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PETITIONER’S EXHIBIT LIST

Description Exhibit #

U.S. Patent No. 6,363,345, “System, Method and Apparatus For 1001
Cancelling Noise” to Joseph Marash and Baruch Berdugo, issued on
Mar. 26, 2002 (“’345 Patent™)

Andrea Electronics Corp. v. Acer Inc. and Acer America, Civil Action | 1002
No. 2:14-cv-04488, Plaintiff’s First Amended Complaint, Dkt. No. 28
(E.D.N.Y. Nov. 10, 2014)

Andrea Electronics Corp. v. Acer Inc. and Acer America, Civil Action | 1003
No. 2:14-cv-04488, Defendants’ Answers and Defenses, Dkt. No. 32
(E.D.N.Y. Nov. 24, 2014)

Andrea Electronics Corp. v. Lenovo Holding Co. and Lenovo (U.S.) 1004
Inc., Civil Action No. 2:14-cv-04489, Plaintift’s First Amended
Complaint, Dkt. No. 35 (E.D.N.Y. Nov. 10, 2014)

Andrea Electronics Corp. v. Lenovo Holding Co. and Lenovo (U.S.) 1005
Inc., Civil Action No. 2:14-cv-04489, Defendants” Answer and
Counterclaims, Dkt. No. 39 (E.D.N.Y. Nov. 24, 2014)

Andrea Electronics Corp. v. Lenovo Holding Co. and Lenovo (U.S.) 1006
Inc., Civil Action No. 2:14-cv-04489, Plaintiff’s Answer and
Counterclaims, Dkt. No. 45 (E.D.N.Y. Dec. 15, 2014)

Andrea Electronics Corp. v. Toshiba Corp. and Toshiba Am. 1007
Information Sys., Inc., Civil Action No. 2:14-cv-04492, Plaintiff’s
First Amended Complaint, Dkt. No. 34 (E.D.N.Y. Nov. 10, 2014)

Andrea Electronics Corp. v. Toshiba Corp. and Toshiba Am. 1008
Information Sys., Inc., Civil Action No. 2:14-cv-04492, Toshiba
Corp.’s Answer and Affirmative Defenses, Dkt. No. 38 (E.D.N.Y.
Nov. 24, 2014)

Andrea Electronics Corp. v. Toshiba Corp. and Toshiba Am. 1009
Information Sys., Inc., Civil Action No. 2:14-cv-04492, Toshiba
America Info. Sys., Inc.’s Answer and Affirmative Defenses, Dkt. No.
39 (E.D.N.Y. Nov. 24, 2014)
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Description Exhibit #

Andrea Electronics Corp. v. Hewlett-Packard Co., Civil Action No. 1010
2:15-cv-00208, Plaintiff’s Complaint For Patent Infringement, Dkt.
No. 1 (E.D.N.Y. Jan. 14, 2015)

Andrea Electronics Corp. v. Dell Inc., Civil Action No. 2:15-cv- 1011
00209, Plaintiff’s Complaint For Patent Infringement, Dkt. No. 1
(E.D.N.Y. Jan. 14, 2015)

Andrea Electronics Corp. v. ASUSTek Computer Inc. and ASUS 1012
Computer Int’l, Civil Action No. 2:15-cv-00214, Plaintiff’s Complaint
For Patent Infringement, Dkt. No. 1 (E.D.N.Y. Jan. 14, 2015)

Andrea Electronics Corp. v. Realtek Semiconductor Corp., Civil 1013
Action No. 2:15-cv-00215, Plaintiff’s Complaint For Patent
Infringement, Dkt. No. 1 (E.D.N.Y. Jan. 14, 2015)

Andrea Electronics Corp. v. Realtek Semiconductor Corp., Civil 1014
Action No. 2:15-cv-00215, Court’s Notice of Related Case, Dkt. No. 4
(E.D.N.Y. Jan. 21, 2015)

In re Certain Audio Processing Hardware and Software and Products | 1015
Containing Same, Inv. No. 337-TA-949, Verified Complaint Under
Section 337 of the Tariff Act of 1930 (U.S.I.T.C. Mar. 12, 2015)

In re Certain Audio Processing Hardware and Software and Products | 1016
Containing Same, Inv. No. 337-TA-949, Notice of Institution of
Investigation (U.S.1.T.C. Mar. 12, 2015)

Table 1 — List Of Each Claim Element Annotated With Its Claim 1017
Number and A Reference Letter

Petitioner’s List of Related Litigation Matters, And Patents at Issue 1018

Petitioner’s List of IPR Petitions and Challenged Patent Claims of the | 1019
Andrea Patents

Prosecution History of Application No. 09/252,874 which issued as 1020
U.S. Patent No. 6,363,345

PCT Application No. PCT/US00/03538, “System, Method and 1021
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