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I, Michael Mayersohn, Ph.D., do hereby declare: 

I. Introduction  

1. My name is Michael Mayersohn.  I have been retained by Mylan 

Pharmaceuticals Inc. (“Mylan”) in the matter set forth in the caption above.  I 

understand that Mylan is petitioning for inter partes review (“IPR”) of claims 1-7 

of U.S. Patent No. 9,220,698 to Ault et al. (“the ’698 patent”) [Ex. 1001].  I submit 

this expert declaration in support of Mylan’s IPR petition for the ’698 patent. 

II. Qualifications and Background 

A. Education and Experience 

2. I am Professor Emeritus of Pharmaceutical Sciences in the College of 

Pharmacy at the University of Arizona, in Tucson, Arizona. 

3. I earned my Bachelor of Science degree in Pharmacy from the 

College of Pharmaceutical Sciences at Columbia University, in New York, in 1966.  

I earned a Ph.D. in Pharmaceutics from the State University of New York at 

Buffalo, in 1970.  From 1971 until 1976, I was an assistant and then an associate 

professor in the Faculty of Pharmacy at the University of Toronto.  In 1976, I 

joined the faculty of the University of Arizona, as an associate professor in the 

College of Pharmacy.  In 1983, I became a professor in the University of Arizona 

College of Pharmacy, and am currently a Professor Emeritus there. 
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