UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

BEFORE THE PATENT TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

GOOGLE LLC, SAMSUNG ELECTRONICS CO. LTD.,
SAMSUNG ELECTRONICS AMERICA, INC.,
and MICROSOFT CORPORATION
Petitioners,

V.

EYESMATCH LTD.,
Patent Owner.

Case No. IPR2024-00856'
U.S. Patent No. 8,982,109

PATENT OWNER’S REQUEST FOR ORAL ARGUMENT

I TPR2025-00297 has been joined with this proceeding.



Pursuant to the Board’s Scheduling Order (Paper No. 16), Patent Owner
EyesMatch Ltd. (“EyesMatch”) respectfully requests oral argument, currently
scheduled for September 17, 2025. EyesMatch requests one hour in which to present
its arguments. Under 37 C.F.R. § 42.70(a), and without intending to waive any issue
not specifically identified, EyesMatch specifies the following issues to be argued:

1. Whether claims 1-6, 8, and 17 are unpatentable under 35 U.S.C § 103
as obvious over Rosenberg and Nakazawa;

2. Whether claims 1-6, 8, 11, and 17 are unpatentable under 35 U.S.C §
103 as obvious over Rosenberg, Nakazawa, and Hatanaka;

3. Whether claims 1-6, 8, and 17 are unpatentable under 35 U.S.C § 103
as obvious over Rosenberg, Nakazawa, and Tripathi;

4. Whether claim 11 is unpatentable under 35 U.S.C § 103 as obvious over
Rosenberg, Nakazawa, Tripathi, and Hatanaka;

5. Whether claim 7 is unpatentable under 35 U.S.C § 103 as obvious over
Rosenberg, Nakazawa, and Iwai;

6. Whether claim 7 is unpatentable under 35 U.S.C § 103 as obvious over
Nakazawa, Hatanaka, and Iwai;

7. Whether claim 7 is unpatentable under 35 U.S.C § 103 as obvious over
Nakazawa, Tripathi, and Iwai;

8. Whether claim 8 is unpatentable under 35 U.S.C § 103 as obvious over



Rosenberg, Nakazawa, and Kubota;

9. Whether claim 8 is unpatentable under 35 U.S.C § 103 as obvious over
Rosenberg, Nakazawa, Hatanaka, and Kubota;

10.  Whether claim 8 is unpatentable under 35 U.S.C § 103 as obvious over
Rosenberg, Nakazawa, Tripathi, and Kubota;

11.  Whether claim 10 is unpatentable under 35 U.S.C § 103 as obvious over
Rosenberg, Nakazawa, and Cho;

12.  Whether claim 10 is unpatentable under 35 U.S.C § 103 as obvious over
Rosenberg, Nakazawa, Hatanaka, and Cho;

13.  Whether claim 10 is unpatentable under 35 U.S.C § 103 as obvious over
Rosenberg, Nakazawa, Tripathi, and Cho;

14.  Whether claim 12 is unpatentable under 35 U.S.C § 103 as obvious over
Rosenberg, Nakazawa, and Park;

15. Whether claim 12 is unpatentable under 35 U.S.C § 103 as obvious over
Rosenberg, Nakazawa, Hatanaka, and Park;

16.  Whether claim 12 is unpatentable under 35 U.S.C § 103 as obvious over
Rosenberg, Nakazawa, Tripathi, and Park;

17.  Whether claims 13-15 are unpatentable under 35 U.S.C § 103 as
obvious over Rosenberg, Nakazawa, and Kuranov;

18.  Whether claims 13-15 are unpatentable under 35 U.S.C § 103 as



obvious over Rosenberg, Nakazawa, Hatanaka, and Kuranov;

19.  Whether claims 13-15 are unpatentable under 35 U.S.C § 103 as
obvious over Rosenberg, Nakazawa, Tripathi, and Kuranov;

20.  Whether claim 16 is unpatentable under 35 U.S.C § 103 as obvious over
Rosenberg, Nakazawa, and Chang;

21.  Whether claim 16 is unpatentable under 35 U.S.C § 103 as obvious over
Rosenberg, Nakazawa, Hatanaka, and Chang;

22.  Whether claim 16 is unpatentable under 35 U.S.C § 103 as obvious over
Rosenberg, Nakazawa, Tripathi, and Chang;

23.  Whether claim 18 is unpatentable under 35 U.S.C § 103 as obvious over
Rosenberg, Nakazawa, and Lizee;

24.  Whether claim 18 is unpatentable under 35 U.S.C § 103 as obvious over
Rosenberg, Nakazawa, Hatanaka, and Lizee;

25.  Whether claim 18 is unpatentable under 35 U.S.C § 103 as obvious over
Rosenberg, Nakazawa, Tripathi, and Lizee;

26. Any other issues raised in papers filed in this proceeding, including
issues raised in papers yet to be filed or filed concurrently; and

27. Any other outstanding issues, motions, or pleading that the Board

deems necessary for issuing a Final Written Decision.



EyesMatch requests that the oral argument be held in person at the USPTO
Headquarters in Alexandria, Virginia. EyesMatch also requests that the Board
provide audio-visual equipment to display demonstrative exhibits, including a
projector and screen for displaying documents from a computer.

Given the overlap in issues and asserted Grounds, EyesMatch believes that
oral argument for IPR Nos. IPR2024-00810 and IPR2024-00856 should be

combined into a single hearing, if convenient for the Board.
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CERTIFICATION OF SERVICE (37 C.F.R. §§ 42.6(e¢), 42.105(a))

The undersigned hereby certifies that on July 31, 2025, copies of the foregoing

were served via Electronic Mail to the following:
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