


District Court proceeding—even in combination with unpublished system art.” Id. at 35.
 
The proposed exhibit shows that Samsung intends to proceed with its IPR prior art in
combination with unpublished system art, against patents in the same family, containing
similar claim limitations, as that art is asserted against in its IPRs. For example, the Bharadwaj
prior art reference that is the primary reference in grounds 2A-2D in IPR2025-00988 is a part of
Samsung’s fourth elected combination against the ‘595 patent in district court. As another
example, the Josiam reference that is the primary reference for grounds 1A and 1B in IPR2025-
00933 is a part of Samsung’s fifth elected combination against the ‘281 patent in district court.
 
Wilus respectfully requests leave to submit this document as an exhibit and to address it in its
requests for director review, so that the director may consider the inconsistencies between
Samsung’s representations to the then Acting Director in opposing discretionary denial and
Samsung’s subsequent conduct in the district court proceedings. 
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