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I, Michael A. Jensen, declare as follows:  

I. ASSIGNMENT 

1. I have been retained as a technical expert by counsel on behalf of 

Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd. (“Petitioner”). I understand that Petitioner is 

requesting that the Patent Trial and Appeal Board institute an inter partes review 

(“IPR”) proceeding with respect to U.S. Patent No. 9,614,943 (“the ’943 patent”). 

2. I have been asked to provide my independent analysis of the ’943 

patent in light of the prior art publications cited in Section VII below.  

3. I am not, and never have been, an employee of Petitioner. I received 

no compensation for this Declaration beyond my normal hourly compensation 

based on my time actually spent analyzing the ’943 patent, the prior art 

publications cited in Section VII below, and issues related thereto, and I will not 

receive any added compensation based on the outcome of any IPR or other 

proceeding involving the ’943 patent.  

4. My analysis here is based on my years of education, research and 

experience, as well as my investigation and study of relevant materials, including 

those cited here. I may rely upon these materials, my knowledge and experience, 

and/or additional materials to rebut arguments raised by the Patent Owner. Further, 

I may also consider additional documents and information in forming any 
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