KENF TR E TR BT D Markman 7 L — LR

KEWFHFEERRBICH TS
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1.
2.
3.

3.

BEEEHRIRND Y

N—0OX 0 U—LEIR (Markman Claim Construction) (&, REAREFHD T U—LAFDXETHD
THBEBICBVLWTERICHVLHA DD BDICDOVT, HHIFMDZDERKEHFEZRET D ECTHD, N—7
NV U—LERE, KEFTFRLDEELRE CH DI, TNICET DRANN G F R/ EEZR D ¥
ROIDIFFE KR THD, ZTOHBEZFRICENT D EFARTRETHD. ABTIE, WL<KDODODERITDEF
KEEERFHIFT (LUT, CAFC) D¥RFIZSR U DD, KERFRERAICHBFDN—IT T L —ALFEIRD

13 U & (Z—Markman ¥R
v =727 L — LEBRROFR
T L — LEEROEARNE 7 TO—-F
1 BEOL»OEHINZEK
(ordinary and customary meaning)

3. 2 EmOHLWAER LR

3.

4.

4.
4.

5.
(standards of claim construction)

5.
5.
5.

o o,

6.

o o0 o0 ;0O

(broadest reasonable interpretation) (BRI)
3 2 DOMHEKE (BRI E¥E & Phillips £#) (Z3 T B ¥k
BERE 2R
7L — LEEIRICAHUV S h 5 5L
1 EBEEHL (intrinsic evidence)
2 HMEBEIHL (extrinsic evidence)
T L — LERRRDE %

1 #FEULVWERTE BRI ND LD ICERRLEV
2 BAMEICERHINABEHEZRVATHEV
3 JL—LTF1T7LrYI-Y3>

(claim differentiation)

.4 JL—LHEHZEONO—EB L EH (consistent use of

claim terms)
5 JL—LOES (preamble)

. 6 BEBEAMEORR (clear and unmistakable state-

ment of disavowal or disclaimer)

7 BERAODSH

8 AEIL—L (RT v TDIBEF)

9 EBAMEH

10 B3 (validity) & D8R

11 Dedication to the public

12 7AO% 7 kN4 - 7AO®X - L —LA
7 L — LERIR DO ¥R A DR
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6. 1 Y= RTEICODWTEBIZ CAFC (CH#EERT X
Ky

6. 2 CAFCICBIIZ2RELOEE
(standard of review)

1. 13U ®IZ—Markman iR

Markman v. Westview Instruments, Inc., 517 US.
370 (1996) (BLF, Markman ¥Ht) (2B T, MR
FECHANE, 7 L — AT AR (question of
law) THo THEHAFICLI DM EINEZREDDOTH
n, FHEME (question of fact) & L TREHIZ L D H)
MrEansaxXREJIDODTIELEW, R L 2D
Markman Y% 53T, BEHICL S 7 L — AR
E~—2~<r 27 L— 2 (Markman claim con-
struction) & HIFIN TV 5,

2. ¥Y—=922 7 L—LBROFHK

RIETIE, ¥—=27 <7 L—aROFHROME
Z, DToOf#zEEY )4+ (B3 LHHABPHE W
)T ETIERV) ZHWTHRRSE, ¥v—r<x 7 L —
LMD FHE DML, KPR ETRRRDHROE S 72k
HH GO X 525, %L OWh, YEZiX
DU—=H VNV —=NVIZHESINLTWSE, &I T,
AIPLA (American Intellectual Property Law

KOG U Ry ANV T =Y TR — - FxLy &Y

— AR KkES#EE York M. FAULKNER
EE - Aya SUZUKI
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Association) @ Patent Litigation Committee A% 2014
9 HIZ % L 72 AIPLA's Model Local Patent
Rules DHEP 2B ZIC L THMT %, &b, 1R
RIEE L 720 — A VL — LA WHIX 2B W T,
BHFOAr ¥ 22— ¥ 7454 (Scheduling Order)
B L—LFERFREBEL, TORTVa—) T
w4 x % < @ ¥ A& AIPLA's Model Local Patent
Rules (2B 7= #E % &

BRSNS 2 &b 7 L—2DFEXIZT
L—X (LIF, B THEE] &vw9) 1d, FEirREs
RO BFHZHIZ BT Z ORI G 23D 5 HFEIZ IR
bbb, 22T, BEYFIFELT, FEHE FFF
W) P25, & %k BT O X2 B TR
D (BEEEE) IS8 L THRFFRETFREIGE L7
ERMEL, HZ B> TRE2HIT 5,

(1) BIRENhBZIXNZHBEOUXMDX

(Exchange of Proposed Terms for
Construction)

BHEMXOT— VIV =V DEDITHE, FE P &
Bt DX, ENENSEHTICHM SN LERELE
257 V—hOMFEDO) A MKW L, 22T,
JEE P ROBE D oM E 97 L—LOHEEA &
Hii BIZOWTHHFTOMREZRD L) L E 2L
T5. 7 L—2OHGEDY) A MO, EhENNT
TERC L 72 3CE AT HITEMN L L2k virb
M, BCHFT IR IE L v,

ZOk, FEP EHED ILEFHZFHMOFEE W
(meet and confer) %179, ZHIZX D, ERIZH W
D HHFEERY AL AL HL M TR L, #icdt
[d] T T 9 % Joint Claim Construction and
Prehearing Statement DER 2 129 % 2 & 23 HIFF

INb,

&5

(2) FEHIIZ L — LBIROIXHE (Exchange of
Preliminary Claim Construction and Extrinsic
Evidence)

Zotk, FEP &S DX, Theh, FEP X
BEDICL VBRI NLEREEFESNIH
WTHEPRET R (P L — 2R % [H
H1Z (simultaneously) R¥a$ %, BHEENZTN TN
DTN 7 L — MR Z 205 585121, BE2RE

)
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TAHHRMAE R — b3 5NEHIER (intrinsic evi-
dence) TH 2 HMFR HFEALBOEHT L, HAR—b
3 HHMERREHL (extrinsic evidence) A3 AHE XN
L, RBETIVEND L. TS L — ARROK
B, TNENIMER L7 CEEMTHICENLED
ZEIZEATbh, FHAIIRERBIEL 2V,

ZTOK FHEP LHEED IYFEAHOFEE
(meet and confer) 479, ZNIZLD, EHITH K
AR, BRI TR AT 3 % Joint Claim
Construction and Prehearing Statement ®{E ¥ % 52
3 %o Meet and confer D%, J54 P d#is D &
VA M2OHEEBAHIBRT A2 L 20D, 2HIZED

RIS H DB B HEIIHE A 72T E 572,
(3) HEZEHISHFTRETIIVL—-LBROET

J > JaEiBE#®E (Joint Claim Construction
and Prehearing Statement)

5 P 845 D i, Joint Claim Construction and
Prehearing Statement % AT IZI_RIT T 5, DL
FIZBWTIE, BEP L#E D Lol TRz
DHHHEAZREL, HiEAIZOEEEP ORE
T AN, HEGE A IO EHE D ORET MR, %
FNENIELWT 5. BT, TNENIRET HHM
ZHR— bFHNEREEM (intrinsic evidence) TH 5
L FEARBOBAT &, AR — b3 SH 505
(extrinsic evidence) 23® 5 HHIkZn e, ZHEL
TRLIT %o

(4) I L—LBROT 1« ZAHNY —

JFE P &S DI, 7 L — ARSI 4 RELo
T4 AA31) — (discovery) #4179 . BlZIE, FHEP
EWE DA, eheh, B0 L — AFERE IFT
LEMRIHNICEL LTI V=Y a vzt Ltk
B D BEEMEMRIEADTRY ¥ a ~ (deposi-
tion) AT\, F7z, FE P AMEEHHEMEIEAO T
BTV ar&iid.

(5) ~¥—2U<>EKRE (Markman Briefs)

& P & e DX, B ¥H Mwkman F 0k 3
(Opening Markman Briefs) &, HMRIZX 5 EEH
(experts' declarations) D27 L — AR %E R — b
THAME, ZEHFIREL, FMFHICEMST

bHo F DK, WM HFIX KL Markman Tk E
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(Responding Markman Briefs) &, BMRIZ X 5%

g =

B Z#E (responding experts declarations) % @ 2
L— 2R E YR — Mg LR E, 2 BHAPTICHH
L, $7MFHIENT S,

(6) ¥—ov>k7Y >4 (Markman Hearing)

Gl o TWDHZ L—LOMRICLETH LY
& BHL, =2 e T T ETH, LD
T—=AIBWT, =<7 r7iE2200D/8—
MO ENS ¢ (1) IFFOHEMN RNy 7 75
v N EBHPNIHMHT 5 F 22— MY 7 )V (tutorial),
(i) 7 L— Ao 720018 (oral argu-
ment) THo T, iEAZZFOY TS EIELZLLD
% (HMRPAES 2T 5, IIFWABPHEIIZOWT
AEEET %)

R, BHP2 7 L— 2O A 285 D 2%
L7z BRIz~ —27~ ke (Markman rul-
ing X\ Markman Order) #HL72& 5%, £Z T,
et D IEEHFr O T L7 MGG A offBICEEE, R
EPHY<)—T ¥ v I XYM (summary judgment)
ZRD D, HHFEFREOT Y =T vy T A |

2 D ANZERD %o i P CAFC I2H3 T 4.
3. JV—-LBROEFNETIO—-F

3.1 BEFEOH,LOEHI I SELK (ordinary
and customary meaning)

HEFR I T BB BT BAFRFIRGRD 7 L — LR T
&, IS, 7 L—2 oM, EEo»OEHS
5 EE (ordinary and customary meaning) %2
ERME NS Vitronics Corp. v. Conceptronic, Inc.,
90 F.3d 1576 (Fed. Cir. 1996); Phillips v. AWH
Corp., 415 F.3d 1303 (Fed. Cir. 2005) (LAF, Phillips
) o T7bb, 7 L—2JHiEE, R (Er
DOEMMEH) 12, YEFPHMEFICHS LCHBS
LEHONPOEBHENLEREZFO MR IN S,
Phillips o

CO—EIEANI R B 6I5HILL T TH L - (1)
MEIZBNT, FEYED 7 L— 20 ER T il L
TBY, ZOEHEMEEOEKRE IRRL5E (W]
#ZAH bR AES (lexicographer) & L CTHREL T
W), ROV BIMEIC BT, WES S L —
KPR A FINAICHRIET S E LTw 354 (-
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tentional disclaimer or disavowal) . Phillips FHt,

3. 2 RHLVWEHERLEIR (broadest rea-
sonable interpretation) (BRI)

LT, KREREFFEEST (BLT, USPTO) (&, H§F
7 L—2HiEE, HMEFCEEYELADBMRTLTH
59 b LA 2 @B (broadest reasonable in-
terpretation) (LL'F, BRI) O IL#E TR 5, BRI H
HOT, 7L—s R, R GFFREO AR
FEH) 12 Y2EE R 2300 TR b WY 70 17
Wz L7ehaafeE LTRSS h, $72, HllE»S
JV—ANRERHZGRA AL Z EIEL & v
Phillips ¥ P& ; Manual of Patent
Procedure (MPEP) § 2111,

HERTTFERL (ex parte reexamination) 2B W T
b, FERFERNE (PTAB) 1&2 L — Af#FIC BRI i
ZHW5, In re Yamamoto, 740 F.2d 1569 (Fed. Cir.
1984), 7272 L, XMEAFFFSSFHHEA TN T3 256
(& BRI 4 CTld 22  Phillips 2 GRE OO &
A B 298 H &1 b, In re CBS-System
International, Inc., No. 15-1832 (Fed. Cir. 2016)

MHEFZRAZL Y 2 — (inter partes review: IPR) & O°
ff 5% L ¥ 2 — (post grant review: PGR) 128\ T
b, FERFERES (PTAB) 1&2 L — Af#FIC BRI i
ZHw5b, 37 CFR. §8§ 42.100(b), 42.200(b); Cuozzo
Speed Techs., LLC v. Lee, 579 US. __ (2016),

Zh
]

Examining

3. 3 2ONEX (BRI B & Phillips %) (C
XY 2 HERAIER

USPTO Fhi THWw 55 BRI &, KM
WTHWBND Phillips 35 GRF O OHEHAINS
U SNSUNINRE/ R VRN (3 8 R S AR MNP /hE AR
BRIEH#ED D D7 L — AfFERDIT ) AL D )L HiPH
DFATEMN % & AR5 720, RO ks
TX5LEZHLRENES S, FHirmotto k2K
HFTIEZR L USPTO IZBWTLE S EE2B50b L
Nz, —F, BOWIFREROTRETELLERD
REMEEEE, BRIZEL VW L— 2 R%Z 5 2
BB EHF BV TIRENE (ORI 2 FkRL
XV EEZDDL LN,
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4. JL—LBRICAVShH 3
4. 1 REBEEHL (intrinsic evidence)

RRICF DD L 7 L — 2 HFEOMRICH2D, K
HIFHINEREL 2 ZE S 5. WEFREILE L CIZLLUF 28
FFonsd 7 L—2Aa, WIME, ME, #Hoes, wm
FALCHBITOKM, 7 L— @RI, YEHEOHE
DbE, HHRICFVOBLHEEZEL 7 L—27210%
a4 0TI Rl, FHEEKZHMH L TIT I,
Phillips ¥ Pt

BHPFTE, 70— WMIEL A2 TIE% <,
FFFOHEERB S (ZNANEE L THE S 56
i) EET S, FEERRICETeeF - g v
WCHITH SN BATHM b & b0 Phillips P,

R, WERGEILE LT, UToOL 0L EE LY
% HERICBVW BRI A A T 72 (incor-
porated by reference) (&, HMIEHIZHIH I N7z
FeATHA, BT oKENRERE & £ o AR,

4. 2 HEBREHL (extrinsic evidence)

BCHFTE, 5EF & AR YN DD 5 W LR, §
%D HAMEBREIS AR L1550 AHBEEIL & L TIE L
THETONS  HMROIEE, EWEORES,
aisC, ke B B FHell BT SN EHPTIC
X ZHWrS, SHTREI E 72 0 £ 50 BHTE, B2,
DIFICE 3 2 ERRE R 2 ZRE LG5 1 AR E 2 B8
by, BEE9 B R E RN, EPTHEEO IR, BliKE,
&9 FEHAFERE T % 2

HRERRESLIZ, NEBREIL & 0 b HEZEME ) OME FEAMK
Vo ARBEEIMI A H A D Ltz was, BIfiER € ot
DOWNERFEINI LI N2 7 L — L HFEOBE R EZ E T L
EFETAETHWSD Z LIXTE R\, Phillips )
oo WITREILIZIR S LCT2 L — A HEEO FEIRDSHE T
H LA, IRRREICARIL L T T & R R %
FTREX Tl %\, Playtex Products, Inc. v. Procter &
Gamble Co., 400 F.3d 901 (Fed. Cir. 2005)

HMEO M, WEBREIL & Z DBy L 72458
TELEHFICH K= ENTRITNER SV,
BlzIE, YHENT—r <7 L— ARRFRPICR
WMLZ2EMROEEEFIZ, [HMEKEME 2 UME
A= M 28] PREWSNTWRWEGER, HHK
REZ SR — N T HEHTE L2 CE I E T
WG, ZOX) HEEFIEANCI) EHIR
HTHH)o
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Lo X912, WERGEIIC IR W72 27 L — 2 HIFE DR
Wz, HHEPLMZD > TLEETLILIZTE RV,
7 L — DIFWREIT LS EF IO N T EE L v
THREND 20, KL X5 &3 2 fE kI,
FEUARE (RERFIEO AR H) DL A & M7z 15k
B LLEDND D,

5. 7L —LBIROEZX (standards of claim
construction)

FBREICHE L 7 L — AR OIEEZ DIV o9
BIRT %0 B, FEMNETREIZLHETRZLIND,
FRETLOBMKRNZRFFE (7 L—2a, WIE, Bk
#45) 2B THI L%, ITNHDHk#EL —FRICH
HIRETIERV,

5. 1 FELOEREELIHBREIND LD ICH
WUV

RCHEN DD WD 5552 RTIE, 7
L— 2 HEEE HFELWERIEE (preferred em-
bodiment) 2SR SN2 L H ITHM SN HRETlE %
W, SanDisk v. Memorex, 415 F.3d 1278 (Fed. Cir.
2005) o

RS, FEE IR 2RI ORI RE % R §
HZENELBHAEN, CAFCIE, ZL—2HnZEN5D
FEREREICBRESNL Z DV E M) R LSS L
T\Wb, Phillips F19,

I 35 O ] P B Inline Plastics Corp. v. EasyPak,
LLC, 799 F.3d 1364 (Fed. Cir. 2015) IZBWTd, 7
V=AW [FI5AF v 7 DRGERTH > TAkEE
e v I DS S e v VEA frangible sec-
tion T L THEEREKLONFT LN TES) %
“te] EHEL, K1 2% frangible section (2B T 2
RKOFATTHI Ty HERLTWAHET, CAFC
i, HHERLIADI Y VHTHOIVERRLTE
D, ZL—2#iEI TV H 1 AROYS (BEEEN
BIVVHIAR) &L EMRL

5. 2 BHEICREBINAEEZEHFZRUAZTLEWV

— MBI, BRI ICREIR S N2 B %2 7 L — A NG
ARIAATIR RS RV, 7 L— ZHEPIT F L WERTE
BlLTFLOREShZWL, 2L OHEAEICBVTH
EEINLXRETIE R\ RF Delaware, Inc. v. Pacific
Keystone Techs., 326 F.3d 1255 (Fed. Cir. 2003) (LA
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¥, RF Delaware ¥19t) o
i 3T D P PL B Info-Hold, Inc. v. Applied Media
Techs. Corp., 783 F.3d 1262 (Fed. Cir. 2015) 128w
Td, CAFCIE, ¥irnEhEEz —2721Ff/RL T
WHETHoTH, BENFOI L — L% X D%
SRBICIRE LTI 5 2 & Z IS TRE L7z

5.3 JLb—LT«T77L>YI—-Y 3>
(claim differentiation)

Claim differentiation ® D b &, —FEFFD % 7
L2 3R 2#MEdoLiEE s N5 (pre
sumed). Claim differentiation &, #£&27 L —2&D—
FEAMSL 7 U — JTH AR TN D RENITOEHH
HHIZF WD), POYFEMENOD7 L—LD
M—DBERDLERTHLLEICHEHINS, RF
Delaware ¥,

—7J3, claim differentiation ® X, &< F THE
(presumption) 2L A5HDTH Y, Zild, YEE
RN & 2 RS 7 0 g Al 2 28 R E PR 5
LA REEE 1S % (rebuttable) . Regents of
the Univ. of Cal. v. DakoCytomation Cal., Inc., 517
F.3d 1364 (Fed. Cir. 2008) . #I25 213, WIME R %%
Ak 2 A < 7 L — AT claim differentiation @
BHIZ X > THED Z EiE %\,

5. 4 J7L—LHBABO—8LER (consis-
tent use of claim terms)

—HFFICBWT, 2L -2 —EHLTHwLR
TwWh EHEEEN s (presumed)s —fEMYIC, 7 L —
LAHEEE BV T—EHELTHbNE 2D, £
KOy, —7 L—2AIBIT5—HEEE, My Lr—2
BT B A —HEE L A CERZ & D0 Phillips ¥,

7L — L DHE%DEINH 5 A — IR CERE
O LHEEEI NS (presumed) A%, WIHIE R H AR
WIS L CHMEHEEY 2 L— 2 ORB BEITICBWT
RpBRZ2 LD EDPYONTHLYEIE, ZOR
) TIiL 72 \» Schoenhaus v. Genesco, Inc., 440 F.3d
1354 (Fed. Cir. 2006)

5. 5 7L—LORIER (preamble)
FHOHMREX T 5 MM (purpose or intended

use) ZHIZHRR7227 L — AHEER (preamble) DXLE

&, I L2 OfHARET 52D LT
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Wbz, LaL, 7 L—2KK (body) DEMH
HESEZZITCEONEL S HICHHAT2EEI2E
(rely upon and derive antecedent basis from the
preamble), FIELRIZZ L — AW OLEEZLE LT
Wb N1g %, Pacing Tech., LLC v. Garmin Int’l,
Inc., 778 F.3d 1021 (Fed. Cir. 2015) (LL'F, Pacing
Tech. 1)

BB LHOREEL LIIATy 72 BEL, X
WHIETRAZ L — A ICERE b 728572010 ETH
% (necessary to give life, meaning, and vitality to
the claim) ¥#, WEIRIE 7 L — 2% RE L
Bo W, FERFHEE D7 L — A AR (body) THERW
W L7222/ L TBY, 7 L —ARiEHRIEH
WHEHOHWR BN 2MEHZBREICT 2 WihE
X, BIESIEREER L IR 0%, AiELRE 7 L —
LADOREEFE L THI LI ME, 7 L—abtkl
FERFICBR SN2 ZENCH S L C&AHEITI0 U CHIb
SN b, TomTom, Inc. v. Adolph, 790 F.3d 1315
(Fed. Cir. 2015) o

5. 6 BABLHMEDE®E (clear and unmistak-
able statement of disavowal or disclaim-
er)

(1) [A3£8 (the present invention) |

ERo X2, 7L —AXEPEEOPOEH SN
HERE SO L) —REHIOBN & LCTiE, %W
ZhH S iEMmES (lexicographer) & L CTHERE L 72
Yiel, EHENZ V- 2@ EREE LA (ds
avowal) &, 2% 5. WHE (disavowal) 23 -7z & &
NoH0E, WME CUIFEERE) 2% [BWAINED
HEEzETew] L) HALRBKEDOBIE (clear and
unmistakable statement of disavowal or disclaimer)
2EUTHAETH 5,

Pacing Tech. FlPiZBWT, WHMEL, [AFEHD
FBHENE, -] EREL, 3512, 18 DBEIMOFF
BEHEL-oD, UFBMEROmIZIEZhEh [K
FEHORZL 5 HIE, -] LR L Twiz, CAFC
&, BEREDS, KB 19 O HIYZFIZ LoD [R5
DINLD 19 DHBRORHIE, [F—F A L=
L ADRITE BT VR (sensible tempo) # 4 U &
WHHERRE, 250, BERLEHOR— 7Y
AT L] WX TERINS ] LWL TVWEI LR
L, 7L —24id (sensible tempo ZHl%E LTz
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WIZH 2 5F) sensible tempo 4L X155 ¥

AT BZRRE S D LHIWT L7,

Pacing Techs. ¥peik, I, FirkEE 2 X 2WH
BRI X B MFEICE D 7 L — 2% BRI L 72
Bl Z WO LT 5
o WA [the present invention is ...J] & % Wi [all

embodiments of the present invention are ...] &0

WL T H%

o BIAIEEDS, Bk 2 I EITIT) 720I2E D B FEED
AT TH TUETH D (required) ] LRk Tw
FoH%

o WM& A4 X 1¥ [an important feature of the
present invention| & % i [a very important
feature ... in an aspect of the present invention
LRI L T iE
FRLo &) WMIE ORI XL Y, FEWEDFEIO

HPAZREN RSO TH S LG THEA L7, &R

SUGFHLZ LITHE LW,

(2) BEHZEBICECHZE (prosecution disclaim-

er)

WAL DR P Avid Tech., Inc. v. Harmonic, Inc., 812
F.3d 1040 (Fed. Cir. 2016) (2B W, Avid 23#HARE
W L 72 BaR 1228 < g (prosecution disclaimer)
Mifkim SN 7zo CAFC 1%, FATKE o Bk 23HE F1) i
PO 2 5 D1, BEEBRAY, HEZRBEICN 7
LY Th B ERNTz, Gl o 7oA B OB
BBEHNFNTH B, H5HVIIEEO GBI A
BETHLYE, CAFC IXFHFARMIZH CEE (pros-
ecution disclaimer) 25&% - 72 & IZF8E L %2\,

5. 7 BERZBEOEZH

CAFC OFHIZ LiuE, 7 L— AU B 2 %4k
FHOZR &, YWERDIHIIBIT 5 HARBEE
(prosecution history estoppel) & i, BlDH D TH
%o HiEE, XELOREOHHTHY, FuLid
7 L — 2 HEEOMIZ, Fedktsh O RS O BB
EFBLGZWE ) IR ENERETHE LT 5, B
T, WEROGHTHY, 7L — A0 AREPIC
IR EERIC X 0 5IHeH & XAl S N 756E, #A
AR S (prosecution history estoppel) @ 3 &,
VoMM X % 7 L — ARERLH o $ak & HIR 3
%o Biodex Corp. v. Loredan Biomedical, Inc., 946

INT 2 2017 - 80 -

F2d 850 (Fed. Cir. 1991); Festo Corp. v Shoketsu
Kinzoku Kogyo Kabushiki Co., 535 U.S. 722 (2002) o

5. 8 HEI7L—L (RFvTOIEF)

Altiris, Inc. v Symantec Corp., 318 F.3d 1363 (Fed.
Cir. 2003) I2BWT, CAFC X, 7L —2DXFIL,
SCERC D @BICS, — AT v THMAT v Tk
LT, &»2FEDNF TR SN TW»ERE &IIRE
LTWaWnnsb, BEDAT v TIHF Th b LELDH
B TR v, ECHIM L 720 MHHRIZBEWT,
CAFC &, FFaFHes A58 O WD HB§ 5 EM %
ML EZBRWTE, 7L —2HEEIZ0@EE O
Kazdb, Z7L—2E3HE LWERBBREICHEES L
§, ZOFANEARED XD IZHEAT v TONEFIZD
WTHhBEH SN, 7 L — AHPHIEIME R RO B A
7T v TOMPIZRE SNz, Lk,

5. 9 %XBAOHER®

7 L— 2 HEEO BRI, FEWEPERI 2 L
720, ZLTZL—AIlazEd X)) & Lz0n,
DV E b > TOR, JE LIERT S EMT
&b, ZJL—AXFITHETH - T, FFeFORRICEK
bHARIGH ) WM 225, fRDE A, IELWHR
LWz b, Phillips I8 5 Markman F) P

5. 10 Bz (validity) & DREF

Phillips ¥1P\2BWT, CAFCIE, 7L —21 %D
HHIEDHEFRESND L)WM INLERETHD LW
A EZFER L7285, Z0—hT, TOREANIIA L #E
HashzazR&boTidrnwe L, A%ESmEs L—
LEROBEDEBELTHAH L W) VEINFET
WoTnZw, XoT, COEHNPEHEINELID
X, ZLV—aRoEToY—Vve@EH L% Th R
B LV—2HENPERTHILEAEIIRONE7Z5 5,

5. 11 Dedication to the public

BRI ICBR SN2 7 L= SN h o 72 8IS
DWTIE, XFLoREPRINGELLLEDBIT, B
FWmICL2REL PR SN 5. PSC Computer
Prods., Inc. v. Foxconn Int’l, 355 F.3d 1353 (Fed.
Cir. 2004) o
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5. 12 A% bk -N4-7O€X-JL—L4

Fayy kN - TakR - 7 L—2OREED
HIRFIZBWTIE, HELZENRICIDELNL Y E DO
HWCEEZBEL, $hbb, JL—ASNHEER
LB HETIEONTZMEIREL 2V EHB SN 5,
Abbott Laboratories v. Sandoz, Inc., 566 F.3d 1282
(Fed. Cir. 2009) .

V. TA=E /A AT SR = & o S/ PPN ¥ ]
BEDHWIZ BN TIE, EREZYRTLEIREIEIWTH-
TZORGEETIE Rv. $bb, KMomwix, <
NBFHLWHETELON LD TH > THHFFMIL L
W, Amgen Inc. v. Hoffmann-La Roche, Lid. 580
F.3d 1340 (Fed. Cir. 2009) : MPEP § 2113

6. UL —LEBIROHIEA DR
6. 1 Y—UI REICDOVWTESBIC CAFCIC
PERTE &LV

—EDRFHRRINRD B B2 k&, CAFCIE, Z
NETY—r < VREICHT ZHH EFR (interlocu-
tory appeal) D TWARW, i, —#%WIz, b
TATIVHB#HEDLYEToOHKFAE (all claims and
counterclaims) 22\ THRAHBIAT S5 £ T,
7 L—MRRIEE/B L 2w bTHb, v =< ik
EEZTIYEEL TOr L — LB~
V=YX v VA FORVTET S, LWL,
HHVIE, BHIE~— 27~ Vg R REER AR
HEOHWOIEMEEL L THW 2 Ltk v,

=R VREVFROBRIZIEN 2D DTH S
Yt YHEFIREERHIE I OVWT—EDRER
3% (stipulate) b LN\, ZOWAITIE, #H
Frid~—27< > Erd &R ZEH R
(Consent Judgment) # FL, —4HFIEIITHL
T CAFC IR T A5 2 LT & %o

Vol. 70 No. 3

KENF TR E TR BT D Markman 7 L — LR

6. 2 CAFCICBITBRELDEZE (standard
of review)

7 L — MBI AR BRI E (question of
law) TH 2 H 5, ¥EFSIN72EIZ CAFC & de novo
. (FHZRAPORDET) I2XD) 7 L— AR
T 5. 7 L—AXE, WHME, KOHRARS
(NEBREHL) 1235 < 7 L — A HEEOMRBUZ, B0
Thbo, —H, 7L — LRI F 724 B
7 HEMEEY &4Y%4A, CAFC i clear error 2k
(LR AR VERY, MO HR %2 EHET %) (12
X Y Mgt B, Teva Pharm. USA, Inc. v. Sandoz,
Inc., 135 SCt. 831 (2015).

Thebh, BIREKAIE 7L — A ORENRE
UK CTdH > T CAFC %% de novo 12 X
DRSS 5 Z 2R LoD d, CAFC A7 L — L ff
MOBIZEG S N HiBIG 7 FERE I 5 2 ko
HIWE 2 WS 3 B BRI clear error ZE#E % W 37X &
ZErmLiz

b=

WD AFE, RS HRERET 2L 2HMELTED,
ARONFIEFTODERLHMEZE T DOTIE RV, 4B,
I=VX-TIGR-Trvrvav - s L= LEOmMICD
WTIE, SINEEET S,

(2) Z @ Model Rules i3, %R X AFFRFFRICH S
O—H W=V ERET HBIIEREINDRE W7 A
FI4 v ELTARSIN TS,

AIPLA’ s Model Patent Local Rules,

September 2014:
http://www.aipla.org/committees/committee_pages/Patent
-Litigation/Committee%20Documents/Forms/Allltems.asp
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