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TABLE OF ABBREVIATIONS 
 

Realtime Adaptive Streaming LLC  “Realtime” or “Plaintiff” 
Defendants Brightcove Inc. and Brightcove 
Holdings, Inc. 

“Brightcove” or “Defendants” 

U.S. Patent No. 8,934,535 the “’535 patent” 
U.S. Patent No. 9,769,477 the “’477 patent” 
U.S. Patent No. 8,929,442 the “’442 patent” 
U.S. Patent No. 9,762,907 the “’907 patent” 
U.S. Patent No. 7,386,046 the “’046 patent” 
the five patents referenced above, collectively the “Fallon Patents” 
U.S. Patent No. 8,634,462 the “’462 patent” 
U.S. Patent No. 9,578,298 the “’298 patent” 
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