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’517 Patent Overview

2DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Ex. 1001, Cover

Ex. 1001, Cover,

20 Claims 
(1, 9, and 17 independent)

Claims priority to provisional filed
Sept. 28, 2001

POLICY-BASED CONTENT DELIVERY 
NETWORK SELECTION
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3DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE
Ex. 1001, Cover, 1:7-23, 31:24-34:28; Pet., 5-8; POPR, 12-14; DI, 14; Ex. 1003, ¶47-49; Ex. 2015, ¶54-57. 

’517 Patent – Priority Date

Earliest priority date
Earliest application disclosing “one or more resource nodes 
[being] … mail exchange (MX) records” as recited in 
independent claims

All references §102(b) art under earliest priority date

Patent Owner admits all references §102(e) art regardless
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Grounds of Obviousness – All Claims Challenged

4DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Ground Claims Challenged References 
1 1, 4-9, and 12-20 Beaumont + Hasan
2 2, 3, 10, and 11 Beaumont + Hasan + Biliris

3A 1-20 Ben-Shaul
3B 1-20 Ben-Shaul + Hasan

Pet., 2; DI, 6.

• All claims of the ’517 patent are challenged

• All claims rise or fall with claim 1
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Overview of Claim 1

5DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE
Pet., 3-5; Ex. 1001, 3:57-4:21, 4:35-51, Fig. 1. 

[1.pre.i] 1. A method, operable in a framework in which an adaptive traffic control name server network 
implements policy-based traffic direction,

[1.pre.ii] the name server network comprising at least one domain name server comprising hardware 
in combination with software and constructed and adapted to provide adaptive policy-based 
domain name service, the method comprising:

A client requests access to content and a 
DNS server returns an address of a 

server selected according to policy

name server network

adaptive traffic control policies

DNS server
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Ex-1001, 24:8-12

Overview of Claim 1

6DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE
Pet., 3-5; Ex. 1001, 9:1-8, 17:33-45, 25:8-25, Fig. 10b. 

[1.a] (A) providing a graphical user interface (GUI);

[1.b] (B) using said GUI to obtain at least one policy for direction of network traffic, wherein the GUI supports the setting 
of said at least one policy using a decision tree representing rules; and

exemplary GUI

exemplary decision tree

Ex-1001, Fig. 9a

Ex-1001, Fig. 10b
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Overview of Claim 1

7DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE
Pet., 3-5; Ex. 1001, 4:35-51, Fig. 1. 

[1.c] (C) providing said at least one policy to the name server network,

DNS server accesses and stores policies in 
policy database 124.

name server network
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Overview of Claim 1

8DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE
Pet., 3-5; Ex. 1001, 9:1-8, 17:33-45, 25:8-25, Fig. 10b. 

[1.d] wherein the decision tree comprises one or more resource nodes, and one or more branch nodes, wherein the one or 
more resource nodes specify one or more answers to be provided in response to a Domain Name Service (DNS) request, 
and wherein the one or more branch nodes specify one or more decision criteria to be applied, and

[1.e.i] wherein the GUI supports the specification of:
(i) one or more answers for the one or more resource nodes, and

[1.e.ii] (ii) one or more decision criteria for the one or more branch nodes,
wherein the one or more criteria are selected from criteria related to: world zones, countries, states, time zones, and 
blocks of Internet Protocol (IP) addresses, and

[1.f] wherein the one or more resource nodes are selected from: IP addresses, canonical name (CNAME) records, mail 
exchange (MX) records, name server (NS) records, and load sharing server sets; and

[1.g] wherein the answers are selected from: IP addresses and CNAMEs.

exemplary branch node /decision criteria

exemplary resource node/answer
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Overview of Claim 1

9DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE
Pet., 3-5; Ex. 1001, 9:1-8, 17:33-45, 25:8-25, Fig. 10b. 

Branch nodes

Decision criteria 

GUI supports specification of decision 
criteria selected from:
• World zones
• Countries
• States
• Time zones
• Blocks of IP addresses

Resource nodes

Answers to DNS requests

Selected from IP addresses, CNAME 
records, MX records, NS records, load 
sharing server sets

GUI supports specification of answers 
for the resource nodes selected from:
• IP addresses
• CNAME records

Decision tree representing rules

[1.d] wherein the decision tree comprises one or more resource nodes, and one or more branch nodes, wherein the one or 
more resource nodes specify one or more answers to be provided in response to a Domain Name Service (DNS) request, 
and wherein the one or more branch nodes specify one or more decision criteria to be applied, and

[1.e.i] wherein the GUI supports the specification of:
(i) one or more answers for the one or more resource nodes, and

[1.e.ii] (ii) one or more decision criteria for the one or more branch nodes,
wherein the one or more criteria are selected from criteria related to: world zones, countries, states, time zones, and 
blocks of Internet Protocol (IP) addresses, and

[1.f] wherein the one or more resource nodes are selected from: IP addresses, canonical name (CNAME) records, mail 
exchange (MX) records, name server (NS) records, and load sharing server sets; and

[1.g] wherein the answers are selected from: IP addresses and CNAMEs.
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Disputed Claim Limitations

10

Element Representative Independent Claim 1 

[1.pre.i] 1. A method, operable in a framework in which an adaptive traffic control name server 
network implements policy-based traffic direction,

[1.pre.ii] the name server network comprising at least one domain name server comprising 
hardware in combination with software and constructed and adapted to provide adaptive 
policy-based domain name service, the method comprising:

[1.a] (A) providing a graphical user interface (GUI);

[1.b] (B) using said GUI to obtain at least one policy for direction of network traffic, wherein 
the GUI supports the setting of said at least one policy using a decision tree 
representing rules; and

[1.c] (C) providing said at least one policy to the name server network,

[1.d] wherein the decision tree comprises one or more resource nodes, and one or more 
branch nodes, wherein the one or more resource nodes specify one or more 
answers to be provided in response to a Domain Name Service (DNS) request, and 
wherein the one or more branch nodes specify one or more decision criteria to be 
applied, and

[1.e] wherein the GUI supports the specification of:
(i) one or more answers for the one or more resource nodes, and

[1.f] (ii) one or more decision criteria for the one or more branch nodes,

[1.g] wherein the one or more criteria are selected from criteria related to: 
world zones, countries, states, time zones, and blocks of Internet Protocol 
(IP) addresses, and

[1.h] wherein the one or more resource nodes are selected from: IP addresses, 
canonical name (CNAME) records, mail exchange (MX) records, name 
server (NS) records, and load sharing server sets; and wherein the answers 
are selected from: IP addresses and CNAMEs.

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

The references teach a 
policy

The references teach 
setting the policy using a 

decision tree GUI

Hasan is analogous art

Pet., 81-82; Ex. 1001, 31:24-56. Page 10 of 37



Disputed Claim Limitations

11DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Element Representative Independent Claim 1 

[1.pre.i] 1. A method, operable in a framework in which an adaptive traffic control name server 
network implements policy-based traffic direction,

[1.pre.ii] the name server network comprising at least one domain name server comprising 
hardware in combination with software and constructed and adapted to provide adaptive 
policy-based domain name service, the method comprising:

[1.a] (A) providing a graphical user interface (GUI);

[1.b] (B) using said GUI to obtain at least one policy for direction of network traffic, wherein 
the GUI supports the setting of said at least one policy using a decision tree 
representing rules; and

[1.c] (C) providing said at least one policy to the name server network,

[1.d] wherein the decision tree comprises one or more resource nodes, and one or more 
branch nodes, wherein the one or more resource nodes specify one or more 
answers to be provided in response to a Domain Name Service (DNS) request, and 
wherein the one or more branch nodes specify one or more decision criteria to be 
applied, and

[1.e] wherein the GUI supports the specification of:
(i) one or more answers for the one or more resource nodes, and

[1.f] (ii) one or more decision criteria for the one or more branch nodes,

[1.g] wherein the one or more criteria are selected from criteria related to: 
world zones, countries, states, time zones, and blocks of Internet Protocol 
(IP) addresses, and

[1.h] wherein the one or more resource nodes are selected from: IP addresses, 
canonical name (CNAME) records, mail exchange (MX) records, name 
server (NS) records, and load sharing server sets; and wherein the answers 
are selected from: IP addresses and CNAMEs.

The references teach a 
policy

The references teach 
setting the policy using a 

decision tree GUI

Hasan is analogous art

Pet., 81-82; Ex. 1001, 31:24-56. Page 11 of 37



Disputed Combination with Hasan

12DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

The references teach a 
policy

The references teach 
setting the policy using a 

decision tree GUI

Element Representative Independent Claim 1 

[1.pre.i] 1. A method, operable in a framework in which an adaptive traffic control name server 
network implements policy-based traffic direction,

[1.pre.ii] the name server network comprising at least one domain name server comprising 
hardware in combination with software and constructed and adapted to provide adaptive 
policy-based domain name service, the method comprising:

[1.a] (A) providing a graphical user interface (GUI);

[1.b] (B) using said GUI to obtain at least one policy for direction of network traffic, wherein 
the GUI supports the setting of said at least one policy using a decision tree 
representing rules; and

[1.c] (C) providing said at least one policy to the name server network,

[1.d] wherein the decision tree comprises one or more resource nodes, and one or more 
branch nodes, wherein the one or more resource nodes specify one or more 
answers to be provided in response to a Domain Name Service (DNS) request, and 
wherein the one or more branch nodes specify one or more decision criteria to be 
applied, and

[1.e] wherein the GUI supports the specification of:
(i) one or more answers for the one or more resource nodes, and

[1.f] (ii) one or more decision criteria for the one or more branch nodes,

[1.g] wherein the one or more criteria are selected from criteria related to: 
world zones, countries, states, time zones, and blocks of Internet Protocol 
(IP) addresses, and

[1.h] wherein the one or more resource nodes are selected from: IP addresses, 
canonical name (CNAME) records, mail exchange (MX) records, name 
server (NS) records, and load sharing server sets; and wherein the answers 
are selected from: IP addresses and CNAMEs.

Hasan is analogous art

Pet., 81-82; Ex. 1001, 31:24-56. Page 12 of 37



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 13

Ground 1
Section 103: Beaumont + Hasan
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Beaumont + Hasan Policy

14DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE
Pet., 9-11, 15-16, 18; Ex. 1003, ¶78. 

Beaumont client requests access to content;
DNS server returns address of server selected according to policy 

name server network

DNS server

Beaumont, Fig. 1

Beaumont’s rules are set through preference 
numbers and these rules are stored at the DNS 

server 

Beaumont

Beaumont, Fig.4

Beaumont, [0031]
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Beaumont + Hasan Decision Tree GUI

15DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

HasanBeaumont

Beaumont, [0031]

Hasan, Fig. 6A

Pet., 13-14, 16-18; Reply, 10-11, 16-18.
.

Users enter preference numbers used by rules in Beaumont table, which “can be a 
tree” like Hasan’s “familiar tree structure” GUI

Beaumont, [0023]

Hasan, 8:22-25

Lin, ¶ 69

A POSITA would have been motivated to 
combine Beaumont and Hasan to 

incorporate Hasan’s GUI for setting 
policies and rules

Page 15 of 37



Beaumont + Hasan Decision Tree GUI

16DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE
Pet., 18-22; Reply, 11-13. 

Inputting preference numbers in Beaumont-Hasan decision-tree GUI “supports the 
specification” of
• branch nodes/decision criteria, including geographical areas and IP address blocks
• resource nodes/answers, including IP addresses 

Beaumont

Beaumont, Fig. 3

branch nodes/
decision criteria

resource nodes/answers

Beaumont, [0024]

Beaumont, [0031]

Beaumont, [0003]

Page 16 of 37



Petitioner’s Beaumont Arguments Are Not New
[1.b] “using said GUI to obtain at least one policy for direction of network traffic”

17DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Patent Owner Sur-Reply
“Petitioner’s Reply argues for the first time that Beaumont’s separate ‘rule[s] for selecting the best content delivery server’ are actually 
the claimed policies.” Sur-reply, 6-7

Petitioner has consistently cited Beaumont’s “rule[s]” as 
the claimed policy — this is not a new argument

Lin, ¶ 73

Pet., 22

Pet., 18

Lin, ¶ 77

Lin, ¶ 90Lin, ¶ 69

Pet. 16-22; Reply, 6-9. Page 17 of 37



Changing Beaumont’s Preferences Changes the Policy
[1.b] “using said GUI to obtain at least one policy for direction of network traffic”

18DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Patent Owner Sur-Reply
“Inputting preference numbers … does not change the rule; it merely changes variables used in applying the rule.” Sur-reply, 9.

’517 Patent

Ex-1001, Fig. 9a

The ’517 patent supports setting policies by changing underlying values in the 
same way

Ex-1001, 24:8-12

Ex-1001, 27:60-64

Beaumont

Beaumont, Fig. 3

Pet. 16-22; Reply, 6-9. Page 18 of 37



Patent Owner Mischaracterizes Beaumont-Hasan
[1.b] “wherein the GUI supports the setting of said at least one policy using a decision tree representing rules”

19DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Beaumont Hasan

Hasan, Fig. 6A

Beaumont teaches the underlying logic and 
decision tree

Hasan provides a GUI for grouping 
servers and specifying preferences

Patent Owner’s Beaumont-Hasan arguments ignore the combination

Patent Owner Response
“Hasan’s GUI does not represent rules, nor does it have any underlying logic for implementing a decision tree. 
… Rather, the tree merely provides a convenient ‘view’ of the data center objects.” POR, 30.

Patent Owner Sur-Reply
“Simply arranging servers in a GUI does not satisfy this requirement. … [G]rouping servers in the Beaumont-
Hasan GUI affects only the topology of the servers within the GUI, not the logic that governs server selection.” 
Sur-reply, 16.

Pet. 17-20; Reply, 11-13. 

Beaumont, Fig. 3

Page 19 of 37



Patent Owner Demands More than Claimed
[1.b] “wherein the GUI supports the setting of said at least one policy using a decision tree representing rules”

20DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Patent Owner Response
“Hasan’s GUI at most allows users to edit policies for respective data center 
objects. The policies themselves are not hierarchical. They are not related nor 
do they depend on one another.” POR, 30.

“The structure of the topology (e.g., the tree structure) does not itself 
represent a policy hierarchy, nor does it represent any rules, as required by the 
claims.” POR, 30.

The claims do not 
require a “policy 
hierarchy”

Pet. 17-20; Reply, 11-13. 

Patent Owner attempts to read additional limitations into the claims

Page 20 of 37



’517 Patent

Ex-1001, 24:8-12

Patent Owner Demands More than Claimed
[1.b] “wherein the GUI supports the setting of said at least one policy using a decision tree representing rules”

21DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

The ’517 patent confirms that 
updating preference values or 
setting groupings is enough

Patent Owner attempts to read additional limitations into the claims

Patent Owner Sur-Reply

“The combined GUI does not enable users to specify rules or logic that govern 
server selection. … As explained, server selection is governed by Beaumont’s 
separate, fixed software that is not user configurable.”  Sur-reply, 15.

The claims do not 
require that every 
policy be coded from 
scratch or entirely 
input through the 
GUI

Pet. 17-20; Reply, 11-13. Page 21 of 37



22DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Patent Owner’s complaint that Petitioner relies on the preference values for 
multiple elements is factually and legally incorrect

Patent Owner’s Sur-Reply
“The claimed policy, decision criteria, and answers are distinct claim elements. … By pointing to the preference values for each 
element, Petitioner fails to show that the Beaumont-Hasan GUI teaches these three distinct elements.” Sur-reply, 19

Google LLC v. Pers. Audio, LLC, 743 F. App’x 978, 985 (Fed. Cir. 2018)

Affirming “the principle that in infringement or obviousness analysis, a single element, feature, or 
mechanism can ordinarily satisfy multiple claim limitations, including by performing multiple 
claimed functions”

Patent Owner’s Sur-Reply Arguments Fail
[1.b] “wherein the GUI supports the setting of said at least one policy using a decision tree representing rules”

Pet. 17-22.Page 22 of 37



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Grounds 3A and 3B
Section 103: Ben-Shaul (+ Hasan)

23Page 23 of 37



Ben-Shaul (+ Hasan) Policy

24DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Ben-Shaul’s client requests access to content; the EdgeDNS server returns address 
of an edge server selected according to DNS directives (policy)

Pet., 39-41, 43-46, 46-52; Reply 18-23.

Ben-Shaul

Ben-Shaul, [0041]

Ben-Shaul, [0177]

name server network

DNS server

Page 24 of 37



Ben-Shaul (+ Hasan) Policy

25DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Ben-Shaul’s DNS directives are provided to the DNS 
network by policy control server 42

Ben-Shaul, [0177], Fig. 4

Ben-Shaul, Fig. 6

Pet., 52; Reply, 25-26. 

Ben-Shaul, [0182]

Page 25 of 37



Ben-Shaul (+ Hasan) Decision Tree GUI

26DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Ben-Shaul alone or with Hasan discloses multiple GUIs that support setting policy 
using a decision tree 

Ben-Shaul’s Front Edge Tool

Ben-Shaul, Fig. 10

Ben-Shaul, [0309]

Ben-Shaul’s CDML Editor

Ben-Shaul, [0182]

Pet., 46-52; Reply, 18-23. Page 26 of 37



Ben-Shaul (+ Hasan) Decision Tree GUI

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

The Petition asserts three GUIs:

A POSITA  would have been motivated to incorporate Hasan’s GUI into 
Ben-Shaul to provide a “familiar tree structure” in setting policy directives

Lin, ¶¶ 166-168

Ben-Shaul’s front edge tool GUI supports the setting of policies. 

Lin, ¶ 162

Ben-Shaul’s
Front Edge Tool

1

A POSITA would have been motivated to implement Ben-Shaul’s CDML 
editor in the same hierarchical format as the front edge tool 

Lin, ¶ 164

Ben-Shaul “Single GUI”2

Ben-Shaul-Hasan GUI3

27
Pet., 46-52; Reply, 18-23. Page 27 of 37



Ben-Shaul (+ Hasan) Decision Tree GUI

28

Ben-Shaul’s front edge tool enables forming a decision tree of “logical aggregations of 
nodes” for regional and group differentiation in which the edge servers are “leaves”

Ben-Shaul

Ben-Shaul, Fig. 10

branch nodes/decision criteria

resource nodes/answers

Pet., 52-58; Reply, 18-25. 

Ben-Shaul, [0041]

answers in the form of IP addresses

Ben-Shaul, [0082]

decision criteria that differentiate delivery based 
on geographical regions and server groupings, and

Grouping servers through Ben-Shaul’s GUIs supports the specification of:

Page 28 of 37



The Ben-Shaul-Hasan GUIs Set DNS Policy 
[1.b] “using said GUI to obtain at least one policy for direction of network traffic”

29DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

The additional DNS functions Patent Owner cites are superfluous at best

Patent Owner Response
DNS cache registration:

“The EdgeDNS stores resource records that map IP addresses to 
domains … [and] accesses these resource records to resolve DNS 
requests.” POR, 49 (citing Ben-Shaul, [0176]).

Ben-Shaul

Dynamic cache replacement:

“In response to receiving a DNS request, the EdgeDNS merely 
accesses these resource records to determine the IP address 
mapped to the requested domain.” POR, 51-52.

Described as a “special service[],” 
separate from DNS duties

This description confirms the EdgeDNS 
is controlled by DNS directives Ben-Shaul, [0176]

Ben-Shaul, [0359]-[0360]

Pet. 47-52; Reply, 18-23. Page 29 of 37



30DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Ben-Shaul Teaches Adaptive Policy-based DNS
[1.d] “at least one domain name server … constructed and adapted to provide adaptive policy-based domain name service”

Patent Owner Response

Petitioner “cites only to Ben-Shaul paragraph 65 for support. … But paragraph 65 describes conditions for when an edge server may 
pre-fetch content from its corresponding origin server. It does not describe domain name service functionality.” POR, 60.

Ben-Shaul

Ben-Shaul, [0070]

Pet., 44

Patent Owner mischaracterizes the Petition in arguing
Ben-Shaul does not apply adaptive policies

Pet. 43-46; Reply, 26. Page 30 of 37



Ben-Shaul Teaches GUIs for Setting Policy 
[1.b] “using said GUI to obtain at least one policy for direction of network traffic”

31DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Dr. Lin’s testimony does not support Patent Owner’s arguments

Patent Owner Response
Paragraph 44 “describes edge server 
functionality … . It does not describe 
techniques for resolving DNS requests.” 
POR, 56 (citing Dr. Lin’s testimony for 
support).

Dr. Lin

“[A]s Dr. Lin acknowledged, Ben-Shaul’s 
EdgeDNS does not resolve DNS requests 
using policies.” POR, 54 (citing EX2018, 
213:1-215:4).

Ex-2018, 230, 10-15

Ex-2018, 214:18-215:4

Pet. 47-52; Reply, 18-23. Page 31 of 37



DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Hasan Is Analogous Art

32Page 32 of 37



Independent Claims

33DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

The references teach a 
policy

The references teach 
setting the policy using a 

decision tree GUI

Element Representative Independent Claim 1 

[1.pre.i] 1. A method, operable in a framework in which an adaptive traffic control name server 
network implements policy-based traffic direction,

[1.pre.ii] the name server network comprising at least one domain name server comprising 
hardware in combination with software and constructed and adapted to provide adaptive 
policy-based domain name service, the method comprising:

[1.a] (A) providing a graphical user interface (GUI);

[1.b] (B) using said GUI to obtain at least one policy for direction of network traffic, wherein 
the GUI supports the setting of said at least one policy using a decision tree 
representing rules; and

[1.c] (C) providing said at least one policy to the name server network,

[1.d] wherein the decision tree comprises one or more resource nodes, and one or more 
branch nodes, wherein the one or more resource nodes specify one or more 
answers to be provided in response to a Domain Name Service (DNS) request, and 
wherein the one or more branch nodes specify one or more decision criteria to be 
applied, and

[1.e] wherein the GUI supports the specification of:
(i) one or more answers for the one or more resource nodes, and

[1.f] (ii) one or more decision criteria for the one or more branch nodes,

[1.g] wherein the one or more criteria are selected from criteria related to: 
world zones, countries, states, time zones, and blocks of Internet Protocol 
(IP) addresses, and

[1.h] wherein the one or more resource nodes are selected from: IP addresses, 
canonical name (CNAME) records, mail exchange (MX) records, name 
server (NS) records, and load sharing server sets; and wherein the answers 
are selected from: IP addresses and CNAMEs.

Hasan is analogous art

Sanofi-Aventis Deutschland GmbH v. Mylan Pharms. Inc., 66 F.4th 1373, 1377 (Fed. Cir. 2023).

Hasan is analogous if it is either:

(1) from the same field of endeavor as the ’517 patent, or

(2) reasonably pertinent to the particular problem solved by the ’517 patent.

Pet., 81-82; Ex. 1001, 31:24-56. Page 33 of 37



Hasan Is from the Same Field of Endeavor

34DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Patent Owner Response
“The ’517 patent’s field of endeavor is thus DNS services for directing network traffic.” POR, 9.

Patent Owner’s asserted field specific to DNS services is overly narrow

Patent Owner Sur-Reply
“Although the specification contemplates ‘a number of 
different scenarios in which the invention might be 
deployed,’ these scenarios merely describe different 
deployment contexts for the same DNS-based traffic 
direction techniques.” Sur-reply, 3.

’517 Patent

Ex-1001, 2:8-21

DNS

Not 
DNS

Ex-1001, 3:16-20
Unwired Planet, LLC v. Google Inc., 841 F.3d 995, 1001 (Fed. Cir. 2016)

“The field of endeavor of a patent is not limited to the specific point of novelty, the 
narrowest possible conception of the field, or the particular focus within a given field.”

Pet., 11-14; Reply, 2-4. Page 34 of 37



Hasan Is from the Same Field of Endeavor

35DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Hasan

Even if the field of endeavor is 
DNS services, Hasan discloses a 

VPN application allowing 
protocols to pass through to 

change DNS settings

Hasan, 17:42-46

Hasan, 17:57-65

Pet., 11-14; Reply, 4-5. Page 35 of 37



Hasan Is Nonetheless “Reasonably Pertinent”

36DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Patent Owner Response
“The ’517 patent thus addresses the problem of how to distribute network requests from end users to the appropriate servers in a 
manner that provides a good end-user experience.” POR, 14-15

Patent Owner Sur-Reply
“Hasan is not reasonably pertinent to the problem addressed by the ’517 patent because it does not contemplate directing 
network requests to appropriate servers.” Sur-reply, 5.

Hasan is at least “reasonably pertinent” to directing network requests.

Hasan

Hasan, 2:42-52

Donner Tech., LLC v. Pro Stage Gear, LLC, 979 F.3d 1353, 1361 (Fed. Cir. 2020)

Even where there are “significant differences between a patent and a reference from a different 
field of endeavor,” a POSITA might nonetheless have consulted the reference “so long as she 
would understand the portions of the reference relevant to solving her problem.” 

All related to distributing network 
requests

Pet., 11-14; Reply, 4-5. Page 36 of 37



Motivation to Combine

37DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

Patent Owner’s motivation to combine assertions rehash the same 
analogousness arguments and are incorrect

Patent Owner Response
“A POSA would not have combined Beaumont and Hasan…. As explained in Section VI.A, Hasan is not directed to DNS systems and 
does not address content delivery to users.” POR, 40

Beaumont + Hasan

Patent Owner Response
“As explained in Section VI.A, Hasan is not analogous art to the ’517 patent because it is not directed to delivering content to end 
users over a network. For similar reasons, it is also not analogous to Ben-Shaul.” POR, 67

Ben-Shaul + Hasan

Google LLC v. Virentem Ventures, LLC, IPR2019-01247, Paper No. 34 at 35-36 (P.T.A.B. March 5, 2021)

“[T]he motivation to combine inquiry focuses on whether one of ordinary skill would have been 
motivated to combine the teachings of both references as a whole, not whether the problems solved 
by the prior art are the same.”

Patent Owner applies the incorrect test for motivation to combine

Pet., 13-14, 42-43; Reply, 26-27. Page 37 of 37




