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Chart 1. Patent case filings and grants
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LA AT A RPN BRI RF I AAR O RE R E
7o URER I 2 i g ¥ £44% (Trade Secrets) £27 & T g s
(Unfair Competition ) i 5& » % & B2 132 g fFehgerd > @ 2 o e g og
Rk g 2 % (Sherman Act) #R41EVF 5 23 ST ga ek L 0miog 4
Bolen? 2T REZR FHIREE Y RS B LR BRI A
Pt B IR0 F 3 EF W — I B R R b AT N PN A

VBRI T R AEE 0 S A E AL 5 4T L 1F (Supplemental Jurisdiction ) -

d % RBE AL LA 012 122 28 US.C. § 1367 g ¢ o FNiE BB AR



SHF R R A AL VR TR

3.2.2 # 4 ¥ ¥ (Personal Jurisdiction)

BiiRL EEE R BN IREFFESCRT RGP PRI £
BB &3 94 BFE=ng > 2k 7 AR - BE > FRAALLJFRE 7R
Pl > B2 a4 et (Domicile) 2 = P 3% 2 % &4 (Incorporation) #
A2A o P RBIHR LA S AL F B AGS LF R R TR

Fa T de @Ak EERIER RSP 2RI ENDEFZ R

~

(Long-Arm Statutes) & ¥ & WEfZRE 3 E A R AL %

AN

tiet A

B0 § 0 B BRI B SRR o EREE PO A B0 T AR 8

7

_

&
R

F X9 endRff (Contact) » BI3% W2 fase™ HH TR H A T 0 Rh A8 2%
AN EEE T R z‘ W E R ¥ S (Business Activities ) " €175
&%%ﬁm%%ﬁ%gﬁﬁo

FRZRNITALT AT HEF PRI F FBE R £ (Stream of
Commerce) E#HE (247> HA AL L QAR F A AA S T HA F 5 ik
Pon- kel B3 BY o P PR ASRE LD R FRERTH

G E AT A F R F R R I i 2 R R 2

EREF EAEG AT RLLEAREE 2 HEA VIRY O S8k pIY
B$HFC LIRS R ARRN FRERETR IS F L e

2011 # % ® & % % 12> J. MclIntyre Machinery, Ltd. v. Nicastro %°'¢2 Goodyear
Dunlop Tires Operations, S.A. v. Brown %°2¢ J5.4 #36 § % im @k chi * » U %
BT 0k B 4 RO B - 75 4 B oA s B BT R R

I TET  F 7R YE &) & (Minimum Contact) » @

51 J. MclIntyre Machinery, Ltd. v. Nicastro, 131 S.Ct. 2780 (2011)
52 Goodyear Dunlop Tires Operations, S.A. v. Brown, 131 S.Ct. 2846 (2011).
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Eareg BRI E AL A WM A S D R S s L gk A
FAER W TR B R TS B R £ WA R
P BATR R UFE R R BB O ERER BB T B EF
B AT B o

K,éftj o FEHE e gy b B 2R Buinrg fR Y T a2 2 04 ek Z.(Consent)
AR EARL BT R o ARL Aok RS AR RF LR R R MR E
kg F B E AN E 12 65 (0)7F (AR A o Btk U X F EEE T
BHE

FRIARE T ERREIBTRLRDWFZRATORLFFLE T TL AT 4 F

N

gR

N
£

zfugE s RiE(h)B R 2 AL B3R DT M B 4 %k

ARG HE AR S BRP F RS FERE R R
FENFWREAP TR NEG o WA R (T P EL B RIE

d kR R T S RGP HAz2 FEin2 77 (Declarative Judgment) #2 { 4f feen
AR A bldo §F AT SV RIS S 3 T B B R A F g E L

& (Cease and Desist Letters) » €% &1 i & [ 4 & DX 3 4o W 4t F B 2R
PR iE O BNy P oRR Pt - R B E R R R ML B A
TELTIOFFHEEJEAAREN O EFL o EPOEL LI FETT
Brig B FlaE s s R R ENE S G fRihE g e

FHLRIFPREL - P RFZRFILFERFEFHER OB AE
ERAEFEAANS 120)Q2) PR AR B R Ae2 3 w3
FHNFEFEFY SBRPFLbunri J LA RSB ke
APREAY B (7 5 —"r%“ué_éli%‘b?t}“ e BRZREAET AR LI ER THR
FRREASERBEC I EARE CHFC IR AN T2 S EREJNE L hE

VIR b 2k LR R AP AERE PR
Bz *EKZT‘I—L7’]‘ SRS EARp L A R R BR-EAAT ERE BER

%3 FeD. R. CIV. P. 12(b)(2) (“Every defense to a claim for relief in any pleading must be asserted in the
responsive pleading if one is required. But a party may assert the following defenses by motion: (2)
lack of personal jurisdiction.”).
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TEFP AP AR AFLRBLE w2 2 RS2 PR R R

o ZRWMNE RS ERF AR IR
Z2HEFint R ¢ (CEA)jr2 3 £45%7 2 2003 & 5 7 19 p g4
1V (Delaware) F283 = 3 fudeAc B | 4w > L E H 2 g3 2003 & 7
P15 pHRACER I AFHA PHEREISE P AERLRESRLE T B
(LCD) it 3 2B T 82 2 A Rk & Wi (OEM)> 2% 4 £ 5
FPaagit ¥ Fs o dd THRPHLINME - FELALTRAALET VR

ETREERREER o p ERITE ‘Zf%g‘\mppﬁﬂll;?Jr&,}g#ﬁ»j f%i%

7:3

EFERET Y RA L R ESL AL VERER TE 2RI VE
AR FRFEA o p 3 REALT ”»%zﬁmﬁﬁﬁ R o R RR

4y

kR AU R0 AR S R A dE o SR R TR

PIAVHIEFTELR BEI AR

PGP ARE S E A RERLIKR IR i HEE 2 F 5
AFEXBEAPLIVERFZEAFEFLR P BT R EALLT T 36

EEEERPE LA FE B REGEEVEF L 0 R TR EEGY
FTEARAREI Ve RER NP F MRS S AL TRE o e ad RS
BI PR TR AT IEREREVERET OB v2RAEF L | A
2w ERRF LR § IR B F R BA K P Rm I b 3R
(CAFC)» mzrixit b oriz ] & n T ERIZhg * #FIA k& & Th o
IR R CRZRIETETE L P EREAE Tl A 2 R g
POZREMFE > IR R S R EREFE S BT P FERESRF - (Jurisdiction
Discovery) #25 » 118 { 5 i3tk gt e AR v S F e~ F iER
HHRARADFETEEHRF LR fES o Afp s LH A 3

X (REREE 2B ABES 2P RENERFEREHER Y - 2011

> 10 Del. C. § 3104 (c)(1), (3)-(4).
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# % W& 3 2 = Mcintyre &2 Goodyear % {5 » % RIF 202 Fudt o BB R § 50

gjal?]""ﬁﬁ FRAFRER A PRI R F L0l Bz R 2T 0 RN3F

£5%55 - BEFMILSRD 2P EEEREA
BELEFERENFL - 25 R L FEBPRLIL "R PEREF RER LS
FAFFTHR i+ 2RSHAS2k (¢ 7 3R) LY Fp4RE L0 RE &
A9 R A TR FEIER A BERF  2AETNEFIFE AR L
Eh30% FH ENEREVEFFEINE - RERPFEOREGE BT R
FATFRT] EXFEFFH T RASDOTRE S FRELIV S M|
v 4% % (Post-Filing Sales) % 71 :%7 A& S/ f AL VEFEG o+ Pl

1

N

_:__l s
| ﬂ\»’k’ (EN

EHRAEDP 0 F L VT @ s L4 (Operations ) » + 2 5 3032
TR 1 Fp AV AE T AR B 5L BEA S B S
Fedo (83030 FIERERE & B0 A B AL B * &0 pRiae 2 a2 LR

RN v K- o

Flb 4551 % = iiw b oRid ke Mellon Bank %L 5] 45 R 2 F e #
WAEALR PP > BPARL BRI BV G AFHA FIEEL 22
B G TTRERERE AR AR RLERRATRLAEC RERS LG

Bk OREPFETREE 22 AP RRERY T LER Y R
PRB T OB K T R E AR KA SR 48 (Prefiling) AL E
FEPFEFERZEASE ORI R TS ERERRRE T OERE GAR
AT AP FRERIDOLHS D G F R LR FHREERE T
gk

323 ##& ¢ iF (Transfer)

L 4

=

ERPE AT o A VAT I R RS 2L R 7

% United States v. Mellon Bank, N.A., 545 F.2d 869 (3d Cir. 1975).
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N
-
)

H pmd BEHFRRERERI PRI I FAERR FLE G

«:\4
e

g
RAF Aonsvis R HLBa T BAT Pt
L

3
*

B Fai FRATHRE L E R GRI E MMM T HB AN LF RS
@ RAE AT b > AR RPpEo 2 e (Venue) RBIT iR B B
# (Transfer) % 3 H s oif & B i £k e » ok BB 52 g
EFEE° R2m i Rl s Y3 L pEI U2 n &R B E

#AHE G la i R EEADRT P EETBE - RE R EZRDY

BEET e & ot s Sk i g

T
%
IR
W
&
=5
o

Tk REEHBED G
T et o A A E W2 A2 G iE 472 i (Forum Shopping )
2011 & PricewaterhouseCoopers ¢ 3+ FF % 33 #7h 37 & 3732 St T AL 1 -
B A bRy on T R ey S ks L R Y F 2 ke (Florida
Middle District Court ) ~ 1& + & % ¥ = ;* I ( Texas Eastern District Court) ~ 6.4 %
13 = 0k 2 (Delaware District Court )~ 48 ' 4 & 3 = ;2 & ( Texas Northern District
Court) 12 % 4c7#¥ %3 = ;2 F2 (California Central District Court) » # @ 2 f14g 4
T AL 50%F 0 ¢ 7 60.9%h@ BB g Fde 2 jEf s 1A 55.4% 0 Y
LE s S SR IR A A e o BB RS T fE A
%2 19.5%+4g Y a F = > 2 1 (Texas Southern District) ~ 22.2% 0 % 2 12V g
% ¥ > ;£ 12 (Florida Southern District Court ) ~ 22.2% 34c ™V AL F = 3 % &
( California Northern District Court) ~ 24.8% i |35+ 4 % = = ;2 2 (1llinois
Northern District Court) » 12 2 28.8%:/ % & 3+ = ;2 2 (New Jersey District
Court) » % AP ¥ B ALY AR R = 47 B 282 fu o
ERE R B R Y i AT R RFR AR Y Y o R AT E R EWE I
BRI R Y BEFEFRPILEFR S BT H 3 8 RFE(L)

FRAEIETOIRE? 3 (D) ARSI AF R BB LY § SHRE T A

% 28 U.S.C. § 1404(b) (2006).
%" PRICEWATERHOUSECOOPERS LLP , 2011 PATENT LITIGATION STUDY 30 (2011).
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Fdsg N RFREMRY HE ?ia‘_#iflf“:r)’j'*u”é PEREEFR O Bk H A SRS
SFEE SRR RS RS B E A 2RAELT P
BEEGFE IFFLREFANAR LIRS K F A TR P RARTLG

Bl SRR AR A MRl T A el A A R R R

—«\

FE ARG NFERAZFF D SEFFE FE R 2 TIFIEN 3N E e

AT AR REZ A JIE B RERE SRS L ZRER FWAE L G PR

Mondis ¥4 i% ~ 2 £ $%°¢ » 22 - B HFAHEBTFES L
TP S B R AR TR BRI T R S E o R 32 R

ETIEE o AR K TR BB AT HLY HE A B F N TR AT

# TMondis 742 % ~ £ %7 2@ § {Fad| e

203

|53 B i i
| f 23

(1) i Refede 2 Foch | AA2 A5 N EPAY LI = 3 g

X
i T E Re g %— EY-FLRL EE - W
£ LA 4 2. — e Envision Peri herals Inc.
(2) 0 ik e g ‘ P
AR iﬁ TR (S A H s T RL AT LT v

TR

y Pél‘mxﬁﬁﬁﬁ?i‘°
R E PR O R
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BPLARRE drrZRhA L EREJIE LW (NPES) - #4 5 S 8HRE 078

fs‘+

C F)U AR T R A e At - TR e
2006 £ % 2011 & > A kA e g aprd Lk A E - ki R
FRFSZ E R P B2t Sk o i 2 BB E 1T T B AR e —AL
PR VIR S F i (T R
- 2006 127 1P > #ENERGEL VB S 2l id P E
(%% 1 06-726-JJF)
- 2007 # 37 8 p v AN WHEFHE FEAME S FRELF R (X
5 : 3:07-cv-00137-JCS)
- 2007 #57% 30p > b AEFFEERAIHETFIALLY (%
5 1 07-357-JJF)
- 2007 £ 5 % 4 p > AENEVAFENE S Bt ge (%5
2:2007¢v00176)
- 2008 # 6" 12p S ERESBEFITILLL VHNE S F(F
55 1 08-355-JJF)
AFREEAR - BRI B Ee LERARJERT FEE R ALY
B 2 s G R A E R ERREE VT RN S F iR g 7R
- BREFEZAD F AR AR AEITRIBFIFFTF AR - BRI E
BORTRTR VR R L H L H - FEARA YRR R TS
o pRFLEAGHBEFIZLBALEFCIRRBE T EFRAE LRV L

EE TG R L B F oL R

I~
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3.3 #& ek # ¢ F 3 (Counterclaims)

CEREF2FHANEF HIRAIPEEFELAT Tab - o L
THEAE 2 EF N EEMEL L f e B RFRPBHEENE 2 P33 4

o Rt JI3Fn e Gk T A 580 o 2 RN FFRRMF 13 ER 2
A AT A2 F 3V A L4k 3% (Compulsory Counterclaim) 7 ix g

F % (Permissive Counterclaim) = #& - 3 4] 3% (Compulsory Counterclaim) £_
IR R EEFRE S FHATRE ARz grRrntkai - U 22
LR RA R IR E = AR o 42 (Shall) 2 A gE E R
MR AN A BRI E R FL ﬁ&}]a— TRV ERACTED U
TRPELANRNFHERF Y B REFRY  RERALRLEESEET K
LR A7 Rl 2 ZBR4IF FLFRntkar - 25 2 LREE
*Z%Tjﬁ,fﬂi%”fﬁﬁf&?iéi’ﬁr#ﬁ;%é&%fi%,wx%ﬁ N R - i
FI2 T HFHRAF 7 FRA T A HEF A2 (Antitrust) » ® 3% (7 5 42 F|&
AF2ZREAFEAR o G BRAIEF FLT R o ZA K 37 (Permissive
Counterclaim) a4t #4377k 2 2 k2 Frfsrpthans 22p - 23 ~F 22
Lk R L REFAKRRE AL E (May) ¥ Agr g REY U F SR A o
B R R T R EAR ERF R RS Y ER BN A% -

CAERE R REHEA DREFR o FREN Y AR ERT P 2 B

FIHE > e S EHE TN EBEF AR EEMEFLT 3 20 H
BRPVRANSEERDEELI P SR AT PR JRAEY 2 LR E
Flemsa o FI SHBRBFE T Y e PR B JE CRAESERF LD e
FRMEIIE FEFNEES Y P F LR - R RE A PP 2
B o R A FIRT AL KRN - BRI A G TR 2
BB RN G PRIV ARE U R B R RABEF 7
H

SRR S e PR IES R SR R R
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FloRIgR2FARFEA GapE &2 U0 ke o

CARE BT AT HEIEA RAERFRF BALERBSNAE TR
PP G F AR EFRARS 2R L SR L B IEA A RACE {2
FRRBIE O R TNE Y B A% FRIfPSE A T RARE JI R e
Pog o TR M AS 0 T AL B BB R ARG 17 & {15 ehd I
Lo - BRAL PR RES T fofEad § B SR TR AR
2PN S A W RAFE IR PR ehB PR o

¥ S S Ea ol Sl SRR Sa SNl E PSR O A SRRl 8 L I A
FRHR L IEEM (NPES) BT (Fp 8 A & p il 5 & FI3tiE £k B
PR A AL R E P AR R 2 ASE DD e g
BAEA P2 AMN fERARL LT LM (NPES) ¥ A7 4 Fehilg
S8 P AR R R AT R RIT L AR Lk 2

(€17 K A Bk K A o
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34 HFAINMRASVWERI FH LR GELIR EH 4

( Injunction)

FREAFRTFEITN4E > Ra T3 PHETE SFYPRFERE > -
AN HT A AP AL T T pREF R B ek m 2
Qi U FHER S D H TR R PORE R R ¥ R s T )2

EE 7ERG BENEJAED P F R B8l  FREJEY 283w
BEEAIEA L EZ R 0iE P P R @R R E 2L
(Injunction) » # + g A S 2 WA &3 S3Fgpd 2 Ea - #4474 54
B #4114 (Preliminary Injunction) £ . A # 4] 4 (Permanent Injunction) = # ;
E"*F'fm*;w‘ FTESIZRASSAHA G ,‘;’;-*F‘fﬁlj? ACA B EE A B 48
Bt REAS BEVI LA E R c FRAE D ES L PFE e IR Y E
(1) R r232%Hvat;(2) h2a 223327 vH2482 5(3) #RE>HF
Fi o AEERPEADESL > s (4) L2 PE AL A BB A
ELERIEGAA B LI F IR RELE (1) APF£4145 LA %
#8727 w2 4pE (lrreparable Injury) 5 (2) £ &4 T RH 3 LA 240 3
( Monetary Damages Inadequate ) ; (3) # = 4f ¥ #=T (Balance of Hardships) > #
PR ZEH L HEJRAZS AT AT S F £ L R RE A T A2
#FE 5 (4) 2841F (Public Interest) o

2006 & £ FE 2 Ft eBay 370 413 A A # 41 L hpraiRE s B %
BAPEHES L S o hoF it eBay 39 0 BIRERETAL S & plE
¥ g = TPig A A #4414 (Permanent Injunction) » 3 % R4 £ § A ¥ AT 2 4F
T oekFiElieBay T AfENpE 0 BRERITISFPE AL L PALEL

DIF R R B R e 22 F 5 3 7 w42 45 T (Irreparable Injury)

%8 eBay Inc. v. MercExchange LLC., 126 S.Ct. 1837 (2006).
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E&4 T 3 &4 F (Monetary Damages Inadequate ) ~ 8~ 45 & #=T (Balance
of Hardships) £ = %41 & (Public Interest) = & i » # ¢ e < 4 3 L {13
458 (NPES) Pri@ R A Z |4 ehisF X 15T % o &% £4 (NPEs) #7F & 1
Bepe ¥ 2 RFAS? AEWUL RAEJERFARDLLD H: BEER
LR FRAFTIOEL ER ARG BJE LM 2R RPEAAE
FILEFREZEUBFF L ENF R PRI EMAEFEfIBRBEL T F
0 W g F 4
AE R L e BE S TLT
(@) R hE%HT A
AL L EIRPE A B L FERE & DX R A ) #
PR FEP AL L o TR AST EEBET L £ R
Lz % 282 ipde T RE S 15 v FIM AR SRR R B EP X
L& 2y F 5% 3% (Substantial Issues) - I3 & & = &
R B E TR R 0 sl s T3k AR L BT gy A A2 R
VSEUR @?"‘o“f%ﬁ [i24a 2 G reenipdiz b BJE A L T
10 BB AL EE TR g 24~ & 412 % & (Reexamination) sniadF
% 7& 7 (Expert Testimony) ~ 7 % * = # (Commercial Successs )

2o ETenSR R G M RS RRERRNT L B1IA

o

zerm & (PriorArt) ¥ 4p K ek 33D o

m\‘

FIAALREERY > 212008 # 40 T EF A HEEL LR
MEARTE s AN A T AT R AR A &0 hType 2 ir B AR S
%~ R4 k4 5825352 (P3525L) RAIFER P AF AR
PEAP R L BAATLRFET ~ % W 48 FHTHE

Type 2 i7 WAL S crff #2040 A 5 o 370 B D P 2 PR B AR sn TR 3T
RiEA ST hType2 ARSI » F L BJIFER o RERE AR

AE B oo TP Ak A X &7 &P /i (Indefiniteness) £2 &g

2N
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ARXTAERP LERE RS L

@ % 4ol (Non-Obviousness) @ & % o & % » #7R B" 31 3k k 4352

I

BLE s Ram 18 11 & Bt i * 3F (Means-Plus-Function ) 45 i f 4521+ %

Hofrh 2B {25 25 6 RILNRP T ERHELE 7
AL B T RAP RS ke AR FRNT AL BN G

(4ricrdZ B 60) & B Ao fom » Fpt kL Bl g oo
b2t ATLRETRER D R F 7,109,978 (978) 5L 4,686,322
(’322) 8L 4] 23R G L3528 % I3 400 18 enF - BR 21053
RS HATIG 0 T AL B3 B4 ootk o fe AR ERIREITS8
5. 2% 4] 5 5543591 (°591) L& iz i d > @ % £°352 8L ¥ ¢
PEE sl 0501 SRR 322 R |k > FR T U T B AR ¢ &

EI2 G A RTLRE Rk s X BRI ER N S

R RLERT I AMLEEARP N AR 285
MERDNZERAZED (X B T 37 R T LR

(Substantial Issues) » 2 e T A X253V L iv L F R4 £ L HA4

B R4 2 B FO L W E N S B A A4 AT RE S R
B BT AREAT PR B ERNF AR AT RARE ST R
MEFURE FRIPRADEFNLEFETT BRI LEFET T RIRE R
ralgkarihe g h Rl e F A R Ay PR AT K o7
TR GE AT A S - PR R S s S 8§

e

AREPT RS AL AT BR R AT BRI A PR R
o R AR FEA S E L 2 B B AR R T BRI A
WA AR R R P HASE S ATLEE LT 22 R 2 R PR
e fIfEFER Y B LA F RFESTEIRBAF N LR AIL
AEF EFREPERTZRAEANI A RTEAFPEHE SR
O RMRLELTET FAERTALOGHBLR

AEY O BZFPHFFBTURE IR ZRIREEI > F]2 E &)
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2 BRREREMRLE T EIRBEPN F ST B RATLRED AR
EHREP AT LT EIREP FwizE D iéésﬂﬁ%”ft“iﬂ » BB
AP ERAMTLREF R EELEELD > FF 5 24 (Inducing

Infringement) 2. = > LA FHP FRBP 7 o B EEETE T

WAEFPMIET 5 A5 E R ERES 20T CRTR BB AR T B

=

ERle g PRI REFEZAS FERARP EHREE T A
AR AT ERBEPN VRIS FAFHPEMIFL TN B2 ED £
BEN TR ER RS 0225053 Fl AT R
Bw A EG L B REFPHEATLRAE LAY BH L B
TUFRATLREARZ B2 A 2R AFPHKIELE
fIRle 3 # ® B ATLRRE 379 7 g RS 2 R R SR R
AEFE FIMRFE SR 2 B RAREARFLRIIERT D26
wE -
REATFAVERZFT

R SRR S S AR S Ao SRSk Ao
PFGRT G EET R - BINF B HETT TREP AR
HFE R TR LG REATRT 2L L TR
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@

~=y
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e
g:

R 4 - R B AT R

REFEM AL LG AT ERFLET LRIGERRP AL BT A
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(©)

(d)

U4 B FC B BB IS P2 &0 (2 5L Rl
FHRHEARRREDG A FFT T ANEKH Y S Q) L RiEA
SERAD T EELM G MR R R A)RE R B
FEFA O BRJEAIFLA EF A LT B O)FH G HE

£z F * &% (Non-Infringing Substitutes ) %

S

FRBELATLRRAFY > R AFPHIRZ AR G0
TRLATLREAS Y S Type 2 AN HT » f LB A¥ BFF

e
BATLRE R L S S A4 T &8 L FIATL B

JENTN
2
W
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=
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* FED. R. CIV. P. 56 (c) (“There is no genuine issue as to any material fact and that the moving party is
entitled to a judgment as a matter of law.”).

% FED. R. CIV. P. 56 (¢) (“If a party fails to properly support an assertion of fact or fails to properly
address another party’s assertion of fact as required by Rule 56(c), the court may:

(1) give an opportunity to properly support or address the fact;

(2) consider the fact undisputed for purposes of the motion;

(3) grant summary judgment if the motion and supporting materials — including the facts considered
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undisputed — show that the movant is entitled to it; or
(4) issue any other appropriate order.”).
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32 % 2] (Judgment as a Matter of Law ) » @ A #-% 2 2 d 12 % B3=4pF >
FIRERFEA GRS ETAL LAY BERE T BT G

PAFFEARZELH AL B A 2d 5 - 0 % - P RFFARALT ST
LfERE > 3 ERFLIRAE (New Trial ) 5 % = ~ @385 24 B K3 ame R AL
% B (Verdict) snfedhig o > FI R 3By A2 2w F P ¥
F g AR IT T A .

®% FED. R. CIV. P. 50 (a)(1) (“If a party has been fully heard on an issue during a jury trial and the court

finds that a reasonable jury would not have a legally sufficient evidentiary basis to find for the party on
that issue, the court may:

(A) resolve the issue against the party; and
(B) grant a motion for judgment as a matter of law against the party on a claim or defense that, under
the controlling law, can be maintained or defeated only with a favorable finding on that issue.”).
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62 John M. Benassi and Chad R. Fuller, Discovery and Privilege, PATENT LITIGATION, at 4-5 to 4-7
(2002).
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4 LG v. AUO, 2009 WL 3296153 (Fed. Cir. 2009), “State with specificity the entire factual basis for
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2 Mondis p p =27 HBEPE L 198 L] FHpAFirLgs % E 5

each of your affirmative defenses, including stating all facts relevant to each defense, identifying all
documents relevant to each defense, and identifying all persons with information or knowledge relevant

to each defense, summarizing each person's knowledge.”
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® FR.CP. 30(a)(2): “With Leave. A party must obtain leave of court, and the court must grant
leave to the extent consistent with Rule 26(b)(2): (A) if the parties have not stipulated to the deposition
and: (i) the deposition would result in more than 10 depositions being taken under this rule or Rule 31
by the plaintiffs, or by the defendants, or by the third-party defendants; (ii) the deponent has already
been deposed in the case; or (iii) the party seeks to take the deposition before the time specified in Rule
26(d), unless the party certifies in the notice, with supporting facts, that the deponent is expected to
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leave the United States and be unavailable for examination in this country after that time; or (B) if the

deponent is confined in prison.”
% LG v. AUO, 2009 WL 3242285 (Fed. Cir. 2009).
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67 Upjohn Co. v. United States, 449 U.S. 383 (1981).
% Hickman v. Taylor, 329 U.S. 495 (1947).
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% In re Echostar Commc’ns Corp., 448 F.3d 1294 (2006).
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Interest Doctrine ) W2 - b IR i 5 8 5 4 B
4.3.4 %%+ & £ (Protective Order)

PRI EHRD AR 26 F(C)IE R T R F E AN B OUFEARH
h s b EP C R E LA AP G RATA A s PR Y
fRAERT AWM B T oA BEEER AN AR R RER T b 2
oo B 2% & £ (Protective Order)» 2 ifzE 4 & 4 & H W 4§30 % 1] Z3F

A CRESAELPBEEF  REELLNGT e G-

(2) B AFEARR TN FLFET 2 ERE > ¢ REF TR HAT

() Wideh §@ df R FAEEA S A HE L S

(4) 7 AR ELEF o S ETHPF TP TR

(5) idbedprz A vh > B A7 R e ARARR 2R

" ER.C.P. 26(c)(1).
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6) F-rEMAMELLE > WENZRA L FE B

(7) ¥ FrRpdd PRl rmy FRSF AT 2 FBE
Fikdg 2> BT

8) FF AR B2 CHEIFLT BTN L RERip TR

FEREEL LB - S 2R RSy S REN AR PR EGFET

FETANE W AREN LFEFAEMS oF BT o FIRETEF AL 2N

PEAR WA FAEE A RS L TP B
TR bl - @A FH PP INEFITRAEIP BRI nmne
PREs H R IREEF | TR KRR B R HBF O L ET RS S L EKP
PR U R

2] FRERE A R B R RS 4 TG Uk
FOPPIEFREMANAERTH A L PR T AR AT J P IEFRARZL
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\m_
>

RHEFFE AR AFERMABRTRE LA BT TR E TR

.

&
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FTHRAAMZ ERT cdeF TAHT R 3 FE A2 GILE A A
3R G LR AR T L T AT ik 1 R R
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3
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>
s
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e
A

P 37 15(a)7E (B) 3 (B) 2 > ¥ S S S R
FOoORFFATF ERBRZRZP T HEHBFT LAY fﬁﬁﬂ;?—‘f\ °

CEAfp2 4+ 3 %79 » §F A &5 5 LCD W #-4 E’v’ﬂﬁi—%’"??ﬁii&

™ Michael A. Fisher, Going for the Blue Ribbon: The Legality of Expert Juries in Patent Litigation, 2
CoLUM. SCI & TECH L. REV. 1, 4, 24-25(2000/2001). % L 4% ik > £ B & {373 w2 Hod
ZPEFAFUEHFA VEFE -PFEAMNERFEOIRELS Y SO U S ERFEZETRALG Y
% 41F o

2 ER.C.P. 37(a)(3).
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F o BHBTAEREFY > 2 CEA#K #- > % JIH a5, (Licensing

Arrangements for its Patented Technology ) » & #-2_ 5| % B B4 2 R 2 & > F)p
R WEd AR REATREFERREL T BN BIE
PR ML g Bl A - AR g ARE B e BT
AR AL TR ARBRRTALEF AT LIS FTRE BB
R de B GR AANRES O TR ARG RS LU R SRR

FREBERFLTA S AP HEETHFEIER -

-
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A4 £ F WEAARPM RIEFZ |

3 lﬁi FRR R T BABR T2 FF A HRAFTHFRRNF
STHEOPE R SRBIH D BEF LD G T LR o A
AHE e BB T AL TS N

(1) MHRRZ I 2T HEF R § F A e il s G| 0

(2 mETHEFEFA2ZA®RIEILDL

B) HuErF &2 §FAWPER I FHF AT e W AemF it 2

(4) & F HKirz § F 4 T pFz - @ agh 24 (Default Judgment) -

ﬁi*iﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁ%iﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁa%”fPﬁi@%“%i’“‘
Al T4 LREF R ERF2TER TR R TF A 20 % B3
EEFANECERTHEERN RO RR - BT A AR EEEP 4 T
TR RH DA E EE R Tt dole £ AT R R 4 & R g R
BETRE CBRE A E R S LR R -

2008 & Qualcomm #7#% Broadcom i | iz % L BB 7oA S L &

Bl AR RAALIIZIPEFPUARE  FRERY )*I.%Qualcomm NP EE g

TR e FR LB R L P T LK B2 Qualcomm 2
AREERPERTARETEG S SRR LR T a X RIS R
£ PP e FR LS Had £ra IR Qualcomm - £ FREE A CKGRE B S PR
T A B en E-mail > i2- %3 415 Qualcomm 2 X% 21 £ A 1~ 46,000
FHUPHT IR E o F bk T Qualcomm X PIERH I T F L BT LS HE

B2 8% > X & Qualcomm 2 2 %+ Broadcom = 2 % i 850 g £ o

® ER.C.P. 37(b)(2).
™ Qualcomm Inc. v. Broadcom Corp., No. 05-cv-1958-B, slip op. (S.D. Cal. Jan. 7, 2008).
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ZRE o F GARMER R Y EH BN A A
2005 # Kamatani v. Beng Corp.% % i 42°¢ » A B BenQ( M A7 5 )
TR FlE R ERE TR AR E R A RIS S AN 50~ AT
RPTAEF D2 EEBERF TN &%+~ % B2 Yasuo Kamatani &2 p
Laser Dynamics = & » ** 2 R4V A et > F i d P A7 2T 2R
5,587,981 5L& | » A& P AT+ Fiuiek £ Laser Dynamics &2 @1 © @ 8 & <
¥R P 9 4 on Laser Dynamics 2 P #-7% 3t &I F 222 Bl FF 27 &
Avrgn o HAIF P A KRG F 22 (PBDS) 2 P A% F & &40 (Philips) = £
Fypazz mdkod $PFET51% mEL EfIFLF AP FEPATT L
SEH A8 2 ko BAIFP Ak r P (PBDS) BEE P E
dFF P2 % 2 g i Laser Dynamics &2 #f13f © @ B 2 A2 rpiih 2 Wik o
2 Laser Dynamics *t @45 # 7 427 & A2 P AT TR DA S PP A
ks o7 (PBDS) 37244 (MOU) > P AT F TR AFFZAD
Brrdo T ZRBfHP AT FAEF EF 24082 ¢ 2 BPF - H#JFP A
kg 2P 8 R B PEARFRENF I AESR I EES P A
T3 MAAIEE F BAR A R 2 b R A SEM AT 30 2004 & 12 0
TR TRFRIIFP ALFEF AR By BJIF P AL s 27 49%
AR AT SRS TV B394 0 & Bl 2o e @ AR 5 & 2005

E51 WpiBEZELE 2 ARy WEF M ER > H 132005

E
=

A3V 2PHEGFEELC p e B I HOH TG LM B BERE TR
Bl o fRgp b HFF ALY LRI 2 2T JohnWard 2 F i AT+ EL L
A (Willful Disregard) ~ xR w2 5id > 22 AT+ BEI 508 3 ~
Faced - FERMAECHFRFRLLERF TR IFE fRAEERLPEE

BTN F AR R fo WAL EGP 2 o

> Kamatani v. Beng Corp., 2005 WL 2455825 (E.D. Tex. Oct. 4, 2005).
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5. ¥ 3% fl# Mizd (Claim Construction)

5.1 ¢ 3% 1 FiERA SRR

FEAERER TR R L B FE R AR o $T R R iR
FRKRYER LR HY R ERRER L AR AL REAR
2= ,‘Erj-f‘u fE Bl ko (Claim) 2 &4 A2 34 s Pl R
Y- O KU RS LT R AL R 2E A T B RD Tl
RV FENFERERY LB ET eI R BEFRES L9 4
ApenE LA R C XM AR 0 BT H RS L LB o

@ 7Y R IR LR P R S AR B ATA T 1R
BorL{lad gy o8h WP GRIFAFF AR A B2 45
2 & 2R RR Y R R HETREELY PR P T AR R P B
3 «'fréé‘if‘f(Person Having Ordinary Skills in the Art, PHOSITA ) spaLgk 5 £ & »

E?e.,

N

"- 4% & , (Ordinary Meaning) - & f]% = (Preamble) »# &/ % ¢ 3
Teinz PkrAEs 2 % o BRI 2 2 Ueonk e p A IR B R L p B

T AT L R T ABT TR R A4 R RE S

FRERFP A LB@ECFR S P d O FEflams 3 A8 LRI

Fefa 2 o
DB AERER PR SRR F RN ol

WEImp LY P > FRE IR F w6 P 2 (Specification) ¢ A K B

L N T L RS RIT Y EES Sy SEREUr e NS E I
g er Atk gl S B o Ut SRR QIR L ARG R TP R
" Cornlng Glass Works v. Sumitomo Elec. U.S.A., Inc., 868 F.2d 1251 (1989).
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M ARIE U] A AR A Y R IR R 2 oo Y F R IR
Tod s o2 A LB AIRP F ¢ B W b § i R RRE IR
JRER AP > BAIE 3¢ o R 0w )23 T R R

Fobo 7Y R IERFEER o RREFG R oot 2 5 B %
HERRA gk 2 0 A PR S BTEA RRE &2
AT LR fa—"ﬁj?i‘ﬁ E X B2 BRI F ME R
g B oo ERO AT AL ABPRERR LT AW
Hokrz T ERE g

BBl AROEY 2P FRFE A B AR ERT R A B TR
D ARIE LA BOTAL € < REHY R IR Y Fe il § G AR
FAMZE AR FERRTZBE A FERT BB ZRE
AR5 L Bl RE B EFERP AR HEERE FRL R

wHFhY ZEEC G AR DY FRIT- RESEE BATER - R
F2p - R TR ZERER GG FREE e Gt BRART -
Ko UG REZ M- REZBELTE - BN PR e RoE & Lt Ap
MEch® JIF o Z AR ¥ E 0 BB SRR - R A2 2R o

INEF PR FERL o PR R £ 2 R A (Doctrine of
Claim Differentiation )> fe4p e & 1 ¢ e73 B 3 o 3300 Rz i@ 2 25 72 B2
IR PR RLLA 2R R EF R AR -

fRfRY % fld FIPF > JF 0 3% d5 (Intrinsic Evidence) % 4 > ik H
PER R R > - S p IR TR R IR R
PRSI GER B JIHEIERIFE 0 41 bt dy (Extrinsic

Evidence) T 5 B £ * F*7v it i EF 2 F LRt 2 o

kR B ET AR () F8:2010& 81 > TIPAFEM A3 08 sk
http://www.tipa.org.tw/p3_1-1.asp?nno=104 -
A = A
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REREIR e 7Y 5% fF B (Claims) ~ % I £ (Specifications) ~
Fr 4z (Prosecution History ) % 5 #3835 A1 5 75 B 12 ¥ AL Mk b2
Vo B TFET CEPAET FL AP 0 R AR GRS
2 kT e AR A - R Y o RSP IR TR R RY F il
AR S R MNBERET NI R AP L RE T IERERET s TR T
WMPHET R TP sd TR

BAE AL SELr2 £ %7 o £ 8 L E 417 3 T4t % 4 (Sealing
Structure ) | fE 8 > 2 H E i E w4 T Bf BERE | GRS Jpet A
EAE AR E O AL BJHETIFERY R HRRROMER L Fa2p B
i dof * Fawp T H NP A FRlE T UERT g ek p Bl e
Y ALUGFRA LR F A AR P E R D U R R
A2 (Summary Judgment) ¢ o nEALL A ST AL B

FPAFAY GBI F (Claims) & &% 3 £ (Specifications) ¢ #f4
¥ T - dr g & (Ordinary Meaning) 7 Fenig > T 5 B 4|2 2 @ %hE
% (Lexicographer) » Jis% p & #7k* 2 anE L FI'UH] o ¥ FIF P A ppFp
THEALEA TF L EAREIFR LR R KL A wEne Ep

M W7 (FL A MBRHRITH LR GFFP A BRI L0 EY L AERR

F_

FOFTAHET AP AL T REF DG LRI R R B e
PR AT AL B REZEER FRERT 2 S SREP A H
LV flgEmL L Ly -

52 5 % & &% (Markman Hearing)

5 5% B fAR> 1996 £ Markman v. Westview Instruments, Inc.— %% £ ®

80 Markman v. Westview Instruments, Inc., 517 U.S. 370 (1996).
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TN BB i Fach Archer 2 B T E) A Y F g Estica bR ez BfE o i &)
ERAR A B 2B s B IR Y 2 R RTIERFR RS E
Eleidwz TizEE3%  (Issueof Law) > p = S 38 (Jury) 2219 5
& J14 B2 (Claim Construction) 2 # ¢ » F]m &= Z e B JlRfEsrn @ 2
L IR REESLT BT LT E 5400 (Claims) > plALE B
RS FF LR (Issueof Fact) » *+ L F B Mg 2Bz - = § % < ¥y
dRRFEFHE MR FIRRFETL-

B REL BT AR o d BN 2 R B P BRI A i
HY GBI FRE AR 2R LT
(1) &iFpsge

P”L

Bl RETNERB TS BLTERE STV NERB TS FIEARS R

oo F ey A8 R KEY  FRE AR AR LT

FRFZESFTEES LR - S BREKFEAG AL BIF
FIApB 2 P 3%E 0 B 8L 6 FEAERENFER - F W FERAF LD &
FwAEA (Pre-Trial) ¢ Hpz B M A il p LR FEFPM 2 L3R &
o NE TR me g FR(Tria)fes E v A REEL 5
BES L EEMF AT B R

Fart o SRR L Lk Y R IR Y S LR
e R B JR - AR Bldo® BA 9 #4104 (Preliminary Injunction) £
-2 (Summary Judgment ) iE 7 o
(3) #T#EHk

BEY GBI RERE o KR RS (Intrinsic Evidence) 7 % 2
Bz kfp P FIPIERGERL PR IR A R T LA B 0

GP-EARIE R F AR P IR 2R R R P RS T L B

-
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FIE 2 g R > RF - 9 ek Ry (Extrinsic Evidence) i 2 %72 3
B4Ry o
AT M INEG L AR T R Rk B REA F R
MER A J - RyppER - FRFEFIHF T > FACRERS LT EFLE B
hE FGEA TREERZTHe AL ELL  F AP 20 L5 AR A HRL
AR R RIREFIRS P el B AL L o TSR REA TR
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R P2 Bl Y B g AL G Rl A2 ME 73EL T HER

FPFEAFEARL PR -F-oFRELE2 5
(4) ¥ FrfifFmpRs e

Bty = R Y R AIFEREFRREFE AR 2 AR EE
Hipryr 2 AR JIFREE»wed 2 i "¢ B34 %_ (Interloctory Order)
mAERBE B FZF RS 2RERIA & ST ALAL FEA
YT - H AR 3 o

—da g o BARERY KB REN D FT RN GEJEREE 2
PO Y AL B e ieea BE R sl n g a2
A R JIERER LSBT FTRIFE AR AR EAER S LH B

FOATHEGS AL L EE 2L BT it R AR R LR A
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VERAMEERL A RRREEE AL AEA BRI T UEREIRALER
- £ F0025LE {1 152 prm? 404 A P2 L2 B FERRE
FREZEE HINE S R ALY g | Rad om T A KL
TEH002 5LE {13 I 7 e st o L A% p SEH 2 08 Lk FEARR
fByriz R AL ZRP002 5LE lehY Gl RERrST 2 R 22
ALY GEAIFERBERE AL SR AR GREJIFREES - R

EAFEm RS R EEE S TN G R ERERLE RE ST
BFER SHAHPALIH 2 P A DL EA T o2 v 3R WA
FRED RFPTMBERE c AT EY DH L AT % 0 E 2004 #
87 19p =¥ FEJlFmizH > £ 2005#& 67 20 p 444 £ B @k

BATEEA S A B ERILEF VA2 AR RS v AR L B2 0T

—=

W a RS o B AT 2006 # i 2 frfRerr FE o ¢ ’i‘%f FREE L
R RIS RRE T PAA T F AR A Y R FREERETT B
TR Ao Ak Y 3 %f%%}ﬁ*ﬁ;%}ﬁpgg—aml% A W

4

g »”‘Bﬂfiﬁ;-? | 4T g 8 *)IJB'V_’ RS S g‘r‘]%‘:j_n,—, ESELIPENE 3 )= S
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¥

é}gr,:g/; & op

28

5.3 < g7 it * # (Means-Plus-Function) 2 33 f23

TEFHRTF R RS G Lo B g i TSR (&
KE) P 0w G BAIRP F Y s PR R P e s i g
o

MEEF R EL Y R APEA KRS SN JITAF R R B i 2
FHEE (PHrT L e 28) 7 R 8 (ridd L) feg
Wosa s~ 21 R FARHERRE R e AL W B LT FP S W

P MR ST AL P AT g R e R P RS R BT
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AR ELEP ARXNFT Y R0 R2EEE PP EEN F AR
ﬂ%@o%ﬁiﬁﬁ&?IW;{Mﬁu”%ﬁéﬁﬁﬁii%%ﬂiﬁ’ﬁ%

PREEREOSES AT T T WAL FERE L A L
Bl 2 MBI RALLEH L F B2 2 PATFAIETIE R WP LR 5o

Tt HEavnigdy il Ful T 1 i el al ho RRIL R PR

<

PEpfd2 RS H TP E PR S E 2 RS A e R R e

[ES: Nk SR e Ry S F 0 EE i 0 0 e e Ui s P R
S AR EFGRE S AR S IR R G s B A e
WATR LG BAREJP S &% R L3P misgipd g fony
AT chat gy S i ko BB SRR AR A P T AR Y R g W
(PHOSITA) &2 7 14 it & {I30P 4“1 enp § > T B2 3407 ¢ “if5
W e G AR B NS R o

TEAEARRFELFES SRS ET R BRI VR AN P EER
AE S 11255 % 6 MR ANR fo0 BRI RAT A 6 FIE AR LERL {12
F 112 i & fom R T E {14 B 7 P Fz (Indefiniteness) & »%< o

HERZ B FH 2H5 TERARYF AR TH PR BT 26rp g
LA R (s U R T 2 B 0 SR A 2 2 Rl 2 T e 2 B )
FRIAFEMAEP P 200 UE GG 208 2R kI
A T 2RERA ) DX REL L ERET T NEPH RS D
R S SR EER-L S T S R SRR E NN &

A E R FH G FER LT %@ P RRAT A& =

(1) #pRii¢ (Corresponding Structure)
WP EP A N AL G RAZAARERO FRE-FHEREPEF X
% E i PUBRRGRE F HEN F 2 dhm B R L LAY B e 2

R L L T XS R AR T Y N N e S
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pg T 2nic bRk ik Ishida %75 Wenger %% 0% - 4p e 0 P

A

fy et TERZ MBS R AL I ERREE S R R g A AT

N

B
o2 & & SRR 1 34 T 0 £ Bt i v E R R U BB
AL S MRS TE 2 HIDF R

(2) k- #i (ldentity of Function)

U

PR TR R BRI R B8 R L AR S 2
RRARE G B A RRERP EPRERAN T B AR BB P2

WEEEO TSN E AR B T 2R ERA AR T E LT R

-\1\

P T ERANF R L PR TP LR T SR R R
PEAP RSB SHEE GRS R M s gyt -
#ig 1392 (Structural Equivalence )

IR A TP AR R 2 R ) R A L2 R R R

AR AP i A EE R 0 L 2003 & W R IHINE SR
AEE R P RAE RS R ARG B - Y R IR

Y

BEAR LA s e R A e AT Bl E R 2 B3

gt
Qe
F_‘-
&

<
)A.
(ps

;T'E'HA @ Mg bk, 1A %R T A BLE G % E 98 (Means-Plus-Function

"™

Claim) » # 3 ff 2 2 58 s £ % {157 P £ (Indefiniteness) & & < «

# 8~ 2% 5280372 8L % f5H-$3% 1

US PAT. No. 5,280,372 (’372 L% 1)

Claim 1 | Aliquid crystal display device with a built-in back light device for illuminating a

liquid crystal element, said back light device comprising:

a light transmitting plate disposed behind said liquid crystal element;

81 Ishida Co. v. Taylor, 221 F.3d 1310, 1316 (Fed. Cir. 2000).
82 \Wenger Mfg. Inc. v. Coating Mach. Inc., 239 F.3d 1225, 1233 (Fed. Cir. 2001).
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a cylindrical light source disposed in the vicinity of one end of said light transmitting
plate and extending along said one end,;

a reflector for reflecting light from said cylindrical light source towards said light
transmitting plate, said reflector being integrated to said cylindrical light source and
holding a lead wire extending along said cylindrical light source; and

a slide mechanism for allowing said reflector to be slidably detached from said light
transmitting plate,

said cylindrical light source having an end to be coupled to a power source and
another end to be coupled to said power source through said lead wire.

-~ RS TEEE OPEVRRHLAEFROT REE > HF KLY ¢ 7
- kRFEFRENRL A2

- FHLkEhfe g > aRiTk 5 E 4 HEET P W DY - HE

- AT R R TR TR R RRES - XY
AHFORBI Y - B haER

-V ORIF PR E AR T SRR RS R

THFHL R R - HETREL > V- BETRBELOT R o

AkO L A EA% AL ERE 5280372 Lk 5 Fon 1§ P p kR
(Slide Mechanism ) - > B>t % B & 12 20EF 6B TR T2 B

BRI P R AIAR Y ey AR S R R

L
BT A BB RE T AL AT F L2 RATE IR F £ (Webster's 11 New
College Dictionary) ¢ » # F3% (Mechanism) - @3 2 - R\ kg
( A Mechanical Device) ;> F]#* T %% (Mechanism) | — @ $F3% 8 B 97 B4R
B LA R i a T BRIl a0 BEEL ERBRSOKE -

Eyp R EORLAERE B EIRP Y F AR RRN R RS
o RBJEA AL LI F AT AT E BB AY Lg o S HJIX AR
* TMeans ; Pt Flpt e @ s £ LB 22 F I B A ¥ FF 590 - "L T AR
3 k% % J5 (Preponderance of Evidence ) z@ P s & & 4| % T 4358 P 97/ Hke
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i %ﬁ;‘riﬁ;ﬂﬁ‘;@r ;”F 5 E g i ) ﬁg%t f&g? MInE L P
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6. B {lsFs Y ¥ LR Wi

Riwy s 2RI ERFRF ORE T LT MR 7 AYARA
Z+4 (Non-Infringement) ~ % & & f1& »c (Invalidity) & x££ & 4172 7 4 {7
(Unenforceable) » = 2 #zfe i % 1> A2 ¥ BAHEP L2 5 A &4
(Non-Infringement) » H B # § 42 & = 4238 B % &5 (Preponderance ) "
o 77 rAg e B0% s FHEARR 5 % Z B —"Ff 5 4% & &> (Invalidity ) »
BREET =552 B3R4 2% (Clear and Convincing Evidence ) #2 & -
7R WALE 70%3) 80% e AR AR G kL B AlE T R AL SN AP F R
Fuss s L 472 ¥ #i7 (Unenforceable) » F1& 4716 2 LA 2T R

B R B IR FRE L B 0t - FURER AR R

Bt B PRER SHLET FTEY chlupe 20k R e
BA o ¥ LR AL A A ERURE R e N iFacks Ha BRI 4

FOripfs e A3r 5 - 2 A F R FAHES - F2RBEJIEF G 2R

BIF % b S dded o

6.1 & #&4# (Non-Infringement)

6.1.1 < & iz ~ 5% 2

FEQFEESS L8 KEE (Markman Hearing) 34315 > & {1 & 9
ERLRPRIOY BT RSB AR E T @ e FEIFERRRES
Tof > AR S 3 BT S F IR o AT R B FE N B IR
REFHARE  FRARALEFRAL] 29 R RELEFY A

EEE DY EiE2 MU PRI EHEA SHENEAGET » L L B 2IE o PR
AR
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L{EL - RRMAE  HENERL A LB PR 35 A KA

3$g1£¢zﬁiﬁ%%’¥w&?H@%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁi%ﬁ%?’*
SR L SRR e S R & 4

S L R RB R A NI L BL T S A 3

WHE AR P A DN FR
AT H

REAEA P cndr 2 3254 LF B 4 4 A i (Function)~ = 2 (Way)

Bk (Result) 2 alir g A SAp 2 BB JIEFRH L 2245

R EERT RS R AL LI S £ {12 5% & - Hilton

Warner-Jenkinson v. Co.Davis Chem. %%+ » mizr g 3 it pasnspby- 24 55 2
$ R B BRI e e g ¥ 4T B

FASESE NS RN

e I L ol oy A
# 2 %4 (Known Interchangeable

ERAST L AT LU B

;

0% B ()R BEA S T T 4
Structure ) P* 4 = 32 % &g 5 (3) A4y

(Insubstantial Difference Structure) FFig = 35% &4 5 (4) HEHE* P A

— L4 £ 37 BeEsd e (Element by Element) @ 2T #ogi g2 (AsaWhole): (5)

L TS 0E RESL AR L REMH

612 2aFREF 3

FTRIE >3 LA IBEPFER L B I"rﬂlbg«flﬁgk%’

TRt U BRI
*%ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬂﬂ9@%Eﬁ%Wﬁﬁ%iﬁﬁﬁﬂ’m%ﬂﬁ&%ﬁﬁi%ﬂ

AL BELERP T KA L JIEER S - A FAERES

FPLEREF VAL AHREF S

.\,

( Prosecution History Estoppel ) °
( Amendment-Based Estoppel ) &2 ¥ sf # # » = (Argument-Based Estoppel ) =

fho LT AH#HSEF T AR JHEA FE G AERY §REFFRA D A

8 Warner-Jenkinson Co. v. Hilton Davis Chem. Co., 520 U.S. 17 (1997).



130 AEETAERF EERE AR E 244

B A R R R B S AAE R S R R IR 2% AR
ToRFELRLPSLARAER WP R flE LB L o
AR FIRGAT Y % 0 Pk IR UG RIS 2 R e i gk
B 84
2002 & % BB B i% P Festo %02 { 62 B2iicir FRE L3 0 A
FELE TR RO GHE Y 2 EH G DR HE Y B 5 5 - ) kR
}regr (Flexible Bar) R R| » &7 2 f347 0 & f13-508 8 518 5c— 80 7 £ 32405
LA st ﬁﬁc*&%i&i@%&@’ﬂ&ﬁi%ﬂﬁ%@ﬁiiég
T EFER T EPEHZEY Lk E GG T A AR R b S I

HLPI{ L TR HEHBEREIFER (D) B3 Rap ZEp o hH
Zﬁéﬁﬁﬂ’gﬂﬁﬁwir%‘ﬂﬁé@ﬂﬁi <ii§3£*""é’f'y—%'f']“'Eﬁ‘ﬁﬁﬁé’&_?%
% 4

(Unforeseeable) ; (2) i & 32 d 22 % 355 5 & fr
RS

R

% & & 7B 4 (Intangible Relation); (3) H i 2 £ F & |4+ 57 7

d o

AEPEY LA A A% 2003 & 90 17 B L A4 B 2N

i

S pafAcTin A AZE NP A LCD B =T 2 £ R 4,649,383
(°383 3.3 1)~ 5,028,122 (*122 %% 1) ~ 5,280,372 (°372 3% F1) ~ 5,335,102
(°102 322 4 )~ 5,729,310 (*310 32% 4] )~ 5,375,005 (*005 5% 4] ) ~ 5,335,100
(’100 352 41 )~ 5,075,674 (*674 5% 4]) 2 4,413,256 (256 5% 1]) %2 1]

B Y Sk 1 R IR TR 5 R T R R A R AR AR

FEAAFRINAP L PSR X T EGFAERY BHEA LT Y

A 'fﬂ%&%ﬁﬂ@f—?? ’}‘fmn; T ek FIHE A & BT A JlHE A E T 97 g * 35

SHBERTPF #r8 £F 3 AR B c A2 L LY 8

HHEF Bz A AL L e A 213 6Ea Bl R

8 DONALD S. CHISUM, CHISUM ON PATENTS (2004).
8 Festo 11, Festo Corp. v. Shoketsu Kinzoku Kogyo Kabushiki Co., 535 U.S. 722 (2002).
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LRl - FHEITRFTPEEEZ TR ET BF WU > 2 (Method of manufacturing

flat panel backplanes including electrostatic discharge prevention and displays

made thereby )
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FdoEl A method of manufacturing active matrix display backplanes and displays

therefrom, comprising:

providing a substrate;

forming a pattern of pixels on said substrate;

forming a plurality of row and column intersecting pixel activation lines,
interconnecting substantially all of said row lines to one another and

substantially all of said column lines to one another;

forming an outer electrostatic discharge guard ring on said substrate coupled to
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said interconnected row and column lines via a resistance to provide protection
from electrostatic discharges between said row and column activation lines during
manufacture of the displays; and

removing said outer guard ring and row and column interconnections prior to

completion of the display.
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The method as defined in claim 1 including forming an inner electrostatic
discharge guard ring on said substrate coupled to said row and column lines via
shunt switching elements to provide protection from electrostatic discharges
between said row and column activation lines during manufacture of the displays

and thereafter.
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=R i o B s A en®ig > 2 ( Array substrate for display, method of
manufacturing array substrate for display and display device using the array
substrate )
SBp 2004 &= 2 * 10 p
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g Hi 4o o
R T The array substrate for display according to claim 4 wherein the upper layer
wiring material is selected such that the upper layer wiring material does not
become insoluble in an acid or alkaline etchant.
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8 Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, at 17-18 (1996).
8 KSR Int'l Co. v. Teleflex, Inc., 550 U.S. 398 (2007).
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AE B A R F P S E IR BN ERFE AT AR T A

ABY LR AT HEFESRFANL
6.2.41 # 2-* {3 % (Inequitable conduct)

FRLPEHFATHEED & 273 2T 75 (Inequitable conduct) » # 2T ¢=
B g B P AN BAY AR c B FREETIF RS (USPTO) "Ep54n i
R N e S LR P RS LA S g 1"4}35:5_12%
(Material ) » p* PF3% 7 & T A= 5 2 2T 7 5 0 @ "F2 5 1977 890 7
FRE-Fo@a #FP ARl aERY AR EEJFERL T HHL

B (lIntentto Deceive) * H Adh@ gt L@mt R E &P IRy 2 2§ (75 >
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B3 T ELABREHLBE Y L TR A ELA AL E
LM ERE T EJY A wE AT T  AhE R
A BHELRH ABBRE RSV A TR LR HHLE - L ALE HH
£Riiw bk Fa e 2011 & shTherasense, Inc. v. Becton % ® 413t #1517 5 2 5 # B
"% Bz /7 % B, (Specific Intent) i ; T3 2T F £ A P& 2 PFRB
F 2R & iplsRiE (But-For Test) » i Bt 2)idd 2 7 5 &)Y A g hT a7
BB AL B 5™ B RIZRTRG 3 Y A B T RED
e e L MBI A FLmLERILEFAISTE LA 2 THED
We R g EITREEF 2 FR* HBE 2 &2 (Sliding Scale
Approach) i T AL L A A HHR DT FREP DR ERP BJEA RS E
BLIHBE LT E LR E @A L 7 7T HT o I T BB ok
Brg B R ARSI 2T 7 5 B SO E 7 5 2 R Y AR A vl
BRE A% 0 B3 fsflgasFan w4 -

2011 # £ RBATEJZ B L > e r BJHEAAFFESOH L F AR
(Supplemental examination ) » 4% &4 ¢ @ & 4 £ F 2 & F & Az ® o
PR OCELEJEFIZ AT E LA ARIT AT RE AL G BJIEA Flan L a
ANFARMEEFEEINPHE TR IR S e BJIF R LAPM FE G R
BERHEFARE  RSHLFAE RETIENGFERETHE L &R
Fef| Z_ s L BJEF T FR M LFAAFF A 23 A UFPE I 2B £
2 i iz Fa (Information) 4w % ~ ficdp ~ M EE TR PREAIF A
Az AR B 3732357 2 d USPTO {7 #AR » Ak i3 0 7 F "8 M & J148 X AL3n 2

BRI EL g

8 Therasense, Inc. v. Becton, Dickinson and Co., 649 F.3d 1276 (Fed. Cir. 2011) (en banc).



% Wu 2Rk e (Federal Courts) 425 2 f ok 147

6.24.2 H#lIE*
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I AR R F A F R R 2 BT 75 Rl R A T
FHMA LY AL TR ERMEGEFEEMLT > 8 (Tying) £ s
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2 A2t 1A 5063 A o Philip % ti2 e snwd R (Package

Licensing) & 2t #Xidj##54] - /LR hE > 1988 £ {li2is %9 ¥ 271 if
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(AFHEJEALJE SO L FE UG T FHEALES FS £
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A W F RSB RIE P 2 27 IR AT S e A B
BEE o WV g f w &gk i+ (Reasonable and Nondiscriminatory

Terms, RAND ) & * % & 2« &1 4p 5 #f14& - »% R+ Mondis 2
57090 5% flpoE2 L A T et 2 B RFEE @80 Lnp 2 o
# > e Mondis £r 112090 5B fl 7oE L RAR L B f BEfIREF 20 RE T AT

BSRIEY 23 2T RL 24 -
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7. I 2 ¥ (Damages)

GRBRFEIEDERE QRO R M ¢ FRGRIAY T IR A A

TR B 21990 & ¥ Lendp 2 (Fard i %0 o R miaie 2 i ek

s

BT L TR AR ] P E S P G000 RE ARSI TIEEL

[

R - PELASEE o kA 0 R REREEE A B R R A F 1995
ERG S TS AT FREJIEERFEAFEARY oL L %
BIoAEE L E o LR 2006 0 E 0 R IR R ARt At
e BJIFR g AR FAITEE S ofE > KB - W RRITE 1 0 R

BRI TRE A ARLE TR AT G PN B Sy ¢ FF

i
=t
[
N\
o
SN

— Lo ST LARAEZEE P PRI TR EE /B P T A
SHAEA A BrcF 2 PR 2011 & Mondis 22 s e KR F A FEZHRE
ML TN S T b S AR 91556 5% A0 LT A %G H-
LAIAREN S AT A BRI REIE SN L

fRARE > JeF RS R R A R
7.1 FTRREEER

FREIFRETREFE N A& 05 Tor4 41 F (Lost Profit) ; 14 2
"&£ 3444 (Reasonable Royalty) | & f& o if * } ¥ @ik 2if < P AT
M AR RS KRR R FEY ARRFEIORL T T E S

RABIFEE o EBE S AR IR G o T A K 4

Y

7.1.1 #+4% 1 & (Lost Profit)

TR IE DR ERATEREAEFAREDT > BJHEL R AT L EF IS
FIE cEBTA 2R TR SJIEACEED REAFT

% Polaroid Corp. v. Eastman Kodak Co., 16 U.S.P.Q.2d 1481 (D. Mass. 1990).
% Mondis Technology Ltd. v. Chimei InnoLux Corp., 2011 WL 4591947 (E.D.Tex. 2011).



% ® 284 1 (Federal Courts) #2425 2 ok 149

Hig 2 enigim b T HGE > B9 ¢ F R TR RIEF S orig S el B0 4

(Lost Sale )~ & i 4 %( Price Erosion )~ 5§ ## 41 ¥ g > ( Projected Lost Profits )~

BRI G A At NED a2 T AfIE ) A il 0 8

TRT FARREFLFL B HEAT R EFTNE L E o TR IR BH

e D 2bplam pli&i2  (ButForTest)e & fI4g 4 @ % ptor X U F 2L T pa ¥

BRI BHENE LR CE N BRI O T RS T ATIRM G - 1078 & £ F

BN Y 2 e b2 B 32 ¥ 4 ¢h Panduit Corp. v. Stahlin Bros. Fibre Works Inc.%*

FVAABJIEAEPTAIZEFR A e B EMFE 0 ¢ 3

(1)& 412 &7 ¥ % F (Demand For the Patented Product ) ;

(2)» #+ &7 F bz A 5 (Absence of Acceptable Non-Infringing
Substitutes ) ;

R) &4+ £ 5 W& 743 % £ «hiv 4 (Manufacturing and Marketing
Capability to Exploit the Demand ) ;

(4)#r% 41 & &2 & (the Amount of the Profit It Would Have Made ) -

P RIEEA RS TPanduit B o e Panduit Bl T2 R v I F
griE- 2 > DR EJEA R D SN R B 2R & pEE (But For Test)
T ER TR D P BOA 2 FEJIEAT P BESFLAFA
PFERT O RJEARTH AN RS SRE- LAV ORIAS MR

Sk kel F TE L IT L oA I F At B A#H .
7.1.2 &2 4 4& (Reasonable Royalty)

MERENEFEFIRF L R EFREJNEF 284 iER T

% See Minco, Inc. v. Combustion Engineering, Inc., 95 F.3d 1109, 1118 (Fed. Cir. 1996).

P e gy & {1 f,%z; PR LA s Skt BREFIA SR AR &Y
e o Fla gl F

TEE LI 2Ry FEMARFEIREETE L] A RZ L RRE) AR
BT R E 2 FEMAZRLA AL E 0 T 12-14 (2009) -

% See Panduit Corp. v. Stahlin Bros. Fibre Works Inc 575 F. 2d 1152 (6th Cir.1978).
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Ee T F AT IR T RS > RS R 22 A 3 M
RRE AR ZEJTREGNEEE £
Ll &£ ot 2 B x 4 5 Ti249;2 | (Analytical Approach) 2 T g%

17 i2 5 (Hypothetical Willing-Licensor-Willing Licensee Approach) » i 4 #-&

AR F DA Rt Nenf P AL A AR AT DL
BE AR BRI 2 EEESI S F RIS §F AT AR

[ 5T FHE R T R L B BT R £ S 6 1l A BT

TR 2 T R BT g A P ST R & BT T

e

PRR S ak dl s AR AT SR M T IREF L AR

A

PEP BERBRERRR I ETEL - REFG 0 TG enrd”

Baga 3 o AR ERE L2 25 - 14 A# (Royalty Base) ¢ i
Fl&+ % (RoyaltyRate) » Hpr 4 5402 F 4 & E4 7 5 @ o & 18 >
FAAWFZHTLJER T 2 SIS E LY - (I REA S B
BREFELRIAAA A AN E TP FRE YRR TRRE
PR AT e mES AP < § 3 T 5| Georgia-Pacific Corp. v. United States
Plywood Corp. % =iz = 2 1558 4 # F1% (s f§ 4 5 Georgia-Pacific 1% ) i¥
S AE

) B FF 5 RASH LB ERE R 6 P (%G T
£);

GER SRR SRR s L LRSS S B S HE
Wb s e (BFIRAE ) S

(3) EBAING 2R G E PR DB R GBS Bt s

PIEIZAR S MEE M2 22 ARV E FR S Az Bz T
IRy PHZETH ¥ 65 % 18 > | 19-20 (2009) -

% See Georgia-Pacific Corp. v. United States Plywood Corp., 318 F. Supp. 1116, 1120 (S.D.N.Y. 1970),
mod. and aff’d, 446 F.2d 295 (2d Cir. 1971).
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(9) B fIBATE R A ST i i #ocd 3 HREET (el E)

(10) # W A2 HE JIHAF o F% 28R (BP ATEF SRR );
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BARRFCAM ST ER G N BEEAE IR e B Pt
#orrieie (RfE < TR

(14) 23z L (B2 FE L)
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LR TR ACHF B # =) Fl R 5(AFHEM %) F1E 64 i &)

TEE e R F AT SRS AREFAR B AL F R ARG S P
LT ER I

% CAFC % Minco, Inc. v. Combustion Engineering Inc., 95 F.3d 1109 (Fed. Cir. 1996)% ¥ » | & #
SRR B RAEN A S BIFH20%  HId £ 5 LA ERARL (B HY R
BB ) 2B fIRTIFAMF LG REAS 3T FL 1& R EEENC L, F A N
E/;ﬂ"alﬁr%.’riﬂ%fﬂgﬁ?m’ﬁ AR EEAEN SZAELF RBATIEOMRERY T RE D
RS IR A SR N
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F1R 7 (R A2 EEY O F1F B (REA Tr) - ML FFRAIFRLG AR
HEFRFOFT > 643 1 (%7 B{1&) F1F 2 () 715 8 (&
FlEdcE )~ F1% 9 (e iE )~ F1% 11 (RfEFIE ) F1R 12 (A FH 61
FE LA (BREL) EFF IS ZAEETE - 2 L BAES 2T Z FF -
BAEBRRT AL BIALHPVET A AL TS RIEHET 4
(Lump-Sum Royalty ) 12 % #2441 £ (Running Royalty) » % 4 14— =t {23
&t o fﬁ,—*fﬁl—«w;&ﬁ SRS BN o F AR 2 B LG B AR
2Bl ARG TALH - SRR L £ R LR PR
SRR BRI F R BT HEE K TR
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DER TS P RU SR SRS RIECs R SRR L T
E A

AfinfFm, 84 AR F e AL eesr 2 FHlE, 2 T8
Tl e s F F FAEE AR RF R P BRA T 0 F LR i3
Az pEREEAE A BIHEATEP R A A A A2 3 RF T L
Rz PEREMEE R EJEAF LR AL LB (R AP BB LR ) B2Y
Wik A SE (2 ) - 300 L RASFRDRE (2 FR% 406 - difs
2 A1 E )BT L B I3 gt e anl e B @02 ( Entire Market
Value Rule) e 4 s~ 2 ¢ » F &I A 7@MD F i) 4 > AR f LB IR
S §HER Y AR AS (Wi R RBJIEA TR L
EALPIA S IR S A X B R R 2 F 02t T FR 6 2 HAEA §

B ol R % 2900 F 24-26 ¢
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Mondis -2 s ~ & £ (R¥ELIELT ) ¢ > FF A ‘aﬁ‘%}ﬁ'%% ]
A % fERES B 2 (Entire Market Value Rule) 3+ 3 45 2 p o icip A 4 £ 31
BB FEA D AP RS NIRRT R SR G5 AH £ R
AFRFEREF I EREEL T AR RE TSR AR SEWT SR B2

PR TR A AR RldASE Wt PR R AT 0 BT B B
A5

IR R RS e LR R ARFE o FEAEIRS
TR FFMEASLARF R - BRE LR MR T @R
RS BB a2 TR ASE S 2Rk S AT EE R A

ZRBEV LY RN ASEWL I AN E EEEE D HEAL &
12 (Economically Justified) ehgevk o 2% h 2 & RgE 4 @ &1 13 1 16 B &g
BPREYN EP (LAFRERENE LT RUASFERL G AHD 4
T R LI 1% TAA B4F025% 0 FIH A B R @ BT B4 @
ERBF P REAT OFREIRZRY FHY SR B AT RY £
RIRE 5 FEL T RELEFRRMTNFTE Mkma)j} ARl LT
AR AT RY AV E L TR . FI 0 BRI L R IpAp M IR

S LA B A RS RIS TR 8 v A R L B -

72 FIRFEFRRE
721 04 JIF chak 4 1 B & chiB A

A JIEZBEARE RS FE N R L o AR AT E PR G 2 R R

SR B R RFLAND RO B R St IR B G K A3

100 Mondis v. Honhai et al, 2011 WL 2417367 (E.D. Texas 2011).
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HENGA 2L BREA O NERL ARG EFEF LI TR EEAT W e iZ
Peznd e TR G B € o XA REPLSBFRF LI DI §F A A F

BREATRELTAEFE S Z AR AMEE TR ELF § A
Z B PSR AW RHONERRFARA ¢ 52 BT o SRR G AN g2
702 #£ 22 Daubert v. Merrell Dow Pharmaceuticals, Inc. 2% 1929 =52 B 0 % echiip] »
BFREAGFOETE IR VREKT P EETRT R 2 (2
FAZBENSZHIPF I VIO B L 2FTFEFTHR QER TR

B EARB PR 0 B e REET 2 E R4 -

Mondis 372 % ~ % % (R#EAIXT) 310¢ » g 3« %ﬁ*uf‘?'%% Fe
74 Dr.Magee 4 3 pn i 2 3 B AAA 2 L AL T AR vk P B

FEAFL 2B C(D)RLEREL B FHW H % & (Entire
Market Value Rule) - B35 2 p2 i #cif s Q) 2 & 3384 7 B BB £ 21 4
CRIEFIRTEFE S QAL EFTEAV R IRTEGER T2 21D

OESEIE S (YERL A SRR NS R S TR A G N A

O Gldet BB E FE s MR EaE - B agE LB
192 Daubert v. Merrell Dow Pharmaceuticals, Inc., 509 U.S. 579 (1993).
103 Mondis v. Honhai et al, 2011 WL 2417367 (E.D. Texas 2011).
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£ 23~ % 6,057,812 5L % i Ham 1 &2 11> Flptagd F % & 2011 & vt ey %
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733 L FHE L%

2006 & 12 " 1 p » % &30 E R VIS S E kAL ] ZEe

AL AT P EASETHAG 254102007 237 8P > AENREE
FNG REINE S EkACK R A S A ET H g 2 2 WA ] 02007 £ 5
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20 v e szt idEz ERY 6,689,629 (629 5L) -~ % 7,125,157 (°157

)~ % 6,778,160 (160 %) ¥ % 7,090,506 (°506 55) w i+ & 4] ;2010 # 7 * >
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