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I. Introduction 

The Petition fails to demonstrate a reasonable likelihood of success as to any 

challenged claim.  

Independent claims 1 and 16 of the ’178 Patent require, among other things, 

that the client device “detect” that a current encryption key that is being used to 

decrypt content will need to be replaced with a new key for reasons other than the 

natural time-based expiration of the current key, and that the client device then 

“request” a new key from the server before the current key must be replaced. 

Section V.A, infra.  

The Petition relies entirely on Peterka to meet those aspects of the 

challenged claims. As the Petition’s own citations and Peterka’s related teachings 

demonstrate, however, Peterka discloses an entirely different approach. As a 

threshold matter, no embodiment in Peterka discloses the client device “detecting” 

that it will need to change the current key in the future for reasons other than the 

time-based expiration of the current key. Moreover, in the embodiments where 

Peterka discloses that the server instructs the client to change keys, Peterka’s 

server provides the new key to the client with the instruction related to the new 

key. The client thus does not “detect” any key rotation boundary prior to the 

natural time-based expiration of the current key and then “request” a new key, as 
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the challenged claims require. By contrast, in the only embodiments in which 

Peterka’s client does request a new key from the server, the request is always based 

on a time-based expiration for the current key, and is never based on the client 

“detecting” any reason to change the current key for reasons other than the key’s 

natural expiration time. Those embodiments thus likewise cannot meet the 

challenged claims. 

Accordingly, the Petition fails to disclose any theory that meets the 

challenged claims, and institution should therefore be denied.  

II. Background of the ’618 Patent and the challenged claims 

United States Patent 9,313,178 (“the ’178 Patent”), titled “Method and 

System for Secure Over-The-Top Live Video Delivery,” is directed to a method 

“for managing key rotation (use of series of keys) and secure key distribution in 

over-the-top content delivery.” Ex. 1001 at 1, Abstract.  The ’178 Patent has 20 

claims. The only independent claims are claim 1, which is directed to a method for 

handling secure distribution of content, and claim 16, which is directed to a 

computerized device operable as a client for handling secure distribution of 

content.  

 The ’178 Patent teaches that “[a]s content delivery models move away from 

streaming distribution over private networks to Web-based delivery of files over 
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