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1. My name is Ari Green, M.D.  I have been retained by counsel for 

Mylan Inc. (“Mylan”).  I understand that Mylan intends to petition for inter partes 

review of U.S. Patent No. 8,399,413 (the ’413 patent) [Ex. 1001], which is assigned 

to Yeda Research & Development Co., Ltd.  I also understand that Mylan will 

request that the United States Patent and Trademark Office cancel certain claims of 

the ‘413 patent as unpatentable in an Inter Partes Review petition.  I submit this 

expert declaration, which addresses and supports Mylan’s Inter Partes Review 

petition for the ‘413 patent.   

I. Qualifications and Background 

A. Education and Experience; Prior Testimony 

2. I received my Bachelor of Arts and Science (magna cum laude) from 

Miami University (OH) in 1994, and my M.D. from Duke University School of 

Medicine in 2001.  I obtained my Master’s in Clinical Research from the University 

of California, San Francisco in 2007.  

3. I completed postgraduate medical training at the University of 

California, San Francisco, completing an internship in the Department of Medicine 

in 2002, and a residency in Neurology in 2004.  I became the Chief Resident of 

Neurology from 2004-2005, and a Clinical Fellow in the Departments of Neuro-

Ophthalmology and Neuro-Immunology from 2005-2007.  In 2006, I was a Visiting 
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