UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

BEFORE THE PATENT TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

CLOUDFLARE, INC. and
SPLUNK INC.,
Petitioners,

V.

SABLE NETWORKS, INC.
Patent Owner.

IPR2021-00909*
Patent 8,243,593 B2

PETITIONERS’ REPLY TO PATENT OWNER’S RESPONSE

1 Splunk, Inc., which filed a petition in IPR2022-00228, has been joined as a
petitioner in this proceeding.
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