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I, Arthur W. Kelley, of Cary, North Carolina, declare that: 

 INTRODUCTION AND SCOPE OF WORK 

1. I have been retained by Patent Owner Power Integrations, Inc. 

(“Power Integrations” or “Patent Owner”) in the above-captioned Inter Partes 

Review (IPR) as an independent expert in the relevant field. 

2. I have been asked to provide my independent analysis regarding the 

inter partes review initiated by petitioner Semiconductor Components Industries, 

LLC d/b/a ON Semiconductor (“ON Semiconductor” or “Petitioner”) related to 

U.S. Patent No. 7,834,605 (“the ’605 patent”), which is assigned to Patent Owner.  

I have been asked to consider what one of ordinary skill in the art as of the 

effective filing date of the ’605 patent would have understood from the ’605 

patent, including scientific and technical knowledge related to the ’605 patent.  I 

have also been asked to consider issues relating to the substitute claims proposed 

by Patent Owner.  

3. I understand that Patent Owner is presently moving to amend U.S. 

Patent No. 7,834,605 (“the ’605 patent”).  I further understand that the motion 

seeks to cancel claims 1, 2, 5, and 9 and substitute them with proposed substitute 

claims 13, 14, 15, and 16, respectively.  In particular, PI’s proposed amendment 

adds a new limitation to original independent claim 1 (resulting in proposed 

substitute independent claim 13) and modifies dependent claims 2, 5, and 9 such 
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