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Prosecution History of U.S. Patent No. 7,434,973 1002
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Declaration of Michael J. Escuti, Ph.D. (“Escuti Decl.”) 1004
U.S. Patent No. 5,461,547 (“Ciupke”) 1005
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U.S. Patent No. 6,473,554 (“Pelka’) 1009
U.S. Patent No. 6,167,182 (“ Shinohara) 1010
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EP 0 878 720 (“Funamoto”) 1012
U.S. Patent No. 5,477,422 (“Hooker”) 1013
U.S. Patent No. 5,057,974 (“Mizobe”) 1014
U.S. Patent No. 3,241,256 (“Viret”) 1015
U.S. Patent No. 5,896,119 (“Evanicky”) 1016
U.S. Patent No. 5,584,556 (*Y okoyama’) 1017
U.S. Patent No. 5,667,289 (“Akahane”) 1018
U.S. Patent No. 5,160,195 (“Miller”) 1019

J. A. Castellano, Handbook of Display Technology, Academic Press 1020
Inc., San Diego, 1992, at pp. 9-13 and Ch. 8

U.S. Patent No. 5,598,280 (“Nishio”) 1021
U.S. Patent No. 5,384,658 (“ Ohtake”) 1022
U.S. Patent No. 5,303,322 (“Winston™) 1023
U.S. Patent No. 5,050,946 (“Hathaway”) 1024
European Patent Application Publication No. EP500960 (“Ohe") 1025
U.S. Patent No. 5,921,651 (“Ishikawa’) 1026
U.S. Patent No. 5,931,555 (“ Akahane”) 1027
U.S. Patent No. 5,828,488 (“Ouderkirk”) 1028

3M product brochure 75-0500-0403-7, “Brightness Enhancement Film | 1029
(BEF).” 2 pages (1993)

U.S. Patent No. 5,919,551 (“ Cobb”) 1030
U.S. Patent No. 5,706,134 (“Konno”) 1031
U.S. Patent No. 5,944,405 (“ Takeuchi”) 1032
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