< ((E) ¥%ZH# (Doctrine of Equivalence) >

1950 2 ODOHFHWIHMEL R L, EBLLERAWDIE FRGEICERT,
K ELE R A i DOFEERZERT A2 b (insubstantial differences test)
Graver Tank v. Linde Air QHKERE - H1E - 587 A b (function - way - result test)
1997 Y)EamiL, (ERI O EHICEATES, 7 I/~Aééﬁxa:‘rféﬂ%¢/*‘é° Tob, (“elementby element” rule) O
KDL by 1 e HFEBRICBNTZ L—ALED Wﬁzﬁ%ot A EEOBEBOI T %I S (prosecution history estoppel) 73
Warner-Jenkinson v. Hilton Davis | @ /H & 115 & O Tldawy, HFERGRIC L 228K S i)n@)ﬂ ENDDOIE, 7 L —bN—EDHHTER éht IZIRHN 5,
= [ph 6.0~9.0] ODTIKEﬁSiJDz fb?m‘JEEE L, FFFMER ICRE B 0 . SRR T TR EIT LY i@ffaﬁax
RSB D B HAMEIZBE T 5 Y368 O MGk 2 W 2 FERR X, RERFCTH 5,
2002.05 O TR TY L— AR BlE SRS, AMEE A RS 5 72D OENE TH 5 0G0 E2Rbd, Frirs EoBEEA2T | K
K A e HF)ClifE SN 7-fR Y, HEEREBE S S b,  (=Warner-Jenkinson K [ i i 52) *
Festo v. Shoketsu Kinzoku @ 7 L—AREHE S NS EE, Rk EOBES AT HI TR ENE LD LHEESIND, *
@ 7 L—LOWHEI O HFERGEEEN S0 ST, BERITYARITITERR & e (=Flexible Bar) , *
- @ BB S5 S A O 3 B, @K I FRRHE T o - 1=, @HIEIE DI ARB A3 51 | %
% L CH EBIRZ ), @A il TE Ao A FIELR N D D, DERB~ BRI S I3 EHE AN I B AR
2004.06 FBERET, M7 L—2ZHIBRLT, (B L—L2Z2M 7 L—La L LERA, BRENEESHL, FAlE LTHSHEZ | A
CAFC FETE 2V, >Festo KEMEAREHOEHH TITD L7225,

Honeywell v. Hamilton FRRHER AR 28 4F (7) 85 35182 B <UBR >, L 294 (XR) &5 10096 B <mE>FEE
JERE# | Actavis v. Eli Lilly HETHID THER RO T H R, BN HFE PHICB W T b— AN EHEMIE S22, ZOMIEIL, FFR TR0 | %
[2017]UKSCA8 | = AAICEE 9~ B! W AR SIS S TR M OFEAEEL R 2 Bk 5 B CTH D | fiEEFZ- T DIm X e b Uiz, SWERBNL | *
MER S | Actavis v. Eli Lilly FIIEOHEH A, JATHEMIC S U CEBEE RE LA xS imn g S a8, B I B il mert) 7359204 | %
X 7R 29/15 | =2 BARIZHE KT 5! Ele o T AHIENE, FEIFHEE DI E LTz & i%ﬁiﬁléiﬂﬁ“ By HERR S e, SYERRRST *

2002.03 HAIE ISR SN TVDE R, FFF7 L— ARl S TV WEIFERIIRE S - E Ak L, WEiHEs TRETE 2, | K
CAFC en banc (Dedication ®EEE)  (~7 AW =y A(OY— 27 L—A LR, HMETIE, 7TAVI=ZULABRHFELNDE, AT LA
Johnson & Johnstonv. R.E. Service | 2 F— L=y r -GS b Shd Litfish T, ) =PSC v. FOXCONN (CAFC 2004.01)
2007.01 RERBEAMED — & BT D & Y ag i RE N EE L (vitiated) S DA, WS AR,  (Vitiation OEFE) A
CAFC HAfE(E (vitated) 45 203G 20HWHE, Phillips v. AWH(CAFC en banc 2005. 07 (7 L — LSCEFERIC I AN A |
DePuy Spine v. Medtronic A RTHY, 7 b—LXELXPMEP THRIZHE L TW D56, IMIFIEHFEOREIZ R3] )Tk D7 b—LRED
FEADARE THLENC LVl S D,  (HAROEEGRS 1 BRI %?é%‘zﬁ )
2009.06 F—nkiE (Way) T, [H—DOZ% (Result) % 6725 3THAICH5% LUK 5, A
CAFC FiEOIH KR O OIHANE G EEN TV DHEAIT, FIEORHOLEERNFET 2581, FFFFRRIAETHY . KEH
Crown Packaging v. Rexam | ##rikss 287 45 (a) @A Sy, (2017.05 D CAFC LH72%)  http//www.cafc.uscourts.gov/opinions/08-1284.pdf
2017.05 Graver Tank HK[EFEEHE (1950) 235k L7z 2 SOBE|B D 5 1 FPEME7 2 | (insubstantial differences | %
CAFC test) ZERTRETH Y, BERE - ik - iR T A b (function-way-result test) %R & L7z, CAFC 1%, #HRLELA
Mylan v. Aurobindo Pharma | function-way-result Td-> T, BHERRERIC FEIIZERN HIUTE TRV LW Li-, =220 570,



http://www.cafc.uscourts.gov/opinions/08-1284.pdf

Eli Lilly v. Hospira (Fed. Cir. Aug. 2019)~Festo £ THZERO L >T-#1HTDHIRN

Eli Lilly [¥. Claim 12 of ’ 209 patent Z . HFE#%1B Tl pemetrexed disodium salt J[CE TR L EIZH{BELTLE ST
& A, Hospira Al - 559 5 ¥&pemetrexed ditromethamine salt] Tého71=,

Festo KERREEFIR(2002)[X. flexible bar Z¥RAL THY ., HFEREA TREl#EL =358 D Prosecution History Estoppel
DHTLZET-HD 3 EHEZRLTLMV=,

AHRIE. “no more than a tangential relation to the equivalent in question” E3I7RL T, KE G CAFC #IR&EL T,
Prosecution History Estoppel M REXIZAIIL., HEEE B THEMBLI=IL—LIT OV THERSZOONT-EHITH 5.

Z CAFC HR(%., HE., METI7I)—RHHFIT OV THEREZO-BRERHRNH TN I ELERBFRTEL,

KEZEF[2017]UKSC48 Actavis v. Eli Lily ~ EETHH THFREBDH-EERFIR B HEFHKIHLT
HL—LABMEESAEN, COBER., FERTECVREBSEICE S<HREBEEEMDIEREHRZE TS
BHTHY . HEEHZH-TIDOITBELNEL -, SRR ! !

HMERER X ZR 29/15 Actavis v. Eli Lilly ~ i EQIRBAMN., £TEMICHLTEELZRBEL-IGSIINER
DHERREN SN, X EH (FTAEEEN BN NRBELS-HIEL., BFIFEENEBIRRELI-EFXRBEINT,
BERITHERRINGV, SHERAAL ! !

BATH, ik, fAETEMSN-EBEREHICTOVTHFEERENRHON=FHH] (TEUIHTHARXIEIEE) BHD,
%2019 £EIZ, CAFC THERMN 3 HRBOLN TS, KEDYERIL., HEDIBEN LA SF-hELNELY,
UCB, Inc. v. Watson Labs. Inc. (Fed. Cir. June 24, 2019)

Ajinomoto Co. v. USITC (Fed. Cir. Aug. 8, 2019)
Eli Lilly & Co. v. Hospira, Inc. (Fed. Cir. Aug. 9, 2019)



<Non-obviousness (FEerik 103 &)

(BED NESHE] [SHET D) >

2007.05
b NESPE ISR S
KSR v. Teleflex

TSM 7 A b (#r(teaching)- /<2 (suggestion)-Ehf# (motivation) 7 A 1) ZXEFFL72N 5. CAFC O 7e TSM 7 A M
Y THDHE LIz, CAFC 1%, AT CRTISHAEDE D T2 DHoR, RREZITEENTH SN TV DALENRD D & LT,
ZAUCHET H 2 e H B HMNEME K ORELAES TSM 7 X MIEHATHZ N TEDLE LT,

2009.11 CAFC
In Re Robert Skvorecz

BIRPEOHIEHIC BT, BATENC comprising 23FRd STk 9 A%, Broadest Reasonable Interpretation % vy & 9 23,
FTRENR LD 7 L— AN OBEZ 2B L TR 5720, http/Avww knpt.com/contentsewshews00112hews00112html

2010.03 CAFC
Jeffrey Griffin v. Heidi Marrin

777z [for permitting a user to write thereon without the use of a marking implement | & v 9 i B Y% 5o
LTh, FHEX, CKETIE, WORBRERHITRED LA TNV, )

2010.07 KIERFTHES 102 kT, HFER (BELH) ICABRSN TV RWEETH- T, OBLIZABR IR SN D & %EDERSh %
CAFC B35, RFEOHFER (BLH) 2, EEORHER EARHBEE & ORI Th - 756, P BEESR 2B 5 5 MR 1,
In re Giacomini, et al., RHEH TH 2,
2008.01 CAFC FIP H— 27 v 7’'r— R LI2/EF T, ARPBRRETE DRE TR o7 3CGEL, TTHTY) XS b0 b, Filiten
SRI v. Internet Security Systems | 3 7E SAL720Y,

2012.11 CAFC
Voter Verified v. Premier Election

A F =y b ETARPFMATRERRETH -2 XEFT, EEIMTTENTWRP-72E LTS HHTH) I2H72Y
RN BESND,

2011.06 BB OPFRICTBN T, REWREE XA OHE T & DL (Clear and convincing evidence) Z#EfH L., MEZhELH D
K EDEFA e SNREEEEA D ZEEALMNTI LT,
Microsoft v. 141 XUSPTO IZ86i) 2 EERRE Tid, FEBLOMEE ("preponderance of the evidence") THfiEghd, (FTNVREZV X —F)
2015.04 7 — NOFMEEFE DS AR & A — =T v 7 LT TH, SETHEANC L TCritical Tdh 5 Z & ZntE, FilltEfA v,
CAFC SAHERIL, M. (AR ¥R &£ (f77) 30 &, V2 4 (177) 55269 5 TR LHlrs iz, )
INEOS v. BERRY PLASTICS http://www.cafc.uscourts.gov/images/stories/opinions-orders/14-1540.0pinion.4-14-2015.1.PDF
2013.08 FraF OB B o 1AL RN, FRFRs ot ASERREDZEA L2 2 L 2B IZ On-Sale Bar (2 X 2 %FF LD
CAFC MEECHIR 2 U 7o MR IR 2 SR L7, (REERIIRGEH I, ERICE DRI DOEF A — L EDaIa=Fr—va v
Hamilton Beach v. Sunbeam | |z k. » TH 374 %, fEA%ICH On-Sale Bar 23 & 5, )
2016.07 CAFC IHKERFFFE 102(b) D On-Sale Bar (%, pH¥(RIZ2MKGE (DH L) OB THLMENRH Y | H—pbaiEl 2-106 D%

Medicines v. Hospira

W7 ST 67w, BEERFE L7272 17U, On-Sale Bar (ZH&fili L 720,

2019.01 CKEREFLF L
Helsinn v. Teva

FrarbRED 1 0L ERTORERFFERE 2 8 O 5 = ~ORENIIGEIE, SUEKERFHE 102(2)?> On-Sale Bar (T35 T,
M2 KT 5,

2017.10
CAFC en banc
Aqua Products v. Matal

WVEEAZALE 22— (IPR) RETIiTHON-MIE (amendment) (2 X AHH1E% 7 L —LDORFFFEIZOWT, Btk
SEAFEAEIL, SR AICEEEOND, (ko PTAB FE% L Br s, HES AOERNENTWS, )

2016.03 CAFC
Shaw Industries v. Automated Creel

(TR L., £ITAHICTEETE 72137 (raised or reasonably could have raised) | T o 7= ELERHIZ OV TIE,
PTAB T IPR B ERFEFL (institute) IiL7edo 7o BB HRICIIEE R SRR 0,

2016.06 KEEH =
Cuozzo Speed v. Lee

IPR Tl BiF 57 L— ARG, 5B RS IAWEIR (Broadest Reasonable Interpretation) | (=BRP)J:#E(Z
D, (EMMEBTESOFHEEZTELEV L, IPROFBHESTAM (EEhEEHRET M) ZHF)



http://knpt.com/contents/news/news00112/news00112.html

<E§§|E% (REREE21E b)) (BARD T%E - 881 cxdbT3) >

CREFEFES 271 ]

(@) RIECHRDED D 2565 &, Ao FGHHF . MREHBEIT 2. BirRHsaRECBTAEL.
EFL . BRGCOHHEZ2LEL SEHRTET 25, NEEFHEH ERECEANT 25,

s RET 2 2Lk b,

(b) RBHMIZIFTFRELEZIRT 2EE. REELLTORDZEADLLBTIEGE ALY,
(©) FFat & TR BLEY). MY L QMBI ORISR LR TiEe EitT s ool s h s MBI L CIRE
Th->T. TORHOEEHHE#HEL TH2EDICD0T, 06 BPUZFFORFCMHHT 2201 FFalicliEA L <

MESNILDOTHY . O — TR EL CIEEAMCEBREL 2 FHCHEL 2B B TAWI 525D 206,
ERECBEOTHITTOHREEEZ LAL S EHRTEL. NEERECEHAT2E T, FE5EREZHELELTCOEDLEEDLRTNIE L AL L,

2011.08 FoIRE CRERFRES 271 b)) BT 57201003, OEZREDSMHAET 2 Z LI0MA, OQUMEZRENELLZ &L |k
K R R Ho TV, Fod, REOFELZICKEICEH LT\ (Willful blindness) Z &2, METH D, *
Global-Tech v. SEB S PEAR EH DIEIED O KE A~ A DR, BOE LI FEE | BEAT O KERELIEZ T do Tz,
2015.05 RPN CTH D L OBERFEEA L TN E LTYH, FolRE CRERFRES 271 5:0b) BN T 5, *
KIENE R e e =Global-Tech & ffH 5 & | IERBEEN HAVULTFHIUREX Th H 2, O E CIEFHIRFO, *
Commil v. Cisco http://www.supremecourt.gov/opinions/14pdf/13-896_153m.pdf
2005.08 W (A7 L) OFHAOERIL, [T AT7 LAOEHPMTON, VAT LAORRBREAPELNL50T] Thb, O
CAFC FIEOFINL, KB KENTER SN2 T 53, £ KB KENTE/R SN TWRWRY, f9413§271(@)T
NTP v. Research in Motion | ZEk &1 5 L D IKE [N] THEHTEZRY o SHEZ L—AITHERE, VAT 47 L—4FRE, DRENIZWSRIMO
(BlackBerry&ift:) BEDEROEFEZEFELTEBY, RELTETIHERRBHOREEZZ T, )
=Centillion v. Qwest (2011.01). Geprgetown Rail Wquipment v. Holland (2017.08) %, #) (A7 A) OFRAIZSOX[FEE,
2014.06 THEDFEW (content delivery service) (Z-OUWNT, LR EIAE LRWIR D FH5 R EPRGL L &3 2RI OSKRERFFE |k
K ERE AR e F271 O DONEBRFICHESE FHIURENRILT H & L7-CAFC en bancDH[RZE VD IE L7z, (Gt #HoliEE CkE
LIMELIGHT v. AKAMAI Brari271 (b)) DA D) (FIEFEBHO—E 2 E DT> T3], =CAFC en banc 2015.08(Z%:< )
2015.08 JiEDFEH  (content delivery service) 2NEEETIRIZ L0 3EI T S 7= 5E6OEPERE (271 5:@) OFSIEMHIZONT, | X
CAFC en banc BTHOAT v THRHE—FRIC LV FT (performed) SR (attribute) T 2HA1E. EHEEENKILT S E LT, *
AKAMAI v. LIMELIGHT SEBERENPEALT 2 EMEM L L TiX, OMmFEZ HEHESUIEE (direct or control) | 32355, KO, OfM#F & HEFEHEEKE | %

2014.06KEHEF R E &R D ZERAE

FoliEE 27115%b) | °7l,

[EHERE Q115%0) | oy

ﬁiﬁ% k L/f:o

(joint enterprise) | ZIEAKT D50 &Z T -, 2> EIZ HEEUIER) oML LT, RAVELICHR —BIEEEZZE L T,
OPEEIMR (agent) . OFIBILR (contract) . OFFEDITE~DOSMIUTFREDZESZ DT DIZHIEFRAD AT v 7 O—i %
FATL (first prong) | WEEEREENIATIEULS A I 7 &HALT DB (second prong) %%1F72 (two - prong test) .
SHERITHEIHED T A X2 ZTH D, #ER, BENFTIEAT v TOERTHHC—E 22 FHT 2N TE 5 L5, HED
FITOFERREA I TEHHEL LTV DEND, FEBRBEDKRY OFIEAT v T OETERREIIERLLTEBY, 7 L—2A
SN HEOERAT v L, #EICL Y, F003, EICER L CEITINTZZ D, BEEHRERL,




<KEHRFFEOEMNER crkEfSE 2718 ) ) (AXEICIEELNID >

*KEERE 2711 £()IF. XERNTHEAIToNE=ESICEFtADEHFIENRELLDI LS
EREBS (component) ZRESCHES (supply) T51T74%. BETALLTHRELTLS,

8271 (f)(1) MAMIMERZEET S L4, BHRADOHEBESR (components) DLEEWRIFELH %, LUZWABRANED
EERE—BITEVWTHAILTOATVWEWNVREBIZCEWNT, SZERBEEZTOHIAIAEGRERNICEVTIThAzLZE
BEERBLEDLSLGAREICKYERENTHAILTHCLZEBHICHET 5L 5 LBET, EREICEVTXIIARE
hoftde (supply) LEXB#HESERLEZE, HBAZ BFELLTOEREHZELLGTAELELEN,

(2) FIADDIERERE TS L4, BHFRAOERIS (component) TH->T, FORBICEHL THERAT H1=HIZHIC
fERShXIIFIHESA=bDOTHY, D, —BHTRERXEERYIZERELGMERICELEZREIERTENLDZ,
LUEBREENZOEBNEI—BICEVWTHAITONATULEAWNREICENT, YZEREBANETOL S ITERSA X I(LSE
SRTWBIEZRMYLBHRE, D, HBERBRETOHEIAEGRERNICEVTITOA-LZEIRBERELLSELSE
BEIZEYERENTHAILTONSCLEZERLT, EREIZCEVWTXXIIERE NS H#E (supply) LEXITH#HESET
EEIX, HBAL BFELLTOEHZADLLZITAIEGELEN,

F1 SEhMmEFREOREERT - BIHITANOREREOEAEICRT 5 KR

SEhCan S ST
EAA T RE - BRGE i 114 E AR - BR5E gy 11
A JE 271(a) 10 271 (b) (c) 271(f)
O X O O
H A5 68, 2(3) 68, 2(3) W 101 [HI8HELLF TRED ]
O O O X
SRR E s FRECETE (O A, X @A)

(it ¥ Vol. 57 No.9 2007)



2009.08
CAFC en banc
Cardiac Pacemakers v.
St. Jude Medical

T L—AIZHOWTIE, KERFHES 271 & (0) 258 S h Ry,

(FEFH) #2013, Deepsouth fm#HH: (Deepsouth Packing Co., Inc. v. Laitram Corp., 406 U.S. 518 (1972)) %4 =X T,
KEFFFFES 271 O % HlE L7z, Deepsouth F32EE O [WERHERGS ) O AME S eo7c, SVERE
TR DWW TIREE & L 7= Union Carbide v. Shell Oil Co., 425 F.3d 1366 (Fed. Cir. 2005) %, CAFC KiEiELE L CE LT

2007.04
P NESBLEES =5
AT&T v. Microsoft

A2 —FIA VA= NEINTZTA Y RYRADa e —L, KEFRFFE 271 OO 5 (components) | (2N T 5,
VAL =T A AT PHAVE 2 —FIIA VAN AT EHEDIE, T4 A7 Eoa—F (F#) 2—HERY HT 72 ED0RO
AT v 7 (extra step) BMELeD, =KENDL MG (supply) | ENT~vRAZ—FT 4 A7 ZDH DL, 271 FOHED
LA NLCRIBE (combinable) 72 THB&H ) ICITEEYS LaW EHIR LT,

a—F (FHR) OBV EHLLa e —3KENTITONTWBELE, [ (components) | THHEZAD (L Ba—H|C
A A M—ENTE) a—iE, KE»S S (supply) | SO TIEZRN,

2017.02
KENEH A i #
Life Technology v. Promega

BEDORERGS LD 6 72 DR I L &2 K ES CHREE T D72 i, MR (RERcESR) @ [1 o) i J 2172415, Y
1ONIEFICHER D Th o7 & LTHRERTE 2T10@FGEDORE LB, (271001451 Tcomponents| & HETE,
(2Ll k] DT ITKRERRE 2T1OWFRORE L 2D 5 57)

2004.07
CAFC
Gerald v.Analog Devices

KEN TRERFFHEIAR DI DR MIZ OV TEEEE - IGEHR R Z21To72 & LTH, MBS o flE - Ik5E - l]RFED
HLUHAKENTHDRY . KERETE 27100MFOREL TR LR,  CYZREAER LSRR K ENICIEE LRV R Y |
KESMAS (supply) Sz &iZ7e6720, )

2000.06
CAFC
Rotec v. Mltsubishi

KEAMZI T D offer to sell iF, "supply ... in or from the US" IZ5% Y L2V b, KERZE 27T10Q)LDREE L b 720,
CRKERFE 27105 1%. EEEICEGZ supply T2 2 L2 ET 5, 271(a)D offer to sell 2 271OIEHEEH T2 2 & 1%
TE2RW, )

2001.04
CAFC
Waymark v. PortaSystems

KREFRFFFE 2710Q@)FIT, FRE P KESMEHE (supply) S TOIIE, KRES TEBRICHFREZERSELI L%
SAET D MEITES | ARG DEOERZMEETIVUIREY 5,

SVAT LADOFEREFE LD, ERIOTHEALTOARD o EFERITBW T, KERGTFE 2710 FORFEZR DT,

2018.06
KIENEF e £k
WesternGeco v. ION Geophysical

RERFFES 271 OB SNISBE, R d, KES Tk LRt o 2 HERERTR T& 2,
(H1F I\ T WesternGeco FEIZ78 80 b A7 K ES TORIFIZRICIE S HEEREIT, KEFRFFE 284 FOBAEMIZ XL 5, )




<{BF#m. HBEMN (ZvFX) >

§286 [IEERE{EICEE
EICK

Rz K AEEESZTAHAZEMNTEAHL,

¥ S RREHIR]
DABEDEON SN TWSIBEZRE, BREICHT SHRIIIRFOREN 6 FZEX SRRITOIEREICHLTIE,
HERADOERAZER LT H5AREBFICHT 5B RDIGAE, MEFRZOE

T HEBZAI SABNOFMAIIHESLUZFEREZZBE LA, G, BANERAICZOEREZERT SEDEMZHBE
LE=BFETO, =HFAIZETSHMIT, 65E§BEF&L RIS S RIED—&B & LTIRERE LG,

2012.08 BHEOTE D DI SN DR MBS IT 2\EFEHEOFEIX, FAIE LT, S OlRIeaTie/efraF i B4 (smallest salable | %
CAFC patent-practicing unit) (2 \TTE$§Eﬁ>%u”j SNb, ~PERKDEntire market value rule &, J5HI - filFkzifl2 L7z, *
LaserDynamics v, Quanta =Design PatentiZ DWW T4, KEMEE EHSamsung v. Apple(2016.12)i%, BEDOEEIDRDT VA LTV bOBEN, | K
Entire market value rule L iZBB b2 L, GRBEBAIICESS, BERERECHEEHELAVED, )
2016.06 KIERFFFES 284 SR HIHESHAIC KT U CHIMZRHIR E 721352 ED TR BT, 72, Seagate S HIRICH TS | %
K EDELS e e 2 BEMET A MTBEIZEHE Ch A7, [AT7 A MEHHT 5, #HERIFHMAMRRELH I A RIETH LW HE ’%?726%14: *
Halo v. Pulse (egregious cases of misconduct beyond typical infringement) THil# & L CHEFME S 2 i U D HEMHEZ FFO, *
Octane Fitness F+ & Rk, BENIC R THEIETH 2 0 ENICEHRR < . BEE O FHEEMEN R ERRESZE O
E4bT 2 FReMITH 5, Frrkd284 A HET DAL [RELOMEEE (preponderance ofevidence) J TH Y |
ISR HES HRR O FREIT THEH B EME LA LB 0] LW BLRNBITOR D RETH D,  (2007TH-0D
Seagate FH-CAFCHIIIE, SE 2 FEOREILUEN | Negligence (G#2) 7>5Recklessness (M) oL~ 25| & EiFT
W23, RERLOEE (preponderance ofevidence) 2R L7=, ) http://www.supremecourt.gov/opinions/15pdf/14-1513_db8e.pdf
=2018.01CAFC (Exmark Mfg v. Briggs & Stratton) ¥, SERHFEIENE CRBEEEVHMTIZ LEZHALNILE,
2017.03 FrrbER EIFR OB EREGERICEI L, statute of limitations OHIFWN (6 4ELIN, KERFTFE 286 &%) DiER laches | O
K [ELH S foe e (7 v F = RA) #BHIZHIES D Z Lidev,  CEEMER FEFFFAD Petrella KERFI RN, FFHER EFAIC S RERIC
SCA Hygiene v. First Quality | 4Ci3E 2 LWL, ) 2T vF = ADOHFREEIE ! !
2006.12 FEFTHE & PHATHE D —EHARENR %TE TR BN A
CAFC (BEHMER D — B FHHERE RIL. %W%@fﬂ%%ﬁ%% L8O B, )
Aero v. Intex Recreation http://www.fedcir.gov/opinions/05-1283.pdf
2014.04 M 7286 ) IR b D i L E I OGERH A CREFRFHESR 285 7|<) CET L EERZRIBICT T, THFEED | O
K ERELAR B i FFis EDOSLGOM T YA HE R S (L & FEEAZRZHR) | UTFAOED FOAREH I, B o

Octain Fitness v. Icon

FHUE L LU CEHLTWAEHA] & Le, YREORE S, 3k CAFC i))%ﬁﬁ L“Cb\f_ clear and convincing evidence I
ANETH5H & L. preponderance of evidence TV 5 & L7,



http://www.fedcir.gov/opinions/05-1283.pdf

<KEFHFICET HEFIH (Tofm) >

DELERIEDOFIE (ST F FO—L3E)

2006.05 #JmryzEIE (Permanent Injunction) %752 %12, fiF (Equity) OFRNCHE, BFEE BT O 4 SENGET 2 0EH Y, | X
KL B 1 e (1) [EMEARFRE/RBEDGFIE (2) BEREEOEICIARELIARA+TTHHZ L (3) WY HEFIETLRFED | K
eBay v. MercExchange INT A (4) NEEORRENESNRNT & CREAEMEIEIC BT O HEPEO AN ) 4 BRET XA M@ s ivs) *
@i%E (service)
2017.05 FEEF MR EIRL OFHETE X, ENKERETH LIHE X, O LN, XX, O#ss MEFHH SIS =5 | O
K EREH R = £ WS E ROk | ICPRE L7z CRESMEEIIHNEEFAIN CH A0, KEF2tEDBERTERN’H D, ) » NPE 3, 7+—TF A
TC Heartland v. Kraft Foods | v 2 v B> 7 L#E< 72572, 1990 £ VE Hik (CAFC) %7 L T. 1957 #® Fuorco i xm# HR O U E LT,
=2018.05CAFC (In re: HTC Corporation) id, KEMBHELZHE L 3 2 KEFaFEA Tk, HEPTFIROBEUIREZEELZITHZ L
DT E HEBDOKEERM G RAFICRB W THRERRETH D Z L 2R LT,
2017.05 KESN O EITKTT D EEIT AN T FTRWEDRTUE R B 720, ZEENEGEES 2 LRWERY | ZHEEOEFEICUHENL | O
P NESPESEIS S = 59 LCHETHHED, BHEEEL N—T TS TTFRINDEETHRETHDL (N—TFKN 105K) ., BABUNIIESRES
Water Splash v. Menon ZLTWeWnWeE2 bbb, bobb, KEHROHARIZEIT HERHITFRRE OB T, O TREERD H 5,
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