
Dropbox, Inc. and Microsoft Corp.
v.

Datanet, LLC
IPR2024-00080

Patent 10,585,850

Demonstratives of Petitioners Dropbox and Microsoft
February 13, 2025

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE



2

Summary of Grounds

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Petition (Paper 1), 2

Claim 
Construction 
Dispute
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Grounds 1-2

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Disputed elements:

• Element 1.4 – “responsive to a selection … retrieve the restorable representation … from the remote storage location”
                          POR (Paper 16), 17-31

• Element 19.3 – “previewing selected revision of said file … received from an Internet storage area network”  
                   POR (Paper 16), 31-32

• Claim 3 –  ”the application is in a read-only mode” 
        POR (Paper 16), 32-34

Petition (Paper 1), 2; see also id., 14-49
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Element 1.4

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

EX1001, 9:21-28 & 9:5-8;
EX1022 (claims listing) (emphasis added)

[1.4] “(C) responsive to a selection to restore the selected previous version, 

retrieving the restorable representation of the selected previous version from the remote storage 
location and 

storing the selected previous version by the computational machine as the current version on the 
local storage location, the selected previous version available from the restorable representation of 
the selected previous version”

 [1.2.iii] “the restorable representation having at least information required for recovering 
the version V by a computational machine with the current version being 
accessible”
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Element 1.4

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

POR misreads the “retrieving” step:

POR (Paper 16), 17-18
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POR on Grounds 1-2, Element 1.4

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

POR raises three arguments as to Element 1.4:

1. no “retrieving the restorable representation … from the remote storage location”

2. no retrieving and storing “responsive to a selection to restore”

3. “reconstruction of the disk (or file) is performed locally, on the user’s computer,” in Schneider

POR (Paper 16), 18-22

POR (Paper 16), 22-25

POR (Paper 16), 26;
see generally id. at 25-31
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Sur-Reply on Grounds 1-2, Element 1.4

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

In Sur-Reply, PO focuses on only its third argument:

 “reconstruction of these previous file versions is performed locally,” in Schneider

“this ‘simulated disk’ (or temporary folder), which is used to retrieve and store these reconstructed 
prior versions of files … is local to the user’s computer”

Sur-Reply (Paper 21), 9;
see generally id. at 8-10

Id. at 10
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POR Argument #1 (pages 18-22)

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

POR (Paper 16), 22 (highlighting added)



10

Institution Decision (Element 1.4)

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

DI (Paper 8), 21 (highlighting added) 
(cross-referencing DI, 11-17)
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The Schneider implementation presented by the Petition

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE
EX1004, ¶ 55 (highlighting added) (cited by Petition (Paper 1), 18)
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Schneider: storing historic states on external disk

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

EX1005, 113:9-21 (highlighting added) 
(cited by Petition (Paper 1), 16-17); 
see also Petition, 22-23

internal disk

external disk
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The POR elsewhere articulated the Petition’s theory

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

POR (Paper 16), 26 (highlighting added); 
see generally POR, 25-26 (citing Petition (Paper 1), 16-18); 
see also Reply, (Paper 19), 12
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The Reply

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

No dispute it was obvious to implement Schneider with external drive for file back-up:

Reply (Paper 19), 12-13 (highlighting added) (citing POR (Paper 16), 26) 
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POR Argument #2 (pages 22-25)

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

POR (Paper 16), 25-26 (highlighting added)
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Schneider: the “recovered file … replaces the current version”

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

EX1005, 130:10-17 (highlighting added)
(cited by Petition (Paper 1), 18; EX1004, ¶ 55)



17

Institution Decision

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

DI (Paper 8), 21 (highlighting added)
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Schneider: file retrieval

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

EX1005, 59:12-17 (cited by Reply (Paper 19), 12)
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Dr. Maier

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

EX1024, ¶ 23 (highlighting added)
(cited by Reply (Paper 19), 11-12)
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Dr. Maier

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

EX1024, ¶ 23 (highlighting 
added) (quoting EX1005, 
59:12-17 & 130:10-13) (cited 
by Reply (Paper 19), 11-12)

. . .
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Sur-Reply

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Sur-Reply (Paper 21), 9 
(highlighting added) (quoting Reply 
(Paper 19), 15-16 (bold added by 
Sur-Reply))
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POR Argument #3 (pages 25-31)

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

POR (Paper 16), 26 (highlighting added)

• POR focuses on where Schneider reconstruction occurs

• POR notes that reconstruction uses historic data retrieved from the history buffer
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POR: underlying data for “prior history versions of files” 
“may be obtained remotely” in Schneider

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

POR (Paper 16), 32 (highlighting added)
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Sur-Reply

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Sur-Reply (Paper 21), 9 (highlighting added)
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Schneider: view contents of old file versions, then discard

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

EX1005, 60:21-29 (highlighting added)
(cited by Petition (Paper 1), 18; EX1004, ¶ 55)
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Schneider: create simulated disk in response to selection to retrieve

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

EX1005, 59:12-17 (highlighting added) 
(cited by Reply (Paper 19), 12)
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Dr. Maier: viewing in Schneider, followed by restore

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

EX1024, ¶28 (highlighting added) 
(cited by Reply (Paper 19), 16)
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Dr. Maier: simulated disk retrieves from the remote drive history buffer

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

EX1024, ¶22 (highlighting added)
(cited by Reply (Paper 19), 10)

. . .
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Schneider “simulated or virtual drive”

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

EX1005, 15:20-29 (cited by Petition (Paper 1), 30; see also POR (Paper 16), 29)
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Schneider virtual drive

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

EX1005, Fig. 2 (cited by Petition (Paper 1), 30; EX1004, ¶¶ 52, 71)
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Schneider: storing historic states on external disk

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

EX1005, FIG. 47G (cropped from bottom 
for readability, highlighting added)
(cited by Petition (Paper 1), 23-24; 
EX1004, ¶ 64)
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Claim 3

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

EX1001, 9:33-34; see also EX1022 (claims listing)

 [3] “The method of claim 2, wherein the application is in a read-only mode.”

Reply (Paper 19), 19



Claim Construction
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Claim 1

EX1001, 8:63-9:28 
(highlighting added)

1. A method of restoring a file to a previous version of the file, a current version of the file being available at a local 
storage location, comprising the steps of:

 (A) presenting information for a collection of one or more previous versions of the file, the information for the 
collection including information indicative of at least one or more of previous versions of the file, wherein a 
restorable representation of each version, V, of the previous versions, is retrievable from a remote storage location, 
the restorable representation having at least information required for recovering the version V by a computational 
machine with the current version being accessible, the remote storage location being accessible through a network;
 (B) responsive to a selection to preview a selected previous version of the file based on the presented 
information for the collection of (A), presenting a presentable representation of the selected previous version, the 
selected previous version being one of the previous versions of the file in the presented information for the 
collection, the presentable representation having at least information required for presenting at least a portion of 
the selected previous version by the computation machine with the current version being accessible; and
 (C) responsive to a selection to restore the selected previous version, retrieving the restorable representation of 
the selected previous version from the remote storage location and storing the selected previous version by the 
computational machine as the current version on the local storage location, the selected previous version available 
from the restorable representation of the selected previous version.



35DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Element 1.4

EX1001, 9:21-28 
(highlighting disputed language)

(C) responsive to a selection to restore the selected previous version, retrieving the 
restorable representation of the selected previous version from the remote storage 
location and storing the selected previous version by the computational machine as
the current version on the local storage location, the selected previous version 
available from the restorable representation of the selected previous version. 
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Claim Construction

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Disputed term in Element 1.4

storing the selected previous version by the computational machine as the current version 
on the local storage location

PO’s proposed construction? 

storing the selected previous version by the computational machine as the current version 
on the local storage location and automatically reflecting back the now-current local 
version in the remote storage location so that parity exists between the current version 
on the local storage location and the current version on the remote storage location

See POR (Paper 16), 12-14 & 36; Sur-Reply (Paper 21), 2-6 & 13; 
see also POR, 3.
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Dr. Jawadi

EX1027, 100:20-24 (highlighting added) (cited by Sur-Reply (Paper 21), 5) 
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Claim Construction

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Disputed claim term in Element 19.5: 

restoring selected another revision of said file following said previewing step

PO’s proposed construction: 

[T]he “selected another revision of said file” automatically becomes the most recent 
version in time on both the local machine and the “Internet storage area network”

See POR (Paper 16), 14-15; 
Sur-Reply (Paper 21), 6-7



Grounds 3-4
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Grounds 3-4

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Ground 3: claims 1-8, 10-16, 18-21 obvious over Sweat (EX1006)

Ground 4: claims 9 and 17 obvious over Sweat and Schneider
Petition (Paper 1), 2 & 50-73

Elements in dispute:

• Elements 1.4 & 19.5 – turns entirely on claim construction issue   POR (Paper 16), 36-38 & 38-39

• Claims 2, 3, 11 –  “presented using an application that created the file or the selected previous version”
                 POR (Paper 16), 39-40
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Grounds 3-4: independent claims obvious under the proper construction

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Reply (Paper 19), 22 (highlighting added)
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Grounds 3-4: claim 2

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Claim 2
The method of claim 1, wherein, for the presenting of (B), the presentable 
representation is presented using an application that created the file or the selected 
previous version. 

EX1001, 9:29-32
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Grounds 3-4: claim 2

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

EX1006, 23:38-41 (highlighting added) (quoted by POR (Paper 16), 40)
(cited by Petition (Paper 1), 62)

Sweat teaches a viewer to view files

EX1006, 23:47-51 (highlighting added) (quoted by POR (Paper 16), 39-40) 
(cited by Reply (Paper 19), 23-24)
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Grounds 3-4: claim 2

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

EX1006, 23:29-33 (highlighting added) (cited by Reply (Paper 19), 24)

Sweat identifies AutoCAD® as a “drawing/viewing software utilized by the viewer”

Sweat describes using its software to “create, view, or edit” files

EX1006, 11:13-14 (highlighting added) (cited by Reply (Paper 19), 25)
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Dr. Maier

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

EX1024, ¶ 39 (highlighting added) 
(cited by Reply (Paper 19), 25)

. . .
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Dr. Maier

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

EX1024, ¶ 39 (highlighting added) (cited by Reply (Paper 19), 25)



Appendix
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State of the Art: no meaningful distinction between local / remote file backup

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

EX1004, ¶ 34 (highlighting added); 
see also id., ¶ 35
(cited by Petition (Paper 1), 5-6
(cross-referenced by Petition, 24-25))

. . .
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Known benefits of backing up to a remote external disk

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

EX1004, ¶ 66 (highlighting added)
(cited by Petition (Paper 1), 26); see 
also DI (Paper 8), 17 (“On this 
record, the external storage 
shortcomings do not nullify the 
benefits motivating external 
storage...[and] Petitioner has shown 
a reasonable likelihood that 
Schneider teaches or suggests 
[Element 1.2.ii].”))

. . .
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Schneider: “invention” implemented at either file or sector level

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

EX1005, 24:1-2 (highlighting added) (cited by Petition (Paper 1), 16; DI (Paper 8), 14) 

EX1005, 10:25-26 (highlighting added) (cited by Petition (Paper 1), 18; DI (Paper 8), 14) 
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Institution Decision (Element 1.2.ii)

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

DI (Paper 8), 14 (highlighting 
added)
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Institution Decision (Element 1.2.ii)

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

DI (Paper 8), 16 (highlighting 
added)
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Institution Decision (Element 1.2.ii)

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

DI (Paper 8), 17
(highlighting added)
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Schneider: history buffer to recover previous file versions

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

EX1005, 31:19-24 (highlighting added)
(as quoted by DI (Paper 8), 14) (cited by Petition (Paper 1), 19)
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Schneider: file-based approach saves “original states of recent changes”

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

EX1005, 24:7-10  (highlighting added) (cited by Petition (Paper 1), 21)

EX1005, 109:7-8 (highlighting added) (cited by Petition (Paper 1), 21)
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Schneider: saves either entire file state or portions

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

EX1005, 24:22-24 (highlighting added) (cited by Petition (Paper 1), 23)
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Schneider teaches backing up entire files

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

EX1024, ¶27 (highlighting added) 
(cited by Reply (Paper 19), 15)

Schneider: 
“[T]he present invention at the file level 
only seeks to allow access to the saved 
backup file copies and not simulate an 
entirely reverted disk.” 

EX1005, 25:4-6 (emphasis added)
(cited by Reply (Paper 19), 15)
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Schneider: “take advantage” of more historic data on external disk

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

EX1005, 113:26-28 (highlighting added) (cited by Petition (Paper 1), 17)
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Schneider: view list of prior versions of a file

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

EX1005, 60:3-5 (highlighting added)
(cited by Petition (Paper 1), 18; EX1004, ¶ 55)
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221 Provisional

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Describes features as “optional”:

EX1003, 139 (highlighting added) (cited by Reply (Paper 19), 3) 

EX1003, 156 (highlighting added) (cited by Reply (Paper 19), 3) 

EX1003, 161 (highlighting added) (cited by Reply (Paper 19), 3-4)
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221 Provisional

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

EX1003, 37 (highlighting 
added)(cited by Reply (Paper 
19), 6); see also EX1024, ¶ 19 
(cited by Reply, 6)

Describes backup before restoring:
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221 Provisional

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Describes backup before restoring:

Sur-Reply (Paper 21), 4-5 (highlighting added)
(quoting EX1003, 147) (bold and italics added by Sur-Reply)
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221 Provisional

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

EX1003, 147 (highlighting added) (cited by Reply (Paper 19), 4; Sur-Reply (Paper 21), 4) 
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Sur-Reply Focuses On the Wrong Language

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Sur-Reply (Paper 21), 3 (highlighting added)
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