
CISCO SYSTEMS, INC. Petitioner, 
v. 
ZILKR CLOUD TECHNOLOGIES, LLC, Patent Owner

Case No. IPR2023-00822

Theo Foster and Eugene Goryunov
Haynes and Boone, LLP

September 10, 2024

U.S. Patent No. 9,883,047

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE
1

Ex.1021 / IPR2023-00822

Cisco Systems, Inc. v. Zilkr Cloud Techs., LLC



’047 Patent - Claim 1
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Key Points

! Claim construction

! Raleigh renders obvious:

! a “subscription request for a service for a group plan” [1.1]-[1.2]

! an “activation request,” ”activation response,” “associating the service,” and “providing 
access to the service” [1.4]-[1.7]

! a “second activation request” and a “second activation response” [1.10]-[1.11]

! the “third party application communicates with the network provider system through the 
unified services platform system” [5.2]
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’047 patent, claim 1, 30:41-67 (discussed in Reply at 6-7).
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* * ** * *

“subscription request for a service for a group plan” [1.1]-[1.2]



“subscription request for a service for a group plan” [1.1]-[1.2]

Sur-Reply at 1, 5.
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Patent Owner Sur-Reply



“subscription request for a service for a group plan” [1.1]-[1.2]
Patent Owner Response
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Patent Owner Response at 12-13.



“subscription request for a service for a group plan” [1.1]-[1.2]

Ex.1020, ¶15 (cited in Reply at 8).
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Houh Supplemental Declaration



“activation request,” “activation response,” “associating the 
service,” and “providing access to the service” [1.4]-[1.7]

’047 patent, claim 1, 30:41-43 (discussed in Patent Owner Response at 12), 
30:1-3 (discussed in Reply at 10).
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“activation request,” “activation response,” “associating the 
service,” and “providing access to the service” [1.4]-[1.7]

Sur-Reply at 6.
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Patent Owner Sur-Reply



“the service” [1.10]

’047 patent, claim 1; Sur-Reply at 8.

10DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT - NOT EVIDENCE

Patent Owner Sur-Reply



Key Points

! Claim construction

! Raleigh renders obvious:

! a “subscription request for a service for a group plan” [1.1]-[1.2]

! an “activation request,” ”activation response,” “associating the service,” and “providing 
access to the service” [1.4]-[1.7]

! a “second activation request” and a “second activation response” [1.10]-[1.11]

! the “third party application communicates with the network provider system through the 
unified services platform system” [5.2]
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Raleigh’s “subscription request for a service” [1.1]
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Raleigh

Ex.1005, Fig. 36A, [1846], [1850], [0381]
(cited in Petition at 22-25, Ex.1003, ¶¶64, 68, 70, Reply at 16).



Raleigh’s “service for a group plan” [1.1]
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Ex.1005, Figs. 3B, 11A, 11D (cited in Petition at 25, 28, Ex.1003, ¶¶70, 77).

Service Plan Examples Master User Manages Master Service Account



Raleigh’s “activation request for the group plan” [1.4]
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Ex.1005, Fig. 35A, [1840] 
(cited in Petition at 34, Ex.1003, ¶91, Reply at 15-16).

* * *

Raleigh



Raleigh’s “activation response” [1.5]
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Ex.1005, Fig. 35A, [1840] (cited in Petition at 35, Ex.1003, ¶94); 
Ex.1005, [1843] (cited in Reply at 16).

* * *

Raleigh



Raleigh’s “associating the service” [1.6]
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Ex.1005, Fig. 36B, [1846], [1852] 
(cited in Petition at 36-37, Ex.1003, ¶¶96-97, Reply at 16).

Raleigh



Raleigh’s “providing access to the service” [1.7]
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* * *

Raleigh

Ex.1005, Fig. 36B, [1852] (cited in Petition at 38-39, Ex.1003, ¶¶103-104), 
[1844] (cited in Reply at 16).

* * *



Raleigh’s Integrated Process
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Ex.1005, [1846], [0370] (cited in Petition at 22, 33, Ex.1003, ¶¶64, 89-90).

Raleigh



Raleigh’s Integrated Process
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Ex.1003, ¶¶51, 54 (cited in Petition at 18-19, Reply at 16); Reply at 16.

Petitioner Reply

Houh Declaration



’047 Patent Sharing Services with a Group

Reply at 17; Ex.1001, 30:29-31, 31:39-40 (cited in Reply at 17).
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Petitioner’s Reply ’047 patent



Raleigh Allocates Discrete Portions of a Service Plan

Ex.1005, [0806], Fig. 11G (cited in Reply at 18-19).
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* * *



Raleigh Provides Services from Multiple Service Providers [1.9]
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Ex.1005, Fig. 15I, [0381] (cited in Petition at 41-42, 44 and Ex.1003, ¶¶112, 118); Ex.1003, ¶112.

Raleigh

Raleigh

Houh Declaration



Raleigh’s ASPI implemented by “unified services platform system” [5.2]

Ex.1005, Fig. 1AH; Ex.1003, ¶151 (cited in Petition at 56-58 and Reply at 26-27).
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Raleigh Houh Declaration
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