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2\~ 2017 4 10 A 4 B CAFC 25 /% £ 289 Aqua Products,
Inc. v. Matal £

—Xq

— “PTAB &%

= CAFC &R JE H] ik
v ~ CAFC 2FeHt i ik
A i

N NE

7N

% 2018 -1 A 8 B CAFC 2F2Hi/% #2249 Wi-Fi One,
LLC v. Broadcom Corporation &

— %W

» PTAB &€

|1

=~ CAFC &R JE ¥ ik

W E B ik A B Cuozzo Fik
Z ~ CAFC 2Rl ff F 32 ey ¥k
AT

L&

B ik

G RRERABR TR SR SO R o RAER K PR -

AR Bl A B — At RAIR  AREAABZER -
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&

EB B G421 F@B T RAKEEE  FEPART 55 HF (Inter
Partes Review * IPR) FoA82 1% # & (Post-Grant Review * PGR) #4942 5 B #93k
AT EFRZ b AR e @A M85 X BB T ARG RIE
FFH KA T ZAME o 2B FRITGHL » K HHANFARNERBEE T A
IR T R £ BB HRRE AR (US. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit
CAFC) 2EW /i FL ey Kb L F — A AR T A LR EH AR R (US.
Patent and Trademark Office * USPTO) &7 #t T h & A HE A IPR A2 5 P 15 134
KAREFHREZAT > USPTO R TG EZ BRI HALFHEA - 7
— 4 H) Sk B R E & £ B 5k %k TR Cuozzo £ 69 A% - 385 R A M4 35 US.C. §
314(a) Bid 2 F KA H G MA@ R BE R 0 L R R > F Fae4R & &) FRUE -
{2 &% % 35 U.S.C. § 315(b) IPR & & ikt de L AR AE TR o) — FZ B By =
Lk o BT VAR B ) iR R -

Mg 1 5 7HE PR &) EHBF - 2IRBE > £k > #BEH4E - PTAB

Aqua Products, Inc. v. Matal % ~ Wi-Fi One, LLC v. Broadcom Corporation %
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£ €7 2011 4318 % 7 Leahy-Smith America Invents Act ( i #% AIA)
EEFAZ T IPR ' e PGR 09425 > B Ok A FE AFR X9 A Ltk fosg
AT KRR Z A R T KA T A o d [PR 4 2012
$9 H 16 BT RA % 5 A% % (inter partes reexamination * IPX) * 4R %
USPTO 2017 4 12 A 8443t 2 AIA B8 3EH 7,930 #a935 K £ (petition) - 3
¥ IPR st A 7,311 #F (92%) ; £ 2017 F 1 A & & 565 4220 #F IPR F+ » K F
A 2,116 tFEANFIE 2T AH R EMAE  RERLHAF KT EEFE LT (request
for adverse judgement ) fERLEH BB KL AE AT ELHH 1,441 # > H &
PAHERAEEREFE LT EM R BAAREIRBGEFELET A 968
(67%) ~230 (16%) #2243 (17%) # -

PR R R B A B 6 FRBG 0 BT A Sk IR & USPTO 6548
o W 2013 4 CAFC 89 % Fi ik B fi 4% 5 B 5 32.3] > USPTO A 7,000 4 %
FFE R AR > RARPIEFAFH B L L A & (Patent Trial and Appeal
Board * PTAB) # 300 4% % 4|47 8% & (administrative patent judge) - 1% & F 7%
B (death squads) FIK ReAI4E > -

CaE A LB 2016 F9 AHEMAEMRAFING T LE IPRGHFIL - AX
A i — 5 238 £ B £ 4] IPR 8975 # 0 »A & CAFC £ 2017 5 10 A 4 B 2 [R5
% 324y Aqua Products, Inc. v. Matal % ° 2 2018 5 1 A 8 B 2 FcHi /% % L 49 Wi-Fi
One, LLC v. Broadcom Corporation & °* A Z R85 MR 7 f# £ B IPR 897k i1
AR R A o

1 35T 3 inter partes #9 % B35 69 & o £ Bl( between the parties ) » Ff AL AEAE R H S MAFE -

2 4 R, www.uspto.gov/patents-application-process/appealing-patent-decisions/statistics/aia-trial-statistics ( 3
%A R 1 2017/06/11) -

3 % R Chief Judge Of Patent Court Compares Killing Bad Patents To Genocide, TECHDIRT, https://
www.techdirt.com/articles/20131029/16462825058/chief-judge-patent-court-compares-killing-bad-
patents-to-genocide.shtml (&% % B : 2019/01/22) -

fORES . AR RADRERE AL AN FAMARN A S FTHRE (IPR) £ LT FEY
AMATI213H » B S5-25 02016 9 A -

5 Aqua Products, Inc. v. Matal, 872 F.3d 1290 (Fed. Cir. 2017) * #]:: % % A > http://www.cafc.uscourts.
gov/sites/default/files/opinions-orders/15-1177.Opinion.9-28-2017.1 PDF (last visited Jan. 15,2019 ) .

® Wi-Fi One, LLC v. Broadcom Corporation, 837 F.3d 1329 (Fed. Cir. 2016 ) > #| & Z % & > http:/
www.cafc.uscourts.gov/sites/default/files/opinions-orders/15-1944.Opinion.1-4-2018.1.PDF (last
visited Jan. 15, 2019 ) .
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A 2017 £ 10 A 4 B CAFC 2 [RBEE £32 4 Aqua
Products, Inc. v. Matal £ -

A

7oy A B H 8273183 Fe & Al (AR 183 4] ) & —48 A ey ik i
Mo Mk RBMIEH LA H A BN 0 AR k4@ PTAB #2
# IPR » £ 7k 183 55 A1 0435 K78 1-14 ~ 16 Fn 19-21 » £ B b AT fif 14 7 B 37
FAMAnam 5 fety o PTAB B A R T35 K78 10-12 2 4h » Htb3h KA ) IPR 45
BT E o RAHARIR B F LA 8 F020 A KA 2224 A B K ZAEEF L -
3 ESRHFTIE 03 KA 22-24 454 35 US.C. 8§ 316(d) W ® BAIRKRA T
HRANGE - LBH R EY

= >PTAB &%

PTAB 3% 2 % A H A 6915 £ 8 &K 55 4 35 U.S.C. § 316(d) * *A & 37 CFR §
42.121(a)(2)(i)-(ii) 9 A€ - 12X ZFAEA L E A XA LB RO F R BLZAA TS
FlEay > 4 R EHASIE o

= ~CAFC &3 EH kv

S HEAT R PTAB #9325 » £33 CAFC 3% ° 4R 35 US.C. § 316(e)"
RE - ARl EFHEA B ARBRF AT A MERFEG FIE 0 122 CAFC
& 3k JE F B2 AF 5] A 2015 S Microsoft Corp. v. Proxyconn, Inc. ## Prolitec, Inc. v.
ScentAir Techs ¥A & 2016 “F 84 Nike, Inc. v. Adidas AG £ 2 AT 89 F) ik &3

7 Aqua Products, Inc. v. Matal, No. 15-1177 (Fed. Cir. Octrober 4, 2017) (en banc).

8 35US.C. § 316 14T IPR #4947 > HL P § 316(d) e & @ FHFegt5IE @ (1) — AR T ¢
Z PR EAM > SAMATIREF K > A T2 — 18R %58 F5 X RS E A 0 (A) B R PTAH P
By ZAFH KA B) HAE BRI FEE  RESEREFGHERFERE - (2) HiayzF K
(additional motions ) : T L RF RAA B EFHF R > AR EAHAT T HiE— SR 317 145093
R, USPTO F=T MY ER ek o (3) H KA IE - RARATBAIIEE » R TIHRARFRANE
B &ARTEAFHFEY (new matter) ©

C FRESHRERLEHEUFE TR -

P REZE9 e

1 35U.S.C. § 316(e) X @ BB YA  RARFHE 2 F 0 IPR > FHRAARB R LT AL
HHE -

12 R 35 e ) R AR AR M CAFC 2R &3 %0 (overrule) ©
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WY PTAB 09 F 5 X » BREAMA AARE T - BALBEaF AL
# AR AT I AT ey 0 # T CAFC EER A X Hh A G d L AMA B A BE X0
FlA2 o B8] > CAFC LB &A1 A 69 £ 530 ° PTAB 374& A de b 35 KA 0915
i%’&ﬁ%ﬁﬂé%%ﬁﬂ’iﬁ%?MBﬁ%%%%l)iﬂ%Aﬁm%E%
W FHEY ; (2) ABFRANKALZHE Y ; (3) IPREEFATH 0
VR T o LTSI e AT R AT LA TS R BT e 0y IR AEHE 5 (4) IPRAEE
VAR AR RE T o SRR A B S Sk o

W ~ CAFC 2% Hl ik

S AHEATRIR CAFC &3k 0 H) ik » 3 K AR E 1 - CAFC 2RI
FR o RARMEAA S (1) §RAMAMKIS US.C. § 316(d) 4= 5 KA
IEBF » USPTO T & &K S AIMAZ AT LA Moy R T4 REMGEFEREB
etF 2 — 2 (2) HH RABRA BT SAMEGGE LAGE » H# % PTABAR
2y R I BN KA PTAB R G T AAT# R T LA 2 4o RT A
R e QARG AL 2

CAFC ERIRBE By ¥k F » AR ALKR - ZEE GG

B RFRAHMTAOFRAOREBEEYF LA ZARSTEA e BREF
#£ » CAFC Mfz s Mgk 244 § 316(e) 1 X M & ~ AIA 157% IPR a3 38 kR 42
A SR EARA § 316(d) BREF A B By ¢ o

USPTO %7k § 316(d)(1) B2 £AEA " T3 ; (may propose) X935
KB A PTAB Tk R 2 #ZHF K AL USPTORE ABHBE M T+
R FE FARERFRAMATAITESEL G ERBEE & PTAB A
ST AE AR 4B AN HEA YIS IE o

i CAFC 222 USPTO Wy Mk R T ik ifta X & > B4 § 316(d)(1) £M
TERAEA TITIRE ) BRARLTEE IR N BT 0 PATB #8 7T VA R T A R
FHEK o B Al USPTO 89 £k 1454 8 316(d) 89 B 4 » B &%k S FHEA
VR — RO RAE EAR BB 03 KB - R BT B IEIESF AR © .

BOZRZES AT EIESE S A -
WA RIES AR EREEIFES H -
A RZES AR TR EIEE 19 & -
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CAFC 32 & 4w R ARIE USPTO 89 #4357 X @14 IPR W A4 A4 h &
EORFEIFEAAETR S FELE S SAMATIAH IPR P42 3 KBS E & B
IPR #| & %3t ey £ 245282 — » CAFC 3t B 5] A RAT e 3] ik > MR kA% B 3B R
FoOARBHRAE—ayikfg e

B8] USPTO & £7k § 316(d)(1) #L2 FAMAE TR EH K, (motion)
MFK - RFRFRBANBEE REENREFREI R LAMBAARBEEELTE
Mgy R TR B A Re) — % A RE T RIE LA g T X
tmmo@i%§3m@%ﬁi%§@@i%ﬁﬁ&ﬁ%%°iﬁuwnh%m%

Eh LA FHIEBIFAAR  FEPRE T RAEATR S E A 6
%iJ’%ﬂ%A%ﬁm%i%a%’%%éﬁ@ﬁ%qiﬂ@%ﬂé%&’&
§ 316(d) M @ B IE L BE WP BEEF R TS IEF LA T LA Moy 5
EHAERAREE T -

{e % CAFC 7 3% F USPTO #) £ 3k » CAFC 3%.4 USPTO #9 £ 5k 51 % 4 7 §
316(d)(1) P oy TR EFK | BT RAEREAE (relief) ZH/E LM > v LATH > £
FIHEA T M PRI B Y F R ARAR B SR HHKF LA AR E
AR FH KA R KA LB R EAFEY > b BAAHRKF LKA EA
F Ay R HAME R KA AT M - kT PTAB 48 IPR # &3 KB4 E 64 1
o TR RBE R RAMA B AT LA ey R FAL 0 o

CAFC A2 FRH R & ey FI ik E L4258 - A MH KA RE T RAE T B
A —#E A HIAE R (adversarial proceedings ) 4 A 35 KA k4R h3EIE 5 B —
8 R 4t #3 ek KA AT 5] A e SRR I X R R BT © Hlde s K1 5 H ok
(summary judgment) * ##F KAKZRE B R AR » T A TrRRUERES
BRI RERORBFERLE S — & ABERTEL T B - 305 2AARIE 35
U.S.C. § 282(a) £ £ B3I £ TR S AF KA LM ZF » BEWETEMR AT
| R FIHEA

° L RZES HREREMEILE 20 F o
VS RZES FlkEREMENF 21 & o
8 E]2E 17 o
¥ [ 17 e
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CAFC 3]/ 2016 4 £ B ¥t #5 & % /5 2 69 Cuozzo Speed Techs. v. Lee £ * 84 #]
k3t 0 IPR 09 R FE T4 L —AEE R H M 'H (adjudicatory characteristics) * &5 /&
USPTO #ATW9A2 - L7k TR ARFAML - A BB 9 7F £ 3% & PR EH 6942 % (degree
of proof) > MmIwRHEAER T A § 316(e) * » R 1% USPTO £kt RE TG
W B R TR PTRE 2

P » CAFC 32 & fn S AIHEAGE K15 E3F KAMM AL - RA § 316(d)(1)
(A)-(B) F= § 316(d)(3) AL M Z » & RAHEASR B3 KA SB35 Lk T &
A IPRAZFAE » 34 @& & T SAERFE L BA - ZHRARIE § 316(e) 89
HE 42 IPR 93 LA R B FRE 2o

A K7 8§ 316(e) * CAFC A15] A 2016 F49 In re Magnum Oil Tools Int’ 1., Ltd.
£2 RBEPRY  HFRAZARTTRA M RE > REFELGHEH L
M%Ao%%aﬁﬁ%i%%%ﬁ’ﬁﬁ§3w@%%i’%%@ﬁmmR%
HRAK G HBRE > B RAREMALA FH o 22 CAFC E § 316(e) ¥
ME ALl A R AEAPT R B HRNRFRE - B RMEIPRAZZF EHFRA
B2 o) 7 T A M6y £ 5k 0 RIZER » L AIHEAPT I 6915 1B 38 2 2 M) PR Ak Pk
FAYH KA R ST E A BB KA R R B R KE -\ R MR R AR
EHRRFRA BHARANIPR 2 ELT LA 6922 by (an instituted ground of

unpatentability ) 2* e

B4 CAFC 458 & IPR # F 3t 7 U35 R A AR B R P B oy 35 KA ey 5 oE
B % IPRFRARBDFH YR T RAMGITE » SAMARBIEELZYFLE
%%%&%ﬂﬁ@%imei%ﬁKﬁiﬂﬁwﬁmo%?R%iAé%%@
E6y3 KA R TR BA T LA Moy B8 T4 R AL LI H IPR 7 T LA 64
HER=

% Cuozzo Speed Technologies, LLC v. Lee, No. 15-446 (S. Ct. 2016).

M B RZES FlREREEAF 22-23 7 -

2 S RESFRFRLEHEIS 24 A o

» In re Magnum Oil Tools Int'l., Ltd., Fed. Cir. No. 15-1300, Doc. 3 (filed Feb. 2, 2015).
M BEE22 e

® 2 RZES FlREREMEIFE 2S5 A -
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THREBREALS 3 TP A tbehiE 3 AR RRAEEH KA
2% § 316(c) HA YT R ey R - ERAF KA TRAESRRAMF LA
KA IEFRKA - plde § 316(a)9) Fo §316(d) ¥ #hE 4 B AP E a9 35 KB Fn
ARROFERE 5§ 314(a)° W R @A IPR H K P B o935 K8 5 § 318(a)” ¥
WES T TFHRAPTIRERBEFRE, o TR § 316(d) Pra3gay=F K8, 5 8
318(b)™ ¥ H A HF KA T RA MY AEREH » LIRF T T HHEREEGFK
B RA § 318(c)® ML BAR P e HEA] - AR F] T PTIR RS IE RATIL 43 KE
e R

MR 8§ 3l6(e) M EEALRE THKA, » WAAKARLEWMHTE
TRA) ) RIRHIILEE 0 ATIA 8§ 316(c) 45 09 JE I IPR A2 P BT A 4R B R T £ A
Moy ik o TR E R B @Il @ h AR T B S B BB S B ey KA RE
Ao

AH 0 8§ 316(e) F#k A " AT A1, (unpatentability ) #9383 @ 17 @ A #
WY RO AEMFERE  MIERIEAA O EFRAN T &3, (invalid) —F -
2B OREERN AT RAIMED  EARATHEERIPRFREA > REAH
AR AP F LBARAS EGF KA AR ARRFEG R - A § 318(a)
] E USPTO & #H3k P gk 0y R 4135 KA Folk § 316(d) Prar3geysh K8 - R4
%W?ﬂ&%i:%§3mm?&&ﬂ?rq%ﬂ&%J(mmmm)*ﬁ°
#a)ER % PTAB :A R AWysh KAR RS EMFRALIRT IPRFARATRT

26 35 U.S.C. 8 314(a) 15X : = %94 (threshold) : USPTO /£ & &35 K AMKIE 35 US.C. § 311 AF
B EI AR ZHFMAI35US.C. 8 313 IR tE g X » BB FEAFTHEMNFRAF -
ARG TRMEE VA —AERIERY » USPTO + &3k IPR 5 £ ML BAZ 5 »

7 35U8.C. § 318(a) 16X : MAME@ET : WwR IPR i HEAIRAFEHRTHIBUY » Hidk
RAPT b R A 2E KA - Fo RRHEAIR §316(d) FTar3gsh K8 > PTAB A4 5L T S 5] M5
ﬂiﬂiéﬁi@ﬁ/kﬁ;

2% 35 U.S.C. § 318(b)#&X : &M : % PTABIR AR () UM EZH &L dmikT » £ LA LIFH
PR 23l 3%, _E AR 4 0E B 0 FIRAE ST o HAMRIRAE 00 ROE AR A A H KA B R T R
T 5 RAS B 0935 K78 - USPTO #8- @ 1R ) ik 4 R4S hfe N B AR Bl 04359 & o

2 35 U.S.C. § 318(c) M x : #42 F ey A (intervening rights) : &K A3 R T B IPR Frit & a5 &
RATIG O H KR - R § 252 MEPTIR B B R AR LA AR F 09 2R 0 AR RS B R AT E
KAPTRFE G AN AT R AL BRIAEAR ERTARE Y - ERERALARED
FIEH 2R B EA LR b)) EASHRE LA AL B N CBTRE T EHE -

0 B{3225 0

3 E3E25 e
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FAIEOG IR - HFRKAEA T EANE - B —@FKLALEA T RAERA
BA T HANE » RGPS EIR N B 0 TR R A AR o) TAE 7 ©

3

ARZCAFCRARH M ERNAIRE S Z 148 A A EERASR 11 4
FHRAFAMELEL Bk TLEH T —MBAMMIRE G  BEH Ry BRI
%g%’ii%ﬁ%ﬁCM@%?$%ﬁﬂ%%%’%Aﬂ%%%’%% i ik
BIERERE  AMEHEBRETARALIRE ) ERAEEHMEALETFLHRE
A RERFATF R0 T4 - Bk CAFC 7B F 2104754 43 (legal conclusion )
(1) #Hsh R AH AR h 3 RAS E0F > TR A ALY T AR F 12 > USPTO
EoH AR EMERA; (2) ARBERIAHEAEEFTHRAT » USPTO &

AR AR A R AAEA -

1 CAFC 4L32 7K #] ik E b #174 IPR A6 2 095130 » RA R EoydRt - &
#% > CAFC 22 W B3 ol 4 R R %44 PTAB E @ R A MAMS EF Ry & E |
k® > it %K PTAB K § 318(a)é@ﬁ%ﬁiﬂQ?Fﬁkéiﬁﬂﬁifxﬁ?#%Hi*kfiﬁ%iiﬁﬁéﬁiT
LA A RARAE R EAHEA A TR - LA USPTO A A2 Hia MM
EZ AT PTAB & B4R BB #5 R B L P A 47 F 89 IPR » CAFC 4L € 1% 4% #E 22
PTAB PRIk B B = &6 H °

7

»
= > &

52017 F 1 A @4 F69 4220 # PR F - £ 5483k 140913 185 L8 -
F b 4% IPR Pk 093t A 64,998 1835 K8 - L £ 69A 30,126 1835 K78 » PTAB & &
TEmr A LT RAIMEHERAH 15,680 18 (52%) - &Lk ZH IPR = EAEH
—F A Loy KA AR PTAB 222 & 1 T £ 4114 » &4 3T USPTO % K & A4
ARBEHRZIMA T AR o RE CAFC 2 IR F & 2264 ) k445 PTAB £ 4
LAMA B EF RO RLE TR 3 B2 K4 USPTO %A # 2 th 48 B4
RZAT» PR B R AN BT ZA M) BE T4 8RR 5 A A
FIRFEST T —F 585 4F -

2 2 RZES FlREREMENE 26 B -
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£ ~2018 %1 A 8 B CAFC 2 Hi/F & 3269 Wi-Fi
One, LLC v. Broadcom Corporation ¥ *

— %

RE R ZHHEA Ericsson £ £ B H G k2w % LS4 b FAUZHE R [

FE W RTAERAE o B RAE L35 F] CAFC » CAFC 4 2014 4 12 A 4 B 4E & #|
P d A 69 LIFA Broadcom 2 8] & HFEARHE SRR YA 0 A7 2013 F4F
¥ A F LAFE IPR 0 % R ZHHE A Ericsson dude B A A 42 3E £5 Wi-Fi One 22 &) °
#7> Broadcom 2 8] #9 IPR 3% 2K > Wi-Fi One 2 &) /£ PTAB $# 4% #1 € USPTO &~

A& IPR 2% ° % Broadcom 2 &) $2 /2 il 64k & A A1 & Bl 1% - W R ool 2 4]
HEA T bk & 3R b R AR AE SR8 —F » 4RI 35 US.C. § 315(b)* 4T
A B ] FELAP PR S A $9 4 i PR -

= PTAB A<

Wi-Fi One 2 3] 3t % PTAB 3% K3 4% %% & » 38 & Broadcom 7 &) ¥1 /& ¥ 77 %
FEAk 45 Ml e MR H € ~ IEWHE ~ £8ER - BT ARy @R - {22
PTAB %32 Wi-Fi One 2+ &) 0§ £7k » R L EHFHAYF K 7 o Bk Wi-Fi One
2 EME ®) CAFC 3 KA #4474 (writ of mandamus) * 2K CAFC &L 7~ 2 32 * o
PTAB #£ IPR = 5 it H R4 E &k TR T F L AR T AT A AR &%
Z @ik P o PTAB 3% € Wi-Fi One 2 &) % # #3 % Broadcom 2 &) ¥4 &[] 649 A
HHIME 0 BELI IPR 6935 Kb R 28] § 315(b) B M FL4p 4 FR4A] * o

* Wi-Fi One, LLC v. Broadcom Corporation, No. 15-1944 (Fed. Cir. 2017) (en banc).

% 2014/12/4 CAFC Ericsson, Inc. v. D-Link Sys., Inc. & * $li&Z % L - http://www.cafc.uscourts.gov/
sites/default/files/opinions-orders/13-1625.Opinion. 12 2-2014.1.PDF (last visited Jan.15,2019 ) .

3 35 U.S.C. 8§ 315(b) X RAIMAMT D  JoRF KA HH T HH 548 B F X 3F KA H|
B WA RAWRER FAURME TR0 —F 4% > AR E IPROYFR > B IPR LT A&k 5
£ o b3 al BF M FRF] R B A AT 3K (¢) Feabt £E 2 (joinder) o

% ZRIF6HAEZHLEMUE 11-13 8 °

VS5 RE6FIRELEMEIEF 13 R o

# 2014 CAFC In re Telefonaktiebolaget LM Ericsson % » ] % % L » http://www.cafc.uscourts.gov/
sites/default/files/opinions-orders/14-127.Order.5-5-2014.1 PDF (last visited Jan.15,2019 ) .

¥ B3 37 e
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= ~CAFC &3 EH Rk~

Wi-Fi One 2t 3] L3 %] CAFC » £ 7k J& B F] 34544 PTAB #4 B ] PSP 6930 €
CAFC &3 & B = Wi-Fi One 2 &) 69 £7k » B A48 35 U.S.C. § 314(d)" a9 L »
PTAB 7E 69 IPR = £ & A &R Z H AT L3F » CAFC 2 Rt FE ey » #
Z X BB FLAP 63 F4E 2 IPR B ¥ A BRMA F » AR ARKE@RLFLA
$2 %] » CAFC B AIRET AR F o &1 CAFC 09 H| kAR % » Hilk PTAB A%
8 315(b) 4T » 4L QAR B AAE TS (ultra vires agency action) * H 7
B FAA AR RGE - WA 0 CAFCIRETRAREE § 315(b) 04T » k2 3
REVEMET A2 L LK 2 0 AR$E 2015 9 A 30 B #9 Achates Reference Publishing v.
Apple Inc. 5 © 89 3| e » BFHIPLAP 6 F) & & 17T L3FaY 0 & BF CAFC ik B4R 23R
£ B3k %58 Cuozzo £ RAMEH » &880 H] Achates F » #¢  F) 5T B M FEL4D 64
B A T Eofay » #EER T PTAB 89k

W~ 2R RS EREE Cuozzo F ik

Km0 fe #k CAFC ¥ ik % 4% 0 2016 F £ B & & % 2 #9 Cuozzo Speed
Technologies, LLC v. Lee % * #| & hif » &k AERE B A & LML 3k
POBRBF » G R OYZEF) A 2RO LR BAR A BN SRR R R R L E
TR R e AR A AR T R AR 0L B TR RUR e TR o

3

Hdn o RBRGERMEEXFRIFFTR GG A WA R RF G TERMS
HA § 314@) B X F R BL A RMBRASETRIEMN LI ERE &G
Kl 8§ 314(d) AR T HIAAARME ) IAER M SRR R IR LT L3

% Wi-Fi One, LLC v. Broadcom Corporation, 837 F.3d 1329 (Fed. Cir. 2016).

M 35 U.S.C. § 314(d) # X : I~ 7T E3 : USPTO RAIZEAMEPTE R L L AT IPR 2 EZXRE » AR
R AT L3 o

2 S RE6 FIREFRLWAS 89 H -

% 2015/9/30 CAFC Achates Reference Publishing v. Apple Inc. & » #] ik £ % JL » http://www.cafc.
uscourts.gov/sites/default/files/opinions-orders/14-1767.0pinion.9-25-2015.1.PDF (last visited
Jan.15,2019) .

M HERGE6 FIREFREEALS 13-14 F -

% Cuozzo Speed Technologies, LLC v. Lee, No. 15-446 (S. Ct. 2016) * #] 7= £ % &, - https://www.
supremecourt.gov/opinions/15pdf/15-446_ihdk.pdf (last visited Jan.15, 2019 ) .
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