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1 whether SRX custoners had enabled a license to Sky 1 BY M5, CARSON
2 ATP? 2 Q Al right. Taking a look at Exhihbit 1164,
3 Me. CARE (bjection; form 3 thisis aweb page fromJuniper's website that's
4 THE WTNESS. It was relevant insofar as 4 entitled "Juniper Sky Advanced Threat Prevention
5 I'maware that that's been nade part of the 5 Installation Qverview"
6 discovery record in this case. 6 Do you see that?
7 BY M5B CARSON 7 A Yes.
8 Q Do you know how many SRX custoners in the 8 Q And do you see it says:
9 US during the damages period enabled a license to 9 "A though Juniper Sky ATP is a free add-on
10  Sky ATP? 10 to an SRX Series device, you must still
11 Me. CARE (bjection; form 11 enable it prior tousingit."
12 THE WTNESS. M recol lection is that 12 Do you see that?
13 Juniper does not track that information and that's 13 A Yes.
14 not evidence that's available in the case. So | 14 Q Andjust to be clear, it's ny understanding
15  don't know 15 that, in performng your analysis, you did not
16 BY M5, CARSON 16  endeavor to deternine how many custoners had enabl ed
17 Q Howmany Sky ATP licenses did you identify |17 a Sky ATP |icense; correct?
18 in your analysis? 18 A Incorrect.
19 A | would refer you to suppl enental Exhibit 19 Q You did endeavor to determne how many Sky
20 1.4, which identifies 211 Sky ATP units inthe US. |20 ATP licenses had been enabl ed?
21 and 547 worl dw de between Q4 2015 and Q 2017. 21 A Yes. Again, ny understanding is that's not
22 Q Wen you say "units," do you nean licenses? |22 tracked by Juniper and that information is not
23 A If nenory serves, those are paid |icenses. 23  available.
24 Q Gkay. Was that relevant to your analysis? |24 Q Wat is that understandi ng based upon?
25 Ms. CARE (bjection; form 25 A If nenory serves, there were some
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1 THE WTNESS.  It's part of ny analysis. 1 interrogatory responses that related to the absence
2 BY M5 CARSON 2 of information about this subject matter.
3 Q Wuld you agree that that -- what was the 3 Q If that information were available to you,
4 nunber, 2207 Is that what you said? 4 would it have inpacted your analysis?
5 A | quantified -- 5 M5. CARE (pjection;, form
6 Q Oh, 211, sorry. Just strike ny question. 6 THE WTNESS: | don't think soin a
7 A Sure. 7 material way for the reasons that we've tal ked about
8 Q Wuld you agree that 211 |icenses 8 today.
9 represents a relatively small proportion of the 9 BY M. CARSON
10 overall SRX units? 10 Q Soif you had | earned that only 100
11 Me. CARE (bjection; form 11  custoners had enabled a free license to Sy ATP
12 THE WTNESS.  Arithnetically, it does. 12 during the danages period, that woul dn't inpact your
13 BY M. CARSON 13 analysis in any way?
14 Q It's less than 1 percent; correct? 14 M5 CARE (jection; form
15 M5. CARE (bjection; form 15 THE WTNESS. | don't think so. No.
16 THE WTNESS:  (Wtness using cal culator.) 16 M anal ysi s was based on the cost savings
17 Yes. 17 et hodol ogy, as we've tal ked about this norning.
18 (Deposition Exhibit 1164 was narked for 18 BY M5, CARSON
19 i dentification) 19 Q You served an errata on Novenber 1st;
20 BY M5, CARSON 20 correct?
21 Q Inthe Exhibit 1064 -- do you see that? 21 A | don't know when that was sent to you, but
22 Ms. CARE (Qounsel, it's 1164. 22 that sounds right, because | think we were working
23 M5. CARSON 1164. Sorry. Sill back at 23 onit on Halloween. So that timng sounds
24 last week. 24 consistent.
25 /] 25 Q \és the errata your idea?
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