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DECISION ON APPEAL
This appeal involves claims 1-9, the only claims pending in this

application. We have jurisdiction under 35 U.S.C. §§ 6(b), 134(a).
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INTRODUCTION

The claims are directed to methods for ranking documents according
to authoritativeness. Claim 1 is illustrative:

1. A method for creating, on a machine having an encoder, a
document textual authority model used to determine an authority of a
document having a plurality of document content features, the method
comprising:

determining, for each document in a set of documents, a set of
document classification attributes based on textured [sic] ' contents of
documents;

applying a document attribute evaluation framework to each
document in the set of documents to determine, based on the set of
document classification attributes, a value of textual authoritativeness or a
class of textual authority for the document;

selecting a subset of document content features from the plurality of
document content features; and

encoding, using the encoder, the subset of document content features
into a feature vector x; and

determining a predictive model used to assign the feature vector x to
an authority rank or class based on the determined value of textured [sic]

authoritativeness or class of textual authority.

' Although claim 1 recites “textured” contents of documents and “textured”
authoritativeness, we read the word as “textual,” consistent with both the
Examiner and Appellants’ reading. The obvious error was introduced by
Appellants’ amendment filed May 10, 2005.
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The Examiner relies on the following prior art references to show

unpatentability:
Saund US 5,687,364 Nov. 11, 1997
Chakrabarti US 6,336,112 B2 Jan. 1,2002

The rejection as presented by the Examiner is as follows:

1. Claims 1-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C § 103(a) as unpatentable over
Chakrabarti and Saund.
Earlier rejections under 35 U.S.C. §§ 101 and 112 have been

withdrawn by the Examiner (Answer 8).

OPINION

As evidence of unpatentability, the Examiner offers Chakrabarti and
Saund against instant claims 1 through 9. Based on Appellants’ arguments
in the Brief, we will consider independent claim 1 and dependent claim 9 as
representative of the invention for purposes of this appeal. See 37 C.F.R. §
41.37(c)(1)(vii).

Appellants submit, in response to the § 103 rejection of claim 1, that

the links (e.g., uniform resource locator (URL) or IP address ) contained in a
Web page as described by Chakrabarti do not correspond to “textual
contents” of a document as claimed. Saund is considered to not supply the
subject matter believed to be missing in Chakrabarti. (Br. 8-9.)

The Examiner responds (Answer 10) that hyperlinks or page links are
“textual contents” within a Web page or document. In the Reply Brief,

Appellants do not dispute that a hyperlink may be considered “textual
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content,” but argue that the “authoritativeness” in Chakrabarti is a measure
of relevance. According to Appellants, the “authoritativeness” that is
claimed, when read to be consistent with the Specification, is indicative of
whether the information provided in the document is “reliable,” based on
indicia of reliability as exemplified in the Specification (9 2, 4, 6, 19, and
62, according to Appellants). (Reply Br. 2.)

A reference to another Web page, such as a URL, may contain textual
information. As shown, for example, in the first-listed URL in instant
Figure 13, a URL may contain text such as “brainscience” or “brown.” We
consider the Examiner’s position that a URL may be “textual” contents of a
document to be supported by the record. Further, Appellants point to
nothing in the Specification that redefines the word ““authoritativeness” to
distinguish over Chakrabarti’s use of the word. Appellants, instead, use
words not in the claim (e.g., “reliable”) and refer to exemplary embodiments
contained in the Specification. Our reviewing court, however, has
repeatedly warned against confining the claims to specific embodiments
described in the specification. Phillips v. AWH Corp., 415 F.3d 1303, 1323,
75 USPQ2d 1321, 1334 (Fed. Cir. 2005) (en banc). Unlike proceedings in a
District Court, applicants for patent have the ability (and duty) to amend the
claims, to the extent that support is found in the specification, to avoid the
prior art. “An essential purpose of patent examination is to fashion claims
that are precise, clear, correct, and unambiguous. Only in this way can
uncertainties of claim scope be removed, as much as possible, during the
administrative process.” In re Zletz, 893 F.2d 319, 322, 13 USPQ2d 1320,
1322 (Fed. Cir. 1989).
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We therefore find Appellants’ arguments based on narrowing
limitations we are to read from the Specification to be unpersuasive.
Moreover, we note that the “value of textual authoritativeness” is merely an
alternative in claim 1. Even if Chakrabarti were not considered to teach a
value of “textual authoritativeness” for a document as alleged by Appellants,
the reference has not been shown to lack the alternative determination of a
“class of textual authority” for the document.

Instant claim 9 recites determining the set of document classification
attributes of a document based on information provided “within the
document.” Appellants argue that a link such as a URL is not “textual
contents” of a document (Br. 9), which we again find unpersuasive.
Appellants submit, in addition, that Chakrabarti only discloses two
approaches for determining the authoritativeness value of a document: (1)
based on hyperlinks to the document; and (2) based on what other
documents say about the document. (Br. 10.)

Chakrabarti describes an iterative method for determining the
authoritativeness of a document. Col. 5, 1l. 15-20. The reference describes
one way of doing this at column 14, line 42 through column 15, line 20.
Different pages on the same Web site are considered together to avoid “self-
promotion” of Web sites that confer their authority upon themselves. While
the authoritativeness value of a document is based on hyperlinks to the
document, we find that the value is also based on hyperlinks within the
document. If multiple documents within a logical site have non-zero
authority, the authorities of all but the page with the largest authority are set
to zero. Chakrabarti col. 15, 11. 16-20.
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What a reference teaches is a question of fact. /n re Baird, 16 F.3d
380, 382, 29 USPQ2d 1550, 1552 (Fed. Cir. 1994); In re Beattie, 974 F.2d
1309, 1311, 24 USPQ2d 1040, 1041 (Fed. Cir. 1992). We consider
Chakrabarti to support the Examiner’s finding that attributes as claimed are
determined based on information provided “within” the document. At least
in the case that several related documents are ranked for authoritativeness
based on the hyperlinks within al// the related documents, the value for a
particular document is determined at least in part on information (i.e.,
hyperlinks) provided within that document. As one example, a first
document that contains multiple links to another document makes it less
likely that the first document will be determined to have non-zero authority.

We have considered all of Appellants’ arguments in response to the
rejection over Chakrabarti and Saund. Being not persuaded of error, we

sustain the rejection of claims 1 through 9.

CONCLUSION
In summary, the rejection of claims 1-9 under 35 U.S.C § 103(a) is

affirmed.
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No time period for taking any subsequent action in connection with

this appeal may be extended under 37 C.F.R. §1.136(a). See 37 C.F.R.

§ 1.136(a)(1)(iv).

AFFIRMED

pec

OLIFF & BERRIDGE, PLC.
P.O. BOX 19928
ALEXANDRIA VA 22320



	 INTRODUCTION 
	CONCLUSION 


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


