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1 

I, Mansoor M. Amiji, Ph.D., R.Ph. do hereby declare and state as follows: 

1. I have been asked to provide testimony as to what one of ordinary skill 

in the art would have understood with respect to the patent at issue and various prior 

art discussed herein.  I provide this testimony below: 

1. INTRODUCTION  

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

this declaration.  

3. I have been retained as an expert witness on behalf of Petitioner Mylan 

Laboratories Ltd. for the above captioned inter partes review (“IPR”). I am being 

compensated for my time in connection with this IPR at my standard consulting rate, 

which is $750.00 per hour. My compensation is in no way dependent on the outcome 

of this IPR.  

4. I understand that the petition for IPR involves U.S. Patent No. 

9,439,906 (“the ’906 patent”) (EX1001).  

5. The ’906 patent names An Vermeulen and Alfons Wouters as the 

purported inventors.  
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