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I, Prasant Mohapatra, declare as follows: 

I. QUALIFICATIONS 

1.  My name is Prasant Mohapatra. My findings as set forth herein, are 

based on my education and background in the fields discussed below. 

2.  I have been retained on behalf of Kilpatrick Townsend & Stockton 

LLP to provide this Declaration concerning technical subject matter relevant to the 

inter partes review petition (“Petition”) concerning Blitzsafe U.S. Pat. 8,155,342. I 

reserve the right to supplement this Declaration in response to additional evidence 

that may come to light.  

3.  I am over 18 years of age. I have personal knowledge of the facts 

stated in this Declaration and could testify competently to them if asked to do so.  

4.  As indicated in my curriculum vitae, I currently serve as a Professor 

of the Computer Science Department at the University of California (“UC Davis”) 

in Davis, California. I previously chaired the Computer Science Department at UC 

Davis from 2007 to 2013, and then served as the Interim Vice-Provost and the 

Campus CIO during 2013-14. I have been teaching Computer Science at UC Davis 

since 2001. Currently, I also service as an Associate Chancellor at UC Davis. Prior 

to joining UC Davis, I was an Associate Professor in the Computer Science & 

Engineering Department at Michigan State University from 1999 to 2001. Prior to 

my position at Michigan State, I was an Associate Professor in the Electrical and 

Computer Engineering Department at Iowa State University from 1993-1998. I 

have taught undergraduate and graduate courses in the computer science and 

engineering disciplines for more than twenty five years. 
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5.  I have held Visiting Scientist positions at Intel Corporation, Panasonic 

Technologies, Institute of Infocomm Research (I2R), Singapore, and National ICT 

Australia (NICTA). I have also been a Visiting Professor at the University of 

Padova, Italy and Yonsei University, and KAIST, South Korea. 

6.  I received my Ph.D. in Computer Engineering from Penn State 

University in 1993. I also received a M.S. from the University of Rhode Island in 

1989 and a B.S. from the National Institute of Technology located in Rourkela, 

India in 1987.  

7.  I am a fellow of the American Association for the Advancement of 

Science (AAAS) and the Institution of Electrical and Electronics Engineers 

(IEEE).  

8.  As further detailed in my CV, I have been awarded more than 

$40,000,000 in grant and contract awards, many of which I have been named as the 

Principal Investigator or Co-Principal Investigator.  

9.  I have authored several books and book chapters, including books and 

book chapters regarding various network technologies and protocols.  

10.  I have authored or co-authored more than 300 journal and conference 

papers regarding topics related to the computer science and electrical engineering 

disciplines.  

11.  I have received numerous awards for my work, including the HP Labs 

Innovation Award in 2011, 2012, and 2013; Best Paper Awards from IFIP 

Networking (2014), ACM BodyNets (2013), IEE ICCCN (2013), the International 

Symposium on Wireless Personal Multimedia Communications (2011), and IEEE 
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