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REMFETE 101 5% (FETEMTE) BIED
CAFC ¥R #H 5 B 7= 101 iEi#
(X9 BRFRR

HERBIICDWTHRIT T Do

£
KEHBEORBILECBWNT, [EPERME UOERER (KERFPHE 101 RER) D@l NBHE.
HEAFEDR D [CHLTNERIVNDN?  AECTIE, Alice HIRLED CAFC HREID SXTTEZ S
ELZEICT D, RIS, Alice HIRODWAEZHESE UIc, WAL UTRBHERE Enfish #RICDNT
ST Do RIC, Enfish #HIRTRESNIcEZ AL CAFC #REI7ZHENT L, &&IC, i) CAFCEH

B
1. LI
2. Alice ¥l RTR&hi-2 &
3. Enfish ¥Ji® (2016.5.12 ¥|i#R)
(1) Enfish ¥iROAR
(2) MPEP CKEM45rEZHEE) CORRK
(3) 4HEFEEMH1 4> X DR
4. ATy T2ACHVWTHEFFERMSH V) & & h /- CAFC ¥
RA
(1) McRO #li® (2016.9.13 %)
(2) Finjan & (2018.1.10 ¥i#&)
(3) SRI#k (2019.7.12 #i#)
(4) Vanda ¥k (2018.4.13 $li®)
5. A7y T2BICHWVWTHEFFERMESH ) &S hi- CAFC H
RA5)
6. BRITD CAFC ii BHIiRf
(1) HEWEERBAIPFTERMES L EHIRE M- CAFC
FR G
(2) “improvement” MFERHEFBD 5N i h - 7= CAFC HiHR ]
7. W&

1. FL®IC

2014 4 6 H 19 HIZHR &7z Alice FIg (Alice Corp.
Pty. Ltd. v. CLS Bank Int’l, 134 S. Ct. 2347, 2355
(2014)) \FEBIHWMDOD TRERFEEL 5272,

USPTO CREHFFEET) OF—2a~x—Y D2
HE, 201446 H19H 252019410 H3 HE T
CAFC IZBWT, KREFFFFE 101 TG i o725
I 139 1Ed %, 209 b, FarwikgtEd ) (Eligible)
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CHIR SN, 1872 TH Y, Y o 121
AR FERE Y2 U (Ineligible) &R E N7z,
T74bb, CAFC IZBW THHFEEERS DR S
&, FEIZ, T%DEE THRA#EKMEZ L (Ineligible)
CHRE N, FERFERES ) LIRS BEIAE, b
TS, 13% E VIR E LS TWD, FEFFHEHRC
o TR TAFZIRNTH 5o X 11&, 2014 4ELL
R, FERFERSIED D LI S AR EE R o CAFC
I OEEERT,

HE
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2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019

1 FEFERMSH Y (Eligible) &M & hiz CAFC HIRE
DEIE

f75, PTAB (FEFFHHITR) 12B W CTRERFEREIEDS
Gl ol F M (1B ALEEHBEEICHT S
appeal) ([Z2WT, 201947 H 15 H A 5 2019 4 12
H 31 HE T, 1159 O wmMERENFIET Ho D
)b, 101 S4EM 2 3 (RFar@iigtEd ) Lo
F198 1, FI17% TH 5. FEH DK 83%HY 101 5:4E
Mo HEFF FFRFBREYEZR L) L722RRE 2> TWw b2,
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AREMFFFE 101 & (FFrdtt) Bdo CAFC Hdis 5 H72 101

SRARRENZ 9 2 X3

FERP AR ED D D LW S A EI A%, CAFC &t
5 E, RRENLOD, FFHEAE - TR
TAMBRRTHEZ IR EDL RV, 70t
Fa—TarvOEKELTE, TEXLEF, HAERE
T 101 &M m#E L 72ne 2AHTH S,

2. Alice i RTRE =2 &
Z 2T, Alice HIEONEIZOWTHERRET 55
Lo zmlE, Alice BRA T 5 K E 5 iF
5970479 D7 L — A4 33 TH 5,
33. A method of exchanging obligations as be-
tween parties, each party holding a credit record
and a debit record with an exchange institution,
the credit records and debit records for exchange
of predetermined obligations, the method compris-
ing the steps of:

(@) creating a shadow credit record and a
shadow debit record for each stakeholder
party to be held independency by a superuvi-
sory institution from the exchange institu-
tions;

(6) obtaining from each exchange institution
a start-of-day balance for each shadow
credit record and shadow debit record;

(¢) for every transaction resulting in an ex-
change obligation, the supervisory institu-
tions adjusting each respective party’s shad-
ow credit record or shadow debit record,
allowing only these transactions that do not
result in the value of the shadow debit re-
cord being less than the value of the shadow
credit record an any time, each said adjust-
ment taking place in chronological order,
and

(d) at the end-of-day, the supervisory institu-
tion instruction on [e] of the exchange insti-
tutions to exchange credits or debits to the
credit record and debit record of the respec-
tive parties in accordance with the adjust-
ments of the said permitted transactions,
the credits and debits being irrevocable,
time invariant obligations placed on the ex-

change instructions.

INT 2 2020 - 60 —

(LHEH TEBEEXBT 2L THo T, &524HE
XX TR AR & il & 2 IRF L, Hiil &
Tril#Rk & B G T AL ER L TP O i) & L G HEARD e
DIZH ), Fiad 7%,
(a) BialsHtliie 0> & Mhar L 2o B i 12 & > TR
HE SN BEDF T ildg & D Faldr & 2L,
(b) DRl ilikEZDEFERDE 4 DD,
~H@W@Aﬁﬁ5iﬁ%n%§x%Mﬂ#
ﬁ 2=
(c) E‘@Eﬁni’fﬁz IZEDIET Gl D £ 4 & il 5
B AL BB IC & o T, KIRLEBE DTG R
HELT CREDRGNIZDNTDA, EDIFL
125 0> T BIREH DI Ty al#R DA Fi sl D
FLEROME L ) < 2 6 L Vg RE L2 L 912
L, I BENIC T DR,
(d) —HD#ED VIS, Fiadif 5 S zi]7 i #i1c
o T, BHRIZET & 6524 FHE 0 Rl fk &
14 T GEARANKH G B T2 D 12 KPS # i A B B
W@l & o TR L, girad Br & i 5 12 )i
FETH V), KFANZE D75 75 i il 5 R Mt 12 i 72>
na,
CE B E TS )
3% (Thomas fEHAS) AR L72HEIZ, DL
TTHhs, FREHKD (A)~(C) dFEFE L.
In Mayo Collaborative Services v. Prometheus
Laboratories, Inc., 566 U. S. ___ (2012), (A)

we sel forth a framework for distinguishing

patents that claim laws of nature, natural phe-

nomena, and abstract ideas from those that

claim patent-eligible applications of those con-

cepts. (B) First, we delermine whether the

claims at issue are directed to one of those pat-

ent-ineligible concepts. Id., at ___ (slip op.,
at8). (C) If so, we then ask, “[w] hat else is
there in the claims before us?” Id., at ___ (slip

op., at 9). To answer that question, we consid-

er the elements of each claim both individually

and “as an ordered combination” to determine

whether the additional elements “transform the

nature of the claim” into a patent—eligible ap-
plication. Id., at ___ (slip op., at 10, 9). We

have described step two of this analysis as a

29

search for an “‘inventive concept’ -i.e., an ele-
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ment or combination of elements that is “suffi-
cient to ensure that the patent in practice

amounts lo significantly more than a patent

upon the [ineligible concept] itself.” Id., at ___

(slip op., at 3).

TR (A) THBRTWBZ LI, 101 Fo4EamEsk
PEHW T 572012, 30084 (BB, HRB
%, WMEWTATT) %227 L —5F D470 2 %
% (patent-ineligible concepts) &, 4FiF#EiEEDDH %
It (patent eligible application) & Z#XH4 5, Lw
ITLTHE, CNERIRTHEN2DEH12%2Y,

patent eligible application

-
-,

distinguish

patent ineligible concept
(laws of nature, natural phenomena, abstract ideas)

X2
Z LT, FT##E B) & THEE (C) T, Frid 2

AT TITV=LT=IARINT0D, $4bb,

1) F#B (B) —»®mMll, HFribnds L —Lnl
FEIE WAL 22 2 (patent ineligible concept) (2 A
FoNTVEE»EIEL,

2) THE (C) = KICZHI THAER, Z71L—20
MR FEFFEE MO D %0 (patent
eligible application) ~Z#§ L0 ENERET 5,
TLEARENTWVE, TRERRT S E, KI3DX
I Do

patent eligible application

1) directed to

patent ineligible concept /

(laws of nature, natural phenomena, abstract ideas)
3

K 3®1) 7% MPEP (FafFdrfrdkifE) 2106 1278 &
NIZHFP AR ET A PO AT v 7 2A IZHHE L
M3D2) AT v 7 2BICxIET 5. LFTIE, A
TV 727, AT v 7 2BLEKILT D,

B, THE (C) 2BV, [transform ], [inventive
concept), MU' [significantly more| 1&[6] UEETH
HEEZERLND,

Alice JPIZBWT, REHIZ, FRERDLI L —
ABIIHLT, 2AT v 7T A ME2#HT 2 L HERF
WD VEHIRL TWd,

2)transform
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ZOHMEIE, ATFv T2AICHELT, FhEhoT
W37 L— A, HEPEE L W) BREEB IOV TR
WENhTWE0, BT ATTIZHT SR, K
12, A7y F2BICMLT, WHI Y Ea—7
RFLFATSIED72OOH L DIRE G52 TWAIHE
XY, HETHMN e ANOSRETIEZVWE L
T, FERFERRED D HINHANEIR L Ty, LR
L7z

CZTHEHTREEF, A7y 7 2B OHMHICE LT
F R 3 53% (“The method claims do not, for

example, purport to improve the functioning of the

computer itself.”, “Nor do they effect an improve-

ment in any other technology or technical field.”) (F
MIRIZEER) D7Dl [t H 2 IR~
BT (SFardgtEz L), EiEEsH
ML72ZEThbB, TNDRD Enfish P THIH S
s,

3. Enfish $|3& (2016.5.12 ¥3®) (Enfish, LLC v.
Microsoft Corp., 822 F.3d 1327, 118 U.S.P.Q.2d
1684 (Fed. Cir. 2016))

(1) Enfish ¥ROAR
ARHPTIE, ELIWCAT Y T2AICBWT, Kk

W BRI SR Twiw (A5 v 7 2A T No

=B EDH D), LHWIT L2000 E 5 2T

Wb, Gk 5 7-m1%, Enfish 23R4 9 5 K E G

#6151604 D7 L—21 17 Th b,

17. A data storage and retrieval system for a

computer memory, comprising:

means for configuring said memory accord-
ing to a logical table, said logical table including:

a plurality of logical rows, each said logical
row including an object identification number
(OID) to identify each said logical row, each said
logical row corresponding to a record of informa-
tion;

a plurality of logical columns intersecting
said plurality of logical rows to define a plurality
of logical cells, each said logical column includ-
ing an OID to identify each said logical column;
and

means for indexing data stored in said table.
(17 2> 82— XFEIZHT 57— ERR W
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fERTATHo T,

BT — T WANZGE > THIGLA T 2R T 2 FEE,
Bl 7 — 7 ERE SN T =511 > 7 2 X %
159 25 FEE

iz,

Higlan e 7 — 7V,

Fan T & il 5~ X R Ykl d% (OID) &4
G, NFHDGIRICE ARG T S, HEEDmPTrE,

MR D PLE IV & EFT S 72012, Hiil B D
BITa 8L, HanP5) & ik 3 5 728D OID &
Ho G, HEDamHL]E

rE,
CEBHHETE T S HRRRES X T 4,)
CAFC (Hughe ¥|5) 1%, AHPIIBNWT, AT v
T2MIZDOWTUTO XS ITHIR L7z, B, THER
FEFDELL 72,

“Software can make non-abstract improve-
ments to computer technology just as hardware
improvements can, and sometimes the improve-
ments can be accomplished through either
route. We thus see no reason to conclude that
all claims directed to improvements in comput-
er-related technology, including those directed
to software, are abstract and necessarily ana-
Iyzed at the second step of Alice, nor do we be-

lieve that Alice so directs. Therefore, we find it

relevant to ask whether the claims are directed

to an improvement to computer functionalitly

versus being directed to an abstract idea, even

at the first step of the Alice analysis.

For that reason, the first step in the Alice in-

quiry in this case asks whether the focus of the

claims is on the specific asserted improvement

in computer capabilities (i.e., the self-referen-

tial table for a computer database) or, instead,

on a process that qualifies as an “abstract

idea” for which computers are invoked merely

as a tool.”

bbb, CAFCIEX, VI M7 =27 ThoTd/N—
Ry 7 ERBEICT Y2 — 8108 LCIEMS I ik
HBETDOEDLZEDVWHETH 255, Alice P TR
ENZHE2 ATy 7 (MPEP D X7 v 7 2B) TDHA
IV K= ENOUEZ T HLEIT %R, F

INT 2 2020 - 62 —

25 v 7 (MPEP ® A5 v 7 2A) CTHRINTD X
W, ZERHRL TS,
2%, CAFCIZ,

A) “improvement in computer technology”, or

B) “improvement in any other technology or tech-

nical field”
RENRIE, AT v 7 2A T [HRINT A 77121
JohTwiw] (A7 v 7 2A T No —FFar#ig
HY) ZIRTILENTESL, ZEEHRLTWAS,
CAFC I, it ZoTWwb 7L —2A4 171220 T,
TJLX TN EERINS 2D, REERZEL LA
D, AEVHEBEZNSLESEDIRE, ERDT—F
N— 2R L TR a2 A T & v ) TR A3 FE A
TN TBY, 2ok)RHACEBRA T -7V
X, AEVICT = 2ERL, AE)»OHHAMTS
BeWHET LI LIS HY), ar¥a— ks
WHESELELT, MR TATTIZATFON TV
W, EHIRL 72,

(2) MPEP CKEfEFFEEREZE) SO

2018 4 1 H @ MPEP 2 1E 12 & 1), MPEP2105.05a
[Improvements to the functioning of a Computer or
to Any Other Technology or Technical Field] A%
FENTe ZOFT, [In determining patent eligibil-

ity, examiners should consider whether the claim
“purport (s) to improve the functioning of the com-
puter itself” or “any other technology or technical
field”), $&bb, FAEIL FEFEEELZHET 5
LT, Iy ¥a— 3y EMiEOWEDlDH L0E1%
ZR LTI WEMSEME L,

(3) 4HFEFERMH 14> X EDREF

2019 4F 10 H 17 H QR R @ME T 4 5 > A WH R
(October 2019 Update: Subject Matter Eligibility)
TlX, A7 v 7 2A ® Prong 212 L, [For exam-
ple, if the additional limitations reflect an improve-
ment in the functioning of a computer, or an im-
provement to another technology or technical field,
the claim integrates the judicial exception into a
practical application and thus imposes a meaningful
limit on the judicial exception. No further analysis is
required. The claim is eligible at Step 2A.], $7%&b
L, HMEERH N, Prong 2D [#HE] 128
BL, AT7 v 7 2A THAFEEALED Y LHSN L
MRl STV 5,
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4. 2Ty T2AICEVTHFERMS V) EHIR

& h /- CAFC ¥IRf1

(1) McRO #Ii& (2016.9.13 ¥I3®) (McRO inc., dba

Planet Blue v. Bandai Namco Games America
Inc., 837 F.3d 1299, 120 U.S.P.Q.2d 1091 (Fed.
Cir. 2016))

AH P, Enfish Bk, wOIRFFFEE D D
DEHREINZZHRTH B, FR LoD,
McRO 230459 % KIEFF#F 6307576 D7 L — A4 1T
H5o
1. A method for automatically animating lip
synchronization and facial expression of three-di-
mensional characters comprising:

obtaining a first set of rules that define out-
put morph weight set stream as a function of pho-
neme sequence and lime of said phoneme se-
quence;

obtaining a timed data file of phonemes hav-
ing a plurality of sub-sequences;

generaling an intermediate stream of output
morph weight sets and a plurality of transition
parameters between two adjacent morph weight
sets by evaluating said pluralilty of sub-sequenc-
es against said first set of rules;

generating a final stream of output morph
weight sets at a desired frame rate from said in-
termediate stream of output morph weight sets
and said plurality of transition parameters; and

applying said final stream of output morph
weight sets to a sequence of animated characters
to produce lip synchronization and facial expres-
sion control of said animated characters.
(L 3K+ + 725 DEFRHEFHEEE Z HEILST
BHHETH- T,

HHES =0 XADMFER PRI GH S — o > X DI
HELT MOELT DA Py PP —AZE
FTDHANICE T S5 1 DELGZITEL,

HHDV 72— > XA HT 2 EHFEICONTOIHY
BED SN T =8 7 7 4 N FIRFEL,

HIFCHLRNIZ B8 45 1 DEL I L THIGLHEE D 7
T = REFTEZET, MELT T A}
Ty POHIIR P — A EBHEEL T D2 A FEY P
I DHEEDEEFT VT A — 5 & B L,
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Hiadth ) EN 7o A Py FPOHIIX P —4E
Il R DB/ T A= EPLHAF LT L —A4
L—FNCTHIEL 7D x4y FORHKI N —L4 %
EREL,

FiFeti ) EN 70 x4 Pty F DRI P —24 7
FEAF Y2 5DE—r > CHEIFL, Higl 7= A
F ¥ 72 s DEMI & ERGE AT S

SEEREHE TS )

CAFC (Reyna 3%) &, 7=2xAF x5 7 % OE[H
WrgEEErEta s va—y2HWTERTSEZ L—
A TICERBEENLRBHIZONWT, HERETZA—F—
WKL EBNE T 22X D fTbRTwiIhbD
ez, FEMHOBMZMENTLZLI2L-T, 2
YEa—F XD HEAERE W) 2V 2 —y o
WESIK SN, FhuE, a3 ¥a2—F V7 by T
IV EBILE NN ED, avEa—F DR L
HTIERwE LT, NEFEE&2EHO - S
NTwiwEHR L7z,

(2) Finjan ¥R (2018.1.10 ¥Ii®) (Finjan, Inc. v. Blue

Coast Systems, Inc., 879 F.3d 1299, 125 U.S.P.Q.2d
1282 (Fed Cir. 2017))

&l L5 72?1, Finjan 22 F 3 5 K E 45 #F
6154844 D7 L — 2L 1 ThH 5,

1. A method comprising:

receiving by an inspector a Downloadable;

generatling by the inspector a first Download-
able security profile that identifies suspicious
code in the received Downloadable; and

linking by the inspector the first Download-
able security profile to the Downloadable before a
web server makes the Downloadable available to
web clients.
(I 41 >AN25I2LoT, oo — FiJjELd D
TZEL,

Figl 4 > A2 212k 5T, FiadZG L85>
o — gz  ODHDONEET— FEahld s, 27
>O— FHELRFEIDEF2 )77 707 7 454
L,

HiGe A > ANXZ 1L 5T, Fials ™ > 2 — FiJjg
LHEIDOEF2 )7 7O T 7 A NERGEST > H—
Fu[EZ & DICIEM €, 7o TH— il 57 >
O— Fi[jEL b 0% o727 47> ML TFIH
HJFEIC 33,
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CEEE T B )

CAFC (DYKHIH) &, w4 VAAFx VICHT
57 L—2u ISR ENZBHIZONT, “RfFEa—
FEBNT 2" X)) 7470774 MI2KD,
I—HFaAL Va2 —F 7 7 A NDPEET HENICEBE
BT HIERBIHTAIEDS, T a— R
2R3 B IFMR EGE ICTT SN TW A LR L 72,

(3) SRI¥IR (2019.7.12 ¥I3R) (SRI International,

Inc. v. Cisco Systems, Inc., 930 F.3d 1295 (Fed
Cir. 2019))

Fr b olzolE SRIVHRA T 5K EFH

6711615027 L —21THh b,

1. A computer-automated method of hierarchi-

cal event monitoring and analysis within an en-
terprise network comprising:

deploying a plurality of neltwork monitors in
the enterprise network;

detecting, by the network monilors, suspi-
cious nelwork activity based on analysis of nel-
work traffic data selected from one or more of the
JSollowing categories: [network packet data trans-
fer commands, network packet data transfer er-
rors, network packet data volume, network con-
nection requests, network connection denials,
error codes included in a network packet, net-
work connection acknowledgements, and network
packets indicative of well-known network-service
protocols);

generating, by the monitors, reports of said
suspicious activity; and

automatically receiving and integrating the
re-ports of suspicious activity, by one or more hi-
erarchical monitors.
(L #Fd >y FT—=2 NDRFERIA N> FEHLK O
PrcBId 832> 82— HBIE A THo T,

FiFlsr v P — 2 WICHERD R 2 T —2 F=
Ml L,

Fidty 7 —2F=85(2k 5T, 1 DL EDLTF
DHTITY |y PT—=I Ny P =S RETY
SR, Ay PT—=NTy =TT — A}
D=2 NT oy =5, oy T — 2 R R,
Ry M= BREE, fy P T—2 Ny MCEE
NBLZ—2—F, Fv FT—2 B KO

INT 2 2020 - 64 —

DRy NT=2Y—UEX TP INFLHFETDEE P
D=2 Nr o M DPOERNSNRY FT—2 b T
T A2 DT = DG HED AT, L F >y FT—
ZITEERRMU L,

Higl €=512& > T, BislAHEITEO LA — F &/
ML,

Fiad 1 DL EDORIEE=212d > T, Fiad A F1T78)
ICHT 8 LA— & HEIZZ G5 Ltha T2,

CEBFEE T2 )

CAFC (Stoll {15%) &, v M7 =27 Lo XY
MEMRICET A7 L—2A 1LIZRESINFEHIZOW
T, 2y FT=2HT/Hy I —RRAEDOW N i
M35 &) BRI RE 2 R 5 72012, Kl 2 bl
NDOT—5 & 5HT 2HBOE=F #HwT, LKR—
FEFRET B E V)RR BT S TBY,
TIVIALTAY NI—=2 b T 74 v 7 %EHL, A
HHOLEZ HBISHIET 54 v P 7 — 27 Biffis A
TARRMETLZENS, aVEa—FLara—
Z 4 b =7 OEAMNH LR YGESEH 2 LT
&5, LHIRL7Z,

(4) Vanda ¥R (2018.4.13 ¥|:R) (Vanda Pharma-
ceuticals Inc. v. West-Ward Pharmaceuticals
International Limited., 887 F.3d 1117, 126
U.S.P.Q.2d 1266 (Fed Cir. 2018))

AL, BRFECHTDHEHTD S, BRI
B3 2 FIZOWTIE, Alice HIPL LI, FRaF @ik
Y5383 & 7z CAFC HIPLDH T & A L 7 WIREEY h3fe
W7eAs, kR, KHPTRAEBIEDRED b7z,

ik o 72mi%, Vanda 2R A T 5 K EFR
8586,610 (LLF,'610 4¥3F) »Z7 L —A1Th b,

1. A method for treating a patient with iloperi-

done, wherein the patient is suffering from schiz-
ophrenia, the method comprising the steps of:

determining whether the patient is a CYP2D6
poor metabolizer by:

obtaining or having obtained a biological
sample from the
patient; and

performing or having performed a genolyping
assay on the
biological sample to determine if the patient has
a CYP2D6 poor metabolizer genotype; and

if the patient has a CYP2DG6 poor metabolizer
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genolype, then internally administering iloperi-
done to the patient in an amount of 12 mg/day or
less, and
if the patient does not have a CYP2D6 poor
metabolizer genotype, then internally administer-
ing iloperidone to the patient in an amount that is
greater than 12 mg/day, up to 24 mg/day,
wherein a risk of QTc prolongation for a pa-
tient having a CYP2D6 poor metabolizer genotype
is lower following the internal administration of
12 mg/day or less than it would be if the iloperi-
done were administered in an amount of greater
than 12 mg/day, up to 24 mg/day.
(1L #HFeAOXY FTRESSLETH> T, B
AL BN G RIEZ > THED, RO
ATy TohLb
HI L B 5 20° CYP2D6 (CH R IAH 2% 02 % LLTF IS &
DRE L,
HIGEEE 2> S 1772 B F0g 7 > 7 & 14 TRIZIR
f#L,
FIGLAEWFHg > 7 T PR E #1710, B
AL EH A CTP2D6 fCH RIAH DB s & 1A L
T2 5REL
Hi Gl 3 2% CYP2D6 {CH K 157 D17 & (R
LT3 54, B EHICH LT, 12mg HLLFD
/TN FozfE L,
Fi L2 75 CYP2D6 (CH K 183 D# 5+ & IR A
L TR vHE, Fia@EZIcy < 12 HE D%
<, Amg HLTFFTOETS N FrzTL,
CYP2DG6 L K14 H D#ERE TR ERA L T2 H
P2 QTc RD ) X 22, Fiad 12mg H ##
G LG EDRKICMH 2, il A TX1 F> 2512 mg
SHENZEL, 2ng HUTF * TR SNTHE L
VR
St el E T BT
CAFC (Lourie {15) &, L% %271 -4l
OWT, FEDHARZ K LET L0 Eokb &
THEE DA & > TRE D B D 720 DR E D G H
FHiEZF 5N TEBY (Tthe claims here are directed

to a specific method of treatment for specific patients

using a specific compound at specific doses to achieve
a specific outcome.]), CYP2D6 fRE#HELT-Hl & QTc
EEDY) A7 & OMOBKRBEBLU EOZ & 2L T
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Wb (FFRFIRER 2 SO FEIZHT S Twn )
ELT, Hamtsthz iz,

5. AFv 7T 2B ICHVTHFERMES Y S

7= CAFC ¥R

Alice HITRDE T, DTFO3IHORTH S, 7272
L, FTi® (3) & non—precedential TH %,

(1) BASCOM Ik (2016627 @) (Bascom Global
Internet Services, Inc. v. AT&T Mobility LLC, 827
F.3d 1341, 119 USP.Q2d 1236 (Fed Cir. 2016))

(2) Amdocs Hl#t (2016111 Hk) (Amdocs (Isra-
el) Ltd. v. Openet Telecom, Inc., 841 F.3d 1288,
120 USP.Q2d 1527 (Fed. Cir. 2016))

(3) Exergen HP: (201838 H)ik) (Exergen Corp. v.
Kaz USA, Inc., 725 Fed. Appx. 959 (Fed Cir.
2018)
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(inventive concept) 3 % & LT, YFird#gttz il
D7z,

Amdocs ¥ (Plager #15%) <Ti¥, v b7 —72
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IA—N"=F v FLTn5HELT, A7 v 7 2A0H
Wiz L, 27 v 72BIZBNWT, 7 L—2aHiED
ROV THMIHE LS T &, a2 —51%
BEOYELZKL I ENTELLLT, FrlhoTw
%7 L — L ORFFFEREE 2 RO 72,

6. WD CAFC EHHIRHG

(1) HEEERAIFTFERMELR L RSN

CAFC IR

FEOHPH & LT, American Axle & Manage-
ment (AAM) HI W (American Axle & Manufactur-
ing, Inc. v. Neapco Holdings LLC, _ F.3d _, 2019
USP.Q2d _ (Fed. Cir. 2019)) (2019.10.3 ¥¢k) 2%
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1. A method for manufacturing a shaft assem-
bly of a driveline system, the driveline system
Surther including a first driveline component and
a second driveline component, the shaft assembly
being adapted to transmil torque between the
first driveline component and the second drive-
line component, the method comprising:

providing a hollow shaft member;

tuning at least one liner to attenuate at least
two types of vibration transmitted through the
shaft member; and

positioning the at least one liner within the
shaft member such that the at least one liner is
configured to damp shell mode vibrations in the
shaft member by an amount that is greater than
or equal to about 2%, and the at least one liner is
also con-figured to damp bending mode vibra-
tions in the shaft member, the at least one liner
being tuned to within about =20% of a bending
mode natural frequency of the shaft assembly as
installed in the driveline system.
(L FFA4 754> RTFAI12BIT5>+ 7 Fifin®
REHETHo T, Fil P74 T>XT7A41E S5
05, FEIDRFAL T34 s E2OFF14 751
il E & A, B> v 7 FElaald, HiGAE 1 D FZ
1774 i ERGLE 2D FZ 4754 > ikimé& D
JT P2 Z(5E T 2 72012805 34, Fiad 7 i,

78> v 7 | a2 et L

DL Eb1oDF 4 F =L T, Fiil>+ 7
P AL TZES 4% &b 2 DDFHDH;E
Bz i3 3,
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EWHE ST DAL ZENT 57200 2 igER )
Es7 U — AFEREY R <, BAEHIMEZ S0 X
VCEGTEPDOFREFET LI ENEVT L—2A
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7202y % 7 M2 Y= LG 5 2 EITBEA
T 5HH 5 “inventive concept” X7\, EHPIRL 72,

(2) “improvement” MDERHFFEH SN Hh -7

CAFC ¥I:RB

FEDOH Pl & LT, Customedia ¥ @ (Customedia
Teches., LLC v. Dish Network Corp., No. 18-2239
(Fed. Cir. 2020) (2020.3.6 ¥]ik)) 23 %, FHHT
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7. RIS

“improvement in technology” &, 23 2 [ZHATHY
R TH D, CAFC HPpl 51k, £ o2, B
|V FL R S A7 HAT R R B0 3 HAT I ERE & 2
L, “improvement in technology” ¥l L T\ 5,
Enfish ¥ & T &, “Rather, the “directed to” inquiry

applies a stage-one filter to claims, considered in light

of the specification” (FHEEH) LH/RLTWAEZ
EMPDLYIREF R B,

DX HIZ, 101 GAEH 2 LT 5 7201203, I
EOREIZE O W T, “Improvement in technology”
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(1) https://www.uspto.gov/patent/laws-and-regulations/
examination-policy/subject-matter-eligibility @ “Chart of
Subject Matter Eligibility Court Decisions”

(2) Appeal 1233 BT DOWT, FFirdiEtdH b LB s
LEGVHMLIZEDBER DD S, B2, [KREFEFE LI
F— (WFFERCRRE) | 2019 SREES BWHME T F A & (HAR
A SERGEE > 7 —) @ pd0

(3) Mayo gk (Mayo Collaborative Services v. Prometheus Lab-
oratories, Inc., 566. US. 66 (2012)) <Tid, “In particular, the
steps in the claimed processes (apart from the natural laws
themselves) involve well-understood, routine, conventional
activity previously engaged in by researchers in the field” &
L T, [well-understood, routine, conventional activity] A%H
RIBHNZHE OO IR L7z § 725, Mayo 1P TlE, pat-
ent ineligible concept Pt H & LT, [well-understood, rou-
tine, conventional activity | 2SHWS72,

@ BWHEZODLDO TRV, FHBEEENRO S
CAFC Pt & LT, fhilth#s & R Iz wTo
FEFP A E A S b7z, Exergen Corp. v. Kaz USA, Inc.,
725 Fed. Appx. 959 (Fed Cir. 2018) &, WFHlNaiEA o A Bk
FHEIZOWTORFF BB F b 7z, Rapid Litigation
Management v. Cellzdirect, Inc., 827 F.3d 1042, 119 U.
SP.Q.2d 1370 (Fed. Cir. 2016) % &% %,
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