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Arista Networks, Inc. (“Petitioner” or “Arista”) petitions for Inter Partes 

Review (“IPR”) under 35 U.S.C. §§ 311–319 and 37 C.F.R. § 42 of claims 1-10, 

12, 13, 15-28, 30, 31, 33-43, 45-49, 51-64, 66, 67, and 69-72 (“the Challenged 

Claims”) of U.S. Patent No. 7,224,668 (“the ’668 Patent”). As explained below, 

there exists a reasonable likelihood that Petitioner will prevail in demonstrating 

unpatentability of the Challenged Claims. 

I. MANDATORY NOTICES UNDER 37 C.F.R § 42.8(a)(1) 

A. Real Party-In-Interest Under 37 C.F.R. § 42.8(b)(1) 

Arista Networks, Inc. is the real party-in-interest. 

B. Related Matters Under 37 C.F.R. § 42.8(b)(2) 

Petitioner is not aware of any disclaimers, certificates or petitions for inter 

partes review for the ’668 Patent. The ’668 Patent is the subject of Civil Action 

No. 4:14-cv-5343-JSW, filed December 5, 2014 in the Northern District of 

California, and International Trade Commission Investigation No. 337-TA-945, 

instituted on January 20, 2015. 

C. Lead And Back-Up Counsel and Service Information 

Petitioner designates W. Karl Renner, Reg. No. 41,265, as Lead Counsel, 

and Kevin E. Greene, Reg. No. 46,031, as Backup Counsel, both available at 3200 

RBC Plaza, 60 South Sixth Street, Minneapolis, MN 55402 (T: 202-783-5070; F: 

202-783-2331), or electronically by email at IPR40963-0006IP1@fr.com. 
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