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1         Q.  So the feature sets that you tested in the

2 conjoint analysis was to some extent constrained by the

3 subject matter of the case?

4         A.  I wouldn't use the word "constrained."  I

5 would use the word "focused" on the attributes involved       10:18:26

6 in the case.

7         Q.  Do you recall who communicated to you

8 specific features that ought to be included in the

9 conjoint analysis?

10         A.  Well, the -- your question is not really          10:18:45

11 clear in the sense that there are different features in

12 the analysis.  Now, some of the features were

13 communicated to me through Analysis Group that they were

14 required features and need to be there.  Other features I

15 decided should be there, and there were other features        10:19:09

16 that Cockburn decided needed to be there.  And then in

17 the end, I put it all together and decided which ones to

18 actually include in the analysis.

19             So the -- there wasn't one source where all

20 of the features came from.                                    10:19:23

21         Q.  Okay.  That's helpful.  Thank you.

22             So which features did Professor Cockburn

23 instruct you should be included in the conjoint analysis?

24         A.  Okay.  The features that -- at the time that

25 were communicated included multitasking, the application      10:19:43
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1 startup time, and the features related to the operating

2 system that are in the conjoint analysis.

3             And then the brand and price features, I

4 decided those needed to be included.  And then the voice

5 command features, that was came up with through a             10:20:04

6 discussion of -- with Analysis Group about what to

7 include in the analysis and what not to include in the

8 analysis.

9             And the final one that also came from

10 Cockburn was the applications, the availability of the        10:20:18

11 applications.  And that's outlined in my report.

12         Q.  Were there any features that were discussed

13 for inclusion in the conjoint analysis but rejected?

14             MR. NORTON:  Objection to form.

15             Can you -- I just -- there are Rule 26            10:20:36

16 problems with some of your questions.  And so can you

17 just focus on whether he's having conversations with

18 counsel, having conversations with Analysis Group, or

19 having conversations with Mr. Cockburn?  Otherwise, I'll

20 have to give him instructions on all of your questions.       10:20:51

21             MR. PURCELL:  Right.

22         Q.  So just so you know, I'm referring to your

23 discussions with Dr. Cockburn and Analysis Group, not

24 your instruction -- or your discussions with Oracle's

25 counsel.                                                      10:21:00
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1 changes, that holds constant the other features.

2         Q.  How does the analysis hold all the other

3 features constant if all the other product features

4 aren't specified?

5         A.  The features that are not specified are held      10:32:10

6 constant by requesting that the consumer hold them

7 constant when making the decisions within the

8 questionnaire.

9             So the questionnaire presents the consumer

10 with product profiles and asks them based on the              10:32:27

11 profiles, these other features are held constant, which

12 of the profiles they would prefer.

13             And so the task doesn't involve the --

14 necessarily only the products that are actually

15 physically in the market with all of their feature sets.      10:32:44

16 It includes only the profiles that they're given.

17             And so that allows you to collect data that

18 allows you to make comparisons between the phones if the

19 other features were all held constant, and that allows

20 you to isolate the effect of a particular feature on the      10:33:01

21 choice decision.

22             Because what we're concerned about here in

23 this case is if all other features that are unrelated to

24 the case are held constant and you only changed a

25 feature, what that changes.                                   10:33:16
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