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I, Didier J. LeGall, declare as follows: 

I. INTRODUCTION 

1. My name is Didier J. LeGall.  I received a Master of Science and Ph.D. 

in Electrical Engineering from the University of California, Los Angeles in 1977 and 

1981, respectively.  A copy of my curriculum vitae, which includes a more detailed 

summary of my background, experience, patents, and publications, is attached as 

Appendix A.   

2. I have been retained by Unified Patents, LLC as an independent expert 

consultant in the field of video processing and transmission.  

3. I am currently Executive Vice President of Ambarella (2004 to 

Present), a semiconductor design company that I founded and that focuses on low-

power, high-definition (HD) and Ultra HD video compression, image processing, 

and computer vision processors.  Prior to Ambarella, I co-founded and was Chief 

Technology Officer of C-Cube Microsystems, Inc. (“C-Cube”) from 1990 until its 

acquisition by LSI Logic in 2001.  C-Cube was an early pioneer of the Moving 

Picture Experts Group (“MPEG”) digital video standard who provided enabling 

silicon technology for image compression of digital video and audio.  In 1995, the 

company received an Emmy award for technical achievement in digital audio-visual.  

At LSI Logic, I served as Vice President and General Manager of the Digital Video 
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