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1 
 

I, Christian Schöneich, Ph.D. declare and state as follows: 
 

I.  INTRODUCTION 
 

1. My name is Christian Schöneich, Ph.D.  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 Petitioner Maia Pharmaceuticals, Inc. 

(“Maia” or “Petitioner”) to provide this Declaration relating to U.S. Patent No. 

6,803,046 (“’046 patent,” MAIA1001).  I understand that Bracco Diagnostics, Inc. 

(“Bracco”) is the Patent Owner in this inter partes review.   

3. I reserve the right to supplement this Declaration in response to 

additional evidence that may come to light.  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. I am not currently, nor have I ever been, employed by Maia, or any 

affiliates of Maia.  To the best of my knowledge, I have no financial interest in Maia, 

or any affiliates.  

5. I am being compensated by Maia for my time, billed at my normal 

hourly rate, for time actually spent reviewing materials, and performing my analysis 

of the technical issues relevant to this matter.  My compensation is in no way 

dependent on the opinions I formulate or offer below, nor will I receive any 

additional compensation based on the outcome of this proceeding. 
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