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I, Pinaki Mazumder, hereby declare: 

I. INTRODUCTION 

1. I have been retained by Apple Inc. (hereinafter “Apple”) to serve as a 

technical expert and provide expert opinions relating to U.S. Patent No. 

6,233,181 (hereinafter “’181 Patent”) (Ex. 1003), including opinions on the 

validity of the ’181 Patent in support of Apple’s petition for inter partes review. 

2. I am being compensated for my time at a rate of $350 per hour.  My 

compensation is in no way dependent on the substance of the opinions I have 

offered below, or upon the outcome of Apple’s petition for inter partes review 

(or the outcome of the inter partes review, if trial is instituted). 

II. BACKGROUND AND QUALIFICATIONS 

3. I received my PhD in Electrical and Computer Engineering from the 

University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign in 1988.  Prior to that, I received my 

MS degree in Computer Science from University of Alberta in Canada, BS 

degree in Electrical Engineering from Indian Institute of Science at Bangalore, 

and BSc Physics Honors degree from Guwahati University in India. 

4. Currently, I am a Professor of Electrical Engineering and Computer Science 

at the University of Michigan where I have been teaching for the past 25 years.  I 

spent 3 years at National Science Foundation serving as the lead Program 

Director of Emerging Models and Technologies Program in the CISE Directorate 
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