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Z

and ordinary meaning could benefit from

explanation and I provide particular

explanation in paragraphs 39 to 41. But in

particular in paragraph 39 I point out that

this term has been construed before with a

construction adopted by multiple courts

which I think really just clarifies what one

would generally understand to be the plain

and ordinary meaning. So I certainly kept

that in mind in this context.

And that construction that you identified

was performing a hashing function on the

Downloadable together with its fetched

components to generate a Downloadable ID,

correct?

MS. HEDVAT: Objection, form.

Yeah. I think you might have missed a word.

I think it's with its fetched software

components, at least what I have in front of

me, but otherwise I think that's right.

Okay. What does it mean to perform "a

hashing function on the Downloadable

together with its fetched software

components"?
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I would say in general that depends on the

context.

Does "together with" require it to occur at

the same time?

No. I don't believe that's a specific

requirement or I didn't see any timing

requirement in the claim language.

Does it -- does "together with" require it

to be the same type of hashing function?

I would just add to the last answer,

certainly together in time might be a way to

achieve together with. I didn't want to

suggest it wouldn't be related but it

certainly wouldn't have to be the only way,

sort of what I was thinking in that form.

Just before we-move on to clarify. So, in

other words, it wouldn't have to be --

strike that.

So, in other words, the hashing of the

Downloadable and the fetched software

components wouldn't have to occur at the

game time in order for it to constitute

"together with"?

MS. HEDVAT: Objection, form.
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Right. I don't think it would have to be at

the same time but that could certainly --

yeah. I don't think that's a requirement.

I don't see a temporal requirement.

Okay. And so the second portion of that

that I was asking about is whether "together

with" would require performing the same type

of hashing function on the Downloadable and

the fetched software components?

I think I need to you at least clarify what

you mean by saying same type of hashing

function.

We talked a little earlier about MD5 or

SHA-256. Those are different types of

hashing functions, right?

MS. HEDVAT: Objection, form.

I would say they're different hashing

functions. I'm not exactly clear what you

mean by different types. If you just want

to say those are two different hash

functions, I agree.

So does "together with" require that you use

the same hashing function on the

Downloadable and the fetched software
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