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= FIFHEE

ARZH, Sensipar & Amgen Inc. ( “Amgen” )
WA —FERERPEAR R ZE R #l, Amgen HHAH L%
F PR IE T R I R B 58 9,375,405 5 R E %
F ( “405 %5 % F|” ) . Amneal Pharmaceuticals
LLC 1 Amneal Pharmaceuti- cals of New York LLC

(& “Amneal” ) | Piramal Healthcare UK Ltd.

( “Piramal” ) . Zydus Pharmaceuticals )2 H
JE R AE ( “Zydus” ) PIEFA Sensipar $2HH T
it 25 fRIfL #2551 1% ' (Abbreviated New Drug
( “ANDA” ) , EE LAl 25r9TE
KFEAT . Amgen T 2018 LEFERHH AL DX DL
B (“—®ERT ) R, FKEWER
il 2g 7 kR F 405 S LR LRI, Rrhie
Ho X FRIEBEAIR Amneal, Piramal ASERAZIZAN,
Zydus MIRAZIL, Amgen, Zydus ¥JARARIELAIE,
1) & EB KA EIRTERE ( “CAFC” ) 2 i,
CAFC IZA 7 — B AR ST Amneal HIFR 7>
FEREIEE, FH4ER: 7 —a A0S T Piramal 1
Zydus FIFE53

Application)

ARERE =N R ETE TN D EH
X (ales REEE FIRI AR R AIfeRe, — R
5, SEERIE “BHE (comprising) 7 EEHE
FRES A, W ZHR% (consisting of) ” &
K& BTS2, 405 5 ERBINFIZER 1 55
A “fFE” SREBRZAMEESE TS, X
TEE N S TR IR R SR “H - ZH R
AT BE4H (the group consisting of) ~ &5 #) &

IRIZE I RS S A B A A — I, — BT iR
& & Multilayer Stretch Cling Film Holdings, Inc. v.
Berry Plastics Corp., 831 F.3d 1350 (Fed. Cir. 2016)

( “Multilayer £”7 ) , I\ “Hi- HRK” 1
FIKT7 HERR T 18 S R A A i iz SR &G
B FH A e 70 P N BUR 2SR Ya g ) mT Re M, {H
J& CAFC I\ — ik Bead JE R PR IR IEH T

“Multilayer 2”7 W45, AZEWHVOFIET %
RGBSR B — R 5 700 559 e 70 ) m DRV L /2
B, MAET R Sl TT PORBE R
FIr 1128 B 6 5 70 0 A 2 L i JE BRI 5K 1
FR BRI PR SR, ST “fds” —REWET
EEAZE,  H 405 5 & FIBIACRIEE R 1 H B
AT “BEERD—MEEH /i@l (at least one
binder/disintegrant) 7 IR, FEARA H MR
BRI LR, CAFC NI ZESR 1 A ise i R il
PESFAIFANIE T 80 R S L 75 TR B S S A
ZH 525 B R 5 7R B AR, TR e BB R 2459 HE B
HoAh A 28 Y5 2 ARk & TR0 A e 70 A RE 25 o H
1R AT REME,

AR A AR T AR R R R
(prosecution history estoppel) FIZE[FIJFEN (doctrine
of equivalents) MJI&EH, —Hi7EBi %M Amgen 7E
FHIE A AR rh O BRI R 1 R Bk 1B ek, £
Hp— B8, Amgen I & FI H 25 GEY,
e %l 5 AR A7 £ 91 Rl — R PR A R0 g/ 22
A SR RELL RS20, LRI & RS2
TRBEOHE “5 2 BBIEMARARHARRS
T B R R P R A S -7 o F
T ERES, —akbiANE S R T T L RER
HE, Agmen 15 £ ZRR 4 HAUH 3R B9 R 4775
Fl, DRI A 58 B 3& P 25 1k S g I 0, Agmen i
PREAE SO IR TRl L RMER H I, U2
BLHHRIE X FRIRMEHERFE LR HEE X
FR, CAFC Ny — RN L A w13 2 1Y fig
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BRI, Agmen Y 35K B = 0] {5
It Agmen X AR 23R BRAAVE Bl A 1B 2k, FBH
JFE TN R 700 A 00 A S R B U PR AP, AR
W, Piramal 1F H ™ s S 75 A 48 A T PR K TE A

(pregelatinized starch) fENZEEEH, X—7IF
AERURIZR 1 2876 2 N, T 25 1k i
PRMEIE R, Agmen 7845 3 5K 3 A 55 [A] s 1
PRI, CAFC 4E+F T —H BN Piramal FIAMZAL
AR,

KT Amneal HJ77 2 SRR, —®IK
BEINA Amneal 7= SHBC 75 H %S 7 Opadry J2 H1
HPMC (BUFJZEK 1 512875 Bl 2 M) #1 PEG (X
FIER 1 FI28 a2 5h) HRE, —FHIERET
HKEMR, B THERTEE IR ER, Fit
Amgen AFFOM HEZE S F5KAH], {H CAFC {5
i Amneal B9 2 S S IHIZR 1 FhAIAS YA
BHNX—AE S Amneal B/ g B A S HAR S
FIFEAMDE, AEP S B 1k B g I i A 3 ) [) e,
HE Amneal 7= i H Y HPMC 1Y 5 & i e AR 2
R 1 HIBRA, Amneal BEAEURA, HT—H %R
TEA Amneal FYRRST73#r Br=4E TEHRSEER (clear
error) , CAFC 58 7 —"¥ kb3 T LA R
TR Amneal AMAHAIR, K [0 EH,

Zydus 77 B EZ EAE T, HE R
VER (starch) 2 405 5L FIARIE K 1 HfRHI2
BRI —FF, 45 Zydus SR D€ ¥ H VERR R
#l, FHRARN, Zydus BEFRE ™ SR e &
A CiEr, MRk, oKHa]
RPEREG A, HAR SRl ERRE L, DA™
HP AR RE 2 PRI TR, TER AR R R & 7,
A AR R Zydus $2 45 T Dr. Davies H & FKUE
S DA F2 5K, (HH X —UE4E T i = nl g 1%

(credibility) ARAEW —H LB R(E, Zydus 1E I
PR F 5K Amgen AR GEUEBH ™ i Hr AR R 2 il

AiERs, FHEDERME T Dr. Davies NERIES T
PAIERH, CAFA IAA “Dr. Davies (& RIUEH A E
GRMEE” BT —HiER HLRENLS e, —
TEBEER HIX — 510 003 F2 ok Y BRH 5 1R
fEIt, CAFC 4k¥s 7 — W IEBEE A Zydus 12X
IR

=, [P

AR, CAFC O — 1 EA et Xt i At )
HEE T EFTHFI (de novo) , X F—H
RBe S MR 2518 A £ H I B AR IR AU 1S
OURAAIHER, ES—RAE, AT L
FOF—FE,  H 3 S BARAE TR U 3R A fige e
(patent claim interpretation) , JXJEEFUZBCAIE
I —&, HRARMEBUTHRINE, 1E 2014
2 Hl, CAFA —H I\ BRI ZR 1 ke 2 —
ANERER R A, B IRIRRE AT DO X — [A)
WHEL, (B2, EEBHARG&GEGAE Teva Pharm.
USA, Inc. v. Sando, Inc., 574 U.S. 318, 332 (2015)
—RPFEH, BRI ER AR — Al e AL
£ F AR FH S A @ (underlying factual questions)
Z R TRR R, R g A AR i LR ] e
AR R X B ff, A%, BT —8 &R T
PR SR 1Y g R 52 2 AR5 R IEYE  (intrinsic
evidence) (RUFEIERIWUCFAL L HIBLHHFFI
LA EHRESE) , K CAFC M HET 7 HH
BB,

BtAb, I I S AN R IR AR 1) S [ RS i e 1%
BEAE Festo Corp. v. Shoketsu kinzoku kogyo kabushiki
co., lid., et al. 535 U.S. 722 (2002) ( “Festo %" )
FPE AR, 7E Festo 28H, REBGTR &R
N AEARI i & % RTE R AE 17 40 /N 5K 9 ]
(& AR v] DA 258 1k SO SR T 3&E . il
&SR ER 2N T ARG MR, B 4i/N T
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PR ZSRTE EIF I, Tk Z B SOt T
B3R HERUE SR AR T AR H, AR F A,
Amgen JCIRUERAHOMZ AN ZOR I 5 T LA
PEICOKR, DRI AN 1 32 5K 55 [R] Js R4 511 26850
il Z SN

fH32, 1E Festo &, RIS
th, ZEIER MRS BN ZOR IR R, HIE
N EAT ARG, IREFRIRIE DS RAE D,
B RL AP BEBEAZRI R, &S
W MR ESORFFIE, # RS R P DA R Al
Mtz R, HE ZE 1k R s R Rl 7
RURRTE R (BT “SEPEHRRRRLN” ) o A%,
Amgen TESAUCRIEER 1IN, iFE I AU R 2
R 1BJPRFERS “H--HR” Z a5
FRPIFIGR, A CAAZESESR Amgen HFFAY
AESR 1S Z IR ARG, B AN GBI,

CAFC AP i WL :
http.//www.cafec.uscourts.gov/sites/default/files/opinions-

orders/18-2414.Opinion. 1-7-2020.pdf

Wk <

BEAE | PR | BRERHUIN$ 55T
H I 52 AN PRl
SEEICHR e R e ) J B AR

D. +86-10-6584-6622
M. +86-1350-111-0395

E. meph.gui@glo.com.cn
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HOSPIRA, INC. v. FRESENIUS KABI USA, LLC

Fkbi: CAFC

AR BARHAEIR) . & (PRECEDENTIAL)
HiFES: 2019-1329, 2019-1367

H: January 9, 2020
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Hospira Inc. (“Hospira™) [a] £ A i £ M Ak
XECH AR (“—® KB ) REIFIR, FiK
Fresenius Kabi USA , LLC (“Fresenius”) {2JC T H
8,648,106 S5EEELF| (“106 SLF| ") MLFI,
Fresenius fE— 8 HIHIHFFR, 106 5L FIRIRHIZE K
6 & 0.1 7 WY, IR, fE—®Hd, I
TN — A 2 Ak 2 RAURIER 6 iy « K&y 2%
EARRHE R S TCR . —HEBEAE, “ KL2%”
AR R I A FRFE AR (inherent) | [A]
T2 2.1 2 WY

P — AR CEINERRIZER 6 HEIBR “ K29 2% X
FIFHIE PASM H A B A RHIE C 2 AE B BOR A 3 1)
A, WM,

106 SEFIIARIE R 6 Jy: BUFIZR 1 ] BN
WAL oy, TEE A eSS FEms e s H 24538 | ]2
ZHERIRE R 4ug/mL.

106 5L FIBIRRIZER 1 ;BT 718 S0 24589 AT B
MR R Loy, BT & BB AR hEsE
FEMEE SR G b Al 32 (Rh Ak, R H A S iiA
VIR E R A S iR 5 PAMMER S, HlE
FEFLRENE AR LR = EIE KL 2%,

Hospira | I 2 3 [E B 3 X [ F I 7% B
(“CAFC”) , TN —HIIEREAE HI i [ 45 1 [
FAELURERIR: H, —®HIERANEEMATIR
NHHE DIMNYAEIAE BRI SL il 56—, —
BITRREA LR FT AR < % iy i) & BREARF BRI
(reasonable expectation of success standard) , i dE
IR IRHITFELEARIE ~ (necessarily present)
CAFC #HJ5IA , —HEBON T A HERIAE A
AR RAETR, RIEIZIAE AT DA HARIEER 6 O
WiZ MR 2 g5, R — A,

RBER BB IE R, T —HIRBE AT S A
FARESICHATER A (de novo) , X F—H

e i 1R B S S TA A T ) By HL 2 5 A E B R 1R

(clear error) . JEBERHMH, 5% W R) R 3
THLINEHNE, CERIAEAREEMANE;
MIA AP EAR (inherent) PNZNJE T 3L
[l (W Par Pharm. v. TWI Pharm., Inc., 773 F.3d
1186, 1194 (Fed. Cir. 2014))

= RTAEHIWIEA PRSI RE 5 BRI
BRI HI 8

— AR AT E A TR RSN 2% T 106 5%
I AERLA BORHR 73 (I EHE —— —HH Fresenius
FH DATIE BH [ 4 1 A B A S5 it 451 00 IR AR 35 B A
Hospira H #7125 H 14 (New Drug Application)
8K Fresenius & (L1245 B 1%, Hospira Ay LIAFE
RIJZFKA 106 SLHIRH] S HFHRHRIRR * &
MR, o RIRREAE TIAE R, HMAE
RIHHEWVFARE DURBI 5 drEmAEE 7427,
(Rl it AR 5 JRe A A 7 R AR 1S R 25 08 AN R
15 F DAVERHERA S 1] A5 1 R) e

X T Hospira H) iR 39K, CAFC & % BH i
— B R BEiE A PR A 77 IR R B2
1, SRJGAE B BN — v A B T [E A5 P A
RSN E T TCEE 1R, CAFC NN, 25 W
PEIBSE T A A M R R AW R 2 24 i
I ARRHIE 2 R MAEFE (necessarily must be
present) THMIAHR, BIZHARIEZ WA
BRI R TR A S B REGE R, B
CINNRER S e N SX T8 =N S TATTRZ MW= S a ;D]
B (W Par Pharm. v. TWI Pharm., Inc. 773 F. 3d
1194-1195 (Fed. Cir. 2014) ) . fEMEPHERA IR
SEHEB A A IRHLTELE (necessarily present) ”
W6 £ PN 2 I, BT DA A Ah &R UE #8 (extrinsic

P AR AR T 106 5L HIAURI BRI,
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evidence) , RIfHIZAMIUESE A 5 N2 A £
K, TRAIAEA. JF H, RKHANSERRANK
SRR G R T UEBHE A M (W Alcon Research,
Ltd. v. Apotex Inc., 745 F. 3d 1180, 1186 (Fed. Cir.
2014) o EXHEARIMAER, Ho] DLHRAHA
Wr Bl BRI RN G, BB —INE, RBl
5 HRIR KA P AR AN T RRIZK 6 BUYELE,
#EIt, CAFC A& — i LRk #iE Hospira B NDA
1 Fresenius ) ANDA H ARSI A BAR £ 4 41 e
[i] P ) A E T TR IR,

1% TR, CAFC t— 5 H| W —w LB AR HE b
oS | RE N (iR YN sp i R T Ly P
FHX— AR SN E T BUA R, CAFC AN
—HIEBAEEE 20 MEARRESE, IENIES,
U UEIR T H RS S AR R 5 1R

= R AnABAE I A PRSI R 5 A
TEIGEHIE bR R DL . TAIE PR e mi 5 WA

—HIAGAE AT G TE AN, 233 2.
SRR M IS INE © KZ) 2% BORFHIET. « 98
Wi AE " TIABORY, HERIEZAN, —8 kb
&3t — 25 53 M1 1 Hospira fY) NDA Fil Fresenius (]
ANDA H A5 B RE A5 — R BOR N B3 & B i
ORI DASEER “ RE) 2% (IR FFIE, CAFC A,
— B TRIE A 1% 70 W 154 [ 1 ) 40 e o T . T
2 WPE 3 B < X DAY & B  FRUETRIA] 1o
A WEATERSL, WITEH ST HIMR SR X K
DG BRI 7, B IRGERT I ) R — 25

IHRABER, REWL, CAFCIANILHIR
RXMERIHFN, A RGECRES D0
Hreb et < IRHOAAAE ” P E A ERAZ,

= R EBE T I A E B RIA
e IER

FEHE T — AR T B RS iNe
ZJa, CAFC #—Hi\h, —WiEbisT EidIA
SE AT AR R 6 B R 5 WAL R 25182
IERRY,

IRBEUiH, A2 A C I, (ERURIZER
HFIMA— N EARER B EREE, FFA RS
TE M ESR M 2 Wik, SR E 5 Eai
i — D ICRARPNE R Z SMAIEANESR, T
TE RO ZER Pl s 2 S BRRRFIER, R m e (A
In re Kubin, 561 F. 3d 1351, 1357 (Fed. Cir. 2009) %),
AE, BRIEESR 6 HFARFI M SFAENE %
AU~ 3R,  IRARNINAEATHY S8 A20E PE R BOR R
fit, HREE TSI BRSO RRE T, XA
SIREBABRPENE AR, Fit, CAFCIAN
RRIEER 6 AN T 2% R ZE I AREAUFIEK 6
IDWAE S TARZ R/ R RPN T N Ay oF1 S

M, #E

HEETHEP S « BA M SO
“REAIT T 2, B, T AEHIE SR
P AT B AR IZ S ATIL B SR N,
B ER TR BARGURII B RN RIS, REHH
W EHEM, =IO SO ERNE T %5
AL 75 T O FRIE RTRSE A R —E JE Ko
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B, ST A R A bR R 5 T 5
WPEHIWTI R TR, CAFC KRB, 18 R.0fi 5 W5y
Freb, A PR AT DO — BRI BTRUNZORBR
RHIE, 7 [ PE AT bR 2 SR RHIE R X B
“IRHIAEAE 7, B RIATRORH E IR R Y
TLRHGHIHRER 7 HEAMEEHIESE, WA
I JC e PO S 11 22 DA ] i b i R ) << 0f BB )
SERE 7 A THE,

AN MERERR T T2 CAFC X T & A
P ) ) 5 PE AT HOA BB, CAFC NN, X 8L
AHRPEANEFRINE S T L M, ity
R BRI A T B — TR A S SR,
T — WGBS, 5 W& A
PEINE R G IR Z I, IRBEE Je iy ie — iRkt
T A PRI I TR TR A LR S, 2R
Ja R — AR T T IR E R S SAE
A E IR,

BEA, X T RE A A BOR Z SIS R
A U I8 A 1R B ), A 58 ARz CAFC H: At 4] 431
(BEAIRT 5 H) CHHH CAFC JT IR it fn)
HHERE, TF 2018 4 Monsanto Tech. LLC v.
E.I. DuPont de Nemours & Co., 878 F.3d 1336, 1345
(Fed. Cir. 2018) &+, FABE VT “ EBLA SR
5 W AUEB S YEINE s 1E Schering Corp. v.
Geneva Pharm., Inc., 339 F.3d 1373, 1377 (Fed. Cir.
2003) H1, CAFC [AFEIN N TEESRINA FERA &
S PR E A RHE. JFH, RIASRERRANE &

()& R SCAE AT B T UERHE A P, 1E 2012 4R
Alcon Research, Ltd. v. Apotex Inc., 687 F.3d 1362,
1369 (Fed. Cir. 2012) £& 1 Telemac Cellular Corp.
v. Topp Telecom, Inc., 247 F.3d 1316, 1327-28 (Fed.
Cir. 2001) %81, CAFC ¥7383d L FIAN B 24 H]
WrlE A PE R, BRIt 2O, IEBEH BRI E T
BRENB SRR, EARZRED, NHER6 E
RIH LR BT < FEARIR & il P A e Lt
WENE ... TE A I A7 I PR AR A AT 1 1 R B
(discovery) 7, MFHARMMAE B EHIHHIHORRHIE,
CAFC 7873 % JE IR Ol 5 A — B IEBE N E I
AFERH AR IR

CAFC H PR iU
http://www.cafc.uscourts.gov/sites/default/files/opinions-

orders/19-1329.Opinion. 1-9-2020.pdf

R :

BEAE [ &R | PREREI 557
P IR 5 A ROl A
SRR e i e i B A

D. +86-10-6584-6622
M. +86-1350-111-0395

E. meph.gui@glo.com.cn
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GENENTECH, INC. v. HOSPIRA, INC.

LRt : CAFC

A RA RGO : 72 (PRECEDENTIAL)
FiFES :2018-1933

PR : January 10, 2020
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AZ, ERELANIE T RAE RTINS
BU A AE TR 0 B A B L RN K02 75 TE 3
I, F2ATEE 1 2 E L AR b R L AR B
FZERZ (“PTAB”) FfiHFIEIUE & BA L
UEFEAHE

AREIBEELFIZ Genentech, Inc. (“Genentech”)
FIfA Y 7,807,799 SREEH] (“799 SEH]”) .
799 SEMZIEIL EEFT A SEHZEEMABTRE
alifi AR HA &G CH2/CH3 JE[F & [ i ) — &
Tiik, HPRESR 12— BRESR, AR
< —RpRali S CH2/CH3 R & FH R 5 1%,
S AR E R RS E TIREEE DR
27 10°CEI K2y 18°CHUE FI i A SEHMIZEMH 7, 1%
TGN THRAR A EMEEN—MS0H: &
HEL A SERENIE RS, EHR A IR
BRI 5 R DER I BUR, 799 5L FTTTEBTE
T8I O TR T D B SRR EE T A SEFIE
FR& B F R A 24051,

X799 5 &
MR 2 77 B E R ICUAE T (nter Partes
( “IPRFEF 7 ) i, PTABIA N 799
SEHHIE 1-3 TR ZR K 5-11 BAH 2R
B WO’389 S-E&F|HiE T van Sommeren 5 A [
N 558 (Anticipation) ; B¢ [K WO’389 5 % Fi
H & 5 [F] H AP G BOR B9 E5 & miA8 Dy T imi 5 WL

(Obvious) , MK, FAF L2 3L EBKHIK
b BifiERE (CAFC) |, TEBi4ER: T PTAB FYFER,
N HIR A L UIESEKYE,

1£ Hospira, Inc. (“Hospira”)

Review)

CAFC WA RE, BE, 799 SERIRN
CH WO389 SER e, &K WO389 S F
MBI % W, 58—, K IPR #/FiEH T 18
G327 IPR HIEER CREZIATE)  (AIA) JififT A
AR LR R S IE R EE RS A B IERE,

— X FWO38 5 & Fl W & %
(Anticipation) [}

WO’389 S LR 4 7 — R4l 1G 2K
RrEdUA (FIFZES CH2/CH3 BRI E FR)
W78, S IRIMERE B R A SEREN, I
FiRETLE, WO389 #i8E T — MBS B
KRR 7R (HCCF) BT RN ZG, B
ZAEHUARREDESR < Bl F 22 o 6 HCCF 34T T
. FH “ a2 EEERE (18°C-25°C) Nt
177 ZIEETEHEIE 799 SERIMREEE (R
10°C - K& 18°C) fAAEH AT,

CAFC B /el 7 H &Ry (e &5 Je Al e
M) 1E H., CAFC 5| B T Ineos USA LLC v. Berry
Plastics Corp., 783 F.3d 865, 870-71 (Fed. Cir.
2015) %, INNEBA SR EE 7L A H G
BA—BEFEESIVER, WRMERA
ERMMES, WETAI P2 IAE TR IERRE
FOR b, —HEHPRAE @S I “EEES
I UER 5 e AT, N AN SS UE UE R H
P 5K T DN T HOR B (R rT R 1) T &
2 XREEM, (M EL DuPont de Nemours &
Co. v. Synvina C.V.,, 904 F.3d 996, 1008 (Fed. Cir.
2018))

AZErh, PTAB i\l Genentech AR BEZSUFIER
bR« BB, Xit, Genentech FFARTE LiFH
R 51, Genentech 7£_LIFHh#Hk kY2 PTAB it
TE IS EBREE R R SR FHELIAE, Genentech
N, WO’389 5L Fl Hr [ 1 JE YE G 115 %%
MRS SR E, mAFE TR
HCCF AL EPRYIRJETEE; T 799 5 L H P AviR
FEJEEINR S L SRR E, W E AR, IR
H{, H PTAB ¥ WO’389 5 & Fl| i i i £ Vi ]
fE R L S VIR IR B YE 2 SRR A




s\ IR IRk U E B OFT
2/ GLOBAL LAW OFFICE

SEETFHFIEL 2020 4 25 141/ 1 AT
U.S. Patent Case Review January 2020 Issue

£ IPR R, A& XI5 & R UE A AR
JETERE R BAR S SORR T AR E W, WI7#IA
Al HCCF SR HAYI R B Es, —FFaaAbT 37°CHIFR
Eirp, {HLEEAE F, Genentech 77 & FKINN,
B 52 56 28 3 & h 18°C -25°C, HCCF ff 73 YR
JEWA—ELE 18°C -25°C, T T4~ HIR%
BE, mRARNIERKE HCCF A=K
THOT, BEERN G — B2’ WO'389 &5
& I 2SR fgRe o vl DATE & T 2 IR AR B R4
HCCF, Tfij Hospira NI\ WO’389 5 & fi|rp « 5
i (18°C-25°C) ” zRIAMi 2 RIERHITEN
5L A SERI BT RIS, AR ISR A i Rl o i
I, EiEHRRANEY, JH, fEPiksE
AU, FHITHRIRIR, ALEREARN RS
PR SERS NOZTE IR JE 1T, Hospira JEFFR,
MTESRIME SR E S EIR AR Z N, WO0’389
SEMRE N Z (A—8H) \E. Tk
RWTTERBEWRA—B AL, PTAB ZE T T
WLRUE %R AS Hospira N ERIUEA, ¥ WO’389
5 ) P ) T T L R O A & P ) L Y
TS L 58 T B B S5 1

CAFC Xt It M@ AT 7 P, IR, &oe
] 7 J8 T S S W) A, AL o iR B 7 AL T PTAB (1
HERESALFEUEYE (substantial evidence) X HF
(& In re Rambus, Inc. 753 F.3d 1253, 1256 (Fed. Cir.
2014)) o GNSR—AEAFVE B4R N AT RERERZ I
UESRE A T SRR IR, IR A X R s 2
SRUEHE S HFY, CAFC N, BRAEE2TLAE
KSR, AELRIEARRHIMR N, PTABH
POEREE Z 1T DR LRIEAN (I Yorkey
v. Diab, 601 F.3d 1279, 1284 (Fed. Cir. 2010)) , Tfi
A PTAB RA5 1 Hospira Y& R UE N2 A HE
KR, AR, FEAE L R E RO BRI T
R (L, PTABIAEAUMIZER 1 FIBUFIZER 5 1
WO’389 S HI 5 e A L UL ST

—. AT WO 389 SEFIR w5 Wk

TE M 5>, Genentech k% PTAB Fli 15 Hi Y
BRI SR 1 [ WO°389 5 & Fi| it 4% 28 119 1l [ 7d
Bl R A WM 2 WA 2 4518, CAFC 5] A6 5
W, R ERIBORZRANIA BORRAUR) 25K
ZIfFfE—EEE, WA XEE P &E
&, JA[UEMIRIE (prima facie) @i % WA,
RGOS, M EERMBAREZIETE, I
BHNH T RERA AN RS WK,
YRR HERE M 2 WA IR 773K, — RO IERA AL
FIEOR ARG B2 R R B R B2 55 —FhZ ik
MRS S8 (BT EE) RNy 2k &
BEHMH (result-effective) , (U E.I. DuPont
de Nemours & Co. v. Synvina C.V., 904 F.3d 1006
(Fed. Cir. 2018))

1 EiFH, Genentech FF A~ i B¢ il & /& — 1
MERERNE R, HEINN, BERNRASH
T PERRE PG B 3R e e 49 ik 9 T g P A1 3R
fE (RmAXRIEIA BOR T B = &R S
AR ZOR PR IRETEE) . Bl HATEKR
FRE, AR O e PR A5 FH A T A B FR 4liA
DXTEWOEAR A B, JEIRRAE T R
BEHRARNBEL, Am, 72 Tk, &
HCCF B E =TT, A S EAR
A AR E 1, Hospira 7 PR SR, REARIEEAET
WAL WA REEILEE BT A %5, PTAB %
J& T Genentech HYUEHE f5 I\ HOA B A W1
Py, BEHRERAIACRIZ R R We389 5% fl|rh
YA L R BRI AR T A =i #e b, 9F
H, CAUEEUERZAT R E Al 15 8 456l
CAFC # 5%t PTAB B I2INE T LAAR]L, A
4 PTAB [ FIRINEREHEIRY, A ERIEYE SCH,
HONRTAXRIZE K 1 K WO’389 5Ll A & ifi
5 Wik,
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=. T IPR FPHIA 5N

Genentech IAJN 799 5 & F R ALEQISL T IPR il
JER) CEERIRTE)  (ATA) Wi Z B AR %A,
¥ IPR F2 P M MEIE FH T 799 S5 & R [ K FE 5
BB LB IE R “Taking Clause™ , CAFC X IH7FA
THo

WFEFRMENE, CAFC IR, WIHALEE
PHIY Celgene Corp. v. Peter, 931 F.3d 1342, 1356-63
(Fed. Cir. 2019) R fRFERY, AIA A2 DARGT BTG
IPR 12/, (HE M [RIFES 32T #75 ERA L AR

(BARD WILRTCRRET . RE PR F2FH Lidts
Jr 2 BIA X, {2 CAFC EAE X B FFA 2 i
SLPIERE S, KR PR #2758 H T AIA Z R
FRRAS A EENB (W L& Celgene Corp. v.
Peter (Fed. Cir. 2019) &, CAFC Ffii\ T i 52 P Hb i
H IPR B P AN R FETEE T, B LBIESR D
=4R) o ARZFEM Celgene EAHLL, 799 5L FIAIFL
RNAELRIA RN B E AT AT %% Al a] gefth N T
TGO, SRR DA E B AT L IE A
PR TR E HA R, Ktk MAE LR RN
BIC AR BN IR UEIE bR, JEId IPR F2%
BENZLRARNE, A AEER R,

M, fE

ZRMEIRIREL T CAFC fEAa ARG It K xd
PTAB (1A 7 ABTEEANIA AT, HEAHA RN S0
SERP AR OGEELE . AEVRIARUT T RUEARS
PWERRBEFLME R NP EELRIEI S, CAFC
NN, BRAESEICEEEELSIR, PTAB ARIRE

HYRERE-TTERIEANIES, HIXBOS T A
RIGH TR EE,

REN T NRBEGUENLERMBEITE —ES
ZAfr{E, CAFC 5| In re Peterson , 315 F.3d 1325,
1329 (Fed. Cir. 2003) ZZ5 1, 4IIAHABEEITE
Bl AR Z R SEEE R AN, B AR e
MRS, HIA[YP (prima facie) A7 % Wi,
B SEAEE, FIUERIZSBOFARPON 2R 4
RAMM), EAZRES, EAMSETEE RGN
MERARUN, PTAB Z & TG EARP E e
T (S0 AIRex A=A 5gm, JFah& HAth
SRINE RERIER N RV e IR ENZIEER 145
REARE,

CAFC HJYF i .-
http://www.cafc.uscourts.gov/sites/default/files/opinions-

orders/18-1933.Opinion.1-10-2020.pdf

R :

BEAE [ &R | PREREI 557
P IR 5 A ROl A
SRR e i e i B A

D. +86-10-6584-6622
M. +86-1350-111-0395

E. meph.gui@glo.com.cn
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LRI R PR Y
BHEH (merger clause) ZHERUR

I AE PR 553K

MOLON MOTOR AND COIL CORPORATION v.
NIDEC MOTOR CORPORATION

Fkbi: CAFC

B EAREAYSE): &2 (PRECEDENTIAL)
FIRES: 2019-1071

HI: January 10, 2020
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A £ #, E ik A Molon Motor and Coil
Corporation ( “Molon” ) % 3 [E R 7% £ M
At X BX H 7% Be By 4] PR 1] Nidec Motor Corporation
( “Nidec” ) 2t LI, fE—# A, FHA
TN AL X ERFSTE RN, Molon ¥ T 2006 45
Merkle-Korff Industries, Inc. ( “Merkle-Korff” ,
Nidec i) BITHHL ( “ <2006 FEHHL) 7 )
Hp & A& K, Molon A 15 B
Nidec fJLHHE 6,465,915 SEEEH ( “915 5%
AM” ) EHEMLRBOYHAERREIFA, 1L
UFH, Molon 3K, W78 T 2007 5 ATEITHM
i (¢ 2007 D 7 ), HTHEHABLE,
K5 MR R —FRET (subject matter) JRRLHT2HE
PR 2007 FEHM) BUR, AEARL 1 {2006
PO 5 <2007 FEHRO FISRAIAHIE, K1tk 2006
M) B8 2007 M BUK, (2006 FEHH)
R IR E TR,

AR AR 2006 W) 5 (2007
W) BE AR —HR (subject matter) FUMRRE,
HET AW B S AR IR AR 2006 £ 2 A
{2007 £EWI) TR,

1E CAFC RUHIER, ZEGEERIEIINN,
REW R G FRRERE N L (3 M, (K
Volt Info. Sci., Inc. v. Bd. Of Tr. Of Leland Stanford
Junior Univ., 489 U.S. 468, 474 (1989)) (2007 4E
PR 25 HARSE G A Ve N IR R A T R A
B, R, B BAZNTRADR €2007 HEHR)
29 78 BRI Bl AH 5 P I 255K, R 2 Hr i
FREYT BE L, HEATERE MR N IR,
B[R] AR ARAE & [R] 55K ) BARTE 5 RIB A B AT
fiEeRe, RN BATE 5 3R0AR M58 5 & SCRE i 4 A
MERMNAWER, (W Gallagher v. Lenart, 874

N.E.2d 43, 58 (I11. 2007)) ItAb, FRIEFM
BETRIN AN G FAR RS I T3 iz 80 F
WAz,

AR ZBUE B EWHE—S I, KEH,
RN €2006 4EFRIL) 5 2007 FE R N
[Fl—hri, BAKBRHDY, <2006 WMD) FREFR
915 SLEFEHLUPIE R, L HH) S E Dy 3
[, FrEh R 9 & A R AR 7= Y 7 S AR A,
ELA NS T it ) 5 B T S A T AR AT, 13,
{2006 4EFHL) HHIAE F XL E Molon 7t
VF Merkle-Korff St 3¢ % ] (1 A 2 s H & Al
BUZFD , HFHAREHH Molon 2R (exclusive)
5% F Merkle-Korff 52 it AH 5¢ & F AR, AT UL,
WA 8 TARRIZAL, 1 <2007 4EHME0)
HHIRETERAE O RN, BRI NS 915
5 FIALE Y 3 ] S H At E R TR & A
MLRRTE, TR ESLETE B F BRI, AR
) STt R i A2 72 B T O EL A LE I 0K SR 77
e/, HEMEETEN R Edig, Ak,
ZIGETR T 1 Merkle-Korff 7 Molon X 4 %€ T
7305 Bl PR AL 2% B RAUR AR AA T A SR H 4
BUAT I BEAT AR, v UL, PR ORI A7
fEMZ 7SR, FHAMIFEL,

{H Reyna I BEEAZ T 5 ZHIEBEHFHERM
)ﬁ, ﬂﬂi}\yﬂ, £ €2006 FEHIL) ':F', Molon %%
T Merkle-Korff fEATAM T 7 52 915 5 £ FI &
FIVFRT; mifE <2007 EHPI) A, Molon #&ZF T
Merkle-Korff 7E#E 7550 915 5 LRI LHIVF
Al RS RE AT S2E 915 S &R L FVFA],
FRIGARTE], A, <2006 SRS RMigE <2007 4E
PRS0y FTEUR,

%, CAFC AP, ARINA] {2006 4F W)
5 €007 W) trRIMHEE, <2006 FEHRIL) K
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#2007 4EWRX) BUR, <2006 FEHNL) AR

TR o

= T

HARAIW, &I, ARPFHFHEE
IR R TR (D) M, i 2 & R AT
BAATRREMNTE (F) IR R MR A (e R T
FRATRUE RS, & RS BATE S Rk Sz Rkid
RIS SR SON IRRER S B, R, fERES
I, RNERHTRLTT, YIRS R E R
Rk, Rl H AT EREFIX 55, 1%
A [l HAl 7 R RO 2R S 1 B A I RAAFRIR,
TUAERORHE, RERH,

I, NTFHREESFEE “SRRN" (W&
[ “HRR” 2EMEER) BRE, SRPK
TBT5 S BUERUR] 55 [ 258 35 v RE RN IHE &
[FIBRAIEISCHE, BAZIL MV AT HR, VAl AIPE,
LHREE, TRRKCHETEE, % ML~
AR B L 4EBUBRI SR O “FRid”
MR E N, BN, FHEFA (exclusive license)
S APME AL VF ] NS v NRIBUON 55 %5
FIHEFFEERERIX A, W INRAFRR, * 340,
BIEE & R 22 R Rl — LA, AHAn M & 18 73 5l
B HoAt % R 7 A2 B R X, 3@ B I I & TR
JEAFIFRE

°JOHN C. PAUL, D. BRIAN KACEDON; MINDY
L. EHRENFRIED. Exclusive Patent Licensees Lack
Standing to Sue for Infringement Without the Patent
Owner if the License Agreement Contains a Fixed Term
that Expires Before the Term of the Licensed Patent and
the Licensor Retains a Reversionary Interest [OL]. [2020-

01-28]. https://www.finnegan.com/en/insights/exclusive-

patent-licensees-lack-standing-to-sue-for-infringement.
htm1?news=494a801d-b63c-40c1-a86a-c2d8bb3da8e0.

A, EONEERE, B BUokE—H
WA Se 2k E T A R R WAk, HHER
W K BIAE Se WM R AE e I 5 28 F sk R TR TR

, IMER, Kb, WTEAERNA Bk
Fok ARG B TRR L, RS HE I RS X al [A] — =5
WRIAE S PO S5k T B R, 3R — B 3
FFELE G B RPN ELRES R, B2 / BANRE
B BBETESE P R SO TR Z e, B
TENERIHET A2 S, A% H 4%

CAFC HIPYF i WL«
http://www.cafc.uscourts.gov/sites/default/files/opinions-

orders/19-1071.Opinion.1-10-2020.pdf

P ENEUTH

BEAE | AN | BRERHTSE55
P IS A ROl A i
SEIRIBH I A B HH RE B AR A

D. +86-10-6584-6622
M. +86-1350-111-0395

E. meph.gui@glo.com.cn
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EBETCAE L RNRBOR AR H
L PTAB W% R0 2 G530

PERSONAL AUDIO, LLC v. CBS CORPORATION

#HokbE: CAFC

B EA KRB : & (PRECEDENTIAL)
FiFES: 2018-2256

HILHW: January 10, 2020
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ARZEH, Personal Audio, LLC ( “EFFIFN” )
B4 CBS Corporation ( “# EUFAN” ) T 2013 4
TEFE 5= BN AR XI5 ( “—#ikke” ) 2
T ERZBOR, ik IR AMRIE T E FIX
Nk 8,112,504 SEE LA ( “504 SLH” ) =
BRIEFRL ( “HARBORIAZR” ) o BEHEEIAE,
WREA WA ZRAR, HERAIX =T
FEREIMRBAT AR, RIE T EEERRR G

(U.S. Patent and Trademark Office) HJ3EE L H|H
A5 LikZERZ (Patent Trial and Appeal Board)

( “PTAB” ) H&HMR, XJLIAFIE R ICRK,
IZIN IR L CAFC 4EFF, B0 HARPURIAR,
— AR E N IR NA RIS AR, A
2% CAFC 4EH%,

HARKWL, EL RN 504 5 L FIE 1
FIRARELMERRIAG, RINE=ANT 2013
EERS 504 S LRI 31-35 WIRCFIZERIGE 1%
T EHERTICHFERF (Inter Partes Review) ( “IPR
" ) o RE PTAB T 2014 4F 4 AR IPR 217
T LR, H—8 REBR ST 2 H PR IR AL
RIAR, EHAEHELRTH ERAZGRIE T
504 SEHIAIEE 31-34 B ZR DARGX T LITTAF]
ZORMAERNE, 2014 429 A 14 H, FEaHTEIR
BORIAREHIAN, CBSRILT 504 5L Z A
[R5 31-34 TAHI 2R, H CBS ARAESR AL
B WAk I BIESE (clear and convincing evidence)
UERASE 31-34 WA Z RN TER. T2, BEH
HOAE, # bR AR LR E—E =17

(1,300,000) FEIT,

2015 4E 4 A 10 H, PTAB X IPR & % 1E tH
L, INE 504 SLFIAYEE 31-35 TR Z KR A
I

( W Electronic Frontier Foun- dation v.

Personal Audio, LLC, No. IPR2014-00070, 2015
WL 13685137 (P.T.A.B.)) LHRIMNANS# LR A
15 [R) = ok B AR AR VA 5 — o BRI,
B F| CAFC At 1% IPR 2 5 1F H i & 35 K
SHH (PTAB X IPR F2 /% 1F H R P nl 2 1 i
% CAFC) , fE44 PTAB X% IPR f2 1 H I #ERk
IR E CAFC Z i, % FIMNIE K PTAB &
WHEL PR f2 7, BEEN: (1) PTAB X IPR 2
JFRHBE R T REERE LB ERPRIILE
Fre 267 57 BE RS o A ORI K, & (2) PTAB
X IPR B PRI R E R R TR EEIEL ABIER
&1 Due Process'” & R, L I ON AT
RARBEME S Fr. CAFC T 20174E8 H 7 HIEH
HIPL, 4EFF T PTAB A PR 2 /% 1F H #Y # 0t,

(WL Personal Audio, LLC v. Electronic Fron- tier
Foundation, 867 F.3d 1246, 1253 (Fed. Cir. 2017))
Mg, LRI CAFC HI P 35 E B B =
Bkt ( “SCOTuS” ) fRHIEH HIE, SCOTUS
HoE R\ L RN PR HE

2017 FE 12 H, % T CAFC 4E ¢ 7 PTAB Xf
IPR PR R O, — iR SR BRI A
B IR NSLRR R — ik E R . 7 SCOTUS #;
BB 0] L AN G TPR F2 3 5T PR FE T RIS 2 )5,
W5 F 2018 4E 5 H 29 HM—8 iABeE 5 7 it &
. —HIERET 2018 4 7 A 11 HAEHIS#E LI
NBFRIRHIR,

10 2 SR HABIE R Due Process TLEEHEME
B S BIR, 5 S SCRR AR LB R R B4R
A7 HEHMFBR, BINEIREE,

WO S E PR I A B P L, IS AR
FikEEARIT T 2019 4E 5 H 9 HARRM X E (EE R
R BERIRPEAT 5 9555 70 % —— EERCE L R IR
IRIARRIERSME? ) 2 “Z. REPIR R IEbE
#ilJ¥ & Fourth Estate ZEHIZFHE" .

17
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fE AR BORIARW LR, T RBNE X
PTAB INER “504 5L FIMYEE 31-35 TR 2R
RIER” R T BEE, JF 5Kk PTAB MU RIE R
THTUEEZENE; I, TR —
HIEBERRYE PTAB 3 E I — s g2 iy 1
JREE, HARTE, CAFC INHHEAEEBIRIAR
(1) LR A TEA TR 5 — 28 PTAB BRI R RE,
H AR S — R E R LR a2 i TR R,
BN G, CAFC AN —H LRI IRIEAZ Z
R, FEERE, —HIEREICRUON PTAB 1 H B # ot
A AT A, fEIT IR 2] CAFC Xt PTAB
VB IO T Rl a &I, CAFC fEH e 43
B 7 B CAFC X PTAB fE 9 AT & )8 L i
B RRAE FENUOX A E NN R S E &
FRURAE, IR F e ds — B IEBE AR Z ok
Eo

—. TIPE

EERERRGPEZERRK, EHIRZER
BB RIFIATPAE RTRES A Y A 5.
Fik, AR EEREFNPORIAY, HE
WA H2 1 R PRI E & F 9K, IEBEAEH ELA]
WU BOR AR, S A b M Y 4 ISR 1 )
HEATHIB, AR N S SR TERLUE Y RN, AR
FERUERITIE 200 H A Y S8 TA AT S, S
KA B S I ) A R T — [ AR B, 7E Celgene
Corp. v. Peter, No. 18-1167 (Fed. Cir. 2019) £, %
FIRN 2421, PTAB £ 77 EHEHIIEHREF
(Inter Partes Review) Wi (EEKWHE) Wifi
R 7L RINE TR, HAT NIER 7 EEE
AR IR IR TR R 2 RFNEN LA TEM = FRLE
{H CAFC 7£ 2019 £ 7 A 30 HIEH AR, TAE X
M AR FEERNE, A RNERIER T
2 i ERERNNTEFET (Inter Partes Review)

AFEMG [T 2T EHERTCI (nter Partes

Review) RS & FMURBORIA M LT[R I
H PRI B B B AR T A, Rl o —A
FEF IR Z 2 55 — MEFIIEZI, Wi, CAFC
HINE T, X277 EEH LRI (Unter Partes
Review) [ BN % J& I 1E PTAB Ml CAFC, H
Z T B BRI T R ARTER SR, HAbkR T
RO AT T3

&a, ERRBOFIASHI 2775 % &R

Je % (Inter Partes Review) B, TE B EH N Y

IRRBORIAR B Z 7T E LR IAET (Unter
Partes Review) H BRI G N)72 % Y [A] -
B4, 1e5 ' ERRBORIA RSN Y B ik,

PAZERF PTAB X [RI R & Fl 2 2 75 5 ¥ L H L

(Inter Partes Review) HIFLILNS, BXFRHL T 1R

HTEE & A= 2 2RI . (1D IRIARH

IERAB SRR ERZHE,; () FIRKPIL
BT XA TE P IR R NI T R AN G B

AR K (3) ARIFIAB N RN 2 S
e xHire e, WARIERE IR R AT 22 5 B
HIHARR 2 1% €55, {E Cywee Group LTD. v. Samsung
Elec. Co. Ltd. et al., No. 2:17-cv-00140 D.I. 331 (E.D.
Tx. Feb. 14,2019) FEH, IEELEFE T A L=
Fh, REP IR, fE Uniloc USA, Inc. v. LG
Electronics U.S.A. Inc., Case No. 3:18-¢cv-06739-JST,
Dkt. 109 (N.D. Cal. Apr. 29, 2019) &, EEFFE
ARYE AR PP SR A P R IR A BRI DRE

LR, YEMERPOFIATHMZ T EHEE
FIFEZK (Inter Partes Review) I, BEFSHEX 7% R
P DA A T kIR IA, FREZ 7T E R LA
% (Inter Partes Review) Z45EH, XL SHUKFES
DX 725 B S A el - F b R VA Y R R AT RE U -
(1) PTAB HYRE)F B 5 T fig R & R 2K fige e
BRI R, H PTAB F2 7 B H BN 535 vl GE
HWIEEHE TSR ENERRE, () 2778
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LRITER (Inter Partes Review) W& Fl#% TR
e, (3) BRI EEREIEE NBE D,
UNSE LS ¢

CAFC AP i WL :

http://www.cafc.uscourts.gov/sites/default/files/opinions-

orders/18-2256.0pinion. 1-10-2020.pdf

IR -

BEAE | SN | BRERHTSE55 i
P D52 = A PRl AR
SRR e i A B 2 AR

D. +86-10-6584-6622
M. +86-1350-111-0395

E. meph.gui@glo.com.cn
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BRI TEBEH T BRI BIFE A
RN LRI RERE RN

|4||

EKO BRANDS, LLC v. ADRIAN RIVERA MAYNEZ
ENTERPRISES INC.

#Hdibe: CAFC

EHBA AV )& (PRECEDENTIAL)
FIRES: 2018-2414, 2019-1086

HHWI: January 13, 2020
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A % i, Adrian Rivera fll Adrian Rivera
Maynez Enterprises, Inc. ( & #% “ARM” ) 1 &
5 8,720320 SR E LA (3205 LH”)
£ ARM T 2014 8 H L H LR Z R E N
H ) 34 b %4 % & 51 = (International Trade
( “ITC” ) M E &R T,
ITC [f] Eko Brands, LLC ( “Eko” ) &K1 7 [
HEBRLAIZE (1%, Eko T 2015 4 (A HE R 7Y [X K
ke ( “—wkbt” ) REMIAZIF, WK%
BERfIN Eko NMRAX, FFIERIEFEHIA 320 5 LA
AIRRIZEK 8, BUFIZER 19 Tk, Wik, —#Hk
BEINE Bko AMRIN, FEHAIN PG IR AR 22 5K R 2 1
2 Wi Je o

Commission)

BR 7 _EREAIAN Z RS, Eko i[RI EEEHH A
%5 8,707,855 SRELH ( “855 SLH|” ) i
UF ARM 1RAX, R A1 8OE ARM R B A b
R4 (compensatory damages) , {HIF KA
9 ARM I AE AR B (willfully infringe) |,
H—H LB RHE AL T2 ARM AT AT PEIG £22 <8

(enhanced damages) o MJ7¥IAARAIR, MIEE
PR E RiFRERE ( “CAFC” ) 2 RiR,

CAFC WUHBEbRIE RS, N TH/IRE LRI
B 5/~ (ury instructions) 17 ¥ # H (de
novo) , A [ B AT ) # R A H S UM E
P& (substantial evidence) » ( M. Abbortt Labs. v.
Syntron Bioresearch, Inc., 334 F.3d 1343, 1349 (Fed.
Cir. 2003)) A T-IRRBE A BUM 3R ) B 22 e 5
W, NT5ZHENERINENHEZSR
BHHHEHIR (clear error) o (U Ethi- con Endo-
Surgery, Inc. v. Covidien, Inc., 796 F.3d 1312, 1333
(Fed. Cir. 2015)) *f T ¥ AR 23K 1 7 WY
SCEBTHBL, N TR B DR R SAE

A H RS BA SRR, (U Intellectual
Ventures I LLC v. Motorola Mobility LLC, 870 F.3d

1320, 1326 (Fed. Cir. 2017))

ARM 1) 320 5L RIFEIR 7 —FiFH T SArmmiHE
AMIHL (40 Keurig WIMEAL) AUISHECAS (adapter)
ZIE R AR AT EE S FH TR TR R s & A W MR
RIBIMER S, ARM 1E L F9K, —HERiRE
B AN 320 S5 E AR ZR 8 FIRUHIZEK 19
P TC RN S AR, RO E 4 RS
HHFE R R R, ARM NN 320 S&H|
[y I (chamber) * — TR S HEREEEY B
FIRZSE” o WMt CAFC [RIE—HIEBERYHIT,
IR o YR E AN RER A, HiX
BEFHABIRZ BN, CAFC IB45H, #HRH
ARM F KA FRAaMERE, W 320 %R rh Y s AR S it
BIREHEHERR, IXAMEOL T, A SCHIX —F KA UE
PEEOR M m, T ARM $REEHUEHE A e DA H
F5k, (W.SynQor; Inc. v. Artesyn Tech., Inc., 709 F.3d
1365, 1378-79 (Fed. Cir. 2013)) ¢ Lk, ARMiA—
HIEBEA 320 S5 EHIBCRIZR 8 FIAUCFIZEK 19 1Y
R RSB, [N, CAFCIN RS HALEINE “Bh
AHRARCE AT 320 SERRTIFFAURIZR I,
K8 1 8 RUIEHE, PEitk, CAFC 4% 7 —Hiik
BefE Y 320 S5 ERIBFIER 8 FIARIZK 19
ST 2 WL TR R

Eko i 855 5 L FIMLHHIR T —FPI&EHC T A FF
PNHE RN EE B, %5 B ] (AL A 7
SR E U R FE R RE RN, ARM NN, —HF
TEBEXT 855 B FIBCFIE R 8" HIMEREAE (LRI,
KW IZMEREIEAR LS “ PRI RIBL” AIEEER,
Kl dt, ARM 3 9K U85 5 T R AE tH R BUA
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Eo. CAFC NN, HIR 855 SELFIFIHURIZER 8 72
27 SRR IHE A I, R SRR LA
SERRIZR R FHEZ —, U RMR %L
HHB RS I8Y) (reference point) o HEIL,
CAFC I\ h—8ikBEk 855 SLRIBRIE R § 45H
IR o A FE R AR SR 1R

Eko Bt — 87 {& B /1 Hi Y AR BOS AR BUA R
fethh B, N —®ER G H BRI SE T “i
B A2 B (willful infringement) ~ [ k% # H $5 7~

( “Jury Instruction 40” ) 1F{E451%, Eko fRiH,
Jury Instruction 40 $5 IR AL T “RERIMELT &S

(especially worthy of punishment) ” fl “M %%
FHRAITH (egregious behavior) 7 MR, XL
R AT RE 5 |5 R FH A HH R A5 B2 37 DURAN &
i VIR W, i A AT A R O3 (AR T i
REUT R ENHERIL CAFCIAH, 4135 US.C.
§ 284 BRARLE 1Y, 72 45 1F H A3 PR s 2 1 O
B2 % B W ARRE I E . (W Halo Elecs., Inc. v,
Pulse Elecs., Inc., 136 S. Ct. 1923, 1934 (2016)) (“Halo
K7 ) o —HEBHE Jury Instruction 40 HHHFH “ff
HMEARFIET” A “BEBHREEATN R
SRZY, B2, CAFCHath, 1EF KRG A+
RN, BOUERIZ AR AERRR B IREE AN 5E
., ( W Verizon Servs. Corp. v. Vonage Holdings
Corp., 503 F.3d 1295, 1307 n.7 (Fed. Cir. 2007)) B4R
Jury Instruction 40 & H R Z YRR, HZE—H
TRBEAE S HAt A O 78 70 R 1 {UE ARM
F W _E B & (deliberately or intentionally) Hf
& LMS O AR U HI W, A, 24— 75 kBT
e 2 s o AT i 2 B R D Hh BB TR B (1 T RN
R R AMEAE S REMS R oL AR R Y R R, (A
Advanced Display Sys., Inc. v. Kent State Univ., 212
F.3d 1272, 1281 (Fed. Cir. 2000)) Eko $2H 11

B2 AUMIBR T Jury Instruction 40 HH“REAIMEIFIET]”
O BECERSRBUT N MRE, FERMPRTES

o OBE (malicious) 7 FFHAWMRMIERIR, Kt
XM S A RE R R AR I R, &5 b,
CAFC N — R LR 48 Hi Y Jury Instruction 40 1
H—DEIR, AMEEAFNEIR (harmful error)
B, OB E R ARSRR AR LA T4
TIPERE L2 R T DAGER

BN ()0

ARFEH, —HIEBER T “WEERT KRG
#4671 Jury Instruction 40 J& 4% 3& E P A
WRIEBEFIM M2 (Federal Circuit Bar Association)
H E R & F) B # Al 5 71 (National Patent Jury
( “NPJI” ) fEHH Y, NPII & 2R TF
Ik CAFC faE IR, (HHEE N E R ZRE M
I B A 7 B RS AR R 3 X T e T V2 A . 7R
AZEH, CAFC B 17 NP 1ESURR LA 7 v A7
TERRIR, HA S T LRGP I 2 A e b i E
1R FRENLE N2 HTR P AU T P s 2 L S IS5 DA
IR

Instructions)

B, THANEEBERNEZEEREHLY
HSZAHETIERS 2 B AR 12 S RIS
TR, EIGA RN, 153 E A
il EE TR, X — = S v — % B AT IAE,
LGN REN FEH A5/~ (ury instructions) EE
Wi, mx T HRINERR D, FIEREHE
HESBEARFEEUEYSE (substantial evidence) o
TEINE R SRR BN, s N2 & HITE L FIAX
e R — DR RN R, WRENGRENRE R
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HBILHAEAE, BIARERIRBUERIN, X2
BERPONER SRR E—PmE, WREN
NBONE A % B UESE UE I H R IR B L R 7 1E,
oM LS5 HAT R — DA, D
HIZ A& BMEHAT A SRR W =L H
FETCRRE . QIERBLTE TERE W 2R L A LRI DL
T, BT, HUATREARIE AT XS,

Hk, TEMRSERNNETRT, “BE67T
PURACNFE T PR G 227 X — 123 (v gl [R] A TS A1
BIUETERN, HEEHHEERNARGREE £
WE R (subjective bad faith) . _EZRiERE A 5L
PR TR B A H AR AT PR S 22 DR 2 5 T BT R
mPOEITHE, HS—RNZE, RIEXER&E
BEfE Halo BHYWEHEGE, EBRTEHIEREG T
RINETIER LN, NRERARNEEMN S
“IRRI AT AR (reckless) 7, & (intent,
willful and wation) . JRJEZAEHBAK] (deliberate
and knlowedgeable) . &R (malice) " 55 T WK
AHR A RE S BUETT RS 200 R 4

CAFC ARSI L :

http://www.cafc.uscourts.gov/sites/default/files/opinions-

orders/18-2215.0pinion.1-13-2020.pdf

ERIEE: CEEET MR AR RS , B R

B0 , 2003 4655 5 4, 55 1-15 0L,

Wk e -

BEAE | PR | FRBREINH 55
Fh SR E A ROl A
SR e TA B H RE B S A

D. +86-10-6584-6622
M. +86-1350-111-0395

E. meph.gui@glo.com.cn
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IPR B2 L BN ANZEHIEA
APEH LR e B

KONINKLIJKE PHILIPS N.V. v. GOOGLE LLC

#Hokbi: CAFC

B EAREHERD: & (PRECEDENTIAL)
FFES: 2019-1177

HULHW: January 30, 2020
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— FWira

A, Koninklijke Philips N.V. ( “%& F
N7 ) XS 7,529,806 5L A ( “806 SLA” )
EHLHN 806 SLFRW K RS ML
IR H R SR AE ZRA TR A [ 8 32 1l
F R REL2IMBHOAFFE A, miiziiR
Nl G RN NI

Google LLC ( “¥¢ EIFAN” ) XL RIFA
i) 806 5 ERIFRE T 277 EHERICHHET (Inter
Partes Review) ( “IPR f2%” ) , 1t IPR f2FHh,
e VR AN FSK TR AT CRL 806 SEA: (1)
BRI R 1-7 F1 9-11 B8O EEHR——SMIL 1.0
BiR—F 5 %% (anticipation) ; Az (2) AR4EFT
JE B GUSA ALE T IE s8R A B SMIL 1.0 $%
ARE—RBPERNR, ACRIZER 1-11 B2 %0l % W
(obvious) o 4 T WiHH M JE B AR K AL T
FEaREARN B — BRI E, 806 5L FIHUF
ZOR 1-11 2R S WE, #EIRASIHT 1%
KA — %N “Hua” B9ELR, {H Hua £K
FHARWE R R At

EEEMHFHAS FIFZEIAS (Patent Trial and
Appeal Board) ( “PTAB” ) tR#E =75 m B2
XFi% IPR F2 /7 HEAT L SEAN AT B, HC PP iy o s 1
FIRARBEIM R TR, B=R0N, &G SMIL 1.0
SR Hua £OR, BAIZESRZGERMZ W, &
2, MHHE (1) SMIL 1.0 BORFIATE AR GURA
EEARN BRI — MR, & (2) SMIL 1.0 £2K
5 Hua £ K, PTAB &R, AT 806 =LAl
BOHIZEK 1-11 RS20 5 WA TER, LRI
IR EIFE CAFC,

B RN %, CAFC HtiRit, fEDk
ESELE (institute) H B PR #2)7 N, PTAB

ARLE R IR AR ER TR B, fEA
Frh, fERE A IPRF2FHEITI S (institution)
i, PTAB #E T “454 SMIL 1.0 iR 5 Hua HK,
RAER 2R CRMAB W o B2, #EIFAR
TR A RUCRER TR IF oA R . R ETRN
5138 1 Hua SR AR N 1 HPIIZER S SMIL
1.0 BERHEZ BT F3 806 S ERITCR. 1EITIEE
IXER 3 BN, CAFC 5138 1 22 [E R i v 12 e
{E SAS Inst. Inc. v. lancu, 138 S. Ct. 1348, 1355 (2018)
KRR, IR, EIN, 2TEWE
FMICMFEF (Inter Partes Review) BT FHYE ] W
S EIEAROIE, 1A H BN R IUE, H
TH NAEH B IE A I E BARIR— I L A RN 22
REE “PRHPRER” fe iz “BRER” BY) HRAEARTE,
Rk, CAFCIANA, EUREREILE (institute)
W PR f2 5, PTAB 5iRHI#E & 7 4% LR A
ARAEH L RTEREFE R, R B AR G 1R 2
N RN IR,

RE CAFC TN N PTAB 1E & 27 [ 7 (19 TN 5E
RAFAERR, B2, CAFC REIELIE EH#HT
PTAB BRI, FiAh, PTAB Hifis SMIL 1.0 £%AK
AT AR TR 35 T R AR N 53— R M0
INIE 806 5L F K @177 5 WL TCRL, X2 i 5
B,

BT DA BRI RIESN, ARRIEH 5 —MEEK
TR, TEARKH A, ERANG W,
2T B HERIAET (nter Partes Review) X
A2 B BOR R IR T-I06 L RIFN 405 Hi i,
HAHE R, Xk, CAFCiAN, RE
2 EHERNICMALEFE (Unter Partes Review) X
Al A BOR R IR T30 L RIF 405 Hi k),
B2, SiHE R ERERN A BT S0H
R RS WK, FHAIRHERRATEAR N G
HIRT DA &, Lhr b, GEEEANR) H35Us.C
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§ 103 LA AT LRI S “HERm 2 W 2 %
KAMUERT ALK, mHEXWENS “HiFE
FIS AR Z B2 52 BB RN, DASUTER
A LRI, 12 3 RV R0 L B SR ST AL A
BB N RIS 2 A2 i W™ o 5k,
HIEERSMARRZANEZRZGSBPIEY
FIA T 225 TIF 8RN 5k Ui 2 . 1 & UL,
BT iz N RATREE S, (W Dow Jones & Co.
v. Ablaise Ltd., 606 F.3d 1338, 1349, 1353 (Fed. Cir.
2010)) #¢ EIR A TSR, R SMIL 1.0 HIARFHF AR
% 806 LR F—HEENE, H806 5L F|5
SMIL 1.0 £ R & ] 1 22 50t Tl Jg BoR SUs
BRI GOk VLR B 5 W, ARG TR
BHAR A BRI BAM SMIL 1.0 7 AR HE 8 i 75 21 806
SEREAR, CAFC A LR AR F5K T BUAA],
[Rlft, CAFCiAN, PTAB fEHHIAZRN#E T
JEHARGUR EA E BB AN B Z AR, X
Nz, ‘fa, BRI, PTAB fEHIIAE
HAB T UEIER X H. CAFC B A T & FIFY
NIy F5K, FHINE, PTAB fEHIERIRE 7S
(ISR S 5

=, fAbE

MAZH BATATLAES], CAFCIANTEZR
TTEHLRILRFEF (Inter Partes Review) A,
PTAB TE Pl /2 75 YL 2RI A, L PRSI
JRIBR T IR 7 BB B2 H & R e3R8 e B VG
FEARTARSE H1 15 12 AR TE HEATH B ASREX
FE AR T RURE HEA T W B, (R, AT
2 EHERILEFET (nter Partes Review) [
HIE AR YL, R Y fE B i A2 7 I e B A A
HITCRHE 5 AR e AR H RO B R TR A
AR R

MNEMBNEZ T EHERNICERER (Inter

Partes Review) 2 HHIIRREMEZ BREFHF LR /R
MR” TEA LAY, RiEAERTEL “i%
LR H P8 SR G B A s R R 5
e W VRN, SR L RITERZ K,
HREEFEDHIER (BFERIESH)

CAFC 5L L :
http://www.cafc.uscourts.gov/sites/default/files/opinions-

orders/19-1177.Opinion.1-30-2020_1524001.pdf

IR <

BEAE | &0 | PREREI 55t
P IR 5 A PRl A i
SRR et e i A

D. +86-10-6584-6622
M. +86-1350-111-0395

E. meph.gui@glo.com.cn
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AR R

FRI L R BUEHEESS, A R EFISEE A AR
AL BEAE, At T oy R E VAR L ERTR P AOR A ST BAEF (5 337 HE)
HRR A EIRSS, RIRTGSEE DO fe TR th 2 B3 B (0 B T LA A
PPN Z —, AEFIREEAMMNALX, FEINARX, I, IR X,
AR DN AL X SR DR BE R thE B, Ak & R AU R
(R ZHA AR ORI PR R, CUPEELTRIEAShSS
FEEPFRIRBR= ORI, 32BN [E 5 IMATR = B 23 WO 45
SHONEMETR, ERITNEHEZEHMS (ABA) HEFI
HAERARTIWRS, T 2018 RIS EEFIM SRR 20
KE “RHIF TR .

MR . meph.gui@glo.com.cn

BT PAEREIN S S5 A AL BT AR AN, ERRI M
TR BOEENESS, FRACBRRVATR AR FRLAR I MR bR, E VR
LR wARE, WIS, RAIE S 5843518 2 77 i RFRIF &
TTECRIFSE, HEAh, RS IS S H A b, RIS L ET
FEARVR AR A H o % PR A EIRSS, W AR BSR4
FIRLRIL, AR AR 5 518, R BURSBR R, R RS &
WS,

HB%E . winnie.wang@glo.com.cn

FRIMBBLSRAT, LS T HRS S AL IRIES
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R

AERTHIMEE55 Pt
=SEV 1AV EPRE N | S

PRERERIT = 55 B4 A b A B IR RN 7 SR R 55 14
A, REZHENIFEEIN, B&ETILSeses s,
RERE N2 PR T AL, BRI E AR = A SR
BIEHEIRSS, AR R P S ERT S TER,
TR ARSI DA (3658 [ R A A
RS BN 5383 [ s 5 A v LA S [ g A B
%, Kt Tk 7RSSR E R RIS BOAEL 17
WahZs, misgpBpIRsceES, HxtRE el E %S
Sk A4 i AR BN SE TR AR AR 337 THE R
AHFERLERER, AH AR AR FE SR
girdi, NEEEEMERT SRS .
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RS i

JRAYL . PRERAT 55 A (R BN AR S T BRI, REIRERAR S5 BV AT, AR AAME DU el
IATART 75 AR s AR AT SZ AN R I

ot AR SN A AR S35 IO A S SRR, AR (URIEAR & 9 2 s 2 A T
fi BRI R P B RS BRI SR AT M N BT 05, WS TRZA R WA L BN, %A
HAMRBERE L N L FREAH ),

HRARTRATT
BRGSO, an] DOE AR 77 s R T,

WERAI ST (ALt 25E)

LA EARH X R E R 81 SHERHIL 1 S5 FH 15 2 &20 2
B4 : 100025

HLIE: (86 10) 6584 6688

fEE: (86 10) 6584 6666

FHHE: global@glo.com.cn

ek S (ki)

LT R INER 150 S8 KM 5 545 26 B
fil&: 200021

FEIG: (8621)2310 8288

fEHE: (8621)2310 8299

FEHB: shanghai@glo.com.cn

WEREm RS (GRYID

TR TG LU X 7R R KT 9668 ST EHAE B ¥ 27 |2
4w : 518052

HHLIE: (86 755) 8388 5988

fEH.: (86 755) 8388 5987

FHHE: shenzhen@glo.com.cn
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