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1 
CONFIDENTIAL 

1. My name is Paul Dalby, Ph.D. I have been retained by Dr. Reddy’s 

Laboratories, Ltd. and Dr. Reddy’s Laboratories, Inc. (“DRL”), Rio 

Biopharmaceuticals Inc. and EMS S/A (collectively “Rio”), Sun Pharmaceutical 

Industries Ltd. and Sun Pharmaceutical Industries, Inc. (collectively “Sun”), Zydus 

Worldwide DMCC, Zydus Pharmaceuticals (USA) Inc., and Zydus Lifesciences 

Limited, (collectively “Zydus”), and Mylan Pharmaceuticals Inc. (“MPI”) 

(collectively, “Defendants”). Defendants have asked me to provide my expert 

opinions regarding the invalidity of claims 4, 5, and 7 of U.S. Patent No. 10,335,462 

(“’462 patent”). I understand Novo Nordisk, Inc. and Novo Nordisk A/S 

(collectively, “Plaintiffs” or “Novo”) assert that Defendants infringe claims 1, 3, 4, 

5, and 7 of the ’462 patent (“the asserted claims”). Because claims 1 and 3 of the 

’462 patent relate only to subject matter outside my area of expertise, I have not been 

asked to opine on those claims. I therefore address only claims 4, 5, and 7 of the 

’462 patent, which relate to my technical area of expertise. I reserve the right to 

address the invalidity of any additional claims later asserted by Plaintiffs.   

I. QUALIFICATIONS AND BACKGROUND 

A. Education and Experience; Prior Testimony 

2. I earned my doctorate at Cambridge University, UK, in 1998 where I 

studied protein folding mechanisms, using protein engineering to alter the relative 

stabilities of the native, denatured, intermediate and transition states, and evaluating 
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70 

CONFIDENTIAL 

I declare that all statements made herein of my knowledge are true, and that 

all statements made on information and belief are believed to be true, and that these 

statements were made with the knowledge that willful false statements and the like 

so made are punishable by fine or imprisonment, or both, under Section 1001 of Title 

18 of the United States Code. 

Dated: March 19, 2024 By: 

Dr. Paul Dalby 
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