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Item 8.01. Other Events.

On September 13, 2012, declaratory judgment defendant Silicon Laboratories, Inc. filed a motion for a preliminary injunction seeking
to enjoin MaxLinear, Inc., or the Company, from infringing U.S. Patent No. 7,200,364, or the *364 Patent, through the manufacture, use,
sale within, or import into, the United States of the MxL601 hybrid tuner, or from inducing others to infringe the ‘364 Patent through the
importation into, or sale within, the United States of products that use the MxL601 tuner.

On November 2, 2012, the United States District Court for the Southern District of California held a hearing on the motion for
preliminary injunction.

On November 7, 2012, the court issued an order denying Silicon Labs’ motion. In the order, the court found that “Silicon Labs has
failed to sustain its burden of proving a likelihood of success on the merits or that it will suffer immediate irreparable harm absent a
preliminary injunction.” The court further ruled that “Silicon Labs had not met its burden of showing that it is more likely than not that the
‘364 Patent will be found valid at trial.”

The case is MaxLinear, Inc. v. Silicon Laboratories Inc., 3:12-cv-1161, in the United States District Court for the Southern District of
California.
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