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About the Cases (R Cuarti

e On August 23rd and September 12th, Daedalus Prime LLC, an NPE, filed 6 lawsuits and 3 ITC cases against Semiconductor

companies, including TSMC, Arrows, MediaTek, Samsung, and NXP, as well as their distributors and customers, including Mazda
Motor Corp and Mercedes-Benz et al.

e Daedalus alleges that the companies have infringed 20 of its U.S. patents on semiconductor and microprocessor devices.

e All 20 patents-in-suit were among the =120 patents Daedalus acquired from Intel in June.

Daedalus acquired =120 US

patents from Intel in June.

Semiconductor companies, including

TSMC, Arrows, MediaTek, and Samsung,

Samsung,

Daedalus

PrimeLLC Qualcomm,

et al.

as well as their distributors and

customers, including Mazda Motor Corp

: : . and Mercedes-Benz et al., got hit with si
Daedalus Prime LLC is a non-practicing Z got nit with six

: : : lawsuits filed by Daedalus.
entity run by former Altitude Capital Y
Partners’ managing director and general

counsel, Ed Gomez.
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The Cases - 1st Series Filed on August 23, 2022 (R otk

Daedalus launched the first series of cases on August 23rd, three U.S. District Court cases at the District Court of Delaware

and one ITC case.

Daedalus asserted the same six patents in all four of the ‘August 23rd’ cases.

Venue Case The Patents-in-suit

Semiconductors and Devices and Products Containing the Same, Including Printed

Imc Circuit Boards, Automotive Parts, and Automobiles; Inv. No. 337-TA-3637 (Violation)
US 10,049,080
US 10,394,300
Daedalus Prime LLC v. Arrow Electronics, Inc. et al (1-22-cv-01107) US 10,705,588
US 8,775,833
DDE US 8,898,494
Daedalus Prime LLC v. Mazda Motor Corporation et al (1-22-cv-01108) US 9,575,895

Daedalus Prime LLC v. Mazda Motor Corporation et al (1-22-cv-01109)
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The Cases - 2nd Series Filed on September 12, 2022 (N - Cuartiv

Just a few days later, Daedalus initiated the 2nd round of cases, including two ITC cases involving four patents in each case and three cases

filed at the Eastern District Court of Texas, involving the eight ITC case patents and 10 additional patents in two cases.

Venue Case The Patents-in-suit

US 8,775,833
Certain Integrated Circuits, Mobile Devices Containing the Same, and Components Thereof; US 8,898,494

Inv. No. 337-TA-3640 (Violation) US 10,049,080
c US 10,705,588
IT

US 9,831,306
Semiconductor Devices, Mobile Devices Containing The Same, and Components Thereof; Inv. US 10,319,812

No. 337-TA-3641 (Violation) US 10,700,178
US 11,251,281

Daedalus Prime LLC v. Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd. et al (2-22-cv-00352) Same 8 patents in the two ITC cases above

US 9,202,699
US 10,541,334
US 10,727,183
US 9,627,321

Daedalus Prime LLC v. Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd. et al (2-22-cv-00353)

EDTX

US 8,359,629
US 9,432,840
US 9,887,838
US 9,996,135
US 10,372,197
US 10,705,960

Daedalus Prime LLC v. Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd. et al (2-22-cv-00354)
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Summa ry of the Cases GN - Cuartik

In summary, there are a total of six district court cases and three ITC cases to date, with a total of 20 asserted patents.

Number of
DBl e patents asserted
ITC-337-TA-3637 6
DDE-1-22-cv-01107 6 All six patents in each of these cases are the same patents.
8/23 )
DDE-1-22-cv-01108 5 All these cases include the 4 patents (A)
DDE-1-22-cv-01109 6
ITC-337-TA-3640 4 This case uses the 4 patents in the 8/23 cases and EDTX-2-22-cv-00352 (A)
ITC-337-TA-3641 4 This case uses the 4 patents in EDTX-2-22-cv-00352 (B)
This case uses the 4 patents in the 8/23 cases and EDTX-2-22-cv-00352 (A)
/12 EDTX-2-22-¢v-00352 8 This case uses the 4 patents in ITC-337-TA-3641 (B)
EDTX-2-22-cv-00353 4
EDTX-2-22-cv-00354 6

Several patents were used more than once (highlighted in the table above).

A. The 4 patents, US 10,049,080, US 10,705,588, US 8,775,833, and US 8,898,494 were used in all 4 of the 8/23 cases, ITC-337-TA-3640, and
EDTX-2-22-cv-00352.
B. The 4 patents, US 9,831,306, US 10,319,812, US 10,700,178, and US 11,251,281 were used in ITC-337-TA-3641 and EDTX-2-22-cv-00352.
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The Patents-in-suit

Discovering the Patents Potential Quality Issues




Examining the Quality Issues of the Patents-in-suit (R Cuarti

Using Quality Insights, we examined the quality issues of the 20 patents-in-suit. We not only compiled the issues found in the patents’

orosecution and PTAB history, but we also unearthed the potential issues found, such as the indefiniteness terms not disclosed by the

natent’s specifications and the number of potential novelty/non-obviousness prior art found.

The example below presents the various quality-related factors we examined (using the US 9,627,321 patent as an example):

Patent-in-Suit Prosecution / PTAB Record Potential Issues -

Patent No. Title Case Number Novelty Doub!e Non-Obviousness .Clalm Indefiniteness Terms Novelty Prior Non-O!owousness
Challenge Patenting Disclosure Art Prior Art
Methods and apparatuses to form U520100081276
US 9,627,321 elf-aliened ca psp EDTX-2-22-cv-00353 US5470789 US5470789 Substantially  region, location 8 Patent Ref. 37 Patent Ref.
i s i US20090283499

For the full list of the 20 patents-in-suit and their quality issues, please see the Appendix.
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The Quality Issues of the Patents-in-suit N - Cuartik

Below are the findings discovered after examining the various quality-related aspects of the 20 patents-in-suit.

Prosecution/ PTAB Records Potential Issues™
No. of Patents with # No. of Prior art Found
No. of Patents Percentage i Percentage i
of issues (among # of issues)
I hall
Ny Chel e 8 40% Indefiniteness Terms 18 90% - -
(§102)
NETFOIMRUBIEEE 9 45% Novelty Prior Art 11 55% Avg.19
(§103)
Non- )
Double Patenting 9 45% SR 17 85% Avg. 70

Prior Art

*The potential issues included in this section includes patents-in-suit with >5% Indefiniteness Terms; >3 Novelty Prior art references; >10 Non-Obviousness prior art references.

Two of the 20 patents-in-suit do not have quality issues in their history and have a low number of potential novelty prior art — US 10,541,334
and US 10,727,183 (asserted in the EDTX-2-22-cv-00353 case).

For the full list of the 20 patents-in-suit and their quality issues, please see the Appendix.
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The ‘Quality Insights’ of The Patents-in-suit (it

Although nearly all of the patents-in-suit have potential quality issues,

there are still patents with no apparent issues in their history and less

potential prior art. The defendant may find these patents more difficult to

invalidate.
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The Possible Impact On the Litigation (R - Cuariy

Global Coverage (i) About This Chart

Whether the patents cover the company's major regional markets will impact the value of the patent assets

Legal Status:  Active, Pending, Inactive ~ '*;—:m,:..__ ’

S The patents-in-suit and their family members are

il S — - - deployed in the U.S. jurisdiction only, indicating that

Active @Pending  Inactive

. Daedalus’s patents pose litigation threats only in the

U.S. regional market at the moment.

Oﬁgi e ,,ol oy The patents-in-suit and their family members are
e % y expected to expire between 2030 to 2034.

Source: Due Diligence
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The Data Behind the Results - Novelty Issues Found in the Patents’ History @

Quality Insights

Around a third (28%) of the U.S. patents-in-suit have novelty (§102) issues in their prosecution and PTAB history. The issues point to
possible quality concerns of the patents themselves and their corresponding family members.

Using the US 10,049,080 patent as an example (which was asserted in the 8/23 cases, 1 EDTX case, and 1 ITC case from 9/12), we can
see the automated claim chart that compares claim #1 to the non-final rejection filed on 2017-09-06. The chart shows that the current
claim #1 of the '080 patent is “substantially disclosed” by the U.S. patent publication US 2006/0095807 (“Method and apparatus for

varying energy per instruction according to the amount of available parallelism”), which the examiner cited as an "§102" prior art
reference during prosecution.

15/431527 Prior Art Ref. | 4 Ref.

Check prior art cited and the legal basis of these challenges

i Re. Cs 10 JRINS 5105 NS
US9569278 US20060095807 US20060095807 (1st)  US20080263324
Grochowski Grochowski Sutardja
Claim Insights Summary Table > Claim Table ( Claim# 1) > Claim Element Page ( Claim# 1.02) > US2006/0095807 Select A Claim @ g X

Side-by-side comparison; Claim terms not found may imply the reasons for patentability.
(o) @ (100) (100) (8 Find 2 Resul(9) clar A
I Prior Art Ref. Grochowski | [US2006/0095807]

Claim Element

| Rejection 20170906-CTNF = Prosecution History 35 U.S.C.§ 103 35U.Ss.C.§102

#1.02  afirst plurality of [G8Ke8| and a second
plurality of [GOKe8| that support a same

[IRSTUCHGRSEE, wherein

grochowski taught the invention substantially as claimed(as to claim 20)including a multi-[GBF€] processor comprising:a first plurality of [Gores)(b [€8Fes])and a second plurality of [GOKes)(a [€8FeS) that support/execute the
same [INSIFUCHON el (e.g., see paragraph 0026)wherein the second plurality of [G0F€8] consume less power, for a same applied operating frequency and supply voltage, than the first plurality of [GOFe8](e.q., see paragraph 0031);

and power management hardware to, from a state where the first plurality of [68F€8] and the second plurality of [GBFe8| are enabled, disable all of the first plurality of [GBFeS]| for a drop in demand below a threshold without
claim(s)2U, 23-28, 31-3b, and 39-43 ISTare fejected under pre-ala 35 U.s.C. 1UZ(D)as anticipated by or, in the aitéfiative, under pre-ala 35 U.s.C. 1U3(a)as obvious over grochowski (patent application publication

no.2006/0095807 ).1,—19.@@@(cancelled ).

Source: Quality Insights
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The Data Behind the Results —the Number of Potential Novelty Prior Art Found

Quality Insights

U8

@ Project ¥ ‘g

m ¥ Download Report [® Save Report

US10049080B2 7

Asymmetric performance multicore architecture with same instruction set architecture

Claim Analysis Claim Insights Family Prior Art Prior Art Finder Semantic Prior Art File Wrapper Search

E

Litigation Record Claim Disclosure @ Potential Issue

§112 @ §102 @ §103 @

Litigated Substantially Disclosed Low High High

Potential §102 and §103 Prior Art

Identify apphcabltleferences not previously considered in prosecution and post-grant proceedings as potential prior art.

@ Discover prior art's similarity with claim chart format in seconds !

27 378

I Potential §102 Prior Art Potential §103 Prior Art

| KEEP Mode | = = =
] X #  Patent No. Title Legal Status &3 Appl. Date Assignee (Std) Inventor
1 US20070083785A1 @  System with high power and low power pro... 2006-09-20  SUTARDJA SEHAT SEHAT SUTARDJA
o .. @8 ; ®&... @B ; B . B;
. g A0 i RS N [ [ A LA J {|
= e | - e W kR L Liiinia L1 B e QiR 3
= B —ne 1101t il A B 0 0 e 3. :Ef@?;f"ﬂt‘“} I TN T T R L
— Sy TS 1 s Bl ey 3! | LTI T . T | Lf o
< ) e & : ‘ ’33 i) "Igf_{‘—. Ie ﬁ*] ey : ' i : e ey € 2 By A s >
-t % . - I . : Ly [ - ;] \ ,E[ ‘E Jp— R e g F N
(= : = o g Lo s LIS | B N (28 B e
& = i , iu‘ ’Eif H L : 8 o = IR ST B =9 o.qfle. 7 Bl- . ik | 5
i ! o .“", al ’I:l,‘ li 11 ; A : ; s : il '.."g'
i | Bl i Rl 3l
2 US20100037038A1 @ Dynamic Core Pool Management 2008-08-06  INTERNATIONAL BUSINESS... ANDREAS BIESWANGER

o M « - . Tiaw
=L - b ra A s e e
T

Source: Quality Insights

a i ¢

The number of potential prior art can also give us an idea of how
easily a patent can be challenged.

The potential prior art found by Quality Insights includes novelty
(§102) issues found in the prior art of family members and the

2nd and 3rd-degree prior art list.

Using patent No. US 10,049,080 as an example, 57 potential
novelty prior art was found, giving it a ‘High' under §102

Potential Issues.
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The Portfolios’ Statuses G - Cuarti

e The patent portfolio of Daedalus Prime consists of 125 Number of Patents ‘
patent applications that correspond to 38 families. - US (123)
Applications
DE (2)
e 82.11% of the patent applications in Daedalus’ portfolio Families 38
are active; 8.13% are still pending applications, and only Legal Status
9.77% are inactive. :
Active 103 (82.4%)
e Nearly all Daedalus’ patents and applications are only Pending 10 (8%)
deployed in the U.S., except for two German patents. Inactive 12 (9.6%)
Coverage of Active or Pending Patents
e Daedalus’ patents are all transferred from other companies US (123)
(122 patents from Intel and one from International DE(2)
Business Machines Corp). Transacted US Patents

From Intel (122)

Transacted Patents (100%) From IBM (1)

According to an article by IAM, Daedalus filed another lawsuit in Disseldorf Regional Court in Germany
against Samsung, asserting its two German patents. These two patents are included in the portfolio analysis,
but as we are unable to confirm more details about the German case at this time, we have omitted the two
patents from our analysis of the patents-in-suit.

InQuartik’s Proprietary and Copyright ©2022. All rights reserved.
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Quality Highlights of the Portfolio - Eligibility and Novelty Issues m

Due Diligence

As for the percentage of eligibility and novelty issues found among the active/pending U.S. applications, 94.74% of the families
have quality issues in their prosecution and PTAB history. The novelty issues of the portfolio is quite significant, with 25 out of
36 families (69.4%) that had encountered §102 issues in the past.

Eligibility and Novelty Issues (us Patents Only.) () About This Chart

The family members may have similar quality issues to the patents analyzed in this chart.

Legal Status:  Active, Pending - ‘?F,HQ,S

‘ Families ~

Total # of families : 38; # of families in the chart : 36

94.737 % COMPOSITION

101

Eligibility and Novelty Issues Elgibility

| .7N_ovell’t.'," 25

[
| ~

Nonobviousne
36 Patent Families
Indefinit
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40

Number of Patent Families

Source: Due Diligence
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Patent Quality and Value Rankings — Derived from Deep Learning @ln@uortik

Before examining the Quality and Value Rankings, let’s get a basic understanding of Patentcloud’s Quality Value model from the

figure below:

Predicts the relative potentiality for invalidation @ Predicts the relative potentiality for monetization

Based on how similar a patent is to patents that did not
overcome examination or was invalidated.

Based on how similar a patent is to patents that were
litigated or transacted

Quality Value

AAA  AA A

Defined as “high-quality / high-value”
patents in Patentcloud.

3% 10% 25% 50% 75% 100%
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Comparing Value

Due Diligence

Looking at the Value Rankings, we analyzed Daedalus’ patents regarding “Semiconductor devices; Electric solid state devices not
otherwise provided for” (IPC HO1L), the field in which the defendants have the most patents, compared with overall market.

We can see that around 52.7% of Daedalus’ patents in ‘Semiconductor devices; Electric solid state devices not otherwise provided for

are ranked A or above, much higher than the overall 17.3%.

AAA

AA

Total # of applications : 111, # of applications in the chart: 111

Main Technic: |

SEMICONDUCTOR DEVICES; ELECTRIC SOLID STATE DEVICES
NOT OTHERWISE PROVIDED FOR(55)

| Daedalus Prime LLC

10
14

20

90% 80% 70% 60% 50% 40% 30% 20%

Compare :

3,125
10,825

29,111

Overall

52,731

61,163

90,677

)

vith @
Overall (247632) -

AAA
AA
A

B

C

D

60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Source: Due Diligence
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Comparing Quality

Due Diligence

As for the Quality Ranking, Daedalus has no U.S. patents ranked A or above under IPC HO1L. Daedalus has more patents (63.6%)
rated D than the overall market’s 39.1%.

Total # of applications : 111; # of applications in the chart: 111

Compare : [OIEIIVY Value

Main Techi Ids of the Portfoli Compared with @

SEMICONDUCTOR DEVICES; ELECTRIC SOLID STATE DEVICES :
: ~ Pr | Overall (247632 -

AAA 0 2,153 AAA
BYS) 0 7,722 AA
A 0 23,130 A
B - 49,839 B
C 16 67,961 C
D 35 96,827 D
100% 90% 80% 70% 60% 50% 40% 30% 20% 10% 0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Source: Due Diligence

InQuartik’s Proprietary and Copyright ©2022. All rights reserved.



https://www.inquartik.com/patentcloud/due-diligence/?utm_medium=PDF%20case%20study&utm_source=CSD&utm_campaign=medd&utm_term=Kaye

Daedalus Prime LLC’s Potential Targets DD

Due Diligence

This Potential Target chart identifies potential buyers or licensees of the portfolio. These targets are considered technology followers of

the company’s portfolio based on novelty-citation information.

Besides TSMC and Samsung already got hit by Daedalus, the example here shows that family ID 46233263 (US 8,901,537) was cited by

the patent applications of Global Foundries, United Microelectronics, and Applied Materials, making them potential targets.

Total # of families : 135; # of families in the chart : 73

Patent Families in Portfolio (ID ]
Ranked by : Family ID QUCHHEIREIGISE
Number) {83

H992484

Family ID 46233263 has been cited 16 times by the top potential targets on the right.

E669008

EZ 10996
EOIGZIIG

INTEL CORE

TAIWAN SEMICONDUCTOR MANUFACTURING CO LT: IDI

INTERNATIONAL BUSINESS MACHINES CORE

GLOBALFOUNDRIES ING

QUALCOMM ING)

SAMSUNG.ELECTRONICS CO LTiDI

@5 74857 UNITED"MIGR@ELEGTRONICS CORP)
47354713 NEC co’k’.ﬂ
§26293598 HEWLETT-PACKARD GO}
53545534 APPLIERD-MATERIA LS_INC:
&372 168

Source: Due Diligence
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Portfolio Insights G - Cuarti

Looking at the portfolio from a macro perspective, Daedalus’ portfolio seems to have
higher value patents compared to the top owners in the field. We also found obvious
qguality issues in the portfolio. 69% of the patent families have members challenged with

novelty rejections during prosecution.

Besides TSMC and Samsung, who were already sued by Daedalus, we found that other

potential targets of the portfolio, such as Global Foundries, United Microelectronics, and

Applied Materials, should be wary of future litigations.
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Conclusion (R - Cuariy

e Although we found some potential quality issues among several patents-in-suit, there are still patents with no apparent issues that the

defendant will find more difficult to invalidate.

e Using Due Diligence, we also found a significant percentage (69%) of patent families that have members challenged with novelty
rejections during prosecution. Despite the quality issues, Daedalus appears to have a portfolio with more high-value patents compared

to the top owners in the same field.

e | ooking at the novelty citation data in the Due Diligence report, we found that other potential targets of the portfolio should be wary of
future litigations. The potential targets include GlobalFoundries, United Microelectronics, and Applied Materials.

e Daedalus Prime LLC has already enforced its patents against semiconductor companies, including TSMC, Arrows, MediaTek, Samsung,
NXP, and their distributors and customers, including Mazda Motor Corp and Mercedes-Benz et al., more enforcement may be expected.
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@ INQuartik

Patents-in-Suit Prosecution/PTAB Record Potential Issues

Non-Obviousness
Prior Art

Patent No.

US 10,049,080

US 10,705,588

US 8,775,833

US 8.898.494

US 10,394,300

US 9.575.895

Title Case Number

Asymmetric performance multicore
architecture with same instruction set
architecture

Enabling a non-core domain to control
memory bandwidth in a processor

DDE-1-22-cv-01107

DDE-1-22-cv-01108

DDE-1-22-cv-01109
ITC-337-TA-3637

Dynamically allocating a power budget
over multiple domains of a processor

EDTX-2-22-cv-00352
ITC-337-TA-3640

Power budgeting between a processing
core, a graphics core, and a bus on an
integrated circuit when a limit is reached

Controlling operating voltage of a

processor DDE-1-22-cv-01107

DDE-1-22-cv-01108
DDE-1-22-cv-01109

Providing common caching agent for ITC-337-TA-3637

core and integrated input/output (IO)
module

Novelty Challenge

US20060095807

US20080136397

US20110310413
US20050060594

US20150143051
US8984228

Double Patenting Non-Obviousness Claim Disclosure

US9569278

US10037067

US20080136397 US20130061064
US20130061064 US20080136397

US20060095807
US20080263324

US20120324248
US5758133

US20110310413
US20050060594
US20120324248
US20080104428
US5758133

US20070074011

US11016918

*Cases inred are from the 8/23 series of cases; those in green are from the 9/12 series.

26

US20040139283
US20080320236

Substantially

Not Disclosed

Partially

Substantially

Not Disclosed

Substantially

Indefiniteness Terms

independently, operable,
fourth,concurrently

controllable
machine

adjusting

inactive, send

machine
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Novelty Prior Art

57 Patent Ref.

O Patent Ref.

25 Patent Ref,

37 Patent Ref.

1 Patent Ref.

O Patent Ref.

379 Patent Ref.

1 Patent Ref.

7 Patent Ref.

81 Patent Ref,

28 Patent Ref.

43 Patent Ref.
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Appendix - The Quality Issues of the Patents-in-suit 2/3 (R Cuortk

Patents-in-Suit Prosecution/ PTAB Record Potential Issues -

Non-Obviousness
Prior Art

Patent No. Title Case Number Novelty Challenge Double Patenting Non-Obviousness Claim Disclosure Indefiniteness Terms Novelty Prior Art

wi-fi, supports,
US2,0050,056,888 Partially activation, received, 13 Patent Ref. 99 Patent Ref.
deactivation

Self-aligned gate edge and local

=gl interconnect and method to fabricate same

Self-aligned gate edge and local

US 10,319,812 : terconnect and method to fabricate same US9831306 Partially discontinuous, laterally, 7 Patent Ref. 16 Patent Ref.

composition
EDTX-2-22-cv-00352
Contact resistance reduction employing ITC-337-TA-3641
US 10,700,178 germanium overlayer pre-contact Not Disclosed facets 7 Patent Ref. 39 Patent Ref.
metalization
Contact resistance reduction employing
US11.251.281 . : :
germanium overlayer pre-contact Not Disclosed exposing 10 Patent Ref. 56 Patent Ref.
metalization
Capping dielectric structure for transistor US20110156107 US20110156107 ,
9,202,699 P I P Ref. 7P Ref.
J22.202.699  cates US20060046449 US20110034026 2rtally 36 Patent Re >/ Patent Re
Techniques for integration of Ge-rich EDTX-2-22-cv-00353 body, direct, consists,
US 10,541,334 X & TereerCv Not Disclosed percent,abutting, O Patent Ref. 6 Patent Ref.
p-MOS source/drain wrapped

upper, curved, location,
Methods and apparatuses to form PP

US 10,727.183 . Not Disclosed surrounding, corner, meet, O Patent Ref. 18 Patent Ref.
self-aligned caps co-planar

*Cases inred are from the 8/23 series of cases; those in green are from the 9/12 series.
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Appendix - The Quality Issues of the Patents-in-suit 3/3 (R Cuortik
e T

Non-Obviousness

Patent No. Title Case Number Novelty Challenge Double Patenting Non-Obviousness Claim Disclosure Indefiniteness Terms Novelty Prior Art Prior Art
Methods and apparatuses to form U520100081276
US 9,627,321 <elf-alioned ca psp EDTX-2-22-cv-00353 | US5470789 US5470789 Substantially region, location 8 Patent Ref. 37 Patent Ref.
. P US20090283499
US7072956
Method and device for controlling use of US20090319806 . retrieved, result,
359,629 : . Il . . P Ref. 112 P Ref.
b abt0 context information of a user US20080194233 Substantially non-transitory, retrieving O PatentRe atent Re
US20090043501
US201300US201 -pl t
US 92.432.840 Radio based location power profiles US20100184440 3000535305353 Partially ;O P an.ar, uppelrmos | 71 Patent Ref. 158 Patent Ref.
US20110286437 . Iscontinuous, laterally
: US7966646
US 9.887.838 Z)i&oudn?:aiiii\g:/Zcr);s:::v:/irk using a U520090280905 ¢ |\ ctantiall encoded, non-transitory, o\ ent Ref 104 Patent Ref
CEL > OVEre 8 US20040158715 Y execution ‘ ‘
hardware security engine
EDTX-2-22-cv-00354
Controlling operating voltage of a . . .
US 9,996,135 Not Disclosed inactive, send 1 Patent Ref. 46 Patent Ref.
processor
US9170624 balance, responsive,
level | of
US 10,372,197 Usle.r. evel control of power management US9535487 Substantially  predominant, 1 Patent Ref. 29 Patent Ref
poTicies US9098261 machine
Processors having virtually clustered cores 3228128?225;; U520140189237 enable, coherent,
US 10,705,960 nd cache slices 5 y US20180225213 US20050027941 | Substantially subsystem, operative, 11 Patent Ref. 84 Patent Ref.
US20110022773... accessible, integral

*Cases inred are from the 8/23 series of cases; those in green are from the 9/12 series.
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