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I, Terry N. Layton, Ph.D., do hereby declare and say as follows: 

   I have been asked to provide testimony as to what one of ordinary skill in the 

art would have understood with respect to the patent at issue and various prior art 

reference(s).  I provide this testimony below. 

I. OVERVIEW OF MY ENGAGEMENT 

1. Counsel for Petitioners has requested that I provide declaratory 

evidence, in the form of analysis and opinions, in the above-captioned Inter Partes 

Review proceeding (“IPR”).  I understand that this IPR involves U.S. Patent No. 

6,631,715.  I refer to this patent as either the “ʼ715 patent” or as “EX1001” in this 

declaration. 

2. For this IPR, I have been asked to provide analysis and expert 

opinions on whether Claim 18 of the ʼ715 patent, under the claim construction 

standards that apply during Inter Partes Review proceedings, is invalid under 35 

U.S.C. § 103 as having been obvious over specific references in the prior art from 

the standpoint of one of ordinary skill in the art (“POSA”) as defined below as of 

the relevant priority date.1 

3. Further, I have personal knowledge of the facts contained in this 

Declaration, am of legal age, and am otherwise competent to testify. 

4. For my work as an expert in the IPR engagement, I am being 

                                                
1 The relevant priority date is discussed below. 
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