Report of Independent Accountants

To the Board of Directors of NVIDIA Corporation:

We have reviewed management’s assertion, included in the Emissions Assurance section of the 2011
NVIDIA Global Citizenship Report ("GCR"), that the total consolidated Scope 1 (direct) and Scope 2

(indirect) greenhouse gas ("GHG") emissions of NVIDIA Corporation's domestic and international
facilities for the year ended December 31, 2011, disclosed within the GCR, are presented in conformity
with the assessment criteria set forth in management’s assertion (the “assessment criteria”).
NVIDIA Corporation management is responsible for the assertion and for the assessment criteria which it
has identified as an objective basis against which it assesses and reports on the selected sustainability
metrics. This responsibility includes the design, implementation and maintenance of internal control
relevant to the preparation of selected data that is free from material misstatement, whether due to fraud
or error.
Our review was conducted in accordance with attestation standards established by the American Institute
of Certified Public Accountants. A review is designed to provide limited assurance, and as such is less in
scope than an examination, the objective of which is the expression of an opinion on management’s
assertion. Accordingly, we do not express such an opinion. The procedures we performed included
inquiries of persons responsible for the selected sustainability metrics, understanding the processes for
collecting and reporting the selected sustainability metrics, analytical procedures, and inspection of
documents.
GHG quantification is subject to inherent uncertainty because of such things as emissions factors that are
used in mathematical models to calculate emissions and the inability of those models, due to incomplete
scientific knowledge and other factors, to precisely characterize under all circumstances the relationship
between various inputs and the resultant emissions. Environmental and energy use data used in GHG
emissions calculations are subject to inherent limitations, given the nature and the methods used for
determining such data. The selection of different but acceptable measurement techniques may result in
materially different measurements.
Based on our review, nothing came to our attention that caused us to believe that the selected greenhouse
gas data referred to above are not fairly stated, in all material respects, based on the corresponding
assessment criteria set forth in management's assertion.
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