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ARISTA-1111 U.S. Patent No. 7,127,526 (“Duncan”) 

ARISTA-1112 U.S. Patent No. 6,876,654 (“Hegde”) 

ARISTA-1113 IETF RFC 792, “Internet Control Message Protocol,” 
retrieved from http://www.rfc-editor.org/rfc/rfc792.txt 
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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) 

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. 

On April 1, 2015, Petitioner filed a petition for IPR of the ’668 Patent, which 

is identified by attorney docket number 40963-0006IP1 and proceeding number 

IPR2015-00974. The relationship between the limited grounds presented in the 

current and prior petition is discussed in Section VII. 

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 
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