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Memory Integrity-2001

Plaintiff Memory Integrity, LLC’s Initial Identification
of Asserted Claims And Accused Products, served on
Petitioners in Memory Integrity LLC v. Amazon.com
Inc., et al., Nos. 1:13-cv-01795, -01796, -01802,
-01808 (D. Del. served Oct. 13, 2014)

Memory Integrity-2002

Excerpts from D. E. Culler, J. P. Singh, and A. Gupta
PARALLEL COMPUTER ARCHITECTURE, pp. 279-280
(1999)

Memory Integrity-2003

Sorin et al. , “Specifying and Verifying a Broadcast and
a Multicast Snooping Cache Coherence Protocol,”
IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON PARALLEL AND DISTRIBUTED
SysTEMS, Vol. 13, No. 6, pp. 1-23(June 2002)

Memory Integrity-2004

Excerpts from Merriam-Webster’s Collegiate
Dictionary (10" ed. 1999)

Memory Integrity-2005

Excerpts from David A. Patterson, et al., COMPUTER
ORGANIZATION AND DESIGN (3d ed. 2005)
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