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DECLARATION OF DR. VICTOR SHOUP 

I, Victor Shoup, Ph.D., hereby declare the following:  

I. BACKGROUND AND QUALIFICATIONS  

1. My name is Victor Shoup, and I am over 21 years of age and otherwise 

competent to make this Declaration. I make this Declaration based on facts and 

matters within my own knowledge and on information provided to me by others, 

and, if called as a witness, I could and would competently testify to the matters set 

forth herein. 

2. I have been retained as a technical expert witness in this matter by 

Counsel for the Petitioner, Apple Inc. (“Petitioner”) to provide my independent 

opinions on certain issues requested by Counsel for Petitioner relating to the 

accompanying Petition for Inter Partes Review of U.S. Patent No. 10,212,586 (“the 

’586 Patent”), claims 1-2, 6-7, 9-10, 13-14, and 16-18. I am being compensated at 

an hourly rate of $500. My compensation in this matter is not based on the substance 

of my opinions or on the outcome of this matter. I have been informed that Maxell, 

Ltd. is the purported owner of the ’586 Patent. I note that I have no financial interest 

in Maxell, Ltd. or Petitioner, and I have no other interest in the outcome of this 

matter. 
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