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DFEEZ T A, BAHIE UTH

B oD B FF5E A% P IS D W THr b e Bilski AR I2 D W THET S %, KR ICBPAIE L, Fed.Cir. ] ¥,
Supreme Court HRRDZNZNDNA L4, 7 L TEND OGN KEOREFHIE DL HRHGH TR D
P HEO DL HHHEEEEL UTHRAENTO 20O THIBIL . KIE O HRREHE RN DR
oL B E Bilski BRI G A Te. 2 O BN O W THETT B,

1.IELCsIC

20104F- 6 H 28 H 12, Supreme Court of the United
States (BL'F. HilZ “Supreme Court” &5 9,) OHPH
&Nz, JrE Bilski HHE. €Y 2 A EOFKHOREET
WS PE (patent eligible subject matter) IZDWHrbh =5
P LT, FICHEHE 7228 D Th %, HidE D United
States Court of Appeal for Federal Circuit CREKH |-
F (PEFR) BHr. CAFC & &, DUF “Fed. Cir.” & W87 ,)
DY d | JBfT3 5 State Street Bank Hff: (19984F) ¢
JI7R X 7z “useful, concrete, and tangible result” & Dk
#AHET (overrule) 28D L L Tk aFAZEDT
HbH, ZD=®. Supreme Court DFIWriZid, FHOEIOH
WEONTNEEDTH -7,

Z O FEFEASTE &0 D REEFHIE O AR 25853
T2 ChEZ L6 ZORNFIZONTOEEN
BT Luns, KEDORFHER, KEDOEMEHE, O
WTIETERIEDRRZDE DO A GRS H5DHDTED
W23, £IZT, KTl FIkONE &£ 2 72 LT,
YR L Z O P TOREIOEHNEH, ED KD s
ZOHPIZG A2 &0 k& iz, Fed. Cir. KU
Supreme Court D ¥|% % Eld 5,

2. BilskiS= D11

%9, Bilski FFOBEIZ DWW THHLIZHMNRS FEL <
13/ [4]. BENDER [5]. JIIE [9] &2l.).,

2.1. Bilski s HFED 7 L — L

Bilski $ifF DR & 7 - =¥ FFEIZ. 199744 H 10
HiZHBE & 7= US 08/833,892 (LU [892 ifiE] £1v5 )
Thb, ZTORPRE1OTLHRIZL TOLED TH B,

A method for managing the consumption risk costs of a
commodity sold by a commodity provider at a fixed price
comprising the steps of:

(a) initiating a series of transactions between said
commodity provider and consumers of said commodity
wherein said consumers purchase said commodity at a
fixed rate based upon historical averages, said fixed rate
corresponding to a risk position of said consumer;

(b) identifying market participants for said commodity
having a counter-risk position to said consumers; and

(c) initiating a series of transactions between said
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commodity provider and said market participants at a
second fixed rate such that said series of market
participant transactions balances the risk position of said

series of consumer transactions

(IRER)

R BERG & 2 © BE i CTHRGE S 5 i OME ) 2 2
a2 D EFITEHETH T, FRLOKAT v THh 6k
% ik
(a) WTRCRE MG & AT M OB O EE R O —d o
WA %GS5, 2 2 CRIGCEIROMNE TR0 W & 8
BOBIEDOEIN TV FHEL — P TIHAT 38D TH
0. WICEE L — MEREHEE DY A 7KV Y 3 vITk
Bd %,

(b) Wi OMEEI T2y v 2 - ) 22KV Y 3
VEAT AHREROBERONGSNEHEERET S,

(c) HIECRG S BEAGH & AL DTS INE & O —HDHL
Bl & prac i 2N O OHGE | A3l —E OHE % DL
BlOYZOEYY 3 VT Vv AT 5 XD 552D MH5E
L — b THMET 5.

892 HBHIZ. AR E AT DI & 7= FEEF BT &
5728, KAFTIEDH 22, USPTODARA L 7z #HEkH
HIZZOMWMiEL RS Z N TE S, 892 MHDF R 1
. FOKA S Sk kSIS, HOTFT VT 4 TH
BUZOVWTDEDTH D, £/, EiHloid#kiz, 3 v
Ea— 2023 ZENFifEEIEh > T052, FERED
L iR, v -4 HOWEEEFIHT S Z i3T5 A
WINTOENWEDTH S, LEh->T, ZOFEKEDL
ik, FTARHLAIR) 2 ¥ Y X R S O KT (Business
Method Patent, £ ¥ 3 Z B FULEFF?) DD EWZ B,

2.2. Bilski FFEF B FEDSEE
892 EHD I T DL BN TH 5,
199744 H10H M -

200649 H26 H Yk (F%)
20084E10 H30 H Fed. Cir. ¥k (2007-1130)

20094F-5
20094F-6 F1
200949 H17 H

Supreme Court 7% F1552 8}

Supreme Court %% amicus |25 7% 3K %
USPTO %' Interim Examination
Instruction & A%

Supreme Court J|P

USPTO 73 Interim Bilski Guidance %
ik

201046 H 28 H
20104-7 H27H

892 HHHIZ, FWAEXPE TIX “technological arts test” 12
B L EDBEIck D, 35 U.S.C. § 101 (FFaruamsE)
ERE LTS N7z, 2HhId LEFRHER2 & &1
USPTO @ Board of Patent Appeal and Interference
(BPAI (F55FHHIA v 2 —7 27 L v Z2)) 12k,
#aFF A 2 & h 72 (No.2002-2257,2006 WL 5738364
(B.P.A.I 2006/09/26) ¥), ZOWOEIHE LT, HIFl
CHEED AW L a B, WM CEM N,
“technological arts test” OWEHIEIEE I NZE DD,
State Street Bank H D “useful, concrete, and tangible
result” (I2H 725K WEOMMEA 6, JEHHFRE L5728
DTHb,

ZHUZH L. Fed. Cir 2 U LEk¥MTH N, HEfE % HE
R 2z Ehiz, GHIIZOWTIE%IRT 5.)

Z D 1. Supreme Court!Z L & h, ZEH X hi,
Supreme Courtid., 9. %45 LI Zamicush 5D
BRAZRD. OWERHEATDON. 2 LT, ZOHHRI A &
N ZATHb, (KFOTREIDHPIIKFENZ
En D, RIS 22 2 LAl S NG

—7J7. Supreme Court TOHMHIZ, Fed. Cir. TDOH|
WaZIF T, USPTOIZ& D, MPEP DEEMNLYENZH
72%. Interim Examination Instruction 28& T\ 5,
%72, Supreme Court¥|PH» 5 1H &I, USPTOR
Interim Bilski Guidance #2A%K L, 37V wrax v &
KDL ZATH S,

3. KEIDERAGHFEAICR T AHIEDMEICDWNT
HIBE T3, ORENC 303 B EHIHIRE R SO ORI

K<HENEZATH DA, TTT, DM D 7291,
KREOZFRAGHTGFA B 2 BRI, RS, SORELT

1) http://www.uspto.gov/go/com/sol/2007-1130bilski_joint_appendix.pdf

2) JARIO &S 12, KE, HAZE LY., Z<OETIEY XA ZATTI] ZOEDRINFFRFE L6 80720, €Y1 2T KR & O,

MR AHERTVWEDTH S, ZO-OEHIZTOMELAVE N,

3) http://www.uspto.gov/web/offices/dcom/bpai/its/£d022257.pdf
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KEED G & TORHHIEIZDOWT, BHIZAh Tk <,

3.1. BKEDRFH

M [1] 12 kAuE, FEREOHME LTI TOE O»
2Foh5,

*ERORIEOZHE—a Y - u—, T4 T4
* PFIE 2

* BB R OEM

* JE D ik

RN & BHEDIH

*EE—IC

* B3l

JOREPHIFREEFRTH B Z EIFA oA Tnb L2
ATIRSZA, ZHUTid, BENATFRPRE LT
W3, JEEEEIE. 106640 Norman Conquest 2% Tl
ZENTEBHBRETHBEIEY - u—I2, ZOBRIEL
T o457 4 OFRR ZLTRLE» S5, CRENE,
T KR 02 D )k & AR ISR SZ L T %) B SCRIEHI
BRI L 728 O, HIfEELEET 272008 D1 H
D, BT LIERR - Tidwawy FHEjoxkin), 2L T
Wik, BRMUMERIOHERGE & UCHlfif S h, 2 oI,
WO EBARICH 5. B9 2 IR B OSSO & RS
LREND B,

FIGRET RIS 2 EEAHI L LT, SEfiH o
P (doctrine of stare decisis) 2HF 55, HIFIETE K
DO FTiE, P %E T (overrule) Z &Ik, 78 < [ X,
ZORDIZ. e DX %E4TS (KA OFA) 2. JH]
ERATHBOBISMEEIT S Z & T, B LnikHER A28 A
THIENRNTH S, o HBEEET L5510,
stz d 5 & 00, HIFIZEEHROFMAFET S, 20
&9 BPIHO 728, FOROEANNE 1T HIFIZTE 4 6 5 fdi
DB, (FRCHEENZBWTE, 1966 % T, HIFIIES
THIENTELEDT)

TRDERR ORI & LT, KlZikiR7z &k 512, 5ok
IIFRRHIRANL T 3 720 Kin B R A HE T 5 — 4.
WREDB TR AL L TWB L E5bhTnb, 2L T,

FIEORFEBRICAIL TRY ik e 54 5 2 L 2 EHHT
5LEbNTNDEY,

3.2. KEDHFEFICET 5EE

KEORFEHZB T 2 0 5 5. FiarufstEicBdd 23
D& LT, KEFFFFE1014 (35 U.S.C. § 101), KEIE
B 1455 84 (U.S. Constitution Article I Section 8).
NHF o5, iz, KBITBERZ K512, KERE I EE R
IR ERE A IRk LT3 2 e 2 b, SEEOHIESR
5l (Statute of Monopolies 1623) & B¢ 2 3ike LT
HIFBZENTES,

9. REFFFRE1014TIE,

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process,
machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or any
new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent
therefor, subject to the conditions and requirements of
this title.

EREINTWS, ZOHRE LT, KEFEE15ES
ficid, HMEOMRE LT, Bt & AL (art) O%
JEOIEHED 72012, Fake & EEMORENHIE hTn
5ZLIFEHMENTNEEIATHD, EHIZHITTH
WEOHERGNL, EEIZ & BREFFOMN 52— EOHIR %
52 BHOFEMNE IR A 5925 2L &2 ED 8 DT,
JORLEOENZ I 24 H I Rl 12 B3 2 i) DB
hTh B,

3.3. KEEICH T BB RAVHERER

KENZFWT, FEICH T 2 HMEIRENO AR B 555
A+ USPTO ® BPAIN®D Liff (appeal) 5 Z LB TE 5,
BPALE, 3% DEMIAD SRR L4, Brfz 2 GBI
K ATEET & 5, BPAIOWEIZ NS & 5 ¥4 121,
Fed. Cir.~® L7k (appeal) 2>, 31 ¥ &7 R X F
FEHFrAD civil action 2179 ZEMNTZE 5,

KEEIZ BT 2 FRAGO Fed. Cir. ANO L&, —i%
REHEM RO AT BUR M & RIS, B 72 2 Gl o $2 1
OHIRR, Bz 2 F SO ORIR, HHRFLE O FIR
O OAKIRYE GREMEIZ O W TIRREE L) &
Vo b= LA Ehs, Zhoidd<»rb0aEy -

4) HH [2] § 614%51H
5) HH [1] § 124 %51
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OB RHHDOEAZKTEDLE T Tn1D (KM
(3D

Fed. Cir.ic &% FEfHIZBEHFTH S0 5., FEHHF
Birbhgn, 72, Fed. Cir. OHRE, LRERO
AuOT HAREREEGENDS NIPIEEET 255 TH-
TH. KEELE (en bane) Tirbid LIFERS .,

Ih5DHHEE, HAOHMEHDOHIE L KE S R
MTHD, Fed Cir.O¥IRZAES 5 LT +o¥ET
REHHTH 5,

3.4. Amicus curiae

amicus (BRI 3 amici) curiae ([WEEIIEE] & &.) 1,
gLy LT 7 VEET “friend of the court” ZHEBRL . 5]
BAEOPEHREIZDWT, BB E 72138 72 520
THHE-FDIETHb, ZDamicus curiae DEHIFIC
FeHd 2 L # % amicus brief 139,

Amicus brief MG CREDEFPERRFHeMHI 29 5)
. ANMEERFETRET S Z & B TEBHTHER
g5 e, BUHTOEFHLHDZ L, DVBTINTH S,

7272 L. AREIBUG. 2 OWE. M E 72 13HEM A amicus
brief Z {24 25513, UHEZOFRZE L EMT O
ML X hisun,

4. Bilski (Fed. Cir.) #1;RDIE

ZNTIE, Al FEEZAPIC £ 9E, Fed. Cir. itk 3
HPUZ OO TN 5, ZOHPD KR (opinion) I3,
% @ Supreme Court!Z X % ¥ % &’ (Opinion of the
Court) O T, “Students of patent law would be well
advised to study these scholarly opinions.” &hX5 7z
LDTHD. Supreme Court HIIAH7ZIMETE. ZDNA
HiE, ZLORBICEDEDOTH D, k. BEIZ, Fed.
Cir. FRONFIZ DN TIE, BB SLINIAET 5728,
22T AFICIEELS LB AL T, Mmooz o
M4 %,

4.1. 7T B EEHG

Hk & BS 2 72002, BRI T 2 HBOBEIZS
WTHHLIC BT 5.

4.1.1. Benson (Gottschalk v. Benson, 409 U.S. 63 (1972))

7L — g, EEHER (BCD) & RIS RS S
BT 28D TH 5, FiEDart R technology IZIFFR
EENT, FEEORERLEMW, FEL s N2 — 2 RE &
NENWEDTH D, ZOHPIZE W T, Supreme Court 13,
H5BD (article) ZMDRERLYNZEHRL 72D EITL 72
D2 L3 FREOHWE ZEAnTae2sL—L40
FRHEOF W20 (the clue) &4 5, LHIRLTWS, £
LT, Benson® 2 L — 43, BEMNREFZEG DR E
LCHAEXESZ L2k b & LT, Supreme Courtid, Hf
FRERS A TRE L 72,

4.1.2. Diehr (Diamond v. Diehr, 450 U.S. 175 (1981))

IJV—LIFTLDE-NT 4 VITDTV ZDOEEET
o= 2zl HECET 580 THS, 7LV —4
PRFEORES 3 7 0 4 212 B0 TS SULIRH X h 5 5
P NE G L IS, ZOMEXIET T ¥ 2RI
FRFEPRIERR E LTV A BREZ 2L T B EEA6N
BEA. 20 L -4 F§1010FEREmAEZT., &
Supreme Court {ZH|/R LT\ 5,

4.1.3. State Street (State Street Bank and Trust Company v.
Signature Financial Group, Inc., 149 F.3d 1368 (Fed.
Cir.1998))

oL —=A5iF, NTT VR AR= 7GRy — ¥ ATERED 72

DOT— 2L 2T LT 28D TH S, ¥V A5

WICB¥ 2 & D3RRIt G S hnhkE e vno7z, [H

HKAE U 5T HE OBRGEIS X 2 ReaTsis Moo i

EME L. REAFRREMEDOFITAEHE & LT, Alappat ¥R T

PN E M7z “a useful, concrete and tangible result” DFLHE

% Fed. Cir. 1%, f/RL 72,

4.2. Bilski (Fed. Cir.) ¥3RDIER

WS, PO EEBERIZOWTHE T 5, 2RER
(Majority Opinion) {Z. Chief Judge ® MICHEL H|g1Z &
DX g, ThiZ. LOURIE, SCHALL, BRYSON,
GAJARSA, LINN, DYK, PROST, MOORE O£l F 43l
bolz, — . BEKEN (Concurring Opinion) & L T,
DYKfi|g: (LINN¥[HEH b %) &, K3t (Dissenting
Opinion) & LT, NEWMAN, MAYER, RADER & %=

6) B [4]. BENDER [5]. i [6]. fHH [7] %2,
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DERMEFEN TS, PEEREZEERIHT 58
RAMNRS 717 Ta <, DYKHFEOBEERIZ, Z0DI1F
PDRERONBIZOWTO % & L, NEWMAN ¥
FOZRE, DYKHFOBAND L 53 Kink &E
DEK->TNS,

4.3. ZHER DB

Bilski PIRD L BIERIZ, RET4EN LB D, T3,
BIFETREPBREN TS,

FNE T, Benson FIPT § 101 O RFEFwEAS 1 D H iy D
72D T2 D (the clue) TdH % & M 7-the machine-
or-transformation test%. %3 % Diehr SO 4 %
Supreme Court DH[PIZIB W TZF S, F21E, RO
FZAHNVRENTWS Z & H 5, the machine-or-
transformation test 3f5HHIZJE % & LT, the machine-or-
transformation test & § 101 OFRFFFEAKNEZ I3 5 728
D [Mg—D] 72+ Th 3 & Tnsg,

HIMETIE, BEOWGITELNIZET 2 MZDOWTHR
& L. the machine-or-transformation test DA% Hi % .
HBIVE T, AfFIZ the machine-or-transformation test % i
U, ARPFFIL. the machine-or-transformation test!Z
AHEF. BPAIOFIIIMEF: 0 5 BbEfHT T 5,

4.4. VHEBROBE

441 NEWMANHISEIC L B RMEER
ZRBNTE K SN HP (Benson, DiehrZ) (214,
B4 2 LD HPZ DN T "process”" & DFHEEIZDWT,
Bl %MA. Statute of Monopolies XU E Y - 1 —|(Z
FTHMD ., ZREFIIFTREICE T 5 “process” & DHEE
DOFEHRE LTSI EHPL TS, 2 MEERORE
ThdebmENTW S, £ LT, Bilski D Ff&F &
fundamental truthC & abstraction T& W E BRI L T\ 5,

442 MEYERHIEBICKZRMER

State Street!d7 3 (overrule) NZ72H, LEFRITZ
TR L T L. 2RER TS k7=
(Benson, DiehrZ) 1Z1A. Statute of Monopolies } UM
TEY - u—IZDVTERE LTS, (HADHHEIZD

WTEEMAL TWE b Tidans) HADI Y Ea—% -
VT by 7RI OWTOR? 51T 5% E, HIF
e EEST, MRAASikESIH L. HEI3EEG| & T
IR A5 25 2 ARATHEVE, M2 T
W5,

443.RADERHIFICL B REER

9. [Bilskioz b —2id, HIZHRN LT 4 7712
BMERWA S ZOBHMPNE. FH O E RS 5] &
IR REL, WLOFATTEHEEREIEHEL T 5,
the machine-or-transformation test D ANPHIEMER, Kk
T ORGEITR T 2 & G B R T\ B,

444 DYKHIEICL BERES

NEWMAN, MEYER, RADERDKxER %52 TOX
a5 T3, “process” & DHFEDMERIZOWT, i
SVRRTFEOLXLE#ED LS R THIEL 725 %,
Statue of Monopolies’* 5 DFER A i F 2 THEREL TS,

m

4.5. Bilski (Fed. Cir.) #JiRICDUWTD/VE
—HROFEANGAmE. REFEICDOWT

F9. B AEIZEWT, HAROMEERDOH L X
ELEAEZIPELT, BHEFETHDHZ L. HPIZDBIER
NEEND Z &, FHIPEIZOWTIE, BPAIOFERIZD
WCEEORIRMEL & %720, (HARO RS UL [Fkk
12) MHEHFORBRIIOWTE., BRESkIhEWI L, &
ERbFohkd, 7. A TIE. Amicus Brief B %5
i E =, Thoid, FNEOBERICENT, Tk
DICHEEG5ZTIWD 2 ERGALENSE DD, IR
it SRR AME L. d. AFEEHERT 2
B THHENAFEETH > T, HL FTSERE ORI
THDZENFEND, ZOBERIZ. LRERISHT
DI MG bR B 2 Tid k< DR RME IS KGR
EiT-oTC0a L. HRBOEGROHRNA DN B &5 Ll
BIZhk-oTW5, £/, TONFELZIKIZES, itk
. HFMOMmA L OPIEE 0. ZEEROEMN G X
DR DL >THDHEVL LI,

WMETOFEORE LTid, HARDHIRD K512, D¥
PR s he AN 7 & P 1117 e N A ) MU S I 0

7) James S. Sfekas, Controlling Business Method Patents: How the Japanese Standard for Patenting Software Could Bring Reasonable
Limitations to Business Method Patents in the United States, 16 Pac. Rim. L. & Pol'y J. 197, 214 (2007)
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D50 TELEL. ZROBSCEEHFI»E, £9. K
PR R & EHEH 2 R U 72 BT AR PRC
MR T 22 b 5, FIZ, ZRERIZH T S “the
machine-or-transformation test” 2%, FFEF@EMEDOME—D
T AL THBEELTH 725 T, BEOHIFI R OB
5. “the machine-or-transformation test” ZHI L. %
LT, ZhH—HO Supreme Court PRI Hr, Xid, [H
MOZEZHWRENTOEZEERME LT, ZhEm—
DT AL ThDEERT S &0, RN & iR % 17
BoTWBRUREHTRE[MTH A5, ZORICIE, b
U7z, SRR RANT L T 5 728, SORIEO S
RIIKmNBREAENRT L L VI REB L ER TS L
FA3%712595, F72. Thilic. PREREETHEAL DR
RIZZNZNHL L 7250 THh B 0D &5 7, B &
MK A A2 T 5,

F7o. YROZETEHSH, HREIRTSE, KD
EHICEMR L. SFEAEHL TW3 X512 /A58 0D
DO, L FTYH., HHEERLD T TORLEELFIOFEN
D@ THY, ZZTHOSEN TS E LI, ZOMM
AEHZEDTIELV, Fed. Cir.O%FIEETEDTIE
&> T%. Supreme Court!Z X B MDA AD T DK
di, EWA D Lo T, SRERE. DEERISHL
T, HIBRETFRDO P THYTH B2 ZRONHITLFH;
ENDLVnA XS, £/ ZREER. PSR E B,
VMR L OBIRE B B -0, RN A EEEEGRIN &
IZKBikmIE L PHA SN B3HETH 5,

L2 L2 5  NEWMANHISROERICE S5 & 512,
ZRERIE, TEMEERFEL T LDFEREHHI N
5. ZREFRICKIT 5. the machine-or-transformation
testZ [Mi—D] 7 2 b LHIRT 5 Z &3, FIFETEHO
TTERORHARAAZHIW TCHDEEFTADTHAH. (T
DR, Je17 3 5 State Street Bank HF T/ 4172 “useful,
concrete, tangible result” OIEUEIX . 7 D FEAGA A 720
Wrenzks.)

5. Bilski (Supreme Court) ¥;R DIIE

T, &IZ Supreme Court DHFIZOWTHEIT 5, &
B, TOFHOMFEIZ BT, Supreme Court iF the
machine-or-transformation test D52JE& . State StreetZf
LIRS E iz, €9 2 ZFEORMHIZOWTHE
SN B KERRFE § 273 & OBYFRIZDWT, Amicus Brief
ZRDHDTED, ZHUTIE L LD Amicus Brief 22 X
NnTns,

5.1. Bilski (Supreme Court) ¥RD#ER

BEE R (Opinion of the Court) 1. KENNEDY |32
ko TiiR5 N7, (SCALIA¥HEZ, T-B-2K T 1
-C-2122oW T, b > Twikly,) STEVENS H %
(GINSBURG, BREYER, SOTOMAYOR ¥4 %)
& BREYER¥|5i (I 122>\ Tld, SCALIA ¥|H: 2 0H 3)
DERER 2T NS,

52. ZEEROBE

PERRIE, 1-NMoREMGH» 5455,

F9. I THAFOMBELREREDBRTVWE, T T,
Fed. Cir. ¥ 2D BEERIZOWT S i filh
W3,

T-ATiE, §101 LB 2HIBIZEEBL T35,

I -B-1Tid, Fed. Cir. HIROBEE L, Fed. Cir. FI2A
the machine-or-transformation test & “process” »MRFaTbfg
oYW 720D [HE—D] 7 A+ Th 2 & DHRD,
Benson® Flook 2K T2 FH. @Rl T3, (—H7T. %
5173, the machine-or-transformation test 2345 Fl CHH % & F
HY (clue) THBIEAEMLLTNDEZLIBRDTND,)

I -B-2Ti&, Fed. Cir. ¥|IR DA K E W . Amicus
BriefiZ fili 71, “the Industrial Age” 12 ¥\ T, the
machine-or-transformation testid /3 & FEHUET B - 723,
“the Information Age” IZHWTIIME—DT A b ETBZ
EFTEARVWEIURL TS, Z LT, amicus briefs 214§
i35 & 512, the machine-or-transformation test 4% 7
b T Sess R, AL A S L %
M. 7 — 2. 7Y 2 G F LB O R AT &
BZ22ThAHZL%xBMLTWE, LALANS, 21
LI Lol T s,

I-C-1TiE. Y3 2 HPEIFFEFERME 207 & 50
EFbL, §2BLEFETAHI L LENL, BV R AT
13§ 101 &7 LA B HHRNL T 5,

I-C-2Tid. BY 3 Z2HEFOREEIZDONT, Al
IZ& L. “abstract ideas” TdH 0B 5. RiafE 4 H|
W2 HHEY - L ThsEMRAL, B3 2TTEIREHF
ENB7=HIciE, 51, §102,§103, § 1120 %%
Wilz T BN D 5 T L aMALTWB,

M CiX. Bilskiif@A, #73) L LTS§101DMIH
5 DTIER WA, an abstract idea TH 5728, § 101D
P27z TRV E DT, PEOETOMKEIZFEL
TWb LT3, % LT, Benson, Flook, Diehr %o
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Flger o, ZOREMELTH5,

fRIZ, [ H, WPEEIFE e —H L 50, FRfkic
HR % Z & 2 fOEHRT 5] & L. State Street ¥k
D § 101 DM AETE L, the machine-or-transformation
test BRFFFERSTED [ME—D] 7 2+ Th 2 mIIHE L 72
DD, ZDIEH,DFed. Cir. TO#MITEE L BVE,
et T s,

53 DHER

STEVENSHPRIZK 2 ERERIE, 47X—DICg k&
RARBEDTH D, BWERBALIIRLDE T Tu—F 7T,
§ 101 DR % RA TS, FFIZ. “process” & DHHEED
Bk % (Fed. Cir.® DYK ¥ g4 & 0 FF Ml 12) Statute
Monopolies ARTIZ Tl 0 FERMNCEIRL . GEERER &
RieD) EYVAZETSHERSI010T oL 2I2EEh
Bk LTna, £72. §273% State Street HIPIZRFIE
TE5DIHEINZEDTHD, HESIE§ 101 DHIR%
ZRFTHZL2BMLAEZEOTRAENEL TV,
STEVENSHI/RIZ & 2 BB RIE, SERE O Rk
PICEZEZ B0 DO TH D, £ OB Ak & F5%E
F 38 5 BN D KR EIOEHEROE LI 74 HIEBIR 2 7R
FTEDEWAKD, F/o, AREE VEOBIRE GRS B
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