mean, I don't think -- I don't



         15       know -- what part of my report are you questioning me about?



         16       BY MR. ARGENTI:



         17   Q.  Paragraphs 60, 61 and 62 where you take issue with



         18       Dr. Shamos's citation to Oborne for this element.



         19   A.  Okay.  I mean, in these sections, I don't think it talks



         20       about the user account.  Where am I talking about an account



         21       at a bank?



         22   Q.  So you understand that the -- that Oborne discloses that the



         23       token corresponds to a source of funds, right?



         24   A.  I understand that a token may be provided by the credentials



         25       funding source which could be a bank that issued the credit
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          1       card.



          2   Q.  Right.  And so my question is:  Is it your understanding of



          3       this relevant part of Oborne that it's teaching an approach



          4       where the bank's token server issues the requested token



          5       without whether knowing whether that credit card account is



          6       real?



          7                           MR. WILSON:  Objection.  Form.



          8                           THE WITNESS:  I think what I'm saying is



          9       that Dr. Shamos is basically pointing to nothing in Oborne



         10       that shows that the -- that shows that, as part of the



         11       process of generating a token, any kind of verification is



         12       done to show that the token is an official representation.



         13       BY MR. ARGENTI:



         14   Q.  Would a POSA reading Oborne understand it to teach a bank



         15       issuing a token for a credit card account held at the bank



         16       without the bank knowing that the credit card account isn't



         17       real?



         18                           MR. WILSON:  Objection.  Form.



         19                           THE WITNESS:  I mean, I don't think the



         20       words "real" or anything like that shows up in the claim



         21       language here.  The claim requires a virtual representation



         22       of the credential to be verified by an issuing agency to be



         23       an official representation of the credential and Dr. Shamos



         24       is pointing to nothing for that limitation.



         25       BY MR. ARGENTI:
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          1   Q.  I understand that's your opinion that Dr. Shamos is pointing



          2       to nothing, and if that's your sole opinion, that's fine.  We



          3       can just establish that and maybe we can move on.  If you



          4       have no other opinions about how a POSA would interpret these



          5       teachings of Oborne, that's fine.



          6             Do you have an opinion as to whether a POSA would



          7       interpret Oborne as teaching a bank issuing a credit card



          8       token without knowing whether the credit card is real?



          9   A.  I think a POSA would read Oborne, would look at Figure 5 and



         10       realize that Oborne does not do any verification of the token



         11       when it's being generated.



         12   Q.  So then a POSA, in your view, would understand OSA- -- or,



         13       sorry, Oborne as teaching that a bank gets a token request



         14       from an account holder, purportedly identifying an account at



         15       the bank and sends the token back whether -- regardless of



         16       whether the account actually exists?



         17                           MR. WILSON:  Objection.  Form.



         18                           THE WITNESS:  Like I said, my opinion is



         19       that Dr. Shamos has pointed to nothing in Oborne that shows



         20       any verification of what he's pointing to for over file.



         21       He's pointing to the token and the token is not verified and,



         22       you know, he -- my understanding is that he has no basis for



         23       saying that Oborne meets the limitation of verification of



         24       the -- of the over file being verified by an issuing agency



         25       to be official representation of the credential.
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          1       BY MR. ARGENTI:



          2   Q.  So to be clear, you do not have an opinion as to whether a



          3       POSA would find this limitation in Oborne?



          4                           MR. WILSON:  Objection.  Form.



          5                           THE WITNESS:  I mean, I have an opinion.



          6       My opinion is that Oborne does not disclose verification of



          7       the -- of the token, and a POSA would understand that from



          8       reading it and Dr. Shamos has pointed to nothing for that



          9       verification limitation.



         10       BY MR. ARGENTI:



         11   Q.  So then it is your opinion that a POSA would understand



         12       Oborne to teach a bank issuing a token regardless of whether



         13       it knows that there's an underlying account?



         14                           MR. WILSON:  Objection.  Form.



         15                           THE WITNESS:  As I said, Oborne, in my



         16       review of Oborne, there is no disclosure of any verification



         17       of the token that is generated and I said that Dr. Shamos has



         18       pointed to nothing for that.



         19       BY MR. ARGENTI:



         20   Q.  So your interpretation of Oborne is that it does describe a



         21       bank issuing a token purportedly connected to a credit card



         22       without verifying whether that credit card account exists.



         23             That's your understanding of Oborne?



         24                           MR. WILSON:  Objection.  Form.



         25                           THE WITNESS:  My understanding of Oborne
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          1       is what I've laid out in my report.  So looking at Figure 5



          2       of Oborne, it shows the data flow diagram of how it works



          3       and, as I've highlighted here, you know, client provides



          4       certain inputs to token server.  Token server extracts that



          5       data that -- those inputs and generates the token and there



          6       is no verification done anywhere in Oborne with respect to



          7       the process of generating a token.



          8       BY MR. ARGENTI:



          9   Q.  And in your interpretation, does that mean that when the



         10       token server is maintained by a bank, the bank issues the



         11       token without knowledge of whether there's an underlying



         12       account?



         13                           MR. WILSON:  Objection.  Form.



         14                           THE WITNESS:  I think your question is



         15       really broad.  Now you're asking me about a bank.  Like what



         16       bank are we talking about?  I'm talking about Oborne.



         17             So in Oborne, which is a prior art that Dr. Shamos has



         18       used in offering his opinions, there is no verification of



         19       the token that is generated.



         20       BY MR. ARGENTI:



         21   Q.  If it helps, we can use the term "funding source" instead of



         22       bank.  Would that help clarify my question?



         23   A.  I mean, I think it's better to use Oborne because that's the



         24       reference.  A funding source or bank has meaning outside of



         25       Oborne, so now we don't know which bank or funding source.
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          1   Q.  Well, Oborne uses the word "funding source," right, and it



          2       talks about a credit card.  Do you have an understanding of



          3       whether that funding source is a bank?



          4   A.  I think -- yeah, I think even Oborne mentions bank, but in



          5       Oborne as a reference, from front to back you read it, there



          6       is no mention of verification of a token that is generated in



          7       Oborne.



          8   Q.  So again, in the embodiment that you understand Dr. Shamos is



          9       relying on where the token server is managed by the funding



         10       source, which can be a bank, it's your interpretation that



         11       Oborne describes the bank issuing a token without knowing



         12       whether there's a valid, underlying account.



         13             That's your interpretation, right?



         14                           MR. WILSON:  Objection.  Form.



         15                           THE WITNESS:  My understanding of Oborne,



         16       as I've laid out in my report, is that it generates a token



         17       without performing a verification on that token and



         18       Dr. Shamos has pointed to nothing for that limitation.



         19       BY MR. ARGENTI:



         20   Q.  And you do not have any further understanding of Oborne as to



         21       whether the bank has knowledge of whether the token is



         22       connected to a valid underlying account when it issues the



         23       token; is that right?



         24   A.  I'm not offering new opinions on the fly.  My opinion is that



         25       in Oborne, there is no disclosure of a verification of a
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          1       token that Dr. Shamos has pointed to.



          2   Q.  If a user is requesting a token from their bank, they would



          3       want assurances that the token the bank provides is properly



          4       linked to the user's account, right?



          5                           MR. WILSON:  Objection.  Form.



          6                           THE WITNESS:  Are we talking about



          7       Oborne?



          8       BY MR. ARGENTI:



          9   Q.  Yes.



         10   A.  I don't think Oborne talks about what a user wants in that



         11       sense.



         12   Q.  Does Oborne talk about the user obtaining a token for the



         13       purchase of making subsequent payments?



         14   A.  Oborne talks about using tokens for payment -- yes, for



         15       making payments.



         16   Q.  And in order to achieve that goal of Oborne, it would be



         17       desirable for the token that is provided to be properly



         18       linked to the user's payment account, correct?



         19                           MR. WILSON:  Objection.  Form.



         20                           THE WITNESS:  I don't know what you mean



         21       by "linked" exactly.



         22       BY MR. ARGENTI:



         23   Q.  Well, earlier today, you directed me to the database of



         24       tables that Oborne describes, right?



         25   A.  Yes.
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          1   Q.  And in that database, a user's account, such as a credit



          2       card, is linked to a token, correct?



          3   A.  I'll have to look at the database structure again.



          4                           MR. WILSON:  Form.



          5                           THE WITNESS:  Would you like me to pull



          6       up Oborne and look at it?



          7       BY MR. ARGENTI:



          8   Q.  Sure.



          9   A.  So the user's table doesn't have the credit card -- the



         10       credit card field.



         11   Q.  You're aware that Dr. Shamos cited an XML example for the



         12       token data structure, right?



         13   A.  Yes, I think I remember that.



         14   Q.  And the token data structure contains a funding source



         15       account number, right?



         16   A.  I'll have to check that.



         17   Q.  Sure.



         18   A.  So I think the token data structure that he has pointed to,



         19       there are multiple accounts.



         20   Q.  Okay.  And so the token, you would agree, is linked to at



         21       least one funding source account, correct?  That's how the



         22       token is used to make subsequent purchases, right?



         23   A.  I mean, token seems to be somehow associated with funding



         24       sources.



         25   Q.  So then I'll go back to my earlier question about, given that
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          1       it is a goal of Oborne to provide a token for the purchase of



          2       making subsequent payments, it would be desirable for the



          3       token that is provided to be properly associated to at least



          4       one user payment account, correct?



          5                           MR. WILSON:  Objection.  Form.



          6                           THE WITNESS:  I haven't offered an



          7       opinion about that.  I don't know.  Possibly.



          8       BY MR. ARGENTI:



          9   Q.  If the token wasn't properly associated with a user account,



         10       that could lead to customer frustration when the user later



         11       tries to use the token for a purchase, right?



         12   A.  I would have to look at Oborne to see all the different ways



         13       it talks about tokens.  I don't recall right now off the top



         14       of my head if it talks about situations where you can have a



         15       token that hasn't been associated with an account yet.



         16             It is possible in -- what I do remember is that it's



         17       possible in Oborne to have a token associated with an account



         18       that has no funds in it which, you know, would -- I guess



         19       would -- is one issue, but whether a token can exist without



         20       being associated with a funding source, I have to read it to



         21       be able to give you an opinion on it.



         22   Q.  Let's turn to Paragraph 83 of your declaration, please.



         23   A.  Okay.



         24   Q.  In this paragraph, you cite five examples of what Oborne



         25       calls additional security, correct?
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          1   A.  Yes.



          2   Q.  Each of those five examples comes from Oborne Paragraph 26,



          3       right?



          4   A.  I believe so.



          5   Q.  These five examples of additional security would involve the



          6       token server in Oborne, right?



          7                           MR. WILSON:  Objection.  Form.



          8                           THE WITNESS:  I'm not really sure if they



          9       all involve the token server.  Some -- I mean, these are all



         10       different security layers that are in Oborne.  I don't think



         11       it discusses in detail exactly where they're implemented.



         12       BY MR. ARGENTI:



         13   Q.  So if we look at the first example that you have, the first



         14       example is requiring a user to provide a user name and



         15       payment password to activate a payment token, right?



         16   A.  Yes.



         17   Q.  And so do I have it right that you are not sure whether that



         18       function is performed by the token server described in



         19       Oborne?



         20                           MR. WILSON:  Objection.  Form.



         21                           THE WITNESS:  So the -- yeah, I think



         22       several components could be involved in this.  So the user



         23       obviously is not providing the user name and password



         24       directly into the token server.  They're probably providing



         25       it on some kind of a client web application or mobile
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          1       application.  And I mean, I would have to look at the



          2       reference in detail to be able to tell you exactly what --



          3       what components would be involved and to what extent Oborne



          4       talks about that.



          5       BY MR. ARGENTI:



          6   Q.  Why don't we take a look at Figure 7A of Oborne.



          7   A.  Okay.



          8   Q.  And this is -- Oborne says this is a token-based purchase



          9       transaction execution example, right?  Do you see that in the



         10       bottom right of the figure?



         11   A.  Yes.



         12   Q.  And if we look at Element 711, that's user authenticated,



         13       question mark, right?



         14   A.  Yes.



         15   Q.  And that step happens at the token server, right?



         16   A.  This step happens in the token server, yes, in this



         17       embodiment.



         18   Q.  Right.  So Oborne is describing that the user authentication



         19       is performed by the token server in this embodiment, correct?



         20   A.  Yes, to check to see whether the user's authenticated as done



         21       here.



         22   Q.  And so then if we go back to those five examples of



         23       additional security that you have in Paragraph 83, each of



         24       those is a form of user authentication, correct?



         25   A.  These are all different forms of authentication, but -- I
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          1       mean, the actual authentication could be done somewhere else,



          2       but the check that that 711 that we saw, that check, that



          3       kind of question mark, that verification, according to this



          4       figure on this embodiment, is on a token server.



          5   Q.  Does Oborne disclose user authentication taking place



          6       anywhere other than at the token server?



          7   A.  I'll have to read the -- I can't answer that off the top of



          8       my head.  I have to review Oborne.



          9   Q.  Okay.



         10   A.  Do you want me to review it?



         11   Q.  Yes.



         12   A.  Okay.  If it's okay, I'll pull up the electronic copy so I



         13       can go through it.



         14   Q.  Okay.



         15   A.  So I'm looking at Paragraph 26, and if you look at some of



         16       the other examples of authentication that he has like later



         17       on, it talks about authentication chips.  So an example, it



         18       says, "Thus, in order to make purchase with a payment token,



         19       in some implementations, the user may be required to present



         20       the payment token physical cart to the authentication chip



         21       disposing communication with the client before the user can



         22       make a purchase order using the token."  That to me doesn't



         23       sound like it's happening on the token server; that seems to



         24       be happening maybe at the point of sales or something like



         25       that.
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          1             When I look at Paragraph 30, when it's talking about



          2       "verify chat," it talks about how, in some implementations,



          3       the customer service representative, example, an agent, like



          4       a human, may manually determine the authenticity of the user



          5       using the video of the user.  Again, I don't think that's



          6       happening on the token server.



          7   Q.  But wouldn't the agent need to then communicate with the



          8       token server to let the token server know that the user has



          9       been authenticated?



         10   A.  Possibly, yeah.  I would have to read in more detail, but



         11       that's plausible.



         12   Q.  If the token server is what processes the token transaction,



         13       including performing user authorization, it's going to need



         14       to receive confirmation from that agent and ultimately the



         15       token server is what will determine whether the user is



         16       authenticated, correct?



         17                           MR. WILSON:  Objection.  Form.



         18                           THE WITNESS:  So Paragraph 54 says, "In



         19       some implementations, the token server may determine whether



         20       the user token is authenticated."  So that suggests to me



         21       that in other implementations, the token server may not



         22       determine that.  I don't know.  I mean, basically, I would



         23       have to read Oborne to be able to give you kind of a complete



         24       answer whether token server is the only place where



         25       authentication is happening.
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          1       BY MR. ARGENTI:



          2   Q.  But the user authentication is at least an example of how



          3       Oborne says to -- sorry.  Strike that question.



          4             Let's go back to those five examples in Paragraph 83 of



          5       your declaration.



          6   A.  Okay.



          7   Q.  Each of these five examples is concerned with ensuring that



          8       the correct user is utilizing the token, right?



          9   A.  These are all authenticating the user to some extent, yes.



         10   Q.  Let's turn to Paragraph 86, please, on the next page.



         11   A.  Okay.



         12   Q.  In this paragraph, in the first sentence you say:  "Fourth,



         13       given that Dr. Shamos opines that this problem had already



         14       been solved using a different technique," and then you have a



         15       few lines of text and at the end of the sentence you say,



         16       "Dr. Shamos failed to explain why it would have been routine



         17       to implement a different technique to solve this problem."



         18             Do you see that?



         19   A.  Yes.



         20   Q.  My question is:  What were you referring to when you say



         21       "this problem?"



         22   A.  Well, I'm referring to Dr. Shamos's essentially Paragraph 241



         23       where he briefly talks about some kind of a hypothetical



         24       problem that he creates with respect to unofficial forged or



         25       altered tokens in the marketplace.  And he says, with respect
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          1       to this problem, it would have been routine to solve it, you



          2       know, using the -- you know, the issuer basically verifying



          3       that the tokens that are being generated.



          4   Q.  Where does he say with "respect to this problem?"



          5   A.  I thought you were asking me -- I thought you were asking me



          6       what this problem is referring to.  I was referring to these



          7       declarations.  So he has a -- he has a section earlier in his



          8       report where he says, in 1967, the problem of whether



          9       credentials are essentially valid or not was solved by the



         10       presenter of the credential furnishing additional information



         11       prove that they are the person named in the credential, and



         12       then he presents essentially the same problem later on in



         13       Paragraph 241 when he's talking about tokens, but he seems to



         14       kind of skip over or forget about the solutions that he had



         15       proposed earlier in his report.



         16   Q.  So in Paragraph 241 of Dr. Shamos's declaration where he



         17       says, "The existence of unofficial forged or altered tokens



         18       in the marketplace would create problems for both issuers and



         19       users," is that what you were just referring to?



         20   A.  Yes.



         21   Q.  So he says it would create problems.  He uses it as a plural,



         22       and then we get to your declaration, for example, in



         23       Paragraph 86, and you refer to this problem in the singular.



         24       Is that a particular problem that you're referring to?



         25   A.  Where does he -- sorry, I have to look up his -- I have to
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          1       pull up his report to know exactly what he said.  I'm just



          2       looking at my own report right now.



          3   Q.  Oh, sure.  Go ahead.  Do you have a copy of Dr. Shamos's



          4       report on hand?



          5   A.  I don't.  I mean, I have it on my computer, so I can pull it



          6       up here.



          7   Q.  And just for the record, because I think Dr. Shamos did not



          8       make things as convenient for everyone and his paragraph



          9       numbering might not be the same from IPR to IPR, are you



         10       referring to Exhibit 1005 from the 531 IPR?



         11   A.  Yes.



         12   Q.  Okay.



         13   A.  Right.  So in Paragraph 118, he says -- one of the problems



         14       that he's talking about is that digital -- he says, "A



         15       digital credential can easily be copied, forged or altered,



         16       and then he says, and it's difficult to issue a challenge to



         17       remote network user to prove that they are the person named



         18       in the credential."



         19             And then in Paragraph 120, he says, "A solution to



         20       No. 2" -- which is what we just discussed.  "A solution to 2



         21       is to require the presenter of the credential to furnish



         22       additional information to prove that they are the person



         23       named in the credential.  This protects against credentials



         24       being copied or stolen.  And then he says, In the banking



         25       industry, this was done starting in 1967 by requiring the
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          1       user to enter a PIN at an ATM machine."



          2   Q.  So specific problem you were just referring to there is the



          3       problem of ensuring that the correct user is using the



          4       credential, right?



          5   A.  Well, the problem is what he already said in Paragraph 118,



          6       which is that a digital credential can be easily copied,



          7       forged or altered, and then he's presenting a solution to



          8       that, to verify the identity of -- of the user to supposedly



          9       solve that problem.



         10   Q.  And again, if we look back at Paragraph 86 of your



         11       declaration, that's what you're quoting from Dr. Shamos is



         12       the portion of his declaration where he's talking about



         13       requiring "the presenter of the credential to furnish



         14       additional information to prove they are the person named in



         15       the credential," right?



         16                           MR. WILSON:  Objection.  Form.



         17                           THE WITNESS:  I don't -- I don't see.



         18       Can you point me to it again?



         19       BY MR. ARGENTI:



         20   Q.  In Paragraph 86 of your declaration starting in the third



         21       line --



         22   A.  Uh-huh.



         23   Q.  -- where -- and I believe -- when I say "quote," I believe



         24       you're quoting from Dr. Shamos's declaration, but you are



         25       referring to Dr. Shamos's declaration, discussion of







�

                                                                       60







          1       "requiring the presenter of the credential to furnish



          2       additional information to prove that they are the person



          3       named in the credential"?



          4   A.  Yes.



          5   Q.  Okay.  So that's the problem that you are referring to there



          6       and that is a problem of ensuring that the correct user is



          7       using the credential, right?



          8                           MR. WILSON:  Objection.  Mischaracterizes



          9       testimony.



         10                           THE WITNESS:  No.  So I'm basically



         11       pointing out what Dr. Shamos has testified.  So in



         12       Paragraph 118 of his declaration, he says, "A challenge or



         13       problem was that additional credential can easily be copied,



         14       forged or altered."  And then in Paragraph 124 -- sorry, 120



         15       of his report, he's presenting a solution to that problem,



         16       and his solution, as he understands it, "was available" from



         17       19- -- "since 1967 was for the presenter of the credential to



         18       furnish additional information, such as like a PIN, PIN card



         19       or PIN, or an ATM card at an ATM machine to prove that they



         20       are the person named in the credential."



         21       BY MR. ARGENTI:



         22   Q.  But he's more specific about the problem in Paragraph 118



         23       than you're giving him credit for by selectively reading,



         24       right?



         25   A.  No, I'm just simply reading to help the court reporter.
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          1   Q.  Right.  He actually says, "A digital credential can be easily



          2       copied, forged or altered and it is difficult to issue a



          3       challenge to a remote network user to prove that they are the



          4       person named in the credential."



          5             That's what he says, right?



          6   A.  Yeah.  I mean, that's one problem that he's describing there,



          7       right?



          8   Q.  Right.  And elsewhere we saw that he says there are multiple



          9       problems that could arise and that's one specific problem



         10       that he's addressing right there, right?



         11                           MR. WILSON:  Objection.  Form.



         12                           THE WITNESS:  That's not what he says.  I



         13       mean, literally he says a solution to two and two is what we



         14       just read.  I think his declaration's pretty clear as to what



         15       he's talking about.



         16       BY MR. ARGENTI:



         17   Q.  Right, and in Paragraph 241 that you already referred me to,



         18       he says, "The existence of unofficial, forged or altered



         19       tokens in the marketplace would create problems for both



         20       issuers and users," correct?



         21   A.  Right.  And in Paragraph 118, he's talking about multiple



         22       problems.  He's saying a digital credential can easily be



         23       copied, one problem; forged, second problem, or altered,



         24       third problem.  And then he says it's difficult to issue a



         25       challenge to a remote network user to prove that they are the
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          1       person named in the credential.  And then in Paragraph 120,



          2       he presents his understanding of the solution since 1967.



          3   Q.  Right.  And in Paragraph 241, he likewise identifies multiple



          4       problems when he says the existence of unofficial -- that's



          5       one problem; forged -- that's another problem; or altered



          6       tokens.



          7             That's a third problem that he talks about there,



          8       right?



          9   A.  Yes.  So in Paragraph 241, it says, "The existence of



         10       unofficial, forged or altered tokens in the marketplace would



         11       create problems for both issuers and users."



         12   Q.  The problem of ensuring that the right user is using a



         13       credential is a different problem than ensuring that a token



         14       legitimately represents a particular credential, correct?



         15   A.  So are you disagreeing with what Dr. Shamos has testified



         16       because he has said that that is a solution to that problem.



         17   Q.  Can you answer my question, please?



         18   A.  So that's not an opinion that I've provided.  I've just



         19       stated the opinions that Dr. Shamos has provided.  According



         20       to Dr. Shamos, the problem of unofficial, forged or altered



         21       tokens in the marketplace is solved since 1967 by requiring



         22       the presenter of the credential to furnish additional



         23       information to prove that they are the person named in the



         24       credential.



         25                           MR. ARGENTI:  Why don't we take another
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          1       break.  Should we do five minutes, ten minutes, Dr. Malek?



          2                           THE WITNESS:  That's good.  Thank you.



          3                                 (Recess 10:09-10:21.)



          4   



          5                         EXAMINATION (Continuing)



          6       BY MR. ARGENTI:



          7   Q.  Let's turn to Paragraph 101 of your 531 declaration, please.



          8       This is where you discuss Claim 2.



          9   A.  Yes.



         10   Q.  As you say in Paragraph 100, "Claim 2 involves generating a



         11       second over file comprising a second virtual representation



         12       of the credential, but is invalid for use in the first over



         13       file storage client device for authenticating the user,"



         14       correct?



         15   A.  Yes.



         16   Q.  At the end of Paragraph 101, you say, "In this context of



         17       Claim 2, the two over files are different from each other,



         18       each containing a virtual representation of the credential



         19       that is different from the virtual representation in the



         20       other over file."



         21             Do you see that?



         22   A.  Yes.



         23   Q.  Where does Claim 2 say that the two virtual representations



         24       are different?



         25   A.  So I think that's implied by the claim language.  So Claim 1
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          1       talks about an over file with a virtual representation, so



          2       that's the first virtual representation, and Claim 2 talks



          3       about a second over file and a second virtual representation



          4       and it says that the second virtual representation or the



          5       second over file -- sorry.



          6             It says -- it says that the second official



          7       representation of the credential that is invalid for use in



          8       the first over file, so I think when you put all that



          9       together to a POSA, it would tell that the two over files are



         10       different from each other and each contain a virtual



         11       representation of the credential that is different from the



         12       virtual representation in the other over file.



         13   Q.  But that Claim 2 requirement is that the second over file is



         14       invalid for use in the first over file storage client device



         15       for authenticating the user, correct?



         16   A.  Yes, it requires that.



         17   Q.  So why can't the second over file be a copy of the first over



         18       file and it's just in a second over file that's invalid for



         19       use in the first device?



         20                           MR. WILSON:  Objection.  Form.



         21       BY MR. ARGENTI:



         22   Q.  Sorry.  Yeah.  I garbled that one.  My apologies.



         23             Why can't the second virtual representation be a copy



         24       of the first virtual representation and it's the second over



         25       file that's invalid for use in the first client device?
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          1   A.  I mean, the language says -- the language of the claim is



          2       that -- I mean, the language of the claim is it says, "A



          3       second virtual representation of the credential that has been



          4       verified by the issuing agency to be a second official



          5       representation of the credential that is invalid for use in



          6       the first over file storage client device for authenticating



          7       the user."



          8             So I think from that claim language, I think it's clear



          9       that the two over files are different from each other.



         10   Q.  Right.  And I'm asking about the virtual representation



         11       specifically.  Is it your understanding that the virtual



         12       representation in Claim 2 is what needs to be invalid for use



         13       on the first device?



         14   A.  I think the two over files are different and the two virtual



         15       representations are different.



         16   Q.  So it's your understanding that a copy of the first virtual



         17       representation in Claim 1 could not be the second virtual



         18       representation in Claim 2; is that right?



         19   A.  I think they're the same.  Yeah, I mean, if they're the same,



         20       then I don't see how one would be invalid on one device and



         21       the other one wouldn't.



         22   Q.  Does Claim 2 require that the virtual representation be



         23       invalid for use on the second device or simply that the



         24       second over file be invalid for use?  Sorry.  I garbled that



         25       one again.  I'll give you a second to think about it and let
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          1       me rephrase that question.



          2             Does Claim 2 require that the second virtual



          3       representation be invalid for use on the first client device



          4       or simply that the second over file be invalid for use on the



          5       first client device?



          6   A.  I think the over files are different because you have the



          7       first over file and you have the second over file, and also



          8       the require virtual representations are different because the



          9       claim language says, "A second virtual representation of the



         10       credential that has been verified by the issuing agency to be



         11       a second official representation of the credential that is



         12       invalid for use in the first over file."



         13   Q.  And the two virtual representations recited in Claims 1 and 2



         14       in your view can't be copies of each other.  Do I understand



         15       that correctly?



         16   A.  I don't think they're identical, if that's what you're asking



         17       me.  They can't be identical.



         18   Q.  And that's because in your view, it's the virtual



         19       representation that needs to be invalid for use on the client



         20       device for user authentication; is that right?



         21   A.  Well, because the claim language says, again, "A second over



         22       file comprising a second virtual representation of the



         23       credential that has been verified by the issuing agency to be



         24       a second official representation of the credential that is



         25       invalid for use in the first over file storage client device
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          1       for authenticating the user."



          2             So the words "second" and, you know, the "second over



          3       file," "second virtual representation," the "second official



          4       representation," and then the fact that it's invalid for use



          5       in the first over file storage client device, I think that



          6       indicates to me that the over file and the virtual



          7       representations are different.



          8   Q.  In your understanding, both the second over file and the



          9       second virtual representation have to be invalid for use on



         10       the first client device?



         11   A.  I think the claim says that they're different.  There's a



         12       first over file.  There's a second over file.  There's a



         13       first virtual representation.  There's a second virtual



         14       representation, and the virtual representations represent --



         15       so the second virtual representation is a representation that



         16       has been verified by the issuing agency to be a second



         17       official representation of the credential and that is invalid



         18       for use in the first over file storage client device.



         19   Q.  What needs to be invalid for use in the first over file



         20       client storage device for authenticating the user?  Is it the



         21       over file or the virtual representation or both?



         22   A.  Well, I mean, over file is defined in terms of virtual



         23       representation, right, and that's the claim construction that



         24       we have.  So the construction that we have is an over file



         25       encompasses the virtual representation of one or more
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          1       credentials to be used for verification of those credentials.



          2             So by the virtual over file encompassing the virtual



          3       representation, you know, both over file and the virtual



          4       representation are going to be different.



          5   Q.  If you look at your declaration for the '854 patent, if you



          6       can pull that out?



          7   A.  '854 patent?



          8   Q.  Right.  We talked earlier about how you have, for the most



          9       part, the same material in the equivalent numbered paragraphs



         10       across your declarations.  Here's one instance where I do



         11       want to clarify.



         12   A.  So what IPR is it?



         13   Q.  The '854 is, I believe, the '488 IPR.



         14   A.  Yes, I have that.



         15   Q.  Right.  And so if we look at Paragraph 101 of that



         16       declaration, you see that that paragraph is discussing the



         17       independent claims, but has the same analysis that you have



         18       for Claim 2 in the '531 patent, right?



         19   A.  Paragraph 101?



         20   Q.  Right.



         21   A.  Okay.



         22   Q.  So unlike the '531 patent where the second over file appears



         23       in Claim 2, in the '854 patent the second over file is part



         24       of the independent claims, Claim 1, right?



         25   A.  Yes.
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          1   Q.  But your analysis in Paragraph 101 of the '854 declaration is



          2       substantively the same as your analysis in Paragraph 101 of



          3       the '531 declaration that we just discussed, correct?



          4   A.  I believe -- I believe that's true.  Yeah, I think the



          5       language is a little bit different, but I think the analysis



          6       is more or less the same.



          7   Q.  So do I understand correctly then that the testimony you just



          8       gave regarding the '531 patent and why you believe that the



          9       second virtual representation must be different than the



         10       first virtual representation, that also applies to the



         11       discussion in Paragraph 101 of your '854 declaration?



         12   A.  Yes, I think it would be the same testimony.



         13   Q.  Let's turn back to your '531 declaration now and look at



         14       Paragraph 162.



         15   A.  162?



         16   Q.  Paragraph 162, and in particular on Page 73.  Do you see the



         17       last line on that page that says, "Nothing in Purves



         18       indicates that any portion of the virtual wallet card images



         19       or card account information is stored beyond transient



         20       storage on a client or user device"?



         21             Did I read that right?



         22   A.  Yes.



         23   Q.  What do you mean by "transient storage" in that sentence?



         24   A.  So basically, Purves discusses how the card images are stored



         25       on the server, and if you're looking at those card images on
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          1       the web browser, the browser may be temporarily loading that



          2       data, load that image to display it to the user, and then



          3       that image is typically deleted after the browser is closed



          4       or when you move to a different page.  So that's what I'm



          5       referring to there.



          6   Q.  And when you say you're looking at or if you're looking at



          7       that image or card images on the web browser, where is that



          8       web browser located?



          9   A.  Well, I mean, the browser could be anywhere.  It could be on



         10       a device.



         11   Q.  On a user device?



         12   A.  It could be on a user device, yes.



         13   Q.  So when you say the browser may be temporarily loading that



         14       data, the image data to display to the user, what's it



         15       loading it from?



         16   A.  So the browser typically would indicate -- so like something



         17       like Purves, because the images are stored on the server so



         18       it would load it from the server.  It would get it to display



         19       it.



         20   Q.  And what would happen when it loads it?



         21   A.  It's displayed by the browser.



         22   Q.  And that's where the transient storage takes place; is that



         23       what you're referring to?



         24   A.  Yes.



         25   Q.  What type of storage would that be?
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          1   A.  It would be storage in -- in RAM, in memory.



          2   Q.  And so what you're referring to there is storage in RAM on a



          3       user's device for the purpose of displaying the web browser



          4       screen to the user?



          5   A.  So that would be -- yes.  So that, you know, whatever data is



          6       retrieved from the server would be loaded in the RAM parsed



          7       by HTML parse server on the browser and then it would be



          8       displayed.



          9   Q.  So then I want to make sure I have it right.  The card



         10       information, such as the card image, are transmitted from the



         11       Purves server to the user's mobile device where they're



         12       stored in RAM in order to display the wallet information on



         13       the user's device screen; is that right?



         14   A.  Yeah, so a user's -- so in a web-based application, the web



         15       browser would request data from the server, would receive



         16       that data.  If that data involves images, those would be also



         17       loaded up in the memory parse, you know, processed by the web



         18       browser and then displayed on the screen to the user.



         19   Q.  Purves calls its system a wallet service enrollment platform,



         20       or WSEP for short, right?



         21   A.  Yes.



         22   Q.  Purves describes encrypting incoming and outgoing WSEP



         23       communications, correct?



         24   A.  I have to review it.  I don't recall the details of that.



         25   Q.  Purves is Exhibit 1013.  Do you have a copy of that available
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          1       to you there?



          2   A.  Yes.  Is there a specific portion you want me to look at?



          3   Q.  Before we go into specifics, I was just asking if you have an



          4       understanding of whether Purves describes encrypting incoming



          5       and outgoing WSEP communications?



          6   A.  I don't remember off the top of my head.  It's 86 pages, but



          7       I can look for encryption if you want.



          8   Q.  At the time that you prepared your opinions in your



          9       declaration, did you have an understanding whether Purves



         10       describes encrypting incoming and outgoing WSEP



         11       communications?



         12   A.  I may have had when I was preparing the report.  I don't know



         13       if I've said that in the report, but even if I didn't say it,



         14       I may have had --



         15   Q.  But you don't remember now?



         16   A.  I don't remember right now, no.  I haven't memorized all the



         17       references.



         18   Q.  Okay.  Why don't we take a look at Paragraph 33 of Purves.



         19   A.  Paragraph 33?



         20   Q.  Right.  Paragraph 33 says, "Figure 25 shows a block diagram



         21       illustrating embodiments of a WSEP controller," right?



         22   A.  Yes.



         23   Q.  If you turn to the previous page, do you see Figure 25?



         24   A.  Yes.



         25   Q.  In the top left portion of Figure 25, do you see the elements







�

                                                                       73







          1       under the label "Computer Systemization 2502"?



          2   A.  Yes.



          3   Q.  Do you see the component "crypto 2526"?



          4   A.  Yes, I see that.



          5   Q.  Do you have an understanding of what that is?



          6   A.  It sounds like it's a component dealing with cryptography.



          7   Q.  Did you review what that component does when you prepared



          8       your declaration?



          9   A.  I did review the entirety of Purves, yeah, when I prepared my



         10       declaration.



         11   Q.  Let's turn to Paragraph 130 of Purves.



         12             Paragraph 130 says, "The WSEP controller 2501 may be



         13       based on computer systems that comprise, but are not limited



         14       to components such as a computer systemization 2502 connected



         15       to memory 2529."



         16             Did I read that right?



         17   A.  Yes.



         18   Q.  And the next paragraph, 131, Purves says that, "Computer



         19       systemization 2502 may include a number of different



         20       components."  And if we look seven lines down from the top of



         21       the column on the right, one of those components is a



         22       cryptographic processor, 2526, right?



         23   A.  Yes.



         24   Q.  Do you have an understanding, again, of what the purpose of



         25       the cryptographic processor is in Purves?
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          1   A.  I mean, yeah.  Typically a cryptographic processor encrypts



          2       and decrypts data.



          3   Q.  Let's turn to Paragraph 143 now, please.  This paragraph



          4       provides some more description of the cryptographic



          5       processor, correct?



          6   A.  It has more details about the cryptographic units, yes.



          7   Q.  And the middle of Paragraph 143, Purves says that,



          8       "Cryptographic units support the authentication of



          9       communications from interacting agents as well as allowing



         10       for anonymous transactions."



         11             Do you see that?



         12   A.  Yes.



         13   Q.  What is Purves referring to when he talks about using a



         14       cryptographic unit to allow for authentication of



         15       communications and anonymous transactions?



         16                           MR. WILSON:  Objection.  Form.



         17                           THE WITNESS:  I don't understand what



         18       you're asking me there.



         19       BY MR. ARGENTI:



         20   Q.  Do you have an understanding of what Purves is referring to



         21       in that sentence?



         22                           MR. WILSON:  Objection.  Form.



         23                           THE WITNESS:  That sentence says,



         24       "Cryptographic units support the authentication of



         25       communications from interacting agents as well as allowing
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          1       for anonymous transactions."



          2       BY MR. ARGENTI:



          3   Q.  Let's turn to Paragraph 157, please.



          4             What's the heading above this paragraph?



          5   A.  "Cryptographic Server."



          6   Q.  And in Paragraph 157, Purves provides detail regarding a



          7       cryptographic server, correct?



          8   A.  It has some discussions, yes, some details about it.



          9   Q.  And looking down at the last couple of lines on this page,



         10       Purves says that its wallet system can use both symmetric and



         11       asymmetric encryption and/or decryption, correct?



         12   A.  Where are you?  What paragraph?



         13   Q.  This is in Paragraph 157, the sentence that carries over from



         14       Page 26 to 27.



         15   A.  Yes, it says, "The cryptographic component allows for both



         16       symmetric and asymmetric," yeah.  In parentheses, "Pretty



         17       good protection, PGP encryption and/or decryption."



         18   Q.  And after that, it goes on to provide some examples of



         19       cryptographic techniques, correct?



         20   A.  Yes.



         21   Q.  And about halfway down in that paragraph, the same paragraph,



         22       but on Page 27, Purves says, "Employing such encryption



         23       security protocols, the WSEP may encrypt all incoming and/or



         24       outgoing communications."



         25             Do you see that?
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          1   A.  Sorry.  Are you in Paragraph 159?



          2   Q.  Paragraph 157, halfway down in the paragraph that's on



          3       Page 27.



          4   A.  All right.



          5   Q.  Right after the reference to HTTPS and the like?



          6   A.  Yes, I see that.



          7   Q.  So again, that sentence reads, "Employing such encryption



          8       security protocols, the WSEP may encrypt all incoming and/or



          9       outgoing communications."



         10             Do you see that?



         11   A.  Yes.



         12   Q.  Do you have any reason to disagree with that statement in



         13       Purves?



         14   A.  I don't have an opinion about it, no.



         15   Q.  Let's turn now to Paragraph 122 of Purves, please.



         16   A.  Paragraph 122?



         17   Q.  Right.  Let me know when you're there.



         18   A.  I'm there.



         19   Q.  Okay.  About two thirds of the way down in Paragraph 132,



         20       right across from where Paragraph 126 starts in the next



         21       column, do you see where Paragraph 122 says, "In some



         22       embodiments, confidential data, such as PAN number, account



         23       number and/or the like may be obscured from the overlaid data



         24       using a tool such as ImageMagick"?



         25   A.  Yes.
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          1   Q.  What is ImageMagick?



          2   A.  It's an image manipulation tool, I believe.  I think I've



          3       used it many years ago.



          4   Q.  So that was my next question:  Were you familiar with



          5       ImageMagick before your work in this case?  It sounds like



          6       you were.



          7   A.  I vaguely recall using it many years ago, yes.



          8   Q.  Do you remember what year that would have been?



          9   A.  No.  It would have been many years ago.



         10   Q.  What are the tools that ImageMagick provides a user to



         11       obscure data in an image?



         12   A.  I don't recall the details of that.



         13   Q.  Do you recall whether ImageMagick allows for redaction of



         14       text?



         15   A.  I -- I would have to speculate.  I don't recall the details



         16       of it.



         17   Q.  Do you recall whether ImageMagick allows for deletion of a



         18       portion of an image?



         19   A.  Possibly, but I can't testify to that.  I don't recall the



         20       details of it.



         21   Q.  Do you recall whether, once a portion of an image has been



         22       obscured using ImageMagick, can the original image be



         23       recovered?



         24   A.  So again, I don't recall details of ImageMagick, but what I



         25       do know is that there is well-established research and
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          1       principles in computer security that security through



          2       obscurity is futile, meaning that through -- through



          3       obfuscation techniques, you can't achieve good security



          4       generally speaking.



          5   Q.  When you refer to "obfuscation techniques," does that



          6       encompass redaction?



          7   A.  So -- so obfuscation would be, for example, like blurring an



          8       image, or in software programming, sometimes people obfuscate



          9       their code before they release it so it cannot be easily



         10       reverse engineered, and that -- that has a lot of -- I mean,



         11       we're talking about in general, but in general, obfuscation



         12       and that kind of methods such as blurring an image, they're



         13       not considered the best form of security because they can



         14       be -- you know, because they can be reverse engineered and



         15       the images can be recovered in those kinds of situations.



         16   Q.  So aside from blurring, are there other types of obfuscation?



         17   A.  Sorry.  What is that?



         18   Q.  Aside from blurring, are there other types of obfuscation?



         19   A.  Yeah, I mean, it depends on what kind of data you're talking



         20       about.  So if it's an image, blurring would be one example.



         21       If you're talking about source code, like JavaScript code



         22       that might be loaded into your web browser, you can obfuscate



         23       that JavaScript code so then people can't reverse engineer



         24       your code and figure out what the code is doing.



         25   Q.  So focusing just on images, are there other examples of
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          1       obfuscation beyond blurring?



          2   A.  Like I said, it depends on the data.  There are different



          3       techniques, but generally speaking, as I said, obfuscation is



          4       not a good form of securing something because -- because



          5       there are techniques available to -- and I think I even talk



          6       about that in my report.



          7             There are techniques available to reverse that



          8       obfuscation or reverse that blurring of an image, for



          9       example, to try to recover the data that is there.



         10   Q.  Is redaction of a portion of an image an example of



         11       obfuscation?



         12   A.  It depends.  I would have to look to see how it's redacted



         13       and some forms of redacting data can still be -- yeah,



         14       there's, for example, metadata and things like that that are



         15       associated with data that could be used to recover the data.



         16   Q.  Is it possible to redact a portion of an image in a way that



         17       it can't be recovered?



         18   A.  Yeah, not sending the image or sending a different image,



         19       that would be -- that would make -- you know, would make it



         20       difficult to recover it.  But I think in the context of the



         21       opinions that I've provided in this case and what's really at



         22       issue in this case, I understand Dr. Shamos is saying that a



         23       user would be provided with an image, for example, of a card



         24       that they can use to remember what types of payment systems



         25       they have so they can retrieve tokens and things like that.
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          1             And in that case, you are presenting an attacker with



          2       valuable information, such as the fact that it's even a



          3       credit card, such as the fact that this is a credit card by a



          4       certain bank.  That information by itself is something that



          5       is very valuable to an attacker to try to be able to, through



          6       various methods, including brute force, try to determine what



          7       is the credit card number on that credit card.



          8   Q.  So you mentioned that a redacted image, the way to ensure



          9       that a redacted image can't be recovered is to not send the



         10       image in the first place.  Is it your opinion that it is



         11       impossible to redact an image such that the redaction can't



         12       be undone?



         13   A.  You see that's not the opinion that I've offered in this



         14       case.  The opinion that I've offered is in the context of



         15       what Dr. Shamos is saying.  Dr. Shamos is not saying to



         16       send -- to send no image or to send an image that is



         17       completely redacted.  He's saying you would send an image



         18       that would help the user to know, to remember what the card



         19       or what kind of a bank account we're dealing with.



         20             So you would, for example, say this is Bank of America,



         21       this is Wells Fargo, this is Visa card and so on.  So in that



         22       context where you're providing some information to the user



         23       to help them remember and organize what's going on with their



         24       payments, you're also providing an attacker with valuable



         25       information that could be used to -- to attack the system to
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          1       recover the credit card, recover the bank account and things



          2       like that.



          3   Q.  Look at Paragraph 167 of your declaration, please.



          4             In this paragraph, you present a conceptualization of



          5       what a credit card with the confidential information obscured



          6       might look like, right?



          7   A.  Yes.



          8   Q.  Did you create that image?



          9   A.  I believe the counsel created this image.



         10   Q.  Are you aware of whether whoever created that image used



         11       ImageMagick?



         12   A.  I -- I don't know what tool they used, no.



         13   Q.  So then I gather you also were not aware of what mechanism



         14       they used to blur the text?



         15   A.  I don't, but I mean, there are many tools available for doing



         16       this.  I could have done it myself.  It's not -- you know,



         17       it's trivial to blur images.



         18   Q.  Do you know whether there was an option to select the level



         19       of blurring applied to the image?



         20   A.  Again, I don't know what tools they used, but I know the



         21       tools that I would use, they have -- they give you the option



         22       of selecting the level of blurring that you would like to



         23       achieve.



         24   Q.  Do you know what level of blurring was selected when creating



         25       this image?
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          1   A.  No, I don't.



          2                           MR. ARGENTI:  We can take another break,



          3       a short break.  I think that might be all my questions.  I



          4       just need to confirm.



          5                           MR. WILSON:  Okay.  Sounds good.



          6                                 (Recess 11:01-11:08.)



          7   



          8                         EXAMINATION (Continuing)



          9       BY MR. ARGENTI:



         10   Q.  Just a couple quick questions before I wrap it up.



         11             Earlier today, Dr. Malek, when I was asking you about



         12       your billing in these matters, I think I asked how much have



         13       you been paid to date and you responded that you had billed



         14       on the order of 150 to 200 hours.



         15             One follow-up question there:  Is any of your



         16       compensation contingent on the outcome of these proceedings?



         17   A.  No, it isn't, no.



         18   Q.  So when you responded that you had billed 150 to 200 hours,



         19       have you been compensated for the majority of that work,



         20       actually paid?



         21   A.  Yeah.  Just to clarify, I don't think I've billed that



         22       entirety -- that entire amount yet because I bill per month



         23       and there's been a lot of work that has happened this month



         24       obviously to prepare for the deposition.  I haven't invoiced



         25       that, but -- but I believe I am -- I've been paid for the
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          1       work that I've done so far, yes.



          2   Q.  During any of our breaks today, have you discussed your



          3       testimony or my questions with counsel for Cortex?



          4   A.  No.



          5   Q.  Okay.



          6                           MR. ARGENTI:  That's all my questions



          7       barring any follow-up after redirect.



          8                           MR. WILSON:  We don't have any questions



          9       except that we will reserve the right to read and sign.



         10                           MR. ARGENTI:  Okay.



         11                           THE COURT REPORTER:  All right, Counsel.



         12             Do either of you need a rough draft?



         13                           MR. ARGENTI:  Yes, please.



         14                           MR. WILSON:  I don't -- do we want a



         15       rough draft?  Yeah, yeah.  Please send us a rough.



         16       (Signature reserved.)



         17       (Deposition concluded at 11:10 a.m.)



         18   



         19   
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