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I, Bill Lin, hereby declare the following: 

I. BACKGROUND AND EDUCATION 

1. My name is Bill Lin, and I am a Professor of Electrical and Computer 

Engineering and an Adjunct Professor of Computer Science and Engineering at the 

University of California, San Diego. 

2. I received a Bachelor of Science in Electrical Engineering and 

Computer Sciences from University of California, Berkeley in May 1985; a 

Masters of Science in Electrical Engineering and Computer Sciences from the 

University of California, Berkeley in May 1988; and a Ph.D. in Electrical 

Engineering and Computer Sciences from the University of California, Berkeley in 

May 1991.  Although I discuss my expert qualifications in more detail below, I 

also attach as Appendix A a recent and complete curriculum vitae, which details 

my educational and professional background and includes a selected listing of my 

relevant publications. 

3. I have been involved in research and technology in all aspects of 

computer networking and computer design problems, including the design of data 

networks, high-performance switches and routers, high-performance packet 

monitoring and measurements, many-core processors, and systems-on-chip 

designs. 
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4. I am a named inventor on five patents in the field of computer 

engineering, including several patents in the field of computer networking, and I 

have published over 170 journal articles and conference papers in top-tier venues 

and publications. 

5. I have also served or am currently serving as Associate Editor or 

Guest Editor for 3 ACM or IEEE journals, as General Chair on 4 ACM or IEEE 

conferences, on the Organizing or Steering Committees for 6 ACM or IEEE 

conferences, and on the Technical Program Committees of over 44 ACM or IEEE 

conferences. 

6. In summary, I have over 25 years of experience in research and 

development in the areas of computer networking and computer design.  

7. I have been retained by Erise IP, PA on behalf of Sandvine 

Corporation and Sandvine Incorporated ULC and am submitting this declaration to 

offer my independent expert opinion concerning certain issues raised in the 

Petition for inter partes Review (“Petition”).  My compensation is not based on the 

substance of the opinions rendered here.  As part of my work in connection with 

this matter, I have studied U.S. Patent No. 6,771,646 (“the ‘646 patent”), including 

the respective written descriptions, figures, claims, in addition to the original file 

history.  Moreover, I have reviewed the Petition for Inter Partes Review of the 
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‘646 patent and I have also carefully considered the following references discussed 

in the Petition, in addition to all of the materials cited herein: 

• U.S. Patent No. 6,115,393 to Engel et al. (“Engel”), entitled “Network 
Monitoring,” filed July 21, 1995 and issued September 5, 2000 
[EX1007], including Engel’s Appendix VI (cited in Engel at 1:10-15, 
6:1-3, 43:25-56) [EX1009] 

• U.S. Patent No. 6,182,146 to Graham-Cumming, Jr. (“Graham-
Cumming”), entitled “Automatic Identification of Application 
Protocols through Dynamic Mapping of Application-Port 
Associations,” filed June 27, 1997 and issued January 30, 2001 
[EX1010] 

• U.S. Patent No. 5,530,834 to Colloff et al. (“Colloff”), entitled “Set-
Associative Cache Memory Having an Enhanced LRU Replacement 
Strategy,” filed March 3, 1994 and issued June 25, 1996 [EX1011] 

• U.S. Patent No. 5,793,954 to Baker et al. (“Baker”), entitled “System 
and Method for General Purpose Network Analysis,” filed December 
20, 1995 and issued August 11, 1998 [EX1012]  

II. LEGAL FRAMEWORK 

8. I have been informed by counsel and understand that the first step in 

an unpatentability analysis involves construing the claims, as necessary, to 

determine their scope.  And, second, the construed claim language is then 

compared to the disclosure of the prior art.  In proceedings before the United States 

Patent and Trademark Office, I have been informed that the claims of an unexpired 

patent are to be given their broadest reasonable interpretation in light of the 

specification from the perspective of a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 

of the invention. I have been informed that the ‘646 Patent is unexpired. 
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9. In comparing the claims of the ‘646 Patent to the prior art, I have 

carefully considered the ‘646 Patent and its prosecution history based upon my 

experience and knowledge in the relevant field. In my opinion, the broadest 

reasonable interpretation of the claim terms of the ‘646 Patent is generally 

consistent with the ordinary and customary meaning of those terms, as one skilled 

in the relevant field would understand them at the time of the invention.  For 

purposes of this proceeding, I have applied the claim constructions set forth in the 

claim construction section of the IPR Petition that this declaration accompanies 

when analyzing the prior art and the claims.  For those terms that have not 

expressly been construed, I have applied the meaning of the claim terms of the 

‘646 Patent that is generally consistent with the terms’ ordinary and customary 

meaning, as a person of ordinary skill in the art would have understood them at the 

time of the invention. 

10. I have been informed by counsel that there are two ways in which a 

prior art patent or printed publication can be used to invalidate a patent. First, the 

prior art can be shown to “anticipate” the claim. Second, the prior art can be shown 

to “render obvious” the claim. My understanding of the two legal standards is set 

forth below. 

11. I have been informed by counsel that, in general, for a patent claim to 

be invalid as “anticipated” by the prior art, each and every feature of the claim 

Petitioners' EX1006 Page 5f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


Real-Time Litigation Alerts
	� Keep your litigation team up-to-date with real-time  

alerts and advanced team management tools built for  
the enterprise, all while greatly reducing PACER spend.

	� Our comprehensive service means we can handle Federal, 
State, and Administrative courts across the country.

Advanced Docket Research
	� With over 230 million records, Docket Alarm’s cloud-native 

docket research platform finds what other services can’t. 
Coverage includes Federal, State, plus PTAB, TTAB, ITC  
and NLRB decisions, all in one place.

	� Identify arguments that have been successful in the past 
with full text, pinpoint searching. Link to case law cited  
within any court document via Fastcase.

Analytics At Your Fingertips
	� Learn what happened the last time a particular judge,  

opposing counsel or company faced cases similar to yours.

	� Advanced out-of-the-box PTAB and TTAB analytics are  
always at your fingertips.

Docket Alarm provides insights to develop a more  

informed litigation strategy and the peace of mind of 

knowing you’re on top of things.

Explore Litigation 
Insights

®

WHAT WILL YOU BUILD?  |  sales@docketalarm.com  |  1-866-77-FASTCASE

API
Docket Alarm offers a powerful API 
(application programming inter-
face) to developers that want to 
integrate case filings into their apps.

LAW FIRMS
Build custom dashboards for your 
attorneys and clients with live data 
direct from the court.

Automate many repetitive legal  
tasks like conflict checks, document 
management, and marketing.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS
Litigation and bankruptcy checks 
for companies and debtors.

E-DISCOVERY AND  
LEGAL VENDORS
Sync your system to PACER to  
automate legal marketing.


