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I, Sridhar Mani, hereby declare and state as follows:

I. PRELIMINARY STATEMENT

1. I have been retained as an expert on behalf of Patent Owner, The
University of Chicago, and I am being compensated at my usual and customary
hourly rate for my expert services in connection with this post grant review
proceeding. My compensation is not dependent upon the outcome of the
proceeding.

2. I have reviewed the Petition for post grant review of Patent No.
9,855,302 (“the *302 patent”) filed by Petitioner, Genome & Company, and
Dr. Braun’s Declaration (Ex. 1002), as well as the exhibits cited in those two
documents. I have also reviewed the articles and documents I cite in this
declaration.

3. I am aware of information generally available to, and relied upon by,
persons of ordinary skill in the art at the relevant time. Some statements [ make
below are expressly based on such awareness. My statements are also informed by
my twenty-two years of practicing clinical oncology, and in particular immunology
and clinical drug discovery and development, as well as my fifteen years of

treating cancer patients as a board-certified oncologist.
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