AREIDFITRIEERIE

KREICSHF DNBIERLEDEZHIHI

Za—3A—-UMREL. 72 b DCHEL
Rader, Fishman & Grauer ;3 ZEEFHEFR/N— M F—

1] m = 2t 1

RFRFEICEE 2 RIS D W TR EEHEZ 6 2 TR EERRECHTT (CAFC) AY19824FICRLE
NTLOR, FrirE PR HEDIRFIC OV T OHREELHIRA BN T e, % Tc CAFC DHIikZ it L
el 2R TN T V5, RE T, RIS CAFC O RIEE U i@z i, 254

L DERCHISE U TV B B DI O W TN T 3.

AR BV TBRRE N TR - R, FEHOMAN LR -
RETHD, TEOET 200K EREHEHTRELO2 747 b
DR - BT,

1. [FUSHIC

KENGFIFREEZROETH 5, Jehilik. Znh ik
TH» 9L FIHIEITERRTH A9 L 2D RYIDIL—
ILTHBHEEITE. HER - HRZRE, BOFHFDOHRE
59, BUERETNORTOIZ RN T 5, Sl
. FREEE . AR TIIREEICE Y. H5
WIETIEIC K D EBEI N,

KEDL=—7 TN ATHIE LWEiR O 7Z R 5 DI,
B =AM B R 2 A THECHIFTICIE L W K 5
WizfiL, 20 Lz, a—2 7% 0 Ts
Il E D TIEIC K D IELWEIiZERT 2 &0 T
W, IERIITObNTWS & CAICH B, FEEMEKL TLLER
20RMEREH L, ZOM, &0 DIFRREREICHLTZDLD
IREOIHOERE A DS XICH TE N KEIXMREZE NS KD,

BN RE N5, i THETHENERETRERTH S
LIELU TV, ZORER, THZED THZRL V) 20 Tl
JHZ K LTHHINCE %2 12 Licik 12D 352 e hbh . £
OHUEEIEITEE DS T EHHBHIC LA, KETIE, R
Thb L =— 7 iRERIERHR LY > T 5, DREOH
BHHOIEFEF & mo TIEF L ETHh E Lz 0b, A%
Tl&., EHEHIEIZE L T2 OKREOFEBRO— 24T LTz,
19824F1C, FFiFicHd 2 @iEiz 69 5 PEira
e LT, REERKREEREA]FT (US. Court of Appeals
for the Federal Circuit, LLN TCAFC)) &I EN T, K
30EL A LTz, T DR, KEFRFTRGET (U.S. Patent
and Trademark Office, LU TPTO)) RmmiHIFT & D
e EBL T REAEEREERIEZ R T, HaTE.
BRI 2REREOSUEMTO N, BUES SRR T
EETHERPES THRESIN TV S, FEEHIX. IhET
AL OFEE P HHT OB X ICEH LT RRENCB T 2REF
TN 2) — RDOFLEAAT LT E N, AR T,
ZD30HEDHT, FHICL > TRICHIRICHE > TW5HE
FRHIRAEED FFT. AT LIzW,

1) [Bxh7z] OOFEHEITRIPSWHE TH 5, FH1E. KREPILRHIC & 2 %O M % e U 2531581024 (2 (2) IE TRIPS W
S 27 408, SHEIHEE L 22 WA O HIBEBEA R OBERS 1225 (b) (2) (B) 1 TRIPS MEH 3 4O MIHERAHEEK ., NAFTAIFEOAIZETEW
DA% 588 5 [ 104 521 TRIPS fi 7€ 55 4 D i EEREERK & B 2 T\ 5,

2) [HFFRESE 27350 ¥ ¥ 4 ZAD IR MINE %2 580 2 532 WM TH 5, LRVITHROKE T, LHRIAETH 5, a5 6. FF

HHUS VSRR X 0 RN MDA 3056 Th 5 (HFFEE 1024 (9 (2).

3) [RENREERITIZ 35 0F 2 B F i o — R EE I A 2 2 8 72 KSR v. Teleflex IR KU~ 2 & — « 7 4 A 7 13555 72 Bl
7% L& U7z Microsoft v. AT&T HIY— | ATPPT 52-7. pp.2-19 (200747 F) . PRERGESHEATIC B 2 Rl soti— 5 4 « v 2325947
16 N OIS - IR EMERIRA DI % 7% 72 MedImmune v. Genentech FIH—] 7S5 > I 60-9, pp.41-44 (20074E9 H). [KE &
1283 BRSSO — ORI & D 74 £ ¥ 2N OHE =FH DT ADIRE % 388 72 Quanta v. LGE ¥t ] AIPPI 53-11., pp.2-8 (2008
11 H) . DRECAFCIZ 1) 2 H R RO — FEIEMED & L — ARFIC 31T 2 ARIFEIE O 7E] % WIS U 72 Egyptian Goddes v. Swissa KIEEEH]
Ye— | ATPPI 54-1, pp. 6-18 (20094F-1 F). [RIENZF61) 2 RaTHlE SO —REFRS IS B 2 RFHASUEOEfE CAFC D 4 7 7 Ak F — Lk

D52 — | AIPPI 54-7. pp. 45-54 (20094F-7 H) %,
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2. 7WIVXLOFFEEE—VX- TSR T7
V923V Ub—LICATSHCAFCEPTO
EDWPS : 199457 51\ MREZEHIR

KERFFES 112565 6 H 1k, e cadiixhiz
2 L— 1 (means or step plus function claim, IR 3 —
X L—L]) ORZEHELTEHED. Imeans] D%
ICHEREZ BLIT B0 iE. T OBRANIIHERIE, Ma%kkaE
1B U CHIMIE LR OGS R O 2 DIEOHIAE TL 95
EHEIN TV S, 199048, 7T ALz ZEI—
DR L—=LITDOWT DR 112558 6 O 1K - T\
PTO & CAFC & DRI THL WEBiD & - Tz

WRED 5 7L T XL QHECOITREFEDN R0 T &,
BB KO CAFCOHIFIC & DS MITEN TV e, —
FI—= X L—LIZ7 LT ALDEENTWBEA.
PTO & CAFC & O THEH D [ CAVIREE ] 3 > Fe Tz dd
PTO OHHEIC & 0 $EHt X i3 IRAY. CAFCIC & - THLD
HE N5 HBIHHERN TN,

PTOM & > T IEHEIX, CAFC DR TdH % BB
PERBCHIFT (Court of Customs and Patent Appeals, LT
[CCPAD WNEDZ L—LORMOFHETH D, I —>
X7 L—LIE, o7 L— L L RIS IY R D I < fif
MITBTLE LTV 2O/ 7N AL 2T I—
SR L= L& TEERRD RS S0, 7y
ALHRERLEEZENTLE S o, FFEE 101 0%
ICESE T, REFE e &l L 7z,

fti/j CAFClZ, I —> X+ 7 L—LIZDWV T, KEFR
FHES 11255 6 THICKIE TN 5 & 51 TR ICBRZ
N5EDONCCNTHEDED LRI RETHH & L,
PTO DIEHtA RN CAFCIC X > TR THOH I N B9 L \»
IHEEL x5 Tz, TIN5 OHRITH LT, PTO MR E
e, [N 5 DPTOERZ Y I L 7z CAFCHITRIE,
CCPADHIBI L 1x 7z 22 L TH D, CAFCHhAI S
D CCPAYIBIZ RIEEIC K D AE LEWRD, PTOL LT
EHERTOHIBNCHE > T I —2 X+ 7 L— LK P FI

952 L& L, CAFCOFHFREGH LHRIROHIMNIIE 1D 7%
WZ & LT B LEDEREITO, XHRZEAZIHS M LT,
Hic, FEDCAFCOHIFICHEDINTI—2 X7 L—
LRI AR IR H I Nz & %321 T, PTO
Tl&, 199244 H, ZOFPAEIY LIz 3HDOFHIEIC,
Ef. AIEE. MY EE. BHUME, FHEAE
505/ DOFHE 2 INA THT 8D ETRRIT & D F#RI
T, BYIOBREROM L, HicI— X7 L—
LR ERD T EREH Ul (IR 7 Z8 b
Do, AARREFITICB VT, BHEHRAOH L%z,
BIZRRRATRE., Frrfds, #HE. #85—TE. =
HE., ZHE. EDO 7 AZINA 7 10 NI & BI5KE#
R L. TERHE M 2 K U TR EZ S TH
MEHE 3N K B EHMADOEF I E L TE L, Y
BHINCBENEE) 252558052 kid. HoE
TN ETHBHHM, PTO TR, EBIchiiL - 7z,

FREDIVEIT® > L T 7 CAFCIE, 19944E2H. R
FILRY D REEHRITB N T, =2 R 7 L—Ald,
PTODHEEICE W THRFALEHE 1126 HICHES h
& ICHIEFLROL ORI N EIIFEDE DICRE L
TR L AT XS5k EHIR L. Z0E TPTOAE
WL TV CCPADYZE L Tz,

INEZFTPTO. 19944E5HDF 7 4 v )b HE
MCFFRRES 11256 THOBREDH A F T4 2 BFHEL
oo TOHARTAITEINE, 2= X7 L—LOH
Bk, BN IS ETO Y L—LOMRIZ. K-
LBy HRICHE S TIHMIFEM RO L DR T L IIED
EDIRELTITH9CT L ETHEIN, CDOHAFTA
ORI TIcE Y, =X L—LICET BPTO &
CAFC OIBHICKIERF AT 7z, T4 UAUIREE IHMIAN L 72,

Z D% CAFCIE, FERFHIGHIAIC K 27 778 bl E
KFEZEICEOWELT, FO7ILI) ALEEZEI—2 K-
7 L— LRI ERDTZC EEE) ETEEVY, Fid
D FFILRY I REEHRR T T 778 S REEHRIC &
D . FOHBOPTO TO ¥ o — & BEHFER] D4 EFIE I BY

4) § 112-6 An element in a claim for a combination may be expressed as a means or step for performing a specified function without the recital of

structure, material, or acts in support thereof, and such claim shall be construed to cover the corresponding structure, material, or acts

described in the specification and equivalents thereof.

5) Gottschalk v. Benson, 409 U.S. 63, 175 USPQ 673 (1972), Parker v. Flook, 437 U.S. 584, 198 USPQ 193 (1978) , Diamond v. Diehr, 450 U.S.
175, 209 USPQ 1 (1981) , In re Abele, 214 USPQ 683 (Fed. Cir. 1982) .

6) In re Iwahashi, 88 F.2d 1370, 12 USPQ2d 1908 (Fed. Cir. 1989)

, In re Bond, 910 F.2d 831, 15 USPQ2d 1566 (Fed. Cir. 1990) .

7) Notice Interpreting In Re Iwahashi, 1112 OG 16 (1990-3-13), Applicability of the last paragraph of U.S.C. § 112 to patentability determination

before the Patent and Trademark Office, 1135 OG 8 (1992-2-4) .
8) Ex parte Alappat, 23 USPQ2d 1340 (BOPAI 1992) .

9) In re Donaldson, 16 F.3d 1189, 29 USPQ2d 1845, (Fed. Cir. 1994)) .

10) In re Alappat, 33 F.3d 1526, 31 USPQ2d 1545 (Fed. Cir. 1994) .
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TRHEEDHA BT A VN, SosiiAsEmH . 7
075 LFEW2, YR - B TILHIY ORI R RS I
i othickiE, 20104ED Bilski v. Kappos iim#kic & %
CAFC O - 47 X DA —Y T A RITHEC DT L,

3.AVE1—-REDHFEILV—LICHATS
CAFCEIRFKEEHREZDLEEDR
REHR

2008410 HiC, #EOMEZ & £ x WEHIHE Y X
557 L— LT DWW THHO% Y2 B a b -
CAFC In re Bilski K¥EZEHIH (LU RTEIL R FREEHR |
LWV B E N, EILAFKEEHIPIE, RmiEcs
Z T ITET LTz BC, 1751 "process” DFEIHIE. FiE o
TR - 2518 L AL DOV T WS, FRIXFFEORIG% ho
KEE-PNCEH L TOETREELEV Y] LS Hifck
FIAZ L LD YRR R UTe, C Oz mRuE 1, TH
W 257 A b (machine-or-transformation test, M-or-T
test) | EMHEN TV S, ZO%REHKIC K B HE LR
BHHN, 20104E6 A, YL AFKIEEHIRE ZH5T %
HRAHE NI ®, COELAFREEAR TR, BRE
Al (laws of nature), #J¥B4 (physical phenomena). i
BT A 77 (abstract idea) WEFFREPHSHRIATIRRNC L
DY THER S 1, BT TCAFC O MU Z T A b
BHE—DT A M TN, SHPRE N, ZORE, TH
WE I T A b RIS A LxW0AS, IS IR (5
SRIERI, YIRS, MSRNT 47 7) T <. FRrdh
BHNEFRAND B 0[HEEIR I N TV 5,

KETE BRI L TBIE# (Amicus Curiae =%
MO & L THCERARZRIET 22N TE 5,
REHEN LEZERD 5T LEZEEET 10RO S
FHOEREMRHE SNz, e EEPRD S NI%IE, K«
BEPNEEOERZE RO, ZRUTIGA THA O
). B m—R Y —)LERE, LKL 5068
REOZREMEH S Nz 20 COFMFEBLLE
ozl bhillbinsg,

AREIDFIETRIEERIE

PTO&. CAFC D )L A F RKILIEHI A 521 THREN -
FHEBDOEED N, 200948 A, FEHDZUMEICET %
WHEM R B EME (Interim Examination Guidelines, L4
T e ) L0 o) BRE LD, Z OFYERTE
&b, ZhETRHA I TV RIEEEE%E (MPEP
§ 2106 1V, 2106.1, 2106.2) DT AR HAEIEE hiz,
C OHEERAEZ, 1998 EDVDIP B AT —h+ A h) —
N9 ICHEIL L T 2005 RITHEI T S NI & D TH % B,
EILA R RIEE AL, FEOFRHICEL T D RAT—
Fe X MY — MR ZE L T RO 22RO L D
FHER AR UTefcsh, FrEEREE T, JIE0RIE, ©
IV AFRIEEHICHEIL L TRIAOZ S A B S ¢ 5 &
DTH %, PTOIX, 20104E6 H DA E R E 2T T,
B ER D HERER L TWB E A TH BN, [T
T IZ T A B IZISA LI WAY, TH S A JEr G,
HARHS, B 7 atx )] Tek<, FErEhs\E
FUH] X, HEL T EWZS, /87 )y 7 «aR
RO TS,

EEHEIE, )Yy FREOHAZES NS, 0k 5%k
HkiCIz s Tz e b s, iz LT Eido M
BT A M2 S A LEWHRREF SN2 N EF | M T
HHME. SHROHBEFEO L Ebhs, —HE
BT, THEMOUIERT AN ZXZATHIEREHE LT
DU MEDEDHENZ DT, KO REBEF R, FY
7 b x 7 BRI I O THTRE b [HEE & Tl DV
THEMNMEVAIE, BICHEEOHFENHET 57217 T, |H#E
HIZBWTEPTOR Ta>Ba—4% ] &b Mdsriltik) &
WO RS THL 285wy 7 by o 7HE S L—L4
DOFEIFZAMERD TOEN > T, o T HEMITHIH
FHEIIIHDED 5 <L FERSNCIIIER & HiER < 7 L— L
OIERE LTV IUE kW &icik b,

S5 - P50 RE 59 RIS DOV TIEE < OEHIFT D)
SHEOBMDH > Teo AFICOVTIE, RZHID AR
GOHBHPTEHOL I F—DMTbh, SRXHBHER I,
TZRILEE L TR R I LS DIE, EILRAFIRmEH]
WA S EFTOVE DI ODWTDFEEDBITIEH 5,

11) In re Warmerdam, 33 F.3d 1354, 31 USPQ2d1754 (Fed. Cir. 1994) , In re Lowry, 32 F.3d 1579, 32 USPQ2d 1031 (Fed. Cir. 1994) .

12) In re Beauregard, 53 F.3d 1583, 35 USPQ2d 1383 (Fed. Cir. 1995) .

13) State Street Bank & Trust Co. v. Signature Financial Group Inc., 149 F.3d 1368, 47 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1998) .

14) In re Bilski, 545 F.3d 943, 88 USPQ2d 1385, (Fed. Cir. 2008) .

15) A "process" must be tied to a particular machine or apparatus, or transform a particular article into a different state or thing ("machine-or-
transformation" test) , to be eligible for patenting under 35 U.S.C. § 101.

16) Bilski v. Kappos, 129 SCt 2739, 95 USPQ2d 1001 (2010) .

17) fli# [In re Bilski RKEFIPIZHE RERFTT O W EF AT — REHFA - FHFBOMID LR —| /37 > b, F62E512%5. 2009411 H
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4. BEENERZZT I L — LOFHRME

KEOD Y L—LRRICOWT DR 2 =—7 7)L—)LIX,
M7 L— L OBRENERBIE., Yi%r L—LERELET.
HENS | WS T & TdH5B Un re Schreiber, 44
USPQ2d 1429 (Fed. Cir. 1997), IR ¥ a5 1 /8—4]
HDe TOT 2T AN, THSHICHHOOH % M
FEORy 7a—HH by ZoNEBERBIC BN T, —
ROTBHLRY Ta—2hGEE > THRORY T7a—20
PEha Ky 7a— A by 71 LS BEREMIRDHRL
ZET7 L—L (K1) OFHED, TRIZIKRO A AL
ZHRT BB (K2) Ic& D RDHENEL - FHBT
H5

B2 : 5186 A 1IViE

X1 AFEXE

T a T AN=HPE, TRHMOYS OHHR & R THE
L 7z RSSO R, FRIEDZ 0] & WS )L — LT
E LTz, TON—)LIE, 7 L—LDHIX, TixbbEHL
43 T Fcomprising | ORIOEBT OFt#IE. FAlE L TR
EEREEZNY, LW IL—ILR, THENIREZT 5
BHEWEI—Y R L—LIENXTT BN TE S R
EHLI2E6 ) OFELHE—ICT %5, Thbb,
KETE. FRE LT Y L— Ah O FSRIRE. BEERE.
SIRBRAE R T X A, SIHBIRIR D M) & 2Rlbd
Blzolcid, THEEIRE] ZIiInA kil Eskkna kic
%, TORD, HROFHKEREL BEL8THY. H
ADHFEAAKEIHHTRICB W TR 20T R L & %,

BHHOEBRET XS, KEHFHOV L—LIERD K 5%
EDTH %,

1. 2DO0AHME . M AFMENCER) 5 W FzgiilE kB &
5 75 % bR s i

A ICIE, RO K S IEEH TN TS,

MARFEIHIC K uE, IEZRIC & 0 Pk B A3 MU HiE A
T 5k, WEZEICE U TATM OS5 L
NTES, |

FBEEE. 200 AFMOMIC T LMAERT 5 Nl
BRI | DSBRE N5 [AGZ R LT, SR %
Pl 7 L— 2 1 23k LTz,

BT CKEREEANE, 77472 M SROD K S ICHEN
T5LIIHEREZIT T,

M5 IREID & ORI T HH%, AT L— L
LIERI bR BB IR 5 LD TH D Hilin B h iz %,
B EATERT 5 AEMORITHIE T 5 T L03, EERIIY
DDDIALTH S, —AARFEHIE., 7 L—L 1 OGPk
B, HEWINDIzHDEDTIEAE L, IREZEITHIEL
THOHERT Bz, DD AP ORE%E MERET %
TENTERZLDTH S, MIEIFLEV,]

KETEEEIT>TWD &, HAROHEAAN - IALS
ZOXSBIEREELSRTEHD, TOERIGHYTH A
I M. FHEEX. JIRAFOREICOREZEHL, 7 L—LH
D FEBRE PHEREE 2 I L TV 5, > T, Lidods
RTBE®ROEWERTH %,

B2 CKREMRPEAIZ. 79472 bSO X S I ffiiERE
L. A L—LOASMRENCIE, TL0 K S I fEEis
Tld7x < WAL » AT OB 5 REE
BUADNRITHNT W5 LT 2 & 9 1B Rz2%) iz,
1. 22D AEM OMICiREZ I X D AFBHM O RIBEA 2
(b9 % SRR BRI A B ANRR T & i R bR A e

COEIBER2EZIZLEILHEHLETHS
D, TR EEHYITH A 9 b T ORIEDTERIE. #
BEMIRRE ., JBIEEZMNINT 26D THBH., chbidk
EHOEBE TR SN EIRETH %, H>T. TOIFR2
EEEDOTE VRS TR TH B, TRED K S BMIE - 15
IRETNRNEZOL, THUIEHTBEZATHT W,

5.7090k-IN«-J0CX-IL—L

FEICBNT. TaZY b A - Tat A2 L—Llk.
WETnb AREIEA TN, A ETa X7 DR

18) Catalina Marketing International, Inc., v. Coolsavings.com, Inc., 289 F.3d 801, 62 USPQ2d 1781 (Fed. Cir. 2002) .
19) ZOHEHNE, HAEPE2010F-5 H 5 OFHE, ARG = HARKE, 5 OfRFOANE. KERBLADOHA TONIZERE ] 225 IT/ER L 72,
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DB THENMTDNE O, UL, —H7a&s -
ATt R 7 L—LOREIENS & ZEHFICBWT,
S SOVAC &/ VA (ivis & SE/A PN S 15w S
Ack I ax s MCRES N THRNEI N2
(Abbott Laboratories v. Sandos Inc., 566F.3d 1282, 90
USPQ2d 1769 (Fed. Cir. 2009), LA 7R w Mypfl) 20,
7Ry MFAROHLE., REEREFicBLT e g s b
INA Tt X7 L—LIE, GRS T a2 XD RIT
FRE L TR N TV T 5N TV B,

BT TN AL EZL I =2 X7 L—LITBW T,
HAOEBE TN RIRL . AZEOBPE Tk <R 5,
Wb % T CAUREE] 1ITH > 7 DHY, PTO DXL &
D CAFC WV RIEIEHIRIC & O Z D42 CHUIRREZ R L 7z
EERHN LT TaZ Y beoNA T at A7 L—LTI,
Z DR B DELRE LR EH DR T % 5 1o UHUiKRE
WHBHENPHS D Eix 2Tz, WODT DA ULIKEED R
HEh FEEICBNTETBAY b A-TOLR T L—
LIFEH% T AIRE L TIRE NS C LhEEN 5,

6. EFHHECHT IRERTIR

KSRizmEik &, —5 T2, fthonFo5 | )
DHIGEIC K D HESEEEEET 5 T & ZTHEIC LIHRRT
H B HKROHESMEDIHED K 7z 5I& . AEE D5 I,
ETDY L—LOBREZRLTWS T &, FlrEHk &
WFES TV L—LOMXORERREL LTRHENSED
D, MY L— LOWEERE. JERGEIRHED S 3HE
N5 & Thb, KSRinm#ECHITIE  EE D5 Rl L—
LOETDY L—LOBEENPFARINTVS L EITE, #F
HE BN, ZOEBO5 IR X > TrEEswn
EOOH G T E ZEIIHZ IR Lz 1Uuda 5750,
ELTHRMENIERZ K> T3, 7 L—LDRTHOHEHE
ZHRT 20BN RE N L ¥, FEEHEOVIIETIE
By, WA - REEAEENT, SN0 R 5 HE
FORTREESNEV, BERRNSD 5 C &2k Lk
TS0, 20K S HEEGRIVGETE RN
T ELOT—ADBZEITHA9) . 7L—LEREL

AREIDFIETRIEERIE

TR 5 750,

KSR Ml e B ORI E o7 L— Lk, HE)
HOT 7 2L - RENLOEEEICIL CTAT Y~z
9 2 HhE & RV i X OFREIEME & ZiA B b Y zE D
THH BIHAIE ZNZNOEEZRL T\, fit> T,
[Fl7 L—LFHIE, HixrHFdEORHTH D, ARtES
MAEEENBERELDTH->ICEMDS S, CAFCH
HEBMEEELT LE>kdic, Baflc bian, 2
HENr—ATH %,

KSR T & o ORI NI, FIRREE RO L B
DTH5,

If a person of ordinary skill can implement a predictable
variation, § 103 likely bars its patentability. For the same
reason, if a technique has been used to improve one
device, and a person of ordinary skill in the art would
recognize that it would improve similar devices in the
same way, using the technique is obvious unless its actual
application is beyond his or her skill. Sakraida and
Anderson.s-Black Rock are illustrative - a court must ask
whether the improvement is more than the predictable
use of prior art elements according to their established
functions.

PERFARNTN LT, M o 5B ic B0 T, &Gt
LEDOA 2T 4 7, Tl s OELRITE D ZHEA A
bN5%, YEED, THATGELEAENTE 25513, FHF
HEH1035RIC & DESEDEDENTE VRS, HBHE
EOWEMIDN TS5, HEEF I FREERE DU
T, UREEEORRZHEA TV AEaZRE., RfcT
FTULNTEBRAI. V774 XimmBHIRROT >~
B—y ¥ AR 2 0 KRG TH 2. BB FF
FHTRAT] & CHRSED TR O L X2 Mk )
TeVE U T BRED © TIINTHEZ BRHELL LoBSRER N3 5
DTHHHEIDZAMI L AN RS &, GRIFES)

Z OYIWHEHETIX, EHEOF RIS, 7 L—LFIHOE
OB H % Z ENHHRETH ST ERHSNTH S, T

20) "The patentability of a product does not depend on its method of production. If the product in the product-by-process claim is the same as or

obvious from a product of the prior art, the claim is unpatentable even though the prior product was made by a different process." 702 & 2 | -
INA T TR L= ADMFEMIN AT OM LAl SOIMEHICE > TESGICRNTE 2L 2k, Y% L — 2 OFREMEERRD 5 hkun,
In re Thorpe, 777 F.2d 695, 698, 227 USPQ 964, 966 (Fed. Cir. 1985) , MPEP § 2113.

21) ZOHRTIE, BERCETZT0L 0 b 34 - T O X ADMRRIEE 5 & 5 RENIZDOVTOIHFIZTDONTOA, KBEEIZ X Bl S hz,
ZhZ&kD, FlZ LV — 234855 R RE Ehk vk 45 CAFC O %Al (Seripps Clinic & Research Foundation v. Genentech, Inc., 927 F.2d

1565, 18 USPQ2d 1001 (Fed. Cir. 1991)) A& X h 7=,

22) KSR International Co. v. Teleflex Inc., 550 U.S. 398, 82 USPQ2d 1385 (2007) .

2010.11.24.no.259 @ tokugikon



ZTHMF - BEED AN LT E RS0 ik, C
NS OEHOSIHFINHAGDEENEZNE I DN TH S,
ZORHOFERZ. F5IAFNIRE NS & DDOMEER 7T
L. REEZ L—LFAD, &5 AR E NS BEER RS
L7z DS FHTERVEEZAE L TV A EI D E
Wistd 5. ZOMR, UZTHTEHVEEEL S > GG
Iid, EREZERS . YR THITE VBN WS
&, ESEEEDENENS T ETH S,

R T, DY N O 7287 | o5 | I % 17
IKANTW S, Thbb, B 2E0 o5 AL, 3%
FHEEDOA T4 7, HiGh 5 OERICK D HlAGD
BBHIENTERLITED, LEosERE I, A
IO Tmust) DVEGT %, EemBIEHid %,

Often, it will be necessary for a court to look to [1]
interrelated teachings of multiple patents; [2] the effects
of demands known to the design community or present in
the marketplace; and [3] the background knowledge
possessed by a person having ordinary skill in the art, all
in order to determine whether there was an apparent
reason to combine the known elements in the fashion
claimed by the patent at issue.
BOHI (R AP TR AT & RO ZRICTER T 5 8E N H
2159,
OEEGAT RN O AHBIRY 3R N
@YHHEIM ORI B M TV B EEROFER, i
BOTHHET 5 ERDR,
@YHEHDFF > TV B 1 bl
INHERT, VL—LEINEBEHDOEDZRNHIDLT
LAY MEMHBEDEZ LICE > THRITE I LIZD
WTHABG IR H 25 L9 2 e 2 DIV % 2 E
NHBEA9,

To facilitate review, this analysis should be made explicit.
See In re Kahn, 441 F. 3d 977, 988 (CA Fed. 2006) (. [R]
ejections on obviousness grounds cannot be sustained by

mere conclusory statements; instead, there must be some

articulated reasoning with some rational underpinning
to support the legal conclusion of obviousness .)

HiT [ERHEFICE 2] TOROBGE 2T 27,
D53#TIE CAFC D In re KahnfRICRE N2 & 51T, Kam

DHZFLHT 2D Tldsz <. HEBERMOILM Gz
K—=19 22N &Mz, WoRMIZic L s nidas %
A ﬁo

ZOEIIE, BREEA Twill) 2> T, SN RImD
I OFHE L T3 HICHEHIRETH B L WVWH TR
Wl 217> TWa, Z LT, SR O %HAIE
(hindsight) ZFi<7zs. HHffz - Z D iThkxiIh
B 5%, &2 2T Ishould) Zfi> T, Z O
FOREEZEHL TWVWa, £ LTAKRP2EFEHD
Imust] BEIGT %, HEE - BHTE, 5% RNo®
HZE->ED LB L AT NI RS R, SOHDD, %
HIEERG 1D KSR R RO R £ BEZHLD TH D . &K
B O R A T 2 E AR E 7%,

CAFC &, 2006 FICARMD R RKICRIET 5 & 917>
Th S, AFOES T 202 LTz, Im#f]
T, Th5D9 Binre KahnHlkZ5I L, Z ZITE
HEINTWwaL—)LE2Z20E MR L. MamicBO TR
DEFEDIEM Y L— LI OV THIHBNCHRE NS 5D
DL EOgEE IR R bRV E LT, MR SE L
oo ThbHB, IEEIE, TN FE TCAFCHHENL L Fz s
MOREZZOEEZFF LT &k 5,

7. IEHEDRELREROEDD
a. FEERYI DRE

KEDORFFMERERMICB I 51— 753, PR
HMTONB L WS L ThHb, BEETEMN, FFED
HRIE, B, RTEICEE Y % MM L — LRI B L
TETETHML, ELWHWZ TSI e TEHD0,
WICEEHA H %, —MIc, BERHFERI, RErteEar L
mbNTVEH, TNREERBIIRTHIENED D
WNEHNTH B LE A TRFT 2 B LRET % T LI
ZHA FRTHEZRELETEATHEEA LK Tk
ANBLEDH B0 5 TREWH, EEZLNTVS,

b.CAFC I =41 DIIERDRIE

175, 19824EIC CAFCH RIS, YD ~v—F—E
BRSO -T2 B EIT B LTz, 2 LT 1983

23) In re Kahn, 44 F.3d 977, 78 USPQ2d 1329 (Fed. Cir. Mar. 22, 2006) , Ormco Corp. v. Align Tech., 463 F.3d 1299, 79 USPQ2d 1931 (Fed.
Cir. Aug. 30, 2006) , Alza Corp. v. Mylan Labs., 464 F.3d 1289, 80 USPQ2d 1001 (Fed. Cir. Sept. 6, 2006) , DyStar v. Patrick Co. 464 F.3d

1356, 80 USPQ2d 1641 (Fed. Cir. Oct. 3, 2006) .
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it a—=X 27757 MR IZBNT, EERICK
DIZEH M OFMEN Tas a whole) & &1, FiF7 L—L4
DIEOHFNILRMENZ C & LixoTe, ZDRER,
. FHRE - JHREOHSTESHEICE T %k
D, BEEHE LTI B0, JHEEM M TE T,
LW e F Iz > T LE Tz, fHICE 9 &, BED
fRfExZ T e &, L. 7 L—LOBRETFO. X
G« FiE & MU TIRE - JEHRF 2N L THliE S A
T klchkb, OB 7 L—LJEHERSReE- ik
MNRAMNC (as a whole) IT W A0 E 9 b, I - A
WHWd 5L 5% 502 FRILETEESEV, LY
L. ZO TN Nas a whole] DFEHETZ & | BEFREMN T4
ML TWS ] LT NIRFELEEINTLES DT,
R T, 2 CEEEICIE TS CIHRH L Ml n
512590, RELHWINEVRA7EH 5], L L
A>T LESKRTH S, —HE=FIE, RERGE
OFEE Ll LUMNISHEE LTV T, BEEEN TEITY
%] LRI ERFEE S LI LT BB
BAULDER-TZHEWNS, ECE THREMZAHET IR
EDMEMSTEHDD, D5 ELE>TLESK,

C.FREEER DD DIFE - EFHIEFDOFZDIL—ILD
v

Z 2 T19804FERDKD h 15 1990 FERICH T T, A
W PERMERSE A 2 fifioh . K250 CAFC R UMl B %
AT, 7 L — LR O K O RSN B 0 5 B
FE OB DOWEIEL % K5 Tk L FlmL—NIAED BT
bl

(1) XE&EbD DEZFHIEOL—ILOFEL

(REHIWTE, SR - FED T L— LD EDE D%
BLTWRDEIDEHET 5 XS OREFHR. &L
JL—LDXEDEDEH L TWiaWEEIT, M5y, -
HENYE 7 L—LDYLEDLDEEHHEDEDEAL TV
2 E YT B, FERIC K 2R EFHIETO 2 BRES D
HW 2179 EDTH 5T EIIHALL Tz (X3,
XEE D DRI DOV T, 1987 4EICCAFC DR ™ +

KREIDHRIEE

TEREYORE
o

winsn

HirHEHn

X3 : EEHOTO1X

UM RIEEHRICE D 0bip Bt —)L e ZL AT ko )L—
VDRI STz, ixbb, XEED DRENRIT S
Febicid, WS - EE. 7 L— LD TORMMES
A TOERTINEESEV, 7 L—L3 S DRI OV
TiE, B, ZL—LA, 77 AL A MY —lc&h —F
FNCIRRR L. RIRAN T & a0 & & 13, SMIARILG) & 13T,
HME, SMFKEEEFICE > THRRLTE XV EWnHIL—
JLHY 2005 £ CAFC KIEEHRRIC K D ED B iz 29,

(2) IFERICKDEZFHIMDIL—)LDHEIL
PIEFRICBI LT, 19504ED T L—/N— 2 > 7 i
HHRDITE D, WbhbWwad 77 rvar-vr A )
W T AL T W, TOT AT, ZL—L4
FEHT & RGN - E e L U b & B - 5k
D777 a (function) BN L—LFEHDE D &
INCIAl—TdH D, FEMICFE—DY =1 (way) Ic Xk D15
Nz VYL b (result) WHREMICFE—TH 5 & Tk, 7 L—
LIZET 2 LHMTHEDTH S, ZHITHIT 19834FED
ta—X27 7757 MRRITK > TIEEMIC (as a
whole) | FAI—TH 20 EI DI BIcED, 71—
LOMRRAIBERIC > Te 2 &3, Fhoe B THs,
ZOba—X-x7 757 Mk, 199540 CAFCD
EIL by T B ARBEEHR S IC K D EE N, EEIC
B REFHIWOIN—ILBHS M E iz, BIL Y- T—
Y AKIEEHHIC B W T CAFCIE, H555mIC & Bk 1R
Wz 7 L—N—« 2 27 ipsdchlien R, FHRRIC K

24) Hughes Aircraft Co. v. United States, 717 F.2d 1351, 219 USPQ 473 (Fed. Cir. 1983) .
25) Pennwalt Corp. v. Durand-Wayland, Inc., 833 F.2d 931, 4 USPQ2d 1731 (Fed. Cir. 1987) . All elements of a patent claim are material, with no

single part of a claim being more important or "essential" than another.

26) Phillips v. AWH Corp., 415 F.3d 1303, 75 USPQ2d 1321 (Fed. Cir. 2005)
27) Graver Tank & Mfg. Co. v. Linde Air Prods. Co., 339 U.S. 605, 85 USPQ 328 (1950) .
28) Hilton Davis Chemical Co. v. Warner-Jenkinson Co. Inc., 62 F.3d 1512, 35 USPQ2d 1641 (Fed. Cir. 1995)
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EyEasl sk Ak

A MRS Interchangeable 73
<= ELE R P Y e FATHH A o T
Ay (EFEE)
DESIGN AROUND
[E€ 5T b/ D
FUNCTION, WAY, RESULT inKtn:m“:almbility
AVEE N R — A TdoT=hs
COPY |1
ol
— Function, Way, Result #* 32 E A= [Rl— - #11L Insubstantial
—a =il HikiT Insubstantial ‘
—Design Around #+d - 7= 1 113 Substantial ERREEIC LY Rk
EWERVIALTL
Ed

X4 : ERIC K DEEHMA

R, 7 L— LGN ke R LTl & D
&M IEFEM (insubstantial change) T % &I,
HEMICE D EEE D LHRINT WS T & 2 WIS
fi§L7ce Z LT, ZTOIFFANHEDHINNE, YiZHER
DT FrrTarevzA )P PHEENCHE—TH
BZMEIMEPITETH > EINITE->TITH T
FEICHRHREEOITAIIER L. K& ORG D) N—
AL TZ7Y) T ORR, RErigEE Rz Bl (2
E— U o) FR 2R A U Yt EN BN TH 5 (1
ETH2) TeERITENDOD BRI TH % —75. RFEM
BEDES ) 7% Ul B2 R sl YiEN FEN TH 5
FETIEEY) 2 eZRTHEMDOS 55 TH S L Lz,
TICCAFCIE, MFAHENFENTH 20, IEFRENTH
B AEES ZAHLE. FREDFHLICIRE T iz e L,
PEERIC & BRIl R 2R LT (M4),

(8) 774 EXRU— TRX MyANRILD)L—)LDFEIL

T7AN e A M) =T XA My XLOEHIK, Ok
LR T—ERRIEEHIRD LRREDOT—F—- P x
VRV UREEBIRD & FUCKK T 2 A MREEK
RO X > THL M SNz, T—F— Tz F Y
VRS T, BESRICBVC TR ECELTY
L—L%EWL T HMIERITo 5. ZDOMIERTITONT
SRS I N EVwC e, 7 L—LEPEL T HHIEH

RIS L Tirb e £ WIS Tl e &
. FEFEICELTHIER LTt D eHEET A2 &, 2D
HeE I, RN OHIETH S C L ZNAET 5T Lick
DT ENTERBT L, LWV ILEZEDK, 72X
MR EHIR T, MRKRREFIEICEI T 20l BRI,
MGk, GOREESE, FEETEICET AMETh BT L. L
L., ZoEAE, )2y K (complete bar) TidZ <.
FHCAT S T & (flexible bar) ZH 5 2T L .CAFCO Y 2
FEHICE %2 8 Uz, FRRFEICET %2 & 0L O
1E% LGB IC B0 T EOHE o R Z 53 6l & LT,
FHERES TR BE (unforeseeable) T - 7ziGE 0 MU
2V x>y Lix R (tangential relationship) 123 -
G BB T,
Z DO—HDCAFCO RIEIEHII R i i DHIRIC L D |
SR O — LB & Tz,

d. EEFRDI-HDIEE) - BEER DRI DAL

REN D, FHHWE T THIBI SN TES
MNEVSEEE, TR OFREND T, =7 Uk
EHEE I BW T, BEEE. BEOREEHIGE 1
FVRAOFHE THGEI L, 7 L—LOREREENMTD
EFNREES e LiHflERRTE Aoz &, H]
Hik, ZHESORHBOMRICENTVE D5, 7 L—LA

29) Warner-Jenkinson v. Hilton Davis Chemical Co., 520 U.S. 17, 41 USPQ2d 1865 (1997) .
30) Festo Corp. v. Shoketsu Kinzoku Kogyo Kabushiki Co., 535 U.S. 722, 62 USPQ2d 1705 (2002) .
31) L — Lk [HAE|ITHIEL A, ZOK 524 ] B TE =& S %534A . Honeywell International Inc. v. Hamilton Sunstrand Corp.,

523 F.3d 1304, 86 USPQ2d 1718 (Fed. Cir. 2008) .
32) ZOHEHNZFLT B HIflE A0,

33) Markman v. Westview Instruments, Inc., 517 U.S. 370, 116 S. Ct. 1384, 38 USPQ2d 1461 (1996) .
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DHGEDfRZTAEH L LTSI Db LW EEHRFIC. T
L—LOHEOMIRIE. BFHRETIE AL, HEITH] C
bl O a8
EEEROFIMNE R UTREREIC K 20, Lo R#EIC
BIL T, 1990FERITBV TV DL D CAFCHH 1T
BOT, KEFAED T2 7 47 4 1 I S BEFICKYST
HeENfe, TIVATALVIDIE, b EEFEIIEN
T, 14 1HREED S 2 o —#HIFTHIC B % O REiE
i L THEEICHT S EFFEZGHF 28T E LT
FEELIEDTHY ., UHEHEONT U AEEZBL T, BHF
BTREL., HEHEIZFORBICBO Tz 3 EhlE T
HB, > T, HEMCKDHIMD, O AT 11Tk
DL EDTH 5% 5, HHERICBT 22FHE, BEHE
BTREL, HEHEIZOHBICBVTITS T EIck b,
HOVWLOPDIEERIZIAT 4 THB]1 LT 5
CAFC D¥IRTId. HEmROHIMi 21T S TR THER AT
Wi, HEHTH B L Lih >R TH %,
COMBEITKRIERZI T >0k, el b TF—ER
CAFC KM TH B, COHIRTIZ. T2 AT 1+ DL
RN —LERE L, HWERPRBT LET I AT 118
T 5 LR B IS IE L= LAY L E T ViRn T
&L mEEABNCBNT, HERHIZ I AT 1 1XHDONT
W EN5EDTH 2 LT b oW RN LFEOM
HIc& b, WEROBEFUIZ 7 4T 4 TlREVT EZHS
ML, TNETIZIAT 1 & LT - Tz TRk
ZE LTz,

BIEIR, Y5 X A REOHIMNE, R ERE N
TVNUE, BEEREMMTS T EICEBT LA IEN TV S,

8. BEEDT L—LERIRICEY S CAFC HIIR

a. RHIEEOFELREEDT L— LR

KEDZIRER, FFHEDO—Ifcd b HITHED LRGN

REIOFITRTEERIE

L MRS TH BT BT LT 171568 B
FEFIROFHiD TE 5 HMEZ 60 H L HIE L H 1725
D2MFELDNEN Gt THRIME, Mk, SdiREAED
TR FEE, FRELrzoE EEAINL, LIk
WAL CHIBINC & O BRI, RREEFHIE & E ROk RS
BOZ LTV 5,

KE O ZIFBFETIIRERT L FD 7 L— L b 5, —77
Fir 7 L—LOffiE, Eilo~—7 < U REEERIC Lo
T, HEFRHIECHENMTO C L eI fed, BIFED7 L—
LEREHEN TS C L bixot, ZOME, BIRlk, 7
DIR=YNESREEICENTELEN, FL—LEx5
BRI L DL =Y TEICLE I > Tirbh %,
VWO HEEL T o T,

HITHEORFHINNE. 187 14ED I —/\ Mg s
W& b, G| OHMSR Tk Wil E OBl%EE (ordinary
observer, WHE#) MEMZC TREICHEMNN—TH
LG BEMEORENROLENS EINTWVS, LML,
RFFEREITITL TV S NHIEIEDS H 556 1Cid, CAFC
¥, BRERFEZ/S—Y LI5S L, HRERN
G R—Y 2 HE L TV AGEHICORMEELZRD S,
PWERAL et T /) XN)LF 1+ F X+ (Point of
Novelty Test) Zffiz L7z0, TORAZ bF T /X)L
T A e TARITEHEEZ 52D, BRERORTDI—
YHNENENLNHTHZ5E5ThoT, TDOX S EHA,
RRETE, T 5HHE =Y RSB D BTN 5,
RENRDONBZZEHHNFELE->TLEINST
H%

Z T, CAFCIX. HEMICZY vy dvyTAK
HIEHRRDIC I D RA T b o T e/ XLT 1 DRHUETR FE
1L, #ileizBROREFNKORERED Tz,

ZOHMICHB B EEERE, PZEPAFED ISy A
UDMENTWBIMY R (K5) Thote, s, x5
BN, PZEUARED 41T R M E R TV BITY A
) (X6) ThH-oiz.

34) London v. Carson Pirie Scott & Co. , 946 F.2d 1534, 1538, 20 USPQ2d 1456, 1458 (Fed.Cir. 1991) ("this equitable doctrine evolved from a
balancing of competing policies") ; Charles Greiner & Co. v. Mari-Med Mfg., Inc. , 962 F.2d 1031, 1036, 22 USPQ2d 1526, 1529 (Fed.Cir.
1992) ("careful confinement of the doctrine of equivalents to its proper equitable role . . . promotes certainty and clarity in determining the
scope of patent rights") ; Valmont Indus., Inc. v. Reinke Mfg. Co., 983 F.2d 1039, 1043 n.1, 25 USPQ2d 1451, 1454 n.1 (Fed.Cir. 1993) ("the
doctrine 'is designed to do equity [but] it is not designed . . . to permit a claim expansion that would encompass more than an insubstantial

change") ; Texas Instruments Inc. v. United States Int'l Trade Comm'n , 988 F.2d 1165, 1173, 26 USPQ2d 1018, 1024 (Fed.Cir. 1993) ("the

doctrine of equivalents has been 'judicially devised to do equity") .

35) [I)f, in the eye of an ordinary observer, giving such attention as a purchaser usually gives, two designs are substantially the same, if the

resemblance is such as to deceive such an observer, inducing him to purchase one supposing it to be the other, the first one patented is infringed
by the other. JHZ{#E & L COMHOBEEHWHIL D NXERNELNEN L ZOH L5 BT, BRI &R IE & 0 2D DRIEAFE
IRl —Td D, Mk ORISR E M 2 1A 2R ICRIT0 2551013, MG EIT I Y REITNE A (RF T 5, Gorham Co. v. White,

81 U.S. 511, 528 (1871) .

36) Litton Sys., Inc. v. Whirlpool Corp., 728 F.2d 1423 (Fed. Cir. 1984) , Contessa Food Prods. Inc. v. Conagra, Inc., 282 F.3d 1370, 1377 (Fed. Cir. 2002) .
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X6 : HREE

FATRHEITIE, PREOFD MY AU BT TW
250 (K7), H2ETIEEWEBOUMEEDPIHICY A Y
MIENTLEED (K8) N H > Tz,

M7 : &TRRE

X8 : ETRE

CAFCI&., =L@ BEHR L U7 O%OHIFIcIED
T, WA, DEE OBIREORYE) Z DR ITHE
REOHMHMEL 35, TORMEITENT, BOhDIH)
ICBW T LTV 5 & 91T, HREHEHUMN D EEREITZ
DEDF T EZ DN 5 D OBHHE TaTF UL, YFZEITHE
DIRFFFEDSNE 0] LR LTz, Z LT EITREEN
HHHEICIE, HEOBRETH > T, KITRIEZH -
TWVWAHED, BT & HRHRERMRIE L Z Lz e
E. BEER L TEIR & OHE S WREIRICH NIE.
Z OME RSN RRIRICEARNICRE SEET 5, (S
o RENMREINS) & LEBERERENHTOVEEOHE
B THHLEE, FATEERN S8 OBZEN RN NS
1F Y BEREIE & WS SRR L BMUT VS & F i,
REREDEL TN LS, 79 Thirnud, JHRHHIER

EENES ) LHIRL T

RHEED S % & E1d, BT &RREIT & 2 i L
T, RAZECIEREICLTVL22HB L, & LETWE
FHEIHRENRE TN L 5. & LETONIE, S0
S & WHEIT & 2 g U, RIA 2R S SREICEIT
WAL, & UNRREARNERE D & & 0 ik
HIicltviuld, REMBE SN, UTwadnid, Ji
RENREZINL I,

b. #EERNIER T DFELRIEIED T L — LER

BIECAFC CRIBEIC /5 - TV A RFI&, BEREMTER ) DM
TES BEITHEDIEINZ LD & SI1TT B, L5 ETH
Bo VFv— Y IR L > L—HR®ICB T CAFCIE,
RKLHALEOBFEE (M) KL THEDLS TEIEZ
IS=VITHR L. BERERER Y 2 77 L — L 5 BRAL L TR
L. Sl (K 10) OIHFHEEZE LIz,

OV F¥— RV AR L= LT, KEH
A PEMETE h 22 (American Intellectual Property Law
Association, AIPLA) 5. #EEMZ/S—Y ZFRA L T
BEIE S L—LERRTE, =7y dy T A
MDEZDEXSITHINT REGFREIFEN 5 Z>TLE
FT—ANB DB LORAEZRL, KEEETEZ
ROTWze LHLCAFCIEK CORAEZNT LIz,
CODHRPBAEDETH 5, SHDIBERDVFND L
ATH 5B,

O.RFEZUEERLIEBEZTHOREICHTS
CAFC#JiR

ST RBATE 2 GO REFESRUEIESS.515 L HR. 1260
. 2010 EOEIAR AW Z THEATOIN TH B D, HERD
WS AWEME, Ak rarbt s ANMESNENT &
IZdH > Tz, 2005 FEITRAIDERITEH S U CLIORIA S »
175 o TR R, RN SHIBRE NIz D | RPTAEH
TN LT, DPLIDBHINTE TN S, FRTHIA
WL - Tk, EEBEHEORTICHETSEXTHD.
RICZDEINEGEN L FimmmlzE R iz Lo, K

37) Egyptian Goddess Inc. v. Swissa Inc., 534 F.3d 665, 88 USPQ2d 1658 (Fed. Cir. 2008) .
38) Richardson v. Stanley Works, 597 F.3d 1288, 93 USPQ2d 1937 (Fed. Cir. 2010)

39) A claim to a design containing numerous functional elements, such as here, necessarily mandates a narrow construction. Nothing in our en banc
Egyptian Goddess opinion compels a different outcome. ZHDBREM EHR A GL 7 L — A3 R L AT E AL B0, A=V T vy v -Ty

TARBIERPIZ, RVl E T2 TH D L dRliden,

** *We also agree that, ignoring the functional elements of the tools, the two

designs are indeed different. FEREM) 7 PR A MGG AUL, WiH XL Ba b GRMEH) .
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FIG.5 FIG.6

X9 : &xEFR D507,167

TIIIEEHEE RIS AL ETEDLNEEDTH S,
BUTRFRE FI2B W T, FRFERFICHE D HFEIEHE
B, AR F I RIKTE 2N Ea AV ILT « HY
RO ENT VR0, ZHiruAYILT 1D HEF
EEOEEZ T 2GEICBV T, YHEE I YEEMD
JEd BERICEBI IR Y EE Fk, VAET A Tk
T %M, HICY AR OMIEZ ) TikaE <, RFEED
W% & A TEA BN U 7z Z O 85, O %8 N O R 7
IZ2 0T Z DS AFHBIA F N B2 0k O 5 i 6
(entire market value) »SHEEFVIFEIND Z LHH
%o BIZIE N S—DRFEFOIERHL LT 2D/ 8—
%2575 U T EL Bt 2R O iR AR S B A O BBUE o LR
LEINBTLNH B, A UHEIC DWW THEBORTHER
FERFRIN, TOD E-HREROFICEINTrAY
LT A HYHELIED NS &, REGOAHIE, Bxd
DEx5B,

Z ZCHRRICIT UL, SR A O TIHGfEIcED <18

AREIDFIETRIEERIE

Figure 4

Figure 3 Figure 6

10 : WHRERE D562,101

HEADTEITH LD " DT BT, URbFPRIA OB %
o OHERE R REE UTIHFEERET 5 & 9 IR
&0, FBERITH DT oo —J5EIE N1 F UL,
U2 ROTGE O EHER 4 &b THHIED B 2 FIFH
DEWREICIS U TEZ ET 5 C L&, FERFHED i %
o0 LT L, BEDRE S T AHEE TH
MLIcEVSIRTH 5,
ZORBOFVE LS GO, 2009 FED)L—F
xS — bz A CAFCHIR Y Th 5, BEHIZNTH
LITHEROBHETH D, FEREESX, V7 boaT
DO—ERORBFEINHK U THZY 7 by = 7 2RO
TN—R b LIEEREE KD Tz, ETERDO6H A L
DOWFEAICH U, R EIRERETHEEOFRES D, H
IR DI AR N — 212 36 T3 FILOIHERES%
R Tco CAFCHMEE MG A O FE ORI L Tz DD,
Ja—IT YT 4w e Za— I — 7 Eii i X
TR HEAEHOREICHE L TEEBIRE 1507 7

40) FEIREL 284 5%,

41) Lucent Technologies Inc. v. Gateway Inc., 580 F.3d 1301, 92 USPQ2d 1555 (Fed. Cir. 2009) .
42) Georgia-Pacific Corp. v. U.S. Plywood Corp., 318 F.Supp. 1116, 166 USPQ 235 (S.D.N.Y. 1970)
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ZD 5B CAFCHIRBITEH LIz DA, EFR BT 55
137707 2—=TH%, THIDERFFER, EETTLA,
EVRRA YA WEHREZICK D IMA S NIFIH, &
BRZRE. UZIHIC L > TORMES NIFIREB (The
portion of the realizable profit that should be credited to the
invention as distinguished from non-patented elements, the
manufacturing process, business risks, or significant
features or improvements added by the infringer.) | T %
A, CAFCIE. FHUC Jud, #e B ffifeid, Fa & h v
HICE > TIMAS NI [FRRRFESR I 56D THBHLEX
BB E L, HiERHlUc & D ED K S HRERENZ Y H,
HHTHIMY B &I I, A2 FEICE LR LT

20104F3 H T #7275 L BEZS SIS MR R & N Tz Y,
CAFCYIR7Z321F T, HEHEHOREICB LT, TEH
A&, HHEENEDK S BIALEDTTER TG T 7 7 & —Ic ki
DEHFFE WS 500 ZPE L EITRE ST, &
HIFT - BEE S, ZOREICHE DSV THW LR g 5%k
W] e L, HEFOTE RIS > TR, YHERT
BHIFOWMINCE > TL— L Z RO I Z L ITHEL &
FELTWVD, Bd . Ia—I7 T 4w T77 58—
DL, LT 72— HLT, £D&J il
DMFEENTO DK, =R 8T = A THNFTD RS
HEVSTETHB, > T ITHRIEESE A A S
DEEWFHOTEREEIC OV T, HHFHCwZhsh
HTLITiED . TVa—TT NI T 4w IDFEI3T 7 A —
DIHAENFEEAMNCHERDOND O 2759 T L PP DITTE -
Tetedh, EBEED 5 I3EROTNLEMNHA TV 2

10. BTV

CAFC Tld. HIREZHHLEICHE L, KEERAD
RETH BN E D EMETT 220 H 5, BEDHIF L
S L, UERHREL e & Bix 2 W% L TWw5 L 25
DHFEIPEDNUE, TOFMFEREEHIMICEHI NS,
42 K I B PE BE 75 17 2 AIPLA T i1, Amicus Curiae
Committee H’d H . CAFCOYRMHEI N HEBICEN
MR L. B EFET BEOMEHNH - T & 2T,

AIPLA & U TRIEEFMZ 29 A3 (Amicus Brief) %
CAFCICHEid %5, CAFCIk. ZD X9 GHAFICKD K
HEFRMEDRETH S LY SNz L &, ZOHRED
HL, T2 KEEL D BERZITS. £ L CEEDOHR
DD Th 2 LHMEN2GEICE,. 2hz2I0EL.
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