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Claim 1

1. A transceiver for transmitting a first stream of data symbols,
the transceiver comprising:

a converter for converting the first stream of data symbols
into plural sets of N data symbols each;

first computing means for operating on the plural sets of N
data symbols to produce modulated data symbols
corresponding to an invertible randomized spreading of the
first stream of data symbols; and

means to combine the modulated data symbols for
transmission.

A100, col. 6:42-51.

Claim 10

10. The transceiver of claim 1 further comprising:

means for receiving a sequence of modulated data symbols,
the modulated data symbols having been generated by
invertible randomized spreading of a second stream of data
symbols; and

second computing means for operating on the sequence of
modulated data symbols to produce an estimate of the
second stream of data symbols.

A101, col. 7:32-40.
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