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d/b/a UBER, 
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I. INTRODUCTION 

I, Shashi Shekhar, do hereby declare: 

1. I make this declaration based upon my own personal knowledge and, if called upon 

to testify, would testify competently to the matters contained herein. 

2. I am making this declaration at the request of Defendants T-Mobile USA, Inc., T-

Mobile US, Inc. (collectively, “T-Mobile”), Lyft, Inc., Uber Technologies, Inc., and WhatsApp 

LLC1 (“WhatsApp”) (collectively, “Defendants”) in the above-captioned case, and have been 

asked by Defendants to provide my expert testimony and opinions relating to certain terms and 

phrases in U.S. Patent Nos. 7,031,728 (the “’728 Patent”), 7,630,724 (the “’724 Patent”), 

8,213,970 (the “’970 Patent”), 9,408,055 (the “’055 Patent”), 9,445,251 (the “’251 Patent”), 

9,467,838 (the “7’838 Patent”), 9,749,829 (the “’829 Patent”), 10,299,100 (the “’100 Patent”), and 

10,341,838 (the “1’838 Patent”). 

3. I understand that Plaintiff AGIS Software Development LLC (“AGIS”) is asserting 

the following patent claims against the Defendants: 

Patent Lyft Uber WhatsApp T-Mobile 
’728 

Patent 
7 7  7  7 

’724 
Patent 

9, 12-16 9, 12-16 9, 10, 12, 13, 15  9, 10, 12-16  

’970 
Patent 

2, 10-13 2, 10-13     

’100 
Patent 

1-31 1-31     

1’838 
Patent 

1-26 1-26     

7’838 
Patent 

    1-43, 45, 46, 49-84    1-84 

 
1 WhatsApp, Inc. is incorrectly named in the first amended complaint filed in Case No. 2:21-cv-
00029-JRG-RSP.   
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