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I. INTRODUCTION 

1. My name is Michael Shamos. I have been retained as an expert 

witness by Patent Owner Mozido Corfire-Korea (“Mozido” or “Patent Owner”) for 

this Inter Partes Review IPR2022-01149 of U.S. Patent No. 10,223,692 (the “’692 

Patent”) filed by Apple Inc. (“Apple” or “Petitioner”). I have been asked to 

respond to provide this declaration in conjunction with Patent Owner’s Response.  

2. I previously submitted a declaration in this proceeding entitled 

“Declaration Of Michael I. Shamos, Ph.D.,” dated October 7, 2022 (“Initial 

Declaration,” Ex. 2001), which I incorporate here by reference.   

3. Petitioner is challenging the validity of Claims 1-13 (the “Challenged 

Claims”) of the ’692 Patent (Ex. APPL-1001), constituting all the claims of the 

Patent, on the grounds of obviousness. 

4. I have been asked to consider whether the Challenged Claims of the 

’692 Patent would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art 

(“POSITA”) as of the date of the invention. I was also asked to review and 

comment on several technical statements made by Petitioner in the Petition and by 

its expert, Dr. Henry Houh, in the “Declaration of Dr. Henry Houh, Under 37 

C.F.R. § 1.68 in Support of Petition for Inter Partes Review,” dated June 16, 2022 

(“Houh Declaration,” Ex. APPL-1003). 
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