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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
WESTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS
MIDLAND-ODESSA DIVISION

ADVANCED CLUSTER SYSTEMS, INC.,
Plaintiff,
v Case No. 7:24-cv-00245-ADA
INTEL CORPORATION, JURY TRIAL DEMANDED
Defendant.

INTEL’S NOTICE OF SOTERA STIPULATIONS FOR THE °768 PATENT

Defendant Intel Corporation intends to file petitions for Inter Partes Review (“IPR”) with
the Patent Trial and Appeal Board of the United States Patent and Trademark Office (the “PTAB”)
challenging all the claims of asserted U.S. Patent No. 10,333,768 (the “’768 patent”). Specifically,

Intel plans to file the following petitions:

IPR No. Challenged Claims of the *768 Patent

IPR2025-00794 | Claims 1-25 and 30-34

IPR2025-00795 | Claims 2629 and 35-39

Intel hereby notifies the Court and Plaintiff that Intel is submitting the following “Sotera
stipulations” in support of its petitions in IPR2025-00794 and IPR2025-00795. See Sotera
Wireless, Inc. v. Masimo Corp., IPR2020-01019, Paper 12 at 18-19 (PTAB Dec. 1, 2020)
(“Sotera™).

1. Intel hereby stipulates that, if the PTAB institutes an IPR proceeding on the grounds
presented for claims 1-25 and 30-34 of the *768 patent in Intel’s Petition in [PR2025-00794, Intel

will not pursue an invalidity defense in the above-captioned district court litigation that the patent
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claims subject to the instituted IPR are invalid based on grounds that were raised or reasonably
could have been raised during the IPR (i.e., any ground that could have been raised under 35 U.S.C.
§§ 102 or 103 on the basis of prior art patents or printed publications).

2. Intel further stipulates that, if the PTAB institutes an IPR proceeding on the grounds
presented for claims 2629 and 35-39 of the ’768 patent in Intel’s Petition in IPR2025-00795,
Intel will not pursue an invalidity defense in the above-captioned district court litigation that the
patent claims subject to the instituted IPR are invalid based on grounds that were raised or
reasonably could have been raised during the IPR (i.e., any ground that could have been raised
under 35 U.S.C. §§ 102 or 103 on the basis of prior art patents or printed publications).

Intel’s Sotera stipulations above are not intended and should not be construed to limit

Intel’s ability to assert invalidity of any claims of the asserted patents in this litigation based on

any other ground.

DATED: March 28, 2025

Gregory P. Stone (pro hac vice)
Ashley Aull (pro hac vice)

Heather E. Takahashi

Faye P. Teller

Peter E. Gratzinger (pro hac vice)
Ted Kang (pro hac vice)

Adam W. Kwon (pro hac vice)
MUNGER, TOLLES & OLSON LLP
350 South Grand Avenue, Fiftieth Floor
Los Angeles, California 90071-3426
Telephone: (213) 683-9100

Fax: (213) 687-3702
gregory.stone(@mto.com
ashley.aull@mto.com
heather.takahashi@mto.com

Respectfully submitted,

/s/ Heather E. Takahashi

Brian C. Nash

Texas Bar No. 24051103
MORRISON & FOERSTER LLP
300 Colorado Street, Suite 1800
Austin, TX 78701

Telephone: (737) 309-0700
bnash@mofo.com

Evan Mann (pro hac vice)

Susannah M. L. Gagnon (pro hac vice)
Kevin Yang

Benjamin Welton (pro hac vice)
MUNGER, TOLLES & OLSON LLP
560 Mission Street, 27th Floor

San Francisco, CA 94105

Telephone: (415) 512-4000

Fax: (415) 512-4077
evan.mann@mto.com
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faye.teller@mto.com susannah.gagnon@mto.com
peter.gratzinger@mto.com kevin.yang@mto.com
ted.kang@mto.com ben.welton@mto.com

adam.kwon@mto.com
Attorneys for Defendant Intel Corporation
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that all counsel of record are being served with a copy of the foregoing
document via the Court’s CM/ECF system on March 28, 2025.

/s/ Heather E. Takahashi
Heather E. Takahashi
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