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I, Dr. Kevin C. Almeroth, hereby declare as follows: 

 I have been retained as an expert witness on behalf of Epic Games, Inc.  

(“Epic Games” or “Petitioner”) to offer technical opinions in connection with the 

above-captioned Petition for Inter Partes Review (“IPR”) of U.S. Patent No. 

10,142,810 (“the ’810 Patent”).  I previously submitted a declaration containing my 

technical opinions, which I incorporate by reference here, including my discussion 

of the technological background of the ’810 Patent.  Ex. 1003, ¶¶ 47–57; see 

generally id. 

 I understand that Patent Owner has objected to the authenticity of 

certain exhibits that I cited in my initial declaration.  Specifically, I understand that, 

among other objections, Patent Owner has objected to the authenticity of Exhibits 

1014–1023, 1028, 1034, and 1035.  I submit this declaration as supplemental 

evidence under 37 C.F.R. § 42.64(b)(2). 

 Exhibits 1014 (Kurose and Ross) and 1021 (Hine) are chapters of books 

covering technical subject matter.  In my initial declaration, I used these exhibits to 

show what a POSITA would have known at the time of the ’810 Patent.  See Ex. 

1003, ¶¶ 47–57.  As an expert, I routinely rely on these types of books in rendering 

my opinions, including opinions related to patent invalidity.     

 Exhibits 1015 (Kuehn), 1018 (Cruz), 1022 (Bazaios), and 1028 

(Grinter) are papers presented at technical conferences.  In my initial declaration, I 
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used them to show what a POSITA would have known at the time of the ’810 Patent.  

See Ex. 1003, ¶¶ 47–57.  As an expert, I routinely rely on these types of conference 

papers in rendering my opinions, including opinions related to patent invalidity.   

  Exhibits 1016 (Telecomputing in Japan), 1017 (Hernandez), 1019 

(Benimoff), 1020 (Falconer), 1023 (Stein), and 1034 (Patil) are scholarly articles 

published in journals.  In my initial declaration, I used them to show what a POSITA 

would have known at the time of the ’810 Patent.  See Ex. 1003, ¶¶ 47–57.  As an 

expert, I routinely rely on these types of articles in rendering my opinions, including 

opinions related to patent invalidity.   

 As I previously explained, Exhibit 1035 is an RFC (or “request for 

comments”) authored by the Internet Engineering Task Force (IETF).  See Ex. 1003, 

¶ 49.  The IETF develops standards documents that define protocols governing the 

Internet, including TCP, IP, HTTP, and SMTP.  See id.  In my initial declaration, I 

used the RFC to show what a POSITA would have known at the time of the ’810 

Patent.  See Ex. 1003, ¶¶ 47–57, 212–14.  As an expert, I routinely rely on these 

types of standards documents in rendering my opinions, including opinions related 

to patent invalidity—especially in cases involving communications standards or 

protocols. 
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