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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

 
SAN JOSE DIVISION 

 

 
  

SARTORIUS BIOANALYTICAL 
INSTRUMENTS, INC., 
 

Plaintiff,  
 

vs.  
 
GATOR BIO, INC. and HONG TAN 
 

Defendants. 
 

 Case No. 22-cv-01417 EJD 
 
SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 
 
JURY TRIAL DEMANDED  
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1. Sartorius Bioanalytical Instruments, Inc. (“Sartorius” or “Plaintiff”), by 

and through its attorneys, submits this Complaint against Gator Bio, Inc. (“Gator 

Bio”) and Hong Tan (collectively with Gator Bio, “Defendants”) and allege as 

follows: 

NATURE OF SUIT 
2. This is a civil action arising out of Gator Bio and Hong Tan’s patent 

infringement in violation of the Patent Laws of the United States, 35 U.S.C. § 1 et 

seq. 

3. Defendants’ accused products infringe one or more claims of U.S. Patent 

No. 7,394,547 (the “’547 Patent”), U.S. Patent No. 7,445,887 (the “’887 Patent”), 

U.S. Patent No. 8,305,585 (the “’585 Patent”), and U.S. Patent No. 8,647,588 (the 

“’588 patent”) (collectively, the “Asserted Patents”). 

PARTIES 
I. Sartorius 

4. Sartorius Bioanalytical Instruments, Inc. is a Delaware corporation, and 

its principal place of business is located at 565 Johnson Avenue, Bohemia, NY 11716. 

5. Sartorius is an international pharmaceutical and laboratory equipment 

supply company with offices around the world. Sartorius’s industry segments cover 

bioprocess solutions and lab products and services. 

6. Sartorius produces and sells, among many other products, the Octet® Bio-

Layer Interferometry Label-Free Detection Systems (“Octet®”) for biomolecular 

interactions analysis, which allow for real-time, label-free analysis for the 

determination of kinetics, affinity and antibody and protein quantitation by measuring 

optical interference. 

7. Sartorius owns the Asserted Patents. 

II. Gator Bio and Hong Tan 
8. Upon information and belief, Gator Bio is a California corporation, and 

its principal place of business is located at 2455 Faber Place, Palo Alto, CA 94303. 
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146. Plaintiff has complied with the requirements of 35 U.S.C. § 287 by 

providing actual or constructive notice to Defendants of their infringement. 

147. Plaintiff has been, and continues to be, damaged and irreparably harmed 

by Defendants’ infringement, which will continue unless this Court enjoins these 

infringements. 

148. Plaintiff, under 35 U.S.C. § 284, is entitled to damages adequate to 

compensate for Defendants’ infringements, including lost profits and/or a 

reasonable royalty. 

149. Defendants’ infringement of the ’585 Patent has been, and continues to 

be, deliberate, willful, and knowing, thus entitling Plaintiff to treble damages under 

35 U.S.C. § 284. 

150. This is an exceptional case under 35 U.S.C. § 285, thus entitling Plaintiff 

to recover its reasonable attorney fees from Defendants. 

FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
INFRINGEMENT OF U.S. PATENT NO. 8,305,588 

151. Plaintiff restates and realleges the foregoing allegations as if fully stated 

herein. 
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152. Defendants’ Gator Bioanalysis System line of devices, including, but not 

limited to, the representative GatorPrime Biosensor Probes, infringes at least 

independent claim 1 of the ’588 Patent, which recites: 

 
153. Upon information and belief, the GatorPrime Biosensor Probes are an 

apparatus for packaging an optical sensing assembly, as shown below. 
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168. Defendants have never been licensed, either expressly or impliedly, under 

the ’588 Patent. 

169. Plaintiff has complied with the requirements of 35 U.S.C. § 287 by 

providing actual or constructive notice to Defendants of their infringement. 

170. Plaintiff has been, and continues to be, damaged and irreparably harmed 

by Defendants’ infringement, which will continue unless this Court enjoins these 

infringements. 

171. Plaintiff, under 35 U.S.C. § 284, is entitled to damages adequate to 

compensate for Defendants’ infringements, including lost profits and/or a reasonable 

royalty. 

172. Defendants’ infringement of the ’588 Patent has been, and continues to 

be, deliberate, willful, and knowing, thus entitling Plaintiff to treble damages under 

35 U.S.C. § 284. 

173. This is an exceptional case under 35 U.S.C. § 285, thus entitling Plaintiff 

to recover its reasonable attorney fees from Defendants. 

PRAYER FOR RELIEF 
Sartorius hereby requests the following relief from the Court: 

(a) That judgment be entered for Plaintiff and against Defendants on this 

Complaint on all claims asserted herein; 

(b) That the Court award Sartorius such damages as may be proven at trial, 

in accordance with each of the claims asserted in this Complaint; 

(c) That the Court find Defendants’ infringement of the Asserted Patents to 

be willful, and that this case be deemed exceptional under 35 U.S.C. § 285, that 

Plaintiff’s damages be trebled, and that Plaintiff be awarded attorney fees and 

nontaxable costs and expenses; 

(d) That the Court award Plaintiff pre-judgment and post-judgment interest; 

(e) That the Court immediately enjoin and restrain, preliminarily and 

permanently, Defendants, their subsidiaries, affiliates, agents, officers, servants, 
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employees, attorneys, successors, and assigns and all other persons in active concert 

or participation with Defendants, from manufacturing, distributing, selling or 

offering to sell, in the United States or importing into the United States products 

infringing the claims of the Asserted Patents; 

(f) That the Court award Plaintiff its taxable costs incurred in this action; 

(g) That the Court award Plaintiff such further relief as the Court deems just 

and proper. 

DATED: February 18, 2025  Respectfully submitted, 

      BLANK ROME LLP 
 
 
 By:  /s/ Cheryl S. Chang  
 

Cheryl S. Chang  
Dipu A. Doshi (pro hac vice to be filed) 
Andrew R. Kopsidas (pro hac vice to be filed) 
Jonathan W.S. England (pro hac vice to be 
filed) 
Sydney A. Salters (pro hac vice to be filed) 
dipu.doshi@blankrome.com 
andrew.kopsidas@blankrome.com 
jonathan.england@blankrome.com 
sydney.salters@blankrome.com 
 
Counsel for Plaintiff 
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