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1 

I, Robin Rogers, do declare as follows: 

I. Introduction 

1. I am over the age of eighteen (18) and otherwise competent to make this

declaration. 

2. I have been retained as an expert witness on behalf of Argentum

Pharmaceuticals LLC for an inter partes review (“IPR”) for U.S. Patent No. 

8,673,921 (“’921 patent”) (Ex. 1001). I am being compensated for my time in 

connection with this IPR at my standard consulting rate, which is $700 per hour. I 

understand that my declaration accompanies a petition for inter partes review 

involving the above-mentioned U.S. Patent. 

II. My Background and Qualifications

1. I am currently a Research Professor at The University of Alabama,

Tuscaloosa, AL USA and an Adjunct Professor at McGill University, Montreal, 

Quebec, Canada. Formerly, I was Canadian Excellence Research Chair in Green 

Chemistry and Green Chemicals at McGill University (2015-2017) and 

Distinguished Research Professor, Robert Ramsay Chair of Chemistry, and the 

Director of the Center for Green Manufacturing at the University of Alabama (1996-

2015). I am also Honorary Professor in the Institute for Process Engineering at The 

Chinese Academy of Sciences in Beijing, China. In addition to my academic 
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