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(a)  Arnold does not describe notifying an
"application commuNIty" ......ccccovvrrereccerennreeeeenenn.
(b)  Arnold does not disclose, "upon identifying the
anomalous function call," notifying any computer
"of the anomalous function call" ........cccccevvnccennne.
+. Neither Khazan nor Arnold discloses "the model reflects

attacks against the at least a part of the program" as

recited by dependent claims 8 and 18........cccceveveeiciiiininnee.
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have been motivated to combine Khazan with Arnold...........
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created at different times" as recited by dependent claims

3,13, 24, a0d 34

(a)  Agrawal does not disclose the limitation......................

(b) A combination of Khazan with Agrawal and

Arnold would not include the limitation .....................

Khazan, Arnold, and Agrawal do not disclose or suggest
"randomly selecting the model as to be used in the

comparison from a plurality of different models relating
to the program" as recited by dependent claims 9, 19, 30

Khazan, Arnold, and Agrawal do not disclose "randomly
selecting a portion of the model to be used in the
comparison" as recited by dependent claims 10, 20, 31,

QAT o

Petitioner fails to establish that a POSITA would have

had a reason to modify Khazan in view of Agrawal..............

Petitioner fails to establish that a POSITA would have
modified Khazan in a way that would satisfy the

challenged claims.......ccoeueieiiiiiiiiiiiiiiires
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