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1. I, Seth Nielson, submit the following declaration (the “Declaration”) in 

connection with the proceeding identified above. 

I. INTRODUCTION 

2. I have been retained by counsel for Juniper Networks, Inc. (“Juniper” 

or “Petitioner”) as a technical expert in connection with the proceeding identified 

above. I submit this Declaration in support of Petitioner Juniper’s Petitions for Inter 

Partes Review (each a “Petition,” and collectively the “Petitions”) of United States 

Patent Nos. U.S. Patent Nos. 8,694,683 (“the ’683 patent); 9,270,790 (“the ’790 

patent); 9,591,104 (“the ’104 patent”); 10,033,839 (“the ’839 patent”); 10,027,780 

(“the ’780 patent); and 10,225,378 (“the ’378 patent”) (collectively, the “Challenged 

Patents”) against Patent Owner Implicit, LLC (“Patent Owner”).  All “Ex. 10XX” 

cites herein are to the Exhibits to the Petitions.  All “Ex. _” cites followed by a letter 

are to exhibits to this Declaration.  All citations to “Section XX” are internal citations 

to the sections of this declaration. 

3. I understand that Patent Owner has filed a patent infringement lawsuit 

in the U.S. District Court for the Eastern District of Texas alleging infringement by 

Juniper of certain claims of the Challenged Patents. Implicit, LLC v. Juniper 

Networks, Inc., Case No. 2:19-cv-00037-JRG-RSP (E.D. Tex.). 
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