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1 

1. My name is John P. Bantle, M.D. I have been retained by Mylan 

Pharmaceuticals Inc., Dr. Reddy’s Laboratories, Ltd. and Dr. Reddy’s 

Laboratories, Inc., Rio Biopharmaceuticals Inc. and EMS S/A; Sun 

Pharmaceutical Industries Ltd. and Sun Pharmaceutical Industries, Inc.; and 

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

Lifesciences Limited (collectively, “defendants”), to provide my expert opinions 

regarding the invalidity of the asserted claims of U.S. Patent No. 10,335,462 

(“’462 patent”), which I understand to be claims 1, 3, 4, 5, and 7. 

I. QUALIFICATIONS AND BACKGROUND 

A. Education and Experience; Prior Testimony 

2. I am a medical endocrinologist and Professor Emeritus of Medicine 

in the Division of Endocrinology and Diabetes, Department of Medicine, at the 

University of Minnesota. I have substantial experience in clinical research, 

treatment of patients, and academic publications in the field of the treatment of 

diabetes and related conditions. 

3. I earned a Bachelor of Science degree in 1970 from the University 

of Minnesota and a Doctor of Medicine degree in 1972 from the University of 

Minnesota Medical School. I completed an internship at Cleveland 

Metropolitan General Hospital in 1973; residencies in internal medicine at the 

Mayo Clinic in Rochester, Minnesota, and Dunedin Public Hospital in 
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203 

any documents the parties have exchanged. Additionally, I may rely on visual 

aids and/or demonstrative exhibits that I prepare or have prepared on my behalf 

based upon my opinions. 

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:  By:  
   Dr. John Bantle 
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