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UNITED STATES

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION

Washington, D.C. 20549

Form 10-Q
(Mark One)

þ QUARTERLY REPORT PURSUANT TO SECTION 13 OR 15(d) OF THE SECURITIES EXCHANGE ACT OF 1934
For the quarterly period ended June 30, 2009

OR

¨ TRANSITION REPORT PURSUANT TO SECTION 13 OR 15(d) OF THE SECURITIES EXCHANGE ACT OF 1934
For the transition period from                      to                     

Commission file number 001-33508

LIMELIGHT NETWORKS, INC.
(Exact name of registrant as specified in its charter)

Delaware 20-1677033
(State or other jurisdiction of

incorporation or organization)

(I.R.S. Employer

Identification No.)
2220 W. 14th Street

Tempe, AZ 85281

(Address of principal executive offices, including Zip Code)

(602) 850-5000

(Registrant�s telephone number, including area code)

Indicate by check mark whether the registrant (1) has filed all reports required to be filed by Section 13 or 15(d) of the Securities Exchange Act
of 1934 during the preceding 12 months (or for such shorter period that the registrant was required to file such reports), and (2) has been subject
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to such filing requirements for the past 90 days.    Yes  þ    No  ¨

Indicate by check mark whether the registrant has submitted electronically and posted on its corporate Web site, if any, every Interactive Data
File required to be submitted and posted pursuant to Rule 405 of Regulation S-T (§232.405 of this chapter) during the preceding 12 months (or
for such shorter period that the registrant was required to submit and post such files).    Yes  ¨    No  ¨

Indicate by check mark whether the registrant is a large accelerated filer, an accelerated filer, a non-accelerated filer, or a smaller reporting
company. See the definitions of �large accelerated filer,� �accelerated filer� and �smaller reporting company� in Rule 12b-2 of the Exchange Act.
(Check one):

Large accelerated filer  ¨ Accelerated filer  þ Non-accelerated filer  ¨ Smaller reporting company  ¨
(Do not check if a smaller

reporting company)
Indicate by check mark whether the registrant is a shell company (as defined in Rule 12b-2 of the Exchange Act).    Yes  ¨    No  þ

The number of shares outstanding of the registrant�s common stock as of August 3, 2009: 84,456,725 shares.
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PART I. FINANCIAL INFORMATION

Item 1. Financial Statements
LIMELIGHT NETWORKS, INC.

CONDENSED CONSOLIDATED BALANCE SHEETS

(In thousands, except per share data)

June 30,
2009

December 31,
2008

(Unaudited)
ASSETS

Current assets:
Cash and cash equivalents $ 145,162 $ 138,180
Marketable securities 19,141 36,463
Accounts receivable, net of reserves of $8,987 at June 30, 2009 and $7,565 at December 31, 2008,
respectively 26,391 33,482
Income taxes receivable 24 7
Prepaid expenses and other current assets 7,731 7,834

Total current assets 198,449 215,966
Property and equipment, net 35,169 40,185
Marketable securities, less current portion 24 13
Goodwill 1,080 �  
Other assets 4,899 628

Total assets $ 239,621 $ 256,792

LIABILITIES AND STOCKHOLDERS� EQUITY
Current liabilities:
Accounts payable $ 6,453 $ 8,920
Deferred revenue, current portion 10,734 9,865
Provision for litigation �  65,645
Other current liabilities 8,555 14,928

Total current liabilities 25,742 99,358
Deferred revenue, less current portion 4,640 7,303

Total liabilities 30,382 106,661
Commitments and contingencies �  �  
Stockholders� equity:
Convertible preferred stock, $0.001 par value; 7,500 shares authorized; 0 shares issued and outstanding �  �  
Common stock, $0.001 par value; 150,000 shares authorized at June 30, 2009; 84,445 and 83,405 shares
issued and outstanding at June 30, 2009 and December 31, 2008, respectively 84 83
Additional paid-in capital 300,036 290,593
Accumulated other comprehensive income 88 260
Accumulated deficit (90,969) (140,805) 

Total stockholders� equity 209,239 150,131
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Total liabilities and stockholders� equity $ 239,621 $ 256,792

The accompanying notes are an integral part of these unaudited condensed consolidated financial statements.
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LIMELIGHT NETWORKS, INC.

CONDENSED CONSOLIDATED STATEMENTS OF OPERATIONS

(In thousands, except per share data)

(Unaudited)

For the
Three Months Ended

June 30,

For the
Six Months Ended

June 30,
2009 2008 2009 2008

Revenues $ 32,333 $ 30,314 $ 65,508 $ 60,516

Cost of revenue:
Cost of services 14,945 13,559 29,868 28,218
Depreciation � network 6,133 6,192 12,681 12,205

Total cost of revenue 21,078 19,751 42,549 40,423

Gross margin 11,255 10,563 22,959 20,093
Operating expenses:
General and administrative 6,405 9,152 18,309 22,234
Sales and marketing 7,716 8,965 15,855 17,107
Research and development 1,944 1,694 3,854 3,284
Depreciation and amortization 532 311 1,072 557
Provision for litigation judgment �  6,743 (65,645) 13,878

Total operating expenses 16,597 26,865 (26,555) 57,060

Operating (loss) income (5,342) (16,302) 49,514 (36,967) 
Other income (expense):
Interest expense (11) (11) (22) (33) 
Interest income 337 1,334 720 3,226
Other (expense) income (111) (377) 116 (207) 

Total other income 215 946 814 2,986

(Loss) income before income taxes (5,127) (15,356) 50,328 (33,981) 
Income tax expense (benefit) 171 (25) 492 (208) 

Net (loss) income $ (5,298) $ (15,331) $ 49,836 $ (33,773) 

Net (loss) income per weighted average share:
Basic $ (0.06) $ (0.18) $ 0.60 $ (0.41) 

Diluted $ (0.06) $ (0.18) $ 0.57 $ (0.41) 

Shares used in per weighted average share calculations:
Basic 84,033 82,889 83,774 82,756
Diluted 84,033 82,889 87,249 82,756

The accompanying notes are an integral part of these unaudited condensed consolidated financial statements.
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LIMELIGHT NETWORKS, INC.

CONDENSED CONSOLIDATED STATEMENTS OF CASH FLOWS

(In thousands)

For the
Six months Ended

June 30,
2009 2008

(Unaudited)
Cash flows from operating activities:
Net income (loss) $ 49,836 $ (33,773) 
Adjustments to reconcile net income (loss) to net cash used in operating activities:
Depreciation and amortization 13,753 12,762
Share-based compensation 8,768 8,245
Deferred income tax benefit �  (211) 
Provision for litigation (65,645) 13,878
Accounts receivable charges 3,910 3,487
Loss on foreign exchange 174 12
Accretion of marketable securities (157) (432) 
Loss on marketable securities �  71
Changes in operating assets and liabilities:
Accounts receivable 3,441 (4,151) 
Prepaid expenses and other current assets 128 (4,365) 
Income taxes receivable (17) 465
Other assets (4,162) 631
Accounts payable (5,442) (4,707) 
Accounts payable, related parties �  (230) 
Deferred revenue (1,794) (473) 
Other current liabilities (7,061) 1,176
Other long term liabilities �  65

Net cash used in operating activities (4,268) (7,550) 

Cash flows from investing activities:
Purchase of marketable securities (12,830) (65,125) 
Sale of marketable securities 30,400 79,025
Purchases of property and equipment (6,062) (6,666) 
Cash acquired in business acquisition 22 �  

Net cash provided by investing activities 11,530 7,234

Cash flows from financing activities:
Escrow funds returned from share repurchase �  1,070
Proceeds from exercise of stock options and warrants 168 160

Net cash provided by financing activities 168 1,230

Effect of exchange rate changes on cash (448) 103

Net increase in cash and cash equivalents 6,982 1,017
Cash and cash equivalents at beginning of period 138,180 113,824
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Cash and cash equivalents at end of period $ 145,162 $ 114,841

Supplemental disclosure of cash flow information:
Cash paid for income taxes $ 535 $ 114

Property and equipment purchases remaining in accounts payable $ 2,890 $ 2,310

Equity issued in connection with acquisition of business $ 962 $ �  

The accompanying notes are an integral part of these unaudited condensed consolidated financial statements.
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LIMELIGHT NETWORKS, INC.

NOTES TO UNAUDITED CONDENSED CONSOLIDATED FINANCIAL STATEMENTS

1. Nature of Business

Limelight Networks, Inc. (the Company) is a provider of high-performance content delivery network (CDN) services. The Company delivers
content for traditional and emerging media companies, or content providers, including businesses operating in the television, music, radio,
newspaper, magazine, movie, videogame, software and social media industries as well as enterprises and government entities doing business
online.

2. Summary of Significant Accounting Policies and Use of Estimates

Basis of Presentation

The condensed consolidated financial statements include accounts of the Company and its wholly owned subsidiaries. All significant
intercompany balances and transactions have been eliminated. The accompanying condensed consolidated financial statements have been
prepared in accordance with U.S. generally accepted accounting principles (GAAP) and pursuant to the rules and regulations of the Securities
and Exchange Commission (SEC). These principles require management to make estimates, judgments and assumptions that affect the reported
amounts of assets, liabilities, revenues and expenses, together with amounts disclosed in the related notes to the condensed consolidated
financial statements. Actual results and outcomes may differ from management�s estimates, judgments and assumptions. Significant estimates
used in these financial statements include, but are not limited to, revenues, accounts receivable and related reserves, useful lives and realizability
of long-term asset, capitalized software, provision for litigation, income and other taxes and the fair value of stock-based compensation.
Estimates are periodically reviewed in light of changes in circumstances, facts and experience. The effects of material revisions in estimates are
reflected in the condensed consolidated financial statements prospectively from the date of the change in estimate. The accompanying condensed
consolidated balance sheet as of June 30, 2009, the condensed consolidated statements of operations for the three and six months ended June 30,
2009 and 2008, and the condensed consolidated statements of cash flows for the six months ended June 30, 2009 and 2008, are unaudited. The
condensed consolidated balance sheet information as of December 31, 2008 is derived from the audited consolidated financial statements which
were included in the Company�s Annual Report on Form 10-K filed with the SEC on March 13, 2009. The consolidated financial information
contained in this Quarterly Report on Form 10-Q should be read in conjunction with the audited consolidated financial statements and related
notes contained in the Annual Report on Form 10-K filed on March 13, 2009.

The results of operations presented in this Quarterly Report on Form 10-Q are not necessarily indicative of the results that may be expected for
the year ending December 31, 2009 or for any future periods. In the opinion of management, these unaudited condensed consolidated financial
statements include all adjustments of a normal recurring nature that are necessary, in the opinion of management, to present fairly the results of
all interim periods reported herein.

As of January 1, 2009, the Company adopted SFAS No. 141(R) Business Combinations (SFAS No. 141(R)). SFAS No. 141(R) replaces SFAS
No. 141 and, although it retains certain requirements of that guidance, it is broader in scope. SFAS No. 141(R) establishes principles and
requirements in the recognition and measurement of the assets acquired, the liabilities assumed and any non-controlling interests related to a
business combination. Among other requirements, direct acquisition costs and acquisition-related restructuring costs must be accounted for
separately from the business combination. In addition, SFAS No. 141(R) provides guidance in accounting for step acquisitions, contingent
liabilities, goodwill, contingent consideration, and other aspects of business combinations.

As of January 1, 2009, the Company adopted SFAS No. 160, Noncontrolling Interests in Consolidated Financial Statements, an amendment of
ARB No. 51 (SFAS No. 160). SFAS No. 160 requires that ownership interests in subsidiaries held by parties other than the parent be presented
separately within equity in the consolidated balance sheet. SFAS No. 160 also requires that the consolidated net income attributable to the parent
and to the noncontrolling interests be identified and displayed on the face of the consolidated income statement. Changes in ownership interests,
deconsolidation and additional disclosures regarding noncontrolling interests are also addressed in the new guidance. As of June 30, 2009, the
Company had no noncontrolling interests recorded in its balance sheet.

In February 2008, the FASB issued FASB Staff Position (FSP) No. 157-2 (FSP 157-2). FSP 157-2 delays the effective date of SFAS 157 for
non-financial assets and non-financial liabilities, except those that are recognized or disclosed at fair value in the financial statements on a
recurring basis, to fiscal years beginning after November 15, 2008, and interim periods within those fiscal years. In February 2008, the FASB
also issued FSP No. 157-1 that would exclude leasing transactions accounted for under SFAS No. 13, Accounting for Leases, and its related
interpretive accounting pronouncements. The adoption of the statement did not have a material impact on its consolidated financial statements.
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As of January 1, 2009, the Company adopted Statement No. 161, Disclosures about Derivative Instruments and Hedging Activities � an
amendment of FASB Statement No. 133 (SFAS No. 161). SFAS No. 161 requires entities that utilize derivative instruments to provide qualitative
disclosures about their objectives and strategies for using such instruments, as well as any details of credit-risk-related contingent features
contained within derivatives. SFAS No. 161 also requires entities to disclose additional

6

Edgar Filing: Limelight Networks, Inc. - Form 10-Q

Table of Contents 11



Table of Contents

information about the amounts and location of derivatives located within the financial statements, how the provisions of SFAS No. 133 have
been applied, and the impact that hedges have on an entity�s financial position, financial performance, and cash flows. As of June 30, 2009, the
Company does not have any derivative instruments and/or hedging activities. The adoption of this statement did not have a material effect on its
financial position or results of operations.

As of January 1, 2009, the Company adopted FSP No. EITF 03-6-1, Determining Whether Instruments Granted in Share-Based Payment
Transactions Are Participating Securities. This FSP clarifies that invested share-based payment awards that contain nonforfeitable rights to
dividends or dividend equivalents, whether paid or unpaid, are participating securities and requires such awards be included in the computation
of earnings per share (EPS) pursuant to the two-class method. This FSP is effective for financial statements issued for fiscal years beginning
after December 15, 2008, and interim periods within those years. This FSP requires all prior-period EPS data presented to be adjusted
retrospectively. The Company has awarded restricted stock which included non-forfeitable dividend rights. The Company has applied this
guidance in the earnings per share calculation as of June 30, 2009 and 2008. The impact of adoption changed previously reported net loss per
share for the three months ended June 30, 2008 from ($0.19) to ($0.18) per share. The impact of the adoption did not change the previously
reported net loss per share for the six months ended June 30, 2008.

In April 2009, the Financial Accounting Standards Board, or FASB, issued two FASB Staff Positions, or FSPs, to address concerns about
(1) measuring the fair value of financial instruments when the markets become inactive and quoted prices may reflect distressed transactions and
(2) recording impairment charges on investments in debt securities. The FASB also issued a third FSP to require disclosures of fair values of
certain financial instruments in interim financial statements.

FSP No. FAS 157-4, Determining Fair Value When the Volume and Level of Activity for the Asset or Liability Have Significantly Decreased and
Identifying Transactions That Are Not Orderly, provides additional guidance to highlight and expand on the factors that should be considered in
estimating fair value when there has been a significant decrease in market activity for a financial asset. This FSP also requires new disclosures
relating to fair value measurement inputs and valuation techniques (including changes in inputs and valuation techniques).

FSP No. FAS 115-2 and FAS 124-2, Recognition and Presentation of Other-Than-Temporary Impairments, will change (1) the trigger for
determining whether an other-than-temporary impairment exists and (2) the amount of an impairment charge to be recorded in earnings. To
determine whether an other-than-temporary impairment exists, an entity will be required to assess the likelihood of selling a security prior to
recovering its cost basis. This is a change from the current requirement for an entity to assess whether it has the intent and ability to hold a
security to recovery or maturity. This FSP also expands and increases the frequency of existing disclosure about other-than-temporary
impairments and requires new disclosures of the significant inputs used in determining a credit loss, as well as a roll-forward of that amount each
period.

FSP No. FAS 107-1 and APB 28-1, Interim Disclosures about Fair Value of Financial Instruments, increases the frequency of fair value
disclosures from annual to quarterly to provide financial statement users with more timely information about the effects of current market
conditions on their financial instruments.

These FSPs apply to both interim and annual periods and became effective beginning April 1, 2009. The Company adopted these standards for
the quarter ended June 30, 2009. The adoption of these standards did not have a material impact on the Company�s financial condition or results
of operations.

In May 2009, the FASB issued SFAS No. 165, Subsequent Events. SFAS 165 establishes general standards of accounting for and disclosure of
events that occur after the balance sheet date but before financial statements are issued, and specifically requires the disclosure of the date
through which an entity has evaluated subsequent events and the basis for that date. SFAS 165 is effective beginning with the quarter ending
June 30, 2009 and will be applied prospectively. The Company adopted SFAS 165 for the quarter ended June 30, 2009.

Revenue Recognition

The Company recognizes service revenues in accordance with the SEC�s Staff Accounting Bulletin No. 104, Revenue Recognition, and the
Financial Accounting Standards Board�s (FASB) Emerging Issues Task Force Issue No. 00-21, Revenue Arrangements with Multiple
Deliverables. Revenue is recognized when the price is fixed or determinable, persuasive evidence of an arrangement exists, the service is
performed and collectibility of the resulting receivable is reasonably assured.

At the inception of a customer contract for service, the Company makes an assessment as to that customer�s ability to pay for the services
provided. If the Company subsequently determines that collection from the customer is not reasonably assured, the Company records an
allowance for doubtful accounts and bad debt expense or deferred revenue for all of that customer�s unpaid invoices and ceases recognizing
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revenue for continued services provided until cash is received.

The Company primarily derives revenue from the sale of content delivery network services to customers executing contracts having terms of one
year or longer. These contracts generally commit the customer to a minimum monthly level of usage on a calendar month basis and provide the
rate at which the customer must pay for actual usage above the monthly minimum. For
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these services, the Company recognizes the monthly minimum as revenue each month provided that an enforceable contract has been signed by
both parties, the service has been delivered to the customer, the fee for the service is fixed or determinable and collection is reasonably assured.
Should a customer�s usage of the Company�s services exceed the monthly minimum, the Company recognizes revenue for such excess in the
period of the usage. The Company typically charges the customer an installation fee when the services are first activated. The installation fees
are recorded as deferred revenue and recognized as revenue ratably over the estimated life of the customer arrangement. The Company also
derives revenue from services sold as discrete, non-recurring events or based solely on usage. For these services, the Company recognizes
revenue after an enforceable contract has been signed by both parties, the fee is fixed or determinable, the event or usage has occurred and
collection is reasonably assured.

The Company has on occasion entered into multi-element arrangements. When the Company enters into such arrangements, each element is
accounted for separately over its respective service period or at the time of delivery, provided that there is objective evidence of fair value for the
separate elements. Objective evidence of fair value includes the price charged for the element when sold separately. If the fair value of each
element cannot be objectively determined, the total value of the arrangement is recognized ratably over the entire service period to the extent
that all services have begun to be provided, and other revenue recognition criteria has been satisfied.

If the multi-element arrangement includes a significant software component, the Company applies the provisions of Statement of Position, 97-2,
(SOP 97-2) Software Revenue Recognition, as amended by SOP 98-9, Modifications of SOP 97-2, Software Revenue Recognition, With Respect
to Certain Transactions. The Company recognizes software license revenue when persuasive evidence of an arrangement exists, delivery has
occurred, the fee is fixed or determinable and collection of the receivable is reasonably assured. If a software license contains an undelivered
element, the vendor-specific objective evidence (VSOE) of fair value of the undelivered element is deferred and the revenue recognized once the
element is delivered. The undelivered elements are primarily software support and professional services. VSOE of fair value of software support
and professional services is based upon hourly rates or fixed fees charged when those services are sold separately. If VSOE cannot be
established for all elements to be delivered, the Company defers all amounts received under the arrangement and does not begin to recognize
revenue until the delivery of the last element of the contract has started. Subsequent to commencement of delivery of the last element, the
Company commences revenue recognition. Amounts to be received under the contract are then included in the amortizable base and then
recognized as revenue ratably over the remaining term of the arrangement until the Company has delivered all elements and has no additional
performance obligations.

One of the Company�s multi-element arrangements provide for consulting services related to the development of a custom CDN solution, the
cross-license of certain technologies, including certain components of the Company�s CDN software and technology, and post-contract customer
support (PCS) for both the custom CDN solution and the software component (the Multi-Element Arrangement). The agreement also contains a
commitment by the customer to transmit a certain amount of traffic over the Company�s network during a five-year period from commencement
of the agreement or be subject to penalty payments.

For this arrangement the Company does not have VSOE of fair value to allocate the fee to the separate elements of the Multi-Element
Arrangement as it has not licensed the intellectual property and software components, nor PCS separately. Accordingly the Company will
recognize the revenues related to the professional services, license and PCS ratably over the four-year period over which the PCS has been
contracted as allowed for by paragraph 12 of SOP 97-2. Because delivery of the license and PCS elements of this arrangement had not occurred
at June 30, 2007, revenue on all services provided to this customer during the three months ended June 30, 2007, including the ongoing content
delivery services, and the direct incremental costs incurred associated with these revenues, were deferred until such time as delivery occurs and
PCS has commenced. Concurrently with the signing of the Multi-Element Arrangement, the Company also extended and amended a content
delivery contract entered into originally in 2005. The arrangement for transmitting content is not a required element of the new software and
node development project commencing under the Multi-Element Arrangement. The Company will continue to receive payments on a usage
basis under the content delivery contract. Given that the services are priced at market rates and subject to regular adjustments and are cancelable
with thirty days� notice, the amount of revenue and pricing is considered variable and contingent until services are delivered. As such, the
Company has attributed revenue for the service as one that is contingent and becomes measurable as the services are delivered under the terms
of the content delivery contract. Accordingly, the Company will record revenue on a monthly basis in an amount based upon usage. Because the
content delivery agreement was amended concurrently with the Multi-Element Arrangement, the Company deferred revenue recognition until
commencement of delivery of the last element of the Multi-Element Arrangement, which was determined to be July 27, 2007. For the three and
six month periods ended June 30, 2009, the Company recognized approximately $1.7 million and $3.3 million, respectively, in revenue and
approximately $21,000 and $42,000, respectively, in costs of revenue. During the three and six month periods ended June 30, 2008, the
Company recognized approximately $1.0 million and $2.0 million, respectively, in revenue and approximately $21,000 and $42,000,
respectively, in costs of revenue. As of June 30, 2009, the Company had remaining deferred revenue related to the multi-element arrangement of
$11.6 million, which is expected to be recognized ratably over the remaining 20 month contract period and had remaining related deferred costs
of $0.1 million.
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The Company also sells services through a reseller channel. Assuming all other revenue recognition criteria are met, revenue from reseller
arrangements is recognized over the term of the contract, based on the reseller�s contracted non-refundable minimum purchase commitments plus
amounts sold by the reseller to its customers in excess of the minimum commitments. These excess commitments are recognized as revenue in
the period in which the service is provided. The Company records revenue under

8

Edgar Filing: Limelight Networks, Inc. - Form 10-Q

Table of Contents 15



Table of Contents

these agreements on a net or gross basis depending upon the terms of the arrangement in accordance with EITF 99-19 Recording Revenue Gross
as a Principal Versus Net as an Agent. The Company typically records revenue gross when it has risk of loss, latitude in establishing price,
credit risk and is the primary obligor in the arrangement.

From time to time, the Company enters into contracts to sell services to unrelated companies at or about the same time the Company enters into
contracts to purchase products or services from the same companies. If the Company concludes that these contracts were negotiated
concurrently, the Company records as revenue only the net cash received from the vendor. For certain non-cash arrangements whereby the
Company provides rack space and bandwidth services to several companies in exchange for advertising the Company records barter revenue and
expense if the services are objectively measurable. The various types of advertising include radio, website, print and signage. The Company
recorded barter revenue and expense of approximately $81,000 and $183,000, respectively, for the three month period ended June 30, 2009 and
2008, and approximately $173,000 and $297,000, for the six month period ended June 30, 2009 and 2008, respectively.

The Company may from time to time resell licenses or services of third parties. Revenue for these transactions is recorded when the Company
has risk of loss related to the amounts purchased from the third party and the Company adds value to the license or service, such as by providing
maintenance or support for such license or service. If these conditions are present, the Company recognizes revenue when all other revenue
recognition criteria are satisfied.

Cash and Cash Equivalents

The Company holds its cash and cash equivalents in checking, money market, and investment accounts with a minimum credit rating of A1/P1.
The Company considers all highly liquid investments with maturities of three months or less when purchased to be cash equivalents.

Investments in Marketable Securities

The Company accounts for its investments in debt and equity securities under FASB�s Statement of Financial Accounting Standards
(SFAS) No. 115, Accounting for Certain Investments in Debt and Equity Securities and FASB Staff Position, or FSP, SFAS No. 115-1, The
Meaning of Other-Than-Temporary Impairment and its Application to Certain Investments. Management determines the appropriate
classification of such securities at the time of purchase and reevaluates such classification as of each balance sheet date. Realized gains and
losses and declines in value judged to be other than temporary are determined based on the specific identification method and is reported in the
statements of operations.

The Company has classified its investments in equity and debt securities as available-for-sale. Available-for-sale investments are initially
recorded at cost with temporary changes in fair value periodically adjusted through comprehensive income. The Company periodically reviews
its investments for other-than-temporary declines in fair value based on the specific identification method and writes down investments to their
fair value when an other-than-temporary decline has occurred.

The following is a summary of available-for-sale securities at June 30, 2009 (in thousands):

Amortized
Cost

Gross
Unrealized

Gains

Gross
Unrealized

Losses
Estimated
Fair Value

Government agency bonds $ 13,003 $ 6 $ (4) $ 13,005
Corporate notes and bonds 6,063 73 �  6,136

Total available-for-sale debt securities 19,066 79 (4) 19,141
Publicly traded common stock 13 11 �  24

Total available-for-sale securities $ 19,079 $ 90 $ (4) $ 19,165

At June 30, 2009, the Company evaluated its investment portfolio, and noted unrealized losses of $4,000 were due to fluctuations in interest
rates. Management does not believe any of the unrealized losses represented an other-than-temporary impairment based on its evaluation of
available evidence as of June 30, 2009. The Company�s intent is to hold these investments to such time as these assets are no longer impaired.
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Expected maturities can differ from contractual maturities because the issuers of the securities may have the right to prepay obligations without
prepayment penalties, and the Company views its available-for-sale securities as available for current operations.

At June 30, 2009, the Company evaluated its investment portfolio in publicly traded common stock to determine if there had been a decrease in
market value that was considered to be other-than-temporary. At June 30, 2009, the Company concluded that there had been no decrease in
market value in the publicly traded common stock.

9

Edgar Filing: Limelight Networks, Inc. - Form 10-Q

Table of Contents 17



Table of Contents

The amortized cost and estimated fair value of the available-for-sale debt securities at June 30, 2009, by maturity, are shown below (in
thousands):

Amortized
Cost

Gross
Unrealized

Gains

Gross
Unrealized

Losses
Estimated
Fair Value

Available-for-sale debt securities
Due in one year or less $ 13,003 $ 6 $ (4) $ 13,005
Due after one year and through five years 6,063 73 �  6,136

$ 19,066 $ 79 $ (4) $ 19,141

The following is a summary of available-for-sale securities at December 31, 2008 (in thousands):

Amortized
Cost

Gross
Unrealized

Gains

Gross
Unrealized

Losses
Estimated
Fair Value

Government agency bonds $ 15,002 $ 36 $ �  $ 15,038
Commercial paper 4,282 8 �  4,290
Corporate notes and bonds 17,195 62 (122) 17,135

Total available-for-sale debt securities 36,479 106 (122) 36,463
Publicly traded common stock 16 �  (3) 13

Total available-for-sale securities $ 36,495 $ 106 $ (125) $ 36,476

The amortized cost and estimated fair value of the available-for-sale debt securities at December 31, 2008, by maturity, are shown below (in
thousands):

Amortized
Cost

Gross
Unrealized

Gains

Gross
Unrealized

Losses
Estimated
Fair Value

Available-for-sale debt securities
Due in one year or less $ 19,384 $ 44 $ �  $ 19,428
Due after one year and through two years 17,095 62 (122) 17,035

$ 36,479 $ 106 $ (122) $ 36,463

Recently Issued Accounting Pronouncements

In June 2009, the FASB also issued FASB No. 168, The FASB Accounting Standards Codification and the Hierarchy of Generally Accepted
Accounting Principles (a replacement of FASB Statement No. 162). This standard establishes the FASB Accounting Standards Codification
(Codification) as the single source of authoritative US GAAP. The Codification does not create any new GAAP standards but incorporates
existing accounting and reporting standards into a new topical structure. The Codification will be effective July 1, 2009, and beginning with the
third quarter interim report, a new referencing system will be used to identify authoritative accounting standards, replacing the existing
references. Existing references will be designated by their Accounting Standards Codification (ASC) topical reference and new standards will be
designated as Accounting Standards Updates, with a year and assigned sequence number.

3. Business Acquisition
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On May 20, 2009 the Company entered into an Asset Purchase Agreement to acquire substantially all of the assets of Kiptronic Inc. (Kiptronic)
for approximately $1.0 million. The aggregate purchase price of approximately $1.0 million consisted of 213,334 shares of the Company�s
common stock. The fair value of the common shares issued as consideration for Kiptronic was determined on the basis of the closing market
price of the Company�s common shares on the acquisition date. In addition, the Company incurred $0.1 million of transaction costs, which
primarily consisted of fees for legal and financial advisory services. These transaction costs are included in general and administrative expenses
in the Company�s statement of operations for the three and six month periods ended June 30, 2009. The Company�s consolidated financial
statements include the results of operations of Kiptronic from the date of acquisition. The historical results of operations of Kiptronic were not
significant to the Company�s consolidated results of operations for the periods presented. The total purchase consideration was allocated to the
assets acquired and liabilities assumed at their estimated fair values as of the date of acquisition, as determined by management. The purchase
price allocation is preliminary and a final determination of purchase accounting adjustments will be made upon the finalization of the Company�s
integration activities, which are expected to be completed during 2009. The excess of the purchase price over the amounts allocated to assets
acquired and liabilities assumed has been recorded as goodwill. In accordance with current accounting standards, goodwill associated with the
Kiptronic acquisition will not be amortized and will be tested for impairment at least annually as required by Statement of Financial Accounting
Standards (SFAS) No. 142, �Goodwill and Other Intangible Assets� (SFAS No. 142) (see Note 12). The allocation of the aggregate purchase price
includes: tangible assets of $0.2 million, assumed liabilities of $0.3 million, and goodwill of $1.1 million. Kiptronic develops mobility and
monetization solutions for content publishers. The combination of the Company�s distributed computing and delivery platform with Kiptronic
device-targeting and dynamic ad insertion technologies will allow the Company to provide media and entertainment companies a streamlined
and scalable solution for the migration of media consumption from the PC to the wider variety of Internet-connected and mobile devices.

10
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4. Prepaid Expenses and Other Current Assets

Prepaid expenses and other current assets include (in thousands):

As of
June 30,

2009

As of
December 31,

2008
Prepaid bandwidth and backbone services $ 2,911 $ 2,538
Non-income taxes receivable (VAT) 2,972 3,030
Interest receivable 124 388
Employee advances and prepaid recoverable commissions 227 149
Other 1,497 1,729

Total prepaid expenses and other current assets $ 7,731 $ 7,834

The Company is subject to and has paid Value Added Tax (VAT) in certain foreign jurisdictions in which it operates. Based on analysis and
application of the VAT laws in particular locations, the Company believes it is entitled to a refund of VAT previously paid.

In January 2009, the Company entered into a multi-year arrangement with a telecommunications provider for additional backbone capacity. The
agreement required the Company to make an advanced payment for future services to be received.

5. Property and Equipment

Property and equipment include (in thousands):

As of
June 30,

2009

As of
December 31,

2008
Network equipment $ 104,267 $ 96,698
Computer equipment 4,204 3,273
Furniture and fixtures 683 676
Leasehold improvements 2,320 2,221
Other equipment 525 446

111,999 103,314
Less: accumulated depreciation (76,830) (63,129) 

$ 35,169 $ 40,185

6. Other Current Liabilities

Other current liabilities consist of the following (in thousands):

As of
June 30,

2009

As of
December 31,

2008
Accrued legal fees $ 1,580 $ 3,662
Accrued compensation and benefits 1,526 3,594
Accrued cost of revenue 1,837 3,491
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Non income taxes payable 1,036 1,492
Other accrued expenses 2,576 2,689

Total other current liabilities $ 8,555 $ 14,928

The Company has determined that certain transactions are subject to sales tax in some of the states in which it operates. Accordingly, the
Company has recorded a liability for those amounts which are probable and reasonably estimated, pursuant to the application of FAS 5.

7. Litigation

In June 2006, Akamai Technologies, Inc., or Akamai, and the Massachusetts Institute of Technology, or MIT, filed a lawsuit against the
Company in the U.S. District Court for the District of Massachusetts alleging that the Company was infringing two patents assigned to MIT and
exclusively licensed by MIT to Akamai, U.S. Patent No. 6,553,413 (the �413 patent) and U.S. Patent No. 6,108,703 (the �703 patent). In
September 2006, Akamai and MIT expanded their claims to assert infringement of a third, recently issued patent, U.S. Patent No. 7,103,645 (the
�645 patent). In February 2008, a jury returned a verdict in this lawsuit, finding that the Company infringed four claims of the �703 patent at issue
and rejecting the Company�s invalidity defenses for the period
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April 2005 through December 31, 2007. The jury awarded an aggregate of approximately $45.5 million which includes lost profits, reasonable
royalties and price erosion damages. In addition, the jury awarded prejudgment interest which the Company estimated to be $2.6 million at
December 31, 2007. The Company recorded an aggregate $48.1 million as a provision for litigation as of December 31, 2007. For the three and
six month periods ended June 30, 2008, the Company recorded a potential additional provision for litigation of $6.2 million and $13.2 million,
respectively, plus additional interest of $0.5 million and $0.7 million, respectively.

On July 1, 2008, the Court denied the Company�s Motions for Judgment as a Matter of Law (JMOL), Obviousness, and a New Trial. The Court
also denied Akamai�s Motion for Permanent Injunction as premature and its Motions for Summary Judgment regarding the Company�s equitable
defenses. The Court conducted a bench trial in November 2008 regarding the Company�s equitable defenses. The Company also filed a motion
for reconsideration of the Court�s earlier denial of the Company�s motion for JMOL. The Company�s motion for JMOL was based largely upon a
clarification in the standard for a finding of joint infringement articulated by the Federal Circuit in the case of Muniauction, Inc. v. Thomson
Corp. (the Muniauction Case), released after the Court denied the Company�s initial motion for JMOL. On April 24, 2009 the Court issued its
order and memorandum setting aside the adverse jury verdict and ruling that the Company did not infringe Akamai�s �703 patent and that the
Company is entitled to judgment as a matter of law. Based upon the Court�s April 24, 2009 order the Company has reversed the $65.6 million
provision for litigation previously recorded for this lawsuit as the Company no longer believes that payment of any amounts represented by the
litigation provision is probable. The Court entered final judgment in favor of the Company on May 22, 2009, and Akamai has filed its notice of
appeal of the Court�s decision on May 26, 2009. The Company is not able at this time to estimate the range of potential loss nor, in light of the
favorable court order, does it believe that a loss is probable. Therefore, there is no provision for this lawsuit in the Company�s financial
statements.

Legal and other expenses associated with this case have been significant. The Company includes these litigation expenses in general and
administrative expenses, as reported in its consolidated statement of operations. The Company expects that the litigation will continue to be
expensive, time consuming and a distraction to its management in operating its business.

In December 2007, Level 3 Communications, LLC, or Level 3, filed a lawsuit against the Company in the U.S. District Court for the Eastern
District of Virginia alleging that the Company was infringing certain patents Level 3 acquired from Savvis Communications Corp. In addition to
monetary relief, including treble damages, interest, fees and costs, the complaint sought an order permanently enjoining the Company from
conducting its business in a manner that infringed the relevant patents. A jury trial was conducted in the U.S. District Court for the Eastern
District of Virginia in January 2009, and on January 23, 2009 the jury returned a verdict favorable to the Company finding that the Company did
not infringe the Level 3 patents. The Company believes the jury verdict finding that the Company did not infringe the Level 3 patents is correct,
and that the claims of infringement asserted against the Company by Level 3 in the litigation were without merit. The Court denied Level 3�s
subsequent motion for JMOL or alternatively for a new trial, and entered judgment in favor of the Company. In the event of an appeal by Level
3 the Company intends to vigorously defend the action. The Company is not able at this time to estimate the range of potential loss nor, in light
of the favorable jury verdict, does it believe that a loss is probable. Therefore, there is no provision for this lawsuit in the Company�s financial
statements.

In August 2007, the Company, certain of its officers and current and former directors, and the firms that served as the lead underwriters in the
Company�s initial public offering were named as defendants in several purported class action lawsuits filed in the U.S. District Courts for the
District of Arizona and the Southern District of New York. All of the New York cases were transferred to Arizona and consolidated into a single
action. The plaintiffs� consolidated complaint asserted causes of action under Sections 11, 12, and 15 of the Securities Act of 1933, as amended,
on behalf of a purported class of individuals who purchased the Company�s common stock in its initial public offering and/or pursuant to its
Prospectus. The complaint alleges, among other things, that the Company omitted and/or misstated certain facts concerning the seasonality of its
business and the loss of revenue related to certain customers. On March 17, 2008, the Company and the individual defendants moved to dismiss
all of the plaintiffs� claims and a hearing was held on June 16, 2008. On August 8, 2008, the court granted the motion to dismiss, dismissing
plaintiffs� claims under Section 12 with prejudice and granting leave to amend the claims under Sections 11 and 15. Plaintiffs chose not to amend
the claims under Sections 11 and 15, and on August 29, 2008 the court entered judgment in favor of the Company. On September 5, 2008,
Plaintiffs filed a notice of appeal, and appellate briefs were filed by the parties in January and February 2009. The Company believes that it and
the individual defendants have meritorious defenses to the plaintiffs� claims and intends to contest the lawsuits vigorously. The Company is not
able at this time to estimate the range of potential loss nor does it believe that a loss is probable. Therefore, there is no provision for these
lawsuits in the Company�s financial statements.

8. Net Income (Loss) Per Share

On January 1, 2009, the Company adopted FSP No. EITF 03-6-1, �Determining Whether Instruments Granted in Share-Based Payment
Transactions are Participating Securities�, which addresses whether instruments granted in share-based payment awards are participating
securities prior to vesting and therefore, must be included in the earnings allocation in calculating earnings per share under the two-class method
described in SFAS No. 128, �Earnings per Share�. The Company�s restricted stock qualifies as a participating security as defined by FSP No. EITF
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03-6-1 as the holders have the non-forfeitable right to receive dividends declared or paid with respect to such restricted stock. The Company has
applied FSP No. EITF 03-6-1 to the earnings per share calculations for all periods presented. The Company has included in the computation of
outstanding shares approximately 299,000 and 937,000,
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respectively of non-vested restricted stock for the three months ended June 30, 2009 and 2008, respectively and approximately 351,000 and
999,000, respectively of non-vested restricted stock for the six months ended June 30, 2009 and 2008, respectively. The impact of adoption
changed previously reported net loss per share for the three months ended June 30, 2008 from ($0.19) to ($0.18) per share. The impact of the
adoption did not change the previously reported net loss per share for the six months ended June 30, 2008.

The Company calculates basic and diluted earnings per share based on income available to common stockholders, which approximates net
income for each period, and includes the restricted stock as participating securities. The Company uses the weighted-average number of
common shares outstanding during the period, plus the restricted stock discussed above, for the computation of basic earnings per share using
the two-class method. Diluted earnings per share include the dilutive effect of convertible stock options and restricted stock units in the
weighted-average number of common shares outstanding.

The following table sets forth the components used in the computation of basic and diluted net income (loss) per share for the periods indicated
(in thousands, except per share data):

For the
Three Months Ended

June 30,

For the
Six Months Ended

June 30,
2009 2008 2009 2008

Net (loss) income available to common stockholders $ (5,298) $ (15,331) $ 49,836 $ (33,773) 

Basic weighted average common shares 84,033 82,889 83,774 82,756

Basic weighted average common shares 84,033 82,889 83,774 82,756
Dilutive effect of stock options and restricted stock units �  �  3,475 �  

Diluted weighted average common shares 84,033 82,889 87,249 82,756

Basic net (loss) income per share $ (0.06) $ (0.18) $ 0.60 $ (0.41) 

Diluted net (loss) income per share $ (0.06) $ (0.18) $ 0.57 $ (0.41) 

For the three month period ended June 30, 2009 and the three and six month periods ended June 30, 2008, an aggregate of 3,877,000, 1,631,000
and 2,640,000, respectively, outstanding options and common stock subject to repurchase were excluded from the computation of diluted net
loss per common share for the three month period ended June 30, 2009 and the three and six month periods ended June 30, 2008 because
including them would have had an antidilutive effect.

9. Comprehensive (Loss) Income

The following table presents the calculation of comprehensive income (loss) and its components (in thousands):

For the
Three Months Ended

June 30,

For the
Six Months Ended

June 30,
2009 2008 2009 2008

Net (loss) income $ (5,298) $ (15,331) $ 49,836 $ (33,773) 
Other comprehensive income (loss), net of tax:
Unrealized gain (loss) on investments 73 (259) 102 (145) 
Foreign exchange translation �  272 (274) 116

Other comprehensive income (loss) 73 13 (172) (29) 
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Comprehensive (loss) income $ (5,225) $ (15,318) $ 49,664 $ (33,802) 

For the periods presented, accumulated other comprehensive income consisted of (in thousands):

As of
June 30,

2009

As of
December 31,

2008
Net unrealized gain (loss) on investments, net of tax $ 87 $ (15) 
Foreign currency translation 1 275

Total accumulated other comprehensive income $ 88 $ 260
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10. Stockholders� Equity

Initial Public Offering (IPO)

On June 8, 2007, the Company completed an initial public offering of its common stock in which the Company sold and issued 14,900,000
shares of its common stock and selling stockholders sold 3,500,000 shares of the Company�s common stock, in each case at a price to the public
of $15.00 per share. The common shares began trading on the NASDAQ Global Market on June 8, 2007. The Company raised a total of
$223.5 million in gross proceeds from the IPO, or approximately $203.9 million in net proceeds after deducting underwriting discounts and
commissions of approximately $15.6 million and other offering costs of approximately $4.0 million.

Business Acquisition

On May 20, 2009 the Company entered into an Asset Purchase Agreement to acquire substantially all of the assets of Kiptronic Inc. for
approximately $1.0 million. The aggregate purchase price of approximately $1.0 million consisted of 213,334 shares of the Company�s common
stock.

11. Share-Based Compensation

The following table summarizes the components of share-based compensation expense included in the Company�s condensed consolidated
statement of operations for the three and six month periods ended June 30, 2009 and 2008 in accordance with SFAS No. 123R (in thousands):

For the
Three Months Ended

June 30,

For the
Six Months Ended

June 30,
    2009        2008        2009        2008    

Share-based compensation expense by type of award:
Stock options $ 2,149 $ 3,060 $ 4,070 $ 6,264
Restricted stock awards and units 2,132 1,225 4,698 1,981

Total share-based compensation expense $ 4,281 $ 4,285 $ 8,768 $ 8,245

Effect of share-based compensation expense on operations by line:
Cost of services $ 582 $ 558 $ 1,134 $ 1,064
General and administrative expense 1,820 1,698 3,950 3,363
Sales and marketing expense 1,253 1,431 2,442 2,738
Research and development expense 626 598 1,242 1,080

Total cost related to share-based compensation expense $ 4,281 $ 4,285 $ 8,768 $ 8,245

Unrecognized share-based compensation expense totaled $35.2 million at June 30, 2009. The Company expects to amortize $9.0 million during
the remainder of 2009, $14.7 million in 2010 and the remainder thereafter based upon the scheduled vesting of the stock options, restricted stock
awards and units outstanding at that time.

Effective May 15, 2008 the Company initiated a Stock Option/Restricted Stock Unit Exchange Offer (the Offer). Pursuant to the Offer,
employees (other than executive officers) had the opportunity to exchange certain stock options issued by the Company after April 1, 2007 for
restricted stock units (RSUs). The exchange ratio was one RSU in exchange for two stock options. The RSUs vest one-sixth on December 1,
2008 and one-sixth each six months thereafter such that all RSUs issued pursuant to the Offer will be vested no later than June 1, 2011. The
Offer was carried out in accordance with tender offer documents filed with the SEC on May 15, 2008. The Offer expired June 16, 2008. In
aggregate, 2,002,100 eligible stock options were tendered by eligible employees and 1,001,051 RSUs were issued in exchange pursuant to the
Offer. In addition, the Company entered into agreements with executive officers whereby 875,000 stock options were exchanged for 437,500
RSUs. The Company determined this was a Type I (probable-to-probable) modification under SFAS No. 123R for substantially all of the
tendered options. Accordingly, the Company measured the incremental fair value of the RSUs issued over that of the options tendered and
recorded $29,000 of additional unrecognized share-based compensation related to the Offer. This additional unrecognized share-based
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compensation, as well as unrecognized share-based compensation related to the options tendered in the Offer, will be recognized over the
vesting period of the RSUs using the straight-line method over the vesting period.

The Offer also included the exchange of performance-based stock options for one employee. At the time of the Offer, the Company determined
the original award was not probable of being earned, and had not recorded any share-based compensation expense. As such, the exchange of this
performance-based option for RSUs is considered to be a Type III (improbable to probable) modification under SFAS No. 123(R). The
Company measured the fair value of the RSUs issued in the Offer, and will recognize the expense using the straight-line method over the vesting
period.
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On May 13, 2008 the Company granted 537,500 RSUs to certain executive officers, The vesting of these RSUs began on December 1, 2008 and
will continue vesting in increments of 1/6th every six months, such that all RSUs granted will vest no later than June 1, 2011, subject to the
individual continuing to be an employee of the Company through each relevant vesting date. On October 20, 2008, the Company issued one of
its officers 350,000 RSUs. The vesting of these RSUs began on the one month anniversary of October 20, 2008 and an additional 1/48th on the
20th  day of each calendar month thereafter, provided he continues to be a service provider to the Company through each date. On November 25,
2008, the Company issued one of its officers 100,000 RSUs. The vesting of the 100,000 RSUs, vest fifty percent (50%) 90 days after
November 25, 2008, and fifty percent (50%) on the second anniversary of November 25, 2008. On December 29, 2008, the Company issued to
one of its officers 150,000 RSUs. One sixteenth (1/16th) of the RSUs vested on March 1, 2009, and 1/16th of the RSUs vest on each of
June 1, September 1, December 1, and March 1 thereafter through and including December 1, 2012.

In November 2008, the Company entered into an Equity Award Amendment with the Company�s Chief Executive Officer (CEO). In connection
with this award, 750,000 options to purchase common stock were cancelled and another 750,000 options were modified. In exchange, the CEO
received 500,000 RSUs of which 100,000 are service awards vesting over two years and the remaining 400,000 are performance awards.
Accordingly, the Company measured the incremental fair value of the RSUs issued over the fair value of the options cancelled and modified and
calculated there to be $317,500 of additional unrecognized share-based compensation which will be recognized over the vesting period of the
modified options and RSUs granted.

The performance based RSUs will only vest if the Company exceeds specified revenue and cash gross margin targets during the quarters ending
on or before March 31, 2010. The RSUs are separated into four tranches of 100,000 Performance RSU�s each. The maximum number of
performance-based RSUs that may vest is based on the achievement of specific quarterly financial targets. Any Performance RSUs that have not
vested based on the achievement of the quarterly financial targets with respect to quarters on or before March 31, 2010, will expire and be
cancelled immediately following the determination of the Company�s financial performance for the last quarter ending on or before March 31,
2010.

In May 2009, the Company granted 282,168 performance based RSUs to various employees. The performance based RSU�s will only vest if a
specific revenue target is achieved in any one quarter during the ten full quarters following the date of the grant and provided the employee
remains with the Company through the vesting date. As of June 30, 2009, the performance requirement was not probable of being achieved and
accordingly no compensation expense has been recognized.

On June 1, 2009 the Company granted 230,000 RSUs to certain executive officers. Each of the RSU awards, if eligible, shall vest in three
(3) equal annual installments beginning on the third business day following the Company�s public announcement of its earnings for the fiscal
quarter ending June 30, 2010, and the second and third installments vesting on June 1, 2011 and June 1, 2012, provided the executive officer
remains with the Company through each such vesting date. All or a portion of the RSUs may become eligible for vesting based upon the
achievement of certain financial performance targets for the twelve-month period ending June 30, 2010. RSUs that do not become eligible are
forfeited. As of June 30, 2009, no compensation expense had been recognized for these RSUs.

On June 1, 2009 the Company granted 320,000 stock options to certain executive officers. Each of the stock option awards vest one quarter
(1/4th) on June 1, 2010, and one forty-eighth (1/48th) each month thereafter on the first day of each month, provided the executive officer
remains with the Company through each such vesting date.

12. Goodwill

The Company recorded goodwill of $1.1 million as a result its business acquisition of substantially all of the assets of Kiptronic that occurred on
May 20, 2009. The purchase price allocation is preliminary and a final determination of purchase accounting adjustments will be made upon the
finalization of the Company�s integration activities, which are expected to be completed during 2009. The excess of the purchase price over the
amounts allocated to assets acquired and liabilities assumed has been recorded as goodwill.

The Company reviews goodwill for impairment annually or whenever events or changes in circumstances indicate that the carrying amount may
exceed their fair value. The Company concluded that it had one reporting unit and assigned the entire balance of goodwill to this reporting unit
as of June 30, 2009.

13. Related Party Transactions

The Company leases office space from a company owned by one of the Company�s executives. Rent expense for the lease, including
reimbursement for telecommunication lines, was approximately $3,000 and $6,000, respectively, for each of the three and six month periods
ended June 30, 2009 and 2008.
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The Company sells services to entities owned, in whole or in part, by certain of the Company�s executives. For the three and six month periods
ended June 30, 2009, the Company did not generate any revenue from related parties. Revenue derived from related parties was less than 1% for
the three and six month periods ended June 30, 2008. Management believes that all of the Company�s related party transactions reflected arm�s
length terms.
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14. Concentrations

For the three and six month periods ended June 30, 2009 and 2008, the Company had one major customer for which revenue exceeded 10% of
total revenue. Revenues for the three month periods ended June 30, 2009 and 2008, for this customer totaled approximately $4.7 million and
$5.2 million, respectively. Revenues for the six month periods ended June 30, 2009 and 2008, for this customer totaled approximately $10.3
million and $9.7 million, respectively.

Revenue from non-U.S. sources totaled approximately $6.3 million and $5.0 million respectively, for the three month periods ended June 30,
2009 and 2008, respectively. Revenue from non-U.S. sources totaled approximately $12.7 million and $9.1 million respectively, for the six
month periods ended June 30, 2009 and 2008, respectively.

15. Income taxes

The Company accounts for income taxes under the asset and liability method, which requires the recognition of deferred tax assets and liabilities
for the expected future tax consequences of events that have been included in the financial statements. Under this method, deferred tax assets
and liabilities are determined based on the differences between the financial statements and tax basis of assets and liabilities using enacted tax
rates in effect for the year in which the differences are expected to reverse. The effect of a change in tax rates on deferred tax assets and
liabilities is recognized in income in the period that includes the enactment date. Based upon the Company�s estimated annual effective tax rate
and after consideration of discrete tax items in the quarter, the Company�s estimated tax expense for the three and six month periods ended
June 30, 2009 was approximately $171,000 and $492,000, respectively. For the six month period ended June 30, 2008 the Company had a tax
benefit of approximately $208,000.

The Company records net deferred tax assets to the extent it believes these assets will more likely than not be realized. In making such
determination, the Company considers all available positive and negative evidence, including scheduled reversals of deferred tax liabilities,
projected future taxable income, tax planning strategies and recent financial operations. In the event the Company were to determine that it
would be able to realize the deferred income tax assets in the future in excess of its net recorded amount, the Company would make an
adjustment to the valuation allowance which would reduce the provision for income taxes.

As of June 30, 2009, the Company has approximately $1,209,000 of total unrecognized tax benefits which did not materially change during the
second quarter of 2009. This total of unrecognized tax benefits, if recognized, would favorably affect the effective income tax rate. The
Company anticipates its unrecognized tax benefits will decrease within twelve months of the reporting date, as a result of settling potential tax
liabilities in certain foreign jurisdictions.

The Company recognizes interest and penalties related to unrecognized tax benefits in its tax provision. As of June 30, 2009, the Company has
recorded a liability of $213,000 for the payment of interest and penalties, which did not materially change during the second quarter of 2009.

During the six months ended June 30, 2009, the Company performed its assessment of the recoverability of deferred tax assets and determined
there was sufficient negative evidence as a result of the Company�s cumulative losses to conclude that it was more likely than not that the
Company�s deferred tax assets would not be realized and accordingly maintained a full valuation allowance. In calculating its effective income
tax rate for 2009, no benefit is provided for temporary differences that increase deferred tax assets.

The Company conducts business in various jurisdictions in the United States and in foreign countries and is subject to examination by tax
authorities. As of June 30, 2009 and December 31, 2008, the Company�s 2006 and 2007 Federal income tax returns are under examination. The
tax years 2003 through 2007 remain open to examination by U.S. and certain state and foreign taxing jurisdictions.

16. Segment Reporting

The Company operates in one industry segment � content delivery network services. The Company operates in three geographic areas � the United
States, Europe and Asia Pacific.

SFAS No. 131, Disclosures about Segments of an Enterprise and Related Information, establishes standards for reporting information about
operating segments. Operating segments are defined as components of an enterprise about which separate financial information is available that
is evaluated regularly by the chief operating decision maker, or decision making group, in deciding how to allocate resources and in assessing
performance. The Company�s chief operating decision maker is its Chief Executive Officer. The Company�s Chief Executive Officer reviews
financial information presented on a consolidated basis for purposes of allocating resources and evaluating financial performance. The Company
has one business activity and there are no segment managers who are held accountable for operations, operating results and plans for products or
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Revenue by geography is based on the location of the customer from which the revenue is earned. The following table sets forth revenue and
long-lived assets by geographic area (in thousands):

For the
Three Months

Ended
June 30,

For the
Six Months Ended

June 30,
2009 2008 2009 2008

Domestic revenue $ 26,036 $ 25,344 $ 52,798 $ 51,381
International revenue 6,297 4,970 12,710 9,135

Total revenue $ 32,333 $ 30,314 $ 65,508 $ 60,516

The following table sets forth long-lived assets by geographic area (in thousands):

As of
June 30,

2009

As of
December 31,

2008
Domestic long-lived assets $ 23,950 $ 28,701
International long-lived assets 11,219 11,484

Total long-lived assets $ 35,169 $ 40,185

17. Fair Value Measurements

The Company follows guidance in FSP No. FAS 107-1 and APB 28-1, Interim Disclosures about Fair Value of Financial Instruments and
FASB No. 157, Fair Value Measurements (SFAS No. 157). SFAS No. 157 defines fair value, establishes a framework for measuring fair value
in accordance with accounting principles generally accepted in the United States, and expands disclosures about fair value measurements. SFAS
FAS 107-1 and APB 28-1 require companies to provide additional fair value information for certain financial instruments in interim financial
statements.

SFAS No. 157 establishes a three-tier fair value hierarchy, which prioritizes the inputs used in measuring fair value. These tiers include: Level 1,
defined as observable inputs such as quoted prices in active markets; Level 2, defined as inputs other than quoted prices in active markets that
are either directly or indirectly observable; and Level 3, defined as unobservable inputs in which little or no market data exists, therefore
requiring an entity to develop its own assumptions.

As of June 30, 2009, the Company held certain assets that are required to be measured at fair value on a recurring basis. These include
commercial paper, corporate notes and bonds, and US Government Agency Bonds which are classified as marketable securities on the
Company�s consolidated balance sheet. All of these investments are publicly traded and for which market prices are readily available.

The Company�s assets measured at fair value on a recurring basis subject to the disclosure requirements of SFAS 157 at June 30, 2009, were as
follows (in thousands):

Fair Value Measurements at Reporting Date Using
Description Total Quoted

Prices
In Active

Markets for
Identical

Assets

Significant
Other

Observable
Inputs

(Level 2)

Significant
Unobservable

Inputs
(Level 3)
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Government agency bonds $ 13,005 $ 13,005 $ �  $ �  
Corporate notes and bonds 6,136 6,136 �  �  
Publicly traded common stock 24 24 �  �  

Total assets measured at fair value $ 19,165 $ 19,165 $ �  $ �  

For the period ended June 30, 2009, realized gains and losses for marketable securities are reported in interest income, unrealized gains and
losses for marketable securities are included in other comprehensive income and expense. For the period end June 30, 2009, the Company had
unrealized gains of approximately $90,000.
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18. Subsequent Event

The Company has evaluated events and transactions occurring subsequent to June 30, 2009 through August 7, 2009, the date of the issuance of
the financial statements, in accordance with SFAS No. 165, Subsequent Events. During this period, there were no recognized subsequent events
requiring recognition in the financial statements and no non-recognized subsequent events requiring disclosure.

Item 2. Management�s Discussion and Analysis of Financial Condition and Results of Operations
The following discussion and analysis of our financial condition and results of operations should be read in conjunction with the condensed
consolidated financial statements and the related notes thereto included elsewhere in this quarterly report on Form 10-Q and the audited
consolidated financial statements and notes thereto and management�s discussion and analysis of financial condition and results of operations
for the year ended December 31, 2008 included in our annual report on Form 10-K filed with the Securities and Exchange Commission, or SEC,
on March 13, 2009. This quarterly report on Form 10-Q contains �forward-looking statements� within the meaning of Section 21E of the
Securities Exchange Act of 1934, as amended. Forward-looking statements include statements as to industry trends and future expectations of
ours and other matters that do not relate strictly to historical facts. These statements are often identified by the use of words such as �may,�
�will,� �expect,� �believe,� �anticipate,� �intend,� �could,� �estimate,� or �continue,� and similar expressions or variations. These
statements are based on the beliefs and assumptions of our management based on information currently available to management. Such
forward-looking statements are subject to risks, uncertainties and other factors that could cause actual results and the timing of certain events to
differ materially from future results expressed or implied by such forward-looking statements. Factors that could cause or contribute to such
differences include, but are not limited to, those identified below, and those discussed in the section titled �Risk Factors� set forth in Part II,
Item 1A of this quarterly report on Form 10-Q and in our other SEC filings. We undertake no obligation to update any forward-looking
statements to reflect events or circumstances after the date of such statements.

Overview

We were founded in 2001 as a provider of content delivery network, or CDN, services to deliver digital content over the Internet. We began
development of our infrastructure in 2001 and began generating meaningful revenue in 2002. As of June 30, 2009, we had approximately 1,370
[excluding Kiptronic Inc. (Kiptronic) customers] active customers worldwide. We primarily derive income from the sale of services to
customers executing contracts with terms of one year or longer, which we refer to as recurring revenue contracts or long-term contracts. These
contracts generally commit the customer to a minimum monthly level of usage with additional charges applicable for actual usage above the
monthly minimum. We have entered into an increasing number of customer contracts that have minimum usage commitments that are based on
twelve-month or longer periods and in some cases, other arrangements. We believe that having a consistent and predictable base level of revenue
is important to our financial success. Accordingly, to be successful, we must maintain our base of recurring revenue contracts by eliminating or
reducing any customer cancellations or terminations and build on that base by adding new customers and increasing the number of services,
features and functionalities our existing customers purchase.

On May 20, 2009 we entered into an Asset Purchase Agreement to acquire substantially all of the assets of Kiptronic. Kiptronic develops
mobility and monetization solutions for content publishers. The combination of the Company�s distributed computing and delivery platform with
Kiptronic device-targeting and dynamic ad insertion technologies will allow the Company to provide media and entertainment companies a
streamlined and scalable solution for the migration of media consumption from the PC to the wider variety of Internet-connected and mobile
devices.

We primarily derive revenue from the sale of CDN and related services to our customers. These services include delivery of digital media,
including video, music, games, software and social media as well as associated services such as storage, data center, transit and consulting
services. We primarily generate revenue by charging customers on a per-gigabyte basis or on a variable basis based on peak delivery rate for a
fixed period of time, as our services are used. During 2007, we entered into a multi-element arrangement which generates revenue by providing
consulting services related to the development of a Custom CDN solution, through the cross-license of certain technologies, including certain
components of our CDN software and technology, and post-contract customer support (PCS) for both the custom CDN-solution and the software
component. We also derive some business from the sale of custom CDN services. These are generally limited to modifying our network to
accommodate non-standard content player software or to establish dedicated customer network components that reside both within our network
or that operate within our customers� network.

Traffic on our network has continued to grow. This traffic growth is the result of growth in the number of new customers, as well as growth in
the traffic delivered on behalf of existing customers. Our revenue is generated primarily by charging for traffic delivered. During the quarter
ended June 30, 2009, we continued to add new customers. We have seen an increase in the length of our sales cycle, but we continue to see that
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Historically, we have derived a portion of our revenue from outside of the United States. Our international revenue has grown recently, and we
expect this trend to continue as we focus on our strategy of expanding our network and customer base internationally. For the year ended
December 31, 2008 revenue derived from customers outside the United States accounted for approximately 16% of our total revenue. For the
year ended December 31, 2008 we derived approximately 75% of our international revenue from operations in Europe and approximately 25%
of our international revenue from Asia Pacific, respectively. For the three month periods ended June 30, 2009 and 2008, respectively, revenue
derived from customers outside the United States accounted for approximately 19% and 16% respectively, of our total revenue. For the six
month periods ended June 30, 2009 and 2008, respectively, revenue derived from customers outside the United States accounted for
approximately 19% and 15% respectively, of our total revenue. For the three and six month periods ended June 30, 2009, we derived
approximately 66% and 73%, respectively, of our international revenue from Europe and approximately 34% and 27%, respectively, of our
international revenue from Asia Pacific, respectively. We expect foreign revenue as a percentage of our total revenues to increase in 2009. Our
international business is managed as a single geographic segment, and we report our financial results on this basis.

During any given fiscal period, a relatively small number of customers typically account for a significant percentage of our revenue. For
example, in 2008, sales to our top 10 customers, in terms of revenue, accounted for approximately 38% of our total revenue. During 2008, one of
these top 10 customers, Microsoft, represented approximately 15% of our total revenue for that period. For the three and six month periods
ended June 30, 2009, sales to our top 10 customers, in terms of revenue, accounted for approximately 35% and 37%, respectively of our total
revenue. During the three and six month periods ended June 30, 2009 we had one customer, Microsoft that accounted for approximately 14%
and 16%, respectively of our revenue during those periods. During 2007, we entered into a multi-element arrangement with Microsoft which
generates revenue by providing consulting services related to the development of a Custom CDN solution, amortization of prepaid license and
amortization of prepaid post-contract customer support (PCS) for both the custom CDN-solution and the software component. Revenue from
this multi-element arrangement is being recognized over the term of the software agreement which at June 30, 2009, had 20-months remaining.
Our relationship with Microsoft includes a minimum annual traffic commitment that may vary in duration based upon traffic utilization rates.
We anticipate customer concentration levels will remain constant compared to prior years. In addition to selling to our direct customers, we
maintain relationships with a number of resellers that purchase our services and charge a mark-up to their end customers. Revenue generated
from sales to reseller customers accounted for approximately 1% for the year ended December 31, 2008. For the three and six month periods
ended June 30, 2009, revenue generated from sales to reseller customers was less than 2% of our total revenue.

In addition to these revenue-related business trends, our cost of revenue increased in absolute dollars and remained constant as a percentage of
revenue for the three month period ended June 30, 2009 compared to the three month period ended June 30, 2008 and increased in absolute
dollars and decreased as a percentage of revenue during the six month period ended June 30, 2009 compared to the six month period ended
June 30, 2008. This increase in absolute dollars is primarily the result of increased cost of bandwidth and co-location fees and network
operations personnel related to the increased investments to build out the capacity of our network.

Through 2008 operating expense has increased in absolute dollars each period as revenue has increased. In 2008, these increases were primarily
due to increased litigation costs and legal fees associated with ongoing intellectual property litigation. For the three month period ended June 30,
2009, operating expenses, excluding the provision for litigation, decreased compared to the three month period ended June 30, 2008. This
decrease was primarily due to decreased general and administrative costs (primarily litigation costs and lower bad debt expense) and decreased
sales and marketing costs (primarily due to a reduction in marketing programs) off-set by increased research and development costs and
non-network related depreciation. For the six month period ended June 30, 2009, operating expenses, excluding the provision for litigation,
decreased compared to the six month period ended June 30, 2008. This decrease was primarily due to decreased general and administrative costs
(primarily litigation costs and legal fees) and decreased sales and marketing (primarily due to a reduction in marketing programs) off-set by
increased research and development costs and non-network related depreciation.

We make our capital investment decisions based upon careful evaluation of a number of variables, such as the amount of traffic we anticipate on
our network, the cost of the physical infrastructure required to deliver that traffic, and the forecasted capacity utilization of our network. Our
capital expenditures have varied over time, in particular as we purchased servers and other network equipment associated with our network
build-out. For example, in 2006, 2007 and 2008, we made capital purchases of $40.4 million, $26.5 million and $20.1 million, respectively. For
the three and six month periods ended June 30, 2009, we made capital investments of $4.1 million and $8.7 million, respectively. We continue to
see improvements in the efficiency of our network allowing us to meet traffic growth with less investment, however, we expect to have ongoing
capital expenditure requirements, as we continue to invest in and expand our CDN. For 2009, we currently anticipate making aggregate capital
expenditures of approximately 15% to 17% of total revenue for the year.

During 2008 we generated revenue from certain customers that are entities related to certain of our founders. The aggregate amounts of revenue
derived from these related party transactions was less than 1% for the year ended December 31, 2008. For the three and six month periods ended
June 30, 2009, we did not generate any revenue from related parties. We believe that all of our related party transactions reflected arm�s length
terms.
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We are currently engaged in litigation with one of our principal competitors, Akamai Technologies, Inc., or Akamai, and its licensor, the
Massachusetts Institute of Technology, or MIT, in which these parties have alleged that we are infringing three of their patents. In February
2008, a jury returned a verdict in this lawsuit, finding that we infringed four claims of the patent at issue (U.S. Patent No. 6,108,703 (the �703
patent) and rejecting our invalidity defenses. The Court conducted a bench trial in November 2008, regarding our equitable defenses; and we
filed a motion for reconsideration of the Court�s earlier denial of our motion for Judgment as a Matter of Law (JMOL). Our motion for JMOL
was based largely upon a clarification in the standard for a finding of joint infringement articulated by the Federal Circuit in the case of
Muniauction, Inc. v. Thomson Corp. (the Muniauction Case), released after the Court denied our initial motion for JMOL. On April 24, 2009 the
Court issued its order and memorandum setting aside the adverse jury verdict and ruling that we did not infringe Akamai�s �703 patent and that we
are entitled to judgment as a matter of law. Based upon the Court�s April 24, 2009 order we reversed the $65.6 million provision for litigation
previously recorded for this lawsuit as we no longer believe that payment of any amounts represented by the litigation provision is probable. The
Court entered final judgment in favor of us on May 22, 2009, and Akamai filed a notice of appeal on May 26, 2009. We cannot assure you that
this lawsuit ultimately will be resolved in our favor.

Our legal and other expenses associated with this case have been significant. We include these litigation expenses in general and administrative
expenses, as reported in our condensed consolidated statement of operations. We expect that these expenses will continue to be significant.

In December 2007, Level 3 Communications, LLC, or Level 3, filed a lawsuit against us in the U.S. District Court for the Eastern District of
Virginia alleging that we were infringing certain patents Level 3 acquired from Savvis Communications Corp. In addition to monetary relief,
including treble damages, interest, fees and costs, the complaint sought an order permanently enjoining us from conducting our business in a
manner that infringed the relevant patents. A jury trial was conducted in the U.S. District Court for the Eastern District of Virginia in January
2009, and on January 23, 2009 the jury returned a verdict favorable to us finding that we did not infringe the Level 3 patents. We believe the jury
verdict finding that we did not infringe the Level 3 patents is correct, and that the claims of infringement asserted against us by Level 3 in the
litigation were without merit. The Court denied Level 3�s subsequent motion for JMOL or alternatively for a new trial, and entered a judgment in
our favor. In the event of an appeal by Level 3 we intend to vigorously defend the action. Our legal and other expenses associated with this case
have been significant. We include these litigation expenses in general and administrative expenses, as reported in our condensed consolidated
statement of operations. We expect that these expenses will continue to be significant.

In August 2007, we, certain of our officers and current and former directors, and the firms that served as the lead underwriters in our initial
public offering were named as defendants in several purported class action lawsuits filed in the U.S. District Courts for the District of Arizona
and the Southern District of New York. All of the New York cases were transferred to Arizona and consolidated into a single action. The
plaintiffs� consolidated complaint asserted causes of action under Sections 11, 12, and 15 of the Securities Act of 1933, as amended, on behalf of
a purported class of individuals who purchased our common stock in our initial public offering and/or pursuant to our Prospectus. The complaint
alleged, among other things, that we omitted and/or misstated certain facts concerning the seasonality of our business and the loss of revenue
related to certain customers. On March 17, 2008, we and the individual defendants moved to dismiss all of the plaintiffs� claims, a hearing was
held on this motion on June 16, 2008. On August 8, 2008, the court granted the motion to dismiss, dismissing plaintiffs� claims under Section 12
with prejudice and granting leave to amend the claims under Sections 11 and 15. Plaintiffs chose not to amend the claims under Sections 11 and
15, and on August 29, 2008, the court entered judgment in favor of us. On September 5, 2008 Plaintiffs filed a notice of appeal, and appellate
briefs were filed by the parties in January and February, 2009. We believe that we and the individual defendants have meritorious defenses to the
plaintiffs� claims and intend to contest the lawsuit vigorously. We are not able at this time to estimate the range of potential loss nor do we
believe that a loss is probable. Therefore, there is no provision for this lawsuit in our financial statements.

We were profitable for the six months ended June 30, 2009; the largest impact to our profitability was the reversal of our provision for litigation
judgment accrual of $65.6 million regarding the patent infringement lawsuit filed by Akamai Technologies, Inc.

Our future results will be affected by many factors identified in the section captioned �Risk Factors,� in this quarterly report on Form 10-Q,
including our ability to:

� increase our revenue by adding customers and limiting customer cancellations and terminations, as well as increasing the amount of
monthly recurring revenue that we derive from our existing customers;

� manage the prices we charge for our services, as well as the costs associated with operating our network in light of increased
competition;
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� continued ability to deliver a significant portion of our traffic through settlement free peering relationships which significantly
reduce our cost of delivery.

As a result, we cannot assure you that we will achieve our expected financial objectives, including positive net income.

Critical Accounting Policies and Estimates

Our management�s discussion and analysis of our financial condition and results of operations are based upon our unaudited condensed
consolidated financial statements included elsewhere in this quarterly report on Form 10-Q, which have been prepared by us in accordance with
accounting principles generally accepted in the United States for interim periods. These principles require us to make estimates and judgments
that affect the reported amounts of assets, liabilities, revenue and expenses, cash flow and related disclosure of contingent assets and liabilities.
Our estimates include those related to revenue recognition, accounts receivable reserves, income and other taxes, stock-based compensation,
equipment and contingent obligations. We base our estimates on historical experience and on various other assumptions that we believe to be
reasonable under the circumstances. Actual results may differ from these estimates. To the extent that there are material differences between
these estimates and our actual results, our future financial statements will be affected.

During the three month period ended June 30, 2009, we changed the method in which we calculate the reserve for bad debt. Beginning with the
quarter ended June 30, 2009, we began calculating the reserve for bad debt using the aging of the accounts receivable method. As of June 30,
2009, there were no other material changes to any of the critical accounting policies as described in our annual report on Form 10-K dated
March 13, 2009. During the quarterly periods between the February 2008 adverse jury verdict in the patent infringement lawsuit filed by Akamai
Technologies, Inc. and the Court�s April 24, 2009 order, we had accrued for potential damages and interest. Based upon the Court�s April 24,
2009 order we have reversed the $65.6 million provision for litigation previously recorded for this lawsuit as we no longer believe that payment
of any amounts represented by the litigation provision is probable.

Results of Operations

Revenue

Three months ended June 30, Six months ended June 30,

2009 2008
Increase

(Decrease)
Percent
Change 2009 2008

Increase
(Decrease)

Percent
Change

(in thousands) (in thousands)
Revenue $ 32,333 $ 30,314 $ 2,019 7% $ 65,508 $ 60,516 $ 4,992 8% 
Revenue increased 7%, or $2.0 million, to $32.3 million for the three months ended June 30, 2009 as compared to $30.3 million for the three
months ended June 30, 2008. For the six months ended June 30, 2009, total revenues increased 8%, or $5.0 million, to $65.5 million as
compared to $60.5 million for the six months ended June 30, 2008. The increase in revenue for the three and six month periods ended June 30,
2009 as compared to the same periods in the prior year was primarily attributable to an increase in our recurring CDN service revenue and
revenue generated from professional services provided to customers. The increase in CDN service revenue was primarily attributable to an
increase in traffic and the number of customers under recurring revenue contracts, partially off-set by a decline in unit sales price. As of June 30,
2009, we had approximately 1,370 [excluding Kiptronic customers] customers under recurring CDN service revenue contracts as compared to
approximately 1,290 as of June 30, 2008. During the year ended December 31, 2007, we deferred $3.4 million of custom CDN services revenue
from one customer as the amounts were part of a multi-element arrangement. Entering into the multi-element arrangement with this customer
changed the way we accounted for revenue earned from this customer during 2007. The revenue from the custom CDN services is being
recognized ratably over a 44 month period starting in July 2007. As new service and or license fees are billed it is added to the deferred revenue
and amortized over the then remaining contract term. As of June 30, 2009, we had $3.3 million of deferred custom CDN services revenue
remaining of which approximately $1.0 million will be recognized during the remainder of 2009, $2.0 million in 2010 and the remainder
thereafter.

For the three months ended June 30, 2009 and 2008, approximately 19% and 16%, respectively, of our total revenues were derived from our
operations located outside of the United States. For the three months ended June 30, 2009 and 2008, we derived approximately 66% and 74%,
respectively of our international revenue from Europe and approximately 34% and 26%, respectively of our international revenue from Asia
Pacific. For the six months ended June 30, 2009 and 2008, approximately 19% and 15%, respectively, of our total revenues were derived from
our operations located outside of the United States. For the six months ended June 30, 2009 and 2008, we derived approximately 73% and 76%,
respectively of our international revenue from Europe and approximately 27% and 24%, respectively of our international revenue from Asia
Pacific. No single country outside of the United States accounted for 10% or more of revenues during these periods.
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Cost of Revenue

Three months ended June 30, Six months ended June 30,

2009 2008
Increase

(Decrease)
Percent
Change 2009 2008

Increase
(Decrease)

Percent
Change

(in thousands) (in thousands)
Cost of revenue $ 21,078 $ 19,751 $ 1,327 7% $ 42,549 $ 40,423 $ 2,126 5% 
Cost of revenue includes fees paid to network providers for bandwidth and backbone, and fees paid to data center operators for co-location of
our network equipment. Cost of revenue also includes payroll and related costs, depreciation of network equipment used to deliver our CDN
services and equity-related compensation for network operations personnel.

Cost of revenue increased 7%, or $1.3 million, to $21.1 million for the three months ended June 30, 2009 as compared to $19.8 million for the
three months ended June 30, 2008. These increases were primarily due to an increase in aggregate bandwidth and co-location fees of
$0.6 million due to higher traffic levels and increased amounts of deployed network assets, and an increase in payroll and related employee costs
of $0.6 million associated with increased staff to build and operate our CDN. For the six months ended June 30, 2009, cost of revenues increased
5%, or $2.1 million, to $42.5 million as compared to $40.4 million for the six months ended June 30, 2008. These increases were primarily due
to an increase in payroll and related employee costs of $1.4 million associated with increased staff, an increase in depreciation expense of
network equipment of $0.5 million due to increased investment in our network and an increase in other costs of $0.3 million. During the three
and six month periods ended June 30, 2009, we recognized $21,000 and $42,000, respectively, of deferred costs associated with revenue related
to the Multi-Element Arrangement entered into during the second quarter of 2007. As of June 30, 2009, there was $0.1 million of deferred costs
remaining to be amortized ratably into cost of services over a 44 month period that commenced in July 2007.

Additionally, cost of revenue includes share-based compensation of approximately $0.6 million and $1.1 million, respectively, for both the three
and six months ended June 30, 2009 and 2008, resulting from our application of SFAS No. 123R.

Cost of revenue was composed of the following (in millions):

For the
Three Months Ended

June 30,

For the
Six Months Ended

June 30,
2009 2008 2009 2008

Bandwidth and co-location fees $ 11.3 $ 10.7 $ 22.5 $ 22.4
Depreciation � network 6.1 6.2 12.7 12.2
Payroll and related employee costs 2.5 1.9 4.9 3.5
Share-based compensation 0.6 0.6 1.1 1.1
Royalty expenses 0.2 0.2 0.3 0.5
Other costs 0.4 0.2 1.0 0.7

Total cost of revenues $ 21.1 $ 19.8 $ 42.5 $ 40.4

We have long-term purchase commitments for bandwidth usage and co-location with various Tier 1 network providers and data center operators.
The minimum commitments related to bandwidth usage and co-location services under agreements currently in effect are approximately: $14.7
million for the remainder of 2009, $12.4 million for 2010, $3.8 million for 2011, $1.9 million for 2012 and $0.9 million for 2013 and beyond.

We anticipate cost of revenues will increase during the remainder of 2009. We expect to deliver more traffic on our network, which would result
in higher expenses associated with the increased rack and co-location costs to support increased traffic; however, such costs are likely to be
partially offset by lower bandwidth costs per unit. We anticipate depreciation expense related to our network equipment to decrease compared to
2008 in absolute dollars. Additionally, we expect an increase in payroll and related costs, as we continue to make investments in our network to
service our expanding customer base. We expect that share-based compensation expense under SFAS No. 123R will increase compared to 2008.

General and Administrative

Edgar Filing: Limelight Networks, Inc. - Form 10-Q

Table of Contents 42



Three months ended June 30, Six months ended June 30,

2009 2008
Increase

(Decrease)
Percent
Change 2009 2008

Increase
(Decrease)

Percent
Change

(in thousands) (in thousands)
General and administrative $ 6,405 $ 9,152 $ (2,747) (30)% $ 18,309 $ 22,234 $ (3,925) (18)% 
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General and administrative expenses consist primarily of the following components:

� payroll, share-based compensation and other related costs, including related expenses for executive, finance, legal, business
applications, internal network management, human resources and other administrative personnel;

� fees for professional services and litigation expenses;

� rent and other facility-related expenditures for leased properties;

� the provision for doubtful accounts; and

� non-income related taxes.
General and administrative expenses decreased 30%, or $2.8 million, to $6.4 million for the three months ended June 30, 2009 as compared to
$9.2 million for the three months ended June 30, 2008. The decrease in general and administrative expenses for the three months ended June 30,
2009 compared to the three months ended June 30, 2008 was primarily due to a decrease of $2.3 million in litigation expenses primarily related
to our litigation with Akamai and MIT, Level 3 and the class action lawsuits filed against us beginning in August 2007 and a decrease of $0.9
million in bad debt expense. These decreases were offset by an increase in payroll and related employee costs of $0.4 million. For the six months
ended June 30, 2009, general and administrative expenses decreased 18%, or $3.9 million, to $18.3 million as compared to $22.2 million for the
six months ended June 30, 2008. The decrease in general and administrative expenses for the six months ended June 30, 2009 compared to the
six months ended June 30, 2008 was primarily due to a decrease of $3.7 million in litigation expenses, a decrease of $1.1 million in professional
fees, and a decrease in other costs of $0.5 million. Other expenses include such items rent, utilities, telephone, insurance, travel and travel related
expenses, fees and licenses and property taxes. These decreases were offset by an increase in payroll and related employee costs of $0.8 million.

Additionally, general and administrative share-based compensation expense increased $0.1 million and $0.6 million, respectively for the three
and six month periods ended June 30, 2009 compared to the same periods of the prior year.

General and administrative expense was composed of the following (in millions):

For the
Three Months Ended

June 30,

For the
Six Months Ended

June 30,
2009 2008 2009 2008

Litigation expenses $ 0.4 $ 2.7 $ 4.3 $ 8.0
Share-based compensation 1.8 1.7 4.0 3.4
Bad debt expense 0.4 1.3 2.4 2.4
Payroll and related employee costs 1.4 1.0 2.8 2.0
Professional fees 1.1 1.0 2.4 3.5
Other expenses 1.3 1.5 2.4 2.9

Total general and administrative $ 6.4 $ 9.2 $ 18.3 $ 22.2

We expect general and administrative expenses to decrease in 2009 in absolute dollars and to decrease as a percentage of revenue. The decrease
is due to lower costs associated with ongoing litigation, as well as decreases in accounting and legal and other costs associated with public
reporting requirements and compliance with the requirements of the Sarbanes-Oxley Act of 2002. We expect that share-based compensation
expense under SFAS No. 123R will decrease compared to 2008.

Sales and Marketing
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Three months ended June 30, Six months ended June 30,

2009 2008
Increase

(Decrease)
Percent
Change 2009 2008

Increase
(Decrease)

Percent
Change

(in thousands) (in thousands)
Sales and marketing $ 7,716 $ 8,965 $ (1,249) (14)% $ 15,855 $ 17,107 $ (1,252) (7)% 
Sales and marketing expenses consist primarily of payroll and related costs, share-based compensation and commissions for personnel engaged
in marketing, sales and service support functions, professional fees (consultants and recruiting fees), travel and travel-related expenses as well as
advertising and promotional expenses.

23

Edgar Filing: Limelight Networks, Inc. - Form 10-Q

Table of Contents 45



Table of Contents

Sales and marketing expenses decreased 14%, or $1.3 million, to $7.7 million for the three months ended June 30, 2009, as compared to
$9.0 million for the three months ended June 30, 2008. For the six months ended June 30, 2009, sales and marketing expenses decreased 7%, or
$1.2 million, to $15.9 million, as compared to $17.1 million for the six months ended June 30, 2008. The decrease in sales and marketing
expenses for the three and six month periods ended June 30, 2009 compared to the three and six month periods ended June 30, 2008 was
primarily due to a decrease of $0.5 million and $0.7 million, respectively in marketing programs, $0.3 million and $0.1 million, respectively in
payroll and related employee costs, $0.1 million and $0.1 million, respectively in professional fees and a decrease of $0.1 million and $0.1,
million, respectively in other expense. Other expenses included such items as rent and property taxes for our Europe and Asia Pacific sales
offices, telephone and office supplies.

Additionally, sales and marketing share-based compensation expense decreased $0.2 million and $0.3 million, respectively for the three and six
month periods ended June 30, 2009 compared to the same periods of the prior year.

Sales and marketing expense was composed of the following (in millions):

For the

Three Months Ended
June 30,

For the

Six Months Ended
June 30,

2009 2008 2009 2008
Payroll and related employee costs $ 4.7 $ 5.0 $ 9.7 $ 9.8
Share-based compensation 1.2 1.4 2.4 2.7
Marketing programs 0.3 0.8 0.4 1.1
Travel and travel-related expenses 0.5 0.6 1.1 1.0
Professional fees 0.3 0.4 0.6 0.7
Other expenses 0.7 0.8 1.7 1.8

Total sales and marketing $ 7.7 $ 9.0 $ 15.9 $ 17.1

We anticipate our sales and marketing expense will decrease in 2009 in absolute dollars and decline as a percentage of revenue compared to
2008. The decrease is due to expected decreases in commissions and bonus programs, as well as reduced marketing costs. We expect that
share-based compensation expense under SFAS No. 123R will decrease compared to 2008.

Research and Development

Three months ended June 30, Six months ended June 30,

2009 2008
Increase

(Decrease)
Percent
Change 2009 2008

Increase
(Decrease)

Percent
Change

(in thousands) (in thousands)
Research and development $ 1,944 $ 1,694 $ 250 15% $ 3,854 $ 3,284 $ 570 17% 
Research and development expenses consist primarily of payroll and related costs and share-based compensation expense for research and
development personnel who design, develop, test and enhance our services, network and software.

Research and development expenses increased 15%, or $0.2 million, to $1.9 million for the three months ended June 30, 2009, as compared to
$1.7 million for the three months ended June 30, 2008. For the six months ended June 30, 2009, research and development expenses increased
17%, or $0.6 million, to $3.8 million, as compared to $3.3 million for the six months ended June 30, 2008. The increase in research and
development expenses in the three and six month periods ended June 30, 2009 as compared to the three and six month periods ended June 30,
2008 was primarily due to an increase of $0.3 million and $0.4 million respectively, in payroll and related employee costs associated with our
hiring of additional network and software engineering personnel, an increase in share-based compensation of $-0- and $0.2 million, respectively,
offset by a decrease in other expenses of $0.1 million and $-0-, respectively. Other expenses include such items as travel and travel related
expenses, consulting, telephone, and office supplies.

Research and development expense was composed of the following (in millions):
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For the

Three Months Ended
June 30,

For the

Six Months Ended
June 30,

2009 2008 2009 2008
Payroll and related employee costs $ 1.1 $ 0.8 $ 2.0 $ 1.6
Share-based compensation 0.6 0.6 1.3 1.1
Other expenses 0.2 0.3 0.6 0.6

Total research and development $ 1.9 $ 1.7 $ 3.9 $ 3.3

We anticipate our research and development expenses will remain constant in 2009 in absolute dollars and as a percentage of revenue. We
expect that share-based compensation expense under SFAS No. 123R will increase compared to 2008.
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Provision for Litigation

Three months ended June 30, Six months ended June 30,

    2009    2008
Increase

(Decrease)
Percent
Change 2009 2008

Increase
(Decrease)

Percent
Change

(in thousands) (in thousands)
Provision for litigation $ �  $ 6,743 $ (6,743) NA% $ (65,645) $ 13,878 $ (79,523) (573)% 
The provision for litigation related to our accrual for potential damages and interest associated with revenue generated from allegedly infringing
methods associated with the Akamai litigation. For the year ended December 31, 2007, we recognized a provision for litigation in the amount of
$45.5 million plus pre-judgment interest estimated to be $2.6 million. For the three and six month periods ended June 30, 2008, we recognized a
provision for litigation of $6.2 million and $13.2 million, respectively for potential on-going damages, plus additional interest of $0.5 million
and $0.7 million respectively. During the year ended December 31, 2008 we accrued potential additional damages and interest of $17.5 million.
Based upon the Court�s April 24, 2009 order setting aside the adverse jury verdict and ruling that we did not infringe Akamai�s �703 patent and that
we are entitled to judgment as a matter of law, we reversed this provision for litigation in the three month period ended March 31, 2009, as we
no longer believe that payment of any amounts represented by the litigation provision is probable.

Interest Expense

Three months ended June 30, Six months ended June 30,

    2009    2008
Increase

(Decrease)
Percent
Change     2009    2008

Increase
(Decrease)

Percent
Change

(in thousands) (in thousands)
Interest expense $ 11 $ 11 $ � NA% $ 22 $ 33 $ (11) (33)% 
Interest expense consists of the amortization of deferred financing costs.

Interest expense was $11,000 for the three month periods ended June 30, 2009 and 2008, respectively. For the six months ended June 30, 2009,
interest expense decreased 33%, or $11,000, to $22,000, as compared to $33,000 for the six months ended June 30, 2008. The $11,000 and
$22,000 for the three and six month periods ended June 30, 2009 and 2008, respectively represents the amortization of loan fees associated with
our unused line of credit. As of June 30, 2009, we had no outstanding balances due on any of our credit facilities. We do not expect to incur any
interest expense on debt during the remainder of 2009.

Interest Income

Three months ended June 30, Six months ended June 30,

    2009    2008
Increase

(Decrease)
Percent
Change     2009    2008

Increase
(Decrease)

Percent
Change

(in thousands) (in thousands)
Interest income $ 337 $ 1,334 $ (997) (75)% $ 720 $ 3,226 $ (2,506) (78)% 
Interest income includes interest earned on invested cash balances and marketable securities.

Interest income decreased 75%, to $0.3 million for the three months ended June 30, 2009, as compared to $1.3 million for the three months
ended June 30, 2008. For the six months ended June 30, 2009, interest income decreased 78%, to $0.7 million, as compared to $3.2 million for
the six months ended June 30, 2008. The decrease in interest income for the three and six month periods ended June 30, 2009 was primarily due
to lower market interest rates on decreased cash balances. We anticipate interest income to decrease as a result of expected lower average cash
balances as well as the decreased interest rates.

Other Income
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Three months ended June 30, Six months ended June 30,

    2009    2008
Increase

(Decrease)
Percent
Change     2009    2008

Increase
(Decrease)

Percent
Change

(in thousands) (in thousands)
Other income (expense) $ (111) $ (377) $ 266 71% $ 116 $ (207) $ 323 156% 
Other income (expense) increased 71% or $0.3 million to $(0.1) million for the three month period ended June 30, 2009, as compared to
$(0.4) million for the three months ended June 30, 2008. For the six months ended June 30, 2009, other income (expense) increased 156%, or
$0.3 million, to $0.1 million, as compared to $(0.2) million for the six months ended June 30, 2008. Other income (expense) for the three and six
months ended June 30, 2009 consists primarily of foreign exchange gains (losses) resulting from the re-measurement of certain accounts payable
and receivables denominated in a foreign currency, and the
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effect of exchange rates on monetary balance sheet and income statement items resulting from foreign operations. Additionally, other
income/expense for the three and six month periods ended June 30, 2009 includes a non-income tax related payment of approximately $64,000.
Other income (expense) for the three and six month periods ended June 30, 2008 primarily consists of foreign exchange losses resulting from the
re-measurement of accounts payable for invoices denominated in a foreign currency, and the effect of exchange rates on monetary balance sheet
and income statement items resulting from foreign operations.

Income Tax (Benefit) Expense

Three months ended June 30, Six months ended June 30,

    2009    2008
Increase

(Decrease)
Percent
Change     2009    2008

Increase
(Decrease)

Percent
Change

(in thousands) (in thousands)
Income tax expense (benefit) $ 171 $ (25) $ 196 790% $ 492 $ (208) $ 700 337% 
Based upon our estimated annual effective tax rate and after consideration of discrete tax items in the quarter, our estimated tax expense for the
six months ended June 30, 2009 consisted of federal, foreign and state expense (benefit) for income taxes. For the six months ended June 30,
2009, our expense for income taxes was $0.5 million, which included $0.6 million for income taxes related primarily to our foreign operations,
$0.1 million for state tax expense and $(0.2) million reduction of existing reserves and interest for potential liabilities in state and foreign taxing
jurisdictions. Due to our providing for a valuation allowance on tax assets, our domestic tax losses, tax rate differentials in our foreign
subsidiaries, and discrete items for the quarter, our effective tax expense on our income before taxes of $50.3 million for the six months ended
June 30, 2009 is lower than the U.S. statutory federal income tax expense.

On April 24, 2009, the Court issued its order and memorandum setting aside the adverse jury verdict and ruling that the Company did not
infringe Akamai�s �703 patent and that the Company was entitled to judgment as a matter of law. Based upon the Court�s April 24, 2009 order the
Company has reversed the $65.6 million provision for litigation previously recorded for this lawsuit as the Company no longer believe that
payment of any amounts represented by the litigation provision is probable. In accordance with FIN 18, the Company recorded the tax effect of
the reversal discretely in the quarter. The discrete entry related to the reversal did not have any tax effect given the Company has a full valuation
allowance recorded on its deferred tax assets.

In 2008, approximately $2.0 million of stock-based compensation expense was not deductible for tax purposes, as certain executives and other
employees made tax elections which established tax bases in these awards granted at lower than the fair value recognized within the financial
statements. Future non-tax deductible expenses related to these equity awards are expected to be $2.6 million and $0.6 million for 2009 and
2010, respectively, based upon the unvested portion of the equity awards outstanding at December 31, 2008, and the anticipated vesting at that
time.

During the six month period ended June 30, 2009, the Company performed an assessment of the recoverability of deferred tax assets and
determined there was sufficient negative evidence as a result of our cumulative losses to conclude that it was more likely than not that our
deferred tax assets would not be realized and accordingly maintained a full valuation allowance. In calculating our effective income tax rate for
2009, no benefit is provided for temporary differences that increase deferred tax assets.

Liquidity and Capital Resources

To date, we have financed our operations primarily through the following transactions:

� private sales of common and preferred stock and subordinated notes;

� an initial public offering of our common stock in June 2007;

� borrowing on credit facilities; and
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� cash generated by operations.
As of June 30, 2009, our cash, cash equivalents and marketable securities classified as current totaled $164.3 million.
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Operating Activities

Net cash used in operating activities was $4.3 million for the six months ended June 30, 2009, compared to net cash used in operating activities
of $7.6 million for the six months ended June 30, 2008. The change to cash used in operating activities for the six

months ended June 30, 2009 was primarily due to our net income for the six months ended June 30, 2009, and changes in working capital,
including decreases in accounts receivable of $3.4 million, partially offset by increases in other assets of $4.2 million, and decreases in accounts
payable of $5.4 million, deferred revenue of $1.8 million and other current liabilities of $7.1 million.

We expect that cash provided by operating activities, if any, may not be sufficient to cover new purchases of property and equipment during
2009, litigation expenses and fund potential damages associated with patent litigation. The timing and amount of future working capital changes
and our ability to manage our days sales outstanding will also affect the future amount of cash used in or provided by operating activities.

Investing Activities

Cash provided by investing activities was $11.5 million for the six months ended June 30, 2009, compared to cash provided by investing
activities of $7.2 million for the six months ended June 30, 2008. Cash provided by investing activities was principally comprised of cash
generated from the sale of short-term marketable securities offset by the purchase of short-term marketable securities and capital expenditures
primarily for computer equipment associated with the build-out and expansion of our CDN.

We expect to have ongoing capital expenditure requirements as we continue to invest in and expand our CDN. We currently anticipate making
aggregate capital expenditures of approximately 15% to 17% of total revenue in 2009.

Financing Activities

Cash provided by financing activities decreased $1.0 million to $0.2 million for the six months ended June 30, 2009, as compared to $1.2 million
for the six months ended June 30, 2008. The decrease is primarily due to the escrow distribution related to the Akamai litigation of $1.0 million
for the six months ended June 30, 2008.

At June 30, 2009 we had no outstanding balance on any of our credit facilities and we had an unused line of credit of up to $5.0 million dollars.
Under the terms of the line of credit, we can borrow up to 50% of the cash balances we hold at the bank, up to a maximum of $5.0 million
dollars. We do not anticipate having to utilize the line of credit for the remainder of 2009.

In connection with our Series B preferred stock financing in July 2006, an escrow account was established with an initial balance of
approximately $10.1 million to serve as security for the indemnification obligations of our stockholders tendering shares in that financing and to
fund 50% of the ongoing monthly expenses associated with the Akamai litigation. In May 2007, we, the tendering stockholders and the Series B
preferred stock investors agreed to distribute $3.7 million of the escrow account to the tendering stockholders upon the closing of our initial
public offering. During the three month period ended June 30, 2008, we received approximately $1.0 million in reimbursements from this
escrow. At June 30, 2009 and 2008, the balance outstanding in the escrow was zero.

Changes in cash, cash equivalents and marketable securities are dependent upon changes in, among other things, working capital items such as
deferred revenues, accounts payable, accounts receivable, accrued provision for litigation and various accrued expenses, as well as changes in
our capital and financial structure due to debt repurchases and issuances, stock option exercises, sales of equity investments and similar events.

We believe that our existing cash and cash equivalents will be sufficient to meet our anticipated cash needs for at least the next 12 months. If the
assumptions underlying our business plan regarding future revenue and expenses change, or if unexpected opportunities or needs arise, we may
seek to raise additional cash by selling equity or debt securities. If additional funds are raised through the issuance of equity or debt securities,
these securities could have rights, preferences and privileges senior to those accruing to holders of common stock, and the terms of such debt
could impose restrictions on our operations. The sale of additional equity or convertible debt securities would also result in additional dilution to
our stockholders. In the event that additional financing is required from outside sources, we may not be able to raise it on terms acceptable to us
or at all. If we are unable to raise additional capital when desired, our business, operating results and financial condition could be harmed.

Contractual Obligations, Contingent Liabilities and Commercial Commitments
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In the normal course of business, we make certain long-term commitments for operating leases, primarily office facilities, bandwidth and
computer rack space. These leases expire on various dates ranging from 2009 to 2015. We expect that the growth of our business will require us
to continue to add to and increase our long-term commitments in 2009 and beyond. As a result of our growth strategies, we believe that our
liquidity and capital resources requirements will grow in absolute dollars but will be generally consistent with that of historical periods on an
annual basis as a percentage of net revenue.
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The following table presents our contractual obligations and commercial commitments, as of June 30, 2009 over the next five years and
thereafter (in thousands):

Payments Due by Period

Contractual Obligations as of June 30, 2009 Total
Less than

1 year 1-3 years 3-5 years
More than

5 years
Operating Leases
Bandwidth leases $ 13,624 $ 8,118 $ 4,060 $ 1,382 $ 64
Rack space leases 20,054 15,277 4,777 �  �  
Real estate leases 1,449 982 467 �  �  

Total operating leases 35,127 24,377 9,304 1,382 64
Capital leases �  �  �  �  �  
Bank debt �  �  �  �  �  
Interest on bank debt �  �  �  �  �  

Total commitments $ 35,127 $ 24,377 $ 9,304 $ 1,382 $ 64

Off Balance Sheet Arrangements

We do not have, and have never had, any relationships with unconsolidated entities or financial partnerships; such entities are often referred to as
structured finance or special purpose entities, which would have been established for the purpose of facilitating off-balance sheet arrangements
or other contractually narrow or limited purposes.

Use of Non-GAAP Financial Measures

To evaluate our business, we consider and use Non-GAAP net income and EBITDA adjusted for share-based compensation and litigation and
damage costs as a supplemental measure of operating performance. We consider Non-GAAP net income to be an important indicator of overall
business performance because it allows us to illustrate the impact of the effects of share-based compensation, litigation expenses and provision
for litigation. We define EBITDA as GAAP net income before interest income, interest expense, other income and expense, provision for
income taxes, depreciation and amortization. We define EBITDA adjusted for share-based compensation and litigation and damage costs as
EBITDA plus expenses that we do not consider reflective of our ongoing operations. We use EBITDA adjusted for share-based compensation
and litigation and damage costs as a supplemental measure to review and assess operating performance. We also believe use of EBITDA
adjusted for share-based compensation and litigation and damage costs facilitates investors� use of operating performance comparisons from
period to period.

The terms Non-GAAP net income, EBITDA and EBITDA adjusted for share-based compensation and litigation and damage costs are not
defined under U.S. generally accepted accounting principles, or U.S. GAAP, and are not measures of operating income, operating performance
or liquidity presented in accordance with U.S. GAAP. Our Non-GAAP net income, EBITDA and EBITDA adjusted for share-based
compensation and litigation and damage costs have limitations as analytical tools, and when assessing our operating performance, Non-GAAP
net income, EBITDA and EBITDA adjusted for share-based compensation and litigation and damage costs should not be considered in isolation,
or as a substitute for net income (loss) or other consolidated income statement data prepared in accordance with U.S. GAAP. Some of these
limitations include, but are not limited to:

� EBITDA and EBITDA adjusted for share-based compensation and litigation and damage costs do not reflect our cash expenditures
or future requirements for capital expenditures or contractual commitments;

� they do not reflect changes in, or cash requirements for, our working capital needs;
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� they do not reflect the cash requirements necessary for litigation costs;

� they do not reflect the interest expense, or the cash requirements necessary to service interest or principal payments, on any debt that
we may incur;

� they do not reflect income taxes or the cash requirements for any tax payments;

� although depreciation and amortization are non-cash charges, the assets being depreciated and amortized will be replaced sometime
in the future, and EBITDA and EBITDA adjusted for share-based compensation and litigation and damage costs do not reflect any
cash requirements for such replacements;

� while share-based compensation is a component of operating expense, the impact on our financial statements compared to other
companies can vary significantly due to such factors as the assumed life of the options and the assumed volatility of our common
stock; and

� other companies may calculate EBITDA and EBITDA adjusted for share-based compensation and litigation and damage costs
differently than we do, limiting their usefulness as comparative measures.
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We compensate for these limitations by relying primarily on our GAAP results and using Non-GAAP Net Income and EBITDA adjusted for
share-based compensation and litigation and damage costs only as supplemental support for management�s analysis of business performance.
Non-GAAP Net Income, EBITDA and EBITDA adjusted for share-based compensation and litigation and damage costs are calculated as
follows for the periods presented in thousands.

Reconciliation of Non-GAAP Financial Measures

In accordance with the requirements of Regulation G issued by the Securities and Exchange Commission, the Company is presenting the most
directly comparable GAAP financial measures and reconciling the non-GAAP financial metrics to the comparable GAAP measures.

Reconciliation of GAAP Net Income (Loss) to Non-GAAP Net Income (Loss)

(In thousands)

(Unaudited)

Three Months Ended Six Months Ended
June 30,

2009
March 31,

2009
June 30,

2008
March 31,

2008
June 30,

2009
June 30,

2008
GAAP net (loss) income $ (5,298) $ 55,135 $ (15,331) $ (18,442) $ 49,836 $ (33,773) 
Provision for potential litigation damages �  (65,645) 6,743 7,134 (65,645) 13,878
Share-based compensation 4,281 4,487 4,285 3,960 8,768 8,245
Litigation defense expenses 367 3,945 2,667 5,366 4,312 8,033

Non-GAAP net (loss) income $ (650) $ (2,078) $ (1,636) $ (1,982) $ (2,729) $ (3,617) 

Reconciliation of GAAP Net Income (Loss) to EBITDA to EBITDA

Adjusted for Share-Based Compensation and Litigation and Damage Costs

(In thousands)

(Unaudited)

Three Months Ended Six Months Ended
June 30,

2009
March 31,

2009
June 30,

2008
March 31,

2008
June 30,

2009
June 30,

2008
GAAP net (loss) income $ (5,298) $ 55,135 $ (15,331) $ (18,442) $ 49,836 $ (33,773) 
Depreciation and amortization of other intangibles 6,665 7,088 6,503 6,260 13,753 12,762
Interest expense 11 11 11 21 22 33
Interest and other income (226) (610) (957) (2,062) (836) (3,019) 
Income tax (benefit) expense 171 320 (25) (183) 492 (208) 

EBITDA $ 1,323 $ 61,944 $ (9,799) $ (14,406) $ 63,267 $ (24,205) 
Provision for litigation �  (65,645) 6,743 7,134 (65,645) 13,878
Share-based compensation 4,281 4,487 4,285 3,960 8,768 8,245
Litigation defense expenses 367 3,945 2,667 5,366 4,312 8,033

Adjusted EBITDA $ 5,971 $ 4,731 $ 3,896 $ 2,054 $ 10,702 $ 5,951
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Item 3. Quantitative and Qualitative Disclosures About Market Risk
Interest Rate Risk

Our exposure to market risk for changes in interest rates relates primarily to our debt and investment portfolio. In our investment portfolio, we
do not use derivative financial instruments. Our investments are primarily with our commercial and investment banks and, by policy, we limit
the amount of risk by investing primarily in money market funds, United States Treasury obligations, high-quality corporate and municipal
obligations and certificates of deposit. We do not believe that a 10% change in interest rates would have a significant impact on our interest
income, operating results or liquidity.

Foreign Currency Risk

Substantially all of our customer agreements are denominated in U.S. dollars, and therefore our revenue is not subject to foreign currency risk.
Because we have operations in Europe and Asia, however, we may be exposed to fluctuations in foreign exchange rates with respect to certain
operating expenses and cash flows. Additionally, we may continue to expand our operations globally and sell to customers in foreign locations,
potentially with customer agreements denominated in foreign currencies, which may increase our exposure to foreign exchange fluctuations. At
this time, we do not have any foreign hedge contracts.

Inflation Risk

We do not believe that inflation has had a material effect on our business, financial condition or results of operations. If our costs were to
become subject to significant inflationary pressures, we may not be able to fully offset such higher costs through price increases. Our inability or
failure to do so could harm our business, financial condition and results of operations.

Item 4. Controls and Procedures
Conclusion Regarding the Effectiveness of Disclosure Controls and Procedures

We are responsible for establishing and maintaining adequate internal control over financial reporting, as such term is defined in SEC
Rule 13a-15(e) and 15d-15(e). We maintain disclosure controls and procedures, as such term is defined in SEC Rule 13a-15(e) and 15d-15(e),
that are designed to ensure that information required to be disclosed in our reports under the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, as amended, is
recorded, processed, summarized and reported within the time periods specified in the Securities and Exchange Commission�s rules and forms
and that such information is accumulated and communicated to our management, including our Chief Executive Officer and Chief Financial
Officer, as appropriate, to allow for timely decisions regarding required disclosure. In designing and evaluating the disclosure controls and
procedures, management recognizes that any controls and procedures, no matter how well designed and operated, can provide only reasonable
assurance of achieving the desired control objectives, and management is required to apply its judgment in evaluating the cost-benefit
relationship of possible controls and procedures.

As required by SEC Rule 13a-15(b), we carried out an evaluation, under the supervision and with the participation of our management, including
our Chief Executive Officer and Chief Financial Officer, of the effectiveness of the design and operation of our disclosure controls and
procedures as of the end of June 30, 2009. Based on the foregoing, our Chief Executive Officer and Chief Financial Officer concluded that our
disclosure controls and procedures were effective at the reasonable assurance level.

Changes in Internal Control over Financial Reporting

With the exception of the change in controls noted below, no additional changes in our internal control over financial reporting (as defined in
Rules 13a-15(f) and 15d-15(f) under the Exchange Act) occurred during the fiscal quarter ended June 30, 2009 that have materially affected, or
are reasonably likely to materially affect, our internal control over financial reporting.

During the fourth quarter of 2008, we implemented a new customer invoicing and revenue reporting system. As of December 31, 2008, the
system had not been fully implemented. We anticipate that this new invoicing and revenue reporting system will further enhance our internal
controls over financial reporting. We expected that the new system would be fully implemented during the first quarter of 2009. We currently
are continuing to make modification and enhancements to the system. The system is expected to be fully implemented during 2009.

PART II. OTHER INFORMATION
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Item 1. Legal Proceedings
        We are involved in litigation with Akamai Technologies, Inc. and the Massachusetts Institute of Technology relating to a claim of patent
infringement. The action was filed in June 2006 in the U.S. District Court for the District of Massachusetts. The trial date was set for
February 2008 with respect to four claims in U.S. Patent No. 6,108,703 (the �703 patent). In February 2008, a jury returned a verdict in this
lawsuit, finding that we infringed four claims of the �703 patent at issue and rejecting our invalidity defenses. The jury awarded an aggregate of
approximately $45.5 million which includes lost profits, reasonable royalties and price erosion damages for the period April 2005 through
December 31, 2007. In addition, the jury awarded pre-judgment interest which we estimated to be $2.6 million at December 31, 2007. We
recorded the aggregate $48.1 million as a provision for litigation as of December 31, 2007. During 2008 we recorded an additional provision of
approximately $17.5 million for potential additional infringement damages and interest.
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On July 1, 2008, the Court denied our Motions for Judgment as a Matter of Law (JMOL), Obviousness, and a New Trial. The Court also denied
Akamai�s Motion for Permanent Injunction as premature and its Motions for Summary Judgment regarding our equitable defenses. The Court
conducted a bench trial in November 2008 regarding our equitable defenses. We also filed a motion for reconsideration of the Court�s earlier
denial of our motion for JMOL. Our motion for JMOL was based largely upon a clarification in the standard for a finding of joint infringement
articulated by the Federal Circuit in the case of Muniauction, Inc. v. Thomson Corp. (the Muniauction Case), released after the Court denied our
initial motion for JMOL. On April 24, 2009 the Court issued its order and memorandum setting aside the adverse jury verdict and ruling that we
did not infringe Akamai�s �703 patent and that we are entitled to judgment as a matter of law. Based upon the Court�s April 24, 2009 order we have
reversed the $65.6 million provision for litigation previously recorded for this lawsuit as we no longer believe that payment of any amounts
represented by the litigation provision is probable. The Court entered final judgment in favor of us, and Akamai has filed a notice of appeal of
the Court�s decision. We cannot assure you that this lawsuit ultimately will be resolved in our favor.

We expect that the litigation will continue to be expensive, time consuming and a distraction to our management in operating our business.

In August 2007, we, certain of our officers and directors, and the firms that served as the lead underwriters in our initial public offering were
named as defendants in several purported class action lawsuits. These lawsuits have been consolidated into a single lawsuit in U.S. District Court
for the District of Arizona. The consolidated complaint asserts causes of action under Sections 11, 12 and 15 of the Securities Act of 1933, as
amended, on behalf of a professed class consisting of all those who were allegedly damaged as a result of acquiring our common stock in our
initial public offering (IPO) between June 8, 2007 and August 8, 2007. The complaint seeks compensatory damages and plaintiffs� costs and
expenses in the litigation. The complaint alleges, among other things, that we omitted and/or misstated certain facts concerning the seasonality
of our business and that the loss of revenue with respect to certain customers. On March 17, 2008, we and the individual defendants moved to
dismiss all of the plaintiffs� claims, and a hearing was held on this motion on June 16, 2008. On August 8, 2008, the court granted the motion to
dismiss, dismissing plaintiffs� claims under Section 12 with prejudice and granting leave to amend the claims under Sections 11 and 15. Plaintiffs
chose not to amend the claims under Sections 11 and 15, and on August 29, 2008 the court entered judgment in favor of us. On September 5,
2008 Plaintiffs filed a notice of appeal, and appellate briefs were filed by the parties in January and February 2009. We believe that we and the
individual defendants have meritorious defenses to the claims made in the complaint and we intend to continue to contest the lawsuit vigorously.
We do have in place Directors and Officers Liability Insurance and notice of this matter has been given to the insurance carriers. The insurance
has reimbursed certain of the expenses incurred by us in defending this action. We are not able at this time to estimate the range of a potential
loss nor do we believe that a loss is probable. Therefore, we have made no provision for this lawsuit in our financial statements.

In December 2007, Level 3 Communications, LLC filed a lawsuit against us in the U.S. District Court for the Eastern District of Virginia
alleging that we were infringing certain patents Level 3 acquired from Savvis Communications Corp. In addition to monetary relief, including
treble damages, interest, fees and costs, the complaint sought an order permanently enjoining us from conducting our business in a manner that
infringed the relevant patents. A jury trial was conducted in the U.S. District Court for the Eastern District of Virginia in January 2009, and on
January 23, 2009 the jury returned a verdict favorable to Limelight finding that Limelight did not infringe the Level 3 patents. We believe the
jury verdict finding Limelight does not infringe the Level 3 patents is correct, and that the claims of infringement asserted against us by Level 3
in the litigation were without merit. The Court denied Level 3�s subsequent motion for judgment as a matter of law or alternatively for a new
trial, and entered a judgment in our favor. In the event of an appeal by Level 3 we intend to continue to vigorously defend the action. There can
be no assurance at this time that, if an appeal is filed by Level 3, that the lawsuit ultimately will be resolved in our favor. In light of the favorable
jury verdict, we are not able at this time to estimate the range of potential loss nor do we believe that a loss is probable. Therefore, we have made
no provision for this lawsuit in our financial statements.

From time to time, we also may become involved in legal proceedings arising in the ordinary course of our business.

Item 1A. Risk Factors
Investments in the equity securities of publicly traded companies involve significant risks. Our business, prospects, financial condition or
operating results could be materially adversely affected by the risks identified below, as well as other risks not currently known to us or that we
currently consider immaterial. The trading price of our common stock could decline due to any of these risks, and you may lose all or part of
your investment. In assessing the risks described below, you should also refer to the information contained in this report on Form 10-Q,
including our unaudited condensed consolidated financial statements and the related notes, as well as our Annual Report on Form 10-K for the
year ended December 31, 2008 and other documents that we file from time to time with the Securities and Exchange Commission.
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Risks Related to Our Business

We are a party to several lawsuits, and an adverse outcome in any or all of those lawsuits is possible, and an adverse outcome could have a
significant, adverse effect on our financial condition and operations. If an injunction were entered against us it could force us to cease
providing our CDN services.

We are a defendant in three significant lawsuits, (see discussion in �Legal Proceedings� in Part II, Item 1 of this quarterly report on Form 10-Q). In
each case we currently have favorable rulings, but we cannot provide any assurance that these favorable rulings won�t be overturned or reversed
on appeal, or that the ultimate outcome of any of these lawsuits won�t be materially adverse to us. The expenses of defending these lawsuits and
other lawsuits to which we may become a party, particularly fees paid to our lawyers and expert consultants, have been and will continue to be
significant and will continue to adversely affect our operating results during the pendency of the lawsuits. This litigation will also continue to be
a distraction to our management in operating our business.

In February 2008, a jury returned a verdict in a patent infringement lawsuit filed by Akamai Technologies, Inc., or Akamai, and the
Massachusetts Institute of Technology, or MIT, against us, finding that we infringed four claims of the patent at issue and rejecting our
invalidity defenses. The jury awarded Akamai an aggregate of approximately $45.5 million in lost profits, reasonable royalties and price erosion
damages, plus pre-judgment interest estimated to be $2.6 million that we recorded in 2007. During 2008 we recorded an additional provision of
approximately $17.5 million for potential additional infringement damages and interest.

The Court conducted a bench trial in November 2008, regarding our equitable defenses; and we filed a motion for reconsideration of the Court�s
earlier denial of our motion for Judgment as a Matter of Law (JMOL). Our motion for JMOL was based largely upon a clarification in the
standard for a finding of joint infringement articulated by the Federal Circuit in the case of Muniauction, Inc. v. Thomson Corp. (the
Muniauction Case), released after the Court denied our initial motion for JMOL. On April 24, 2009 the Court issued its order and memorandum
setting aside the adverse jury verdict and ruling that Limelight does not infringe Akamai�s �703 patent and that Limelight is entitled to judgment
as a matter of law. Based upon the Court�s April 24, 2009 order we have reversed the provision for litigation relating to this matter as we no
longer believe that payment of any amounts represented by the litigation provision is probable. Although the Court has entered judgment in our
favor and we believe the ruling of the Court is correct, Akamai has filed a notice of appeal and we cannot provide any assurance that the lawsuit
ultimately will be resolved in our favor. An adverse ruling could seriously impact our ability to conduct our business and to offer our products
and services to our customers. A permanent injunction could prevent us from operating our CDN to deliver certain types of traffic, which could
impact the viability of our business. Any adverse ruling, in turn, would harm our revenue, market share, reputation, liquidity and overall
financial position.

In January 2009, a jury returned a verdict in a patent infringement lawsuit filed by Level 3 Communications LLC, or Level 3, against us, finding
that we did not infringe any of the claims of the patents at issue in that case. The Court denied Level 3�s subsequent motion for JMOL or
alternatively for a new trial, and entered judgment in our favor. Although we believe the jury verdict and the judgment in this matter are correct,
we cannot provide any assurance at this time that, if an appeal is filed by Level 3, that the lawsuit ultimately will be resolved in our favor. An
adverse ruling could seriously impact our ability to conduct our business and to offer our products and services to our customers. A permanent
injunction could prevent us from operating our CDN to deliver certain types of traffic, which could impact the viability of our business. Any
adverse ruling, in turn, would harm our revenue, market share, reputation, liquidity and overall financial position.

In August 2007, we, certain of our officers and directors, and the firms that served as the lead underwriters in our initial public offering were
named as defendants in several purported class action lawsuits. These lawsuits have been consolidated into a single lawsuit in U.S. District Court
for the District of Arizona. The consolidated complaint asserts causes of action under Sections 11, 12 and 15 of the Securities Act of 1933, as
amended, on behalf of a professed class consisting of all those who were allegedly damaged as a result of acquiring our common stock in our
initial public offering (IPO) between June 8, 2007 and August 8, 2007. The complaint seeks compensatory damages and plaintiffs� costs and
expenses in the litigation. The complaint alleges, among other things, that we omitted and/or misstated certain facts concerning the seasonality
of our business and that the loss of revenue with respect to certain customers. On March 17, 2008, we and the individual defendants moved to
dismiss all of the plaintiffs� claims, and a hearing was held on this motion on June 16, 2008. On August 8, 2008, the court granted the motion to
dismiss, dismissing plaintiffs� claims under Section 12 with prejudice and granting leave to amend the claims under Sections 11 and 15. Plaintiffs
chose not to amend the claims under Sections 11 and 15, and on August 29, 2008 the court entered judgment in favor of us. On September 5,
2008 Plaintiffs filed a notice of appeal, and appellate briefs were filed by the parties in January and February 2009. We do have in place
Directors and Officers Liability Insurance and notice of this matter has been given to the insurance carriers. The insurance has reimbursed
certain of the expenses incurred by us in defending this action. Although we believe that we and the individual defendants have meritorious
defenses to the claims made in the complaint, there can be no assurance at this time that the lawsuit will ultimately be resolved in our favor. If
we receive an adverse ruling in this case and the judgment exceeds the amount of our Directors and Officers Liability Insurance or that insurance
is not available to satisfy the judgment, such a ruling could harm our liquidity and overall financial position.
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We may need to defend our intellectual property and processes against patent or copyright infringement claims, which would cause us to
incur substantial costs and threaten our ability to do business.

Companies, organizations or individuals, including our competitors, may hold or obtain patents or other proprietary rights that would prevent,
limit or interfere with our ability to make, use or sell our services or develop new services, which could make it more difficult for us to operate
our business. From time to time, we may receive inquiries from holders of patents inquiring whether we infringe their proprietary rights.
Companies holding Internet-related patents or other intellectual property rights are increasingly bringing suits alleging infringement of such
rights or otherwise asserting their rights and seeking licenses. Any litigation or claims, whether or not valid, could result in substantial costs and
diversion of resources. See �Legal Proceeding� in Part II, Item 1 of this quarterly report on Form 10-Q. In addition, if we are determined to have
infringed upon a third party�s intellectual property rights, we may be required to do one or more of the following:

� cease selling, incorporating or using products or services that incorporate the challenged intellectual property;

� pay substantial damages;

� obtain a license from the holder of the infringed intellectual property right, which license may or may not be available on reasonable
terms or at all; or

� redesign products or services.
If we are forced to take any of these actions, our business may be seriously harmed. In the event of a successful claim of infringement against us
and our failure or inability to obtain a license to the infringed technology, our business and operating results could be harmed.

We currently face competition from established competitors and may face competition from others in the future.

We compete in markets that are intensely competitive, rapidly changing and characterized by constantly declining prices and vendors offering a
wide range of content delivery solutions. We have experienced and expect to continue to experience increased competition, and particularly
aggressive price competition. Many of our current competitors, as well as a number of our potential competitors, have longer operating histories,
greater name recognition, broader customer relationships and industry alliances and substantially greater financial, technical and marketing
resources than we do. As a consequence of the competitive dynamics in our market we have experienced reductions in our prices, which in turn
adversely affect our revenue, gross margin and operating results.

Our primary competitors include content delivery service providers such as Akamai, Level 3 Communications, AT&T, CDNetworks and
Internap Network Services Corporation, which acquired VitalStream. Also, as a result of the growth of the content delivery market, a number of
companies have recently entered or are currently attempting to enter our market, either directly or indirectly, some of which may become
significant competitors in the future. Our competitors may be able to respond more quickly than we can to new or emerging technologies and
changes in customer requirements. Given the relative ease by which customers typically can switch among CDN providers, differentiated
offerings or pricing by competitors could lead to a rapid loss of customers. Some of our current or potential competitors may bundle their
offerings with other services, software or hardware in a manner that may discourage content providers from purchasing the services that we
offer. In addition, as we expand internationally, we face different market characteristics and competition with local content delivery service
providers, many of which are very well positioned within their local markets. Increased competition could result in price reductions and revenue
shortfalls, loss of customers and loss of market share, which could harm our business, financial condition and results of operations.

If we fail to manage future growth effectively, we may not be able to market and sell our services successfully.

We have recently expanded our operations significantly, increasing our total number of employees from 29 at December 31, 2004 to 301 at
June 30, 2009, and we anticipate that further significant expansion will be required. Our future operating results depend to a large extent on our
ability to manage this expansion and growth successfully. Risks that we face in undertaking this expansion include: training new sales personnel
to become productive and generate revenue; forecasting revenue; controlling expenses and investments in anticipation of expanded operations;
implementing and enhancing our content delivery network, or CDN, and administrative infrastructure, systems and processes; addressing new
markets; and expanding international operations. A failure to manage our growth effectively could materially and adversely affect our ability to
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market and sell our products and services.

If we fail to maintain proper and effective internal controls, our ability to produce accurate financial statements could be impaired, which
could adversely affect our operating results, our ability to operate our business and investors� views of us.

We must ensure that we have adequate internal financial and accounting controls and procedures in place so that we can produce accurate
financial statements on a timely basis. We are required to spend considerable effort on establishing and maintaining our internal controls, which
is costly and time-consuming and needs to be re-evaluated frequently. We have very limited experience in designing and testing our internal
controls. For example, during the third quarter of 2007, we discovered material weaknesses in our system of internal controls over our revenue
recognition and stock-based compensation processes that required us to restate our previously reported consolidated financial statements for the
three-and nine-months ended September 30, 2006, the three-months and year ended December 31, 2006, the three-months ended March 31,
2007, and the three-and-six months ended June 30, 2007.
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We have only operated as a public company since June 2007 and we will continue to incur significant legal, accounting and other expenses as
we comply with the Sarbanes-Oxley Act of 2002, as well as new rules subsequently implemented by the Securities and Exchange Commission
and the Nasdaq Stock Market�s Global Market. These rules impose various requirements on public companies, including requiring changes in
corporate governance practices, increased reporting of compensation arrangements and other requirements. Our management and other
personnel will continue to devote a substantial amount of time to these compliance initiatives. Moreover, these rules and regulations will
increase our legal and financial compliance costs and will make some activities more time-consuming and costly. These rules and regulations
could also make it more difficult for us to attract and retain qualified persons to serve on our board of directors, our board committees or as
executive officers.

Section 404 of the Sarbanes-Oxley Act of 2002 requires that we include in our annual report our assessment of the effectiveness of our internal
control over financial reporting and our audited financial statements as of the end of each fiscal year. Furthermore, our independent registered
public accounting firm, Ernst & Young LLP, (E&Y), is required to report on whether it believes we maintained, in all material respects,
effective internal control over financial reporting as of the end of the year. We successfully completed our assessment and obtained E&Y�s
attestation as to the effectiveness of our internal control over financial reporting as of December 31, 2008. Our continued compliance with
Section 404 will require that we incur substantial expense and expend significant management time on compliance related issues. We currently
do not have an internal audit group and use an international accounting firm to assist us with our assessment of the effectiveness of our internal
controls over financial reporting. In future years, if we fail to timely complete this assessment, or if E&Y cannot timely attest, there may be a
loss of public confidence in our internal controls, the market price of our stock could decline and we could be subject to regulatory sanctions or
investigations by the Nasdaq Stock Market�s Global Market, the Securities and Exchange Commission or other regulatory authorities, which
would require additional financial and management resources. In addition, any failure to implement required new or improved controls, or
difficulties encountered in their implementation, could harm our operating results or cause us to fail to timely meet our regulatory reporting
obligations.

Our limited operating history makes evaluating our business and future prospects difficult, and may increase the risk of your investment.

Our Company has only been in existence since 2001. A significant amount of our growth, in terms of employees, operations and revenue, has
occurred since 2004. For example, our revenue has grown from $5.0 million in 2003 to $65.2 million in 2006 to $103.1 million in 2007 and
$129.5 million in 2008. As a consequence, we have a limited operating history which makes it difficult to evaluate our business and our future
prospects. We have encountered and will continue to encounter risks and difficulties frequently experienced by growing companies in rapidly
changing industries, such as the risks described in this quarterly report on Form 10-Q. If we do not address these risks successfully, our business
will be harmed.

We may lose customers if they elect to develop content delivery solutions internally.

Our customers and potential customers may decide to develop their own content delivery solutions rather than outsource these solutions to CDN
services providers like us. This is particularly true as our customers increase their operations and begin expending greater resources on
delivering their content using third-party solutions. If we fail to offer CDN services that are competitive to in-sourced solutions, we may lose
additional customers or fail to attract customers that may consider pursuing this in-sourced approach, and our business and financial results
would suffer.

We may lose customers if they are unable to build business models that effectively monetize delivery of their content.

Our customers may not be successful in selling advertising or otherwise monetizing the content we deliver on their behalf and consequently may
not be successful in creating a profitable business model. This may result in some of our customers discontinuing their Internet or web-based
business operations and discontinuing use of our services and products. For example, during the three month period ended March 31, 2008, a
significant customer discontinued its website business and ceased using our CDN services. Further, weakness and related uncertainty in the
global financial markets and economy�which has included, among other things, significant reductions in available capital and liquidity from
banks and other providers of credit, substantial reductions and/or fluctuations in equity and currency values worldwide and concerns that the
worldwide economy may enter into a prolonged recessionary period � may materially adversely impact our customers� access to capital or
willingness to spend capital on our services or in some cases, ultimately cause the customer to file for protection from creditors under applicable
insolvency or bankruptcy laws. This uncertainty may also impact our customers� levels of cash liquidity, which could affect their ability or
willingness to timely pay for services that they will order or have already ordered from us. From time to time we discontinue service to
customers for non-payment of services. We expect further customers may discontinue operations or not be willing or able to pay for services that
they have ordered from us. Further loss of customers may adversely affect our financial results.
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Rapidly evolving technologies or new business models could cause demand for our CDN services to decline or could cause these services to
become obsolete.

Customers or third parties may develop technological or business model innovations that address content delivery requirements in a manner that
is, or is perceived to be, equivalent or superior to our CDN services. If competitors introduce new products or services that compete with or
surpass the quality or the price/performance of our services, we may be unable to renew our agreements with existing customers or attract new
customers at the prices and levels that allow us to generate attractive rates of return on our investment. For example, one or more third parties
might develop improvements to current peer-to-peer technology, which is a technology that relies upon the computing power and bandwidth of
its participants, such that this technological approach is better able to deliver content in a way that is competitive to our CDN services, or even
makes CDN services obsolete. We may not anticipate such developments and may be unable to adequately compete with these potential
solutions. In addition, our customers� business models may change in ways that we do not anticipate and these changes could reduce or eliminate
our customers� needs for CDN services. If this occurred, we could lose customers or potential customers, and our business and financial results
would suffer. As a result of these or similar potential developments, in the future it is possible that competitive dynamics in our market may
require us to reduce our prices, which could harm our revenue, gross margin and operating results.

If we are unable to sell our services at acceptable prices relative to our costs, our revenue and gross margins will decrease, and our business
and financial results will suffer.

Prices for content delivery services have fallen in recent years and are likely to fall further in the future. We have invested significant amounts in
purchasing capital equipment to increase the capacity of our content delivery services. For example, in 2006, 2007 and 2008 we invested $40.6
million, $22.7 million and $18.1 million, respectively, in capital expenditures primarily for computer equipment associated with the build-out
and expansion of our CDN. For the six month period ended June 30, 2009, we invested $6.1 million. Our investments in our infrastructure are
based upon our assumptions regarding future demand and also prices that we will be able to charge for our services. These assumptions may
prove to be wrong. If the price that we are able to charge customers to deliver their content falls to a greater extent than we anticipate, if we
over-estimate future demand for our services or if our costs to deliver our services do not fall commensurate with any future price declines, we
may not be able to achieve acceptable rates of return on our infrastructure investments and our gross profit and results of operations may suffer
dramatically.

During 2009 and 2010, as we further expand our CDN, and we begin to refresh our network equipment, we expect our capital expenditures to
increase when compared to expenditures we made in 2008. As a consequence, we are dependent on significant future growth in demand for our
services to provide the necessary gross profit to pay these additional expenses. If we fail to generate significant additional demand for our
services, our results of operations will suffer and we may fail to achieve planned or expected financial results. There are numerous factors that
could, alone or in combination with other factors, impede our ability to increase revenue, moderate expenses or maintain gross margins,
including:

� failure to increase sales of our core services;

� significant increases in electricity, bandwidth and rack space costs or other operating expenses;

� inability to maintain our prices relative to our costs;

� failure of our current and planned services and software to operate as expected;

� loss of any significant customers or loss of existing customers at a rate greater than our increase in new customers or our sales to
existing customers;

� failure to increase sales of our services to current customers as a result of their ability to reduce their monthly usage of our services to
their minimum monthly contractual commitment;
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� failure of a significant number of customers to pay our fees on a timely basis or at all or failure to continue to purchase our services
in accordance with their contractual commitments; and

� inability to attract high-quality customers to purchase and implement our current and planned services.
If we are unable to develop new services and enhancements to existing services or fail to predict and respond to emerging technological
trends and customers� changing needs, our operating results may suffer.

The market for our CDN services is characterized by rapidly changing technology, evolving industry standards and new product and service
introductions. Our operating results depend on our ability to develop and introduce new services into existing and emerging markets. The
process of developing new technologies is complex and uncertain. We must commit significant resources to developing new services or
enhancements to our existing services before knowing whether our investments will result in services the market will accept. Furthermore, we
may not execute successfully our technology initiatives because of errors in planning or timing,
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technical hurdles that we fail to overcome in a timely fashion, misunderstandings about market demand or a lack of appropriate resources. As
prices for CDN continue to fall, we will increasingly rely on new product offerings and other value added services to maintain or increase our
gross margins. Failures in execution or market acceptance of new services we introduce could result in competitors providing those solutions
before we do, which could lead to loss of market share, revenue and earnings.

We depend on a limited number of customers for a substantial portion of our revenue in any fiscal period, and the loss of, or a significant
shortfall in demand from these customers could significantly harm our results of operations.

During any given fiscal period, a relatively small number of customers typically account for a significant percentage of our revenue. For
example, in 2008, sales to our top 10 customers, in terms of revenue, accounted for approximately 38% of our total revenue. For the six month
period ended June 30, 2009, sales to our top 10 customers, in terms of revenue, accounted for approximately 37% of our total revenue. During
2008 one of these top 10 customers, Microsoft, represented approximately 15% of our total revenue for that period. For the six month period
ended June 30, 2009, Microsoft, represented approximately 16% of our total revenue. In the past, the customers that comprised our top 10
customers have continually changed, and we also have experienced significant fluctuations in our individual customers� usage of our services. As
a consequence, we may not be able to adjust our expenses in the short term to address the unanticipated loss of a large customer during any
particular period. As such, we may experience significant, unanticipated fluctuations in our operating results which may cause us to not meet our
expectations or those of stock market analysts, which could cause our stock price to decline.

If we are unable to attract new customers or to retain our existing customers, our revenue could be lower than expected and our operating
results may suffer.

In addition to adding new customers, to increase our revenue, we must sell additional services to existing customers and encourage existing
customers to increase their usage levels. If our existing and prospective customers do not perceive our services to be of sufficiently high value
and quality, we may not be able to retain our current customers or attract new customers. We sell our services pursuant to service agreements
that generally include some form of financial minimum commitment. Our customers have no obligation to renew their contracts for our services
after the expiration of their initial commitment, and these service agreements may not be renewed at the same or higher level of service, if at all.
Moreover, under some circumstances, some of our customers have the right to cancel their service agreements prior to the expiration of the
terms of their agreements. This fact, in addition to the changing competitive landscape in our market, means that we cannot accurately predict
future customer renewal rates or usage rates. Our customers� renewal rates may decline or fluctuate as a result of a number of factors, including:

� their satisfaction or dissatisfaction with our services;

� the prices of our services;

� the prices of services offered by our competitors;

� discontinuation by our customers of their internet or web-based content distribution business;

� mergers and acquisitions affecting our customer base; and

� reductions in our customers� spending levels.
If our customers do not renew their service agreements with us or if they renew on less favorable terms, our revenue may decline and our
business will suffer. Similarly, our customer agreements often provide for minimum commitments that are often significantly below our
customers� historical usage levels. Consequently, even if we have agreements with our customers to use our services, these customers could
significantly curtail their usage without incurring any penalties under our agreements. In this event, our revenue would be lower than expected
and our operating results could suffer.
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It also is an important component of our growth strategy to market our CDN services to industries, such as enterprise and the government. As an
organization, we do not have significant experience in selling our services into these markets. We have only recently begun a number of these
initiatives, and our ability to successfully sell our services into these markets to a meaningful extent remains unproven. If we are unsuccessful in
such efforts, our business, financial condition and results of operations could suffer.

Our results of operations may fluctuate in the future. As a result, we may fail to meet or exceed the expectations of securities analysts or
investors, which could cause our stock price to decline.

Our results of operations may fluctuate as a result of a variety of factors, many of which are outside of our control. If our results of operations
fall below the expectations of securities analysts or investors, the price of our common stock could decline substantially. In addition to the
effects of other risks discussed in this section, fluctuations in our results of operations may be due to a number of factors, including:

� our ability to increase sales to existing customers and attract new customers to our CDN services;
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� the addition or loss of large customers, or significant variation in their use of our CDN services;

� costs associated with current or future intellectual property lawsuits and other lawsuits;

� service outages or security breaches;

� the amount and timing of operating costs and capital expenditures related to the maintenance and expansion of our business,
operations and infrastructure;

� the timing and success of new product and service introductions by us or our competitors;

� the occurrence of significant events in a particular period that result in an increase in the use of our CDN services, such as a major
media event or a customer�s online release of a new or updated video game;

� changes in our pricing policies or those of our competitors;

� the timing of recognizing revenue;

� limitations of the capacity of our content delivery network and related systems;

� the timing of costs related to the development or acquisition of technologies, services or businesses;

� general economic, industry and market conditions (such as the fluctuations experienced in the stock and credit markets during the
recent deterioration of global economic conditions) and those conditions specific to Internet usage;

� limitations on usage imposed by our customers in order to limit their online expenses; and

� geopolitical events such as war, threat of war or terrorist actions.
We believe that our revenue and results of operations may vary significantly in the future and that period-to-period comparisons of our operating
results may not be meaningful. You should not rely on the results of one period as an indication of future performance.

After being profitable in 2004 and 2005, we were unprofitable in 2006, 2007 and 2008 primarily due to increased stock-based compensation
expense and litigation costs, which could affect our ability to achieve and maintain profitability in the future.

Our adoption of SFAS 123R in 2006 substantially increased the amount of share-based compensation expense we record and has had a
significant impact on our results of operations. After being profitable in 2004 and 2005, we were unprofitable in 2006, 2007 and 2008 partially
due to an increase in our share-based compensation expense which increased from $0.1 million in 2005 to $9.2 million, $18.9 million and $18.1
million, respectively, in 2006, 2007 and 2008. For the six month period ended June 30, 2009 our share-based compensation expense was $8.8
million. This increase in share-based compensation expense reflects an increase in the level of stock options, restricted stock and restricted stock
units (RSUs) grants. Our unrecognized share-based compensation expense totaled $35.2 million at June 30, 2009, of which we expect to
amortize $9.0 million during the remainder of 2009, $14.7 million in 2010 and the remainder thereafter based upon the scheduled vesting of the

Edgar Filing: Limelight Networks, Inc. - Form 10-Q

Table of Contents 71



options, restricted stock and RSUs outstanding at that time. We further expect our share-based compensation expense to decrease in 2009 and
potentially to increase thereafter as we grant additional options or restricted stock awards. The increased share-based compensation expense
could adversely affect our ability to achieve and maintain profitability in the future. In 2006, we were sued by Akamai and MIT alleging
infringement of certain patents. In December 2007, we were sued by Level 3 Communications alleging infringement of certain patents. We have
incurred, and will continue to incur, significant costs associated with litigation. These costs were $3.1 million, $7.3&n
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