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1. 

SYSTEMAND METHOD FOR IMPROVING 
INTEGRITY OF INTERNET SEARCH 

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION 

The present invention relates to the field of search engines. 
More particularly, one embodiment of the present invention 
provides a system and method for improving a user search 
experience by identifying and reordering search results based 
on measures of business identifiability and integrity. 

Internet search engine technology is now more than a 
decade old. Search engines began as a form of straightforward 
indexing. Today, they reflect an ongoing battle between 
'search engine optimization' companies trying to promote 
products and services, and search companies trying to pro 
duce search results resistant to attempts to 'game' the search 
system. 

Existing search engines for web pages use, primarily, infor 
mation from web pages themselves, including the links 
between them, to determine which search results should be 
presented first. This is referred to herein as “intrinsic' infor 
mation. In contrast, as referred to herein, "extrinsic' infor 
mation is obtained from Sources other than the web pages 
being indexed. Some extrinsic sources have substantially 
higher information reliability than intrinsic sources, and can 
potentially be used to validate information from the web 
pages themselves. 

There have been tentative steps towards the use of extrinsic 
information by others, typically involving “blacklists' of 
“bad” web sites and “white lists’ of “good” ones. The criteria 
for such lists have typically been ideological, rather than 
being based on an evaluation of the business. Such lists have 
typically covered only a small fraction of the existing web 
sites, and typically require considerable manual maintenance 
and attention. Such approaches have generally been deployed 
as site-blocking tools, rather than being used as a component 
of a search system. Lin, U.S. Pat. No. 7,082,429 discloses a 
system using lists of web sites. 

Schemes for "spam filtering in search engines have also 
been proposed, but these typically borrow from the recogni 
tion techniques for obvious spam used for spam filtering. 
Such approaches are susceptible to the same techniques 
which are in widespread use to evade spam filters. Some Such 
approaches require search users to manually identify 'spam. 
rather than performing the task automatically. Brewer, U.S. 
Patent Application No. 20060248072 discloses such an 
approach. 

Schemes for allowing Internet users to vote on site ratings 
have been tried repeatedly, but such methods require much 
active effort by users and are susceptible to “ballot stuffing.” 
Manual rating efforts and systems requiring user feedback or 
user Surveys create demands on the end user's time which are 
not commercially competitive outside of narrow areas, Such 
as hotel and restaurant ratings. The disclosures in Sundare 
san, U.S. Pat. Nos. 7,080,064 and 7,099,859, which rely on a 
“ranking system for receiving any of users (off-line or on 
line) surveys or feedback about businesses are examples of 
that approach. In contrast, the various embodiments of the 
present invention do not require the search system to conduct 
surveys or solicit user feedback. 
Some specialized systems exist for the automated evalua 

tion of intellectual property portfolios, typically by searching 
multiple databases for potential infringement, but this is a 
specialized application which relies on the formal structure of 
patent documents and claims, and is an unsuitable approach 
for general web search. Adler, U.S. Patent Application No. 
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2 
20060173920 and Poltorak, U.S. Patent Application No. 
20040158559 disclose such systems. 
The various embodiments of the present invention over 

come many of these limitations by automatically performing 
"due diligence' on Internet domains or web sites, using 
extrinsic data sources which are difficult for non-legitimate 
businesses to manipulate. 

SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION 

One object of the present invention is to create a user search 
or directory view of the World Wide Web with more real, 
legitimate businesses and far fewer marginal web sites, thus 
reducing user frustration and making web search more satis 
fying and effective. 

Another object of the present invention is to perform an 
automated "due diligence' on Internet domains and web sites 
which offer products and services for sale. By accessing 
multiple databases to obtain information about the legitimacy 
of the seller, legitimate sellers can be moved upward in search 
results, while less legitimate sellers can be moved downward. 
This approach is resistant to most 'search engine optimiza 
tion” techniques. 
A further object of the present invention is to encourage the 

proprietors of web sites to improve their legitimacy by com 
plying with laws governing corporate registration and disclo 
sure, by obtaining digital certificates which certify the iden 
tity of the business from certificate authorities, and by 
remaining in good standing with business rating services and 
business regulators. Such compliance is rewarded by better 
search engine results placement. 
The method in accordance with one embodiment of the 

present invention comprises the steps of receiving a search 
query from a user, typically via a web browser, the Internet, 
and a web server, using a search engine to obtain a set of 
potential search results; for each Internet domain or web site 
mentioned in the search results, accessing a set of data 
Sources to obtain information concerning the legitimacy of 
the business; using said legitimacy information to reorder or 
to change or to augment the appearance or presentation of the 
search result for said Internet domain or web site; and return 
ing the processed search results to the user. The results may 
then be displayed to the user. 
The data sources used for evaluating business legitimacy 

may include, but are not limited to, extrinsic sources such as 
domain name registry databases, digitally signed certificates 
issued by certificate authorities, business rating information 
bureaus, state and national corporation records, business 
license records, filings with the U.S. Securities and Exchange 
Commission, enforcement actions by criminal justice agen 
cies, enforcement actions by industry self-regulation groups, 
and similar sources. 

In addition, the method in accordance with another 
embodiment of the present invention may include one or 
more local databases containing Summary information 
derived from said extrinsic data Sources, a program or “web 
crawler which examines web sites in advance of user que 
ries, and may be integrated into a search engine system as a 
component thereof. 

Besides the method in accordance with the present inven 
tion, the present invention in one embodiment also provides 
computer code stored in a computer-readable medium to 
perform these operations on one or more computers. 
The foregoing and other objects, features, and advantages 

of the present invention will become more readily apparent 
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from the following detailed description of various embodi 
ments, which proceeds with reference to the accompanying 
drawing. 

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWING 

The various embodiments of the present invention will be 
described in conjunction with the accompanying figures of 
the drawing to facilitate an understanding of the present 
invention. In the drawing: 

FIG. 1 illustrates a “search engine' for the World Wide 
Web on the Internet, augmented with the improvements pro 
vided by an embodiment of the present invention; 

FIG. 2 illustrates domain processing and integrity rating in 
accordance with the embodiment of the present invention 
shown in FIG. 1; 

FIG. 3 illustrates the name and address extraction process 
shown in FIG. 2; 

FIG. 4 illustrates the process of business information 
retrieval shown in FIG. 2; 

FIG. 5 illustrates the name and address crosscheck process 
shown in FIG. 3; 

FIG. 6 illustrates the process of business information 
retrieval shown in FIG. 4; 

FIG. 7 illustrates the corporate information retrieval pro 
cess shown in FIG. 4; 

FIG. 8 illustrates the process of negative information 
retrieval shown in FIG. 4; 

FIG. 9 illustrates the commerce site test shown in FIG. 2; 
FIG. 10 illustrates the quick web site crawl shown in FIG. 

3: 
FIG. 11 illustrates business scoring rules: 
FIG. 12 illustrates an alternative embodiment of the 

method in accordance with the present invention as a back 
ground web crawler, 

FIG. 13 illustrates another alternative embodiment of the 
method in accordance with the present invention, in which an 
existing directory of sites is processed; 

FIG. 14 illustrates yet another alternative embodiment of 
the method in accordance with the present invention, in which 
the search engine and the evaluation of site integrity are 
performed by completely separate services and integrated 
from within the user's web browser; 

FIG. 15, comprising FIGS. 15A and 15B, illustrates the 
effect as presented to the user of formatting, reordering, and 
annotating search results; 

FIG. 16 illustrates the system of incentives created by one 
embodiment of the method in accordance with the present 
invention; 

FIG. 17 illustrates a related system to the system shown in 
FIG. 16 for validating on-line advertising sales; 

FIG. 18 is a diagram of an exemplary system in accordance 
with a preferred embodiment of the present invention imple 
mented on a personal computer coupled to a web or Internet 
server; and 

FIG. 19 is a diagram of an exemplary system in accordance 
with an alternative embodiment of the present invention 
implemented on a local area network personal computer. 

DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF THE PREFERRED 
EMBODIMENTS 

FIG. 1 illustrates a “search engine' for the World Wide 
Web on the Internet, augmented with the improvements pro 
vided by one embodiment of the method in accordance with 
the present invention. The illustrated use is the common case 
ofa user querying a search engine through a web browser. The 
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4 
user search query 100 is typically entered manually by an end 
user and transmitted through a personal computer running a 
web browser able to handle such a query 102. The browser 
then transmits the query via the Internet 104 to a search 
engine, typically at a remote location, which receives the 
search query 110. The search engine then performs initial 
processing of the query 112 as is typical of a search engine. 
The search engine then performs the search and accumulates 
a set of search results 114, each of which contains at least a 
Uniform Resource Locator (URL) identifying an Internet 
domain and page on the World Wide Web selected by the 
search. 
The improvements in accordance with the various embodi 

ments of the method of the present invention then receive said 
search results, extract a list of URLs and domains 116, and 
perform domain processing 118, described in more detail 
below in conjunction with FIG. 2, on that list 116. This 
domain processing returns an integrity rating, which is then 
used in a step 120 to reorder and annotate the search results so 
as to move results with lower integrity ratings downward in 
the displayed results. The results thus generated 122 are then 
returned to the user's browser via the Internet. The user's 
browser preferably formats them for display 106, and the 
results are displayed on the user's display device 108. 

FIG. 2 illustrates the “domain processing and integrity 
rating step 118 in accordance with one embodiment of the 
method of the present invention, the process by which integ 
rity ratings are produced. The domain name query 200, which 
includes an Internet domain as part of a URL, is first checked 
against a local database of known domains and URLs 202, for 
which integrity ratings are available. This is to eliminate 
unnecessary reprocessing of domains already evaluated. If 
the domain is in the database, a domain score is already 
available, and the test 204 bypasses further processing. A 
returned domain score 224 can then be returned immediately. 

If the domain is not already in the database, further pro 
cessing is required. The first step is to attempt to obtain a 
physical name and address (a postal or real-world address, not 
an Internet address) associated with the domain, using the 
multiple techniques of the name and address extraction step 
206, further described below in conjunction with FIG. 3. 

If a reliable name and address are obtained, the test 208 
proceeds to the business information retrieval step 210, fur 
ther described below in conjunction with FIG. 4. The infor 
mation collected in step 210 is then forwarded to the scoring 
step 218, further described below in conjunction with FIG. 
11, where a process similar to credit scoring is performed. 

Finally, the scoring information is used to update the data 
base of known domains 222 so that future similar queries can 
be quickly processed. The integrity rating score is then 
returned to the caller. 

In the event that the name and address of the business 
cannot be located, the test 208 sends control to the commerce 
site test 212, further described below in conjunction with FIG. 
9, where an attempt is made to determine whether or not the 
site appears on its face to be engaged in commerce, i.e., trying 
to sell Something. If the site appears to be engaged in com 
merce, but one cannot reliably associate a name and address 
with it, the site is considered to be a less than legitimate 
business. Since in many jurisdictions, operating a business 
anonymously may be illegal, and in some jurisdictions (nota 
bly California) there are specific legal requirements that a 
business on the Internet prominently disclose its actual busi 
ness name and address, the legitimacy of any business for 
which one cannot find a name and address is questionable. 
Thus, Such a site is assigned a low integrity Score in step 216, 
which will, in later processing, have the effect of substantially 
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degrading its search result placement. This encourages Inter 
net businesses to comply with the laws regarding Such dis 
closure. 

If the commerce site test 212 indicates that the site is not 
selling anything, but is simply informational (e.g., a news site, 
a personal home page or “blog, a technical paper, a legal 
document, or other non-marketing content), the branch 214 
sends control to the non-commercial site scoring step 220, 
which returns a neutral integrity score. The embodiments of 
the method in accordance with the present invention prefer 
ably make no judgment about non-commercial content. The 
neutral score is passed forward to step 222 and processed as 
above. 

FIG. 3 illustrates the name and address extraction process 
step 206. The procedure begins with the domain name 300, 
which as earlier described is associated with a URL. The 
object of the procedure is to obtain the name and address of 
the owner of the domain and the web site. 

This is more difficult than it may seem. Some background 
is required. While in theory it should be possible to simply 
obtain this information from the information provided when 
the domain was registered, in practice much of the informa 
tion provided for domain registration, especially for less 
legitimate businesses, is missing, ambiguous, fraudulent, or 
simply wrong. Thus, one needs to check multiple sources for 
this information. 

The information provided at the time the domain was reg 
istered is retrieved, using the standard WHOIS protocol, in a 
step 304. The method also retrieves in a step 302 what is 
known as the “Secure Sockets Layer certificate, or “SSL 
certificate also known as a “X.509 certificate' after the 
standard which defines such certificates. Such certificates are 
issued by certification authorities (VeriSign, Inc. being the 
largest), and are digitally signed. Certificates of various levels 
of assurance are available; some have undergone a verifica 
tion process comparable to notarization, and some provide 
little or no assurance of identity. Not all sites have SSL cer 
tificates. 

The third source of name and address information is the 
web site itself. The site's most prominent pages are examined 
using a quick web site crawl 306, which results in a small set 
of web pages 308. (The set of web pages is also sent to other 
processing in FIG. 9, as indicated by off-page connector A 
310). The pages are examined 312 for names and addresses, 
using standard techniques typically used for mailing lists and 
envelope generation from unstructured text. 

Data from these three sources comes together at a step 314, 
further described below in conjunction with FIG. 5, where the 
addresses are normalized, compared, and inconsistencies 
noted. This cleaned-up name and address information is 
returned in step 316. 

FIG. 4 illustrates the business information retrieval step 
210. This is an automated "due diligence” on a business. 
Processing begins with clean name and address information 
400 from previous name and address extraction. Fourprimary 
Sources of business information are preferably queried, 
namely, business rating agencies (such as Dun and Bradstreet, 
Inc.) are queried in a step 402, negative information sources 
(such as regulatory agencies) are queried in a step 404, cor 
porate registration information is queried in steps 408 and 
410, and, for the special case of well-recognized auction sites 
and payment systems which undertake to rate, or at least 
reliably identify, their affiliated merchants, rating informa 
tion is obtained from said auction and payment site in step 
406. 

Corporate registration information can be obtained directly 
from public records, which are accessible via on-line query 
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6 
systems operated by States, provinces, and countries for most 
of the developed countries of the world. The appropriate 
jurisdiction to query is determined in step 408, and the actual 
query is made in step 410. 

Verifying that the business entity has a legal existence and 
is known to business rating agencies is a significant check. 
The basic question being answered by this component of the 
method in accordance with one embodiment of the present 
invention is “If someone needed to collect from this business, 
could the business be found?” If the answer to that question is 
“no, then the business will receive a low integrity score. 
Further decision making based on credit information is also 
an option. 
The information collected in the previous steps is com 

bined in a step 412. The collected information is assembled 
into a business Summary 414, which is returned to the caller. 

FIG. 5 illustrates the name and address crosscheck step 
314. Processing here is similar to that employed in cleaning 
up mailing lists, a known technology. The raw names and 
addresses 500 are processed through a cleanup and standard 
ization step 502, which utilizes a database of postal informa 
tion 504 (valid addresses, address versus Zip Code, etc.). The 
addresses, once standardized, are compared with each other 
in a step 506. If addresses disagree, for example, the address 
of the domain registration retrieved back at step 304 disagrees 
with the address on the SSL certificate retrieved back at step 
302, the address information is tagged with lower confidence, 
which will be reflected in the web site's integrity score. Clean 
name and address information is returned in a step 508. 

FIG. 6 illustrates the business retrieval step 402. Clean 
name and address information 600 is passed to the business 
rating service query generator 602, which, via the Internet 
608 queries various business rating report data sites 610 and 
business rating data sites 612. Examples of Such data sources 
are Dun and Bradstreet, Inc. and ChoicePoint, Inc. The results 
are parsed by the rating service reply parser 604. Because the 
formats of the data sources queried are known, this is accom 
plished with known technology. The resulting information is 
returned to the caller in step 606. 

FIG. 7 illustrates the corporate information retrieval step 
410, which is very similar to business retrieval. Clean name 
and address information 700 is passed to the corporate filing 
service query generator 702, which, via the Internet 708 que 
ries various corporate filing data sites 710, 712, and 714. 
Examples of such data sources are the EDGAR system of the 
United States Securities and Exchange Commission, the Sec 
retary of State web sites of various U.S. States, and Compa 
nies House, which is the corporate registrar for the United 
Kingdom. The results are parsed by the filing service reply 
parser 704. Because the formats of the data sources queried 
are known, this is accomplished with known technology. The 
resulting information is returned to the caller in a step 706. 

FIG. 8 illustrates the negative information retrieval step 
404, which is very similar to business retrieval. Clean name 
and address information 800 is passed to the negative infor 
mation query generator 802, which, via the Internet 808 que 
ries various negative information sources 810, 812, and 814. 
Examples of such sources are the Better Business Bureau and 
the National Fraud Information Center. The results are parsed 
by the parser 804. Because the formats of the data sources 
queried are known, this is accomplished with known technol 
ogy. The resulting information is returned to the caller in step 
806. 

FIG. 9 illustrates the commerce site test 214, which 
attempts to determine whether or not a web site is selling 
something. The test begins with the set of web pages 900 
delivered via connector A310 (from FIG.3) and originated by 
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the quick web site crawl, which will be described in more 
detail below in conjunction with FIG. 10. The text of the web 
pages is examined for indications that the web site is selling 
Something. This is an operation similar to checking electronic 
mail for unsolicited commercial messages, or 'spam and 
thus step 902 is the recognition portion of a known technol 
ogy, a 'spam filter, which uses a collection of words and 
phrases commonly seen in advertising and marketing 904. 
The result, which is a yes/no decision, is returned in step 906. 

FIG. 10 illustrates the quick web site crawl step 306. It is 
not necessary to examine all the web pages of a site to look for 
names and addresses of the site owner and to determine 
whether or not a site is selling something. A relatively shallow 
crawl, limited to a small number of web pages, is sufficient. It 
is generally apparent from the first few pages of a web site if 
the site is selling something, since sites which hide the items 
for sale are not generally commercially successful. As for 
finding the site owner, if the method in accordance with the 
various embodiments of the present invention is unable to find 
the name and address of the web site operator because that 
information is hidden in an obscure place on the web site, the 
site is not in compliance with state legislation requiring that 
Such information be prominently located. Thus, there is no 
need and no duty to exhaustively examine every page of the 
site. 
The process begins with a starting domain name or URL 

1000, which is added to the list of URLs to fetch 1002. For 
each such URL, the relevant web page is fetched by a web 
page reader 1004 (sometimes known as a “web spider) via 
the Internet 1014 and the target web site 1020. The result is a 
local copy of the web page 1006. 

The page is then examined 1008 for links to other web 
pages, and passed to a relevance tester 1016, which uses a set 
of relevance rules 1018. The relevance rules determine which 
links are worth processing further. The first page is always 
relevant, and pages linked from the first page are relevant up 
to some limit. All links with words that indicate the possibility 
of finding site ownership information (such as “About' or 
“Contact” or “Help.” etc.) are relevant, and links to known 
off-site payment systems (such as “PayPal') are relevant. 
Links found to be relevant pass the test at step 1022 and are 
fed back into the list of URLs to fetch. Links which are not 
relevant are ignored in a step 1024. The pages 1010 collected 
by this process are returned to the caller in a step 1012. 

FIG. 11 illustrates the business scoring rules associated 
with the step 218. The information collected about a business 
1100, which is received from the processing in FIG. 6, is 
processed 1102 by applying scoring rules 1110. These rules 
are similar to credit scoring rules, a known technology. From 
this result a site integrity score is computed in step 1104, from 
which a simplified display annotation 1106 may be deter 
mined (such as coloring the result to be returned to the user in 
red, yellow, green, or uncolored) and the results are returned 
to the caller in step 1108. 

FIG. 12 illustrates an alternative embodiment of the 
method in accordance with the present invention as a back 
ground web crawler. In accordance with the first embodiment 
described above in conjunction with FIG.1, domain integrity 
evaluation was performed on an on-demand basis as search 
requests arrived. This is an approach most Suitable to a 
Smaller search engine. A comprehensive search engine which 
indexes the entire World Wide Web is more suitably imple 
mented by performing domain integrity evaluation in bulk, in 
advance of search queries. Such a search engine typically has 
a background crawler continuously scanning through the 
entire World WideWeb. FIG. 12 illustrates a basic version of 
such a crawler. A starting URL or list thereof 1200 is used to 
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8 
initialize the crawler, which then adds that to its list of URLs 
to be read 1202. For each such URL, the corresponding web 
page 1206 is fetched 1204 from the web site 1216 via the 
Internet 1214. The page is then examined for links 1208, and 
the database 1222 is checked 1210 to determine if each link 
has already been processed. The test 1218 determines 
whether or not the link is unknown, in which case the link is 
fedback into the list of links to fetch 1202. Otherwise, the link 
is a duplicate and need not be processed again 1220. 

In addition to the above, which is known web crawling 
technology, the method in accordance with the embodiment 
of the present invention shown in FIG. 12 adds the improve 
ment of performing the step of domain processing and integ 
rity evaluation 1212, as previously described in conjunction 
with FIG.2, on the domain list and by adding that information 
to the database of information 1222 used by the search engine 
to rank web sites. The overall result from the userperspective 
is similar to that from the approach described in conjunction 
with FIG. 1, but allows for economies of scale and increased 
performance for large-scale search engines. In addition, this 
closer integration with the search engine allows the use of the 
integrity information 1212 to adjust the rating of links from a 
page, and the business information also collected in step 1212 
and placed in the database 1222 allows the search engine to 
recognize, and to rate accordingly, when multiple web sites 
are controlled by the same party. 

FIG. 13 illustrates another alternative embodiment of the 
method in accordance with the present invention, in which an 
existing directory of sites, such as that collected by the Open 
Directory Project or, commercially, by various companies 
including Yahoo! Inc., is run through similar processing as 
previously described. The directory of URLs 1300 is used to 
generate a list of URLs to be fetched 1302. Each such URL is 
presented to the processing step 1304 which performs the 
same site integrity evaluation as previously described in con 
junction with FIG. 2, and the database 1306 used to present 
the directory to the browser is then updated, allowing the 
directory to be reordered or annotated according to the site 
integrity information. 

FIG. 14 illustrates yet another alternative embodiment of 
the method in accordance with the present invention, one in 
which the search engine and the evaluation of site integrity are 
performed by completely separate services and integrated 
from within the users web browser. As described previously 
in conjunction with FIG. 1, the user search query 1400 is 
presented to a browser, which queries a search system 1402 
via the Internet 1414. The search engine is known technology 
comprised of the steps of accepting the search query 1418. 
performing the search and accumulating results 1420, and 
returning the search results 1422. 
Upon return of this search result data to the browser, pro 

cessing within the browser 1404 extracts the list of domains 
mentioned in the search results. This list of domains is then 
used to generate a query to the site rating system 1406, which 
is sent by the Internet 1416 to the site integrity rating system, 
which is comprised of receiving a domain query 1424, per 
forming domain processing on a list of domains 1426 (as 
described earlier in conjunction with FIG. 2), and returning a 
set of web site ratings 1428 via the Internet 1416. 

Processing in the browser then formats, reorders, and anno 
tates the previously obtained search results using the domain 
rating information 1408. This output is then preferably for 
matted for display to the user 1410 and displayed on the user's 
display device 1412. 
The browser-side processing described above can be per 

formed using known techniques, implemented as either a 
“browser toolbar or as a web page containing code which 
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reprocesses information from another web site, using stan 
dard implementation techniques such as 'Active-X Con 
trols.” “Java Applets.” or AJAX techniques.” The overall 
result from the user perspective is similar to that from the 
approach described in conjunction with FIG.1, but allows for 
a relatively low-cost implementation. 

FIGS. 15A and 15B illustrate the effect as presented to the 
user of formatting, reordering, and annotating search results. 
FIG.15A illustrates a typical set of search results 1500 before 
the improvements provided by the method in accordance with 
the various embodiments of the present invention have been 
applied. FIG. 15B illustrates the same search results 1502 
after domain integrity has been evaluated and the results of 
that evaluation have been applied to the appearance of the 
search results. The web sites rated as having higher integrity 
are identified with a suitable symbol, for this example a check 
mark in a circle 1504. The sites for which insufficient infor 
mation could be obtained are identified with a different sym 
bol such as a question mark in a circle 1506. The sites rated as 
lower integrity are identified, for example, with an “X” in a 
circle 1508. The sites rated with higher integrity have been 
moved to the top of the displayed list 1502. Conversely, those 
with lower integrity have been moved down and are prefer 
ably displayed in smaller type 1510. The symbols shown here 
are by way of example only and not by way of limitation. 

FIG. 16 illustrates the mechanism of incentives created by 
one embodiment of the method in accordance with the 
present invention. One of the objects of the present invention 
is to encourage the proprietors of web sites to improve their 
legitimacy by complying with appropriate laws, regulations, 
and business practices. This occurs through the process 
depicted in FIG. 16. Potential customers 1600 query a search 
engine provider 1604 and obtain a search result 1602 anno 
tated and ordered using the methods in accordance with the 
various embodiments of the present invention. Without the 
method of the present invention, customers 1600 would have 
been directed to the business having web site 1608. With the 
method of the present invention, customers are directed 
towards potential competitors 1618 with higher integrity rat 
ings. 
The business with web site 1608 then observes a decline in 

web traffic from the search engine provider 1604 and queries 
said search engine provider to observe the business's search 
engine positioning. Observing their low integrity rating in the 
search result 1606, the business 1608 then takes steps to 
remedy its compliance problems, optionally consulting a 
search engine optimization consultant 1622 and/or an attor 
ney 1624. The business then takes compliance actions such as 
updating its corporate filings, or, if necessary, incorporating, 
resulting in records updates at the Department of Corpora 
tions or similar authority 1614. The business may also take 
steps to upgrade its business rating by obtaining a rating from 
a business rating bureau 1616 and may update its domain 
registration 1610 to contain the correct name and address of 
the business. The business may also purchase a digital cer 
tificate authenticating its business identity from a certificate 
issuer 1612. 

The domain integrity evaluation system 1620, previously 
described in conjunction with FIG. 2, then obtains updated 
information from the domain registrar 1610, certificate issuer 
1612, the Department of Corporations 1614, and the business 
information bureau 1616. The records of the search engine 
provider 1604 are thus updated based on the now improved 
integrity rating. 
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10 
Potential customers 1600 thereafter obtain search results 

1602 which tend to encourage them to do business with the 
business 1608. The business 1608 then sees increased sales as 
a result of their compliance. 

Businesses which are not sufficiently legitimate to obtain a 
business credit rating, a corporate registration, or a digital 
certificate authenticating their identity, or which decline to 
provide a valid address in their domain registration, will 
experience considerable difficulty in improving their integ 
rity rating and may experience a decline in their business. 

FIG. 17 illustrates a related mechanism for validating on 
line advertising sales. Many requests for on-line advertising 
are processed entirely without human intervention, which 
allows less than legitimate businesses to easily place adver 
tising on legitimate web sites. FIG. 17 illustrates another use 
of the integrity scoring process. An advertiser places an on 
line order for on-line advertising 1700, which is submitted 
through a web browser 1702 and the Internet 1708 to a web 
site that sells advertising. Initial server processing in the web 
server 1710 is performed, which includes obtaining the URL 
and domain name to be advertised. These are submitted to a 
step 1712 which performs domain processing and obtains the 
site integrity score as previously described. The integrity 
score is tested 1714 against a threshold, and if too far below 
the threshold of acceptability, thead order is rejected 1716. If 
the integrity score is sufficient, the ad order is accepted 1718, 
and a reply to the advertiser is formatted 1720 and returned 
via the Internet 1708 to the advertiser’s browser 1704 which 
formats it for display 1706 to the advertiser. This process has 
the effect of preventing advertisers of questionable legitimacy 
from placing ads on major web sites, thereby improving cus 
tomer satisfaction, increasing the value of the advertising 
medium, and making the ad space more valuable. 

In accordance with various embodiments of the present 
invention, there are two approaches for Software implemen 
tation to be executed by a computer. Preferably, the system is 
implemented via a hosted Web server and alternatively with a 
client-hosted Web server. 
A system using a hosted Web server, generally indicated by 

the numeral 1801, is shown in FIG. 18. The system 1801 
preferably comprises a Web-based application accessed by a 
personal computer 1802, as shown in FIG. 18. For example, 
the personal computer 1802 may be any personal computer 
having at least 256 megabytes of random access memory 
(RAM) and preferably includes one gigabyte of RAM, using 
a Web browser, preferably Microsoft Internet Explorer 6.0 or 
greater. In this example, the system 1801 is a 128-bit SSL 
encrypted secure application running on a Microsoft Win 
dows Server 2003 or Windows Server 2000 or later operating 
system available from Microsoft Corporation located in Red 
mond, Wash. The personal computer 1802 also comprises a 
hard disk drive preferably having at least 40 gigabytes of free 
storage space available. The personal computer 1802 is 
coupled to a network 1807. For example, the network 1807 
may be implemented using an Internet connection. In one 
implementation of the system 1801, the personal computer 
1802 can be ported to the Internet or Web, and searching is 
performed by a server 1803. The network 1807 may be imple 
mented using a broadband data connection, such as, for 
example, a DSL or greater connection, and is preferably a T1 
or faster connection. 
The graphical user interface of the system 1801 is prefer 

ably displayed on a monitor 1804 connected to the personal 
computer 1802. The monitor 1804 comprises a screen 1805 
for displaying the graphical user interface provided by the 
system 1801. The monitor 1804 may be a 15" color monitor 
and is preferably a 1024x768,24-bit (16 million colors)VGA 
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monitor or better. The personal computer 1802 further com 
prises a 256 or more color graphics video card installed in the 
personal computer. As shown in FIG. 18, a mouse 1806 is 
provided for mouse-driven navigation between screens or 
windows comprising the graphical user interface of the sys 
tem 1801. The personal computer 1802 is also preferably 
connected to a keyboard 1808. The mouse 1806 and keyboard 
1808 enable a user utilizing the system 1801 to perform a 
search having improved integrity. Preferably, the user can 
print the results using a printer 1809. 

In another implementation of the system 1901, searching 
with improved integrity is preformed by an application 
installed on a local area network Web server 1903, as shown 
in FIG. 19. The application is a hosted application developed 
with active server page(s) (ASP) code together with a SQL 
server database hosted and accessed via Microsoft Internet 
Explorer 6.0 or greater and available for Microsoft XPR) and 
other operating systems. 

The system 1801 or 1901 is implemented as a Web-based 
application, and data may be shared with additional Software 
(e.g., a word processor, spreadsheet, or any other business 
application). Persons skilled in the art will appreciate that the 
systems and techniques described herein are applicable to a 
wide array of business and personal applications. 

While the foregoing description has been with reference to 
particular embodiments of the present invention, it will be 
appreciated by those skilled in the art that changes to these 
embodiments may be made without departing from the prin 
ciples and spirit of the invention. Accordingly, the scope of 
the present invention can only be ascertained with reference 
to the appended claims. 
What is claimed is: 
1. A computer-implemented method for improving the 

integrity of search results, comprising the steps of: 
receiving a search query from a user via a web browser, the 

Internet, and a web server; 
using a search engine to obtain a set of potential search 

results using the search query; 
for each Internet domain or web site mentioned in the 

search results, accessing a set of data sources to obtain 
extrinsic information concerning the legitimacy of a 
business associated with the Internet domain or web site, 
said extrinsic information comprising one or more 
Sources of information consisting of physical location 
information, governmental compliance information, 
business rating information, certification information, 
consumer protection information, and information in 
accordance with recognized or accepted business stan 
dards or principles available from a source other than the 
Internet domain or web site mentioned in the search 
results; 

computing a legitimacy score for the domain or web site; 
using said legitimacy score to reorder or to change or to 

augment the appearance or presentation of the search 
result for said Internet domain or web site; and 

returning the processed search results to the user. 
2. The method of claim 1 further comprising the step of 

displaying the search results to the user. 
3. The method of claim 1 wherein the data sources used for 

evaluating business legitimacy comprise information 
selected from the group of information consisting of domain 
name registry, digitally signed certificates issued by certifi 
cate authorities, business information, state and national cor 
poration records, business license records, filings with the 
U.S. Securities and Exchange Commission, enforcement 
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actions by criminal justice agencies, and enforcement actions 
by industry self-regulation groups. 

4. The method of claim 1, further comprising the steps of: 
providing one or more local databases containing Summary 

information derived from said data sources of extrinsic 
information; 

providing a program or “web crawler which examines 
web sites in advance of user queries; and 

using said Summary information to compute a legitimacy 
score to reorder or to change or to augment the appear 
ance or presentation of the search result for said Internet 
domain or web site. 

5. Computer code stored in or on computer-readable stor 
age media to be executed by a computer system including a 
web server and at least one other computer connected to the 
Internet to improve the integrity of search results, compris 
ing: 

first code for receiving a search query from a user of the 
computer via a web browser, the Internet, and the web 
server; 

second code for using a search engine to obtain a set of 
potential search results using the search query; 

for each Internet domain or web site mentioned in the 
search results, third code for accessing a set of data 
Sources to obtain extrinsic information concerning the 
legitimacy of a business associated with the Internet 
domain or web site, said extrinsic information compris 
ing one or more sources of information consisting of 
physical location information, governmental compli 
ance information, business rating information, certifica 
tion information, consumer protection information, and 
information in accordance with recognized or accepted 
business standards or principles available from a source 
other than the Internet domain or web site mentioned in 
the search results; 

fourth code to compute a legitimacy score for the domain 
or web site; 

fifth code using said legitimacy score to reorder or to 
change or to augment the appearance or presentation of 
the search result for said Internet domain or web site; and 

sixth code for returning the processed search results to the 
USC. 

6. The system of claim 5 further comprising a display 
device and sixth code for displaying the search results to the 
USC. 

7. The system of claim 5 wherein the data sources used for 
evaluating business legitimacy comprise information 
selected from the group of information consisting of domain 
name registry, digitally signed certificates issued by certifi 
cate authorities, business information, state and national cor 
poration records, business license records, filings with the 
U.S. Securities and Exchange Commission, enforcement 
actions by criminal justice agencies, and enforcement actions 
by industry self-regulation groups. 

8. The system of claim 5, further comprising: 
one or more local databases containing Summary informa 

tion derived from said data sources of extrinsic informa 
tion; 

a “web crawler which examines web sites in advance of 
user queries; and 

seventh code for using said Summary information to com 
pute a legitimacy score to reorder or to change or to 
augment the appearance or presentation of the search 
result for said Internet domain or web site. 
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