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Washington, DC 20005

Re: Shenzhen Root Technology Co., Ltd. et al. v. Chiaro Technology, Ltd., 2:23-cv-00631
(WDWA)

Counsel:

Shenzhen Root Technology Co., Ltd. (“Petitioner”) has filed an inter partes review (IPR)
petition (IPR2025-00560) with the Patent Trial and Appeal Board (PTAB) to address the validity
of claims 1-29 of U.S. Patent No. 11,813,381. In the IPR petition, Petitioner along with its other
related entities are named as real parties-in-interest (collectively “Shenzhen Root”).

I write to inform you that Shenzhen Root hereby stipulates that, if this stipulation is entered into
evidence in [PR2025-00560 and the IPR proceeding is instituted, Shenzhen Root will not pursue
in the above-captioned litigation, against any claim of U.S. Patent No. 11,813,381, the same
grounds as in [IPR2025-00560 or any grounds that could have reasonably been raised in the IPR
petition (i.e., any ground that could be raised under § 102 or § 103 on the basis of prior art
patents or printed publications). Sotera Wireless, Inc. v. Masimo Corp., IPR2020-01019, Pap. 12
at 13-20 (PTAB Dec. 1, 2020) (precedential) (“Sotera™).

For the sake of clarity, if the PTAB declines to institute [IPR2025-00560 or vacates a decision
granting institution of IPR, Shenzhen Root reserves the right to pursue any grounds of invalidity
in the above-captioned litigation.

Sincerely,
e
Matt Colvin
Principal
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