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Ex. 1002 | Prosecution History of U.S. Patent No. 7,289,961

Ex. 1003 | Declaration of Michael Scordilis, Ph.D.

Ex. 1004 | Curriculum Vitae of Michael Scordilis, Ph.D.
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no. 7, pp. 568-571 (Sept. 1976) (“Cabot”) (from pages 8-11 of the
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Ex. 1007 | PCT Publication WO 01/58063 (“Kudumakis™)
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IEEE SOUTHEASTCON °97. ‘Engineering the New Century,” pp.
331-333 (1997) (“Tilki™)
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of Perceptual Modeling,” in Proceedings of SPIE, vol. 3016, pp. 92-
99 (June 1997) (*“Cox-19977)

Ex. 1013 | Mitchell D. Swanson et al., “Robust Audio Watermarking Using
Perceptual Masking,” in Signal Processing, vol. 66, no. 3, pp. 337-
355 (May 1998) (“Swanson”)
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Ex. 1018 | U.S. Patent No. 5,745,604 (*’604 Patent”)

Ex. 1019 | U.S. Patent No. 5,579,124

Ex. 1020 | Ingemar J. Cox et al., “Secure Spread Spectrum Watermarking for
Multimedia,” in NEC Research Institute Technical Report 95-10, pp.
1-33 (1995) (“Cox-1995”)

Ex. 1021 | Chung-Ping Wu et al., “Robust and efficient digital audio
watermarking using audio content analysis,” in Proceedings of SPIE,
Vol. 3971, pp. 382-392 (2000) (“Wu”) (from pages 16-26 of the
Rachel J. Watters Declaration, Ex. 1053)

Ex. 1022 | U.S. Patent No. 6,151,578

Ex. 1023 | Qiang Cheng et al., “Spread Spectrum Signaling for Speech
Watermarking,” in Proceedings of 2001 IEEE International
Conference on Acoustics, Speech, and Signal Processing, vol. 3, pp.
1337-1340 (2001) (from pages 12-15 of the Rachel J. Watters
Declaration, Ex. 1054)

Ex. 1024 | U.S. Patent No. 7,133,534
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