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	COMPLAINT FOR PATENT INFRINGEMENT
	I. PARTIES
	II. Jurisdiction and VENUE
	III. background of the dispute
	20. On information and belief, Defendants’ printers (including their Bambu Lab A1 3D printer, A1 mini 3D printer, P1P 3D printer, X1-Carbon (“X1C”) 3D printer, P1S 3D printer and X1E 3D printer) transmit data to Defendants’ servers or servers operated...
	21. In fact, Defendants have acknowledged that their printers have security concerns.  In a November 2022 blog post, Defendants’ representative stated that: “We admit that the security design of the whole Bambu Lab system was not the best from the ver...

	IV. CAUSES OF ACTION
	COUNT 1: U.S. Patent No. 9,421,713
	23. On August 23, 2016, the United States Patent Office (USPTO) duly and lawfully issued United States Patent No. 9,421,713, entitled “Additive Manufacturing Method For Printing Three-Dimensional Parts With Purge Towers.”  By assignment, duly recorded...
	24. The ’713 Patent generally relates to additive three-dimensional printing with purge towers.
	25. Bambu Lab has directly infringed, and continues to directly infringe the ’713 Patent in violation of 35 U.S.C. 271(a) by using in the United States, without authorization, the accused products that practice various claims of the ’713 Patent litera...
	26. As a non-limiting example, the Accused ’713 Products meet every element of at least Claim 1 of the ’713 Patent literally or under the doctrine of equivalents.  Claim 1 recites:
	27.   For example, Bambu Lab makes, uses, sells and offers to sell various additive manufacturing systems (i.e., 3D printers), including the X1C, X1E, P1S, P1P, A1, and A1 mini which are used for printing three-dimensional parts.  Bambu Lab’s 3D print...
	28. To the extent Defendants do not perform each and every limitation of the claims of the ’713 Patent, Defendants jointly infringe those claims.  In particular, Defendants direct or control its users of the Accused ’713 Products to perform one or mor...
	29. Defendants also indirectly infringe at least Claim 1 of the ’713 Patent in violation of 35 U.S.C. 271(b) by taking active steps to encourage and facilitate direct infringement by third parties, including users, partners, affiliates, subsidiaries, ...
	30. Defendants were put on notice of their direct and indirect infringement of the ’713 Patent at least as early as August 5, 2024 through a notice letter sent to Defendants. Defendants have knowledge of the ’713 Patent and knowledge of how Defendants...
	31. Defendants are also liable for contributory infringement of the ’713 Patent under 35 U.S.C. 271(c) by selling or offering for sale the Accused ’713 Products and/or other components (e.g., filament, automatic material system, build plates, etc.) in...
	32. Defendants also have had knowledge of how Defendants infringe the ’713 Patent at least as early as August 5, 2024 through a notice letter sent to Defendants. Defendants have knowledge of the ’713 Patent and knowledge of how Defendants contribute t...
	33. Defendants’ infringement of the ’713 Patent has been and continues to be willful.  At least as early as August 5, 2024, Defendants were notified of their infringing acts and deliberately continued to infringe the ’713 Patent despite knowing of the...
	34. Defendants’ acts of infringement have injured and damaged Stratasys and will continue to injure and damage Stratasys.  Stratasys is therefore entitled to recover from Defendants the damages it has sustained as a result of Defendants’ wrongful and ...
	35. Defendants’ infringement has damaged and will continue to damage Stratasys irreparably, and Stratasys has no adequate remedy at law for its injuries.  In addition to actual damages, Stratasys is entitled to a permanent injunction enjoining Defenda...
	36. Stratasys is entitled to all damages to which it otherwise is entitled because it has complied with 35 U.S.C. 287 by marking its patent-practicing products with the number of the ’713 Patent.

	COUNT 2: U.S. Patent No. 9,592,660
	39. On March 14, 2017, the United States Patent Office (USPTO) duly and lawfully issued United States Patent No. 9,592,660, entitled “Heated Build Platform And System For Three-Dimensional Printing Methods.”  By assignment, duly recorded with the USPT...
	40. The ’660 Patent generally relates to a base for printing 3D objects using high temperature thermoplastics using additive manufacturing methods.
	41. Bambu Lab has directly infringed, and continues to directly infringe the ’660 Patent in violation of 35 U.S.C. 271(a) by using, selling, offering for sale in the United States, and importing into the United States, without authorization, the accus...
	42. As a non-limiting example, the Accused ’660 Products meet every element of at least Claim 1 of the ’660 Patent literally or under the doctrine of equivalents.  Claim 1 recites:
	43.  For example, Bambu Lab makes, uses, sells and offers to sell various additive manufacturing systems (i.e., 3D printers), including the X1C, X1E, P1S, P1P, A1, and A1 mini, which are used for printing three-dimensional parts using thermoplastic fi...
	44. To the extent Defendants do not perform each and every limitation of the claims of the ’660 Patent, Defendants jointly infringe those claims.  In particular, Bambu Lab directs or controls its users of the Accused ’660 Products to perform one or mo...
	45. Defendants also indirectly infringe at least Claim 1 of the ’660 Patent in violation of 35 U.S.C. 271(b) by taking active steps to encourage and facilitate direct infringement by third parties, including users, partners, affiliates, subsidiaries, ...
	46. Defendants were put on notice of their direct and indirect infringement of the ’660 Patent at least as early as August 5, 2024 through a notice letter sent to Defendants. Defendants have knowledge of the ’660 Patent and knowledge of how Defendants...
	47. Defendants are also liable for contributory infringement of the ’660 Patent under 35 U.S.C. 271(c) by selling or offering for sale the Accused ’660 Products and/or other components (e.g., filament, automatic material system, build plates, etc.) in...
	48. Defendants also have had knowledge of how Defendants infringe the ’660 Patent at least as early as August 5, 2024 through a notice letter sent to Defendants. Defendants have knowledge of the ’660 Patent and knowledge of how Defendants contribute t...
	49. Defendants’ infringement of the ’660 Patent has been and continues to be willful.  At least as early as August 5, 2024, Defendants were notified of their infringing acts and deliberately continued to infringe the ’660 Patent despite knowing of the...
	50. Defendants’ acts of infringement have injured and damaged Stratasys and will continue to injure and damage Stratasys.  Stratasys is therefore entitled to recover from Defendants the damages it has sustained as a result of Defendants’ wrongful and ...
	51. Defendants’ infringement has damaged and will continue to damage Stratasys irreparably, and Stratasys has no adequate remedy at law for its injuries.  In addition to actual damages, Stratasys is entitled to a permanent injunction enjoining Defenda...
	52. Stratasys is entitled to all damages to which it otherwise is entitled because it has complied with 35 U.S.C. 287 by marking its patent-practicing products with the number of the ’660 Patent.

	COUNT 3: U.S. Patent No. 7,555,357
	55. On June 30, 2009, the United States Patent Office (USPTO) duly and lawfully issued United States Patent No. 7,555,357, entitled “Method For Building Three-Dimensional Objects With Extrusion-Based Layer Deposition Systems.” By assignment, duly reco...
	56. The ’357 Patent generally relates to methods of forming three-dimensional objects using an extrusion-based layered deposition system that generates a build path for building a layer of the three-dimensional object where the build path defines a vo...
	57. Bambu Lab has directly infringed, and continues to directly infringe the ’357 Patent in violation of 35 U.S.C. 271(a) by using in the United States, without authorization, the accused products that practice various claims of the ’357 Patent litera...
	58. As a non-limiting example, the Accused ’357 Products meet every element of at least Claim 15 of the ’357 Patent literally or under the doctrine of equivalents.  Claim 15 recites:
	59.  For example, Bambu Lab makes, uses, sells and offers to sell various extrusion-based layered deposition systems (i.e., 3D printers), including the X1C, X1E, P1S, P1P, A1, and A1 mini, which are used for printing three-dimensional parts.  A 3D mod...
	60. To the extent Defendants do not perform each and every limitation of the claims of the ’357 Patent, Defendants jointly infringe those claims.  In particular, Bambu Lab directs or controls its users of the Accused ’357 Products to perform one or mo...
	61. Defendants also indirectly infringe at least Claim 15 of the ’357 Patent in violation of 35 U.S.C. 271(b) by taking active steps to encourage and facilitate direct infringement by third parties, including users, partners, affiliates, subsidiaries,...
	62. Defendants were put on notice of their direct and indirect infringement of the ’357 Patent at least as early as August 5, 2024 through a notice letter sent to Defendants. Defendants have knowledge of the ’357 Patent and knowledge of how Defendants...
	63. Defendants are also liable for contributory infringement of the ’357 Patent under 35 U.S.C. 271(c) by selling or offering for sale the Accused ’357 Products and/or other components (e.g., filament, automatic material system, build plates, etc.) in...
	64. Defendants also have had knowledge of how Defendants infringe the ’357 Patent at least as early as August 5, 2024 through a notice letter sent to Defendants. Defendants have knowledge of the ’357 Patent and knowledge of how Defendants contribute t...
	65. Defendants’ infringement of the ’357 Patent has been and continues to be willful.  At least as early as August 5, 2024, Defendants were notified of their infringing acts and deliberately continued to infringe the ’357 Patent despite knowing of the...
	66. Defendants’ acts of infringement have injured and damaged Stratasys and will continue to injure and damage Stratasys.  Stratasys is therefore entitled to recover from Defendants the damages it has sustained as a result of Defendants’ wrongful and ...
	67. Defendants’ infringement has damaged and will continue to damage Stratasys irreparably, and Stratasys has no adequate remedy at law for its injuries.  In addition to actual damages, Stratasys is entitled to a permanent injunction enjoining Defenda...
	68. Stratasys is entitled to all damages to which it otherwise is entitled because it has complied with 35 U.S.C. 287 by marking its patent-practicing products with the number of the ’357 Patent.

	COUNT 4: U.S. Patent No. 9,168,698
	71. On October 27, 2015, the United States Patent Office (USPTO) duly and lawfully issued United States Patent No. 9,168,698, entitled “Three-Dimensional Printer With Force Detection.” By assignment, duly recorded with the USPTO, Stratasys owns all su...
	72. The ’698 Patent generally relates to methods for detecting contact force against an extruder or other tool head of a three-dimensional printer.
	73. Bambu Lab has directly infringed, and continues to directly infringe the ’698 Patent in violation of 35 U.S.C. 271(a) by using in the United States, without authorization, the accused products that practice various claims of the ’698 Patent litera...
	74. As a non-limiting example, the Accused ’698 Products meet every element of at least Claim 1 of the ’698 Patent literally or under the doctrine of equivalents.  Claim 1 recites:
	75.  For example, Bambu Lab makes, uses, sells and offers to sell various additive manufacturing systems (i.e., 3D printers), including the A1 and A1 mini, which are used for fabricating three-dimensional parts using build instructions.  A request to ...
	76. To the extent Defendants do not perform each and every limitation of the claims of the ’698 Patent, Defendants jointly infringe those claims.  In particular, Bambu Lab directs or controls its users of the Accused ’698 Products to perform one or mo...
	77. Defendants also indirectly infringe at least Claim 1 of the ’698 Patent in violation of 35 U.S.C. 271(b) by taking active steps to encourage and facilitate direct infringement by third parties, including users, partners, affiliates, subsidiaries, ...
	78. Defendants were put on notice of their direct and indirect infringement of the ’698 Patent at least as early as August 5, 2024 through a notice letter sent to Defendants. Defendants have knowledge of the ’698 Patent and knowledge of how Defendants...
	79. Defendants are also liable for contributory infringement of the ’698 Patent under 35 U.S.C. 271(c) by selling or offering for sale the Accused ’698 Products and/or other components (e.g., filament, automatic material system, build plates, etc.) in...
	80. Defendants also have had knowledge of how Defendants infringe the ’698 Patent at least as early as August 5, 2024 through a notice letter sent to Defendants. Defendants have knowledge of the ’698 Patent and knowledge of how Defendants contribute t...
	81. Defendants’ infringement of the ’698 Patent has been and continues to be willful.  At least as early as August 5, 2024, Defendants were notified of their infringing acts and deliberately continued to infringe the ’698 Patent despite knowing of the...
	82. Defendants’ acts of infringement have injured and damaged Stratasys and will continue to injure and damage Stratasys.  Stratasys is therefore entitled to recover from Defendants the damages it has sustained as a result of Defendants’ wrongful and ...
	83. Defendants’ infringement has damaged and will continue to damage Stratasys irreparably, and Stratasys has no adequate remedy at law for its injuries.  In addition to actual damages, Stratasys is entitled to a permanent injunction enjoining Defenda...
	84. Stratasys is entitled to all damages to which it otherwise is entitled because it has complied with 35 U.S.C. 287 by marking its patent-practicing products with the number of the ’698 Patent.

	COUNT 5: U.S. Patent No. 10,556,381
	87. On February 11, 2020, the United States Patent Office (USPTO) duly and lawfully issued United States Patent No. 10,556,381, entitled “Three-Dimensional Printer With Force Detection.”  By assignment, duly recorded with the USPTO, Stratasys owns all...
	88. The ’381 Patent generally relates to a three-dimensional printer that includes an extruder or another tool head to detect contact forces during fabrication.
	89. Bambu Lab has directly infringed, and continues to directly infringe the ’381 Patent in violation of 35 U.S.C. 271(a) by using, selling, offering for sale in the United States, and importing into the United States, without authorization, the accus...
	90. As a non-limiting example, the Accused ’381 Products meet every element of at least Claim 1 of the ’381 Patent literally or under the doctrine of equivalents.  Claim 1 recites:
	91. For example, Bambu Lab makes, uses, sells and offers to sell various additive manufacturing systems (i.e., 3D printers), including the A1 and A1 mini, which are used for fabricating three-dimensional parts using build instructions.  A request to f...
	92. To the extent Defendants do not perform each and every limitation of the claims of the ’381 Patent, Defendants jointly infringe those claims.  In particular, Bambu Lab directs or controls its users of the Accused ’381 Products to perform one or mo...
	93. Defendants also indirectly infringe at least Claim 1 of the ’381 Patent in violation of 35 U.S.C. 271(b) by taking active steps to encourage and facilitate direct infringement by third parties, including users, partners, affiliates, subsidiaries, ...
	94. Defendants were put on notice of their direct and indirect infringement of the ’381 Patent at least as early as August 5, 2024 through a notice letter sent to Defendants. Defendants have knowledge of the ’381 Patent and knowledge of how Defendants...
	95. Defendants are also liable for contributory infringement of the ’381 Patent under 35 U.S.C. 271(c) by selling or offering for sale the Accused ’381 Products and/or other components (e.g., filament, automatic material system, build plates, etc.) in...
	96. Defendants also have had knowledge of how Defendants infringe the ’381 Patent at least as early as August 5, 2024 through a notice letter sent to Defendants. Defendants have knowledge of the ’381 Patent and knowledge of how Defendants contribute t...
	97. Defendants’ infringement of the ’381 Patent has been and continues to be willful.  At least as early as August 5, 2024, Defendants were notified of their infringing acts and deliberately continued to infringe the ’381 Patent despite knowing of the...
	98. Defendants’ acts of infringement have injured and damaged Stratasys and will continue to injure and damage Stratasys.  Stratasys is therefore entitled to recover from Defendants the damages it has sustained as a result of Defendants’ wrongful and ...
	99. Defendants’ infringement has damaged and will continue to damage Stratasys irreparably, and Stratasys has no adequate remedy at law for its injuries.  In addition to actual damages, Stratasys is entitled to a permanent injunction enjoining Defenda...
	100. Stratasys is entitled to all damages to which it otherwise is entitled because it has complied with 35 U.S.C. 287 by marking its patent-practicing products with the number of the ’381 Patent.
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