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Ann Payonk, Shorthand Reporter and Notary Public, CA CSR
No. 13431.

Al attorneys participating in this deposition
acknow edge that the reporter is not physically present
I n the deposition roomand there is no objection to the

oath being adm nistered renotely.
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THE REPORTER. M nane is Mary Ann Payonk, and
ny California license nunber is 13431. | wll now swear
the w tness.

DR, SANDEEP CHATTERIJEE,
call ed as a wtness, having been duly
sworn, was exam ned and testified as
fol |l ows:
EXAM NATI ON
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q Good norning, Dr. Chatterjee. And how are you
t oday?

A Good norning. 1'mdoing well, thank you.

Q That's good.

Do you understand that you are under oath?

A | do.

Q And do you understand that you are required to
answer ny questions unless petitioner's counsel
explicitly instructs you not to?

A | do.

Q s there any reason that you cannot give
truthful, conplete, and accurate testinony today?

A | don't believe so, no.

Q And can you confirmthat you have no
appl i cati ons open other than Zoonf

A The only thing that's running on this conputer

Bl ueBear Reporting LLC
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Is the Zoomw ndow, and there is a Wndows Expl orer
w ndow with the files.

Q By "files," do you nean the exhibits submtted
in 1 PRR025- 00607

A Yes. Not all of them just the ones -- ny
decl aration and then the ones that are cited therein.

Q Ckay, thank you.

And can you confirmthat you will not | ook at
any materials unless asked to do so?

ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER: |1'Ill object to the form
of the question.

A So I"'mnot sure | understand what you're
asking ne. Like, if I -- | have not nenorized
everything in ny declaration or the patents and the
prior art, so if you ask nme sonething, | may need to
refer back to refresh ny nenory.

BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q Ckay. Wuld you Il et nme know when you're

refreshing your nenory and | ooking at any particul ar

docunent ?
A Sure. | can do that.
Q Thank you. | appreciate it.

At a deposition earlier this week for another
PR, | believe you said that you testified in District

Court, State Court, |IPRs, and the |ITC.
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s that correct?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bject to form
THE WTNESS: Say that again.

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q | believe you testified earlier this week in
anot her deposition that you have testified in D strict
Courts, State Courts, IPRs, and the ITC

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER  Sane obj ecti on.

A To the -- | couldn't hear exactly to the
extent that you were saying plural for "State Courts."”
| think it's only a single State Court. But yes, the
four, I have testified at.

BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q And what single State Court would that be?

A That was -- it's a California State Court.
Q Did you submt expert reports in District
Court ?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (Ohjection, form
A Wth regards to patent cases, for exanple,
yes, | have submtted expert reports.
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q Did you submt expert reports in the
California State Court?
A | believe | did, yes.

Q Di d opposing counsel in a District Court ever

Multifold Exhibit 2005
Google et al. v. Multifold
IPR2025-00059, Page 7 of 214
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nove to exclude any of your expert reports?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (hjection, form
A Did they nove to exclude any of ny reports or
opinions in the report?
I s that what you're asking?
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q |"masking if they noved to excl ude any
portion of your report.
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form
A | know there have been sone tines -- | don't
believe that | would know every tinme, but | believe
t here have been tines that opposing counsel has noved to
exclude. But as far as |'maware, no Court has ever
granted that based on any nethodol ogy issues that |
have.
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q Has any judge granted a notion to exclude a
portion of your expert testinony for any reason?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form Also
object to the extent it calls for a |l egal conclusion.
A So I"'mnot sure | fully understand your
question. But | know, for exanple, in one case | had
submtted a rebuttal report and the other side noved to
excl ude one of ny opinions as not being a rebuttal

report, but an affirmative -- not being a rebuttal
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opi nion, but an affirmative opinion. And so that's an
exanpl e of what, as far as |I'maware, a judge has
granted, saying that since | was disclosed as a rebuttal
expert, ny opinions have to be l[imted to rebuttal
opi ni ons.
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q Is that the only instance, or are there other
exanpl es?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form

A Well, when you're saying -- are you -- so when
you' re saying "exclude," | -- again, I'mnot really
sure, like | said, for the last question, |I'mnot sure

what you nean by "exclude." But | think off the top of
ny head, that's one exanple | can think about.

But | have -- for exanple, | believe |last year
or the year before that, there was a case where the
other side filed a Daubert. And there was a | ong
Daubert hearing and i mmedi ately after that, the judge
deni ed the notion against ne, saying that |I'mhighly
gqualified on those topics.

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q Well, ny question was actually, can you think
of any other exanpl es besides the one that you gave
where a judge excluded any portion of your expert

report?

Multifold Exhibit 2005
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10

ATTORNEY ZElI LBERCGER: (bjection, form Asked
and answer ed.
ATTORNEY YANG And that's not a valid
obj ection, by the way.
A Of the top of ny head right now, | don't
remenber ot hers.
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q Ckay. And what did you do to prepare for this

deposition?

A | reviewed ny declaration and the rel evant
docunent s.
Q Okay. Wi ch docunents are the rel evant

docunent s?

A For exanpl e, the docunents cited in ny
decl arati on.

Q Did you speak to anyone who is not an attorney
to prepare for this deposition?

A | did not.

Q Did you review Exhibit 1001, the '080 patent,
to prepare for this deposition?

A Yes, | did.

Q And how | ong did you review the ' 080 patent to
prepare for this deposition?

A | went back through it a nunber of tines.

Q Do you have an estimate, a rough estimte of

Multifold Exhibit 2005
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11

how many hours that took?

A So is your question for going through it Iike
fromthe beginning to the end, or even when |'m | ooking
back to it throughout, reading ny declaration, and other
preparation?

Q My question is counting all the tinme that you
| ooked at the '080 patent, approximtely how nmany hours
woul d t hat be?

A | really couldn't tell you, but it was several
hours, | woul d guess.

Q Wuld it be nore than 107

A Just for the '080 patent? | don't know |
have not kept track of that. But maybe | ess than that.
Again, | just don't renenber.

Q Okay. When you were reviewi ng the '080
patent, did you read the entirety of the '080 patent
fromfront to back or did you skimit?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (Ohjection, form

A So is your question now in preparation for the
depo, or before in preparation for the declaration, or
what is your question?

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q Wll, let's break that up.

In preparation for your depo, did you review

the '080 patent in its entirety?

Bl ueBear Reporting LLC
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A | did.

Q And in preparing your declaration, did you
also review the '080 patent in its entirety?

A | did.

Q So is it fair to say that you're famliar with
the ' 080 patent?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form

A |"ve reviewed the '080 patent nany tines.

(Exhi bit No. 1001, previously marked, was

referenced and i ndexed.)
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q kay. Could you please take a | ook at the
' 080 patent, which is Exhibit 1001.

Do you have a copy of it?

A | have -- like earlier this week, | have a
hard copy printout in front of nme of ny declaration and
| have -- like | nentioned to you, | have a W ndows
Expl orer folder that has nmy declaration, including the
exhibits cited in ny declaration in electronic form

Q | see.

In that case, can you pl ease open whi chever
file contains Exhibit 1001, the '080 patent.

A kay.

Q And once it's open, can you confirmfor ne

that it's an unmarked copy?

Bl ueBear Reporting LLC
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A kay, |'ve scrolled through it. 1 did not see
any marks or anything on it.
Q Ckay, thank you. | appreciate that.
Do you personally know the inventor of the

' 080 patent?

A | don't believe so.
Q And were you aware of the '080 patent -- not
t he disclosures, but the patent itself -- prior to your

work for this | PR?
A | don't believe so.
Q kay. Could I direct you to colum 4. And

| et me know when you get there.

A Ckay, |'mat colum 4.
Q If you scroll down to |ine 18, once you're
there, you'll see that the last two words of line 18

starts with: As used herein, the term"display" is
i ntended to connote device hardware, whereas "screen" is

I ntended to connote the display i mage produced on the

di spl ay.
Do you see that?
A | do.
Q Do you agree with that statenent?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (Ohjection, form
A s your question do | agree that that sentence

appears in colum 4?

Multifold Exhibit 2005
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BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q No. M question is do you agree that that
statement is correct?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER:  (bj ection, form
A | don't understand what you nean, that that
statenent is correct. |t appears in the colum, and you
read fromit.
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q Well, let nme rephrase ny question.
Do you have any reason to believe that that
statenent is not correct?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (Ohjection, form
A | don't understand your question. This is a
patent, and this is a sentence within the specification
of a patent, so I'mnot sure | understand your question.
| did agree with you that it appears in colum 4.
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q Wul dn't you agree that sonetines, a patent
coul d have a sentence that's not correct? For exanple,
a patent could say that the sun is green.
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form Scope.
A Can you show ne that patent? |1'd like to read
what it says around that to understand what it neans
when it says the sun is green.

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Bl ueBear Reporting LLC
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Q Is it your understanding that every sentence
in a patent is always correct?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (Objection, form

A | -- again, can you show ne what you're asking
nme so | can evaluate it and answer the question?
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q | " m aski ng you about your understandi ng of
the -- of what a patent is.

Is it your understanding that any statenent
witten in a patent is always correct?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form Scope.

A | don't know how to answer that. It seens
like it's a hypothetical that's outside of the '080
patent and opinions |'ve set forth.

But | don't know how to answer that extrenely
broad hypothetical w thout seeing an exanple, at |east,
of what you're tal king about.

Li ke, you nentioned a patent stating that the
sun is green. If it says before that a picture
di spl ayed of the sun can be changed on the display to be
green, | think that that could be a correct statenent,
and that's ny whole point, that unless | see this patent
that you're tal king about that says the sun is green, |
can't really answer the question w thout reading the

ot her portions of the patent and what it's saying.

Bl ueBear Reporting LLC
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BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q My question isn't directed to whether a -- the
| ast question wasn't directed to whether any specific
statenent of a patent was correct. M question is
directed to your understandi ng of patents generally.
Do you understand a sentence in a patent
generally to be always correct --
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bj ecti on.
Q -- or can a sentence in a patent be wong?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form Scope.
A That's exactly ny point. | just explained to
you that based on the context and what the patent is
saying, | would need to understand that to answer your
questi on.
| just gave you an exanpl e of when you
mentioned a sentence that says the sun is green, if the
sentence before that is tal king about displaying a
picture of the sun in a -- in sone kind of a nonitor or
sonething |ike that and then changing the color to
green, then | believe that that could be a true
statenent and correct statenent.
So it depends on what the patent says. |[|'ve
never seen a patent that only has a single sentence, if
that is what you're asking.

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Multifold Exhibit 2005
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Q Let ne ask this then.

Is it your testinony that, based on context,
every sentence of a patent is correct?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER:  (bj ecti on, scope.

A Well, can you show ne the patent that you want
me to look at in the context and then answer your
guestion?

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q Sure. Let's look at colum 4, line 18 of the
' 080 patent.

A kay, like 18 states: Operative to display a
di spl ayed i mage or screen.

Q No, after that. The sentence starting with
"As used herein."

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form

A kay. And what is your question?

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q Based on the context that you read around it,
I's that sentence correct?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form

A | still don't know what you nean by is it
correct. It's a sentence in the patent.

BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q Didn't you testify just before that if you

| ook at a sentence and its context you would be able to

Bl ueBear Reporting LLC
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tell me if it's correct or not?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (hjection, form

A But | don't understand what you're saying,
what your question is with regards to is it correct.
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q My question is, do you have any reason to
doubt that the sentence is correct?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER  Sane obj ecti on.

A | don't understand how -- |ike, |'ve already
answered for you that the sentence appears in colum 4
of the '080 patent. | don't understand. It's sinply
saying as used herein, the term"display" is intended to
connot e device hardware, whereas "screen" is intended to
connote the displayed i nage produced on the display.

And | recall that | do cite to this portion
in -- of the '080 patent in ny declaration. So if your
gquestion is did | citetoit, yes, | didcite to it as
far as | renmenber it within nmy declaration.
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q kay. In the context of the '080 patent, is a

screen -- I'msorry. |Is the term"display" a physical
di spl ay?

A Well, as stated -- and you just pointed ne to
this portion of colum 4 -- it states: As used herein,

the term"display” is intended to connote device

Multifold Exhibit 2005
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of the '080 patent?

A What does that nean, does this statenent apply
to the clains? This is not the clains. The clains
appear toward the end of the patent.

Q The statenent says: The term "display" is
I ntended to connote device hardware.

Does that statenent apply if the term

"di spl ay" appears in the clains?

A I"mstill confused by your question. [|I'm
going to go to the portion -- and you asked ne to inform
you when |'m | ooking at docunents. |'m/looking at the

hard copy of ny decl arati on.

And so |I'm | ooking at paragraph 53. And about
alittle bit less than halfway into paragraph 53, |
state: Regarding the display term the '080 patent
states that, quote, as used herein, the term"displ ay"”
I's intended to connote device hardware, whereas, quote,
"screen" is intended to connote the displayed i mage
produced on the display. And that, open quote: In this
regard, a display is a physical hardware that is
operable to render a screen. And it has citations to
colum 4 of the '080 patent.

Q kay. First of all, 1'd like to strike that

Deposition of Dr. Sandeep Chatterjee Page: 19
har dwar e.
Q Does this statenent also apply to the clains

Bl ueBear Reporting LLC
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testi nony because your declaration hasn't been entered
as an exhibit in this deposition yet; and second,
because it's nonresponsive to ny question.
My question was, does that statenment apply to
the clains of the '080 patent?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form
A So again, like | nentioned the other day, your
guestions are very confusing. But if you' re asking
whet her the term"display” in the clainms would at | east
include this, then if -- to the extent that is your
guestion, then | believe that it would at |east include
this.
And as | stated in paragraph 53 of ny
decl aration, |'ve al so been asked to consider an
alternative interpretation of display where the first
di splay and second display in Claim12 read on a single
physical display divided into two or nore | ogical
di spl ays.
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q kay. Could you turn back to colum 4 of the
' 080 patent.
A Ckay, |'mthere.
Q Do you see the second part of that sentence
starting on line 20 that says: "Screen" is intended to

connote the displayed i mage produced on the display?

Bl ueBear Reporting LLC
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A | do see that. | think there's a "whereas”
before that, but yes, | do see that.
Q Does this nmean that a screen is the
I nformati on di splayed on a physical -- does this nean

the term"screen"” as used in the '080 patent is the
I nformati on di splayed on a physical screen?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (Ohjection, form

A Line 20 states: Wereas "screen" is intended
to connote the displayed i nage produced on the display.
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q So | just want to confirm |t says "produced
on the display." Does that nmean that the inmage is on a
physi cal display?

A Wel |, that would be one exanple of it, yes.

Q Are you aware of any exanples where a screen

Is not on a physical display in the '080 patent?

A Again, |'ve reviewed the '080 patent many
times but |I've not nmenorized everything within it. |If
you point nme to sonething, |'m happy to take a | ook at

it.

Q Vel l, why don't you review the ' 080 patent now
and, if you can, identify any exanples where a screen is
not information displayed on a physical screen.

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: | object to the form of

t he questi on.
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THE WTNESS: Can we take a rest room break,
pl ease?
ATTORNEY YANG  Yeah, sure. 10 m nutes, and
cone back at 10: 10 be okay?
THE W TNESS: Sure.
ATTORNEY YANG  Ckay.
(Recess taken.)
THE REPORTER It's 10:10 Eastern, and we're
back on the record.
THE WTNESS: Can you rem nd ne of your
guestion, counsel?
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q Before | do that, Dr. Chatterjee, during the
break, did you speak wth anyone about your deposition?
A No.
Q kay. So ny question was after review ng the
‘080 patent, are you aware of any disclosure in the '080
patent where a screen is not displayed on a physical
screen?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: | object to the form of
t he questi on.
A | think | heard your question differently
before, but I'm-- I'"'mreally confused by your questi on.
You' re saying whether a screen is displayed on a

physi cal screen?
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BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q That is ny question.
My question is, if you look at columm 4 of the
'080 patent --
A | thought you asked ne to review the entirety

of the '080 patent.

Q | did.

A That's what |'m --

Q | did. And now --

A -- doi ng.

Q -- I"'mdirecting you to the specific |line that

was the prem se of ny question.

On line 20, it says: \Were a screen is
I ntended to connote the display i mage produced on the
display. And you'll see above that, it says: The
display is intended to connote device hardware.

So ny question was whether a screen is
I ntended to connote the i mage produced on the hardware
or the physical display?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bject to the form of
t he questi on.

A That's a very different question than what you

asked.
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q That is -- that is a corollary of the question

Multifold Exhibit 2005
Google et al. v. Multifold
IPR2025-00059, Page 23 of 214

Bl ueBear Reporting LLC



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

8/ 1/ 2025
Deposition of Dr. Sandeep Chatterjee Page:

24

| asked you. The question | asked you was are you aware
of any exanples in the '080 patent where a screen is not
di spl ayed on a physical screen.

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER |Is that a questi on,
counsel ?

ATTORNEY YANG If Dr. Chatterjee would |ike
to answer that question, | would appreciate it.

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER | didn't hear a
guestion. But to the extent it is a question, [|'l
object to the formof the question.

A So | think you're asking about a physical
screen. And you asked ne to sit here and go word for
word through the entirety of the '080 patent. |'m about
alittle bit less than hal fway through. | have not seen
reference to a physical screen so far.

Wuld you like nme to continue going word for
word through the rest of the '080 patent?

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q If you need to to answer ny question, please
go ahead.

A Wl l, but just to be clear, which question?
Because you keep on changi ng the question.

Q My question is, are you aware of any
disclosure in the '080 patent where a screen i s not

di spl ayed on a physical screen?
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ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: | object to the form of
t he questi on.
A But to be clear, you're asking about a
physi cal screen. Because before, you asked about a
physi cal display, so | want to be clear about what
you're asking ne to | ook for.
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q Ri ght now, are you saying that a physica
screen and a physical display are not synonynous?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: | object to the form of

t he questi on.

A ' m saying that you keep on changi ng the
question and then -- so you're asking ne to answer your
gquestion. |I'mtrying to get clarity on what your

guestion is.
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q My question is, are you aware of any
disclosure in the '080 patent where a screen i s not
di spl ayed on a physical device, hardware or screen? And
| use those terns interchangeably, but if you would Iike
to take them pi eceneal, that's fine.

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: | object to the form of

t he questi on.

A To be cl ear again, now you' ve changed the

guestion again for the third tine.
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BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q Let nme repeat it then.

After reviewing the '080 patent, are you aware
of any disclosure in the '080 patent where a screen is
not displayed on a physical screen?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: | object to the form of
t he questi on.

A So to nake this sinpler, do you want ne to
search for "physical screen"?

s that what you want ne to do?

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q My -- | want you to answer the question. |If
you need to read the '080 patent to answer the question,
that's fine, but I'd |like you to answer the questi on.

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: Sane obj ecti on.

A So | think again I'mstill very confused
because you keep on changing the question that you're
asking. So | didn't -- I'"'mgoing to do a search for
"physi cal screen" because that seens to be what you're
asking ne to do.

So | did a search in the PDF search bar of

"physical ," space, "screen,” and it's show ng "No
results found."
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q kay. So in response to ny question, are you
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aware of any disclosure in the '080 patent where a
screen i s not displayed on a physical screen, your
answer would be "No results found"?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER:  (bj ecti on,
m scharacteri zes.

A My answer is what | just explained to you,
that | understand your question to be asking ne to
search for the term "physical screen.™

And | did that in the PDF reader that | have
open. And when |I typed in "physical," space, "screen,"
| got "No results found."

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q kay. Now I'mgoing to ask a different
questi on.

Are you aware of any disclosure in the '080
patent where a screen is not displayed on a physical
di spl ay?

A So | did a search for "physical display," and
| got "physical," space, "display," and it's show ng one
hit. And that hit is at colum 9, line 15.

Q Does colum 9, |line 15 provide an exanpl e of
di spl aying a screen on a physical display?

A So to the extent | understood your question,

I f you | ook back to colum 4, line 20, it states:

Whereas "screen" is intended to connote the displayed
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| mage produced on the display.

Q And on -- the word "display" in the clause
"produced on the display," is that display a physical
di spl ay?

A Well, the first part of that sentence in
colum 4 starting at around line 18: As used herein,
the term"display" is intended to connote device
har dwar e, whereas "screen" is intended to connote the
di spl ayed i nage produced on the display.

Q And ny question is the word "display” in the
cl ause "produced on the display,” is that the term
"display" that is in -- the term"display" is intended
to connote devi ce hardware?

A | think that would be an exanple of it, yes.

Q In the context of the '080 patent, are there
exanpl es where the screen i s hardware?

A So it seens like that's kind of going back to
t he question you asked ne a few m nutes ago, to do a
search for "physical screen.™

Q And did you find any exanpl es where the screen
I s har dware?

A Wll, | think | explained to you a few m nutes
ago that | did a search in the PDF search tool for

"physical," space, "screen" and | did not find any hits.

"Il do it again to double-check. It's
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show ng -- for "physical," space, "screen,"” it's show ng
“"No results found."
Q | believe you said earlier that you revi ened
the first half of the patent. During that review, did
you find any exanple -- find any exanpl es where the
screen i s hardware?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (Ohjection, form
A So | think when | searched right now for
"physical," space, "screen," it searched the entirety of
t he PDF docunent.
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q My question isn't on what you searched now.
My question is what you -- on what you reviewed of the
'080 patent in the |ast half hour.
When you reviewed the '080 patent, did you
find any exanpl es where the screen was not hardware?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bj ecti on.
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q "' msorry, where the screen i s hardware.
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form
A | just wanted to repeat that your questions
are very confusing, and you keep on changing them But
wth that caveat, | don't recall right now seeing, at
| east in the portions that | quickly went through, it

saying that the screen is hardware. But again, |'ve
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only reviewed a portion of it, and |'ve reviewed it
qui ckly.
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q kay. If you feel |like you need to review any
ot her portions or take nore tinme to review, please |et
me know and you're certainly free to do that.

A | think my main issue is that the questions
are very confusing, and you seemto be going back and
forth, and so that's really the issue.

Q | think the issue is you're reviewing it for a
while and then I'mrepeating the question and it's no
| onger fresh on your m nd.

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: Counsel, that
m scharacterizes the record.

THE WTNESS: | think, like |I explained to
you, you keep on changing the question and so | think
that's really an issue. And the questions are very
confusing to begin wth.

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q Could I direct you to colum 13, |ine 35.

A kay, |'mat colum 13.

Q In this paragraph, it starts with: To this
end, a screen may include an icon which indicates to a
user the state of the screen, e.g., be it in an expanded

node, unexpanded node, or expandi ng node.
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Do you see that?

A | do.

Q What is an icon?

A To be clear, you're asking within -- since you
directed nme to columm 13, |'m understandi ng your
guestion to be wthin the context of the '080 patent.

Q Yes. Let ne rephrase that question.

What is an icon in the context of the '080
pat ent ?

A So if you read a few lines down, starting at
around line 43 of colum 13, it states: An icon 500 is
provided on the first screen 156A and may indicate to a
user that the application 156 may be expanded.

It continues on: The icon 500 nmay be | ocated
al ong a periphery of the first display 102. For
I nstance, as shown, the icon 500 nay be arranged al ong a
top portion of the display.

And | think this is in reference to Figure 5.
And so if you go to Figure 5, you can see that icon 500
is |abeled in the figure.

Q kay. |Is what you just read about icon 500
how a person of ordinary skill would understand the term
"icon" in the context of the '080 patent?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form

A So I'mnot sure if you're asking if it would
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only be what | read. There's other pages in the patent,
but the icon would be understood to at |east include
this.

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q My question, what is an icon in the context of
the ' 080 patent, covers the entirety of the '080 patent.
| wasn't |ooking for a specific exanple.

A |"msorry, say that again.

Q My question, what is an icon in the context of
the ' 080 patent, was asking about the entirety of the
'080 patent. | wasn't |ooking for a specific exanple.

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (Ohjection, form

A "' mnot sure | understand your question. But
what | explained to you is that the icon would be
understood to at | east include what | read to you and
what is shown in Figure 5.

And for purposes of ny expert declaration,

|'"ve used that and |'ve shown that in the rel evant prior

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

art, there is disclosure that woul d be understood by one
of ordinary skill to disclose what | just explained to
you with regards to icon.
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q Ckay. Are you able to answer ny question
W t hout using "at |east include"?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form
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question, why you're asking ne to not use particul ar
English words in responding to you.

But with regards to the analysis that 1've
done in ny expert declaration with regards to patent
‘080, 1've | ooked at the disclosure with regards to icon
500 in the '080 patent and |I've shown that in the
rel evant prior art there, the disclosure in the rel evant
prior art would be understood by one of ordinary skil
to disclose the, for exanple, icon 500.

BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q kay. |I'mgoing to ask a slightly different
questi on.

What is an icon in the context of the '080
patent w thout using the phrase "at |east include"?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: | object to the form of
the question. | also object to the extent counsel is
I nstructing the witness that he's not allowed to answer
I n whi chever way he sees fit.

ATTORNEY YANG And that's a speaking
obj ection and so I"'mgoing to object to all of that.

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: That's your opi nion.

ATTORNEY YANG. You can | ook at the Tri al
Practice Cuide.

Deposition of Dr. Sandeep Chatterjee Page: 33
A Well, okay. If you don't want nme to use that
phrase, which I'm-- again, |'mvery confused by this
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ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: Counsel, you're not
allowed to tell the witness what he's allowed to say.

ATTORNEY YANG And you're not allowed to
object wth speaking objections.

THE WTNESS: Can you repeat your question?
Because again, |'mvery confused. You seemto be
telling ne to answer or not answer your question in sone
way, and |'m very confused.

ATTORNEY YANG  Sure.
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q My question is what is an icon in the context

of the '080 patent wi thout using the phrase "at | east
I ncl ude"?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: Sane obj ecti ons.

A So | think I would direct you back to

colum 13, line 43, where it states: An icon 500 is
provided on the first screen 156A and may indicate to a
user that the application 156 may be expanded. The icon
500 may be | ocated along a periphery of the first
di splay 102. For instance, as shown, the icon 500 may
be arranged along a top portion of the display. The
I con 500 nmay be provided adjacent to or superinposed on
a status bar 550, and then it continues on.

And then, like | said, Figure 5 seens to have

i con 500 | abel ed and so that would be an exanpl e of what
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one of ordinary skill would understand the icon to be.
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q kay. |Is that how the term"icon" is
interpreted in Claiml of the '080 patent?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form
A So | think ny discussion of iconin Caiml
starts around page 35 of ny declaration, which is
starting at around paragraph 68. And here, | state in
paragraph 68, the first sentence, Ogawa di scl oses this
limtation. And then | show side by side with regards
to the '080 patent and Ogawa and why one of ordinary
skill woul d understand Ogawa to di scl ose that
limtation.
ATTORNEY YANG |I'mgoing to strike that
answer because | haven't asked about Ogawa.
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q My question verbatim repeated, is, is that
how "icon" would be interpreted in laim1l of the '080
patent? The word "Ogawa" didn't appear in that
guesti on.
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form
A So I'"'m-- again, |I'mconfused by your
question. So are you aski ng whether the disclosure that
| read fromcolum 13 and Figure 5, whether those are

exanpl es of the clained icon?
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BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q kay, let ne rephrase ny question.

My question is, is the disclosure you read
about "icon," is that how "icon" would be interpreted in
Claiml of the '080 patent?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form

A The term "icon" would be understood to at
| east include what | read and what | showed you in
Fi gure 5.
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q kay. Let ne direct you to colum 6, line 13.
And | et nme know when you're there.

A kay, |I'mat colum 6.

Q Starting at line 13, it says: The handheld
conputing device 100 may further include one or nore
| nput devices that may be used to receive user inputs.
These i nput devices may be operative to receive gesture
I nputs froma user and accordingly, nmay be referred to
generally as gesture sensors.

Do you see those two sentences?

A | do.

Q What is a gesture in the context of the '080
pat ent ?

A Well, if you continue reading in that sane

columm, it states: A nunber of different types of
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gesture sensors nmay be provided. Sone exanpl es include
but are not limted to traditional input devices,
keypads, trackballs, etc., touch-sensitive devices,
optical sensors, e.g., a canera or the like, etc. And
so it provides exanples of gesture sensors.

Q And the disclosure you just read about
gestures, is that how the term "gesture" would be
interpreted in the clains of the '080 patent?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form

A If you | ook at paragraph 74 of ny declaration,
I"'mstating -- I'"'mstating Ogawa's pen detection unit 21
whi ch detects contact/touch between the pen 12 and
di splay input surface 13 corresponds to a gesture sensor
and is consistent wwth the '080 patent's discl osure,
whi ch describes that the gesture sensor may be a
touch-sensitive device or other sensor operable to
detect user inputs in the formof a gesture. And then
I"'mciting -- and | have a nunber of citations -- to the
' 080 patent.

ATTORNEY YANG So again, I'mgoing to strike
t hat answer because again, | didn't ask about Ogawa.
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q And ny question was, is the disclosure you

just read about "gesture," is that how the term

"gesture" would be interpreted in the clainms of the '080
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pat ent ?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (hjection, form

A So I"'mnot -- | answered your question by
tal king both about Ogawa and the '080 patent. So if
you're telling ne to ignore both Ogawa and the ' 080
patent, |I'mnot sure how to answer your question.
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q Vell, I"'mtelling you ignore Ogawa, because
that was not part of ny question.

A But then | al so gave you citations to the '080
patent and | read directly fromthat.

Q So then are the citations that you gave ne how
a person of ordinary skill would understand the term
"gesture" in the clains of the '080 patent?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form

A Well, the citation that | gave you, and |']|
read it again, states: The '080 patent's disclosure
whi ch descri bes that the, quote, gesture sensor nay be a
touch-sensitive device ... or other sensor operable to
detect user inputs in the formof a gesture. And | have
citations there in paragraph 74. So one of ordinary
skill would understand those, what | -- what | read from
the quoted portions, to be exanples of a gesture sensor.
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q kay. Could I direct you to colum 11, line
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22. And let ne know when you're there.

A Ckay, |'mthere, colum 11.

Q Ckay. In colum 11, line 22, it says:
Figures 3l through K depict the potential arrangenents
of the screens of a nulti-screen application 152.

Do you see that?

A | do.
Q What is a nmulti-screen application?
A It seens to refer to multi-screen application

as 152, and then there is a lot of disclosure fromthe
next sentence onwards and then continues on from even
t he next paragraph, which states: For exanple, the
multi-screen application 152 may be nmaxim zed from a
si ngl e-screen node displayed in a single display to two
screens displayed in two di splays such that a parent
screen is displayed in the first display and a node
screen, e.g., a child screen is expanded into the second
display. So there's a lot of disclosure in that col um.

Q Ckay. |s what you just read your answer to ny
guestion what is a nulti-screen application?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form

A So | think | understood your question to be
wthin the '080 patent. And | read directly fromthe
'080 patent and | explained that there's other portions

that | did not read, which are right after the two |lines
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that you pointed ne to in colum 11.
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q Ckay. Since you pointed out that ny original
guestion wasn't restricted to the '080 patent, |'d now
like to ask what is a nmulti-screen application in the
context of the '080 patent?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bj ecti on,

m scharacteri zes.

A | don't understand your question. | just
explained to you that | answered understandi ng your
guestion to be wthin the context of the '080 patent.
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q | see. And I'msorry, could you repeat that
answer agai n?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bj ecti on.

ATTORNEY YANG. The answer to the question
what is a nulti-screen application in the context of the
' 080 patent?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form

THE WTNESS: Sorry, say that again.

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q Coul d you pl ease repeat your answer to ny
guestion what is a nulti-screen application in the
context of the '080 patent?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form Also
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obj ect to scope.

A So under st andi ng your question, which now
you've nmade it express, to be wthin the context of the
'080 patent, | directed you to portions of the '080
patent that discuss the nulti-screen application, which
seens to be identified as 152, and provi des exanpl es of
a multi-screen application.

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q Ckay. Could you turn to colum 9, |ine 29.
And | et nme know when you're there.

A "' mthere.

Q So the last -- starting with the last three
words on line 29 of colum 9, it says: A single-screen
application is intended to describe an application that
I s capabl e of producing a screen that may occupy only a
single display at a tine.

Do you see that?

A | do.

Q s that what a single-screen application is
within the context of the '080 patent?

ATTORNEY ZElI LBERGER: (bjection. Form and
scope.

A Wthin the '080 patent, that is a line within
the specification of the '080 patent.

BY ATTORNEY YANG
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Q kay. I'Il ask a slightly different question.
s that sentence how a person of ordinary
skill would understand the term "singl e-screen
application" within the context of the '080 patent?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bj ecti on, scope.
A Can you show ne where in ny declaration I'm
opi ning on this?
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q Well, didn't you testify that you've revi ewed
the ' 080 patent --
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bj ecti on.
Q -- Iinits entirety? And this is a sentence
within the '080 patent.
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form Scope.
A So | think I testified |I've reviewed the '080
patent many tinmes and so that's why I'm asking. Can you
show nme where |'ve provided this opinion so | can go
back and refresh ny nenory? So that's what |'m asking.
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q Well, ny question is your understandi ng of
this term And for ny benefit, because | want to
confirmthat that is what a single-screen application
Is, it's -- | don't think it's -- | don't think there's
a specific cite to it in your declaration. But | do

want to understand the '080 patent. And you've
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testified that you' ve reviewed the '080 patent in its
entirety, and you also testified that you' re an expert
in this field.

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: | object to the scope of
the question, to the extent that's a question.

ATTORNEY YANG  That was not a question.
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q The pendi ng question is, is that sentence how
a person of ordinary skill would understand the term
"single-screen application” within the context of the
' 080 patent?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection to the scope
of the question.

A And |'ve asked you to show ne, point ne to
where in ny declaration |'ve opined on this so | can
refresh ny nenory.

| don't performexpert analyses within a
mnute. | actually spend hours and days and days and
weeks analyzing this. | take ny job seriously, and so
that's why |I'm asking you, to the extent |I've opined on
this. |If you can show ne in ny declaration, | can
refresh ny nenory and answer your question.

BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q You're an expert in this field, right? So I'd

like for you to tell ne what a person of ordinary skill,
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reading this sentence, woul d understand.
ATTORNEY ZElI LBERGER: (bj ection, scope and
form
A So just reading that sentence? So you're
asking ne outside of the '080 patent in a vacuumif this
sentence existed?
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q Now | ' m asking you -- you've testified that
you read the entirety of the '080 patent. Having read
the entirety of the '080 patent, |'m asking you how a
person of ordinary skill would understand this sentence.
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bj ection, scope and
formand argunentati ve.
ATTORNEY YANG Al so, that wasn't a questi on.
THE W TNESS: Ckay.
ATTORNEY YANG Pl ease answer ny question,
t hough.
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: You just said it's not a
question, counsel.
ATTORNEY YANG | do have a question where
Dr. Chatterjee is asking clarifications of but hasn't
answered yet.
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q The question | have outstanding is, is that

sentence how a person of ordinary skill would understand
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the term "single-screen application” within the context
of the '080 patent?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (Obj ection. Form and
scope.

A So | don't think | asked for clarification. |
asked you to ny client ne to ny expert declaration where
|'"ve opined on this so | can refresh ny nenory. And
|'"ve explained to you that | take nmy job seriously and |
don't render off-the-cuff opinions. And so if you could
point ne to where |I've analyzed this issue, | can take a
| ook at it and I'l|l be happy to answer your questi on.

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q So it's your -- are you refusing to answer ny

question w thout being directed to your declaration?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bj ecti on,
m scharacterizes. Argunentative. Scope. Form

A | think |I've asked you nmultiple tines to
direct ne to where |I've opined on this so | can refresh
nmy menory, and | think it seenms |like you don't -- you're
not going to direct nme, so | don't know how to answer
this question.

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q If I do not direct you, are you refusing to

answer this question?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: Sane obj ecti ons.
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A "' mnot refusing to answer your question. |I'm
actually saying |I'd be very happy to answer your
questi on.

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q Then pl ease --

A You seemto be --

Q -- go ahead.

A You seemto be -- you seemto be not pointing
me to ny declaration where |'ve opined on this and so it
seens like you're refusing to direct ne to ny
decl arati on.

Q | don't need to direct you to your
decl aration, but you need to answer ny question. Pl ease
answer ny question.

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bj ecti on,
argunentative. Scope. Form

ATTORNEY YANG Al so, that wasn't a question.
But the sane question is still outstanding.

ATTORNEY ZElI LBERGER: Sane objections. |I'm
very confused what the question is.
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q The question is, is that sentence how a person
of ordinary skill would understand the term
"single-screen application" wthin the context of the

' 080 patent?

Multifold Exhibit 2005
Google et al. v. Multifold
IPR2025-00059, Page 46 of 214

Bl ueBear Reporting LLC



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

8/ 1/ 2025

Deposition of Dr. Sandeep Chatterjee Page:

47

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERCGER: (bj ection, scope. Form

A So is this a question? Because you keep on
saying it's not a question and then a question. But
again, if you can point ne to where |'ve opined on this,
| can review that and refresh ny nenory and answer your
guestion, to the extent it was a question.
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q So let ne nake it clear.

The question is, is that sentence how a person
of ordinary skill would understand the term
"single-screen application” within the context of the
' 080 patent?

That is the question outstanding that you are
not answered yet. Please answer it.

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bj ecti on,

m scharacterizes. Argunentative. Scope. Form

A So are you aski ng whether just that sentence,
and ignoring everything else in the '080 patent, would
be used by one of ordinary skill? I'm-- again, |'m
confused by your question. You keep on saying "would
that sentence.” So are you asking ignoring the entirety
of the disclosure of the '080 patent?
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q Keep in mnd the end of ny sentence was

"Wthin the context of the '080 patent.” | wll repeat
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My question is, is that sentence how a person
of ordinary skill would understand the term
"single-screen application” within the context of the
' 080 patent?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bj ection, scope. Form

A But you're also saying "is that sentence,"” so
"' munderstanding that to nean that if there's nothing
else in the '080 patent.
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q | nmean, okay. |Is there anything else in the
' 080 patent?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form Scope.

A It seens to be a 21-page reference.
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q And you' ve represented that you've revi ewed
this 21-page reference nultiple tinmes for at |east --

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER:  Sane obj ecti ons.

Q -- approximately 10 hours. That is your
testinony, isn't it?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bj ection, scope. Form
M scharacteri zes.

A Yeah, | don't think | said that. And then --

but |like I'm saying, your question is very confusing and

Deposition of Dr. Sandeep Chatterjee Page: 48
nmy sentence again. I'msorry, | wll repeat ny question
again.
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you're not clarifying the question for ne. You keep on
stating that |'ve reviewed the '080 patent, which | have
done, but |'m not understandi ng your question and you're
not showi ng ne where in ny declaration |I've opined on
t his.
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q This is a question directed to the patent,
whi ch you' ve testified that you' ve reviewed. And you've
testified that you're an expert. So please answer the
guestion now that you've reviewed the patent.

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bj ection, scope. Form

A So again, | asked for clarification. You keep
on repeating the sane question w thout clarifying.
Li ke, ny understanding of a deposition is when | ask for
clarification because |I'm not understandi ng a confusing
guestion that you would clarify the question.
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q Ckay, let ne ask, how are you asking for
clarification? Are you -- you' ve repeatedly asked ne to
point to your declaration. This question has nothing to
do wth your declaration. |Is that the clarification
you' re asking for?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER:  Counsel, we need to

di scuss this. W can go off the record if you want.

But you're expressly saying you're asking about
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guestions not relating to his declaration. That's not

t he purpose for what we're here for today.

ATTORNEY YANG | never said this question
wasn't related to his declaration. | said |I'mnot going
to point to his declaration. | want himto answer from
t he patent.

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: You said --

ATTORNEY YANG -- the part about --

( Si nul t aneous speaki ng.)

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: Counsel, |I'm | ooking at
the transcript. You said, "This question has nothing to
do with your declaration.”

ATTORNEY YANG. This question is not -- |'m

not going to direct the witness to his declaration.

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: |'m not saying you --
ATTORNEY YANG |'m --

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: -- have to direct the --
ATTORNEY YANG -- the patent.

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER -- witness to the --

THE REPORTER One at a tine, please, for the
record. Thank you.

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: |'m not sayi ng you have
to direct the witness to the question, counsel, but if
you are saying that you're exam ning the w tness

relating to material that has nothing to do with his
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declaration, as you said, that is inproper.

ATTORNEY YANG Yes or no. D d the wtness
review this, the '080 patent? Are you representing --

ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER: |Is there a question --

ATTORNEY YANG -- that --

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: -- counsel ?

( Si nul t aneous speaki ng.)

ATTORNEY YANG  Yes.

THE WTNESS: | --

THE REPORTER One at a tine, please, for the
record. Thank you.

THE WTNESS: | reviewed the '080 patent
mul tiple tines.

ATTORNEY YANG.  Therefore, anything in the
'080 patent is fair gane for nme to ask about.

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: |Is there a question
pendi ng?

ATTORNEY YANG Are you instructing the

W tness not to answer ny questions?

ATTORNEY ZEl LBERCGER: |'m-- | never said such

a thing, counsel. | only said that if you intend to
expressly exam ne the witness on what you believe has,
quote, nothing to do with his declaration, then we m ght
have to call the Board.

ATTORNEY YANG Do we need to call the Board?
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Il wll represent that this question is related to the

' 080 patent, of which the wi tness has opined on and has
represented that he's reviewed. Do ne need to call the
Board on that?

ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER: Only if you're expressly
I ntending to exam ne himon material that you believe
has nothing do with his declaration. If you're
w t hdrawi ng that representation or if you're --

ATTORNEY YANG | amw t hdrawi ng t hat
representati on.

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: Counsel, please stop
interrupting ne. If you do intend to exam ne hi m based
on his declaration, we're free to proceed. I|f you
I ntend to, as you said, exam ne himbased on nmateri al
that you believe has nothing to do with his declaration,
then we need to call the Board. It's up to you.

ATTORNEY YANG.  You know what? Let's call the
Boar d.

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: Okay. To be clear --

ATTORNEY YANG Let's --

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: To be clear, |'m not
I nstructing the witness not to answer. But, as | said,
If you want to call the Board because you believe you're
al l oned to exam ne hi m based on the --

ATTORNEY YANG On the '080 patent.
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ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: Counsel, please stop
interrupting me. That's the fifth tine. |f you believe
you're allowed to exam ne him based on what you think
has nothing to do with his declaration, that is an issue
we need to get -- need to get feedback fromthe Board
on.

ATTORNEY YANG  Ckay, now | get to talk.

First of all, I've withdrawn that representation.

Second of all, this issue has to do wth the '080
patent, which the w tness has opined on and which the

W t ness has represented that he's reviewed the entirety
of. I'"mnot pulling another patent out of thin air to
ask himabout. This is the sanme -- this the very exact
patent that's at issue in this proceeding, which he's
represented that he's reviewed. So do you think we need
to call the Board on this?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: Well, now for the first
time you' ve changed your position and w thdrawn your
representation so | think we can proceed. O course,
"Il maintain nmy scope objections.

ATTORNEY YANG That's fine. Are we still on
the record?

THE REPORTER: We have not gone off the
record.

ATTORNEY YANG  Ckay.
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BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q So thank you, Dr. Chatterjee. Could you
pl ease answer ny question then?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: | object to the form of
t he question and the scope of the question.

A So | think where we left off was | repeatedly
asked you for clarification, which you have not
provi ded.
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q kay. So I'd like to ask for clarification on
your clarification, request for clarification.

Are you asking ne to direct you to your
decl aration or are you asking sone other clarification?

A Well, | have -- the first request is your
guestion is very confusing because you' re saying within
the context of the '080 patent, but then you're limting
ne to a single sentence within it, and so that's one
clarification.

And then the second one is, like | stated, I'd
like to see what ny anal ysis and opi nion was so that |
can accurately and correctly answer your question. And
that's why | asked you to point ne to where in ny
declaration | tal k about this.

Q kay, so I'mgoing to tackle your first and

second clarifications one at atine, if that's fine with
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you.

So for your second clarification, | am not
going to direct you to your declaration because this
question is based on your -- is on the understanding --
your understanding of this patent.

I'd l'ike to understand how you understand this
patent. |'mnot going to direct you to your
declaration, and nothing in the rules requires ne to do
So.

So for the first clarification, what would
hel p you understand this question better?

Are you saying that this question, the
guestion is limted to the sentence that | read to you?
A That seens to be in your question, so yes.

Q kay. Let ne ask it different then. Sorry,
let me ask it a different way then.

Wul d a person of ordinary skill understand
the term "single-screen application" wthin the context
of the '080 patent to include that sentence?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bj ection, scope. Form

A Whi ch sentence are we -- are we | ooking at
line 29?7 |Is that what you directed ne to?
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q Let ne read the sentence again just for

clarity. The sentence is on colum 9, line 29, wth
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the -- starting wwth the last three words: A
si ngl e-screen application is intended to describe an
application that is capable of producing a screen that
may occupy only a single display at a tine.

That's the sentence.

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bject to the form and
scope of the question, to the extent that is a question.

A So to the extent | understood your question, |
bel i eve, given that that sentence appears in colum 9 of
the ' 080 patent, one of ordinary skill would consider
that wwthin the remai nder of the context of the '080
pat ent .

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q kay. And what is an application wthin that
sent ence?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bject to the form of
t he questi on.

A That sentence seens to state a single-screen
application is intended to describe an application that
I s capabl e of producing a screen that may occupy only a
single display at a tine.

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q And ny question is -- was, what is an

application within the context of the '080 patent?

A kay, that seens to be a different question
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t han what you asked ne so let ne try to answer that
guesti on.

If you |l ook at colum 4, line 26: A screen
may be associated with an application and/or an
operating system executing on the handhel d conputi ng
devi ce 100. For instance, application screens or
deskt op screens nmay be displayed. An application may
have various kinds of screens that are capable of being
mani pul ated, as will be described further bel ow

And then continuing on to the next paragraph
starting at line 35: A screen nay be associated with an
operating system an application, or the like. In sone
I nstances, a screen may include interactive features,
e.qg., buttons, text fields, toggles.

So there's disclosure in the portions that |
read to you as well as other portions that tal k about an

appl i cation.

Q | believe you said "that talk about an
application.” How does it talk about an application?
A That it describes an application in the

specification of the '080 patent.
Q And how does it describe an application in the
specification of the '080 patent?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form

A | just answered for you that there is
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di scl osure in the '080 patent, including what | just
read to you, that describes and provi des exanpl es of
applications in the '080 patent.
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q You did, but ny question wasn't is there
di scl osure. M/ question is, how does the '080 patent
descri be an application?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (Ohjection, form
A | just read you sone disclosure fromthe
specification of the '080 patent.
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q So your answer to nmy question how does the
' 080 patent describe an application, your answer would
be what you read to ne?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form
A Those are exanples of the disclosure of an
application in the '080 patent, yes.
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q kay. In the context of the '080 patent, is
an operating system synonynous with an application?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form
A Well, even what | read to you from col unm 4,
line 26 states: A screen nmay be associated with an
application and/or an operating system executing on the

handhel d conputi ng devi ce 100.
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So that was an exanple. [It's tal king about an
application and an operating system
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q And ny question is, are they the sane thing?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form
A So are you asking within that sentence where
it's saying a screen may be associated with an
application and/ or an operating systen? So that seens
to say that a screen nmay be associated with an
application and an operating system
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q Yes, but ny question wasn't about the screen.
My question is, is an operating systemthe sane thing as
an application?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form
A | think -- sol'm-- are you asking in terns
of how, for exanple, conputing systens operate and
whet her operating systens and applications have
different functionalities?
O are you -- what is your question?
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q My question is are they -- are they the sane
t hi ng?
Are applications and operating systens the

sane thing?
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| s one the sane as the other?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (hjection, form

A From what perspective?

BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q Fromthe perspective of the '080 patent.
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERCGER: Sane obj ecti on.

A | don't understand how to answer that question
by just saying fromthe perspective of the '080 patent.
For exanple, if your question is fromthe perspective of
whet her there is source code that is used to devel op an
operating systemin an application, so fromthat
perspective, yes, source code is used or may be used to
devel op an application and to devel op an operating
system
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q kay. Wiy woul d the ' 080 patent say
application and/or operating systemif they are the sane
t hi ng?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form

A Are you trying to say that | said that they're
the sane thing? Because |I'mnot --
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q No, |'m saying assum ng that they are the sane
thing, why would the '080 patent use application and/ or

operating systenf
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ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form

A So are you asking then fromthe perspective of
what | just explained to you, that source code can be
witten to devel op an application and source code can be
witten to devel op an operating system fromthat
perspective, why the '080 is tal king about application
and/ or operating systenf
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q Sure. Wth that understandi ng, please answer.

A | think what it's saying is that there may be
screens associated with an application and/or an
operating system It's not really going into -- again,
at least this portion -- | haven't nenorized the
entirety of the '080, but this portion, it's not talking
about whet her applications are devel oped using source
code and how -- and whet her operating systens can al so
be devel oped using source code, but it's saying here a
screen may be associated with an application and/or an
operati ng system executing on the handhel d conputi ng
devi ce 100.

Q kay. Do you recall that in the '080 patent
applications can be either single screen or
mul ti-screen?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form

A Are you rem nding ne of what we tal ked about
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you were directing ne to?
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q I'"'mrem nding you that the '080 patent
di scl oses both single-screen applications and
mul ti-screen applications. You would agree with that,
right? That it discloses both single-screen
applications and nulti-screen applications?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form

A Gh, colum 9, line 28 of the '080 patent
states single-screen applications and nulti-screen
applications may be provided, if that answers your
questi on.
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q kay. So in the '080 patent, since an
application can be either single-screen or nulti-screen,
woul d you agree that an application is not limted to a
singl e screen?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form Scope.

A Say that again.
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q Ckay, in the '080 patent, since an application
can be either single-screen or nmulti-screen, would you

agree that an application is not limted to a single
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like for the last -- 10 m nutes ago, the disclosures in
the different portions of the -- | guess colum 9 that
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| ine 28 states single-screen applications and
mul ti-screen applications may be provi ded.
Q And in the '080 patent, would you agree that
an application is not limted to two screens?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form and
scope.
A Can you show ne where you're reading fronf
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q VWll, it says nulti-screen application. |
just want to confirmthat when it says single-screen and
mul ti-screen application, it's not limted to two
screens. It could be one screen; it could be three
screens; it could be five screens.
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form Scope.
A So colum 9, line 32 states: A nulti-screen
application is intended to describe an application that
I s capabl e of producing one or nore screens that may
si mul taneously occupy nultiple displays.
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: Counsel, we've been
goi ng for over an hour. Wy don't we take a break?
ATTORNEY YANG | have one nore question, and
then we can take a break.

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Deposition of Dr. Sandeep Chatterjee Page: 63
screen?
A | would agree that colum 9 of the '080 patent
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Q So based on what you just read, would you
agree that a single-screen application is also an
exanple of a nmulti-screen application?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form Scope.

A Can you point nme to ny declaration again?
These seemto be anal yses that you're asking ne, and |
want to review what |'ve analyzed and witten because
| -- if you can point ne to ny declaration, that would
be hel pful.

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q | am not going to point you to your
declaration. | just want to see -- | want to see what
your understanding of the '080 patent is.

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: Sane obj ecti ons.

A So again, colum 9, line 29 states: A
singl e-screen application is intended to describe an
application that is capable of producing a screen that
may occupy only a single display at a tine.

And then it continues on: A nultiscreen
application is intended to describe an application that
I s capabl e of producing one or nore screens that may
si mul taneously occupy nultiple displays.

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: Counsel, when do you
want to come back on the record?

ATTORNEY YANG That's fine. Do you want to
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ATTORNEY YANG Ch. Ckay, 11:307?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER  Sure.
ATTORNEY YANG  Thank you.
(Recess taken.)
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q Dr. Chatterjee, during the break, did you
speak with anyone about this deposition?

A No.

Q Ckay. | believe we were | ooking at columm 9,
line 32 of the '080 patent, and | believe you pointed
out that a nulti-screen application is intended to
describe an application that is capable of producing one

or nore screens that may sinultaneously occupy nultiple

di spl ays.
Do you see that?
A Colum 9, |ine 32 onwards, yes.
Q kay. And | guess the question is does one or

nore displays in -- I'msorry, does one or nore Sscreens
I n that sentence nean that a single-screen application
Is an exanple of a nmulti-screen application?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER:  Obj ection. Scope.

Form Rel evance.

Deposition of Dr. Sandeep Chatterjee Page: 65
do 11: 207
ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER: | think it's 11:20 right
NOW.
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A So again |I'mconfused by your question. You
said "in that sentence,” but that sentence is tal king
about a nulti-screen application. The sentence -- the
two sentences before that are tal ki ng about
singl e-screen applications, so | don't know how to
answer your question if it's limted to that sentence
t hat doesn't tal k about it.

BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q Well, let nme break it down for you.
You see that that sentence says: A
mul ti-screen application is intended to describe an
application that is capable of producing one or nore
screens that may simnultaneously occupy nultiple
di spl ays.
Do you see that?

A Yes.

Q Wul d you agree that producing one screen
satisfies producing one or nore screens?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection. Form
Scope. Rel evance.

A What was your question? WAs your question

whet her one or nore neans one or nore?
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q Yes. M question is whether one is included

in the one or nore.
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ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: Sane obj ecti ons.

Q Whet her just one is included in one or nore.

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: Sane obj ecti ons.

A | think to the extent you're asking the
general question, | believe that the phrase "one or
nore" nmeans one or nore.

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q So if a nmulti-screen application produces just
one screen, is producing just one screen also a
si ngl e-screen application?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bj ection. Scope.

Rel evance.

A So to be clear, the answer | gave you was j ust
about the general phrase "one or nore," and now you seem
to be bringing it to the actual | anguage here.

But | want to sort of clarify that you didn't
read the entire sentence. |If you're tal king about the
"one or nore," it's not just saying produci ng one or
nore screens, it's saying producing one or nore Sscreens
that may sinultaneously occupy nmultiple displays.

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q (kay. Reading the conplete sentence, how
woul d you answer ny question?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection. Form

Scope. Rel evance.
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A Can you repeat your question? Because | think
your question just read the first part of the sentence.
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q My question was, is a nulti-screen application
t hat produces one screen al so a single-screen
application?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bj ection. Scope.
Rel evance.

A But that's where I'mnot -- |I'magetting
confused again by your question because you're not
reading the entirety of the sentence. Wat it's saying
Is a nulti-screen application is intended to describe an
application that is capable of producing one or nore
screens that may simultaneously occupy nmultiple
di spl ays.

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q So are you saying that a nmulti-screen
application that produces just one screen is not a
si ngl e-screen application?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection. Scope.
Rel evance. Form

A |'"'msaying that you seemto be redefining
multi-screen application fromwhat is witten in the
' 080 patent.

BY ATTORNEY YANG
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Q kay, let nme ask a slightly different
guesti on.

Is a nulti-screen application that produces
one or -- one -- just one screen that occupies nultiple
di spl ays a single-screen application?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bj ection. Scope.

Rel evance. Form
A So the colum 9, line 29 onwards is stating --
I S saying a single-screen application is intended to
describe an application that is capable of producing a
screen that may occupy only a single display at a tine.
A nmulti-screen application is intended to describe an
application that is capable of producing one or nore
screens that may simultaneously occupy nmultiple
di spl ays.
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q s that your answer to ny question?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (Ohjection, form
A Yes, | believe that was ny answer to your
guesti on.
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q Ckay, thank you.
Could | direct you to colum 13, |ine 66.
A Colum 13, line 667
Q Yes. It's the cut-off paragraph at the bottom
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of columm 13 starting with "A second display 104." And
| et me know when you're there.

A Ckay, |'mthere.

Q So this paragraph says: A second display 104,
I ncl udi ng a desktop screen 138, is also visible to a
user. Upon initiation of expansion of the -- and then
it goes on to colum 14 -- application 156 into the
second di splay 104 shown in Figure 5B, the icon 500 nmay
nmorph into icon 500 prinme as the second screen 156B of
application 156 begins to expand into the second displ ay
104.

Do you see that?

A Yes.

Q And ny question is what does the term "norph"
mean in this context?

A So as | state at the bottom of paragraph 85 of
ny declaration, | wite: The '080 patent discloses
that, simlar to Ogawa, the norphing of its icon 500 to
I con 500 prine includes elongating the width of the
substantially rectangular icon 500 as shown bel ow.

And | show annot ated Fi gures 5A and 5B.

Q Ckay. Could I direct you to colum 15.

A Ckay, |'mthere.

Q Looking at line 6 of colum 15, it says: The

nor phi ng conpri sing changi ng the shape and size of the
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I con.

Do you see that?

A | do.

Q And what does the term "shape" nean in this
cont ext ?

A So if you | ook at paragraph 86 of ny
declaration, | wite: Thus, simlar to the '080
patent's disclosure, the shape and size of the shaded
portion of access bar 42 changes commensurate with the
size of the first screen 13A, changing from4B to 4C as
part of the norphing of access bar 42, to indicate that
Qgawa' s programis in a second state corresponding to
t he second wi ndow si ze.

And then | have a lot of citations.

And then paragraph 87, | state: | have been
asked to consider a scenario where the '080 patent's
description of an aspect ratio of icon 500 prine in
Fi gure 5B changing relative to the aspect ratio of icon
500, 5A. In that scenario, Ogawa di scl oses the sane
features as it discloses the aspect ratio of the col ored
shaded portion of access bar 42 in Figure 4C changes
relative to the aspect ratio of the col ored shaded
portion of access bar 42 in Figure 4B.

And then | continue. And then later on in ny

declaration, | al so address the shape through
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di scl osures in Choi.

Q Ckay. Could I direct you to Caim4 of the
'080 patent? And let ne know when you're there.

A "' mthere.

Q Claim4 says: The nethod of daiml1l -- I'm
sorry. The nethod according to Claim1l wherein the
first display condition includes displaying the
application in at least a first and second di spl ay.

Do you see that?

A | do. The claimcontinues, but | see the
first part of it, yes.

Q Right. M questionis, is an application
di splayed in at least a first and second display a
mul ti-screen application?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bj ection. Scope.
Rel evance. Form

A | don't see the term"nulti-screen
application" appearing in Caim4.
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q It doesn't. M question is what the claim--
what that claimlanguage neans. M question is, is the
cl ai mlanguage the application that's displayed in at
| east a first and second display, is that a nulti-screen
application disclosed by the '080 patent?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection. Scope,
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rel evance, and form

A Caim4 is reciting: The nethod according to
Claiml wherein the first display condition includes
di splaying the application in at |least a first and
second di splay and wherein the nodifying includes
mnimzing the application to occupy only one of the
first and second di spl ays.

So for purposes of that claim and |like you
just explained to ne that the term"nulti-screen
application" does not appear there, the analysis |'ve
perfornmed in ny declaration is based on what the claim
actually says, CQaim4 actually says in the '080 patent,
not if it said different things. Like, not if the claim
were a different claim | did not performthat
anal ysi s.

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q Did you read Claim4 in the context of the
' 080 patent?

A Claim4 appears in the '080 patent.

Q Let nme rephrase that and ask a different
guesti on.

Did you read Claim4 in the context of the
' 080 patent's specification?

A "' mnot sure | understand that question. |

t hi nk you pointed ne to colum 15. Cdaim4, that
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appears in colum 15.

Are you asking nme if the sane words appear in
t he specification?

Q " mactual |y asking you, |ooking at colum 9,
line 32, where it says: A nulti-screen application is
I ntended to describe an application that is capabl e of
produci ng one or nore screens that may sinultaneously
occupy nultiple displays.

Based on the disclosure in colum 9, line 32,
is Claim4 where it says "displaying the application in
at least a first and second display,"” is that
application a multi-screen application?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection. Form scope,
and rel evance.

A So again, you seemto have admtted that
mul ti-screen application is not recited in aim4 so
you seemto be asking ne if Caim4 were a different
claim But the analysis that | perforned for purposes
of this IPRis based on what Claim4 of the '080 patent
actually recites and not if it was sone different claim
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q "' mactually asking you to interpret Claimi4
in view of colum line -- 9, line 32. Does colum 9,
line 32 guide your interpretation of C aim4?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form
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A Coul d you expl ain what you nean by does it
guide ny interpretation of Claim4? You' ve told ne
multiple times Claim4 does not include the termor it
does not recite the term"nulti-screen application,”" so
| -- you continue to keep on asking ne, | guess, if
Caim4 were witten to have different |anguage. But
again, the analysis that |'ve perforned for purposes of
this declaration is based on what Caim4 of the '080
patent actually says, not if it were witten in a
di fferent way.

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q kay. I|I'mgoing to ask you a different
questi on now.

Did you consider the sentence in colum 9,
| ine 32 when anal yzing O aim4?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form

A | considered the totality of the '080 patent
in ny analysis. And with regards to the analysis that |
performed, which is set forth in ny declaration, the
analysis that | perforned was that | | ooked at certain
prior art and | explained why one of ordinary skill, in
review ng those certain prior art, would understand
Claim4 to have been disclosed by -- disclosed -- I'm
just looking for daimA4.

Yes, |'mlooking at page 68. And there, |I'm
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| ooking at Caim4, and | say in paragraph 127: Ogawa
I n view of Yook discloses and/or suggests this
limtation.

So the analysis | perforned, at |east as shown
I n page 68, | denonstrate that Ogawa in view of Yook
di scl oses and/ or suggests C aim 4.

Tal ki ng about Caim4, | was just quickly
| ooking through it right now | wanted to -- when | was
review ng ny declaration and preparing for the depo
today, | did find two very mnor typos that | wanted to
just make sure we're on the sane page about.

And so on page 78, footnote 12, on the third
line, it talks about daim4, but it should say C aimb5.
| believe it's pretty clear fromwhere it -- where that
footnote is | ocated.

And t hen another quick, very mnor typo is on

page 42, the second sentence. |Inside the parentheses,
It says "which not includes.”" It should be "which now
i ncludes." So the T in "not" should be a Wfor "now. "
Q | appreciate those clarifications, but you
didn't nention colum 9, line 32 in your answer so |

just want to confirmthat you did consider colum 9,
line 32 when anal yzing C ai m4.
A | think |I'm confused, because | think ny

answer was | considered the totality of the '080 patent.
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And | believe colum 9 appears within the '080 patent,
so | believe ny answer did respond to that point.

Q Ckay, thank you. That was very clear then,
very hel pful.

So when considering the sentence in colum 9,
line 32 when analyzing Caim4, did you consider whether
an application displayed in at least a first and second
di spl ay, whether that application is a nmulti-screen
application?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bj ection. Scope.

Rel evance. Form

A So are you asking about Cdaim4 still?
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q Yes.

A So didn't you already tell ne that
"multi-screen application"” does not -- is not recited in
Cl aim4?

Q And you told ne that you considered colum 9,
line 32 when you were anal yzing C aim4.

A | think | told you that | considered the
totality of the '080 patent.

Q Whi ch includes colum 9, line 32, right?

A | believe all of the colums are included in
the totality of the '080 patent.

Q Right. So when you were analyzing Claim4 in
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first and second di splay, whether that application is a
mul ti-screen application based on the disclosure in
colum 9, |ine 327
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERCGER: (bjection. Scope,

rel evance, and form

A Agai n, can you show ne where nulti-screen
application is recited?
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q In colum 9, |ine 32.

A No, I'masking the claim You' re asking ne
wth regards to Caim4, correct?

Q Yes. And you told ne you considered columm 9,

line 32 when anal yzing C ai m 4.

A | told you | considered the totality of the
' 080 patent.
Q Whi ch i ncludes colum 9, |ine 32.

A Whi ch i ncludes every colum and every Ii ne,
yes.

Q So when you were analyzing colum -- Claim
34 -- I'msorry. Wen you were analyzing aim4 in
view of the totality of the patent, which includes
colum 9, |line 34, did you consider whether displaying

the -- the application that's displayed in at |east a
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view of colum 9, line 32, did you consider whether an
application that is displayed on a first -- at |east a
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first and second display is a nulti-screen application

based on --
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bj ecti on.
ATTORNEY YANG |I'msorry.
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: Are you done, counsel ?
ATTORNEY YANG  Yes.
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection. Form
Scope. Rel evance.
A And again, |'ve asked you to show ne where

it'"s recited in daim4, nulti-screen application,

because |I've read Claim4 right now

seeing the claimterm"multi-screen application" in
C aim 4.
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q And |I've told you it's in colum 9, line 32.
A So are you saying Claim4 continues on to
colum 9? |I'm--
Q No.
A -- very confused by your questi on.
Q You told nme you considered colum 9, line 32

when anal yzing Caim4, did you not?

A | told you that |

the '080 patent in analyzing the --

that are set forth in nmy declaration.

Q

considered the totality of

And the totality of the patent

again and |I' m not

all of the clains

I ncl udes
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colum 9, |ine 32.
A | would agree with you on that, yes.

Q So therefore, when you anal yzed C ai m4 based

on the totality of the patent, you analyzed it including

colum 9, line 32.

A Because it is part of the totality of the
patent, yes, | agree with you.

Q So when you analyzed Claim4 in view of
colum 9, line 32, did you consider whether an

application that is displayed on at least a first and
second display is a nulti-screen application?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERCGER: (bj ection. Scope,
rel evance, and form
A |'ve asked you to show ne where in Claimi4
t hat term appears.
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q And |'ve shown you that it's in colum 9, line
32 --
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER  Sane - -
Q -- which you admtted to ne that you
consi der ed.
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: Sane objections, to the
extent that's a question.
A | think you answered ny -- what | asked for

clarification is for you to show ne where in Caimi4
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t hat appears, and then you directed ne to colum 9. So
it seens |like you're telling ne if daim4 were witten
differently to include different claimlanguage,

I ncl udi ng | anguage from colum 9, what would ny anal ysis
be.

And | think |I've answered for you that the
analysis that |'ve done for purposes of this declaration
are based on what the clains, the challenged clains of
the ' 080 patent actually say, not if they were witten
to be sonething totally different.

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q But you told ne you analyzed Claim4 in view
of the totality of the specification, which includes
colum 9, line 32.

So I'm asking you, did you analyze aim4 in
view of colum 9, line 32?7 And if you did, did you
consi der the disclosure of nulti-screen application in
colum 9, |ine 327

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form

A | think I've answered for you already that |
considered the totality of the '080 patent in ny
analysis of all of the challenged clains.

BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q I ncluding colum 9, line 32 for Aaim4, did

you not ?
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ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form
A | agree with you that colum 9, |line 32 is
part of the totality of the '080 patent.
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q And based on your testinony, when -- and you
were anal yzing Caim4, you considered colum 9, line
32. Correct?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER:  (bjection, form
A | considered the totality of the '080 patent,
whi ch includes all of the colums, including colum 9.
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q So when you considered the totality of the
colums -- patent, including columm 9, line 32, did you
consi der whether an application that is displayed in at
| east a first and second display is a nulti-screen
application?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERCGER: (bj ection. Scope.
Rel evance.
A So again, I'mvery confused. But you're
asking ne about Claim4, correct?
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q I ' m aski ng you whet her you considered Caim4
based on the disclosure in colum 9, line 32, which you
told me you have.

A I --
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ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: The sane objecti on.
A | considered all of the clainms in -- within
the context of the totality of the '080 patent.
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q So having done that, is an application that is
displayed in a -- at least a first and second di spl ay,
Is that application a nmulti-screen application?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER:  (bj ection. Scope.

Rel evance.

A | don't see the claimterm"nulti-screen
application" in Claim4. |f you can point ne to it, |
will reviewit.

| don't recall that -- | don't believe it
appears in that, and you seemto have admtted that it
does not appear there. And you seemto be asking ne if
Caim4 were witten differently, and if it recited
totally different claimlanguage. And |I've explained to
you that the analysis that | did for purposes of ny
declaration is based on what Caim4 actually recites
and not if it were witten to be sonething conpletely
di fferent.
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q But you told ne you anal yzed C ai m 4.
When you anal yzed C aim 4, you considered

colum 9, line 32. That is what you told ne.
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ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form

A | considered Claim4 as it is actually witten
in the '080 patent and not in sone different Claim4
that you seemto be suggesting. |'mvery confused by
your question. | did analyze Cdaim4 as it is witten
in the '080 patent.

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q When you anal yzed Caim4, did you consider

colum 9, |ine 327
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form

A When | considered -- when | analyzed all of
the clains, | considered the totality of the '080
patent, which includes all of the colums, including
col um 9.

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q No, columm 9, line 32 includes a nmulti-screen
application, does it not?

A Colum 9, line 32 states "a nulti-screen
application is intended to," then it goes on to the next
| i ne.

Q So you considered -- when you were anal yzi ng
Claim4, you considered that sentence, did you not?
Because that sentence is colum 9, |ine 32.

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form
A | considered the totality of the '080 patent.
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BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q Wi ch i ncludes that sentence.

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (Objection, form

A | think that's a phrase. But yes, |
considered the totality of the '080 patent, which
i ncludes all of the colums and all of the lines of the
col ums.
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q And as a result of that, when you were
analyzing Claim4, you considered a nulti-screen
application, right? Because it -- a nulti-screen
application appears in colum 9, line 32, which you have
sai d you consi der ed.

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form

A And you're asking ne about Caim4, and |
don't believe the term"nulti-screen application”
appears in Caim4, which you seemto agree with ne on.
But then you're asking ne, it seens, that if daimi4
were witten differently to include different claim
| anguage, what would ny analysis be. And I think I've
explained to you that the analysis that | perforned in
nmy declaration is based on what Claim4 actually recites
and not if it were witten to say sonething conpletely
different.

BY ATTORNEY YANG
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Q Oh, | disagree. I'mnot -- I'mtrying to
establish what you consi der ed.
It seens to ne like you did consider a
mul ti-screen application because you're telling ne you
considered the entirety of the '080 patent when you were
anal yzing C aim4.
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: | object to the formto
the extent there's a question.
A What is the question? |'mnot foll ow ng your
guesti on.
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q The question is did you consider the term
"mul ti-screen application" when you were anal yzing
C aim4?
A | considered the totality of the '080 patent,
i ncluding all of the colums, including colum 9. But
at the sane tine, | don't see the term"nulti-screen
application" appearing in CCaim4 as witten, at |east

on the copy of the '080 patent that | have.

Q Do you see the term"nulti-screen application”
in colum 9, line 32?
A Are you saying that colum 9, line 32 is a

part of Claim4?
Q I"'msaying colum 9, line 32 is part of the

' 080 patent.
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A kay, | agree with you. Colum 9, line 32 is
part of the '080 patent.
Q And columm 9, line 32 says "nulti-screen
application.”
Do you agree with ne there?
A | think ine 32 says "a nulti-screen
application is intended to."
Q And so you considered colum 9, line 32,
I ncl uding the disclosure of nulti-screen application,
when analyzing Caim4, did you?
Did you?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (Ohjection, form
A | considered the totality of the '080 patent,
whi ch i ncludes colum 9, yes.
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q And that includes the disclosure of a
mul ti-screen application in colum 9, right?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (Ohjection, form
A | did consider the totality of the '080
patent, including colum 9, yes.
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q So when considering colum 9, line 32,
I ncluding the disclosure of nulti-screen application in
analyzing aim4, did you consider whether an

application that is displayed in at least a first and
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second display is a nulti-screen application?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERCGER: (bj ection. Scope.
Rel evance. Form

A So et ne read you what | have on -- for
Claim4 in the version of the '080 patent that | have in
front of ne. And | believe that's the version of the
‘080 patent that | used for the analysis.

Claim4 recites: The nmethod according to
Caim1l wherein the first display condition includes
di splaying the application in at least a first and
second di splay and wherein the nodifying includes
m nim zing the application to occupy only one of the
first and second di spl ays, period.
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q Can you please read columm 9, |line 32 through
35.

A Should | start fromthe beginning of the |ine
or from"A nulti-screen application"?

Q Either one is fine. Either one is fine.

A ... display at a tine, period. A nulti-screen
application is intended to describe an application that
I s capabl e of producing one or nore screens that my
si mul taneously occupy nul tiple displays, period.

Q And you agree the words "nulti-screen

application" appear in this, in what you' ve just read?
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A | agree that in colum 9, line 32 to 35, as |
just read it, the termor the phrase "a nulti-screen
application" does appear, Yyes.

Q And so when you considered the '080 patent in
analyzing Claim4, did you consider the sentence: A
mul ti-screen application is intended to describe an
application that is capable of producing one or nore

screens that may sinultaneously occupy nultiple

di spl ays?
Did you consider that sentence in analyzing
Cl aim4?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (Ohjection, form
A | considered the totality of the '080 patent

in the analysis of all of the clains, including O aimA4.
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q And the totality of the '080 patent includes
t hat sentence. Correct?

A The totality of the '080 patent includes all
of the clains, all of the lines, including that
sent ence.

Q kay. So having considered that sentence when
anal yzing aim4, did you consider whether an
application that is displayed in at least a first and
second di spl ay, whether that application is a

mul ti-screen application?
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ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bj ection. Scope,
rel evance, and form
A Again, I'mlooking at Claim4 and | don't see
the term"multi-screen application" anywhere within it.

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q Do you see the term"nulti-screen application”
in colum 9, |ine 327
A And again, |'ve asked you, so are you

redefining aim4 to include sone ot her | anguage that
is not in the version of the '080 patent that | have?
Q ' m aski ng you whether a nulti-screen
application qualifies as an application that is
di splayed in at least a first and second di spl ay.
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER:  (bj ection. Scope,
rel evance, and form
A So colum 9, line 32 states: A multi-screen
application is intended to descri be an application that
I s capabl e of producing one or nore screens that nmay
si mul taneously occupy nul tiple displays, period. And
there are nore sentences that go on.
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q And based on what you just read, is a
mul ti-screen application an application that is
di splayed in at least a first and second di splay?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection. Scope,
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rel evance, and form

A The specification in colum 9 starting at |ine
32 states: A nulti-screen application is intended to
descri be an application that is capable of producing one
or nore screens that may sinultaneously occupy nultiple
di spl ays, period. And there are additional sentences
after that.
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q So based on what you just read, is a
mul ti-screen application an application that is
di splayed in at least a first and second di splay?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERCGER: (bj ection. Scope,

rel evance, and form

A What it states is a nmulti-screen application
Is intended to describe an application that is capable
of producing one or nore screens that may sinultaneously
occupy nmultiple displays.
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q Can you please read for ne the definition --
the description of single-screen application in colum
9.

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (Ohjection, form

A You want ne to read fromsone |ine?

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q From-- I'msorry, you said you wanted a
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specific line?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (hjection, form
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q Yes. On line 27 starting at the mddle wth
singl e-screen applications. I|I'msorry, line 29. It
says "A single-screen application.”™ Starting there, can
you pl ease read that.

A A single-screen application is intended to
describe an application that is capable of producing a
screen that may occupy only a single display at a tine,
peri od.

Q So when an application is mnimzed to occupy
only one display, is that application a single-screen
application?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bj ection. Scope.
Rel evance.
A Are we tal king about Caim4?
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q If you want to look at CQaim4, that's fine.
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form

A |"ve read aim4. | don't see the term
"single-screen application" in Caim4. Can you show ne
where that is?

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q |'ve shown you in colum 9, line 29 that it
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says: A single-screen application is intended to

describe an application that is capable of producing a

screen that may occupy only a single display at a tine.
|'ve shown -- you've read that as well, right?

A But that's not in -- that's not in Caim4.
That's in colum 9, |ine 29.

Q Wi ch you consi dered when anal yzi ng C ai m 4,
right?

A | considered the totality of the patent in
analyzing all of the clains.

Q So when you considered the patent, is a
single -- when you considered the patent, when an
application is mnimzed to occupy only one of the first
and second displays, is that a single-screen
application?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERCGER: (bj ection. Scope,
rel evance, and form

A Can you -- I'mnot -- |'mnot understandi ng.
When you said that when | considered the patent. |
considered the clains in the challenged clains and |
considered the totality of the '080 patent, but what is
it that you're asking? |'mnot understandi ng your --
you said when | considered the patent.

BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q Well, let me break it down. Sorry, let ne
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break it down.
Let's start with colum 9, line 29. It says:
A single-screen application is intended to describe an
application that is capable of producing a screen that
may occupy only a single display at a tine.
You see that, right?
A | do see that in colum 9, line 29 to 32.
Q And you agree that sentence is part of the
' 080 patent.
A That sentence is part of the specification of
the ' 080 patent, yes.
Q And you consi dered the specification of the
' 080 patent when you were anal yzing C aimA4.
A | considered the totality of the '080 patent
i n analyzing all of the clains, including CaimA4.
Q So you considered that sentence when anal yzing
C aim 4.
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (Ohjection, form
A "' m not understandi ng when you say |
consi dered that sentence. Are you saying | considered
only that sentence when anal yzing C aim4?
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q No. |'m saying you considered that sentence
and the rest of the specification when anal yzi ng

Claim4.
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s that right?

A | think | considered that sentence, the rest
of the specification, the clains. | think I've told you
that | considered the totality of the '080 patent in ny
anal ysi s.

Q kay. Since that sentence is included in what
you consi dered when analyzing Caim4, did you consider
when an application is mnimzed to occupy only one of
the first and second displays, is that application a
si ngl e-screen application?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bj ection. Scope.
Rel evance. Form

A Can you show ne where in Claim4 the term
"singl e-screen application" appears?

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q It appears on colum 9, |ine 29.

A So in response to nmy question where in Caimi4
It appears, you respond it appears in colum 9. So
again, | analyzed the clains as they are witten, not if
they were nodified to nmean sonething conpletely
different. That seens to be where the confusion is.

You seemto be redefining CCaim4 as if it were a
totally different claim
The analysis | perforned for purposes of ny

declaration and what |'mprepared to testify to today is
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for the clains as they are witten in the '080 patent,
not if they were conpletely nodified to nean sonet hi ng

conpletely different.

Q I"'mnot nodifying Claim4. |'m asking you
whet her you analyzed Cdaim4 in view of colum 9, I|ine
29. And by "in view of," | nean whet her you consi dered

It when anal yzing C aim4.
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER:  (bjection, form
A Can you say that again, please?

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q Sure. You testified that you considered
colum 9, line 29 when you analyzed Caim4, right?
A | testified for nmy analysis of all of the

clainms | considered the totality of the '080 patent,
whi ch includes all of the colums and includes colum 9.

Q So when you were analyzing Caim4, and by
considering colum 9, line 29, did you consider whether
an application that is mnimzed to occupy only one of
the first and second displays is a single-screen
application?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERCGER: (bj ection. Scope,

rel evance, and form

A And again, | don't see where in Caim4 the
term "single-screen application" appears.

BY ATTORNEY YANG
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Q It appears in colum 9, line 29. W've
established that.
A Under your redefined Caim4.
Q No. |'m asking whether colum 9, line 29 is
an exanple of the |l anguage in Caimd4.
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form
A CQaim4 sinply states -- and |'mreading from
the -- after the "and" -- wherein the nodifying includes
mnimzing the application to occupy only one of the
first and second displays. That's what it states.
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q It does. And |'m asking whet her the
application that occupies only one of the first and
second di splays is a single-screen application.
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bj ection. Scope.
Rel evance. Form
A I"mstill not understanding. You seemto be
concedi ng that that | anguage does not appear in Caim4,
but you're asking ne about that |anguage, but then

you' re al so saying that you' re not changing C aim4.

Q | am not.

A So it's confusing.

Q |'ve asked you about the exact | anguage of
Caim4. |'masking you whether the application that

occupies only one of the first and second displays, is
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that application a single-screen application?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERCGER: (bj ection. Scope,
rel evance, and form
A And |'mcontinuing to be perplexed and
confused by the question because | don't see that term
appeari ng here.
The analysis |I've done is based on what the
Caim4 claimlanguage is. And |I've shown, for exanple,
on the page that | pointed out to you why, as an
exanpl e, Ogawa in view of Yook discloses and/ or suggests
Claim4, which depends fromdaim 1.
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q Your answer just now said what the claim
| anguage i s.
Did you consider the specification as well in
t he anal ysis?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (Ohjection, form
A | think I've told you about 20 tines already
that | considered the totality of the '080 patent in
performing nmy analysis. And | think I've told you al so
equal nunber of tines that | don't see that |anguage in
C aim 4.
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q But you agree that that | anguage appears in

colum 9, line 30 -- I"'msorry, |line 297
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ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form

A | think the phrase "single-screen application”
appears not only in colum 9, line 32, but | think it
appears el sewhere throughout -- or else -- other parts

of the specification as well.
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q So you agree that you considered a
si ngl e-screen application when anal yzi ng C ai m 4.

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form

A | considered the totality of the '080 patent,
and | considered the -- the actually as-witten Caimd4,
not a nodification of Caim4.
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q So because you considered a single-screen
application in the specification, did you consider
whet her an application that is mnimzed to occupy only
one of the first and second displays is a single-screen
application?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER:  Obj ection. Scope.

Rel evance. Form

A And | don't see that |anguage in Caim4.
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q And you told ne you considered that |anguage
because it appears in the specification.

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form
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A | told you that | considered the totality of
the '080 in analyzing all of the clains that |'ve
anal yzed.
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q And because that | anguage appears in the
totality of the specification, you nust have analyzed it
i n analyzing aim4. Correct?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (Ohjection, form
A | reviewed all of the colums and all of the

lines in ny analysis of the challenged clains. Again,

as |'ve stated, | don't see that |language in Caim4 so
| don't see -- | don't understand your question, and |
believe that's -- I've tried to nake it very clear why |

don't understand your questi on.
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q Vel |, now you' ve changed the answer. You just
said that you reviewed all the col ums.
Did you consider all the colums when
anal yzing d aim4?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form
A | considered the totality of the '080 patent.
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q That was not ny question. M question is did
you consider all the colums when anal yzing C aim4?

A | considered the totality of the '080 patent,
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whi ch includes all of the columms.

Q And because you considered all the col umms,
you consi dered the single-screen application in
colum 9, line 32 through 35, right?

A As part of ny analysis, | considered the
totality of the '080 patent. But | don't see for
Claim4 where single-screen application is recited.

Q So your testinony is you considered the
singl e-screen application in colum 9 as part of your
anal ysis of C aimd4.

s that right?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (Ohjection, form

A My testinony is that | considered the totality
of the '080 patent in nmy analysis. | don't see the
claimterm "single-screen application” anywhere in
Claim4, and you seemto have agreed with nme that it
does not appear there.

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q Well, ny question is, did you consider the
singl e-screen application in colum 9 in your analysis
of Claim4?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (Ohjection, form

A So | think |I'm understandi ng your question

now. So | wanted to point out that in colum 10, not

only in colum 9, but in colum 10, it also tal ks about
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si ngl e-screen application.
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q That's fair.

So you consi dered the single-screen
application in both colums 9 and 10 in your anal ysis of
Caim4.

s that right?

A | think I did a search for single screen, and
| think at |east the term"single screen" appears in
colum 11 as well. So | think now |I' m under st andi ng
your question. The term "single screen" does appear in
multiple colums, so | agree with you that the term
"single screen" appears in colum 9, columm 10, col um
11. There may be nore, but these are the three col ums
that | see when | did a search using the PDF tool for
the term"single," space, "screen."

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: Counsel, we've been
goi ng for just over an hour, and it's 12:30 PM Eastern
Time. Shall we break for |unch?

ATTORNEY YANG. Ckay. How long do you want?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER. 1 o' cl ock?

ATTORNEY YANG Can we do 1:107?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: You need 40 m nutes?

ATTORNEY YANG Yeah. I1'min kind of a,

unfortunately, very bad | ocati on.
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ATTORNEY ZElI LBERGER: Ckay. How about we
say -- we can say 1:10, but if you finish earlier, |et
us know.

ATTORNEY YANG  Ckay, thank you.

(Recess taken.)

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q Wl cone back, Dr. Chatterjee.

During the break, did you speak with anyone
about this deposition?

A | did not.

Q kay. Could we go back to the '080 patent?
Before we took a break, | think you said that you
consi dered the disclosure of a single-screen application
In the sentence starting at colum 9, line 29 in your
anal ysis of C aimd4.

Do | have that right?

A | think | told you that | considered the
totality of the '080 patent, including all of the
colums and all of the |ines.

Q So because you considered the disclosure in
the sentence starting at colum 9, line 29 in your
analysis of Caim4, did you consi der whether an
application that occupies only one of the first and
second displays is a single-screen application?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection. Scope.
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Rel evance. Form

A Can you show ne where in Cdaim4 it recites
si ngl e-screen application?
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q |'ve shown you that the patent recites
si ngl e-screen application in colum 9, line 29, which
you told ne you consi dered when anal yzing C ai m 4.

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: Sane objections, to the

extent that is a question.
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q Did you have anot her question or are you goi ng
to answer m ne?

A Ch, | didn't hear you. Wat was your

guestion? | answered your question already.
Q My question was because you considered the
di scl osure in the sentence starting at colum 9, line 29

in your analysis of Aaim4, did you consider whether an
application that occupies only one of the first and
second displays is a single-screen application?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection. Scope.

Rel evance. Form

A Can you show ne where in Caim4 single-screen
application is recited?
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q | showed you that single-screen application is
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recited in colum 9, line 29, which you represented to
me you consi dered when anal yzing C ai m 4.

A So again, it seens |ike you're changing the
claimto include what's in colum 9, because when |
asked you where in colum -- where in Claim4 does it
recite that, you directed ne to colum 9.

So again, as | answered for you prior to our
| unch break, the analysis that | perfornmed is based on
what the clains actually recite and not if the clains
recited sonething conpletely different.

Q Vell, I"mgoing to strike that answer as
nonr esponsi ve because |'m aski ng whet her the disclosure
in colum 9, line 29 is an exanple of daim4's
application that occupies only one of the first and
second di spl ays.

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form

A Can you ask nme the question again? You're
sayi ng whether -- what is an exanple of what?

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q Is the disclosure in columm 9, line 29 an
exanple of Caim4's application that occupies only one
of the first and second displ ays?

A So | think the analysis that | perforned for

this IPRis |looking at certain prior art, and | rendered

opi ni ons what one of ordinary skill would understand
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fromthose prior art references.

And so what the analysis that | perforned was
wth regards to aim4, | explained to you, as set
forth in page 68, Ogawa in view of Yook discloses and/or
suggests the [imtation for Claim4. And so that's the
analysis that | perforned, and that's when | al so
reviewed the totality of the '080 patent.

And so | still don't see the term
"single-screen application" in the claimlanguage, at
| east for daim4. And | think you' ve conceded that it
does not appear there. And so I'mstill perplexed by
the question to the extent that you' re not changing the
Claim4 | anguage to say sonething conpletely different.

Q Did you consi der whether the '080
specification supports the clains?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bj ecti on, scope.

THE WTNESS: So are you asking in general or
for Caim4?

ATTORNEY YANG  Okay, let ne strike ny
previ ous question and rephrase it.

BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q Did you consi der whether the '080
speci fications supports C aim4?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form

A So Caim4 is a dependent claimthat depends
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fromCaiml. As part of ny other answers to a nunber
of your questions, | showed you where I'mciting back to
the '080 patent. And | showed in ny declaration and |

al so explained to you today how the disclosures fromthe
' 080 patent, how one of ordinary skill woul d understand
the disclosures in the prior art to be consistent with
the disclosures in the '080 patent. And so | did that
already for daim1l1, and |'m | ooking through ny anal ysis
for CaimA4.

Ask me your question again. You're asking ne
whet her, for exanple, mnimzing the application to
occupy only one of the first and second displays, is
t hat described? |Is that your question?

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q The question that you are responding to was
did you consider whether the '080 specification supports
Cl aim4?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER:  (bjection. Form
Scope.

A So, for exanple, for that part of the aim4
that | just read to you, if you look at colum 14, line
12 states: This may additionally indicate to a user
that the application may be mnimzed to occupy only the
single display. That's one exanpl e.

And then colum 3, line 12, the nodifying may
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i ncl ude mnimzing the application to occupy only one of
the first and second displ ays.
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q The exanpl es that you just gave did not
mention a single-screen application.
s that right?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (Ohjection, form
A | think your question was related to C aim 4.
And again, | don't see the term "single-screen
application" in Caim4.
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q Sois it fair to say you did not consider a
singl e-screen application in analyzing Caim4?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER:  (bj ection, scope. Form
A | considered the totality of the '080 patent
in nmy analysis of the clains.
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q Did you consider a single-screen application
I n anal yzi ng C ai m4?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form
A Can you show ne in the actually as-witten
Claim4 of the '080 patent where it recites
si ngl e-screen application?
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q That's not necessary.
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' m aski ng you whet her you consi dered t hat
term when you were analyzing C aim4.

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (Obj ection. Form and
scope.

A | considered the totality of the '080 patent
I n anal yzing the clains, sol"'m-- | continue to be
extrenely perpl exed and confused by your question.

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q So then if you did consider a single-screen
application in analyzing Caim4, why would you need to
know whet her singl e-screen application occurs in the
text of Claim4 to answer ny question?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER:  (bjection. Form
Scope.

A Because the analysis that | perfornmed is based
on what the clains recite, and you seemto be telling ne
to performnew analysis on the fly based on a conpletely
different claim which is not as recited in the '080
pat ent .

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q Because you're representing to ne you already
made the analysis. You're representing to ne that you
consi dered a single-screen application in analyzing
Caim4, so |'masking you --

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER:  (bj ecti on.
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Q -- the details of the analysis that you're
telling ne you did.
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: To the extent that's a

question, | object to the form
A | think I answered for you that | considered
the totality of the '080 patent. | don't recall telling

you that | considered only one sentence of the ' 080
patent and deleting the rest of the '080 patent in
perform ng ny anal ysis.

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q My question -- ny question was based on that
sentence and the rest of the '080 patent, did you
anal yze a single screen -- did you consider a
singl e-screen application in analyzing C aim4?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection. Form
Scope.

A In analyzing Caim4, | analyzed the actual
words and the actual claimlanguage for Caim4, not a
different claimthat you seemto be defining now
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q My question wasn't using the word "anal yzed, "
nmy question was using the word "consider."

Did you consider a single-screen application
when you anal yzed C ai m 4?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bject to form and
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object to counsel's m srepresentation of the question.
You did use the word "anal yze."

ATTORNEY YANG Right, in analyzing Caim4.
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q My question was did you consider a
singl e-screen application in analyzing Caim4? So
"“consider" is on single-screen application.

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER:  (bjection. Form
Scope.

A So you're asking nme whether | considered only
one line of the spec wthout everything else in the
spec?

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q No. |'m asking you whet her you consi dered
that |line together with everything el se.

A | considered the totality of the '080 patent,
which |'ve answered for you nunerous tines.

Q Therefore, that line is anbng the things you
considered in analyzing Claim4. Correct?

A | considered the entirety, the totality of the
' 080 patent.

Q And so since that line is anong the things you
consi dered, you've considered it, right?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection to form

A Since that |line appears within the
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specification of the '080 patent and |'ve represented to
you that | have considered the totality of the ' 080
patent, | agree that | have considered the totality of
the '080 patent in ny anal ysis.

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q And since you've considered that line, did you
consi der whether an application that occupies only one
of the first and second displays is a single-screen
application?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection. Form
Scope. Rel evance.

A For purposes of the declaration that |
submtted and the analysis that | perforned and what |I'm
prepared to testify today to is based on Claim4 as it
Is witten in the '080 patent and whether certain prior
art references disclose and/ or suggest the clains as
they are witten.

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q Are you not prepared to testify on whether the

specification of the '080 patent supports the clains?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection. Form
Scope.

A | think |I gave you an exanple of portions from

the spec for the mnimzing portion of Caim4. Are you

asking ne to give you other exanples? | think | gave
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you two exanpl es.
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q No. My question is whether the single-screen
application is an exanple of the mnim zed portion of
the application in CaimA4.
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form
A Again, I'm-- | continue to be perpl exed and
confused. | did the analysis based on what Claim4 is
reciting right now, and that's the analysis | perforned
based on the prior art.
And | stated, for exanple, on page 68, that
Qgawa i n view of Yook discloses and/or suggests this
limtation.
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q But ny question is whether the single-screen
application exanple in the specification supports
Claim4, not what the prior art suggests about C aim 4.
It's limted to the exanple in the specification and
whet her that exanple supports C aim4.
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection. Form
Scope.

A So | think | gave you an exanple from |

application. And so | think what |'ve done in ny

declaration is |I've seen that, consistent wth

bel i eve, another columm that tal ked about mnimzing the
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di scl osures in the '080 patent, one of ordinary skil
woul d understand certain prior art references, for
exanpl e, Ogawa in view of Yook, to disclose and/or
suggest C aim 4.

And so -- and |I've shown that there's
di scl osure. One of ordinary skill would understand
di scl osure from for exanple, Ogawa to be consi stent
with disclosure in the '080 patent.

And so | believe that's the analysis that |'ve
done. It seens |like you're asking ne if there's other
anal yses that | could have done, but |'ve done the
anal yses that | believe is necessary here show ng that
one of ordinary skill would understand the disclosures
fromprior art, such as Ogawa, to discl ose teachings
that are consistent with what the teaches or discl oses.

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q Because |'mtrying to confirm whether you did
that analysis or not. |If you say anal yses you could
have done, are those -- then are you saying that you

didn't do certain analyses? And I'mtrying to figure
out if the question I'masking falls into -- falls in as
an exanple of an analysis that you did not do.

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: | object to the form of
the question, to the extent that is a question.

A | think |I've done the specific anal yses that
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|'"ve set forth in ny declaration. There's a mllion
ot her anal yses that | could have done that | did not do.
For exanple, | could have done analysis |like
If CGaim4 were witten conpletely different, what woul d
the -- what would be with regards to the prior art. |
did not performthat analysis.
| think |I've explained to you the analysis |
perfornmed is based on what Caim4 actually does recite
right now and not if it were witten conpletely
different.
Q kay. If you didn't performthat analysis for
what ever reason, | guess we can nobve on.
(Exhi bit No. 1005, previously marked, was
referenced and i ndexed.)
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q Coul d you please turn to Exhibit 1005, which
I's the Ogawa reference.

A kay. Yeah, I'mthere. Sorry.

Q Do you personal ly know Ogawa?
A I s your question whether I'mfriends with
Ogawa?

Q Well, not just friends, but do you know this
person? This person, Ogawa?
A | don't believe so, no.

Q kay. Were you aware of QOgawa -- not the
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di scl osures, but the Japanese publication -- prior to
your work in this I PR?

A | don't believe so.

Q And you did review Ogawa to prepare for this
deposition, right?

A To be clear, | reviewed the English certified
transl ati on of Ogawa, not the Japanese version.

Q That was actually going to be ny next
questi on.

So | want to confirmthat you read the English
text frompage 1 to 13 and not any of the Japanese text
starting on page 14.

Is that right?

A Wll, | think | did | ook at those, but | don't
read Japanese. So yes, | did not really understand
anything fromthe Japanese portion.

Q You just answered ny next question too. M
next question was can you read Japanese, so thank you
for getting ahead of ne.

Can | direct you to page 7.

A Page 7 of 23 on the botton?

Q Yes, page 7 of 23 on the bottom And |
believe at the top, there's a 7 in parentheses so it
shoul d be the sane page.

A kay, yes.
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Q And once you're there, Figure 1 is at the top
of the page.
s that right?
A It says Figure 1 in parentheses, in square
brackets on the top left of that page.
Q kay. |Is Figure 1 an enbodi nent of Ogawa?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (Ohjection, form
A So |'m | ooking at paragraph 11, and it states:
As depicted in Figure 1, the el ectronic device according
to the first enbodi nent of the present invention is
conposed of an el ectronic device main body 11 and an
el ectronic pen 12 for inputting.
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q And t hat paragraph 11 says that device -- the
device is 11 in Figure 1.
s that right?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (Ohjection, form
A It says electronic device main body 11.
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q kay. And is 13 a screen in Figure 17
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form
A So if you |look at page 3 at the top, it
states: The electronic device main body 11 is forned
with a display input surface 13 in which a display

surface and an i nput surface are integrated.
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BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q So based on what you just read, would a person
of ordinary skill understand 13 to be a physical display
or a physical screen?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form

A So what was your question? You seemto, like,
correct yourself. Wat was your question?
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q Ch, no, | didnot. It was a -- it was one or
t he ot her.

Based on what you just read, would a person of
ordinary skill understand 13 to be a physical screen or
physi cal display?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection. Form
Foundat i on.

A You' re asking about 13, correct, in Ogawa?
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q | am

A Well, it states: Electronic device main body
11 is fornmed with a display input surface 13 in which a
di spl ay surface and an input surface are integrated.

Q Let nme ask a different question.

Is 13 physical or is 13 sonething that is
di spl ayed?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form
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A If you | ook at paragraph 13, it states: As
depicted in the figure, the pen detection unit 21
detects contact between the pen 12 and the display input
surface 13 and outputs a detection signal.

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q It |ooked Iike you were still reading. |
didn't want to interrupt you.

A Yeah, | was reading, but | think I answered
your questi on.

Q You certainly read sonmething | was going to
ask. What did -- what did what you read nean?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (Ohjection, form

A What | read to you from paragraph 13, which is
as depicted in the figure, the pen detection unit 21
detects contact between the pen 12 and the display input
surface 13 and outputs a detection signal. So | think
your question was whether this display input surface 13
is an actual -- sone surface. It is a surface. It's a
physi cal surface.

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q kay. That nmekes sense. Thank you.

Goi ng back to paragraph 11, paragraph 11
mentions el ectronic pen 12.
Do you see that?

A | do.
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Q And what is an el ectronic pen?

A So | think electronic pen 12 is al so di scussed
el sewhere in Ogawa as being pen 12. And so |'mreading
from paragraph 13 of Ogawa, which states: The
coordinate reading unit 22 reads the coordinates of the
contact position between the pen 12 and the display
| nput surface 13 and out puts subordi nates that were
r ead.

Q Ckay. Could I direct you to page 8. And
you'l | see Figure 3 on page 8.

A kay, | see it.

Q So ny first question is what's shown in 28A is
not di spl ayed on screen 13.

Is that right?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form and
f oundati on.

A Were are you reading? So | can understand
what your question is.
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q Well, ny question is |I'mlooking at Figure 3A
It has a first editing area of 27A and a second editing
area of 27B.

And ny question is, is what we see in that
figure displayed on the display 13 of Ogawa's device?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form
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A Are you aski ng whether that rectangle is shown
in Figure 1?
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q I "' m aski ng whether that rectangle would be
shown on the display 13 of Figure 1, yes.
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form
A "' mnot sure | understand. You're saying
whet her the |abel first editing area and second editing
area woul d be displayed on Figure 1?
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q ' m aski ng whet her 27A and 27B in those
rectangl es are displayed on the display of Figure 1.
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bj ection, form
A To the extent your question is whether 27A and
27B appear in Figure 1, they don't appear to have those
| abels. The only labels in Figure 1 are 11, 12, and 13.
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q Can | ask about Figure 3B? |Is Figure 3B
di spl ayed on di splay 137
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form
A Again |'m confused by your question. Are you
aski ng whet her the | abels 28A, B, and C appear in
Figure 1?
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q No. |'m asking whether the splitting fl ag,
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the active screen flag, and the splitting length are
di spl ayed on di splay 13.

A So | think your question is still very
confusing. It explains in paragraph 16 that a split
flag register 28A which stores a split flag indicating
whet her or not the screen is split.

So is your question whether the register can
be seen through the display? This question, it's really
conf usi ng.

Q Yes, that is ny question. M question is are
t hose regi sters displayed on display 13?

A | don't understand the question. How do you
display a register?

Q That's ny question to you.

How do you di splay a register?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form

A So a register, it's stating which stores a
split flag indicating whether or not the screen is
split. So it seens like |l -- | don't know how to answer
that question. You're -- you' re asking whether a
register is displayed on the screen. So are you saying
I f the screen is broken whet her sonebody can see a
regi ster that nmay be underneath the screen? |[|s that
your question?

BY ATTORNEY YANG
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Q No. M question is does Ogawa di scl ose

di spl aying Figure 3B on the screen of 13?
ATTORNEY ZElI LBERGER: (bjection, form

A That seens to be a very different question
t han what you asked ne before. It's --
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q kay, then I'll retract nmy previous question.
Pl ease answer this one.

A So you're asking whether Figure 3-1 shows
Figure 3B? And | think it's pretty obvious it shows
| abel s 11, 12, and 13.

Q kay. Then the question now is does Ogawa
di scl ose displaying Figure 3B in the display of 13?

A So if | understood your question, can -- would
one of ordinary skill understand that you could have a
screen that says splitting flag, active screen flag? |
think potentially there can be an application or a
program | believe, in Ogawa where you can, if you want,
you can -- a program can say splitting flag.

Q And which programin Ogawa does that?

A So this seens to be a different question yet
again.

Q Right. It's a followup question. You said
there was a programin Ogawa that could potentially do

that. And ny followup question is, which programin
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Qgawa does that?
A Well, | think | said "potentially do that,"

and you're asking "does that," so it's really m squoting
what | stated.

And so in terns of what Ogawa is talking
about, so Ogawa does disclose a program And ny point
was that one of ordinary skill would know that prograns
can be witten, for exanple, witing source code. And
to the extent your question was whether a program coul d
be witten that uses -- that prints text that says
splitting flag, | believe one of ordinary skill would
understand that a program can be witten that has text
that says splitting flag. But | don't understand the
rel evance to this, of that, to any of the anal ysis that
| perforned.

Q kay. Could you explain what splitting flags
27TA 1s? 1'msorry, 28A

A So as | read to you from paragraph 16, split
flag register 28A which stores a split flag indicating
whet her or not the screen is split.

Q So is a flag just a yes or no whether the
screen is split?

A | don't renmenber off the top of ny head
whet her it says whether the split flag is a Bool ean or

sonething else. The disclosure is that a split flag
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regi ster 28A stores a split flag indicating whether or
not the screen is split.

Q kay. And can you expl ain what active screen
flag 28B is?

A So again | ooking at paragraph 16, it states:
An active screen flag register 28B which stores an
active screen flag which specifies which of the two
screens generated by the split is active.

Q And what woul d active screen flag 28B store if
there was no split?

A Are you saying that there's disclosure in
Qgawa t hat says that?

Q No. |'m asking what a person of ordinary
skill woul d understand, because Ogawa does di scl ose that
the screen may be a single screen without a split.

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bj ection, foundation
and form

A | did a search for 28B, and | think | got
three hits on the PDF search tool. The first one
states: An active screen flag register 28B which stores
an active screen flag which specifies which of the two
screens generated by the split is active.

The next one is in colum -- in paragraph 23,
and it states: Next, a flag for nmaking the left screen

13 active is set in the active screen flag register 28B,
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step S8.

And then finally, in paragraph 30, it states:
If a determnation is nmade that the active screen is to
be changed, the active flag set and the active screen
flag register 28B i s changed.

Q And is it fair to say that the three passages
that you just read don't tell us what the active screen
flag 28B is if there is no split?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form

A The three sentences that | read, going from

Is stored in the active screen flag register 28B.
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q Ckay. And could you expl ain what the
splitting length 28C is?

A So | ooking at paragraph 16, it states: A
split length register 28C which stores a split length
whi ch indicates the size of the two screens forned by
the split.

Q And that size is not a flag.

Is that right?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (Ohjection, form
A | don't know how to answer that question.

Flags can be -- like | nmentioned to you, | did not see

menory, | would agree with you don't say whet her -- what

anything that said a flag is a Boolean, so |l et ne search
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for "Boolean." | didn't get any hits on Bool ean.
Q kay, let ne rephrase that. You would expect

split length 28C to be a val ue.
s that right?

A | don't really understand if you're making a
di stinction that a Boolean is not a value. | don't
real | y understand what you nean by a val ue.

Q This is a conpletely different question. |It's
conpletely unrelated to the [ast one. | apol ogi ze.

My question was, you woul d expect splitting
| ength 28C to be a val ue.
s that right?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (Ohjection, form
A What do you nean by val ue?
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q Sone nunerical value. It doesn't have to be
| i ke an integer or a whol e nunber, but sonme nunerical
val ue.

A So is your question whether a length can be
speci fied using sone kind of encoding for -- wthout
usi ng a nunerical value?

Q Sure. You can answer that.

Can 28C be encoded with -- as a | ength w thout
using a nunerical value?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form
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28C, it's stating a split length register 28C which
stores a split length which indicates the size of the
two screens fornmed by the split.
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q ["mjust trying to understand. |Is that a
value or is it sonething el se?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bj ecti on.
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q Is it like a string? A Bool ean?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (Ohjection, form
A So | did a search for "28C." | did not see

anything, at |east through that search, to indicate that

it -- that it's limted to an integer or that it cannot
be inplenmented with, for exanple, a string. | think
that was your exanple that you gave. | think it's just

sinply stating that 28C is a split length register which
stores a split length which indicates the size of the
two screens fornmed by the split.

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: Counsel, we've been
goi ng about an hour. Wuld it be a good tinme for a bio
br eak?

ATTORNEY YANG = Yeah, sure. 2:15 work?

Deposition of Dr. Sandeep Chatterjee Page: 128
A Vell, | think that's a different question.
You were asking ne about, | thought, in general, and
that's what | was explaining to you. | think for Ogawa
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ATTORNEY ZEl LBERGER:  Sure.

(Recess taken.)

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q Dr. Chatterjee, during the break, did you
speak with anyone about this deposition?

A | did not.

Q Ckay. And we are still |ooking at Ogawa.

Pl ease | et ne know when you get to paragraph 17.

A kay, |'mthere.

Q kay. On paragraph 17, on the fifth line, it
says: Depicted Figure 4A and access bar 42 is displayed
in atop line of the display area, the entire screen is
| onered by one line and the display surface is split
Into two screens, 13A and 13B, al nost symmetrically as
depicted in Figure 4B.

Do you see that?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER:  (bj ecti on,
m scharacteri zes.

A Were did you read in paragraph 17? Fromthe
third I'ine dowmn?
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q Fromthe fifth line starting wwth the word
"Depicted” in Figure 4A

A That seenms to be in the mddle of a sentence.

Q Yeah. | was trying to just get the cl ause
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starting wwth: An access bar 42 is displayed in a top
| ine of the display area, the entire screen is | owered
by one line and the display surface is split into two
screens, 13A and 13B, al nost symmetrically as is
depicted in Figure 4B. Once you' ve seen that, | do have
a question.
So the question is when Ogawa uses the term
"entire screen,"” is that the entire physical screen 13?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection. Form
f oundati on.

A I s your question -- | think your question
perhaps is directed to Figure 4, which shows 42, and it
shows that one line that is referenced in paragraph 17
that you directed ne to.

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q Are you now | ooking at Figure 47

A | was. |'m | ooking back at the paragraph 17
again. So what is your question?

Q My question is when Ogawa uses the term
"entire screen,” is that the entire physical screen 13?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection. Form
f oundati on.
A Where do you see physical screen?
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q | believe you testified earlier that 13 was
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physical. Wuld you |ike to withdraw that testinony?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERCGER: (bj ection. Counsel's
m scharacteri zing his own question.
ATTORNEY YANG And that again is a speaking
obj ecti on.
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: It's not an objection.
You're m sl eading the witness, counsel.
ATTORNEY YANG  Again, that's a speaking
obj ecti on.
THE WTNESS: So can you tell nme when |I said
t hat ?
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q | asked earlier based on what you -- based on
paragraph 11, would a person of ordinary skil
understand 13 to be a physical screen, or would 13 be
sonething that is displayed? And then you | ooked at
par agr aph 11.
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (Ohjection, form
A 13 is the display input surface 13.
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q And the display input surface is a physical

surface.
s that right?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bject to form
A Yeah, so I'mstill not understanding. | asked
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you to explain to ne when | said that about screen, and
then you pointed ne to 13, which is about the display
| nput surface 13.
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q And | guess ny question is, is display input
13 a physical surface?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (Ohjection, form
A |"mreally confused. | thought you were
telling nme that | told you sonething before. | asked
you to explain to ne when | said that, and now you seem
to be noving off the topic.
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q VWll, I'd like you to confirmthat if you
haven't. |If you don't think you've confirmed that, then
I'd like you to confirmit.
Is 13 a physical surface?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (Ohjection, form
A Paragraph 11, it's tal king about display input
surface 13.
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q So the pending questionis, is surface 13
physical or is it not physical?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (Obhjection, form
A | think when | was answering this question

before, | directed you to paragraph 13, which states:
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As depicted in the figure, the pen detection unit 21
detects contact between the pen 12 and the display input
surface 13 and outputs a detection signal.

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q And based on that, a person of ordinary skil
woul d i nclude that surface 13 as physical.

s that right?

A That it's a surface, yes.

Q And then going back to ny questi on about
paragraph 17, is the entire surface in the sentence of
paragraph 17 that we were | ooking at, does that refer to
the screen 13?

A Where do you see screen 13?7 W just tal ked
about display input surface 13. You seemto be, I|ike,
changi ng what Ogawa's di sclosing as wel | .

Q So are you saying that 13 is not a screen?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (Ohjection, form

A 13 is in Ogawa. 13 is display input surface
13.

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q That wasn't ny question. M questionis, is
It your testinony that 13 is not a screen?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (Obhjection, form
A Are you asking if Ogawa were a different

pat ent ?
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BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q No. What |I'masking is | said 13 was a
screen, and then you said that Ogawa describes it as an
| nput surface.

So nmy question is aml incorrect to call 13 a
screen?

Is it not a screen?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form and
scope as phrased.

A QOgawa says 13 is the display input surface.
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q So is it incorrect to call 13 a screen?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: Sane obj ecti ons.

A But ny point was that you keep on changi ng
what 13 is in Ogawa. |I'mtrying to say that Ogawa
descri bes what 13 is.

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q | nmean, | used "screen" for shorthand and now

|'"'mafraid that you don't think it is a screen.

Is it a screen?

s 13 a screen or not?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form and
scope as phrased. Al so object to counsel's coll oquy.

A Again |'mvery confused by your question. Are

you asking in the context of what -- whether Ogawa's 13
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IS a screen?
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q In the context of a person of ordinary skil
readi ng Ogawa, would a person of ordinary skill reading
Qgawa call 13 a screen?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: Sane obj ecti ons.

A Limted to Ogawa, a person of ordinary skil
woul d call 13 a display input surface because that's
what Ogawa explains 13 is.

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q Yes, | agree that 13 is a display input
surface. M question was woul d a person of ordinary
skill call 13 a screen? Yes or no.

ATTORNEY ZElI LBERGER:  (bj ection, form scope
as phrased.

A Again, you're saying in the context of Ogawa,
solimted to Ogawa. It seens |ike you're again asking
nme if Ogawa were to be nodified to say different things,
how would | rewite Ogawa. That seens to be your
guestion. | have not done that analysis to rewite
Ogawa.

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q kay, let ne ask this then. This is a

di fferent question.

I n paragraph 17, when Ogawa uses the term
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"entire screen,” is that the entire display input
surface 13?

A. Well, if you |look at Figure 4B, it shows 42
and it shows 13A and 13B. And so as far as | understand
your question -- and it's extrenely confusing, |ike many
of the other questions -- it shows that one line --
let's see. The lowering by one line, it's showng it
for both screens 13A and 13B.

Q So |'m asking what entire screen is in
paragraph 17. |Is it referring to 137

s it referring to just 13A?
Is it referring to just 13B?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (Ohjection, form

A s what referring to 13A, just 13B? | don't
under stand t he questi on.
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q Do you see the words "entire screen” in
par agraph 177

A | see it after a comma, and then there's many
nore words after that, yes.

Q And I'mtrying to understand what the entire
screen is.

What is the entire screen?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form

A Well, if you read the entirety of the sentence
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rather than just a couple of words and cutting it off
there, it's saying the entire screen is |owered by one
line. And what | explained to you is if you | ook at
Figure 4B, it shows the lowering of that one line in
both 13A and 13B.
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q And I'mtrying to figure out which el enents of
Figure 4 is the entire screen. Is it 13, or is it 13A
or is it 13B?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form

A Again you seemto be changing the disclosure

of Ogawa. QOgawa says 13 is the display input surface.

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q | don't believe |I've -- |'m aski ng what Ogawa
neans by "entire screen.” | haven't changed anyt hi ng.
' m aski ng how a person of ordinary skill would

understand the term"entire screen” as used in paragraph
17.

A And | answered that question already because
what it's saying in paragraph 17 is that it | owered by
one line. And | pointed you back to Figure 4B that
shows the | owering of one -- of that one line in 13A and
13B.

Q And so which elenent in Figure 4B is the

entire screen? Wiich nunber is it?

Bl ueBear Reporting LLC

Multifold Exhibit 2005
Google et al. v. Multifold
IPR2025-00059, Page 137 of 214



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

8/ 1/ 2025
Deposition of Dr. Sandeep Chatterjee Page:

138

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form
A So again you seemto be saying to change the
di sclosure of Ogawa. | don't see a nunber after what
Qgawa says i n paragraph 17.
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q Vell, let me ask you this. 1Is the entire
screen that's shown in Figure -- any of Figure 47
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (Ohjection, form
A It's not saying the entire screen, period.
It's saying is lowered by one line. And that's what |
showed you, that it's clear from Figure 4B what Ogawa' s
tal king about, that it's |owered by one line. And you
can see that in 13A and 13B in Figure 4.
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q Except I'mtrying to figure out what is
| onered by one line. Ogawa says the entire screen is
| onered by one line. Wat shown in Figure 4B is | owered
by one line? | can't tell.
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form
A I"'mstill not understanding the question or
how | have not answered it already with regards to what
| explained to you with -- for Figure 4B.
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q "' masking you to identify the elenent in

Figure 4B that's lowered by one line. | actually don't
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know what it is.
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (hjection, form
A Wl |, again | ooking at Figure 4B, you can see
that 13A and 13B, they have been lowered, and so | -- |
don't know how el se to answer your question.
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q So to nake it clear for ne, you're saying that
13A and 13B are both lowered. So the things that are
being | owered are 13A and 13B.
Is that right?

A Again, I'mnot really grasping your question,
how |I' m not answer -- how | have not already answered
your question. |'ve pointed you to Figure 4B. It's

showi ng how 13A and B have been | owered, so |'m not
real | y understandi ng how el se to answer your question.

Q Well, first of all, | want to confirmthat
your answer to ny question is 13A and 13B.

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (Ohjection, form

A You' ve asked, like, many different questions
where you' ve nodified them changed the question every
time, so which is your question that you're saying?
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q My question was, what is the elenent in Ogawa
Figure 4B that is | owered by one |ine?

A Can you point nme to where in ny report, in ny
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declaration |I'mtal king about this?
Q Wl l, you said that you' ve revi ewed Ogawa.
And I'"'mtrying to understand how Ogawa works and so |I'm
trying to figure out what the figures -- what the
figures teach us and how they correspond to the
specification. And so since you' ve reviewed Oyawa, you
shoul d be able to explain how Ogawa works.
A. And | think I have explained it to you
mul tiple tines.
Q So then answer ny questi on.
VWhat is the elenent in Ogawa Figure 4B that is
| owered by one |ine?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (Ohjection, form
A And |'ve answered repeatedly | ooking at
Figure 4B that you can see that 13A and B have been
| ower ed.
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q Ckay. So then let ne go -- let's go back to
paragraph 17. Ogawa says: The entire screen is |owered
by one line and the display surface is split into two
screens, 13A and 13B.
Do you see that?
A Where are you readi ng?
Q Par agr aph 17.
A kay.
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Q And do you see the part where it says: The
entire screen is |lowered by one |line and the display
surface is split into two screens, 13A and 13B?

A Yes. It continues. It doesn't end there.

Q | agree.

But doesn't that suggest that the screen is --
the entire screen is lowered by one line first and then
the display surface is split into two screens, 13A and
13B?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form

A Where does it say that?

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q Well, that's the order that the steps are
presented in. It says the entire screen is |owered by
one line. That's the first thing. And then it says the
di splay surface is split into two screens, 13A and 13B.

Isn't that the order Ogawa describes it in?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER:  (bj ection. Foundati on,
form

A Where are you reading that it's in order that
Qgawa i s descri bing?

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q Wl |, Ogawa says the entire screen is | owered

by one line, and then it says: And the display surface

Is split into two screens, 13A and 13B, in that order.
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That's the order that Ogawa -- that's the order of words
Ogawa uses.

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection. Form
f oundat i on.

A ' m not seeing where the "and then" -- you
seemto be adding sone words into the specification of
Qgawa that don't exist.

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q | didn't say "and then." | said Ogawa says
the entire screen is lowered by one line. That's the
first thing it says. Then it says: And the display
surface is split into two screens, 13A and 13B. That's
the second thing it says. That's the order it says
those two things in.

A Vell, to be --

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection. Form
f oundati on.

A To be clear, the | ast question you asked ne,
you did say "and then." But again, | don't see anything
where it's tal king about "and then" or an ordered
operation. | don't see any of these words in 17.

Again, it seens |like you' re changing the spec.
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q No. If | say a first thing, then | say a

second thing, does that nean the second thing can occur
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before the first thing?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form Scope.

A Are you asking ne in general, outside of the
scope of Ogawa?

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q No, |I'masking you in the context of Ogawa.
Qgawa says two things. It says two things, and it says
them one before the other. And |I'm asking you, can the
second thing occur before the first thing?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection. Form
f oundati on.

A | think this is a disclosure. It's -- | still
don't see anything where it's saying it's in order or it
happens in sequence. | think you're -- you continue to
be addi ng words into the spec simlar to how you were
into the claimlanguage of the '080 patent. So | don't
see these words, so -- and you're -- |'ve asked you to
poi nt out where you're seeing these.

BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q kay. Do you see the words "an access bar 42
Is displayed in a top line of the display area"?
Do you see that?
A | do.
Q And is -- are those words before the words

“"the entire screen is |owered by one line"?
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ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form

A And there are other words before that; there
are other words after that.
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q But those words are before the words "t he
entire screen is lowered by one line," right?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (Ohjection, form

A Those words are. There's a comma, and those
words are before that.
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q So can you performthe entire screen is
| onered by one |ine before perform ng an access bar is
displayed in a top line of the display area?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bj ection, form and
scope as phrased.

A So again, I'mnot really follow ng where this
is in ny declaration or in ny opinions. I'mstill not
seeing anything that's saying it's in this specific
order. | just don't see these words. Again, it seens
| i ke you're addi ng words that don't exist into the
speci fication of Ogawa.

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q "' m not adding words. |'m asking you these

words are witten in that order. Can you performthe

steps out of order? |'mnot asking does Ogawa say is
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there -- there is an order. |[|'masking can -- since
Qgawa wote it this way, can you performthe steps out
of order?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection. Foundation
and form and scope.

A So | don't renenber off the top of ny head if
sonewhere el se Ogawa says anything about this. But
you're showing ne only portions of a sentence, and |
don't see where it's saying any of the things that you
seemto be adding into the sentence.

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q | haven't added anything into the sentence. |
sinply asked you does "an access bar 42 is displayed in
a top line of the display area," are those words before
“"the entire screen is |owered by one line"? And you
agreed with ne that they are.

So then | asked is there any reason why you
woul d performthe second step before the first step?
"' m not asking would you performit, |I said -- |I'm
asking is there any reason why you woul dn't?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bj ection. Foundati on.
Form  Scope.

A So you're asking based on the disclosure of
CQgawa.

Q Yes, based on --
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A O -- or at least based on this part of a
sentence in paragraph 17. |'mnot seeing anything, at

| east in this sentence, part of a sentence in paragraph
17, that is stating any order.

Q No, I'masking you is there a reason -- is
there -- would a person of ordinary skill performthese
steps out of the order that it's witten in?

We agree it's witten in an order, but ny
gquestion is, is there a reason a person of ordinary
skill would performthese steps out of the order it's
witten in?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bj ecti on,

m scharacteri zes. Foundation. Form

A | don't know what you nean by we agree that
it'"s witten in an order. | don't renenber saying that.
You seemto be saying sonething else that | did not say.
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q Well, you said the words "an access bar 42 is
displayed in a top line of the display area.”" Do those
wor ds occur before the words "the entire screen is
| onered by one |ine"?

A | don't know what you nean by "those words
occur." They may be witten |like that, but when
you're --

Q kay, but they are witten |like that. Wuld
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you agree the sentence is witten "An access bar 42 is
displayed in a top line of the display area,” it's
witten before "the entire screen is | owered by one
line"?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: Counsel, please don't
cut off the w tness again.

ATTORNEY YANG  And pl ease stop naking
speaki ng obj ecti ons.

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: No, counsel. You don't
get to cut off the witness. That is a basic rule of
depositions. |'mnot naking a speaking objection. You
are not allowed to cut off the w tness.

ATTORNEY YANG If you want to call the Board
on it, please be ny guest.

ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER: If you do it again, |
will, counsel. You're not allowed to cut off the
W t ness.

BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q Pl ease answer ny questi on.
A What was the question? | answered for you
t hat what you stated was not what | stated, and then
| -- you cut ne off, and then you answered -- you asked
anot her questi on.
And it seens like to the extent you're asking

whet her the words "an access bar 42 is displayed in a
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top line of the display area,” and then there's a commm,
and then "the entire screen is |owered by one line,"
comma, | think it's witten in black and white. | think
| -- 1 can see that it's witten in black and white.

Q And so woul d a person of ordinary skill,
reading this sentence, repeat these steps in the
order -- as they are -- as they are witten?

A What do you nean, repeat these steps? Wat
does it nean? Repeat them over and over again?

Q Performthe steps, as in does the -- does "an

access bar 42 is displayed in a top line of the display

area," does that happen first and then this "entire
screen is |owered by one l[ine"?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form
A Can you show ne where it's saying that happens
first and then the entire screen is |lowered by one |ine?
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q That's ny question to you.
Wul d a person of ordinary skill, reading
that, understand it that way, or no?
A | think again, limted -- you're asking ne to
just Iimt my answer to just that small portion of a
bi gger sentence in paragraph 17, not |ooking at all of

Ogawa. All it's saying here is an access bar 42 is

di splayed in a top line of the display area, conma, the
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entire screen is |lowered by one |line, comm.
Q And I'mtrying to figure out is the access bar
i s displayed, does that -- is that first?
Is the entire screen is |lowered, is that
first?
Are these two sinmultaneous?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (Ohjection, form
A Wth regards to what?
Are you asking if inplenmenting it, it can be
i npl emented in different ways?
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q ' m asking, reading this sentence, how woul d a
person of ordinary skill understand this sentence?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form

A | think one of ordinary skill in reading
just -- it's not even a sentence. You keep on referring
to it as a sentence. |It's not. The sentence is

significantly bigger. Reading this phrase of a small
part of a sentence, they would -- one of ordinary skil
woul d just understand an access bar 42 is displayed in a
top line of the display area, the entire screen is
| ower ed by one I|ine.
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q And what does that nean?

A It neans that an access bar 42 is displayed in
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a top line of the display area, the entire screen is
| onered by one line. And there's a comma in between
them so these are different things.

And again, you're -- you're saying not within
the context of Ogawa. But sinply this phrase within a
| arger sentence, limted to that, | think one of
ordinary skill, it's -- it's like you're saying even
| eave out the figures from Ogawa, | eave everything out
from Ogawa except for that phrase. | think it would be
difficult for one of ordinary skill, just that phrase
W t hout the rest of Ogawa, including the figures. So
again, it's a very confusing question that you're

aski ng.

Q You said it would be very difficult for one of

ordinary skill. Very difficult for one of ordinary
skill to what?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (Ohjection, form
A Well, if | read in a vacuum-- that's what
you're asking nme, in a vacuum w thout Ogawa, w thout

the figures of Ogawa, w thout the other explanations of

Qgawa, if | just read an access bar 42 is displayed in a

top line of the display area, conm, the entire screen
is lowered by one line, it would be very difficult for
anyone to understand what that is in a vacuum w t hout

the figures and without the rest of Ogawa. So that's
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why I'msaying it's very difficult, it's very confusing
to understand your questions and very difficult to
answer your questi ons.
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q kay. Then please consider Ogawa in its

totality with all of its disclosures and all of the

figures.
Wth that in mnd, how would one of ordinary
skill understand this phrase?
A They woul d understand it to say an access bar

42 is displayed in a top line of the display area, the
entire screen is lowered by one line. R ght before
that, it's tal king about Figure 4A. And before that,
It's tal king about Figure 4. So one of ordinary skil
woul d | ook at Figure 4 and 4A and 4B and 4C and see that
it's lowered by a line, and | think that's -- that's the
under standi ng that one of ordinary skill would have
based on what is witten there.

Q And is it your opinion that one of ordinary
skill would not assign any order to these things even
t hough they're witten in a -- that they're witten --
the words occur in the way it's witten?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (Obhjection, form
A | think you said "the words occur in the way

it's witten." You seemto be saying sonme way to

Multifold Exhibit 2005

Bl ueBear Reporting LLC

Google et al. v. Multifold

IPR2025-00059, Page 151 of 214




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

8/ 1/ 2025
Deposition of Dr. Sandeep Chatterjee Page:

152

I nterpret that | anguage.

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q ' msaying the specific words in this
par agraph, the words are -- the words are one in front
of the -- one after another. You agree that these are

the words. And |I'm asking, based on these words, woul d
a person of ordinary skill understand that these things
are in order or would the person of ordinary skil
understand that these things are not in order?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form

A So | think unless there's other places in
Cgawa that say sonmething, | don't see -- inthis, it's
sinply stating an access bar 42 is displayed in a top
line of the display area, comma, the entire screen is
| onered by one line, comma, and it goes on and says
ot her things.

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q So in your opinion, can the display surface be
split into two screens, 13A and 13B, before the entire
screen is |owered by one |ine?

A If you look at Figure 4C, it's show ng that
the pen 12 is being dragged, so it's already 13A and
13B. The split has already happened in that scenario.

Q Wul dn't you agree that in Figure 4C, this

entire screen has already been | owered by one |ine?
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A Are you trying to ask ne if Ogawa teaches that
you can only split the screen one tine, that's it?

Q No, that's not ny question at all.

A Then if that's not your question, then
scenari o where the screen has been split into two
screens, 13A and 13B, and then you woul d be able to
press the nenu itemto go into the screen splitting
node, so | think that answers your questi on.

Q It doesn't, because you didn't address the
entire screen is |owered by one |ine.

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bject to the form of
the question, to the extent that is a question.

A You were asking ne whether 13A and 13B can
exi st, and then after that, whether split screen can be
selected. And | explained to you I believe even in
paragraph 17 it's stating when, quote, split screen is
selected wth the pen 12, while a function operation
menu 41 is displayed as depicted in Figure 4A, an access
bar 42 is displayed in a top line of the display area,
the entire screen is |lowered by one |line and the displ ay
surface is split into tw screens, 13A and 13B, al nost
symmetrically, as depicted in Figure 4B.

BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q | think the confusion is you m sunderstood ny

guestion. | did not ask about the split screen being
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sel ected. That was brought up by you for the first
tinme.

| asked can the split -- can the display
surface is split into two screens, 13A and 13B, before
the entire screen is lowered by one line. | was asking
about the entire screen is |lowered by one |ine, not
about selecting a split screen.

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (Objection to form

A So is your question whether split screen can
be selected without selecting split screen?
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q My question has nothing to do with selecting a
split screen.

A But the portion you're -- the sentence, the
phrase that you repeatedly are directing ne to, the
sentence starts with when, quote, "split screen,” end
gquote, is selected with the pen 12. So you're saying
deleting that fromthe specification of Ogawa?

Q Is it your testinony that the entire screen is
| onered only when the pen selects to split the screen?

THE REPORTER  Repeat the question please.
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q Is it your testinony that the entire screen is

| onered by one line only occurs when the pen selects to

split the screen?
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ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form

A | don't think | heard you say pen or pencil
asks to split the screen. Because the sentence in
paragraph 17 starts when, quote, "split screen," end
guote, is selected with the pen 12 while a function
operation nenu 41 is displayed as depicted in Figure 4A
and then it continues on with the phrase that you've
been aski ng ne about.
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q Let nme rephrase that.

Is it your testinony that the entire screen is
| owered by one line requires when split screen is
selected wth the pen 12 while a function operation nenu
41 i s displayed as depicted in Figure 4A?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form

A So are you aski ng whet her Ogawa di scl oses
ot her ways to get to that?
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q "' m aski ng whet her Ogawa requires the entire
screen is lowered by one line, that requires when split
screen is selected with the pen 12 while a function
operation nenu 41 is displayed as depicted at 4A

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (Objection to form

A So Ogawa says when split screen is selected

with the pen 12 while a function operation nmenu 41 is
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di spl ayed as depicted in Figure 4A, so it says that.
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q And so is it fair to say that there are no
enbodi nents other than that where the entire screen is
| onered by one |ine?

A | don't renenber off the top of ny head.

Q Could we please |ook at Figure 4B. And let ne
know when you're there.

A "' mthere.

Q kay. In Figure 4B, do you see the shadi ng of
bar 42 on the left before 447

A The version of the patent | have is in black
and white. | see a hatching, if that's what you neant.

Q Yeah, let's go wwth hatching. Do you see the
hatching in bar 42 to the left of 447

A | see the hatching to the left of 44.

Q Does the hatching indicate that 13A is active?

A If you | ook at paragraph 17 -- sorry, it's in
paragraph 18. The portion of the access bar 42 | ocated
on an active screen (the screen currently being
accessed) is colored (depicted with hatching in
Figure 4) to indicate an active state.

Q So if 13B was in the active state, would the
hat chi ng on bar 42 be to the right of 447?

A Well, the next sentence states: The active
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screen i s switched by touching the display input surface
13 with the pen 12.

Q And I'mtrying to figure out where the
hat chi ng woul d be on bar 42.

Wul d the hatching be in the sane place or
would it be to the right of 447

A I s your question whether one of ordinary skil
woul d understand Ogawa to allow 44 to nove to the left?

Q My question is whether one of ordinary skil
woul d understand the hatching to nove to the right if
13B was acti ve.

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection to form

A But going from4B to 4C, you can see that the
hat chi ng has noved to the right.
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q In 4B and 4C, wouldn't you agree that the
active screen is 13A?

A So based on the portion of paragraph 18 that |
poi nted you to before, it's stating the portion of the
access bar 42 located on an active screen (the screen
currently being accessed) is colored (depicted with
hatching in Figure 4) to indicate an active state.

Q So I'mtrying to figure out if 13B was in the
active state and 13A was not active, where would the

hat chi ng be?
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ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection, form
A "' mnot seeing any of the figures show ng
that, so which figure are you |ooking at or which part
of the spec are you | ooking at?
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q That's why |'m asking the question, because |
don't see any figure that shows that.
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (Objection to form
A As |'ve already explained to you, it's stating
I n paragraph 18: The portion of the access bar 42
| ocated on active screen (the screen currently being
accessed) is colored (depicted with hatching in
Figure 4) to indicate an active state. The active
screen is swtched by touching the display input surface
13 with the pen.
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q Again, ny question is if 13Bis in the active
state, where is the hatching?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection to form
A Well, as stated in paragraph 18, what | just
read to you, it's stating that the hatching indicates an
active state.
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q So if 13Bis active, where would the hatching
be? Would it still be --
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ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bj ecti on.
Q -- where it is shown in Figure 4C?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (Objection to form
A Figures 4A, B, and C are showi ng the split
screen when 13Ais the -- is active, so |l -- that's
where |'m not understanding the question. Again, you
seemto be saying to rewite the figures and the
speci fication.
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q So is it fair to say that Figure 4 does not
show 13B as active?
A The program running in 13A woul d be under st ood
to be active.
Q Does any figure in Ogawa show 13B as active?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection to form
A Well, for exanple, if you |ook at Figure 3,
it's show ng the active screen flag. So dependi ng on
the setting of active screen flag, that would -- that
woul d indicate if, for exanple, 13 -- the program
running at 13B is active.
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: Counsel, we've been
goi ng over an hour. Shall we take a break?
ATTORNEY YANG | have one nore question, then
we can take a break.

BY ATTORNEY YANG
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Q Does any figure in Ogawa show where the
hatching is when 13B is active?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (Objection to form

A So | think, based on what | understand to be
hatching, Figure 4 is the only figure in Oyawa, | eaving
aside the specification, but only [imted to the figures
of Ogawa, only Figure 4 seens to show what | understand
to be hat chi ng.

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q |'"'msorry, you said "seens to show " Seens to
show what ?

A What | understand to be hat chi ng.

Q And that hatching shows that 13A is active.

Is that right?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection to form
Counsel, | thought you said you wanted to take a break
after the one question. |Is that --

ATTORNEY YANG So | have a foll ow up.

A So | already told you about paragraph 18. It
states: The portion of the access bar 42 | ocated on an
active screen. The screen currently being accessed is
colored (depicted with hatching in Figure 4) to indicate
an active state.

ATTORNEY YANG  Ckay, do you want to take a
break until 3:327?
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ATTORNEY ZEl LBERGER:  Sure.
ATTORNEY YANG  Ckay, thank you.
(Recess taken.)
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q During the break, did you speak with anyone
about this deposition?

A. | did not.

O

Ckay. Could you please turn to page 4 of
CQgawa.

A kay, |'mthere.

Q And do you see paragraph 34 on the right side?

A Yes, | see 34.

Q And counting from paragraph -- the paragraph
34 nunber, going up nine lines into paragraph 33,
there's a line that says -- there's a |line that says:
The first screen 13A is not affected. And right after
that is a sentence that starts "Therefore, two different
prograns. "

Do you see that?

A VWich is the first word of the |line that
you' re | ooking at, "The indicated"?

Q The first -- the first word is "The first
screen 13A is not affected.”

A I n paragraph 347

Q No, in paragraph 33. | was counting up nine
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| ines into paragraph 33.

A Oh, okay. Okay, |'ve seen the -- |'ve read
the sentence starting with "Therefore."

Q kay. So the full sentence is: Therefore,
two different prograns, such as a cal endar and a
schedul e, can be executed independently using the first
and second editing areas 27A and 27B and can be
di spl ayed i ndependently on the two split screens.

So ny questionis, is OQgawa limted to two
different prograns di splayed on the two split screens,
or can the sane program be displayed on the two split
screens?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (Objection to form

A Are you aski ng whether the same program has to
be in 13A and the sanme program has to be in 13B?
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q ' m asking can the sane program be on both
split screens, or does the sentence limt the split
screens to two different prograns?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection to form

A Sotothe -- tothe -- if | understood your
guestion correctly, if you read above in paragraph 33,
It's saying: For exanple, when the second screen 13B is
set to be active, data processing is perfornmed using the

second editing area 27B. The display contents are
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witten to the second VRAM 29C. And furthernore, the
contents of the first and second VRAMs 29B, 29C are
conbi ned in the actual VRAM 29A according to the
splitting ratio and di spl ayed.

And if you skip forward a sentence, it's
saying: Therefore, even if a programdifferent fromthe
program bei ng processed on the first screen 13A is
executed, the first screen 13A is not affected.
Therefore, two different prograns, such as a cal endar
and a schedul e, can be executed independently using the
first and second editing areas 27A and 27B and can be
di spl ayed i ndependently on the two split screens.

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q | read the part of paragraph 33 that you just
read for us and | didn't see anywhere -- anythi ng about
whet her the sane program can be di spl ayed on the two
screens, so | wanted to knowis OQgawa |limted to two
different prograns on the two split screens?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection to form

A So are you aski ng about instances?
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q ' m aski ng whet her the sane program can be on
two screens, because Ogawa says two different prograns
can be on two screens. And | just wanted to knowis it

limted that way? Can you have two -- can you have the

Multifold Exhibit 2005

Bl ueBear Reporting LLC

Google et al. v. Multifold

IPR2025-00059, Page 163 of 214



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

8/ 1/ 2025
Deposition of Dr. Sandeep Chatterjee Page: 164

sane programon two screens?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection to form
A And that's ny question. Wen you were talking
about the sane program are you tal king about instances
of the progranf
Q "' mtal ki ng about the exact sane program
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection to form
A So you're not tal king about two instances of a
program you're tal king about a single instance of the
programreplicating its screen across 13A and 13B?
I s that your question?
Q Well, ny -- let's use that exanple. Does
Qgawa excl ude that?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection to form
A So if you read the sentence around -- it's the
m ddl e of paragraph 33, which starts: Therefore, even
If a programdifferent fromthe program bei ng processed
on the first screen 13A is executed, the first screen
13A is not affected.
So | would read that, because it's saying even
If a programdifferent fromthe program bei ng processed

on the first screen 13A is executed. And this is

tal king about -- earlier on, it's tal king about 13B.
And so at least -- at |east based on that disclosure, |
don't see it saying it's limted to -- that you cannot
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run the sanme programin 13A and 13B.
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q | see.

Coul d you turn to page 6 of QOgawa.

A kay, |'mthere.

Q And on page 6 of Ogawa, do you see paragraph
58, which is titled Effect of The Invention?

A kay, | see it.

Q And the full paragraph says: As described
above, the present invention can provide a display
devi ce where the display surface can be split into a
plurality of screens (w ndows) and display processing
can be executed on each of the plurality of screens
according to i ndependent prograns.

Do you see that?

A | do.

Q What does Ogawa nean by i ndependent prograns?

A So | think, like the portion | read to you
from paragraph 33, it's stating therefore, tw different
prograns, such as a calendar and a schedul e, can be
execut ed i ndependently using the first and second
editing areas 27A and 27B and can be di spl ayed
| ndependently on the two split screens.

Q So is that just referring to the enbodi nent of

par agr aph 337
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ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection to form
A Are you aski ng whether what | read from was
referring to that enbodi nent, or was your question with
regard -- with regards to what? Wth regards to page 6
or fromwhat | read?
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q My question was what you read.
Does what you read refer to the enbodinent in
par agraph 33?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection to form
A | don't think the word "enbodi nent"” appears in
paragraph 33. So to the extent | understood your
question, paragraph 33 is disclosing how Ogawa
functions. And then if you further go down to 35, it's
even stating: And each part can be displayed by
splitting the screen into parts using different software
processes.
(Exhibit No. 1006, previously marked, was
referenced and i ndexed.)
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q | see. Thank you for that clarification.
Coul d you turn to Exhibit 1006, the Choi
ref erence.
A kay, |'mthere.

Q And do you personally know the inventor, Choi?
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A | don't believe so.

Q kay. And were you aware of the Choi patent,
the patent, not anything in the patent, prior to your
work in this | PR?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection to form

A So when you say "not anything in the patent,”
| assune you're tal king about the teachings or the
di scl osures of the patent.

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q Right. |1'm asking about the patent itself,
not its teachings or disclosures. Wre you aware of the
patent itself prior to your work in this |IPR?

A | don't believe so.

Q And did you review Choi to prepare for this
deposition?

A | reviewed Choi not only to prepare for the
deposition but also to prepare ny declaration and to
performthe analysis that's set forth in ny declaration.

Q And how | ong did you review Choi to prepare
for the deposition?

A | don't renenber off the top of ny head.

Q kay. Could you turn to page 8 of Choi.

A The page nunber's on the bottomleft?

Q Yes, the page nunber's on the bottomleft. It
says page 8 out of 94.
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A kay, |'mthere.

Q And page 8 shows Figure 6, and it's | abeled A,
B, C D E and F.

Do you see that?

A | do.

Q Are all of these enbodi nents of Choi's
term nal ?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER Object to form

A If you look at colum 2, line 53, it states:
Figure 6 is an overview of nobile term nals each having
a dual TOLED according to an enbodi nent of the present
I nventi on.

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q Ckay. Could you now turn to Choi, colum 25.
And | et nme know when you get there.

A kay, |'mthere.

Q The first full paragraph on colum 25 starting
wth line 9, it says: In addition, the user can sel ect
one inmage, e.g., image 335 of the imges 331 displ ayed
on the screen for activating the photo al bum see
Figure 39A, and drag or flick the selected i nage 335 any
direction fromthe TOLED 154 to the LCD 151. See
Fi gure 39B.

Do you see that?

A | do.
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Q Is this saying that all the inmages are part of
t he sane photo al bunf

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection to form

A | don't see where it's saying that it's al
part of -- all of the images are part of the sanme photo
al bum

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q VWll, let me ask you this. How many photo
al buns are disclosed in this paragraph?

A So your question was with regards to just what
Is in that paragraph in colum 25 starting at |line 9?

Q Yes. M question is for this paragraph
starting on line 9, how nmany photo al buns are di scl osed
I n this paragraph?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection to form

A "' mnot sure what you nean by how many photo
al buns are disclosed. |It's sinply stating that the user
can select one inmagine, e.qg., imge 335 of the imges

331 di splayed on the screen for activating the photo
al bum and then it continues on.
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q So do you agree that because it says "the
photo al bum "™ there is one photo albumin this
par agr aph?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection to form
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A It's just tal king about activating the photo
album it's not saying that there's only one set of
phot os that are displayed.

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q Can you point nme to where this paragraph
di scl oses a second phot o al bunf

A Well, this portion is sinply talking about
activating the photo albumand | don't see that limted
to a single photo al bum For exanple, there may be
multiple sets of pictures within that.

Q Ri ght .

But ny question is can you point ne to where
in this paragraph it discloses the inages are in nore
t han one photo al bunf

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection to form

A But that's ny point, that it's tal king about
activating the photo album And if you | ook at other
portions of Choi, for exanple, colum 23, line 64, it's
tal ki ng about a photo al bum function is executed. So
it's tal king about a photo -- if you read colum 25
where it's tal king about activating the photo al bum
it's tal king about activating the function for the photo
al bum
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q And ny question was where did that paragraph
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di scl ose a second photo al bunf
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (hjection, form
A Are you aski ng about photo al bum the
function, or photo al bum the grouping of pictures?

What is your definition of photo al bumthat

you' re asking ne about ?
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q Let nme clarify. The photo al bum|'m aski ng
about is the grouping of pictures.

Where in colum 25, line 9, that paragraph, is
there a second groupi ng of pictures?

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection to form

A It seens |ike the term "photo al bunt appears
only, at least in that paragraph, starting on line 9 of
colum 25, it appears once, and that's on line 11 of
col um 25.

And if you read it correctly and carefully,
it's stating activating the photo album And so if you
read the portion of colum 23 that | pointed you to
earlier, it's tal king about the photo al bumfunction is
execut ed.

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q Doesn't it also say that inage 335 is in the
phot o al bunf

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection to form
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A Where are you reading this, that inmage 335 is
in the photo albun? | don't see it.
BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q The first sentence: The user can sel ect one
I mge, e.g., image 335 of the i mages 331 displayed on
the screen for activating the photo al bum

Is it your opinion that inmage 335 is not in
t he phot o al bun?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection to form

A It's saying one inage, e.g., inmage 335 of the
| mges 33L1.

BY ATTORNEY YANG

Q s image 335 of the images 331 in the photo
al bunf

A Wi ch photo al bunf

Q The photo al bumon line 11 of colum 25.

A kay, |'ve explained to you that activating
the photo albumis referring to the functionality, the
phot o al bum functi on.

Q So is it your opinion that there is no
collection -- photo album as in a collection of inmages,
t hat contains i mage 3357

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (Objection to form

A Wien did | say that?

BY ATTORNEY YANG
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Q "'masking. |If you didn't say it, then just
say you didn't say it. It was just ne trying to
clarify.

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection to form
A It's stating the user can sel ect one inage,
e.qg., inmage 335 of the images 331 di splayed on the
screen for activating the photo album and then it
conti nues on.
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q So there is no photo albumin this paragraph
that contains i mage 335, photo al bum being a collection
of i mages.
Is that right?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection to form
A There are images 331, and one of the inmages is
| mge 335.
BY ATTORNEY YANG
Q But there's no photo al bumthat collects these
| mages in this paragraph.
Is that right?
ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: (bjection to form
A Again, you're limting it to this paragraph,
colum 25, line 9 through 21. And |'ve told you it
seens to be tal king about the photo al bum functionality.

And so within that, | think grouping of photos would be
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considered a photo album so | really don't know what
your question is. |'ve pointed you to disclosure that
expl ains what the photo al bumfunction is, and |I've

pointed you to disclosure that's tal king about that

| mage, one inage, e.g., imge 335 is of the inages 331.
So again, |'mconfused by your question.
ATTORNEY YANG | actually think you answered

it. That was very hel pful, and | have no further
questions, so thank you so nmuch for your tine.

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: Let's go on a quick
br eak.

(Recess taken.)

ATTORNEY ZEI LBERGER: Thank you very nuch,
Dr. Chatterjee. W have no questions.

ATTORNEY YANG  Thank you very much for your
time in explaining everything. You were very patient
W th ne.

(Deposition adjourned at 4:05 p.m)
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- REPORTER S CERTI FI CATE -

I, MARY ANN PAYONK, shorthand reporter and
Notary Public, CA CSR No. 13431, do hereby certify that
the w tness whose deposition is hereinbefore set forth
was sworn by agreenent of all parties, that the
proceedi ngs were reported stenographically by ne, and
that this transcript is a true, correct, and full record
of the testinony given.

| further certify that | amnot related to
any of the parties to this action by blood or by
marriage, and that | amin no way interested in the
outconme of this matter.

I N WTNESS WHERECF, | have hereunto set ny
hand this 9th day of August, 2025.

WW@AW

MARY &LN PAYONK, CSR #13431

Virginia Notary Registration No. 219251
My Comm ssion expires 8/21/2026
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I,
DR, SANDEEP CHATTERJEE,
state that | have read the foregoing deposition and
decl are under penalty of perjury:

That the foregoing is ny deposition under
oat h;

That | have read sane and have nade the
necessary corrections, additions or changes to ny
answers that | deem necessary;

That ny answers as indicated are true and
correct.

Execut ed at this

day of , 2025.

DR. SANDEEP CHATTERJEE
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 1             THE REPORTER:  My name is Mary Ann Payonk, and

 2   my California license number is 13431.  I will now swear

 3   the witness.

 4   DR. SANDEEP CHATTERJEE,

 5               called as a witness, having been duly

 6               sworn, was examined and testified as

 7               follows:

 8                         EXAMINATION

 9   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

10        Q.   Good morning, Dr. Chatterjee.  And how are you

11   today?

12        A.   Good morning.  I'm doing well, thank you.

13        Q.   That's good.

14             Do you understand that you are under oath?

15        A.   I do.

16        Q.   And do you understand that you are required to

17   answer my questions unless petitioner's counsel

18   explicitly instructs you not to?

19        A.   I do.

20        Q.   Is there any reason that you cannot give

21   truthful, complete, and accurate testimony today?

22        A.   I don't believe so, no.

23        Q.   And can you confirm that you have no

24   applications open other than Zoom?

25        A.   The only thing that's running on this computer
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 1   is the Zoom window, and there is a Windows Explorer

 2   window with the files.

 3        Q.   By "files," do you mean the exhibits submitted

 4   in IPR2025-0060?

 5        A.   Yes.  Not all of them, just the ones -- my

 6   declaration and then the ones that are cited therein.

 7        Q.   Okay, thank you.

 8             And can you confirm that you will not look at

 9   any materials unless asked to do so?

10             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  I'll object to the form

11   of the question.

12        A.   So I'm not sure I understand what you're

13   asking me.  Like, if I -- I have not memorized

14   everything in my declaration or the patents and the

15   prior art, so if you ask me something, I may need to

16   refer back to refresh my memory.

17   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

18        Q.   Okay.  Would you let me know when you're

19   refreshing your memory and looking at any particular

20   document?

21        A.   Sure.  I can do that.

22        Q.   Thank you.  I appreciate it.

23             At a deposition earlier this week for another

24   IPR, I believe you said that you testified in District

25   Court, State Court, IPRs, and the ITC.
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 1             Is that correct?

 2             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Object to form.

 3             THE WITNESS:  Say that again.

 4   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 5        Q.   I believe you testified earlier this week in

 6   another deposition that you have testified in District

 7   Courts, State Courts, IPRs, and the ITC.

 8             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Same objection.

 9        A.   To the -- I couldn't hear exactly to the

10   extent that you were saying plural for "State Courts."

11   I think it's only a single State Court.  But yes, the

12   four, I have testified at.

13   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

14        Q.   And what single State Court would that be?

15        A.   That was -- it's a California State Court.

16        Q.   Did you submit expert reports in District

17   Court?

18             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

19        A.   With regards to patent cases, for example,

20   yes, I have submitted expert reports.

21   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

22        Q.   Did you submit expert reports in the

23   California State Court?

24        A.   I believe I did, yes.

25        Q.   Did opposing counsel in a District Court ever
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 1   move to exclude any of your expert reports?

 2             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

 3        A.   Did they move to exclude any of my reports or

 4   opinions in the report?

 5             Is that what you're asking?

 6   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 7        Q.   I'm asking if they moved to exclude any

 8   portion of your report.

 9             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

10        A.   I know there have been some times -- I don't

11   believe that I would know every time, but I believe

12   there have been times that opposing counsel has moved to

13   exclude.  But as far as I'm aware, no Court has ever

14   granted that based on any methodology issues that I

15   have.

16   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

17        Q.   Has any judge granted a motion to exclude a

18   portion of your expert testimony for any reason?

19             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.  Also

20   object to the extent it calls for a legal conclusion.

21        A.   So I'm not sure I fully understand your

22   question.  But I know, for example, in one case I had

23   submitted a rebuttal report and the other side moved to

24   exclude one of my opinions as not being a rebuttal

25   report, but an affirmative -- not being a rebuttal
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 1   opinion, but an affirmative opinion.  And so that's an

 2   example of what, as far as I'm aware, a judge has

 3   granted, saying that since I was disclosed as a rebuttal

 4   expert, my opinions have to be limited to rebuttal

 5   opinions.

 6   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 7        Q.   Is that the only instance, or are there other

 8   examples?

 9             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

10        A.   Well, when you're saying -- are you -- so when

11   you're saying "exclude," I -- again, I'm not really

12   sure, like I said, for the last question, I'm not sure

13   what you mean by "exclude."  But I think off the top of

14   my head, that's one example I can think about.

15             But I have -- for example, I believe last year

16   or the year before that, there was a case where the

17   other side filed a Daubert.  And there was a long

18   Daubert hearing and immediately after that, the judge

19   denied the motion against me, saying that I'm highly

20   qualified on those topics.

21   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

22        Q.   Well, my question was actually, can you think

23   of any other examples besides the one that you gave

24   where a judge excluded any portion of your expert

25   report?
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 1             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.  Asked

 2   and answered.

 3             ATTORNEY YANG:  And that's not a valid

 4   objection, by the way.

 5        A.   Off the top of my head right now, I don't

 6   remember others.

 7   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 8        Q.   Okay.  And what did you do to prepare for this

 9   deposition?

10        A.   I reviewed my declaration and the relevant

11   documents.

12        Q.   Okay.  Which documents are the relevant

13   documents?

14        A.   For example, the documents cited in my

15   declaration.

16        Q.   Did you speak to anyone who is not an attorney

17   to prepare for this deposition?

18        A.   I did not.

19        Q.   Did you review Exhibit 1001, the '080 patent,

20   to prepare for this deposition?

21        A.   Yes, I did.

22        Q.   And how long did you review the '080 patent to

23   prepare for this deposition?

24        A.   I went back through it a number of times.

25        Q.   Do you have an estimate, a rough estimate of
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 1   how many hours that took?

 2        A.   So is your question for going through it like

 3   from the beginning to the end, or even when I'm looking

 4   back to it throughout, reading my declaration, and other

 5   preparation?

 6        Q.   My question is counting all the time that you

 7   looked at the '080 patent, approximately how many hours

 8   would that be?

 9        A.   I really couldn't tell you, but it was several

10   hours, I would guess.

11        Q.   Would it be more than 10?

12        A.   Just for the '080 patent?  I don't know.  I

13   have not kept track of that.  But maybe less than that.

14   Again, I just don't remember.

15        Q.   Okay.  When you were reviewing the '080

16   patent, did you read the entirety of the '080 patent

17   from front to back or did you skim it?

18             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

19        A.   So is your question now in preparation for the

20   depo, or before in preparation for the declaration, or

21   what is your question?

22   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

23        Q.   Well, let's break that up.

24             In preparation for your depo, did you review

25   the '080 patent in its entirety?
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 1        A.   I did.

 2        Q.   And in preparing your declaration, did you

 3   also review the '080 patent in its entirety?

 4        A.   I did.

 5        Q.   So is it fair to say that you're familiar with

 6   the '080 patent?

 7             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

 8        A.   I've reviewed the '080 patent many times.

 9        (Exhibit No. 1001, previously marked, was

10        referenced and indexed.)

11   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

12        Q.   Okay.  Could you please take a look at the

13   '080 patent, which is Exhibit 1001.

14             Do you have a copy of it?

15        A.   I have -- like earlier this week, I have a

16   hard copy printout in front of me of my declaration and

17   I have -- like I mentioned to you, I have a Windows

18   Explorer folder that has my declaration, including the

19   exhibits cited in my declaration in electronic form.

20        Q.   I see.

21             In that case, can you please open whichever

22   file contains Exhibit 1001, the '080 patent.

23        A.   Okay.

24        Q.   And once it's open, can you confirm for me

25   that it's an unmarked copy?
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 1        A.   Okay, I've scrolled through it.  I did not see

 2   any marks or anything on it.

 3        Q.   Okay, thank you.  I appreciate that.

 4             Do you personally know the inventor of the

 5   '080 patent?

 6        A.   I don't believe so.

 7        Q.   And were you aware of the '080 patent -- not

 8   the disclosures, but the patent itself -- prior to your

 9   work for this IPR?

10        A.   I don't believe so.

11        Q.   Okay.  Could I direct you to column 4.  And

12   let me know when you get there.

13        A.   Okay, I'm at column 4.

14        Q.   If you scroll down to line 18, once you're

15   there, you'll see that the last two words of line 18

16   starts with:  As used herein, the term "display" is

17   intended to connote device hardware, whereas "screen" is

18   intended to connote the display image produced on the

19   display.

20             Do you see that?

21        A.   I do.

22        Q.   Do you agree with that statement?

23             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

24        A.   Is your question do I agree that that sentence

25   appears in column 4?
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 1   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 2        Q.   No.  My question is do you agree that that

 3   statement is correct?

 4             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

 5        A.   I don't understand what you mean, that that

 6   statement is correct.  It appears in the column, and you

 7   read from it.

 8   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 9        Q.   Well, let me rephrase my question.

10             Do you have any reason to believe that that

11   statement is not correct?

12             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

13        A.   I don't understand your question.  This is a

14   patent, and this is a sentence within the specification

15   of a patent, so I'm not sure I understand your question.

16   I did agree with you that it appears in column 4.

17   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

18        Q.   Wouldn't you agree that sometimes, a patent

19   could have a sentence that's not correct?  For example,

20   a patent could say that the sun is green.

21             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.  Scope.

22        A.   Can you show me that patent?  I'd like to read

23   what it says around that to understand what it means

24   when it says the sun is green.

25   BY ATTORNEY YANG:
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 1        Q.   Is it your understanding that every sentence

 2   in a patent is always correct?

 3             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

 4        A.   I -- again, can you show me what you're asking

 5   me so I can evaluate it and answer the question?

 6   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 7        Q.   I'm asking you about your understanding of

 8   the -- of what a patent is.

 9             Is it your understanding that any statement

10   written in a patent is always correct?

11             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.  Scope.

12        A.   I don't know how to answer that.  It seems

13   like it's a hypothetical that's outside of the '080

14   patent and opinions I've set forth.

15             But I don't know how to answer that extremely

16   broad hypothetical without seeing an example, at least,

17   of what you're talking about.

18             Like, you mentioned a patent stating that the

19   sun is green.  If it says before that a picture

20   displayed of the sun can be changed on the display to be

21   green, I think that that could be a correct statement,

22   and that's my whole point, that unless I see this patent

23   that you're talking about that says the sun is green, I

24   can't really answer the question without reading the

25   other portions of the patent and what it's saying.
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 1   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 2        Q.   My question isn't directed to whether a -- the

 3   last question wasn't directed to whether any specific

 4   statement of a patent was correct.  My question is

 5   directed to your understanding of patents generally.

 6             Do you understand a sentence in a patent

 7   generally to be always correct --

 8             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection.

 9        Q.   -- or can a sentence in a patent be wrong?

10             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.  Scope.

11        A.   That's exactly my point.  I just explained to

12   you that based on the context and what the patent is

13   saying, I would need to understand that to answer your

14   question.

15             I just gave you an example of when you

16   mentioned a sentence that says the sun is green, if the

17   sentence before that is talking about displaying a

18   picture of the sun in a -- in some kind of a monitor or

19   something like that and then changing the color to

20   green, then I believe that that could be a true

21   statement and correct statement.

22             So it depends on what the patent says.  I've

23   never seen a patent that only has a single sentence, if

24   that is what you're asking.

25   BY ATTORNEY YANG:
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 1        Q.   Let me ask this then.

 2             Is it your testimony that, based on context,

 3   every sentence of a patent is correct?

 4             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, scope.

 5        A.   Well, can you show me the patent that you want

 6   me to look at in the context and then answer your

 7   question?

 8   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 9        Q.   Sure.  Let's look at column 4, line 18 of the

10   '080 patent.

11        A.   Okay, like 18 states:  Operative to display a

12   displayed image or screen.

13        Q.   No, after that.  The sentence starting with

14   "As used herein."

15             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

16        A.   Okay.  And what is your question?

17   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

18        Q.   Based on the context that you read around it,

19   is that sentence correct?

20             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

21        A.   I still don't know what you mean by is it

22   correct.  It's a sentence in the patent.

23   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

24        Q.   Didn't you testify just before that if you

25   look at a sentence and its context you would be able to
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 1   tell me if it's correct or not?

 2             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

 3        A.   But I don't understand what you're saying,

 4   what your question is with regards to is it correct.

 5   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 6        Q.   My question is, do you have any reason to

 7   doubt that the sentence is correct?

 8             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Same objection.

 9        A.   I don't understand how -- like, I've already

10   answered for you that the sentence appears in column 4

11   of the '080 patent.  I don't understand.  It's simply

12   saying as used herein, the term "display" is intended to

13   connote device hardware, whereas "screen" is intended to

14   connote the displayed image produced on the display.

15             And I recall that I do cite to this portion

16   in -- of the '080 patent in my declaration.  So if your

17   question is did I cite to it, yes, I did cite to it as

18   far as I remember it within my declaration.

19   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

20        Q.   Okay.  In the context of the '080 patent, is a

21   screen -- I'm sorry.  Is the term "display" a physical

22   display?

23        A.   Well, as stated -- and you just pointed me to

24   this portion of column 4 -- it states:  As used herein,

25   the term "display" is intended to connote device
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 1   hardware.

 2        Q.   Does this statement also apply to the claims

 3   of the '080 patent?

 4        A.   What does that mean, does this statement apply

 5   to the claims?  This is not the claims.  The claims

 6   appear toward the end of the patent.

 7        Q.   The statement says:  The term "display" is

 8   intended to connote device hardware.

 9             Does that statement apply if the term

10   "display" appears in the claims?

11        A.   I'm still confused by your question.  I'm

12   going to go to the portion -- and you asked me to inform

13   you when I'm looking at documents.  I'm looking at the

14   hard copy of my declaration.

15             And so I'm looking at paragraph 53.  And about

16   a little bit less than halfway into paragraph 53, I

17   state:  Regarding the display term, the '080 patent

18   states that, quote, as used herein, the term "display"

19   is intended to connote device hardware, whereas, quote,

20   "screen" is intended to connote the displayed image

21   produced on the display.  And that, open quote:  In this

22   regard, a display is a physical hardware that is

23   operable to render a screen.  And it has citations to

24   column 4 of the '080 patent.

25        Q.   Okay.  First of all, I'd like to strike that
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 1   testimony because your declaration hasn't been entered

 2   as an exhibit in this deposition yet; and second,

 3   because it's nonresponsive to my question.

 4             My question was, does that statement apply to

 5   the claims of the '080 patent?

 6             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

 7        A.   So again, like I mentioned the other day, your

 8   questions are very confusing.  But if you're asking

 9   whether the term "display" in the claims would at least

10   include this, then if -- to the extent that is your

11   question, then I believe that it would at least include

12   this.

13             And as I stated in paragraph 53 of my

14   declaration, I've also been asked to consider an

15   alternative interpretation of display where the first

16   display and second display in Claim 12 read on a single

17   physical display divided into two or more logical

18   displays.

19   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

20        Q.   Okay.  Could you turn back to column 4 of the

21   '080 patent.

22        A.   Okay, I'm there.

23        Q.   Do you see the second part of that sentence

24   starting on line 20 that says:  "Screen" is intended to

25   connote the displayed image produced on the display?
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 1        A.   I do see that.  I think there's a "whereas"

 2   before that, but yes, I do see that.

 3        Q.   Does this mean that a screen is the

 4   information displayed on a physical -- does this mean

 5   the term "screen" as used in the '080 patent is the

 6   information displayed on a physical screen?

 7             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

 8        A.   Line 20 states:  Whereas "screen" is intended

 9   to connote the displayed image produced on the display.

10   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

11        Q.   So I just want to confirm.  It says "produced

12   on the display."  Does that mean that the image is on a

13   physical display?

14        A.   Well, that would be one example of it, yes.

15        Q.   Are you aware of any examples where a screen

16   is not on a physical display in the '080 patent?

17        A.   Again, I've reviewed the '080 patent many

18   times but I've not memorized everything within it.  If

19   you point me to something, I'm happy to take a look at

20   it.

21        Q.   Well, why don't you review the '080 patent now

22   and, if you can, identify any examples where a screen is

23   not information displayed on a physical screen.

24             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  I object to the form of

25   the question.
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 1             THE WITNESS:  Can we take a rest room break,

 2   please?

 3             ATTORNEY YANG:  Yeah, sure.  10 minutes, and

 4   come back at 10:10 be okay?

 5             THE WITNESS:  Sure.

 6             ATTORNEY YANG:  Okay.

 7        (Recess taken.)

 8             THE REPORTER:  It's 10:10 Eastern, and we're

 9   back on the record.

10             THE WITNESS:  Can you remind me of your

11   question, counsel?

12   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

13        Q.   Before I do that, Dr. Chatterjee, during the

14   break, did you speak with anyone about your deposition?

15        A.   No.

16        Q.   Okay.  So my question was after reviewing the

17   '080 patent, are you aware of any disclosure in the '080

18   patent where a screen is not displayed on a physical

19   screen?

20             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  I object to the form of

21   the question.

22        A.   I think I heard your question differently

23   before, but I'm -- I'm really confused by your question.

24   You're saying whether a screen is displayed on a

25   physical screen?
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 1   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 2        Q.   That is my question.

 3             My question is, if you look at column 4 of the

 4   '080 patent --

 5        A.   I thought you asked me to review the entirety

 6   of the '080 patent.

 7        Q.   I did.

 8        A.   That's what I'm --

 9        Q.   I did.  And now --

10        A.   -- doing.

11        Q.   -- I'm directing you to the specific line that

12   was the premise of my question.

13             On line 20, it says:  Where a screen is

14   intended to connote the display image produced on the

15   display.  And you'll see above that, it says:  The

16   display is intended to connote device hardware.

17             So my question was whether a screen is

18   intended to connote the image produced on the hardware

19   or the physical display?

20             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Object to the form of

21   the question.

22        A.   That's a very different question than what you

23   asked.

24   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

25        Q.   That is -- that is a corollary of the question
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 1   I asked you.  The question I asked you was are you aware

 2   of any examples in the '080 patent where a screen is not

 3   displayed on a physical screen.

 4             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Is that a question,

 5   counsel?

 6             ATTORNEY YANG:  If Dr. Chatterjee would like

 7   to answer that question, I would appreciate it.

 8             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  I didn't hear a

 9   question.  But to the extent it is a question, I'll

10   object to the form of the question.

11        A.   So I think you're asking about a physical

12   screen.  And you asked me to sit here and go word for

13   word through the entirety of the '080 patent.  I'm about

14   a little bit less than halfway through.  I have not seen

15   reference to a physical screen so far.

16             Would you like me to continue going word for

17   word through the rest of the '080 patent?

18   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

19        Q.   If you need to to answer my question, please

20   go ahead.

21        A.   Well, but just to be clear, which question?

22   Because you keep on changing the question.

23        Q.   My question is, are you aware of any

24   disclosure in the '080 patent where a screen is not

25   displayed on a physical screen?
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 1             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  I object to the form of

 2   the question.

 3        A.   But to be clear, you're asking about a

 4   physical screen.  Because before, you asked about a

 5   physical display, so I want to be clear about what

 6   you're asking me to look for.

 7   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 8        Q.   Right now, are you saying that a physical

 9   screen and a physical display are not synonymous?

10             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  I object to the form of

11   the question.

12        A.   I'm saying that you keep on changing the

13   question and then -- so you're asking me to answer your

14   question.  I'm trying to get clarity on what your

15   question is.

16   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

17        Q.   My question is, are you aware of any

18   disclosure in the '080 patent where a screen is not

19   displayed on a physical device, hardware or screen?  And

20   I use those terms interchangeably, but if you would like

21   to take them piecemeal, that's fine.

22             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  I object to the form of

23   the question.

24        A.   To be clear again, now you've changed the

25   question again for the third time.
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 1   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 2        Q.   Let me repeat it then.

 3             After reviewing the '080 patent, are you aware

 4   of any disclosure in the '080 patent where a screen is

 5   not displayed on a physical screen?

 6             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  I object to the form of

 7   the question.

 8        A.   So to make this simpler, do you want me to

 9   search for "physical screen"?

10             Is that what you want me to do?

11   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

12        Q.   My -- I want you to answer the question.  If

13   you need to read the '080 patent to answer the question,

14   that's fine, but I'd like you to answer the question.

15             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Same objection.

16        A.   So I think again I'm still very confused

17   because you keep on changing the question that you're

18   asking.  So I didn't -- I'm going to do a search for

19   "physical screen" because that seems to be what you're

20   asking me to do.

21             So I did a search in the PDF search bar of

22   "physical," space, "screen," and it's showing "No

23   results found."

24   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

25        Q.   Okay.  So in response to my question, are you
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 1   aware of any disclosure in the '080 patent where a

 2   screen is not displayed on a physical screen, your

 3   answer would be "No results found"?

 4             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection,

 5   mischaracterizes.

 6        A.   My answer is what I just explained to you,

 7   that I understand your question to be asking me to

 8   search for the term "physical screen."

 9             And I did that in the PDF reader that I have

10   open.  And when I typed in "physical," space, "screen,"

11   I got "No results found."

12   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

13        Q.   Okay.  Now I'm going to ask a different

14   question.

15             Are you aware of any disclosure in the '080

16   patent where a screen is not displayed on a physical

17   display?

18        A.   So I did a search for "physical display," and

19   I got "physical," space, "display," and it's showing one

20   hit.  And that hit is at column 9, line 15.

21        Q.   Does column 9, line 15 provide an example of

22   displaying a screen on a physical display?

23        A.   So to the extent I understood your question,

24   if you look back to column 4, line 20, it states:

25   Whereas "screen" is intended to connote the displayed
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 1   image produced on the display.

 2        Q.   And on -- the word "display" in the clause

 3   "produced on the display," is that display a physical

 4   display?

 5        A.   Well, the first part of that sentence in

 6   column 4 starting at around line 18:  As used herein,

 7   the term "display" is intended to connote device

 8   hardware, whereas "screen" is intended to connote the

 9   displayed image produced on the display.

10        Q.   And my question is the word "display" in the

11   clause "produced on the display," is that the term

12   "display" that is in -- the term "display" is intended

13   to connote device hardware?

14        A.   I think that would be an example of it, yes.

15        Q.   In the context of the '080 patent, are there

16   examples where the screen is hardware?

17        A.   So it seems like that's kind of going back to

18   the question you asked me a few minutes ago, to do a

19   search for "physical screen."

20        Q.   And did you find any examples where the screen

21   is hardware?

22        A.   Well, I think I explained to you a few minutes

23   ago that I did a search in the PDF search tool for

24   "physical," space, "screen" and I did not find any hits.

25             I'll do it again to double-check.  It's
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 1   showing -- for "physical," space, "screen," it's showing

 2   "No results found."

 3        Q.   I believe you said earlier that you reviewed

 4   the first half of the patent.  During that review, did

 5   you find any example -- find any examples where the

 6   screen is hardware?

 7             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

 8        A.   So I think when I searched right now for

 9   "physical," space, "screen," it searched the entirety of

10   the PDF document.

11   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

12        Q.   My question isn't on what you searched now.

13   My question is what you -- on what you reviewed of the

14   '080 patent in the last half hour.

15             When you reviewed the '080 patent, did you

16   find any examples where the screen was not hardware?

17             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection.

18   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

19        Q.   I'm sorry, where the screen is hardware.

20             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

21        A.   I just wanted to repeat that your questions

22   are very confusing, and you keep on changing them.  But

23   with that caveat, I don't recall right now seeing, at

24   least in the portions that I quickly went through, it

25   saying that the screen is hardware.  But again, I've
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 1   only reviewed a portion of it, and I've reviewed it

 2   quickly.

 3   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 4        Q.   Okay.  If you feel like you need to review any

 5   other portions or take more time to review, please let

 6   me know and you're certainly free to do that.

 7        A.   I think my main issue is that the questions

 8   are very confusing, and you seem to be going back and

 9   forth, and so that's really the issue.

10        Q.   I think the issue is you're reviewing it for a

11   while and then I'm repeating the question and it's no

12   longer fresh on your mind.

13             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Counsel, that

14   mischaracterizes the record.

15             THE WITNESS:  I think, like I explained to

16   you, you keep on changing the question and so I think

17   that's really an issue.  And the questions are very

18   confusing to begin with.

19   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

20        Q.   Could I direct you to column 13, line 35.

21        A.   Okay, I'm at column 13.

22        Q.   In this paragraph, it starts with:  To this

23   end, a screen may include an icon which indicates to a

24   user the state of the screen, e.g., be it in an expanded

25   mode, unexpanded mode, or expanding mode.
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 1             Do you see that?

 2        A.   I do.

 3        Q.   What is an icon?

 4        A.   To be clear, you're asking within -- since you

 5   directed me to column 13, I'm understanding your

 6   question to be within the context of the '080 patent.

 7        Q.   Yes.  Let me rephrase that question.

 8             What is an icon in the context of the '080

 9   patent?

10        A.   So if you read a few lines down, starting at

11   around line 43 of column 13, it states:  An icon 500 is

12   provided on the first screen 156A and may indicate to a

13   user that the application 156 may be expanded.

14             It continues on:  The icon 500 may be located

15   along a periphery of the first display 102.  For

16   instance, as shown, the icon 500 may be arranged along a

17   top portion of the display.

18             And I think this is in reference to Figure 5.

19   And so if you go to Figure 5, you can see that icon 500

20   is labeled in the figure.

21        Q.   Okay.  Is what you just read about icon 500

22   how a person of ordinary skill would understand the term

23   "icon" in the context of the '080 patent?

24             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

25        A.   So I'm not sure if you're asking if it would
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 1   only be what I read.  There's other pages in the patent,

 2   but the icon would be understood to at least include

 3   this.

 4   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 5        Q.   My question, what is an icon in the context of

 6   the '080 patent, covers the entirety of the '080 patent.

 7   I wasn't looking for a specific example.

 8        A.   I'm sorry, say that again.

 9        Q.   My question, what is an icon in the context of

10   the '080 patent, was asking about the entirety of the

11   '080 patent.  I wasn't looking for a specific example.

12             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

13        A.   I'm not sure I understand your question.  But

14   what I explained to you is that the icon would be

15   understood to at least include what I read to you and

16   what is shown in Figure 5.

17             And for purposes of my expert declaration,

18   I've used that and I've shown that in the relevant prior

19   art, there is disclosure that would be understood by one

20   of ordinary skill to disclose what I just explained to

21   you with regards to icon.

22   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

23        Q.   Okay.  Are you able to answer my question

24   without using "at least include"?

25             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

�

0033

 1        A.   Well, okay.  If you don't want me to use that

 2   phrase, which I'm -- again, I'm very confused by this

 3   question, why you're asking me to not use particular

 4   English words in responding to you.

 5             But with regards to the analysis that I've

 6   done in my expert declaration with regards to patent

 7   '080, I've looked at the disclosure with regards to icon

 8   500 in the '080 patent and I've shown that in the

 9   relevant prior art there, the disclosure in the relevant

10   prior art would be understood by one of ordinary skill

11   to disclose the, for example, icon 500.

12   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

13        Q.   Okay.  I'm going to ask a slightly different

14   question.

15             What is an icon in the context of the '080

16   patent without using the phrase "at least include"?

17             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  I object to the form of

18   the question.  I also object to the extent counsel is

19   instructing the witness that he's not allowed to answer

20   in whichever way he sees fit.

21             ATTORNEY YANG:  And that's a speaking

22   objection and so I'm going to object to all of that.

23             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  That's your opinion.

24             ATTORNEY YANG:  You can look at the Trial

25   Practice Guide.
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 1             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Counsel, you're not

 2   allowed to tell the witness what he's allowed to say.

 3             ATTORNEY YANG:  And you're not allowed to

 4   object with speaking objections.

 5             THE WITNESS:  Can you repeat your question?

 6   Because again, I'm very confused.  You seem to be

 7   telling me to answer or not answer your question in some

 8   way, and I'm very confused.

 9             ATTORNEY YANG:  Sure.

10   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

11        Q.   My question is what is an icon in the context

12   of the '080 patent without using the phrase "at least

13   include"?

14             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Same objections.

15        A.   So I think I would direct you back to

16   column 13, line 43, where it states:  An icon 500 is

17   provided on the first screen 156A and may indicate to a

18   user that the application 156 may be expanded.  The icon

19   500 may be located along a periphery of the first

20   display 102.  For instance, as shown, the icon 500 may

21   be arranged along a top portion of the display.  The

22   icon 500 may be provided adjacent to or superimposed on

23   a status bar 550, and then it continues on.

24             And then, like I said, Figure 5 seems to have

25   icon 500 labeled and so that would be an example of what
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 1   one of ordinary skill would understand the icon to be.

 2   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 3        Q.   Okay.  Is that how the term "icon" is

 4   interpreted in Claim 1 of the '080 patent?

 5             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

 6        A.   So I think my discussion of icon in Claim 1

 7   starts around page 35 of my declaration, which is

 8   starting at around paragraph 68.  And here, I state in

 9   paragraph 68, the first sentence, Ogawa discloses this

10   limitation.  And then I show side by side with regards

11   to the '080 patent and Ogawa and why one of ordinary

12   skill would understand Ogawa to disclose that

13   limitation.

14             ATTORNEY YANG:  I'm going to strike that

15   answer because I haven't asked about Ogawa.

16   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

17        Q.   My question verbatim, repeated, is, is that

18   how "icon" would be interpreted in Claim 1 of the '080

19   patent?  The word "Ogawa" didn't appear in that

20   question.

21             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

22        A.   So I'm -- again, I'm confused by your

23   question.  So are you asking whether the disclosure that

24   I read from column 13 and Figure 5, whether those are

25   examples of the claimed icon?
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 1   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 2        Q.   Okay, let me rephrase my question.

 3             My question is, is the disclosure you read

 4   about "icon," is that how "icon" would be interpreted in

 5   Claim 1 of the '080 patent?

 6             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

 7        A.   The term "icon" would be understood to at

 8   least include what I read and what I showed you in

 9   Figure 5.

10   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

11        Q.   Okay.  Let me direct you to column 6, line 13.

12   And let me know when you're there.

13        A.   Okay, I'm at column 6.

14        Q.   Starting at line 13, it says:  The handheld

15   computing device 100 may further include one or more

16   input devices that may be used to receive user inputs.

17   These input devices may be operative to receive gesture

18   inputs from a user and accordingly, may be referred to

19   generally as gesture sensors.

20             Do you see those two sentences?

21        A.   I do.

22        Q.   What is a gesture in the context of the '080

23   patent?

24        A.   Well, if you continue reading in that same

25   column, it states:  A number of different types of
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 1   gesture sensors may be provided.  Some examples include

 2   but are not limited to traditional input devices,

 3   keypads, trackballs, etc., touch-sensitive devices,

 4   optical sensors, e.g., a camera or the like, etc.  And

 5   so it provides examples of gesture sensors.

 6        Q.   And the disclosure you just read about

 7   gestures, is that how the term "gesture" would be

 8   interpreted in the claims of the '080 patent?

 9             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

10        A.   If you look at paragraph 74 of my declaration,

11   I'm stating -- I'm stating Ogawa's pen detection unit 21

12   which detects contact/touch between the pen 12 and

13   display input surface 13 corresponds to a gesture sensor

14   and is consistent with the '080 patent's disclosure,

15   which describes that the gesture sensor may be a

16   touch-sensitive device or other sensor operable to

17   detect user inputs in the form of a gesture.  And then

18   I'm citing -- and I have a number of citations -- to the

19   '080 patent.

20             ATTORNEY YANG:  So again, I'm going to strike

21   that answer because again, I didn't ask about Ogawa.

22   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

23        Q.   And my question was, is the disclosure you

24   just read about "gesture," is that how the term

25   "gesture" would be interpreted in the claims of the '080
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 1   patent?

 2             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

 3        A.   So I'm not -- I answered your question by

 4   talking both about Ogawa and the '080 patent.  So if

 5   you're telling me to ignore both Ogawa and the '080

 6   patent, I'm not sure how to answer your question.

 7   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 8        Q.   Well, I'm telling you ignore Ogawa, because

 9   that was not part of my question.

10        A.   But then I also gave you citations to the '080

11   patent and I read directly from that.

12        Q.   So then are the citations that you gave me how

13   a person of ordinary skill would understand the term

14   "gesture" in the claims of the '080 patent?

15             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

16        A.   Well, the citation that I gave you, and I'll

17   read it again, states:  The '080 patent's disclosure

18   which describes that the, quote, gesture sensor may be a

19   touch-sensitive device ... or other sensor operable to

20   detect user inputs in the form of a gesture.  And I have

21   citations there in paragraph 74.  So one of ordinary

22   skill would understand those, what I -- what I read from

23   the quoted portions, to be examples of a gesture sensor.

24   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

25        Q.   Okay.  Could I direct you to column 11, line
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 1   22.  And let me know when you're there.

 2        A.   Okay, I'm there, column 11.

 3        Q.   Okay.  In column 11, line 22, it says:

 4   Figures 3I through K depict the potential arrangements

 5   of the screens of a multi-screen application 152.

 6             Do you see that?

 7        A.   I do.

 8        Q.   What is a multi-screen application?

 9        A.   It seems to refer to multi-screen application

10   as 152, and then there is a lot of disclosure from the

11   next sentence onwards and then continues on from even

12   the next paragraph, which states:  For example, the

13   multi-screen application 152 may be maximized from a

14   single-screen mode displayed in a single display to two

15   screens displayed in two displays such that a parent

16   screen is displayed in the first display and a node

17   screen, e.g., a child screen is expanded into the second

18   display.  So there's a lot of disclosure in that column.

19        Q.   Okay.  Is what you just read your answer to my

20   question what is a multi-screen application?

21             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

22        A.   So I think I understood your question to be

23   within the '080 patent.  And I read directly from the

24   '080 patent and I explained that there's other portions

25   that I did not read, which are right after the two lines
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 1   that you pointed me to in column 11.

 2   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 3        Q.   Okay.  Since you pointed out that my original

 4   question wasn't restricted to the '080 patent, I'd now

 5   like to ask what is a multi-screen application in the

 6   context of the '080 patent?

 7             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection,

 8   mischaracterizes.

 9        A.   I don't understand your question.  I just

10   explained to you that I answered understanding your

11   question to be within the context of the '080 patent.

12   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

13        Q.   I see.  And I'm sorry, could you repeat that

14   answer again?

15             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection.

16             ATTORNEY YANG:  The answer to the question

17   what is a multi-screen application in the context of the

18   '080 patent?

19             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

20             THE WITNESS:  Sorry, say that again.

21   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

22        Q.   Could you please repeat your answer to my

23   question what is a multi-screen application in the

24   context of the '080 patent?

25             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.  Also
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 1   object to scope.

 2        A.   So understanding your question, which now

 3   you've made it express, to be within the context of the

 4   '080 patent, I directed you to portions of the '080

 5   patent that discuss the multi-screen application, which

 6   seems to be identified as 152, and provides examples of

 7   a multi-screen application.

 8   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 9        Q.   Okay.  Could you turn to column 9, line 29.

10   And let me know when you're there.

11        A.   I'm there.

12        Q.   So the last -- starting with the last three

13   words on line 29 of column 9, it says:  A single-screen

14   application is intended to describe an application that

15   is capable of producing a screen that may occupy only a

16   single display at a time.

17             Do you see that?

18        A.   I do.

19        Q.   Is that what a single-screen application is

20   within the context of the '080 patent?

21             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection.  Form and

22   scope.

23        A.   Within the '080 patent, that is a line within

24   the specification of the '080 patent.

25   BY ATTORNEY YANG:
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 1        Q.   Okay.  I'll ask a slightly different question.

 2             Is that sentence how a person of ordinary

 3   skill would understand the term "single-screen

 4   application" within the context of the '080 patent?

 5             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, scope.

 6        A.   Can you show me where in my declaration I'm

 7   opining on this?

 8   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 9        Q.   Well, didn't you testify that you've reviewed

10   the '080 patent --

11             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection.

12        Q.   -- in its entirety?  And this is a sentence

13   within the '080 patent.

14             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.  Scope.

15        A.   So I think I testified I've reviewed the '080

16   patent many times and so that's why I'm asking.  Can you

17   show me where I've provided this opinion so I can go

18   back and refresh my memory?  So that's what I'm asking.

19   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

20        Q.   Well, my question is your understanding of

21   this term.  And for my benefit, because I want to

22   confirm that that is what a single-screen application

23   is, it's -- I don't think it's -- I don't think there's

24   a specific cite to it in your declaration.  But I do

25   want to understand the '080 patent.  And you've
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 1   testified that you've reviewed the '080 patent in its

 2   entirety, and you also testified that you're an expert

 3   in this field.

 4             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  I object to the scope of

 5   the question, to the extent that's a question.

 6             ATTORNEY YANG:  That was not a question.

 7   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 8        Q.   The pending question is, is that sentence how

 9   a person of ordinary skill would understand the term

10   "single-screen application" within the context of the

11   '080 patent?

12             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection to the scope

13   of the question.

14        A.   And I've asked you to show me, point me to

15   where in my declaration I've opined on this so I can

16   refresh my memory.

17             I don't perform expert analyses within a

18   minute.  I actually spend hours and days and days and

19   weeks analyzing this.  I take my job seriously, and so

20   that's why I'm asking you, to the extent I've opined on

21   this.  If you can show me in my declaration, I can

22   refresh my memory and answer your question.

23   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

24        Q.   You're an expert in this field, right?  So I'd

25   like for you to tell me what a person of ordinary skill,
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 1   reading this sentence, would understand.

 2             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, scope and

 3   form.

 4        A.   So just reading that sentence?  So you're

 5   asking me outside of the '080 patent in a vacuum if this

 6   sentence existed?

 7   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 8        Q.   Now I'm asking you -- you've testified that

 9   you read the entirety of the '080 patent.  Having read

10   the entirety of the '080 patent, I'm asking you how a

11   person of ordinary skill would understand this sentence.

12             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, scope and

13   form and argumentative.

14             ATTORNEY YANG:  Also, that wasn't a question.

15             THE WITNESS:  Okay.

16             ATTORNEY YANG:  Please answer my question,

17   though.

18             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  You just said it's not a

19   question, counsel.

20             ATTORNEY YANG:  I do have a question where

21   Dr. Chatterjee is asking clarifications of but hasn't

22   answered yet.

23   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

24        Q.   The question I have outstanding is, is that

25   sentence how a person of ordinary skill would understand
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 1   the term "single-screen application" within the context

 2   of the '080 patent?

 3             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection.  Form and

 4   scope.

 5        A.   So I don't think I asked for clarification.  I

 6   asked you to my client me to my expert declaration where

 7   I've opined on this so I can refresh my memory.  And

 8   I've explained to you that I take my job seriously and I

 9   don't render off-the-cuff opinions.  And so if you could

10   point me to where I've analyzed this issue, I can take a

11   look at it and I'll be happy to answer your question.

12   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

13        Q.   So it's your -- are you refusing to answer my

14   question without being directed to your declaration?

15             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection,

16   mischaracterizes.  Argumentative.  Scope.  Form.

17        A.   I think I've asked you multiple times to

18   direct me to where I've opined on this so I can refresh

19   my memory, and I think it seems like you don't -- you're

20   not going to direct me, so I don't know how to answer

21   this question.

22   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

23        Q.   If I do not direct you, are you refusing to

24   answer this question?

25             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Same objections.
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 1        A.   I'm not refusing to answer your question.  I'm

 2   actually saying I'd be very happy to answer your

 3   question.

 4   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 5        Q.   Then please --

 6        A.   You seem to be --

 7        Q.   -- go ahead.

 8        A.   You seem to be -- you seem to be not pointing

 9   me to my declaration where I've opined on this and so it

10   seems like you're refusing to direct me to my

11   declaration.

12        Q.   I don't need to direct you to your

13   declaration, but you need to answer my question.  Please

14   answer my question.

15             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection,

16   argumentative.  Scope.  Form.

17             ATTORNEY YANG:  Also, that wasn't a question.

18   But the same question is still outstanding.

19             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Same objections.  I'm

20   very confused what the question is.

21   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

22        Q.   The question is, is that sentence how a person

23   of ordinary skill would understand the term

24   "single-screen application" within the context of the

25   '080 patent?
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 1             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, scope.  Form.

 2        A.   So is this a question?  Because you keep on

 3   saying it's not a question and then a question.  But

 4   again, if you can point me to where I've opined on this,

 5   I can review that and refresh my memory and answer your

 6   question, to the extent it was a question.

 7   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 8        Q.   So let me make it clear.

 9             The question is, is that sentence how a person

10   of ordinary skill would understand the term

11   "single-screen application" within the context of the

12   '080 patent?

13             That is the question outstanding that you are

14   not answered yet.  Please answer it.

15             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection,

16   mischaracterizes.  Argumentative.  Scope.  Form.

17        A.   So are you asking whether just that sentence,

18   and ignoring everything else in the '080 patent, would

19   be used by one of ordinary skill?  I'm -- again, I'm

20   confused by your question.  You keep on saying "would

21   that sentence."  So are you asking ignoring the entirety

22   of the disclosure of the '080 patent?

23   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

24        Q.   Keep in mind the end of my sentence was

25   "within the context of the '080 patent."  I will repeat

�

0048

 1   my sentence again.  I'm sorry, I will repeat my question

 2   again.

 3             My question is, is that sentence how a person

 4   of ordinary skill would understand the term

 5   "single-screen application" within the context of the

 6   '080 patent?

 7             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, scope.  Form.

 8        A.   But you're also saying "is that sentence," so

 9   I'm understanding that to mean that if there's nothing

10   else in the '080 patent.

11   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

12        Q.   I mean, okay.  Is there anything else in the

13   '080 patent?

14             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.  Scope.

15        A.   It seems to be a 21-page reference.

16   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

17        Q.   And you've represented that you've reviewed

18   this 21-page reference multiple times for at least --

19             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Same objections.

20        Q.   -- approximately 10 hours.  That is your

21   testimony, isn't it?

22             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, scope.  Form.

23   Mischaracterizes.

24        A.   Yeah, I don't think I said that.  And then --

25   but like I'm saying, your question is very confusing and
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 1   you're not clarifying the question for me.  You keep on

 2   stating that I've reviewed the '080 patent, which I have

 3   done, but I'm not understanding your question and you're

 4   not showing me where in my declaration I've opined on

 5   this.

 6   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 7        Q.   This is a question directed to the patent,

 8   which you've testified that you've reviewed.  And you've

 9   testified that you're an expert.  So please answer the

10   question now that you've reviewed the patent.

11             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, scope.  Form.

12        A.   So again, I asked for clarification.  You keep

13   on repeating the same question without clarifying.

14   Like, my understanding of a deposition is when I ask for

15   clarification because I'm not understanding a confusing

16   question that you would clarify the question.

17   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

18        Q.   Okay, let me ask, how are you asking for

19   clarification?  Are you -- you've repeatedly asked me to

20   point to your declaration.  This question has nothing to

21   do with your declaration.  Is that the clarification

22   you're asking for?

23             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Counsel, we need to

24   discuss this.  We can go off the record if you want.

25   But you're expressly saying you're asking about
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 1   questions not relating to his declaration.  That's not

 2   the purpose for what we're here for today.

 3             ATTORNEY YANG:  I never said this question

 4   wasn't related to his declaration.  I said I'm not going

 5   to point to his declaration.  I want him to answer from

 6   the patent.

 7             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  You said --

 8             ATTORNEY YANG:  -- the part about --

 9             (Simultaneous speaking.)

10             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Counsel, I'm looking at

11   the transcript.  You said, "This question has nothing to

12   do with your declaration."

13             ATTORNEY YANG:  This question is not -- I'm

14   not going to direct the witness to his declaration.

15             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  I'm not saying you --

16             ATTORNEY YANG:  I'm --

17             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  -- have to direct the --

18             ATTORNEY YANG:  -- the patent.

19             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  -- witness to the --

20             THE REPORTER:  One at a time, please, for the

21   record.  Thank you.

22             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  I'm not saying you have

23   to direct the witness to the question, counsel, but if

24   you are saying that you're examining the witness

25   relating to material that has nothing to do with his
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 1   declaration, as you said, that is improper.

 2             ATTORNEY YANG:  Yes or no.  Did the witness

 3   review this, the '080 patent?  Are you representing --

 4             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Is there a question --

 5             ATTORNEY YANG:  -- that --

 6             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  -- counsel?

 7             (Simultaneous speaking.)

 8             ATTORNEY YANG:  Yes.

 9             THE WITNESS:  I --

10             THE REPORTER:  One at a time, please, for the

11   record.  Thank you.

12             THE WITNESS:  I reviewed the '080 patent

13   multiple times.

14             ATTORNEY YANG:  Therefore, anything in the

15   '080 patent is fair game for me to ask about.

16             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Is there a question

17   pending?

18             ATTORNEY YANG:  Are you instructing the

19   witness not to answer my questions?

20             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  I'm -- I never said such

21   a thing, counsel.  I only said that if you intend to

22   expressly examine the witness on what you believe has,

23   quote, nothing to do with his declaration, then we might

24   have to call the Board.

25             ATTORNEY YANG:  Do we need to call the Board?
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 1   I will represent that this question is related to the

 2   '080 patent, of which the witness has opined on and has

 3   represented that he's reviewed.  Do me need to call the

 4   Board on that?

 5             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Only if you're expressly

 6   intending to examine him on material that you believe

 7   has nothing do with his declaration.  If you're

 8   withdrawing that representation or if you're --

 9             ATTORNEY YANG:  I am withdrawing that

10   representation.

11             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Counsel, please stop

12   interrupting me.  If you do intend to examine him based

13   on his declaration, we're free to proceed.  If you

14   intend to, as you said, examine him based on material

15   that you believe has nothing to do with his declaration,

16   then we need to call the Board.  It's up to you.

17             ATTORNEY YANG:  You know what?  Let's call the

18   Board.

19             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Okay.  To be clear --

20             ATTORNEY YANG:  Let's --

21             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  To be clear, I'm not

22   instructing the witness not to answer.  But, as I said,

23   if you want to call the Board because you believe you're

24   allowed to examine him based on the --

25             ATTORNEY YANG:  On the '080 patent.
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 1             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Counsel, please stop

 2   interrupting me.  That's the fifth time.  If you believe

 3   you're allowed to examine him based on what you think

 4   has nothing to do with his declaration, that is an issue

 5   we need to get -- need to get feedback from the Board

 6   on.

 7             ATTORNEY YANG:  Okay, now I get to talk.

 8   First of all, I've withdrawn that representation.

 9   Second of all, this issue has to do with the '080

10   patent, which the witness has opined on and which the

11   witness has represented that he's reviewed the entirety

12   of.  I'm not pulling another patent out of thin air to

13   ask him about.  This is the same -- this the very exact

14   patent that's at issue in this proceeding, which he's

15   represented that he's reviewed.  So do you think we need

16   to call the Board on this?

17             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Well, now for the first

18   time you've changed your position and withdrawn your

19   representation so I think we can proceed.  Of course,

20   I'll maintain my scope objections.

21             ATTORNEY YANG:  That's fine.  Are we still on

22   the record?

23             THE REPORTER:  We have not gone off the

24   record.

25             ATTORNEY YANG:  Okay.
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 1   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 2        Q.   So thank you, Dr. Chatterjee.  Could you

 3   please answer my question then?

 4             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  I object to the form of

 5   the question and the scope of the question.

 6        A.   So I think where we left off was I repeatedly

 7   asked you for clarification, which you have not

 8   provided.

 9   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

10        Q.   Okay.  So I'd like to ask for clarification on

11   your clarification, request for clarification.

12             Are you asking me to direct you to your

13   declaration or are you asking some other clarification?

14        A.   Well, I have -- the first request is your

15   question is very confusing because you're saying within

16   the context of the '080 patent, but then you're limiting

17   me to a single sentence within it, and so that's one

18   clarification.

19             And then the second one is, like I stated, I'd

20   like to see what my analysis and opinion was so that I

21   can accurately and correctly answer your question.  And

22   that's why I asked you to point me to where in my

23   declaration I talk about this.

24        Q.   Okay, so I'm going to tackle your first and

25   second clarifications one at a time, if that's fine with
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 1   you.

 2             So for your second clarification, I am not

 3   going to direct you to your declaration because this

 4   question is based on your -- is on the understanding --

 5   your understanding of this patent.

 6             I'd like to understand how you understand this

 7   patent.  I'm not going to direct you to your

 8   declaration, and nothing in the rules requires me to do

 9   so.

10             So for the first clarification, what would

11   help you understand this question better?

12             Are you saying that this question, the

13   question is limited to the sentence that I read to you?

14        A.   That seems to be in your question, so yes.

15        Q.   Okay.  Let me ask it different then.  Sorry,

16   let me ask it a different way then.

17             Would a person of ordinary skill understand

18   the term "single-screen application" within the context

19   of the '080 patent to include that sentence?

20             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, scope.  Form.

21        A.   Which sentence are we -- are we looking at

22   line 29?  Is that what you directed me to?

23   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

24        Q.   Let me read the sentence again just for

25   clarity.  The sentence is on column 9, line 29, with
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 1   the -- starting with the last three words:  A

 2   single-screen application is intended to describe an

 3   application that is capable of producing a screen that

 4   may occupy only a single display at a time.

 5             That's the sentence.

 6             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Object to the form and

 7   scope of the question, to the extent that is a question.

 8        A.   So to the extent I understood your question, I

 9   believe, given that that sentence appears in column 9 of

10   the '080 patent, one of ordinary skill would consider

11   that within the remainder of the context of the '080

12   patent.

13   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

14        Q.   Okay.  And what is an application within that

15   sentence?

16             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Object to the form of

17   the question.

18        A.   That sentence seems to state a single-screen

19   application is intended to describe an application that

20   is capable of producing a screen that may occupy only a

21   single display at a time.

22   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

23        Q.   And my question is -- was, what is an

24   application within the context of the '080 patent?

25        A.   Okay, that seems to be a different question
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 1   than what you asked me so let me try to answer that

 2   question.

 3             If you look at column 4, line 26:  A screen

 4   may be associated with an application and/or an

 5   operating system executing on the handheld computing

 6   device 100.  For instance, application screens or

 7   desktop screens may be displayed.  An application may

 8   have various kinds of screens that are capable of being

 9   manipulated, as will be described further below.

10             And then continuing on to the next paragraph

11   starting at line 35:  A screen may be associated with an

12   operating system, an application, or the like.  In some

13   instances, a screen may include interactive features,

14   e.g., buttons, text fields, toggles.

15             So there's disclosure in the portions that I

16   read to you as well as other portions that talk about an

17   application.

18        Q.   I believe you said "that talk about an

19   application."  How does it talk about an application?

20        A.   That it describes an application in the

21   specification of the '080 patent.

22        Q.   And how does it describe an application in the

23   specification of the '080 patent?

24             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

25        A.   I just answered for you that there is
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 1   disclosure in the '080 patent, including what I just

 2   read to you, that describes and provides examples of

 3   applications in the '080 patent.

 4   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 5        Q.   You did, but my question wasn't is there

 6   disclosure.  My question is, how does the '080 patent

 7   describe an application?

 8             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

 9        A.   I just read you some disclosure from the

10   specification of the '080 patent.

11   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

12        Q.   So your answer to my question how does the

13   '080 patent describe an application, your answer would

14   be what you read to me?

15             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

16        A.   Those are examples of the disclosure of an

17   application in the '080 patent, yes.

18   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

19        Q.   Okay.  In the context of the '080 patent, is

20   an operating system synonymous with an application?

21             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

22        A.   Well, even what I read to you from column 4,

23   line 26 states:  A screen may be associated with an

24   application and/or an operating system executing on the

25   handheld computing device 100.

�

0059

 1             So that was an example.  It's talking about an

 2   application and an operating system.

 3   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 4        Q.   And my question is, are they the same thing?

 5             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

 6        A.   So are you asking within that sentence where

 7   it's saying a screen may be associated with an

 8   application and/or an operating system?  So that seems

 9   to say that a screen may be associated with an

10   application and an operating system.

11   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

12        Q.   Yes, but my question wasn't about the screen.

13   My question is, is an operating system the same thing as

14   an application?

15             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

16        A.   I think -- so I'm -- are you asking in terms

17   of how, for example, computing systems operate and

18   whether operating systems and applications have

19   different functionalities?

20             Or are you -- what is your question?

21   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

22        Q.   My question is are they -- are they the same

23   thing?

24             Are applications and operating systems the

25   same thing?
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 1             Is one the same as the other?

 2             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

 3        A.   From what perspective?

 4   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 5        Q.   From the perspective of the '080 patent.

 6             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Same objection.

 7        A.   I don't understand how to answer that question

 8   by just saying from the perspective of the '080 patent.

 9   For example, if your question is from the perspective of

10   whether there is source code that is used to develop an

11   operating system in an application, so from that

12   perspective, yes, source code is used or may be used to

13   develop an application and to develop an operating

14   system.

15   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

16        Q.   Okay.  Why would the '080 patent say

17   application and/or operating system if they are the same

18   thing?

19             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

20        A.   Are you trying to say that I said that they're

21   the same thing?  Because I'm not --

22   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

23        Q.   No, I'm saying assuming that they are the same

24   thing, why would the '080 patent use application and/or

25   operating system?
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 1             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

 2        A.   So are you asking then from the perspective of

 3   what I just explained to you, that source code can be

 4   written to develop an application and source code can be

 5   written to develop an operating system, from that

 6   perspective, why the '080 is talking about application

 7   and/or operating system?

 8   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 9        Q.   Sure.  With that understanding, please answer.

10        A.   I think what it's saying is that there may be

11   screens associated with an application and/or an

12   operating system.  It's not really going into -- again,

13   at least this portion -- I haven't memorized the

14   entirety of the '080, but this portion, it's not talking

15   about whether applications are developed using source

16   code and how -- and whether operating systems can also

17   be developed using source code, but it's saying here a

18   screen may be associated with an application and/or an

19   operating system executing on the handheld computing

20   device 100.

21        Q.   Okay.  Do you recall that in the '080 patent

22   applications can be either single screen or

23   multi-screen?

24             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

25        A.   Are you reminding me of what we talked about

�

0062

 1   like for the last -- 10 minutes ago, the disclosures in

 2   the different portions of the -- I guess column 9 that

 3   you were directing me to?

 4   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 5        Q.   I'm reminding you that the '080 patent

 6   discloses both single-screen applications and

 7   multi-screen applications.  You would agree with that,

 8   right?  That it discloses both single-screen

 9   applications and multi-screen applications?

10             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

11        A.   Oh, column 9, line 28 of the '080 patent

12   states single-screen applications and multi-screen

13   applications may be provided, if that answers your

14   question.

15   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

16        Q.   Okay.  So in the '080 patent, since an

17   application can be either single-screen or multi-screen,

18   would you agree that an application is not limited to a

19   single screen?

20             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.  Scope.

21        A.   Say that again.

22   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

23        Q.   Okay, in the '080 patent, since an application

24   can be either single-screen or multi-screen, would you

25   agree that an application is not limited to a single

�

0063

 1   screen?

 2        A.   I would agree that column 9 of the '080 patent

 3   line 28 states single-screen applications and

 4   multi-screen applications may be provided.

 5        Q.   And in the '080 patent, would you agree that

 6   an application is not limited to two screens?

 7             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form and

 8   scope.

 9        A.   Can you show me where you're reading from?

10   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

11        Q.   Well, it says multi-screen application.  I

12   just want to confirm that when it says single-screen and

13   multi-screen application, it's not limited to two

14   screens.  It could be one screen; it could be three

15   screens; it could be five screens.

16             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.  Scope.

17        A.   So column 9, line 32 states:  A multi-screen

18   application is intended to describe an application that

19   is capable of producing one or more screens that may

20   simultaneously occupy multiple displays.

21             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Counsel, we've been

22   going for over an hour.  Why don't we take a break?

23             ATTORNEY YANG:  I have one more question, and

24   then we can take a break.

25   BY ATTORNEY YANG:
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 1        Q.   So based on what you just read, would you

 2   agree that a single-screen application is also an

 3   example of a multi-screen application?

 4             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.  Scope.

 5        A.   Can you point me to my declaration again?

 6   These seem to be analyses that you're asking me, and I

 7   want to review what I've analyzed and written because

 8   I -- if you can point me to my declaration, that would

 9   be helpful.

10   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

11        Q.   I am not going to point you to your

12   declaration.  I just want to see -- I want to see what

13   your understanding of the '080 patent is.

14             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Same objections.

15        A.   So again, column 9, line 29 states:  A

16   single-screen application is intended to describe an

17   application that is capable of producing a screen that

18   may occupy only a single display at a time.

19             And then it continues on:  A multiscreen

20   application is intended to describe an application that

21   is capable of producing one or more screens that may

22   simultaneously occupy multiple displays.

23             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Counsel, when do you

24   want to come back on the record?

25             ATTORNEY YANG:  That's fine.  Do you want to
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 1   do 11:20?

 2             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  I think it's 11:20 right

 3   now.

 4             ATTORNEY YANG:  Oh.  Okay, 11:30?

 5             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Sure.

 6             ATTORNEY YANG:  Thank you.

 7        (Recess taken.)

 8   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 9        Q.   Dr. Chatterjee, during the break, did you

10   speak with anyone about this deposition?

11        A.   No.

12        Q.   Okay.  I believe we were looking at column 9,

13   line 32 of the '080 patent, and I believe you pointed

14   out that a multi-screen application is intended to

15   describe an application that is capable of producing one

16   or more screens that may simultaneously occupy multiple

17   displays.

18             Do you see that?

19        A.   Column 9, line 32 onwards, yes.

20        Q.   Okay.  And I guess the question is does one or

21   more displays in -- I'm sorry, does one or more screens

22   in that sentence mean that a single-screen application

23   is an example of a multi-screen application?

24             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection.  Scope.

25   Form.  Relevance.
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 1        A.   So again I'm confused by your question.  You

 2   said "in that sentence," but that sentence is talking

 3   about a multi-screen application.  The sentence -- the

 4   two sentences before that are talking about

 5   single-screen applications, so I don't know how to

 6   answer your question if it's limited to that sentence

 7   that doesn't talk about it.

 8   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 9        Q.   Well, let me break it down for you.

10             You see that that sentence says:  A

11   multi-screen application is intended to describe an

12   application that is capable of producing one or more

13   screens that may simultaneously occupy multiple

14   displays.

15             Do you see that?

16        A.   Yes.

17        Q.   Would you agree that producing one screen

18   satisfies producing one or more screens?

19             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection.  Form.

20   Scope.  Relevance.

21        A.   What was your question?  Was your question

22   whether one or more means one or more?

23   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

24        Q.   Yes.  My question is whether one is included

25   in the one or more.
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 1             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Same objections.

 2        Q.   Whether just one is included in one or more.

 3             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Same objections.

 4        A.   I think to the extent you're asking the

 5   general question, I believe that the phrase "one or

 6   more" means one or more.

 7   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 8        Q.   So if a multi-screen application produces just

 9   one screen, is producing just one screen also a

10   single-screen application?

11             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection.  Scope.

12   Relevance.

13        A.   So to be clear, the answer I gave you was just

14   about the general phrase "one or more," and now you seem

15   to be bringing it to the actual language here.

16             But I want to sort of clarify that you didn't

17   read the entire sentence.  If you're talking about the

18   "one or more," it's not just saying producing one or

19   more screens, it's saying producing one or more screens

20   that may simultaneously occupy multiple displays.

21   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

22        Q.   Okay.  Reading the complete sentence, how

23   would you answer my question?

24             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection.  Form.

25   Scope.  Relevance.
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 1        A.   Can you repeat your question?  Because I think

 2   your question just read the first part of the sentence.

 3   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 4        Q.   My question was, is a multi-screen application

 5   that produces one screen also a single-screen

 6   application?

 7             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection.  Scope.

 8   Relevance.

 9        A.   But that's where I'm not -- I'm getting

10   confused again by your question because you're not

11   reading the entirety of the sentence.  What it's saying

12   is a multi-screen application is intended to describe an

13   application that is capable of producing one or more

14   screens that may simultaneously occupy multiple

15   displays.

16   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

17        Q.   So are you saying that a multi-screen

18   application that produces just one screen is not a

19   single-screen application?

20             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection.  Scope.

21   Relevance.  Form.

22        A.   I'm saying that you seem to be redefining

23   multi-screen application from what is written in the

24   '080 patent.

25   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

�

0069

 1        Q.   Okay, let me ask a slightly different

 2   question.

 3             Is a multi-screen application that produces

 4   one or -- one -- just one screen that occupies multiple

 5   displays a single-screen application?

 6             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection.  Scope.

 7   Relevance.  Form.

 8        A.   So the column 9, line 29 onwards is stating --

 9   is saying a single-screen application is intended to

10   describe an application that is capable of producing a

11   screen that may occupy only a single display at a time.

12   A multi-screen application is intended to describe an

13   application that is capable of producing one or more

14   screens that may simultaneously occupy multiple

15   displays.

16   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

17        Q.   Is that your answer to my question?

18             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

19        A.   Yes, I believe that was my answer to your

20   question.

21   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

22        Q.   Okay, thank you.

23             Could I direct you to column 13, line 66.

24        A.   Column 13, line 66?

25        Q.   Yes.  It's the cut-off paragraph at the bottom
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 1   of column 13 starting with "A second display 104."  And

 2   let me know when you're there.

 3        A.   Okay, I'm there.

 4        Q.   So this paragraph says:  A second display 104,

 5   including a desktop screen 138, is also visible to a

 6   user.  Upon initiation of expansion of the -- and then

 7   it goes on to column 14 -- application 156 into the

 8   second display 104 shown in Figure 5B, the icon 500 may

 9   morph into icon 500 prime as the second screen 156B of

10   application 156 begins to expand into the second display

11   104.

12             Do you see that?

13        A.   Yes.

14        Q.   And my question is what does the term "morph"

15   mean in this context?

16        A.   So as I state at the bottom of paragraph 85 of

17   my declaration, I write:  The '080 patent discloses

18   that, similar to Ogawa, the morphing of its icon 500 to

19   icon 500 prime includes elongating the width of the

20   substantially rectangular icon 500 as shown below.

21             And I show annotated Figures 5A and 5B.

22        Q.   Okay.  Could I direct you to column 15.

23        A.   Okay, I'm there.

24        Q.   Looking at line 6 of column 15, it says:  The

25   morphing comprising changing the shape and size of the
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 1   icon.

 2             Do you see that?

 3        A.   I do.

 4        Q.   And what does the term "shape" mean in this

 5   context?

 6        A.   So if you look at paragraph 86 of my

 7   declaration, I write:  Thus, similar to the '080

 8   patent's disclosure, the shape and size of the shaded

 9   portion of access bar 42 changes commensurate with the

10   size of the first screen 13A, changing from 4B to 4C as

11   part of the morphing of access bar 42, to indicate that

12   Ogawa's program is in a second state corresponding to

13   the second window size.

14             And then I have a lot of citations.

15             And then paragraph 87, I state:  I have been

16   asked to consider a scenario where the '080 patent's

17   description of an aspect ratio of icon 500 prime in

18   Figure 5B changing relative to the aspect ratio of icon

19   500, 5A.  In that scenario, Ogawa discloses the same

20   features as it discloses the aspect ratio of the colored

21   shaded portion of access bar 42 in Figure 4C changes

22   relative to the aspect ratio of the colored shaded

23   portion of access bar 42 in Figure 4B.

24             And then I continue.  And then later on in my

25   declaration, I also address the shape through
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 1   disclosures in Choi.

 2        Q.   Okay.  Could I direct you to Claim 4 of the

 3   '080 patent?  And let me know when you're there.

 4        A.   I'm there.

 5        Q.   Claim 4 says:  The method of Claim 1 -- I'm

 6   sorry.  The method according to Claim 1 wherein the

 7   first display condition includes displaying the

 8   application in at least a first and second display.

 9             Do you see that?

10        A.   I do.  The claim continues, but I see the

11   first part of it, yes.

12        Q.   Right.  My question is, is an application

13   displayed in at least a first and second display a

14   multi-screen application?

15             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection.  Scope.

16   Relevance.  Form.

17        A.   I don't see the term "multi-screen

18   application" appearing in Claim 4.

19   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

20        Q.   It doesn't.  My question is what the claim --

21   what that claim language means.  My question is, is the

22   claim language the application that's displayed in at

23   least a first and second display, is that a multi-screen

24   application disclosed by the '080 patent?

25             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection.  Scope,
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 1   relevance, and form.

 2        A.   Claim 4 is reciting:  The method according to

 3   Claim 1 wherein the first display condition includes

 4   displaying the application in at least a first and

 5   second display and wherein the modifying includes

 6   minimizing the application to occupy only one of the

 7   first and second displays.

 8             So for purposes of that claim, and like you

 9   just explained to me that the term "multi-screen

10   application" does not appear there, the analysis I've

11   performed in my declaration is based on what the claim

12   actually says, Claim 4 actually says in the '080 patent,

13   not if it said different things.  Like, not if the claim

14   were a different claim.  I did not perform that

15   analysis.

16   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

17        Q.   Did you read Claim 4 in the context of the

18   '080 patent?

19        A.   Claim 4 appears in the '080 patent.

20        Q.   Let me rephrase that and ask a different

21   question.

22             Did you read Claim 4 in the context of the

23   '080 patent's specification?

24        A.   I'm not sure I understand that question.  I

25   think you pointed me to column 15.  Claim 4, that
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 1   appears in column 15.

 2             Are you asking me if the same words appear in

 3   the specification?

 4        Q.   I'm actually asking you, looking at column 9,

 5   line 32, where it says:  A multi-screen application is

 6   intended to describe an application that is capable of

 7   producing one or more screens that may simultaneously

 8   occupy multiple displays.

 9             Based on the disclosure in column 9, line 32,

10   is Claim 4 where it says "displaying the application in

11   at least a first and second display," is that

12   application a multi-screen application?

13             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection.  Form, scope,

14   and relevance.

15        A.   So again, you seem to have admitted that

16   multi-screen application is not recited in Claim 4 so

17   you seem to be asking me if Claim 4 were a different

18   claim.  But the analysis that I performed for purposes

19   of this IPR is based on what Claim 4 of the '080 patent

20   actually recites and not if it was some different claim.

21   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

22        Q.   I'm actually asking you to interpret Claim 4

23   in view of column line -- 9, line 32.  Does column 9,

24   line 32 guide your interpretation of Claim 4?

25             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.
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 1        A.   Could you explain what you mean by does it

 2   guide my interpretation of Claim 4?  You've told me

 3   multiple times Claim 4 does not include the term or it

 4   does not recite the term "multi-screen application," so

 5   I -- you continue to keep on asking me, I guess, if

 6   Claim 4 were written to have different language.  But

 7   again, the analysis that I've performed for purposes of

 8   this declaration is based on what Claim 4 of the '080

 9   patent actually says, not if it were written in a

10   different way.

11   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

12        Q.   Okay.  I'm going to ask you a different

13   question now.

14             Did you consider the sentence in column 9,

15   line 32 when analyzing Claim 4?

16             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

17        A.   I considered the totality of the '080 patent

18   in my analysis.  And with regards to the analysis that I

19   performed, which is set forth in my declaration, the

20   analysis that I performed was that I looked at certain

21   prior art and I explained why one of ordinary skill, in

22   reviewing those certain prior art, would understand

23   Claim 4 to have been disclosed by -- disclosed -- I'm

24   just looking for Claim 4.

25             Yes, I'm looking at page 68.  And there, I'm
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 1   looking at Claim 4, and I say in paragraph 127:  Ogawa

 2   in view of Yook discloses and/or suggests this

 3   limitation.

 4             So the analysis I performed, at least as shown

 5   in page 68, I demonstrate that Ogawa in view of Yook

 6   discloses and/or suggests Claim 4.

 7             Talking about Claim 4, I was just quickly

 8   looking through it right now.  I wanted to -- when I was

 9   reviewing my declaration and preparing for the depo

10   today, I did find two very minor typos that I wanted to

11   just make sure we're on the same page about.

12             And so on page 78, footnote 12, on the third

13   line, it talks about Claim 4, but it should say Claim 5.

14   I believe it's pretty clear from where it -- where that

15   footnote is located.

16             And then another quick, very minor typo is on

17   page 42, the second sentence.  Inside the parentheses,

18   it says "which not includes."  It should be "which now

19   includes."  So the T in "not" should be a W for "now."

20        Q.   I appreciate those clarifications, but you

21   didn't mention column 9, line 32 in your answer so I

22   just want to confirm that you did consider column 9,

23   line 32 when analyzing Claim 4.

24        A.   I think I'm confused, because I think my

25   answer was I considered the totality of the '080 patent.
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 1   And I believe column 9 appears within the '080 patent,

 2   so I believe my answer did respond to that point.

 3        Q.   Okay, thank you.  That was very clear then,

 4   very helpful.

 5             So when considering the sentence in column 9,

 6   line 32 when analyzing Claim 4, did you consider whether

 7   an application displayed in at least a first and second

 8   display, whether that application is a multi-screen

 9   application?

10             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection.  Scope.

11   Relevance.  Form.

12        A.   So are you asking about Claim 4 still?

13   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

14        Q.   Yes.

15        A.   So didn't you already tell me that

16   "multi-screen application" does not -- is not recited in

17   Claim 4?

18        Q.   And you told me that you considered column 9,

19   line 32 when you were analyzing Claim 4.

20        A.   I think I told you that I considered the

21   totality of the '080 patent.

22        Q.   Which includes column 9, line 32, right?

23        A.   I believe all of the columns are included in

24   the totality of the '080 patent.

25        Q.   Right.  So when you were analyzing Claim 4 in
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 1   view of column 9, line 32, did you consider whether an

 2   application that is displayed on a first -- at least a

 3   first and second display, whether that application is a

 4   multi-screen application based on the disclosure in

 5   column 9, line 32?

 6             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection.  Scope,

 7   relevance, and form.

 8        A.   Again, can you show me where multi-screen

 9   application is recited?

10   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

11        Q.   In column 9, line 32.

12        A.   No, I'm asking the claim.  You're asking me

13   with regards to Claim 4, correct?

14        Q.   Yes.  And you told me you considered column 9,

15   line 32 when analyzing Claim 4.

16        A.   I told you I considered the totality of the

17   '080 patent.

18        Q.   Which includes column 9, line 32.

19        A.   Which includes every column and every line,

20   yes.

21        Q.   So when you were analyzing column -- Claim

22   34 -- I'm sorry.  When you were analyzing Claim 4 in

23   view of the totality of the patent, which includes

24   column 9, line 34, did you consider whether displaying

25   the -- the application that's displayed in at least a
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 1   first and second display is a multi-screen application

 2   based on --

 3             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection.

 4             ATTORNEY YANG:  I'm sorry.

 5             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Are you done, counsel?

 6             ATTORNEY YANG:  Yes.

 7             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection.  Form.

 8   Scope.  Relevance.

 9        A.   And again, I've asked you to show me where

10   it's recited in Claim 4, multi-screen application,

11   because I've read Claim 4 right now again and I'm not

12   seeing the claim term "multi-screen application" in

13   Claim 4.

14   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

15        Q.   And I've told you it's in column 9, line 32.

16        A.   So are you saying Claim 4 continues on to

17   column 9?  I'm --

18        Q.   No.

19        A.   -- very confused by your question.

20        Q.   You told me you considered column 9, line 32

21   when analyzing Claim 4, did you not?

22        A.   I told you that I considered the totality of

23   the '080 patent in analyzing the -- all of the claims

24   that are set forth in my declaration.

25        Q.   And the totality of the patent includes
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 1   column 9, line 32.

 2        A.   I would agree with you on that, yes.

 3        Q.   So therefore, when you analyzed Claim 4 based

 4   on the totality of the patent, you analyzed it including

 5   column 9, line 32.

 6        A.   Because it is part of the totality of the

 7   patent, yes, I agree with you.

 8        Q.   So when you analyzed Claim 4 in view of

 9   column 9, line 32, did you consider whether an

10   application that is displayed on at least a first and

11   second display is a multi-screen application?

12             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection.  Scope,

13   relevance, and form.

14        A.   I've asked you to show me where in Claim 4

15   that term appears.

16   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

17        Q.   And I've shown you that it's in column 9, line

18   32 --

19             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Same --

20        Q.   -- which you admitted to me that you

21   considered.

22             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Same objections, to the

23   extent that's a question.

24        A.   I think you answered my -- what I asked for

25   clarification is for you to show me where in Claim 4

�

0081

 1   that appears, and then you directed me to column 9.  So

 2   it seems like you're telling me if Claim 4 were written

 3   differently to include different claim language,

 4   including language from column 9, what would my analysis

 5   be.

 6             And I think I've answered for you that the

 7   analysis that I've done for purposes of this declaration

 8   are based on what the claims, the challenged claims of

 9   the '080 patent actually say, not if they were written

10   to be something totally different.

11   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

12        Q.   But you told me you analyzed Claim 4 in view

13   of the totality of the specification, which includes

14   column 9, line 32.

15             So I'm asking you, did you analyze Claim 4 in

16   view of column 9, line 32?  And if you did, did you

17   consider the disclosure of multi-screen application in

18   column 9, line 32?

19             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

20        A.   I think I've answered for you already that I

21   considered the totality of the '080 patent in my

22   analysis of all of the challenged claims.

23   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

24        Q.   Including column 9, line 32 for Claim 4, did

25   you not?
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 1             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

 2        A.   I agree with you that column 9, line 32 is

 3   part of the totality of the '080 patent.

 4   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 5        Q.   And based on your testimony, when -- and you

 6   were analyzing Claim 4, you considered column 9, line

 7   32.  Correct?

 8             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

 9        A.   I considered the totality of the '080 patent,

10   which includes all of the columns, including column 9.

11   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

12        Q.   So when you considered the totality of the

13   columns -- patent, including column 9, line 32, did you

14   consider whether an application that is displayed in at

15   least a first and second display is a multi-screen

16   application?

17             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection.  Scope.

18   Relevance.

19        A.   So again, I'm very confused.  But you're

20   asking me about Claim 4, correct?

21   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

22        Q.   I'm asking you whether you considered Claim 4

23   based on the disclosure in column 9, line 32, which you

24   told me you have.

25        A.   I --
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 1             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  The same objection.

 2        A.   I considered all of the claims in -- within

 3   the context of the totality of the '080 patent.

 4   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 5        Q.   So having done that, is an application that is

 6   displayed in a -- at least a first and second display,

 7   is that application a multi-screen application?

 8             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection.  Scope.

 9   Relevance.

10        A.   I don't see the claim term "multi-screen

11   application" in Claim 4.  If you can point me to it, I

12   will review it.

13             I don't recall that -- I don't believe it

14   appears in that, and you seem to have admitted that it

15   does not appear there.  And you seem to be asking me if

16   Claim 4 were written differently, and if it recited

17   totally different claim language.  And I've explained to

18   you that the analysis that I did for purposes of my

19   declaration is based on what Claim 4 actually recites

20   and not if it were written to be something completely

21   different.

22   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

23        Q.   But you told me you analyzed Claim 4.

24             When you analyzed Claim 4, you considered

25   column 9, line 32.  That is what you told me.

�

0084

 1             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

 2        A.   I considered Claim 4 as it is actually written

 3   in the '080 patent and not in some different Claim 4

 4   that you seem to be suggesting.  I'm very confused by

 5   your question.  I did analyze Claim 4 as it is written

 6   in the '080 patent.

 7   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 8        Q.   When you analyzed Claim 4, did you consider

 9   column 9, line 32?

10             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

11        A.   When I considered -- when I analyzed all of

12   the claims, I considered the totality of the '080

13   patent, which includes all of the columns, including

14   column 9.

15   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

16        Q.   No, column 9, line 32 includes a multi-screen

17   application, does it not?

18        A.   Column 9, line 32 states "a multi-screen

19   application is intended to," then it goes on to the next

20   line.

21        Q.   So you considered -- when you were analyzing

22   Claim 4, you considered that sentence, did you not?

23   Because that sentence is column 9, line 32.

24             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

25        A.   I considered the totality of the '080 patent.
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 1   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 2        Q.   Which includes that sentence.

 3             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

 4        A.   I think that's a phrase.  But yes, I

 5   considered the totality of the '080 patent, which

 6   includes all of the columns and all of the lines of the

 7   columns.

 8   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 9        Q.   And as a result of that, when you were

10   analyzing Claim 4, you considered a multi-screen

11   application, right?  Because it -- a multi-screen

12   application appears in column 9, line 32, which you have

13   said you considered.

14             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

15        A.   And you're asking me about Claim 4, and I

16   don't believe the term "multi-screen application"

17   appears in Claim 4, which you seem to agree with me on.

18   But then you're asking me, it seems, that if Claim 4

19   were written differently to include different claim

20   language, what would my analysis be.  And I think I've

21   explained to you that the analysis that I performed in

22   my declaration is based on what Claim 4 actually recites

23   and not if it were written to say something completely

24   different.

25   BY ATTORNEY YANG:
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 1        Q.   Oh, I disagree.  I'm not -- I'm trying to

 2   establish what you considered.

 3             It seems to me like you did consider a

 4   multi-screen application because you're telling me you

 5   considered the entirety of the '080 patent when you were

 6   analyzing Claim 4.

 7             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  I object to the form to

 8   the extent there's a question.

 9        A.   What is the question?  I'm not following your

10   question.

11   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

12        Q.   The question is did you consider the term

13   "multi-screen application" when you were analyzing

14   Claim 4?

15        A.   I considered the totality of the '080 patent,

16   including all of the columns, including column 9.  But

17   at the same time, I don't see the term "multi-screen

18   application" appearing in Claim 4 as written, at least

19   on the copy of the '080 patent that I have.

20        Q.   Do you see the term "multi-screen application"

21   in column 9, line 32?

22        A.   Are you saying that column 9, line 32 is a

23   part of Claim 4?

24        Q.   I'm saying column 9, line 32 is part of the

25   '080 patent.
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 1        A.   Okay, I agree with you.  Column 9, line 32 is

 2   part of the '080 patent.

 3        Q.   And column 9, line 32 says "multi-screen

 4   application."

 5             Do you agree with me there?

 6        A.   I think line 32 says "a multi-screen

 7   application is intended to."

 8        Q.   And so you considered column 9, line 32,

 9   including the disclosure of multi-screen application,

10   when analyzing Claim 4, did you?

11             Did you?

12             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

13        A.   I considered the totality of the '080 patent,

14   which includes column 9, yes.

15   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

16        Q.   And that includes the disclosure of a

17   multi-screen application in column 9, right?

18             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

19        A.   I did consider the totality of the '080

20   patent, including column 9, yes.

21   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

22        Q.   So when considering column 9, line 32,

23   including the disclosure of multi-screen application in

24   analyzing Claim 4, did you consider whether an

25   application that is displayed in at least a first and
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 1   second display is a multi-screen application?

 2             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection.  Scope.

 3   Relevance.  Form.

 4        A.   So let me read you what I have on -- for

 5   Claim 4 in the version of the '080 patent that I have in

 6   front of me.  And I believe that's the version of the

 7   '080 patent that I used for the analysis.

 8             Claim 4 recites:  The method according to

 9   Claim 1 wherein the first display condition includes

10   displaying the application in at least a first and

11   second display and wherein the modifying includes

12   minimizing the application to occupy only one of the

13   first and second displays, period.

14   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

15        Q.   Can you please read column 9, line 32 through

16   35.

17        A.   Should I start from the beginning of the line

18   or from "A multi-screen application"?

19        Q.   Either one is fine.  Either one is fine.

20        A.   ... display at a time, period.  A multi-screen

21   application is intended to describe an application that

22   is capable of producing one or more screens that may

23   simultaneously occupy multiple displays, period.

24        Q.   And you agree the words "multi-screen

25   application" appear in this, in what you've just read?
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 1        A.   I agree that in column 9, line 32 to 35, as I

 2   just read it, the term or the phrase "a multi-screen

 3   application" does appear, yes.

 4        Q.   And so when you considered the '080 patent in

 5   analyzing Claim 4, did you consider the sentence:  A

 6   multi-screen application is intended to describe an

 7   application that is capable of producing one or more

 8   screens that may simultaneously occupy multiple

 9   displays?

10             Did you consider that sentence in analyzing

11   Claim 4?

12             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

13        A.   I considered the totality of the '080 patent

14   in the analysis of all of the claims, including Claim 4.

15   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

16        Q.   And the totality of the '080 patent includes

17   that sentence.  Correct?

18        A.   The totality of the '080 patent includes all

19   of the claims, all of the lines, including that

20   sentence.

21        Q.   Okay.  So having considered that sentence when

22   analyzing Claim 4, did you consider whether an

23   application that is displayed in at least a first and

24   second display, whether that application is a

25   multi-screen application?
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 1             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection.  Scope,

 2   relevance, and form.

 3        A.   Again, I'm looking at Claim 4 and I don't see

 4   the term "multi-screen application" anywhere within it.

 5   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 6        Q.   Do you see the term "multi-screen application"

 7   in column 9, line 32?

 8        A.   And again, I've asked you, so are you

 9   redefining Claim 4 to include some other language that

10   is not in the version of the '080 patent that I have?

11        Q.   I'm asking you whether a multi-screen

12   application qualifies as an application that is

13   displayed in at least a first and second display.

14             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection.  Scope,

15   relevance, and form.

16        A.   So column 9, line 32 states:  A multi-screen

17   application is intended to describe an application that

18   is capable of producing one or more screens that may

19   simultaneously occupy multiple displays, period.  And

20   there are more sentences that go on.

21   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

22        Q.   And based on what you just read, is a

23   multi-screen application an application that is

24   displayed in at least a first and second display?

25             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection.  Scope,
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 1   relevance, and form.

 2        A.   The specification in column 9 starting at line

 3   32 states:  A multi-screen application is intended to

 4   describe an application that is capable of producing one

 5   or more screens that may simultaneously occupy multiple

 6   displays, period.  And there are additional sentences

 7   after that.

 8   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 9        Q.   So based on what you just read, is a

10   multi-screen application an application that is

11   displayed in at least a first and second display?

12             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection.  Scope,

13   relevance, and form.

14        A.   What it states is a multi-screen application

15   is intended to describe an application that is capable

16   of producing one or more screens that may simultaneously

17   occupy multiple displays.

18   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

19        Q.   Can you please read for me the definition --

20   the description of single-screen application in column

21   9.

22             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

23        A.   You want me to read from some line?

24   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

25        Q.   From -- I'm sorry, you said you wanted a

�

0092

 1   specific line?

 2             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

 3   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 4        Q.   Yes.  On line 27 starting at the middle with

 5   single-screen applications.  I'm sorry, line 29.  It

 6   says "A single-screen application."  Starting there, can

 7   you please read that.

 8        A.   A single-screen application is intended to

 9   describe an application that is capable of producing a

10   screen that may occupy only a single display at a time,

11   period.

12        Q.   So when an application is minimized to occupy

13   only one display, is that application a single-screen

14   application?

15             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection.  Scope.

16   Relevance.

17        A.   Are we talking about Claim 4?

18   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

19        Q.   If you want to look at Claim 4, that's fine.

20             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

21        A.   I've read Claim 4.  I don't see the term

22   "single-screen application" in Claim 4.  Can you show me

23   where that is?

24   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

25        Q.   I've shown you in column 9, line 29 that it
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 1   says:  A single-screen application is intended to

 2   describe an application that is capable of producing a

 3   screen that may occupy only a single display at a time.

 4             I've shown -- you've read that as well, right?

 5        A.   But that's not in -- that's not in Claim 4.

 6   That's in column 9, line 29.

 7        Q.   Which you considered when analyzing Claim 4,

 8   right?

 9        A.   I considered the totality of the patent in

10   analyzing all of the claims.

11        Q.   So when you considered the patent, is a

12   single -- when you considered the patent, when an

13   application is minimized to occupy only one of the first

14   and second displays, is that a single-screen

15   application?

16             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection.  Scope,

17   relevance, and form.

18        A.   Can you -- I'm not -- I'm not understanding.

19   When you said that when I considered the patent.  I

20   considered the claims in the challenged claims and I

21   considered the totality of the '080 patent, but what is

22   it that you're asking?  I'm not understanding your --

23   you said when I considered the patent.

24   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

25        Q.   Well, let me break it down.  Sorry, let me
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 1   break it down.

 2             Let's start with column 9, line 29.  It says:

 3   A single-screen application is intended to describe an

 4   application that is capable of producing a screen that

 5   may occupy only a single display at a time.

 6             You see that, right?

 7        A.   I do see that in column 9, line 29 to 32.

 8        Q.   And you agree that sentence is part of the

 9   '080 patent.

10        A.   That sentence is part of the specification of

11   the '080 patent, yes.

12        Q.   And you considered the specification of the

13   '080 patent when you were analyzing Claim 4.

14        A.   I considered the totality of the '080 patent

15   in analyzing all of the claims, including Claim 4.

16        Q.   So you considered that sentence when analyzing

17   Claim 4.

18             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

19        A.   I'm not understanding when you say I

20   considered that sentence.  Are you saying I considered

21   only that sentence when analyzing Claim 4?

22   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

23        Q.   No.  I'm saying you considered that sentence

24   and the rest of the specification when analyzing

25   Claim 4.
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 1             Is that right?

 2        A.   I think I considered that sentence, the rest

 3   of the specification, the claims.  I think I've told you

 4   that I considered the totality of the '080 patent in my

 5   analysis.

 6        Q.   Okay.  Since that sentence is included in what

 7   you considered when analyzing Claim 4, did you consider

 8   when an application is minimized to occupy only one of

 9   the first and second displays, is that application a

10   single-screen application?

11             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection.  Scope.

12   Relevance.  Form.

13        A.   Can you show me where in Claim 4 the term

14   "single-screen application" appears?

15   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

16        Q.   It appears on column 9, line 29.

17        A.   So in response to my question where in Claim 4

18   it appears, you respond it appears in column 9.  So

19   again, I analyzed the claims as they are written, not if

20   they were modified to mean something completely

21   different.  That seems to be where the confusion is.

22   You seem to be redefining Claim 4 as if it were a

23   totally different claim.

24             The analysis I performed for purposes of my

25   declaration and what I'm prepared to testify to today is
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 1   for the claims as they are written in the '080 patent,

 2   not if they were completely modified to mean something

 3   completely different.

 4        Q.   I'm not modifying Claim 4.  I'm asking you

 5   whether you analyzed Claim 4 in view of column 9, line

 6   29.  And by "in view of," I mean whether you considered

 7   it when analyzing Claim 4.

 8             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

 9        A.   Can you say that again, please?

10   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

11        Q.   Sure.  You testified that you considered

12   column 9, line 29 when you analyzed Claim 4, right?

13        A.   I testified for my analysis of all of the

14   claims I considered the totality of the '080 patent,

15   which includes all of the columns and includes column 9.

16        Q.   So when you were analyzing Claim 4, and by

17   considering column 9, line 29, did you consider whether

18   an application that is minimized to occupy only one of

19   the first and second displays is a single-screen

20   application?

21             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection.  Scope,

22   relevance, and form.

23        A.   And again, I don't see where in Claim 4 the

24   term "single-screen application" appears.

25   BY ATTORNEY YANG:
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 1        Q.   It appears in column 9, line 29.  We've

 2   established that.

 3        A.   Under your redefined Claim 4.

 4        Q.   No.  I'm asking whether column 9, line 29 is

 5   an example of the language in Claim 4.

 6             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

 7        A.   Claim 4 simply states -- and I'm reading from

 8   the -- after the "and" -- wherein the modifying includes

 9   minimizing the application to occupy only one of the

10   first and second displays.  That's what it states.

11   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

12        Q.   It does.  And I'm asking whether the

13   application that occupies only one of the first and

14   second displays is a single-screen application.

15             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection.  Scope.

16   Relevance.  Form.

17        A.   I'm still not understanding.  You seem to be

18   conceding that that language does not appear in Claim 4,

19   but you're asking me about that language, but then

20   you're also saying that you're not changing Claim 4.

21        Q.   I am not.

22        A.   So it's confusing.

23        Q.   I've asked you about the exact language of

24   Claim 4.  I'm asking you whether the application that

25   occupies only one of the first and second displays, is
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 1   that application a single-screen application?

 2             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection.  Scope,

 3   relevance, and form.

 4        A.   And I'm continuing to be perplexed and

 5   confused by the question because I don't see that term

 6   appearing here.

 7             The analysis I've done is based on what the

 8   Claim 4 claim language is.  And I've shown, for example,

 9   on the page that I pointed out to you why, as an

10   example, Ogawa in view of Yook discloses and/or suggests

11   Claim 4, which depends from Claim 1.

12   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

13        Q.   Your answer just now said what the claim

14   language is.

15             Did you consider the specification as well in

16   the analysis?

17             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

18        A.   I think I've told you about 20 times already

19   that I considered the totality of the '080 patent in

20   performing my analysis.  And I think I've told you also

21   equal number of times that I don't see that language in

22   Claim 4.

23   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

24        Q.   But you agree that that language appears in

25   column 9, line 30 -- I'm sorry, line 29?
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 1             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

 2        A.   I think the phrase "single-screen application"

 3   appears not only in column 9, line 32, but I think it

 4   appears elsewhere throughout -- or else -- other parts

 5   of the specification as well.

 6   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 7        Q.   So you agree that you considered a

 8   single-screen application when analyzing Claim 4.

 9             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

10        A.   I considered the totality of the '080 patent,

11   and I considered the -- the actually as-written Claim 4,

12   not a modification of Claim 4.

13   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

14        Q.   So because you considered a single-screen

15   application in the specification, did you consider

16   whether an application that is minimized to occupy only

17   one of the first and second displays is a single-screen

18   application?

19             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection.  Scope.

20   Relevance.  Form.

21        A.   And I don't see that language in Claim 4.

22   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

23        Q.   And you told me you considered that language

24   because it appears in the specification.

25             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.
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 1        A.   I told you that I considered the totality of

 2   the '080 in analyzing all of the claims that I've

 3   analyzed.

 4   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 5        Q.   And because that language appears in the

 6   totality of the specification, you must have analyzed it

 7   in analyzing Claim 4.  Correct?

 8             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

 9        A.   I reviewed all of the columns and all of the

10   lines in my analysis of the challenged claims.  Again,

11   as I've stated, I don't see that language in Claim 4 so

12   I don't see -- I don't understand your question, and I

13   believe that's -- I've tried to make it very clear why I

14   don't understand your question.

15   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

16        Q.   Well, now you've changed the answer.  You just

17   said that you reviewed all the columns.

18             Did you consider all the columns when

19   analyzing Claim 4?

20             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

21        A.   I considered the totality of the '080 patent.

22   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

23        Q.   That was not my question.  My question is did

24   you consider all the columns when analyzing Claim 4?

25        A.   I considered the totality of the '080 patent,
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 1   which includes all of the columns.

 2        Q.   And because you considered all the columns,

 3   you considered the single-screen application in

 4   column 9, line 32 through 35, right?

 5        A.   As part of my analysis, I considered the

 6   totality of the '080 patent.  But I don't see for

 7   Claim 4 where single-screen application is recited.

 8        Q.   So your testimony is you considered the

 9   single-screen application in column 9 as part of your

10   analysis of Claim 4.

11             Is that right?

12             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

13        A.   My testimony is that I considered the totality

14   of the '080 patent in my analysis.  I don't see the

15   claim term "single-screen application" anywhere in

16   Claim 4, and you seem to have agreed with me that it

17   does not appear there.

18   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

19        Q.   Well, my question is, did you consider the

20   single-screen application in column 9 in your analysis

21   of Claim 4?

22             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

23        A.   So I think I'm understanding your question

24   now.  So I wanted to point out that in column 10, not

25   only in column 9, but in column 10, it also talks about
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 1   single-screen application.

 2   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 3        Q.   That's fair.

 4             So you considered the single-screen

 5   application in both columns 9 and 10 in your analysis of

 6   Claim 4.

 7             Is that right?

 8        A.   I think I did a search for single screen, and

 9   I think at least the term "single screen" appears in

10   column 11 as well.  So I think now I'm understanding

11   your question.  The term "single screen" does appear in

12   multiple columns, so I agree with you that the term

13   "single screen" appears in column 9, column 10, column

14   11.  There may be more, but these are the three columns

15   that I see when I did a search using the PDF tool for

16   the term "single," space, "screen."

17             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Counsel, we've been

18   going for just over an hour, and it's 12:30 PM Eastern

19   Time.  Shall we break for lunch?

20             ATTORNEY YANG:  Okay.  How long do you want?

21             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  1 o'clock?

22             ATTORNEY YANG:  Can we do 1:10?

23             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  You need 40 minutes?

24             ATTORNEY YANG:  Yeah.  I'm in kind of a,

25   unfortunately, very bad location.
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 1             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Okay.  How about we

 2   say -- we can say 1:10, but if you finish earlier, let

 3   us know.

 4             ATTORNEY YANG:  Okay, thank you.

 5        (Recess taken.)

 6   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 7        Q.   Welcome back, Dr. Chatterjee.

 8             During the break, did you speak with anyone

 9   about this deposition?

10        A.   I did not.

11        Q.   Okay.  Could we go back to the '080 patent?

12   Before we took a break, I think you said that you

13   considered the disclosure of a single-screen application

14   in the sentence starting at column 9, line 29 in your

15   analysis of Claim 4.

16             Do I have that right?

17        A.   I think I told you that I considered the

18   totality of the '080 patent, including all of the

19   columns and all of the lines.

20        Q.   So because you considered the disclosure in

21   the sentence starting at column 9, line 29 in your

22   analysis of Claim 4, did you consider whether an

23   application that occupies only one of the first and

24   second displays is a single-screen application?

25             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection.  Scope.
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 1   Relevance.  Form.

 2        A.   Can you show me where in Claim 4 it recites

 3   single-screen application?

 4   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 5        Q.   I've shown you that the patent recites

 6   single-screen application in column 9, line 29, which

 7   you told me you considered when analyzing Claim 4.

 8             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Same objections, to the

 9   extent that is a question.

10   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

11        Q.   Did you have another question or are you going

12   to answer mine?

13        A.   Oh, I didn't hear you.  What was your

14   question?  I answered your question already.

15        Q.   My question was because you considered the

16   disclosure in the sentence starting at column 9, line 29

17   in your analysis of Claim 4, did you consider whether an

18   application that occupies only one of the first and

19   second displays is a single-screen application?

20             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection.  Scope.

21   Relevance.  Form.

22        A.   Can you show me where in Claim 4 single-screen

23   application is recited?

24   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

25        Q.   I showed you that single-screen application is
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 1   recited in column 9, line 29, which you represented to

 2   me you considered when analyzing Claim 4.

 3        A.   So again, it seems like you're changing the

 4   claim to include what's in column 9, because when I

 5   asked you where in column -- where in Claim 4 does it

 6   recite that, you directed me to column 9.

 7             So again, as I answered for you prior to our

 8   lunch break, the analysis that I performed is based on

 9   what the claims actually recite and not if the claims

10   recited something completely different.

11        Q.   Well, I'm going to strike that answer as

12   nonresponsive because I'm asking whether the disclosure

13   in column 9, line 29 is an example of Claim 4's

14   application that occupies only one of the first and

15   second displays.

16             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

17        A.   Can you ask me the question again?  You're

18   saying whether -- what is an example of what?

19   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

20        Q.   Is the disclosure in column 9, line 29 an

21   example of Claim 4's application that occupies only one

22   of the first and second displays?

23        A.   So I think the analysis that I performed for

24   this IPR is looking at certain prior art, and I rendered

25   opinions what one of ordinary skill would understand
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 1   from those prior art references.

 2             And so what the analysis that I performed was

 3   with regards to Claim 4, I explained to you, as set

 4   forth in page 68, Ogawa in view of Yook discloses and/or

 5   suggests the limitation for Claim 4.  And so that's the

 6   analysis that I performed, and that's when I also

 7   reviewed the totality of the '080 patent.

 8             And so I still don't see the term

 9   "single-screen application" in the claim language, at

10   least for Claim 4.  And I think you've conceded that it

11   does not appear there.  And so I'm still perplexed by

12   the question to the extent that you're not changing the

13   Claim 4 language to say something completely different.

14        Q.   Did you consider whether the '080

15   specification supports the claims?

16             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, scope.

17             THE WITNESS:  So are you asking in general or

18   for Claim 4?

19             ATTORNEY YANG:  Okay, let me strike my

20   previous question and rephrase it.

21   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

22        Q.   Did you consider whether the '080

23   specifications supports Claim 4?

24             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

25        A.   So Claim 4 is a dependent claim that depends
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 1   from Claim 1.  As part of my other answers to a number

 2   of your questions, I showed you where I'm citing back to

 3   the '080 patent.  And I showed in my declaration and I

 4   also explained to you today how the disclosures from the

 5   '080 patent, how one of ordinary skill would understand

 6   the disclosures in the prior art to be consistent with

 7   the disclosures in the '080 patent.  And so I did that

 8   already for Claim 1, and I'm looking through my analysis

 9   for Claim 4.

10             Ask me your question again.  You're asking me

11   whether, for example, minimizing the application to

12   occupy only one of the first and second displays, is

13   that described?  Is that your question?

14   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

15        Q.   The question that you are responding to was

16   did you consider whether the '080 specification supports

17   Claim 4?

18             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection.  Form.

19   Scope.

20        A.   So, for example, for that part of the Claim 4

21   that I just read to you, if you look at column 14, line

22   12 states:  This may additionally indicate to a user

23   that the application may be minimized to occupy only the

24   single display.  That's one example.

25             And then column 3, line 12, the modifying may
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 1   include minimizing the application to occupy only one of

 2   the first and second displays.

 3   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 4        Q.   The examples that you just gave did not

 5   mention a single-screen application.

 6             Is that right?

 7             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

 8        A.   I think your question was related to Claim 4.

 9   And again, I don't see the term "single-screen

10   application" in Claim 4.

11   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

12        Q.   So is it fair to say you did not consider a

13   single-screen application in analyzing Claim 4?

14             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, scope.  Form.

15        A.   I considered the totality of the '080 patent

16   in my analysis of the claims.

17   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

18        Q.   Did you consider a single-screen application

19   in analyzing Claim 4?

20             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

21        A.   Can you show me in the actually as-written

22   Claim 4 of the '080 patent where it recites

23   single-screen application?

24   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

25        Q.   That's not necessary.
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 1             I'm asking you whether you considered that

 2   term when you were analyzing Claim 4.

 3             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection.  Form and

 4   scope.

 5        A.   I considered the totality of the '080 patent

 6   in analyzing the claims, so I'm -- I continue to be

 7   extremely perplexed and confused by your question.

 8   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 9        Q.   So then if you did consider a single-screen

10   application in analyzing Claim 4, why would you need to

11   know whether single-screen application occurs in the

12   text of Claim 4 to answer my question?

13             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection.  Form.

14   Scope.

15        A.   Because the analysis that I performed is based

16   on what the claims recite, and you seem to be telling me

17   to perform new analysis on the fly based on a completely

18   different claim, which is not as recited in the '080

19   patent.

20   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

21        Q.   Because you're representing to me you already

22   made the analysis.  You're representing to me that you

23   considered a single-screen application in analyzing

24   Claim 4, so I'm asking you --

25             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection.
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 1        Q.   -- the details of the analysis that you're

 2   telling me you did.

 3             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  To the extent that's a

 4   question, I object to the form.

 5        A.   I think I answered for you that I considered

 6   the totality of the '080 patent.  I don't recall telling

 7   you that I considered only one sentence of the '080

 8   patent and deleting the rest of the '080 patent in

 9   performing my analysis.

10   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

11        Q.   My question -- my question was based on that

12   sentence and the rest of the '080 patent, did you

13   analyze a single screen -- did you consider a

14   single-screen application in analyzing Claim 4?

15             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection.  Form.

16   Scope.

17        A.   In analyzing Claim 4, I analyzed the actual

18   words and the actual claim language for Claim 4, not a

19   different claim that you seem to be defining now.

20   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

21        Q.   My question wasn't using the word "analyzed,"

22   my question was using the word "consider."

23             Did you consider a single-screen application

24   when you analyzed Claim 4?

25             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Object to form, and
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 1   object to counsel's misrepresentation of the question.

 2   You did use the word "analyze."

 3             ATTORNEY YANG:  Right, in analyzing Claim 4.

 4   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 5        Q.   My question was did you consider a

 6   single-screen application in analyzing Claim 4?  So

 7   "consider" is on single-screen application.

 8             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection.  Form.

 9   Scope.

10        A.   So you're asking me whether I considered only

11   one line of the spec without everything else in the

12   spec?

13   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

14        Q.   No.  I'm asking you whether you considered

15   that line together with everything else.

16        A.   I considered the totality of the '080 patent,

17   which I've answered for you numerous times.

18        Q.   Therefore, that line is among the things you

19   considered in analyzing Claim 4.  Correct?

20        A.   I considered the entirety, the totality of the

21   '080 patent.

22        Q.   And so since that line is among the things you

23   considered, you've considered it, right?

24             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection to form.

25        A.   Since that line appears within the
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 1   specification of the '080 patent and I've represented to

 2   you that I have considered the totality of the '080

 3   patent, I agree that I have considered the totality of

 4   the '080 patent in my analysis.

 5   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 6        Q.   And since you've considered that line, did you

 7   consider whether an application that occupies only one

 8   of the first and second displays is a single-screen

 9   application?

10             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection.  Form.

11   Scope.  Relevance.

12        A.   For purposes of the declaration that I

13   submitted and the analysis that I performed and what I'm

14   prepared to testify today to is based on Claim 4 as it

15   is written in the '080 patent and whether certain prior

16   art references disclose and/or suggest the claims as

17   they are written.

18   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

19        Q.   Are you not prepared to testify on whether the

20   specification of the '080 patent supports the claims?

21             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection.  Form.

22   Scope.

23        A.   I think I gave you an example of portions from

24   the spec for the minimizing portion of Claim 4.  Are you

25   asking me to give you other examples?  I think I gave
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 1   you two examples.

 2   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 3        Q.   No.  My question is whether the single-screen

 4   application is an example of the minimized portion of

 5   the application in Claim 4.

 6             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

 7        A.   Again, I'm -- I continue to be perplexed and

 8   confused.  I did the analysis based on what Claim 4 is

 9   reciting right now, and that's the analysis I performed

10   based on the prior art.

11             And I stated, for example, on page 68, that

12   Ogawa in view of Yook discloses and/or suggests this

13   limitation.

14   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

15        Q.   But my question is whether the single-screen

16   application example in the specification supports

17   Claim 4, not what the prior art suggests about Claim 4.

18   It's limited to the example in the specification and

19   whether that example supports Claim 4.

20             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection.  Form.

21   Scope.

22        A.   So I think I gave you an example from, I

23   believe, another column that talked about minimizing the

24   application.  And so I think what I've done in my

25   declaration is I've seen that, consistent with
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 1   disclosures in the '080 patent, one of ordinary skill

 2   would understand certain prior art references, for

 3   example, Ogawa in view of Yook, to disclose and/or

 4   suggest Claim 4.

 5             And so -- and I've shown that there's

 6   disclosure.  One of ordinary skill would understand

 7   disclosure from, for example, Ogawa to be consistent

 8   with disclosure in the '080 patent.

 9             And so I believe that's the analysis that I've

10   done.  It seems like you're asking me if there's other

11   analyses that I could have done, but I've done the

12   analyses that I believe is necessary here showing that

13   one of ordinary skill would understand the disclosures

14   from prior art, such as Ogawa, to disclose teachings

15   that are consistent with what the teaches or discloses.

16   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

17        Q.   Because I'm trying to confirm whether you did

18   that analysis or not.  If you say analyses you could

19   have done, are those -- then are you saying that you

20   didn't do certain analyses?  And I'm trying to figure

21   out if the question I'm asking falls into -- falls in as

22   an example of an analysis that you did not do.

23             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  I object to the form of

24   the question, to the extent that is a question.

25        A.   I think I've done the specific analyses that
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 1   I've set forth in my declaration.  There's a million

 2   other analyses that I could have done that I did not do.

 3             For example, I could have done analysis like

 4   if Claim 4 were written completely different, what would

 5   the -- what would be with regards to the prior art.  I

 6   did not perform that analysis.

 7             I think I've explained to you the analysis I

 8   performed is based on what Claim 4 actually does recite

 9   right now and not if it were written completely

10   different.

11        Q.   Okay.  If you didn't perform that analysis for

12   whatever reason, I guess we can move on.

13        (Exhibit No. 1005, previously marked, was

14        referenced and indexed.)

15   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

16        Q.   Could you please turn to Exhibit 1005, which

17   is the Ogawa reference.

18        A.   Okay.  Yeah, I'm there.  Sorry.

19        Q.   Do you personally know Ogawa?

20        A.   Is your question whether I'm friends with

21   Ogawa?

22        Q.   Well, not just friends, but do you know this

23   person?  This person, Ogawa?

24        A.   I don't believe so, no.

25        Q.   Okay.  Were you aware of Ogawa -- not the
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 1   disclosures, but the Japanese publication -- prior to

 2   your work in this IPR?

 3        A.   I don't believe so.

 4        Q.   And you did review Ogawa to prepare for this

 5   deposition, right?

 6        A.   To be clear, I reviewed the English certified

 7   translation of Ogawa, not the Japanese version.

 8        Q.   That was actually going to be my next

 9   question.

10             So I want to confirm that you read the English

11   text from page 1 to 13 and not any of the Japanese text

12   starting on page 14.

13             Is that right?

14        A.   Well, I think I did look at those, but I don't

15   read Japanese.  So yes, I did not really understand

16   anything from the Japanese portion.

17        Q.   You just answered my next question too.  My

18   next question was can you read Japanese, so thank you

19   for getting ahead of me.

20             Can I direct you to page 7.

21        A.   Page 7 of 23 on the bottom?

22        Q.   Yes, page 7 of 23 on the bottom.  And I

23   believe at the top, there's a 7 in parentheses so it

24   should be the same page.

25        A.   Okay, yes.
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 1        Q.   And once you're there, Figure 1 is at the top

 2   of the page.

 3             Is that right?

 4        A.   It says Figure 1 in parentheses, in square

 5   brackets on the top left of that page.

 6        Q.   Okay.  Is Figure 1 an embodiment of Ogawa?

 7             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

 8        A.   So I'm looking at paragraph 11, and it states:

 9   As depicted in Figure 1, the electronic device according

10   to the first embodiment of the present invention is

11   composed of an electronic device main body 11 and an

12   electronic pen 12 for inputting.

13   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

14        Q.   And that paragraph 11 says that device -- the

15   device is 11 in Figure 1.

16             Is that right?

17             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

18        A.   It says electronic device main body 11.

19   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

20        Q.   Okay.  And is 13 a screen in Figure 1?

21             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

22        A.   So if you look at page 3 at the top, it

23   states:  The electronic device main body 11 is formed

24   with a display input surface 13 in which a display

25   surface and an input surface are integrated.
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 1   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 2        Q.   So based on what you just read, would a person

 3   of ordinary skill understand 13 to be a physical display

 4   or a physical screen?

 5             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

 6        A.   So what was your question?  You seem to, like,

 7   correct yourself.  What was your question?

 8   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 9        Q.   Oh, no, I did not.  It was a -- it was one or

10   the other.

11             Based on what you just read, would a person of

12   ordinary skill understand 13 to be a physical screen or

13   physical display?

14             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection.  Form.

15   Foundation.

16        A.   You're asking about 13, correct, in Ogawa?

17   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

18        Q.   I am.

19        A.   Well, it states:  Electronic device main body

20   11 is formed with a display input surface 13 in which a

21   display surface and an input surface are integrated.

22        Q.   Let me ask a different question.

23             Is 13 physical or is 13 something that is

24   displayed?

25             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.
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 1        A.   If you look at paragraph 13, it states:  As

 2   depicted in the figure, the pen detection unit 21

 3   detects contact between the pen 12 and the display input

 4   surface 13 and outputs a detection signal.

 5   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 6        Q.   It looked like you were still reading.  I

 7   didn't want to interrupt you.

 8        A.   Yeah, I was reading, but I think I answered

 9   your question.

10        Q.   You certainly read something I was going to

11   ask.  What did -- what did what you read mean?

12             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

13        A.   What I read to you from paragraph 13, which is

14   as depicted in the figure, the pen detection unit 21

15   detects contact between the pen 12 and the display input

16   surface 13 and outputs a detection signal.  So I think

17   your question was whether this display input surface 13

18   is an actual -- some surface.  It is a surface.  It's a

19   physical surface.

20   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

21        Q.   Okay.  That makes sense.  Thank you.

22             Going back to paragraph 11, paragraph 11

23   mentions electronic pen 12.

24             Do you see that?

25        A.   I do.
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 1        Q.   And what is an electronic pen?

 2        A.   So I think electronic pen 12 is also discussed

 3   elsewhere in Ogawa as being pen 12.  And so I'm reading

 4   from paragraph 13 of Ogawa, which states:  The

 5   coordinate reading unit 22 reads the coordinates of the

 6   contact position between the pen 12 and the display

 7   input surface 13 and outputs subordinates that were

 8   read.

 9        Q.   Okay.  Could I direct you to page 8.  And

10   you'll see Figure 3 on page 8.

11        A.   Okay, I see it.

12        Q.   So my first question is what's shown in 28A is

13   not displayed on screen 13.

14             Is that right?

15             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form and

16   foundation.

17        A.   Where are you reading?  So I can understand

18   what your question is.

19   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

20        Q.   Well, my question is I'm looking at Figure 3A.

21   It has a first editing area of 27A and a second editing

22   area of 27B.

23             And my question is, is what we see in that

24   figure displayed on the display 13 of Ogawa's device?

25             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.
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 1        A.   Are you asking whether that rectangle is shown

 2   in Figure 1?

 3   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 4        Q.   I'm asking whether that rectangle would be

 5   shown on the display 13 of Figure 1, yes.

 6             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

 7        A.   I'm not sure I understand.  You're saying

 8   whether the label first editing area and second editing

 9   area would be displayed on Figure 1?

10   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

11        Q.   I'm asking whether 27A and 27B in those

12   rectangles are displayed on the display of Figure 1.

13             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

14        A.   To the extent your question is whether 27A and

15   27B appear in Figure 1, they don't appear to have those

16   labels.  The only labels in Figure 1 are 11, 12, and 13.

17   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

18        Q.   Can I ask about Figure 3B?  Is Figure 3B

19   displayed on display 13?

20             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

21        A.   Again I'm confused by your question.  Are you

22   asking whether the labels 28A, B, and C appear in

23   Figure 1?

24   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

25        Q.   No.  I'm asking whether the splitting flag,
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 1   the active screen flag, and the splitting length are

 2   displayed on display 13.

 3        A.   So I think your question is still very

 4   confusing.  It explains in paragraph 16 that a split

 5   flag register 28A which stores a split flag indicating

 6   whether or not the screen is split.

 7             So is your question whether the register can

 8   be seen through the display?  This question, it's really

 9   confusing.

10        Q.   Yes, that is my question.  My question is are

11   those registers displayed on display 13?

12        A.   I don't understand the question.  How do you

13   display a register?

14        Q.   That's my question to you.

15             How do you display a register?

16             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

17        A.   So a register, it's stating which stores a

18   split flag indicating whether or not the screen is

19   split.  So it seems like I -- I don't know how to answer

20   that question.  You're -- you're asking whether a

21   register is displayed on the screen.  So are you saying

22   if the screen is broken whether somebody can see a

23   register that may be underneath the screen?  Is that

24   your question?

25   BY ATTORNEY YANG:
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 1        Q.   No.  My question is does Ogawa disclose

 2   displaying Figure 3B on the screen of 13?

 3             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

 4        A.   That seems to be a very different question

 5   than what you asked me before.  It's --

 6   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 7        Q.   Okay, then I'll retract my previous question.

 8   Please answer this one.

 9        A.   So you're asking whether Figure 3-1 shows

10   Figure 3B?  And I think it's pretty obvious it shows

11   labels 11, 12, and 13.

12        Q.   Okay.  Then the question now is does Ogawa

13   disclose displaying Figure 3B in the display of 13?

14        A.   So if I understood your question, can -- would

15   one of ordinary skill understand that you could have a

16   screen that says splitting flag, active screen flag?  I

17   think potentially there can be an application or a

18   program, I believe, in Ogawa where you can, if you want,

19   you can -- a program can say splitting flag.

20        Q.   And which program in Ogawa does that?

21        A.   So this seems to be a different question yet

22   again.

23        Q.   Right.  It's a follow-up question.  You said

24   there was a program in Ogawa that could potentially do

25   that.  And my follow-up question is, which program in
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 1   Ogawa does that?

 2        A.   Well, I think I said "potentially do that,"

 3   and you're asking "does that," so it's really misquoting

 4   what I stated.

 5             And so in terms of what Ogawa is talking

 6   about, so Ogawa does disclose a program.  And my point

 7   was that one of ordinary skill would know that programs

 8   can be written, for example, writing source code.  And

 9   to the extent your question was whether a program could

10   be written that uses -- that prints text that says

11   splitting flag, I believe one of ordinary skill would

12   understand that a program can be written that has text

13   that says splitting flag.  But I don't understand the

14   relevance to this, of that, to any of the analysis that

15   I performed.

16        Q.   Okay.  Could you explain what splitting flags

17   27A is?  I'm sorry, 28A.

18        A.   So as I read to you from paragraph 16, split

19   flag register 28A which stores a split flag indicating

20   whether or not the screen is split.

21        Q.   So is a flag just a yes or no whether the

22   screen is split?

23        A.   I don't remember off the top of my head

24   whether it says whether the split flag is a Boolean or

25   something else.  The disclosure is that a split flag
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 1   register 28A stores a split flag indicating whether or

 2   not the screen is split.

 3        Q.   Okay.  And can you explain what active screen

 4   flag 28B is?

 5        A.   So again looking at paragraph 16, it states:

 6   An active screen flag register 28B which stores an

 7   active screen flag which specifies which of the two

 8   screens generated by the split is active.

 9        Q.   And what would active screen flag 28B store if

10   there was no split?

11        A.   Are you saying that there's disclosure in

12   Ogawa that says that?

13        Q.   No.  I'm asking what a person of ordinary

14   skill would understand, because Ogawa does disclose that

15   the screen may be a single screen without a split.

16             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, foundation

17   and form.

18        A.   I did a search for 28B, and I think I got

19   three hits on the PDF search tool.  The first one

20   states:  An active screen flag register 28B which stores

21   an active screen flag which specifies which of the two

22   screens generated by the split is active.

23             The next one is in column -- in paragraph 23,

24   and it states:  Next, a flag for making the left screen

25   13 active is set in the active screen flag register 28B,
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 1   step S8.

 2             And then finally, in paragraph 30, it states:

 3   If a determination is made that the active screen is to

 4   be changed, the active flag set and the active screen

 5   flag register 28B is changed.

 6        Q.   And is it fair to say that the three passages

 7   that you just read don't tell us what the active screen

 8   flag 28B is if there is no split?

 9             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

10        A.   The three sentences that I read, going from

11   memory, I would agree with you don't say whether -- what

12   is stored in the active screen flag register 28B.

13   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

14        Q.   Okay.  And could you explain what the

15   splitting length 28C is?

16        A.   So looking at paragraph 16, it states:  A

17   split length register 28C which stores a split length

18   which indicates the size of the two screens formed by

19   the split.

20        Q.   And that size is not a flag.

21             Is that right?

22             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

23        A.   I don't know how to answer that question.

24   Flags can be -- like I mentioned to you, I did not see

25   anything that said a flag is a Boolean, so let me search
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 1   for "Boolean."  I didn't get any hits on Boolean.

 2        Q.   Okay, let me rephrase that.  You would expect

 3   split length 28C to be a value.

 4             Is that right?

 5        A.   I don't really understand if you're making a

 6   distinction that a Boolean is not a value.  I don't

 7   really understand what you mean by a value.

 8        Q.   This is a completely different question.  It's

 9   completely unrelated to the last one.  I apologize.

10             My question was, you would expect splitting

11   length 28C to be a value.

12             Is that right?

13             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

14        A.   What do you mean by value?

15   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

16        Q.   Some numerical value.  It doesn't have to be

17   like an integer or a whole number, but some numerical

18   value.

19        A.   So is your question whether a length can be

20   specified using some kind of encoding for -- without

21   using a numerical value?

22        Q.   Sure.  You can answer that.

23             Can 28C be encoded with -- as a length without

24   using a numerical value?

25             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.
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 1        A.   Well, I think that's a different question.

 2   You were asking me about, I thought, in general, and

 3   that's what I was explaining to you.  I think for Ogawa

 4   28C, it's stating a split length register 28C which

 5   stores a split length which indicates the size of the

 6   two screens formed by the split.

 7   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 8        Q.   I'm just trying to understand.  Is that a

 9   value or is it something else?

10             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection.

11   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

12        Q.   Is it like a string?  A Boolean?

13             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

14        A.   So I did a search for "28C."  I did not see

15   anything, at least through that search, to indicate that

16   it -- that it's limited to an integer or that it cannot

17   be implemented with, for example, a string.  I think

18   that was your example that you gave.  I think it's just

19   simply stating that 28C is a split length register which

20   stores a split length which indicates the size of the

21   two screens formed by the split.

22             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Counsel, we've been

23   going about an hour.  Would it be a good time for a bio

24   break?

25             ATTORNEY YANG:  Yeah, sure.  2:15 work?
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 1             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Sure.

 2        (Recess taken.)

 3   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 4        Q.   Dr. Chatterjee, during the break, did you

 5   speak with anyone about this deposition?

 6        A.   I did not.

 7        Q.   Okay.  And we are still looking at Ogawa.

 8   Please let me know when you get to paragraph 17.

 9        A.   Okay, I'm there.

10        Q.   Okay.  On paragraph 17, on the fifth line, it

11   says:  Depicted Figure 4A and access bar 42 is displayed

12   in a top line of the display area, the entire screen is

13   lowered by one line and the display surface is split

14   into two screens, 13A and 13B, almost symmetrically as

15   depicted in Figure 4B.

16             Do you see that?

17             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection,

18   mischaracterizes.

19        A.   Where did you read in paragraph 17?  From the

20   third line down?

21   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

22        Q.   From the fifth line starting with the word

23   "Depicted" in Figure 4A.

24        A.   That seems to be in the middle of a sentence.

25        Q.   Yeah.  I was trying to just get the clause
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 1   starting with:  An access bar 42 is displayed in a top

 2   line of the display area, the entire screen is lowered

 3   by one line and the display surface is split into two

 4   screens, 13A and 13B, almost symmetrically as is

 5   depicted in Figure 4B.  Once you've seen that, I do have

 6   a question.

 7             So the question is when Ogawa uses the term

 8   "entire screen," is that the entire physical screen 13?

 9             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection.  Form,

10   foundation.

11        A.   Is your question -- I think your question

12   perhaps is directed to Figure 4, which shows 42, and it

13   shows that one line that is referenced in paragraph 17

14   that you directed me to.

15   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

16        Q.   Are you now looking at Figure 4?

17        A.   I was.  I'm looking back at the paragraph 17

18   again.  So what is your question?

19        Q.   My question is when Ogawa uses the term

20   "entire screen," is that the entire physical screen 13?

21             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection.  Form,

22   foundation.

23        A.   Where do you see physical screen?

24   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

25        Q.   I believe you testified earlier that 13 was
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 1   physical.  Would you like to withdraw that testimony?

 2             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection.  Counsel's

 3   mischaracterizing his own question.

 4             ATTORNEY YANG:  And that again is a speaking

 5   objection.

 6             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  It's not an objection.

 7   You're misleading the witness, counsel.

 8             ATTORNEY YANG:  Again, that's a speaking

 9   objection.

10             THE WITNESS:  So can you tell me when I said

11   that?

12   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

13        Q.   I asked earlier based on what you -- based on

14   paragraph 11, would a person of ordinary skill

15   understand 13 to be a physical screen, or would 13 be

16   something that is displayed?  And then you looked at

17   paragraph 11.

18             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

19        A.   13 is the display input surface 13.

20   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

21        Q.   And the display input surface is a physical

22   surface.

23             Is that right?

24             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Object to form.

25        A.   Yeah, so I'm still not understanding.  I asked
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 1   you to explain to me when I said that about screen, and

 2   then you pointed me to 13, which is about the display

 3   input surface 13.

 4   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 5        Q.   And I guess my question is, is display input

 6   13 a physical surface?

 7             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

 8        A.   I'm really confused.  I thought you were

 9   telling me that I told you something before.  I asked

10   you to explain to me when I said that, and now you seem

11   to be moving off the topic.

12   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

13        Q.   Well, I'd like you to confirm that if you

14   haven't.  If you don't think you've confirmed that, then

15   I'd like you to confirm it.

16             Is 13 a physical surface?

17             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

18        A.   Paragraph 11, it's talking about display input

19   surface 13.

20   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

21        Q.   So the pending question is, is surface 13

22   physical or is it not physical?

23             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

24        A.   I think when I was answering this question

25   before, I directed you to paragraph 13, which states:
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 1   As depicted in the figure, the pen detection unit 21

 2   detects contact between the pen 12 and the display input

 3   surface 13 and outputs a detection signal.

 4   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 5        Q.   And based on that, a person of ordinary skill

 6   would include that surface 13 as physical.

 7             Is that right?

 8        A.   That it's a surface, yes.

 9        Q.   And then going back to my question about

10   paragraph 17, is the entire surface in the sentence of

11   paragraph 17 that we were looking at, does that refer to

12   the screen 13?

13        A.   Where do you see screen 13?  We just talked

14   about display input surface 13.  You seem to be, like,

15   changing what Ogawa's disclosing as well.

16        Q.   So are you saying that 13 is not a screen?

17             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

18        A.   13 is in Ogawa.  13 is display input surface

19   13.

20   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

21        Q.   That wasn't my question.  My question is, is

22   it your testimony that 13 is not a screen?

23             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

24        A.   Are you asking if Ogawa were a different

25   patent?
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 1   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 2        Q.   No.  What I'm asking is I said 13 was a

 3   screen, and then you said that Ogawa describes it as an

 4   input surface.

 5             So my question is am I incorrect to call 13 a

 6   screen?

 7             Is it not a screen?

 8             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form and

 9   scope as phrased.

10        A.   Ogawa says 13 is the display input surface.

11   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

12        Q.   So is it incorrect to call 13 a screen?

13             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Same objections.

14        A.   But my point was that you keep on changing

15   what 13 is in Ogawa.  I'm trying to say that Ogawa

16   describes what 13 is.

17   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

18        Q.   I mean, I used "screen" for shorthand and now

19   I'm afraid that you don't think it is a screen.

20             Is it a screen?

21             Is 13 a screen or not?

22             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form and

23   scope as phrased.  Also object to counsel's colloquy.

24        A.   Again I'm very confused by your question.  Are

25   you asking in the context of what -- whether Ogawa's 13
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 1   is a screen?

 2   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 3        Q.   In the context of a person of ordinary skill

 4   reading Ogawa, would a person of ordinary skill reading

 5   Ogawa call 13 a screen?

 6             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Same objections.

 7        A.   Limited to Ogawa, a person of ordinary skill

 8   would call 13 a display input surface because that's

 9   what Ogawa explains 13 is.

10   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

11        Q.   Yes, I agree that 13 is a display input

12   surface.  My question was would a person of ordinary

13   skill call 13 a screen?  Yes or no.

14             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form, scope

15   as phrased.

16        A.   Again, you're saying in the context of Ogawa,

17   so limited to Ogawa.  It seems like you're again asking

18   me if Ogawa were to be modified to say different things,

19   how would I rewrite Ogawa.  That seems to be your

20   question.  I have not done that analysis to rewrite

21   Ogawa.

22   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

23        Q.   Okay, let me ask this then.  This is a

24   different question.

25             In paragraph 17, when Ogawa uses the term
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 1   "entire screen," is that the entire display input

 2   surface 13?

 3        A.   Well, if you look at Figure 4B, it shows 42

 4   and it shows 13A and 13B.  And so as far as I understand

 5   your question -- and it's extremely confusing, like many

 6   of the other questions -- it shows that one line --

 7   let's see.  The lowering by one line, it's showing it

 8   for both screens 13A and 13B.

 9        Q.   So I'm asking what entire screen is in

10   paragraph 17.  Is it referring to 13?

11             Is it referring to just 13A?

12             Is it referring to just 13B?

13             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

14        A.   Is what referring to 13A, just 13B?  I don't

15   understand the question.

16   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

17        Q.   Do you see the words "entire screen" in

18   paragraph 17?

19        A.   I see it after a comma, and then there's many

20   more words after that, yes.

21        Q.   And I'm trying to understand what the entire

22   screen is.

23             What is the entire screen?

24             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

25        A.   Well, if you read the entirety of the sentence
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 1   rather than just a couple of words and cutting it off

 2   there, it's saying the entire screen is lowered by one

 3   line.  And what I explained to you is if you look at

 4   Figure 4B, it shows the lowering of that one line in

 5   both 13A and 13B.

 6   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 7        Q.   And I'm trying to figure out which elements of

 8   Figure 4 is the entire screen.  Is it 13, or is it 13A,

 9   or is it 13B?

10             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

11        A.   Again you seem to be changing the disclosure

12   of Ogawa.  Ogawa says 13 is the display input surface.

13   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

14        Q.   I don't believe I've -- I'm asking what Ogawa

15   means by "entire screen."  I haven't changed anything.

16   I'm asking how a person of ordinary skill would

17   understand the term "entire screen" as used in paragraph

18   17.

19        A.   And I answered that question already because

20   what it's saying in paragraph 17 is that it lowered by

21   one line.  And I pointed you back to Figure 4B that

22   shows the lowering of one -- of that one line in 13A and

23   13B.

24        Q.   And so which element in Figure 4B is the

25   entire screen?  Which number is it?
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 1             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

 2        A.   So again you seem to be saying to change the

 3   disclosure of Ogawa.  I don't see a number after what

 4   Ogawa says in paragraph 17.

 5   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 6        Q.   Well, let me ask you this.  Is the entire

 7   screen that's shown in Figure -- any of Figure 4?

 8             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

 9        A.   It's not saying the entire screen, period.

10   It's saying is lowered by one line.  And that's what I

11   showed you, that it's clear from Figure 4B what Ogawa's

12   talking about, that it's lowered by one line.  And you

13   can see that in 13A and 13B in Figure 4.

14   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

15        Q.   Except I'm trying to figure out what is

16   lowered by one line.  Ogawa says the entire screen is

17   lowered by one line.  What shown in Figure 4B is lowered

18   by one line?  I can't tell.

19             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

20        A.   I'm still not understanding the question or

21   how I have not answered it already with regards to what

22   I explained to you with -- for Figure 4B.

23   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

24        Q.   I'm asking you to identify the element in

25   Figure 4B that's lowered by one line.  I actually don't

�

0139

 1   know what it is.

 2             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

 3        A.   Well, again looking at Figure 4B, you can see

 4   that 13A and 13B, they have been lowered, and so I -- I

 5   don't know how else to answer your question.

 6   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 7        Q.   So to make it clear for me, you're saying that

 8   13A and 13B are both lowered.  So the things that are

 9   being lowered are 13A and 13B.

10             Is that right?

11        A.   Again, I'm not really grasping your question,

12   how I'm not answer -- how I have not already answered

13   your question.  I've pointed you to Figure 4B.  It's

14   showing how 13A and B have been lowered, so I'm not

15   really understanding how else to answer your question.

16        Q.   Well, first of all, I want to confirm that

17   your answer to my question is 13A and 13B.

18             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

19        A.   You've asked, like, many different questions

20   where you've modified them, changed the question every

21   time, so which is your question that you're saying?

22   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

23        Q.   My question was, what is the element in Ogawa

24   Figure 4B that is lowered by one line?

25        A.   Can you point me to where in my report, in my
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 1   declaration I'm talking about this?

 2        Q.   Well, you said that you've reviewed Ogawa.

 3   And I'm trying to understand how Ogawa works and so I'm

 4   trying to figure out what the figures -- what the

 5   figures teach us and how they correspond to the

 6   specification.  And so since you've reviewed Ogawa, you

 7   should be able to explain how Ogawa works.

 8        A.   And I think I have explained it to you

 9   multiple times.

10        Q.   So then answer my question.

11             What is the element in Ogawa Figure 4B that is

12   lowered by one line?

13             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

14        A.   And I've answered repeatedly looking at

15   Figure 4B that you can see that 13A and B have been

16   lowered.

17   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

18        Q.   Okay.  So then let me go -- let's go back to

19   paragraph 17.  Ogawa says:  The entire screen is lowered

20   by one line and the display surface is split into two

21   screens, 13A and 13B.

22             Do you see that?

23        A.   Where are you reading?

24        Q.   Paragraph 17.

25        A.   Okay.
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 1        Q.   And do you see the part where it says:  The

 2   entire screen is lowered by one line and the display

 3   surface is split into two screens, 13A and 13B?

 4        A.   Yes.  It continues.  It doesn't end there.

 5        Q.   I agree.

 6             But doesn't that suggest that the screen is --

 7   the entire screen is lowered by one line first and then

 8   the display surface is split into two screens, 13A and

 9   13B?

10             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

11        A.   Where does it say that?

12   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

13        Q.   Well, that's the order that the steps are

14   presented in.  It says the entire screen is lowered by

15   one line.  That's the first thing.  And then it says the

16   display surface is split into two screens, 13A and 13B.

17             Isn't that the order Ogawa describes it in?

18             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection.  Foundation,

19   form.

20        A.   Where are you reading that it's in order that

21   Ogawa is describing?

22   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

23        Q.   Well, Ogawa says the entire screen is lowered

24   by one line, and then it says:  And the display surface

25   is split into two screens, 13A and 13B, in that order.
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 1   That's the order that Ogawa -- that's the order of words

 2   Ogawa uses.

 3             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection.  Form,

 4   foundation.

 5        A.   I'm not seeing where the "and then" -- you

 6   seem to be adding some words into the specification of

 7   Ogawa that don't exist.

 8   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 9        Q.   I didn't say "and then."  I said Ogawa says

10   the entire screen is lowered by one line.  That's the

11   first thing it says.  Then it says:  And the display

12   surface is split into two screens, 13A and 13B.  That's

13   the second thing it says.  That's the order it says

14   those two things in.

15        A.   Well, to be --

16             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection.  Form,

17   foundation.

18        A.   To be clear, the last question you asked me,

19   you did say "and then."  But again, I don't see anything

20   where it's talking about "and then" or an ordered

21   operation.  I don't see any of these words in 17.

22   Again, it seems like you're changing the spec.

23   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

24        Q.   No.  If I say a first thing, then I say a

25   second thing, does that mean the second thing can occur
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 1   before the first thing?

 2             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.  Scope.

 3        A.   Are you asking me in general, outside of the

 4   scope of Ogawa?

 5   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 6        Q.   No, I'm asking you in the context of Ogawa.

 7   Ogawa says two things.  It says two things, and it says

 8   them one before the other.  And I'm asking you, can the

 9   second thing occur before the first thing?

10             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection.  Form,

11   foundation.

12        A.   I think this is a disclosure.  It's -- I still

13   don't see anything where it's saying it's in order or it

14   happens in sequence.  I think you're -- you continue to

15   be adding words into the spec similar to how you were

16   into the claim language of the '080 patent.  So I don't

17   see these words, so -- and you're -- I've asked you to

18   point out where you're seeing these.

19   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

20        Q.   Okay.  Do you see the words "an access bar 42

21   is displayed in a top line of the display area"?

22             Do you see that?

23        A.   I do.

24        Q.   And is -- are those words before the words

25   "the entire screen is lowered by one line"?
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 1             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

 2        A.   And there are other words before that; there

 3   are other words after that.

 4   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 5        Q.   But those words are before the words "the

 6   entire screen is lowered by one line," right?

 7             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

 8        A.   Those words are.  There's a comma, and those

 9   words are before that.

10   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

11        Q.   So can you perform the entire screen is

12   lowered by one line before performing an access bar is

13   displayed in a top line of the display area?

14             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form and

15   scope as phrased.

16        A.   So again, I'm not really following where this

17   is in my declaration or in my opinions.  I'm still not

18   seeing anything that's saying it's in this specific

19   order.  I just don't see these words.  Again, it seems

20   like you're adding words that don't exist into the

21   specification of Ogawa.

22   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

23        Q.   I'm not adding words.  I'm asking you these

24   words are written in that order.  Can you perform the

25   steps out of order?  I'm not asking does Ogawa say is
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 1   there -- there is an order.  I'm asking can -- since

 2   Ogawa wrote it this way, can you perform the steps out

 3   of order?

 4             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection.  Foundation

 5   and form and scope.

 6        A.   So I don't remember off the top of my head if

 7   somewhere else Ogawa says anything about this.  But

 8   you're showing me only portions of a sentence, and I

 9   don't see where it's saying any of the things that you

10   seem to be adding into the sentence.

11   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

12        Q.   I haven't added anything into the sentence.  I

13   simply asked you does "an access bar 42 is displayed in

14   a top line of the display area," are those words before

15   "the entire screen is lowered by one line"?  And you

16   agreed with me that they are.

17             So then I asked is there any reason why you

18   would perform the second step before the first step?

19   I'm not asking would you perform it, I said -- I'm

20   asking is there any reason why you wouldn't?

21             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection.  Foundation.

22   Form.  Scope.

23        A.   So you're asking based on the disclosure of

24   Ogawa.

25        Q.   Yes, based on --

�

0146

 1        A.   Or -- or at least based on this part of a

 2   sentence in paragraph 17.  I'm not seeing anything, at

 3   least in this sentence, part of a sentence in paragraph

 4   17, that is stating any order.

 5        Q.   No, I'm asking you is there a reason -- is

 6   there -- would a person of ordinary skill perform these

 7   steps out of the order that it's written in?

 8             We agree it's written in an order, but my

 9   question is, is there a reason a person of ordinary

10   skill would perform these steps out of the order it's

11   written in?

12             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection,

13   mischaracterizes.  Foundation.  Form.

14        A.   I don't know what you mean by we agree that

15   it's written in an order.  I don't remember saying that.

16   You seem to be saying something else that I did not say.

17   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

18        Q.   Well, you said the words "an access bar 42 is

19   displayed in a top line of the display area."  Do those

20   words occur before the words "the entire screen is

21   lowered by one line"?

22        A.   I don't know what you mean by "those words

23   occur."  They may be written like that, but when

24   you're --

25        Q.   Okay, but they are written like that.  Would
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 1   you agree the sentence is written "An access bar 42 is

 2   displayed in a top line of the display area," it's

 3   written before "the entire screen is lowered by one

 4   line"?

 5             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Counsel, please don't

 6   cut off the witness again.

 7             ATTORNEY YANG:  And please stop making

 8   speaking objections.

 9             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  No, counsel.  You don't

10   get to cut off the witness.  That is a basic rule of

11   depositions.  I'm not making a speaking objection.  You

12   are not allowed to cut off the witness.

13             ATTORNEY YANG:  If you want to call the Board

14   on it, please be my guest.

15             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  If you do it again, I

16   will, counsel.  You're not allowed to cut off the

17   witness.

18   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

19        Q.   Please answer my question.

20        A.   What was the question?  I answered for you

21   that what you stated was not what I stated, and then

22   I -- you cut me off, and then you answered -- you asked

23   another question.

24             And it seems like to the extent you're asking

25   whether the words "an access bar 42 is displayed in a
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 1   top line of the display area," and then there's a comma,

 2   and then "the entire screen is lowered by one line,"

 3   comma, I think it's written in black and white.  I think

 4   I -- I can see that it's written in black and white.

 5        Q.   And so would a person of ordinary skill,

 6   reading this sentence, repeat these steps in the

 7   order -- as they are -- as they are written?

 8        A.   What do you mean, repeat these steps?  What

 9   does it mean?  Repeat them over and over again?

10        Q.   Perform the steps, as in does the -- does "an

11   access bar 42 is displayed in a top line of the display

12   area," does that happen first and then this "entire

13   screen is lowered by one line"?

14             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

15        A.   Can you show me where it's saying that happens

16   first and then the entire screen is lowered by one line?

17   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

18        Q.   That's my question to you.

19             Would a person of ordinary skill, reading

20   that, understand it that way, or no?

21        A.   I think again, limited -- you're asking me to

22   just limit my answer to just that small portion of a

23   bigger sentence in paragraph 17, not looking at all of

24   Ogawa.  All it's saying here is an access bar 42 is

25   displayed in a top line of the display area, comma, the
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 1   entire screen is lowered by one line, comma.

 2        Q.   And I'm trying to figure out is the access bar

 3   is displayed, does that -- is that first?

 4             Is the entire screen is lowered, is that

 5   first?

 6             Are these two simultaneous?

 7             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

 8        A.   With regards to what?

 9             Are you asking if implementing it, it can be

10   implemented in different ways?

11   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

12        Q.   I'm asking, reading this sentence, how would a

13   person of ordinary skill understand this sentence?

14             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

15        A.   I think one of ordinary skill in reading

16   just -- it's not even a sentence.  You keep on referring

17   to it as a sentence.  It's not.  The sentence is

18   significantly bigger.  Reading this phrase of a small

19   part of a sentence, they would -- one of ordinary skill

20   would just understand an access bar 42 is displayed in a

21   top line of the display area, the entire screen is

22   lowered by one line.

23   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

24        Q.   And what does that mean?

25        A.   It means that an access bar 42 is displayed in
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 1   a top line of the display area, the entire screen is

 2   lowered by one line.  And there's a comma in between

 3   them, so these are different things.

 4             And again, you're -- you're saying not within

 5   the context of Ogawa.  But simply this phrase within a

 6   larger sentence, limited to that, I think one of

 7   ordinary skill, it's -- it's like you're saying even

 8   leave out the figures from Ogawa, leave everything out

 9   from Ogawa except for that phrase.  I think it would be

10   difficult for one of ordinary skill, just that phrase

11   without the rest of Ogawa, including the figures.  So

12   again, it's a very confusing question that you're

13   asking.

14        Q.   You said it would be very difficult for one of

15   ordinary skill.  Very difficult for one of ordinary

16   skill to what?

17             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

18        A.   Well, if I read in a vacuum -- that's what

19   you're asking me, in a vacuum, without Ogawa, without

20   the figures of Ogawa, without the other explanations of

21   Ogawa, if I just read an access bar 42 is displayed in a

22   top line of the display area, comma, the entire screen

23   is lowered by one line, it would be very difficult for

24   anyone to understand what that is in a vacuum without

25   the figures and without the rest of Ogawa.  So that's
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 1   why I'm saying it's very difficult, it's very confusing

 2   to understand your questions and very difficult to

 3   answer your questions.

 4   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 5        Q.   Okay.  Then please consider Ogawa in its

 6   totality with all of its disclosures and all of the

 7   figures.

 8             With that in mind, how would one of ordinary

 9   skill understand this phrase?

10        A.   They would understand it to say an access bar

11   42 is displayed in a top line of the display area, the

12   entire screen is lowered by one line.  Right before

13   that, it's talking about Figure 4A.  And before that,

14   it's talking about Figure 4.  So one of ordinary skill

15   would look at Figure 4 and 4A and 4B and 4C and see that

16   it's lowered by a line, and I think that's -- that's the

17   understanding that one of ordinary skill would have

18   based on what is written there.

19        Q.   And is it your opinion that one of ordinary

20   skill would not assign any order to these things even

21   though they're written in a -- that they're written --

22   the words occur in the way it's written?

23             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

24        A.   I think you said "the words occur in the way

25   it's written."  You seem to be saying some way to
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 1   interpret that language.

 2   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 3        Q.   I'm saying the specific words in this

 4   paragraph, the words are -- the words are one in front

 5   of the -- one after another.  You agree that these are

 6   the words.  And I'm asking, based on these words, would

 7   a person of ordinary skill understand that these things

 8   are in order or would the person of ordinary skill

 9   understand that these things are not in order?

10             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

11        A.   So I think unless there's other places in

12   Ogawa that say something, I don't see -- in this, it's

13   simply stating an access bar 42 is displayed in a top

14   line of the display area, comma, the entire screen is

15   lowered by one line, comma, and it goes on and says

16   other things.

17   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

18        Q.   So in your opinion, can the display surface be

19   split into two screens, 13A and 13B, before the entire

20   screen is lowered by one line?

21        A.   If you look at Figure 4C, it's showing that

22   the pen 12 is being dragged, so it's already 13A and

23   13B.  The split has already happened in that scenario.

24        Q.   Wouldn't you agree that in Figure 4C, this

25   entire screen has already been lowered by one line?
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 1        A.   Are you trying to ask me if Ogawa teaches that

 2   you can only split the screen one time, that's it?

 3        Q.   No, that's not my question at all.

 4        A.   Then if that's not your question, then

 5   scenario where the screen has been split into two

 6   screens, 13A and 13B, and then you would be able to

 7   press the menu item to go into the screen splitting

 8   mode, so I think that answers your question.

 9        Q.   It doesn't, because you didn't address the

10   entire screen is lowered by one line.

11             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Object to the form of

12   the question, to the extent that is a question.

13        A.   You were asking me whether 13A and 13B can

14   exist, and then after that, whether split screen can be

15   selected.  And I explained to you I believe even in

16   paragraph 17 it's stating when, quote, split screen is

17   selected with the pen 12, while a function operation

18   menu 41 is displayed as depicted in Figure 4A, an access

19   bar 42 is displayed in a top line of the display area,

20   the entire screen is lowered by one line and the display

21   surface is split into two screens, 13A and 13B, almost

22   symmetrically, as depicted in Figure 4B.

23   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

24        Q.   I think the confusion is you misunderstood my

25   question.  I did not ask about the split screen being
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 1   selected.  That was brought up by you for the first

 2   time.

 3             I asked can the split -- can the display

 4   surface is split into two screens, 13A and 13B, before

 5   the entire screen is lowered by one line.  I was asking

 6   about the entire screen is lowered by one line, not

 7   about selecting a split screen.

 8             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection to form.

 9        A.   So is your question whether split screen can

10   be selected without selecting split screen?

11   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

12        Q.   My question has nothing to do with selecting a

13   split screen.

14        A.   But the portion you're -- the sentence, the

15   phrase that you repeatedly are directing me to, the

16   sentence starts with when, quote, "split screen," end

17   quote, is selected with the pen 12.  So you're saying

18   deleting that from the specification of Ogawa?

19        Q.   Is it your testimony that the entire screen is

20   lowered only when the pen selects to split the screen?

21             THE REPORTER:  Repeat the question please.

22   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

23        Q.   Is it your testimony that the entire screen is

24   lowered by one line only occurs when the pen selects to

25   split the screen?
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 1             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

 2        A.   I don't think I heard you say pen or pencil

 3   asks to split the screen.  Because the sentence in

 4   paragraph 17 starts when, quote, "split screen," end

 5   quote, is selected with the pen 12 while a function

 6   operation menu 41 is displayed as depicted in Figure 4A,

 7   and then it continues on with the phrase that you've

 8   been asking me about.

 9   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

10        Q.   Let me rephrase that.

11             Is it your testimony that the entire screen is

12   lowered by one line requires when split screen is

13   selected with the pen 12 while a function operation menu

14   41 is displayed as depicted in Figure 4A?

15             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

16        A.   So are you asking whether Ogawa discloses

17   other ways to get to that?

18   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

19        Q.   I'm asking whether Ogawa requires the entire

20   screen is lowered by one line, that requires when split

21   screen is selected with the pen 12 while a function

22   operation menu 41 is displayed as depicted at 4A.

23             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection to form.

24        A.   So Ogawa says when split screen is selected

25   with the pen 12 while a function operation menu 41 is
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 1   displayed as depicted in Figure 4A, so it says that.

 2   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 3        Q.   And so is it fair to say that there are no

 4   embodiments other than that where the entire screen is

 5   lowered by one line?

 6        A.   I don't remember off the top of my head.

 7        Q.   Could we please look at Figure 4B.  And let me

 8   know when you're there.

 9        A.   I'm there.

10        Q.   Okay.  In Figure 4B, do you see the shading of

11   bar 42 on the left before 44?

12        A.   The version of the patent I have is in black

13   and white.  I see a hatching, if that's what you meant.

14        Q.   Yeah, let's go with hatching.  Do you see the

15   hatching in bar 42 to the left of 44?

16        A.   I see the hatching to the left of 44.

17        Q.   Does the hatching indicate that 13A is active?

18        A.   If you look at paragraph 17 -- sorry, it's in

19   paragraph 18.  The portion of the access bar 42 located

20   on an active screen (the screen currently being

21   accessed) is colored (depicted with hatching in

22   Figure 4) to indicate an active state.

23        Q.   So if 13B was in the active state, would the

24   hatching on bar 42 be to the right of 44?

25        A.   Well, the next sentence states:  The active
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 1   screen is switched by touching the display input surface

 2   13 with the pen 12.

 3        Q.   And I'm trying to figure out where the

 4   hatching would be on bar 42.

 5             Would the hatching be in the same place or

 6   would it be to the right of 44?

 7        A.   Is your question whether one of ordinary skill

 8   would understand Ogawa to allow 44 to move to the left?

 9        Q.   My question is whether one of ordinary skill

10   would understand the hatching to move to the right if

11   13B was active.

12             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection to form.

13        A.   But going from 4B to 4C, you can see that the

14   hatching has moved to the right.

15   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

16        Q.   In 4B and 4C, wouldn't you agree that the

17   active screen is 13A?

18        A.   So based on the portion of paragraph 18 that I

19   pointed you to before, it's stating the portion of the

20   access bar 42 located on an active screen (the screen

21   currently being accessed) is colored (depicted with

22   hatching in Figure 4) to indicate an active state.

23        Q.   So I'm trying to figure out if 13B was in the

24   active state and 13A was not active, where would the

25   hatching be?
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 1             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

 2        A.   I'm not seeing any of the figures showing

 3   that, so which figure are you looking at or which part

 4   of the spec are you looking at?

 5   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 6        Q.   That's why I'm asking the question, because I

 7   don't see any figure that shows that.

 8             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection to form.

 9        A.   As I've already explained to you, it's stating

10   in paragraph 18:  The portion of the access bar 42

11   located on active screen (the screen currently being

12   accessed) is colored (depicted with hatching in

13   Figure 4) to indicate an active state.  The active

14   screen is switched by touching the display input surface

15   13 with the pen.

16   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

17        Q.   Again, my question is if 13B is in the active

18   state, where is the hatching?

19             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection to form.

20        A.   Well, as stated in paragraph 18, what I just

21   read to you, it's stating that the hatching indicates an

22   active state.

23   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

24        Q.   So if 13B is active, where would the hatching

25   be?  Would it still be --
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 1             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection.

 2        Q.   -- where it is shown in Figure 4C?

 3             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection to form.

 4        A.   Figures 4A, B, and C are showing the split

 5   screen when 13A is the -- is active, so I -- that's

 6   where I'm not understanding the question.  Again, you

 7   seem to be saying to rewrite the figures and the

 8   specification.

 9   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

10        Q.   So is it fair to say that Figure 4 does not

11   show 13B as active?

12        A.   The program running in 13A would be understood

13   to be active.

14        Q.   Does any figure in Ogawa show 13B as active?

15             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection to form.

16        A.   Well, for example, if you look at Figure 3,

17   it's showing the active screen flag.  So depending on

18   the setting of active screen flag, that would -- that

19   would indicate if, for example, 13 -- the program

20   running at 13B is active.

21             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Counsel, we've been

22   going over an hour.  Shall we take a break?

23             ATTORNEY YANG:  I have one more question, then

24   we can take a break.

25   BY ATTORNEY YANG:
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 1        Q.   Does any figure in Ogawa show where the

 2   hatching is when 13B is active?

 3             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection to form.

 4        A.   So I think, based on what I understand to be

 5   hatching, Figure 4 is the only figure in Ogawa, leaving

 6   aside the specification, but only limited to the figures

 7   of Ogawa, only Figure 4 seems to show what I understand

 8   to be hatching.

 9   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

10        Q.   I'm sorry, you said "seems to show."  Seems to

11   show what?

12        A.   What I understand to be hatching.

13        Q.   And that hatching shows that 13A is active.

14             Is that right?

15             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection to form.

16   Counsel, I thought you said you wanted to take a break

17   after the one question.  Is that --

18             ATTORNEY YANG:  So I have a follow-up.

19        A.   So I already told you about paragraph 18.  It

20   states:  The portion of the access bar 42 located on an

21   active screen.  The screen currently being accessed is

22   colored (depicted with hatching in Figure 4) to indicate

23   an active state.

24             ATTORNEY YANG:  Okay, do you want to take a

25   break until 3:32?
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 1             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Sure.

 2             ATTORNEY YANG:  Okay, thank you.

 3        (Recess taken.)

 4   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 5        Q.   During the break, did you speak with anyone

 6   about this deposition?

 7        A.   I did not.

 8        Q.   Okay.  Could you please turn to page 4 of

 9   Ogawa.

10        A.   Okay, I'm there.

11        Q.   And do you see paragraph 34 on the right side?

12        A.   Yes, I see 34.

13        Q.   And counting from paragraph -- the paragraph

14   34 number, going up nine lines into paragraph 33,

15   there's a line that says -- there's a line that says:

16   The first screen 13A is not affected.  And right after

17   that is a sentence that starts "Therefore, two different

18   programs."

19             Do you see that?

20        A.   Which is the first word of the line that

21   you're looking at, "The indicated"?

22        Q.   The first -- the first word is "The first

23   screen 13A is not affected."

24        A.   In paragraph 34?

25        Q.   No, in paragraph 33.  I was counting up nine
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 1   lines into paragraph 33.

 2        A.   Oh, okay.  Okay, I've seen the -- I've read

 3   the sentence starting with "Therefore."

 4        Q.   Okay.  So the full sentence is:  Therefore,

 5   two different programs, such as a calendar and a

 6   schedule, can be executed independently using the first

 7   and second editing areas 27A and 27B and can be

 8   displayed independently on the two split screens.

 9             So my question is, is Ogawa limited to two

10   different programs displayed on the two split screens,

11   or can the same program be displayed on the two split

12   screens?

13             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection to form.

14        A.   Are you asking whether the same program has to

15   be in 13A and the same program has to be in 13B?

16   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

17        Q.   I'm asking can the same program be on both

18   split screens, or does the sentence limit the split

19   screens to two different programs?

20             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection to form.

21        A.   So to the -- to the -- if I understood your

22   question correctly, if you read above in paragraph 33,

23   it's saying:  For example, when the second screen 13B is

24   set to be active, data processing is performed using the

25   second editing area 27B.  The display contents are

�

0163

 1   written to the second VRAM 29C.  And furthermore, the

 2   contents of the first and second VRAMs 29B, 29C are

 3   combined in the actual VRAM 29A according to the

 4   splitting ratio and displayed.

 5             And if you skip forward a sentence, it's

 6   saying:  Therefore, even if a program different from the

 7   program being processed on the first screen 13A is

 8   executed, the first screen 13A is not affected.

 9   Therefore, two different programs, such as a calendar

10   and a schedule, can be executed independently using the

11   first and second editing areas 27A and 27B and can be

12   displayed independently on the two split screens.

13   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

14        Q.   I read the part of paragraph 33 that you just

15   read for us and I didn't see anywhere -- anything about

16   whether the same program can be displayed on the two

17   screens, so I wanted to know is Ogawa limited to two

18   different programs on the two split screens?

19             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection to form.

20        A.   So are you asking about instances?

21   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

22        Q.   I'm asking whether the same program can be on

23   two screens, because Ogawa says two different programs

24   can be on two screens.  And I just wanted to know is it

25   limited that way?  Can you have two -- can you have the
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 1   same program on two screens?

 2             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection to form.

 3        A.   And that's my question.  When you were talking

 4   about the same program, are you talking about instances

 5   of the program?

 6        Q.   I'm talking about the exact same program.

 7             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection to form.

 8        A.   So you're not talking about two instances of a

 9   program, you're talking about a single instance of the

10   program replicating its screen across 13A and 13B?

11             Is that your question?

12        Q.   Well, my -- let's use that example.  Does

13   Ogawa exclude that?

14             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection to form.

15        A.   So if you read the sentence around -- it's the

16   middle of paragraph 33, which starts:  Therefore, even

17   if a program different from the program being processed

18   on the first screen 13A is executed, the first screen

19   13A is not affected.

20             So I would read that, because it's saying even

21   if a program different from the program being processed

22   on the first screen 13A is executed.  And this is

23   talking about -- earlier on, it's talking about 13B.

24   And so at least -- at least based on that disclosure, I

25   don't see it saying it's limited to -- that you cannot
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 1   run the same program in 13A and 13B.

 2   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 3        Q.   I see.

 4             Could you turn to page 6 of Ogawa.

 5        A.   Okay, I'm there.

 6        Q.   And on page 6 of Ogawa, do you see paragraph

 7   58, which is titled Effect of The Invention?

 8        A.   Okay, I see it.

 9        Q.   And the full paragraph says:  As described

10   above, the present invention can provide a display

11   device where the display surface can be split into a

12   plurality of screens (windows) and display processing

13   can be executed on each of the plurality of screens

14   according to independent programs.

15             Do you see that?

16        A.   I do.

17        Q.   What does Ogawa mean by independent programs?

18        A.   So I think, like the portion I read to you

19   from paragraph 33, it's stating therefore, two different

20   programs, such as a calendar and a schedule, can be

21   executed independently using the first and second

22   editing areas 27A and 27B and can be displayed

23   independently on the two split screens.

24        Q.   So is that just referring to the embodiment of

25   paragraph 33?
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 1             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection to form.

 2        A.   Are you asking whether what I read from was

 3   referring to that embodiment, or was your question with

 4   regard -- with regards to what?  With regards to page 6

 5   or from what I read?

 6   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 7        Q.   My question was what you read.

 8             Does what you read refer to the embodiment in

 9   paragraph 33?

10             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection to form.

11        A.   I don't think the word "embodiment" appears in

12   paragraph 33.  So to the extent I understood your

13   question, paragraph 33 is disclosing how Ogawa

14   functions.  And then if you further go down to 35, it's

15   even stating:  And each part can be displayed by

16   splitting the screen into parts using different software

17   processes.

18        (Exhibit No. 1006, previously marked, was

19        referenced and indexed.)

20   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

21        Q.   I see.  Thank you for that clarification.

22             Could you turn to Exhibit 1006, the Choi

23   reference.

24        A.   Okay, I'm there.

25        Q.   And do you personally know the inventor, Choi?
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 1        A.   I don't believe so.

 2        Q.   Okay.  And were you aware of the Choi patent,

 3   the patent, not anything in the patent, prior to your

 4   work in this IPR?

 5             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection to form.

 6        A.   So when you say "not anything in the patent,"

 7   I assume you're talking about the teachings or the

 8   disclosures of the patent.

 9   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

10        Q.   Right.  I'm asking about the patent itself,

11   not its teachings or disclosures.  Were you aware of the

12   patent itself prior to your work in this IPR?

13        A.   I don't believe so.

14        Q.   And did you review Choi to prepare for this

15   deposition?

16        A.   I reviewed Choi not only to prepare for the

17   deposition but also to prepare my declaration and to

18   perform the analysis that's set forth in my declaration.

19        Q.   And how long did you review Choi to prepare

20   for the deposition?

21        A.   I don't remember off the top of my head.

22        Q.   Okay.  Could you turn to page 8 of Choi.

23        A.   The page number's on the bottom left?

24        Q.   Yes, the page number's on the bottom left.  It

25   says page 8 out of 94.
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 1        A.   Okay, I'm there.

 2        Q.   And page 8 shows Figure 6, and it's labeled A,

 3   B, C, D, E, and F.

 4             Do you see that?

 5        A.   I do.

 6        Q.   Are all of these embodiments of Choi's

 7   terminal?

 8             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Object to form.

 9        A.   If you look at column 2, line 53, it states:

10   Figure 6 is an overview of mobile terminals each having

11   a dual TOLED according to an embodiment of the present

12   invention.

13   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

14        Q.   Okay.  Could you now turn to Choi, column 25.

15   And let me know when you get there.

16        A.   Okay, I'm there.

17        Q.   The first full paragraph on column 25 starting

18   with line 9, it says:  In addition, the user can select

19   one image, e.g., image 335 of the images 331 displayed

20   on the screen for activating the photo album, see

21   Figure 39A, and drag or flick the selected image 335 any

22   direction from the TOLED 154 to the LCD 151.  See

23   Figure 39B.

24             Do you see that?

25        A.   I do.
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 1        Q.   Is this saying that all the images are part of

 2   the same photo album?

 3             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection to form.

 4        A.   I don't see where it's saying that it's all

 5   part of -- all of the images are part of the same photo

 6   album.

 7   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 8        Q.   Well, let me ask you this.  How many photo

 9   albums are disclosed in this paragraph?

10        A.   So your question was with regards to just what

11   is in that paragraph in column 25 starting at line 9?

12        Q.   Yes.  My question is for this paragraph

13   starting on line 9, how many photo albums are disclosed

14   in this paragraph?

15             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection to form.

16        A.   I'm not sure what you mean by how many photo

17   albums are disclosed.  It's simply stating that the user

18   can select one imagine, e.g., image 335 of the images

19   331 displayed on the screen for activating the photo

20   album, and then it continues on.

21   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

22        Q.   So do you agree that because it says "the

23   photo album," there is one photo album in this

24   paragraph?

25             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection to form.
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 1        A.   It's just talking about activating the photo

 2   album, it's not saying that there's only one set of

 3   photos that are displayed.

 4   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 5        Q.   Can you point me to where this paragraph

 6   discloses a second photo album?

 7        A.   Well, this portion is simply talking about

 8   activating the photo album and I don't see that limited

 9   to a single photo album.  For example, there may be

10   multiple sets of pictures within that.

11        Q.   Right.

12             But my question is can you point me to where

13   in this paragraph it discloses the images are in more

14   than one photo album?

15             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection to form.

16        A.   But that's my point, that it's talking about

17   activating the photo album.  And if you look at other

18   portions of Choi, for example, column 23, line 64, it's

19   talking about a photo album function is executed.  So

20   it's talking about a photo -- if you read column 25

21   where it's talking about activating the photo album,

22   it's talking about activating the function for the photo

23   album.

24   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

25        Q.   And my question was where did that paragraph
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 1   disclose a second photo album?

 2             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection, form.

 3        A.   Are you asking about photo album, the

 4   function, or photo album, the grouping of pictures?

 5             What is your definition of photo album that

 6   you're asking me about?

 7   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 8        Q.   Let me clarify.  The photo album I'm asking

 9   about is the grouping of pictures.

10             Where in column 25, line 9, that paragraph, is

11   there a second grouping of pictures?

12             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection to form.

13        A.   It seems like the term "photo album" appears

14   only, at least in that paragraph, starting on line 9 of

15   column 25, it appears once, and that's on line 11 of

16   column 25.

17             And if you read it correctly and carefully,

18   it's stating activating the photo album.  And so if you

19   read the portion of column 23 that I pointed you to

20   earlier, it's talking about the photo album function is

21   executed.

22   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

23        Q.   Doesn't it also say that image 335 is in the

24   photo album?

25             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection to form.
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 1        A.   Where are you reading this, that image 335 is

 2   in the photo album?  I don't see it.

 3   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

 4        Q.   The first sentence:  The user can select one

 5   image, e.g., image 335 of the images 331 displayed on

 6   the screen for activating the photo album.

 7             Is it your opinion that image 335 is not in

 8   the photo album?

 9             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection to form.

10        A.   It's saying one image, e.g., image 335 of the

11   images 331.

12   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

13        Q.   Is image 335 of the images 331 in the photo

14   album?

15        A.   Which photo album?

16        Q.   The photo album on line 11 of column 25.

17        A.   Okay, I've explained to you that activating

18   the photo album is referring to the functionality, the

19   photo album function.

20        Q.   So is it your opinion that there is no

21   collection -- photo album, as in a collection of images,

22   that contains image 335?

23             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection to form.

24        A.   When did I say that?

25   BY ATTORNEY YANG:
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 1        Q.   I'm asking.  If you didn't say it, then just

 2   say you didn't say it.  It was just me trying to

 3   clarify.

 4             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection to form.

 5        A.   It's stating the user can select one image,

 6   e.g., image 335 of the images 331 displayed on the

 7   screen for activating the photo album, and then it

 8   continues on.

 9   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

10        Q.   So there is no photo album in this paragraph

11   that contains image 335, photo album being a collection

12   of images.

13             Is that right?

14             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection to form.

15        A.   There are images 331, and one of the images is

16   image 335.

17   BY ATTORNEY YANG:

18        Q.   But there's no photo album that collects these

19   images in this paragraph.

20             Is that right?

21             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Objection to form.

22        A.   Again, you're limiting it to this paragraph,

23   column 25, line 9 through 21.  And I've told you it

24   seems to be talking about the photo album functionality.

25   And so within that, I think grouping of photos would be
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 1   considered a photo album, so I really don't know what

 2   your question is.  I've pointed you to disclosure that

 3   explains what the photo album function is, and I've

 4   pointed you to disclosure that's talking about that

 5   image, one image, e.g., image 335 is of the images 331.

 6   So again, I'm confused by your question.

 7             ATTORNEY YANG:  I actually think you answered

 8   it.  That was very helpful, and I have no further

 9   questions, so thank you so much for your time.

10             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Let's go on a quick

11   break.

12        (Recess taken.)

13             ATTORNEY ZEILBERGER:  Thank you very much,

14   Dr. Chatterjee.  We have no questions.

15             ATTORNEY YANG:  Thank you very much for your

16   time in explaining everything.  You were very patient

17   with me.

18             (Deposition adjourned at 4:05 p.m.)
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 1                  - REPORTER'S CERTIFICATE -

 2               I, MARY ANN PAYONK, shorthand reporter and

 3   Notary Public, CA CSR No. 13431, do hereby certify that

 4   the witness whose deposition is hereinbefore set forth

 5   was sworn by agreement of all parties, that the

 6   proceedings were reported stenographically by me, and

 7   that this transcript is a true, correct, and full record

 8   of the testimony given.

 9               I further certify that I am not related to

10   any of the parties to this action by blood or by
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12   outcome of this matter.
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 1               I,

 2                   DR. SANDEEP CHATTERJEE,

 3   state that I have read the foregoing deposition and
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 5               That the foregoing is my deposition under

 6   oath;

 7               That I have read same and have made the
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11   correct.
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