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I, Fred D. Lublin, M.D., declare as follows: 

I. INTRODUCTION 

1. I am over eighteen years of age, and I am competent to testify as to 

the matters set forth herein if I am called upon to do so. 

2. I have prepared this Declaration for consideration by the Patent Trial 

and Appeal Board in the following Inter Partes Review proceeding: IPR2023-

00480.  I understand that IPR2023-00480 corresponds to Inter Partes Review of 

U.S. Patent No. 7,713,947 (the “’947 patent”) (Ex. 1001).   

3. I have written this Declaration on behalf of Merck Serono SA in 

connection with the above-captioned Inter Partes Review proceeding.  I am being 

compensated for my time at my normal consulting rate of $900 per hour for non-

deposition time and a $9,000 flat fee per day for deposition time.  My 

compensation is not dependent on the substance of my testimony or the outcome of 

the proceedings. 

4. In forming my opinions, in addition to my knowledge and experience, 

I have considered the materials cited herein and listed in Appendix A. 

5. All statements in my Declaration, unless indicated otherwise, are 

based on my knowledge and experience in the field. 

II. BACKGROUND AND QUALIFICATIONS  

6. I am a Professor of Neurology and the Director of the Corinne 

Goldsmith Dickinson Center for Multiple Sclerosis at the Icahn School of 
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