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PETITIONER’S EXHIBIT LIST

Ex.1001 U.S. 9,756,168 (“the 168 patent™)

Ex.1002 Prosecution History of U.S. 9,756,168

Ex.1003 Declaration of Dr. Michael Kotzin under 37 C.F.R. § 1.68
Ex.1004 Curriculum Vitae of Dr. Michael Kotzin

Ex.1005 U.S. Patent No. 5,854,985 to Sainton et al. (“Sainton”)
Ex.1006 U.S. Patent No. 6,430,599 to Baker ef al. (“Baker”)
Ex.1007 U.S. Patent No. 6,185,413 to Mueller ef al. (“Mueller”)
Ex.1008 U.S. Patent No. 7,043,532 to Humpleman et al. (“Humpleman™)
Ex.1009 U.S. Patent No. 5,201,067 to Grube et al. (“Grube”)
Ex.1010 U.S. Patent No. 6,587,684 to Hsu et al. (“Hsu”)

Ex.1011 U.S. Patent No. 6,252,543 to Camp (“Camp”)

Ex.1012 U.S. Patent No. 6,337,858 to Petty et al. (“Petty”)
Ex.1013 U.S. Patent No. 6,097,707 to Hodzic et al. (“Hodzic”)
Ex.1014 U.S. Patent No. 6,590,943 to Ali (“Ali”)

Ex.1015 U.S. Patent No. 6,577,855 to Moore ef al. (“Moore”)
Ex.1016 U.S. Patent No. 6,356,771 to Dent (“Dent”)

Ex.1017 U.S. Patent No. 6,545,990 to Amalfitano et al. (“Amalfitano”)
Ex.1018 U.S. Patent No. 5,764,704 to Shenoi (“Shenoi”)

Ex.1019 U.S. Patent No. 6,600,734 to Gernert et al. (“Gernert”)
Ex.1020 U.S. Patent No. 5,963,852 to Schlang et al. (“Schlang”)
Ex.1021 U.S. Patent No. 6,295,448 to Hayes et al. (“Hayes”)
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U.S. Patent Pub. No. 2001/0056502 to Hollstrom et al.
Ex.1022 « »
(“Hollstrom”)
Ex.1023 U.S. Patent No. 6,886,017 to Jackson et al. (“Jackson™)
Ex.1024 U.S. Patent No. 7,574,693 to Kemink (“Kemink”)
Ex.1025 U.S. Patent No. 6,446,192 to Narasimhan ef al. (“Narasimhan™)
Ex.1026 U.S. Patent No. 6,237,024 to Wollrath et al. (“Wollrath”)
Ex.1027 David Clark, “Network Nirvana and the Intelligent Device,” IEEE
' Concurrency, vol. 7, issue 2, April-June 1999, pp. 16-19 (“Clark™)
Olstad ef al., “Jini Technology: Impromptu Networking and its
Ex.1028 Impact on Telecommunications,” Proceedings of Capstone 1999,
University of Colorado at Boulder (Fall 1999) (“Olstad”)
Ex.1029 Budka et al., “Cellular Digital Packet Data Networks,” Bell Labs
' Technical Journal, Vol. 2, Issue 3, Summer 1997 (“Budka™)
Ex.1030 Michel Mouly and Marie-Bernadette Pautet, The GSM System for
' Mobile Communications (1992) (“Mouly”)
Ex.1031 U.S. Patent No. 6,275,695 to Obhan (“Obhan”)
Ex.1032 Joint Agreed Scheduling Order; Dkt. 30, Smart Mobile
' Technologies LLC v. Apple Inc., Case No. 6-21-cv-00603 (WDTX)
Ex.1033 Complaint; Dkt. 1, Smart Mobile Technologies LLC v. Apple Inc.,
' Case No. 6-21-cv-00603 (WDTX)
Ex.1034 RESERVED
Ex.1035 RESERVED
Ex.1036 RESERVED
Ex.1037 Complaint; Dkt. 1, Smart Mobile Technologies LLC v. Samsung
' Elecs. Co., Case No. 6-21-cv-00701 (WDTX)
Joint Agreed Scheduling Order; Dkt. 43, Smart Mobile
Ex.1038 Technologies LLC v. Samsung Elecs. Co., Case No. 6-21-cv-00701
(WDTX)
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Ex.1039 Microsoft Computer Dictionary, Fourth Edition (Microsoft Press

(NEW) 1999) (select pages)

Ex.1040

(;I(EW) IBM Dictionary of Computing (1994) (select pages)

X103 ranscript of Deposition of Dr. Tudor Cooklev, April 28, 2023
ranscript o osition of Dr. Tudor Cooklev, Apri

(NEW) protep > AL 28,
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