FREH
EEHFEBHERAAEEEMENN LIS TEE (IPR) AL

LR EABREHERLAMEFAPBE N
% F5HEE (IPR) £ 5P

LR S

%77 #M% (IPR) ~ BEFFBEHNAE (CBM) A AEEME (PGR) 14
EZBRRAEIEEHA2012F9A 16 AR@NIHHHE - HEEMREIRES A5 F
BEEZ MK WL ERERRTREAA T OBRERE - AR TR
o RHFHARLFEB Y (PTAB) MR FEANFEMK - £ PTAB R T L £ -
CHEEEH TGS WERLERE S FEAFRE XA R > L RHH AR A
EAERRARE 1 REE > 3t B AR F IR By 3R R BB FAL 0 3 AT A
B FGABE  RA BRI E R 0 AE M E B A% EZ K PTAB 7
BEMEZEENAELTILB | FIRE > THELEREBREHZZ S - 5 IPR
FEZANMFRM A Pl L T RERXSTARE  ¥H LA BEMEZR A A
BRI T — B TIARA -

M4t5 : PTAB IPR PGR - CBM* #H|EH R LFEBE 2 7 HME  HEE
AE R R W3 R4 8 B AR

T MHRLBIEHREEMAESIHN =M FHEET KA
AXARMH L EHFAREET ZHT  TRERERELZETR -
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-.E 2

3]

ﬂu\

EBEMER (AIA) 742011 9 A 16 B A 2R 4spnFl@d - L+ —a

KEFGLEEZB EAHIZE (USPTO) ¥ AR T AN E A EAZ R0 - 3
WA B REAZSF - B T 5 5% ) (Inter Partes Review * IPR) ~ " # X%
HiBEIAME , (Covered Business Method * CBM ) & "4z #e1%5 4% , (Post-Grant
Review * PGR) #| /% -

EEBGHANHHAEZLEXE S 0 124 IPR > CBM & PGR RIUK % 4] 89
B % (reexamination) *#|E > AME L —ERAENREFALEFS TS > £ LKk
HEAEEZSAAREPRBEES A2 AA T2 &EFE: (1) RkFL:
FALE (instituted) % 121 A NEFELE - (2) FEFL - dHplxz " 2HF
FI B E35Z& B4, (Patent Trial and Appeal Board, PTAB) * 2 /7% & h ik € -
(3) BB 4 # PTAB R T RF » A B @ E3FkIR (CAFC) i
o mERZHEERNEAE ALY USPTO WX L3RAERF 14 it EHF 2
CAFC- (4) 242/ h "§& , wHEmRmE TRHA, BH -

EFRN—FH A E@iB%E 1 E (BP201259 A 16 B) AT 24504
F 0 3% USPTO %43t » A=t @ AAB S T4 4 ¢ AL« ik & &b

D ERMBEEFEENHT 5L E S5 B F (Ex Parte Reexamination) & % 7 B % (Inter Parte
Reexamination) W #& » H 1% &g USPTO ¥ sk % % ¥ 15 (Central Reexamination Unit * CRU)
ZEETEAEE - FMAFELERE  ATLEHRZE " M EFAMHREER S (Board of
Patent Appeals and Interferences * BPAI) F K # 7 -

> 157 CONG. REC. S952 (daily ed. Feb. 28, 2011) (statement of Sen. Grassley).

3 Eric C. Cohen, 4 Primer on Inter Partes Review, Covered Business Method Review, and Post-
Grant Review before the Patent Trial and Appeal Board, 24 Fed. Cir. B.J. 1 (2014/2015).

CRFESL T RAERABREES £ AE1-PTABZARKECS ARk @Ak %
#4178k E (commissioner for patents) » AARITH KB * ARITEHFHET - EFZM4HGHEE
X3 ATEEMEEEREEZ > R35US.C. §6-°

S Bpig BPAI & &4 4F kg - #4 BPAI iR & RIRF 46 AL E3F £ CAFC -

© M| E2016 F5 A & & 50264 K M Kk A 90% 1% IPR K 9% 12 CBM £ © W
PGR 45 1% « ZM 2R ZTHALMARE S WZLRFLET/EH (56%) - HH
S EE TR (25%) A4 B E (12%) ° 4 A http://www.uspto.gov/sites/default/files/
documents/2016-5-31%20PTAB.pdf ( #| % B i1 : 2016 F7RH17TH) -
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KEIEA B EGE M EBEFEMEGN—LIZTHEE (IPR) BARFL

5TERE BROURLRERERSZIRA NRFIFE S m LA kT LA
EEEREY  BAEERRMNESRMEZEL  mABRRRALZZ ARG
PTAB # & EH1E%x  HRBABZIBREWERXAMEFLEZIR > HTERIXZES -

AXATF %N AF 8% IPR  PGR A CBM = EHZ F £ L FUANE -
Mg AR EHZFERLFRBAARE  AXELHS N ERREBTEHRE
R RBRLEWERZIPR £ 0 LHZ PR ZTHGFEERAZ KB FEER A
P 2B IPR # MR B R R A LRIELEW -

# * IPR 2 PGR ~ CBM £ # 2 fi 2 168

IPR PGR CBM £ % MAAZE & 2R » AR ELF  RAZAER
7 PTAB & &8 2 P 4 b E ¥ (trial) A 4 LT A R HZBUR D °
FARPT#t 2 E3F (appeal) #8% £+ - XM= » 3 X PGR  IPR * CBM ¥ B %
FA fe R Z A B HE 0 12 PGR T AR B BF 2R H15 R AL 500 O @ A BB A -
BT PGR MR &2 MA R B R WA X R4 - @ [PR » CBM ¥ M7 %
BayREHRE > R CBMERREE X EHRE -

TOFFRRFE AT o AT RL A PR £ (988 #4) 4t RIE VA 1 FHKAE®KR
A R B AL 86% (846 1) - A KAHGHX - Al 5 FHE M R&L AL Z IPR
FHF (423120991 HKA) A 50% HRE L&k (10597 R) °

® 4 #986.7% X IPR A CBM K5 ik A A H B RHEFR R4 - 5 70% X
IPR £ » 77.9% = CBM % & £ & AR iF & K £ 3 3 X % % - See Vishnubhakat, Saurabh
and Rai, Arti K. and Kesan, Jay P., Strategic Decision Making in Dual PTAB and District Court
Proceedings, p.20-24 (February 10, 2016), available at SSRN: http://ssrn.com/abstract=2731002
(last visited July 18, 2016).

° fldm W HFE - BHEHE (reissue) EXAEFEE (reexam) % -
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KEIEA B EGEAEBEIEMEGN—LIZHEE (IPR) AR

%1 PGRIPR CBM ttix %

AR PGR IPR CBM *
. L A9 EA % .
RAEE | RABEIMAN | oL s F IPR
o AT oF B b , Te e fir A A 2
Z= 5 fi] 2
AR | a0133/16 122 S 4% FERT IR CE SR i
CEXI S §101 §102 §102- §103 $1 PGR k&4 R (1%
f 39 §103 + §112 Pk §102 A7 k3 £ %
2 A=Y ?ﬁlj .;‘l%‘/;i
2% 1] 58 S S
R AR EN [ sy EN
CIRAFRAMEA | - EAFRAMEA | - BARFRAER
- RERAFEAZ | - RERAFEAZ | RS
A MIRAT R F HAKRALRE | - FHEMA LA S
e FHa MiF AR & FA
s e | BAAEAIARLAG | - KRR FRARF

MR AEEEA

12 2R
kAl |

- HRERA LA S

MG AETEF
AIB

¥

W
o
\E}ﬂ-
w

H T AR

(more likely than not )

GRS Ea AV A

(reasonable likelihood )

M 3 Z I Rk
(more likely than not )

A REARER

BB RERTZ

- R R AT

BB R&RT

C R REATIGE
Ry RBERTZ

F2E R AL F AL Z FEHRXERLE F R AL FEA
S RAE &fé‘iﬁﬂ?ﬁ%&ﬂ %1 ﬁﬁ‘«ﬂl’é\ P 9T E"« fé\i&l?ﬁ%’;%‘%m
( Estoppel ) 7\?—% . L. ﬁ;}%&;;%"%* . z%}% . L
c RN BRABEAN| RN RABEA | RN RN R gD
USPTO -~ ¥ %% USPTO * ¥ [z 3% USPTO = £ %
XEBEHFREE ITC = %4
(ITC) = %#
AR 30k £4 23k £4 30k £4

(153 k&)

(153 k&)

(153%k%|)

10

11

12

13

CBM #:82 PGR 3 IPR ¥ & 2012 5+ 9 A 16 B A4 % » {12 CBM & —@E HE >

Z2020F9 A 16 BIEBP R HEH

35U.S.C. §311.

LARFILRE - R R X petitioner | —HESEL BREA -
35 U.S.C. 8312 (a)(2) “the petition identifies all real parties in interest” .
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—~ @AM

HFRAPGRZ A E » F A8 " RHEAAFHELK , (first-inventor-to-file )
ZH o BPRAA A FPFH B2 2013 53 A 16 A% - IPR » CBM Bl R L85 £
ERABVAVTHFERZIENHHERN > ERABAAFTFERZIEN » 58 PGR
HMEN B4R F80R 918 A % > K PGR AZF & BRI IFIAE - £ 50 5HWE 4
Z EM 0 RIFERFT 424 PR 2 CBM ™ © % CBM S4p7éttey "7k ) &4
16 ¥ EH R A2 7k R E AR A RBAT A AR I - ATECR A RRE B 5 RRAF

TOBEMERSBAEZRAEA > A TOS T EAEMS  2E R ARSI -

=~ JFERZBHAEY

IPR £/ F £k M Lk ERIFAMLZRES M - PGR A CBM %
Bl G242 ag A~ BABEM - TIHAFTREMHF -

= BEFHE

M4 IPR £ BEAMH LR oM &FLE 0 BEHIEEHR T 58T
B, > M PGR ¥ CBM Bl & " TTAEM | » b —FEREHFHEHMZ R > PTAB X
FAATEEAEEGHRA o A TREM | AZEMAZ KA 50/50 # G R
# (B EIES0%) - TR ) X RE AR LA 3 - PTAB 304 5

BACELRERER A CEANTHFERE > FABLTLEY

AN S N8 5

R EB EAES 315 (e) AHF 325 () HMT > F—BREATHBR AL
R RTZ FEERAELEILRF P S TIF4EE (reasonably could have raised )

' Vishnubhakat, supra note 8, at 13-14.

5 2,37 CFR. §42.301 (a) - A B AR (b) 845 » #4749 (technological invention) 7
B m Kk A M MERL AT BERBEERLTZ AR F  VH S EAERE
8,4 AR H S AT S i AL AT RN B M BB R A T PR e i R R M T A A -

* Message from Chief Judge James Donald Smith, Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences:

/

USPTO Discusses Key Aspects of New Administrative Patent Trials, http://www.uspto.gov/
patent/laws-and-regulations/america-invents-act-aia/message-chief-judge-james-donald-smith-
board (last visited July 15, 2016).

VHAAX S = TaFRRBFEEGEGS -
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Z $8 0 H R H BAME SR £ USPTO » B kT2 3 ITC 2 £ 4F - ff]38 & £ 3%
AP AT IFIR b= 58 0 25 3% Dell Inc. v. Electronics and Telecommunications

Research Institute (ETRI) ZAE &30P -

Dell # ETRI Z % 6,978,346 58 %41 ( & F %4]) L& E 24 IPR F (5% :
IPR2013-00635 » IPR2015-00549) - & IPR2013-00635 £ ¥ - Dell £ 7k & ¥ & A
FRALIEZ9 R A#AM (8102 (b) ) AR EFM (8103 (a) ) (FEFHF
ek 2) o & PTAB H ¥ » R FHDH S TALE » EEERETRIZIRHK

R o

#% Dell #7142 Fr$2 2 IPR2015-00549 % » PTAB 324 #2377+ IPR 534 &40 )
BN HATH IPR ROMR&RT -y bR EBEAES 315 (e) (1) 15
MEZ Tt 270 THETRRE | F b AIA X EXSEBRARZ  BEEHN
FREEL 08— BRI FAB Y R kAT OELTAR TR Z AT LN -
B IPR £f 5 23 (B2 5°) LAMHIPREFCREE &
R Dell -84 BA M2 HEE > HEE2AMHIPREPEESL 2 F LA LA
Pz £5k HHAEE2 526 FRAFEAFTLES M 775 Dell £ATH
I[PREF TIFREZFE > oA —EFLBEZER > o R 4540 IPR TP 4R S -

%2 Dell#2# IPR EFPHRZ FEI X

IPR2013-00635 IPR2015-00549
2k FEkE A% BIE KA A% B
D 1-3-8 | §8103(a) 142
@ 49 8103 (a) 14243

1-9 §103(a) 245
® 5-7 8103 (a) 14+2+4
@ 1-3+5-8 | §102 (b) 5

¥ Dell Inc. v. ETRI, TPR2015-00549 , paper 10 (PTAB decision - denial of institution of Inter
Partes Review and denial of motion for joinder), p. 4-5 (March 26, 2015).
¥ Dell Ff3EE4E 2 & Mylex 28 2 & &£ » 354 5 & US pat. 5,574,950 °
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KEIEA B EGE M EBEFEMEGN—LIZTHEE (IPR) BARFL

Ao AR IPR £ RERCHERFRALIZ3 528 (FH@D) AL
BET L PTAB:RA —F B @R S FAABS IPR ZFPHERAFLEL £
3'5%8-#H;e X ERMIPREY P FKA4 93 FL % > HH Dell o2 & F
SARFBHFAZFKROE | F > PTAB B L2 ER T L EZRE ™ -

A > EPvFJ '%‘%'J @ﬁ*%

USPTO ¥ & FHE » AR EAEI M ARE R 2 $A R0 7 EA 8
B MRS B E R LR S (broadest reasonable interpretation BRI)
J7 A1 < IPR » PGR % CBM % 7% £ #1 4} » USPTO & i 2 B 485647 4w ] 2 o o
HARAHEAM T > £ PTAB 09 % A2 - F3RIR BRI R Al @8 7 X - i E%
FEAmB G TRIEEZIEE » 5 —H %A Z PR PGR A CBM X 55 & &
RGVEL R FFAZIHREERE > B BIIETRE — 4 0 3IX Philips v. AWH %%
AR A 9k BRIJR A -

44 PTAB T E 69 % 1 #F IPR £ * & k@ » 24 A Cuozzo L3F CAFC
¥ BP ¥} PTAB %3 BRI & A1 42 1 ¢ » K £ 5k USPTO 3t &4 FR 4] 2 48 Bl 2 56
irém B M o M CAFC 385 £ B 4% % 316 (a) (4) #5 &8 T USPTO A8 B £ TR
73 B B Cuozzo X 3K ° # Cuozzo LF E R & ikIE » %k E CAFC = LA -
7 45 BRI BRI JZ A 7T ¢ 5,38 Rk 2 A2 A 46 B - HL A Bh#A O I ARAS B R R A LA
A5 EZ R4 0 UHA PR » FHHEAMA L EZHKE > ERAH LA

% Supra note 18, at 6-7.

2 g, 5 B (reissue) A A FE L (reexamine) £

2 CAFCH# sz A A&k E - USPTO é‘]‘?f’\ 5K 78 J& # Phillips v. AWH Corp £
Z MBER B > MmIER R LIRS EMAER A o & In re Rambus, Inc., 753 F.3d at 1256 ( “If, as is
the case here, a reexamination involves claims of an expired patent, a patentee is unable to make
claim amendments and the PTO applies the claim construction principles outlined by this court in
Phillips v. AWH Corp., 415 F.3d 1303 (Fed.Cir.2005)” ) .

» 37 C.FR. §42.100 (b) , §42.200 (b) , §42.300 (b) . USPTO #2016 5 A 2 A ¥4 E
AHRE - HEKEH (£ PTAB &R T M REHAT) X &4 0 F KA MK BRI R
Al - f24e £ F A4 A IPR » PGR & CBM #42% 18 18 A W24 - & F A5 K PTAB 3k A
R W ok 0 50 B AR B (81 FR 18766, April 1,2016) ©

2 PR dEE X A8 F Sk W KR E R M A R &AM o R Phillips v. AWH Corp.,
415 F. 3d 1303, 1314 (Fed. Cir. 2005 ) (en banc ) ( “:-+ ordinary meaning ‘- as understood by a
person of skill in the art,” ) °

% Garmin International , Inc. v. Cuozzo Speed Technologies LLC (IPR2012-00001).

* RAXSZ " RAMALSHFA T EZ T °

105.09 HERE#B T voL.213
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FREHE
EEYA RS ERAAEEEMENN LS TEE (IPR) AT

AT ATF o ZAMNT R ATIRINZ ¥ 3F 20 56 5 B R Al 3E 1 [PR £ 1R -
MAEAER—HRERZTRME  RRSERDEILENGFOHEAEREAH A
P 0 BB QL iR% AR Ttk 0 738 E Cuozzo X3 7 °

2~ PR £ E 525 & A8 M 3%

PTAB #7A IPR 24X EEMBRTUAE S LR ERE » F AL T EWE
(institution phase) * % —F&fx & F AF# (trial phase) * (JLE 1) - RAI L &
BHEAFREIPR ¥35 ° Z PTABE w4y T @mik e &ik - LM ELIM Y
E 122 161BA XM - mFRFLEEREZ AL LR ZAES 316 (a) (11)
B R eiT4m A 5 42,100 (c) #5> » BT PTAB #5> IPR £#2 & & # T 3%
BERKRLEZE RN R LGRS 1 F 0 e TR R EE RS
EEEIEd o REAASEEA MAREZ R FERMTH I ERE S 6MEA -

*” Cuozzo Speed Technologies, LLC v. Lee, 579 U.S. _ , at 12-20 (2016).

% St. Jude Med., Cardiology Div., Inc. v. Volcano Corp., 749 F.3d 1373, 1375-76 (Fed. Cir. 2014).
USPTO % IPR 2 2 % | My FLA% & 57 Ay Fx (petition phase ) @ % 2 PP & F B (trial
phase) ° % S http://www.uspto.gov/patents-application-process/patent-trial-and-appeal-board/
trials (|5 B 1 2016 £7 A 13 8) -

2 35 U.S.C. 8316 (a)(11) requiring that the final determination in an inter partes review be issued
not later than 1 year after the date on which the Director notices the institution of a review
under this chapter, except that the Director may, for good cause shown, extend the 1-year period
by not more than 6 months, and may adjust the time periods in this paragraph in the case of
joinder under section 315 (c). 37 C.F.R. §42.100(c) An inter partes review proceeding shall be
administered such that pendency before the Board after institution is normally no more than one
year. The time can be extended by up to six months for good cause by the Chief Administrative
Patent Judge, or adjusted by the Board in the case of joinder. PGR £ ¥ 88 & T2 40 € 7T
4% R.37 CFR. §42.200(c) - CBM H 4 a2 % B2 M T 4 L 37 C.FR. §42.300(c) °
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T REMH HFEMK
IPR  RAHEA éé§§+§gf3;§§giféﬁwy\ = R
2+ 4 S5 BT B R T i 7 K =3 P&
¥ 3 B S i S an) P ey MASFR FE R
® ® ® ® 4 4 ® ®
3R ;A@ L 3M@A 1 3MEA 1 1EA e ;
3MEA L RAMEA L ORBEAE | RAEA D REAR :
DRIEBT O WRMRH IR L PR i
bR R R RN ;
< TAB 1 >

B 1 IPR £4#4F LA

VATFAFRE 1 09 %18 £ R 058 0 iE—FFmpil

—~IPRZ ¥

BEARAIPREN > ZF EFHMN - TR E LM BEFFSE
(petition) © M BRFEFHE > P2 REWd - FHATHIRE > (1) £FF2A
HRE () FAFAMRESHZKRE (3) AFLAFRAZHE; (4)
AFRAHLARENE (2) FARA 42 Y BREATHEF LA
FIAZ S M ARSI T T A -

MHAFE LG - IPR SRR L REFAIBRES  BIBEATRER
Form AER A &2k 0 FAERZEA A AL USPTO #2 8 IPR RAEZ ¥ 3 © X
AR RFRAATAR | FRE > RIFHRE PR R FF o IRIFHRF LK
ShtEEH -

R TIFALE 60 B F1& USPTO S IE L RIFAL#8 1 % 4 F 5 » AL37 CFR. §42.24 (81
FR 18765, April 1, 2016) °

3 37 C.F.R. §42.104(b).

32 35 U.S.C. §315(b), (c).
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FEENREEGENAEREZEEETN—UZHEE (IPR) ZHAHL

» ZHE AT L5 (preliminary response )

BHEREPFERALEG 2% ATRBREVFALIMBEANBREAN
RAEAGFREM T AR ARAZIPREF RS T L EZHEE > RFRE
(disclaim ) # F3% K78 - 12 1~ {F4% th35 K82 ¥ £ (amendment )

NI ERTHRELFHESGS

(=) ZFk%

g

HEEAEARE MG E51E3EA N PTAB #7258 % - £17
uﬂ%Amﬁzﬁmé%%’ﬁ%ziﬂ%A%ﬁz%%%ﬁmﬁ’ﬁ
AEARBEAHAARAFIFNE L CLEEAR LA 24 T AR

BEFALE o

N
P
=

BPTIABE X X AEZV I AFRKATREH B LA B4
THLME » B IPR 2K %2 F > EAGCHERZ FRRETHREZE IR
Jo e R 2sqt | 35 KA PTAB 38 & B bt e e ris -
AZIPR R R TR - AL ZEERLER PTABaEd 1 i
%2 % (institution decision) * g FALE FALE
1 S X REZTHE>W
FHRBMEPTABI S FREE ANBEREAST XL 1M (&
BREER 2AFRARMNE S FREAREHEEI R BHIHEMTRE S LKA K
MZFRARE* FHREMNEEAMBESF) 0 — b (AHEFHZRAS -
MRBERBPARTOCELRETE) Il —&H - RTXFNZE PTAB 5 % #
SRREE VAR RE XL AR EELFE -

w

PR HE ARG R T EAMA 0 L37 CFR. §42.105 ¢
* 37 C.F.R. §42.107.

3 Office Trial Practice Guide, 77 Fed. Reg. 48757 (Aug. 14, 2012).

W HARFRAFLRAL -

w
[
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Wzt HA2E3RIPRENASTLEY RAEZRREA » THMERE
AFTRZFBE AT RBE R GHRERALTWAEEH = L LARER L, RS
BlaE » 18 A5 A A A B A PR IR 39 oy ) BB B AT s AR e RO >
154w BSP Sofiware v. Motio % * > 3% A (BSP software) # & F & 4] “ 35 KA 18
E 39 ARACRAES o SHEE AFHROA 18 REAETREIE 1 2 R AEA LR AT
AMRESH  AREE 1 2° a5 GERAL R ALES ML 3 EF% - PTAB
Hh 0 R G E AR — AR B L H & (claim chart) F54§ 3 18 525 64 48 B 22
WAt 0 kAR FEAA L R REE IR E RN BT KA
RAFVEEAREE LR ER A, “ XA ERAF AR LB S HZ F2 0 ¢
R E NPT AR P LA de i S AT AT B A2 %
KR - REEANIHE > PTAB 351 T L EZRE
2 ZEREZBE

HAZRRRTFMA  REB LA ZE 314 (d) BIRAT FFAHFS
PTAB ¥ 3% #4525 (rehearing) * {21 4F L3F * o f& St. Jude Med., Cardiology Div,
Inc. v. Volcano Corp. % * ¥ » 323 A (BF St. Jude Med., Cardiology Div, Inc.) #1 %
FlHEA (BP Volcano Corp.) B W £B % 7,134,994 35 2 F1 5 £ A RERZHEFHA
W B RFARALBEF ALK ZREFREZ | FHM - RAPTAB AR T 2
FZihE o BBFEALEFHFE CAFC » CAFC &7 IPRAEF T mkk » F 1 &
1% ¥ USPTO (Brd§ PTAB) $hT A& LK » % 2 B A% PTAB i 47 IPR % 42
R R RE - M EBRANES 314 (d) HRE - EAFHDE 2 X

V2012 FRFERELIRAL  VFREBTHE > VTR (2015 F) L RFHT5% A4 ° See
Vishnubhakat, supra note 8, at 27, 57.

3 Jarrad Wood & Jonathan R. K. Stroud, Three Hundred Nos: An Empirical Analysis of the First
300+ Denials of Institution for Inter Partes and Covered Business Method Patent Reviews Prior
to In re Cuozzo Speed Technologies, LLC, 14 J. Marshall Rev. Intell. Prop. L. 112, 121 (2015).

% Id. at 130.

4 BSP Software v. Motio Inc., IPR 2013-00307 (PTAB 2013).

* US pat. RE43,324E.

# US pat. 5,590,171.

4 US pat. 5,136,655.

* See supra note 40, Paper 14 (PTAB Decision-denying institution of inter partes review).

% 35 U.S.C 8314(d) No Appeal.— The determination by the Director whether to institute an inter
partes review under this section shall be final and nonappealable.

% See supra note 28.
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REPEE L3F o M GH AR | BRI R E LK 2V CAFC R A
E3F o MM X G BT R e KE B 18 0 CAFC R T AZE T & F stk ]

RAJw A RSV o

M & + 3 Cuozzo % “ ¥ * Cuozzo H ¥ PTAB R H $H X & kB &
TR L3 E CAFC » B # PTAB X £ (4t#HAF A ~3F LA 10
14 Z F 235 %) —Hf &k F & - Cuozzo 7k * B HA% % 314 (d) 2R
EIFTAEFEHA T RREEITHGE > Wl T HAF ) KF L E PTAB # & &k
E 25k o #HF 2 0 Cuozzo 384 L Rk TAGAFH Bl R &k —4F L3F » A RKIEF -
M CAFC £ 7B & » £ 5 B ELRLUUE T R RK T » B XZI A LML

HATERRTILE FFHF "o Cuozzo PR BB LFERSFER - BRoER ¥ E
ARALEBEEHAEAN XS 314 (d) XXX ET AEELEsERrTX
FoEREFEMASALEREZ MM F R FEITARESY Wb REREE

B E M 0 R USPTO S Lk R M - A ARETAEE - @
K Cuozzo X £5k » AR ERF A LMIEH » 778 ® Cuozzo X 3F 7  db— ¥| kg
TR B R R R AR HA 2 Rk # CAFC 48 Ear2 R Al » &% % PTABX R
BRAFENT —H| 3RS 4t -

(=) FEHEFS

g 2 R IPR £ PTAB A B 2 R R FW RN > €44

1 4% &3t % 44 (scheduling order) ° %#E4RE BEAAZ AL 59 AR 3 12 5

BB ENRE S RN LA T O THITT R REEEAET 2T
BEE B (ducdate) = dok 3 FiF ¢

7 Id.

% See supra note 25.

4 US Patent No. 6,778,074.

0 A Garmin 2 8] £ 5k A F FAIE KA 17 1 A - PTAB 32 4 3 K8 17 BRAR B 443
KA14 > wmFH KA 14 Xf&l‘ﬁz’\ ,pa 10 > Garmin % £ TR JEE & #7035 KA 10~ 14 324
IPRZ & » 73 THFRAI0 14 17 FIHTLE -

*1 In re Cuozzo Speed Technologies, LLC, 793 F.3d 1268 (Fed. Cir. 2015).

2 See supra note 27, at 7-12.

>3 See supra note 35, at 48769.
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%3 FEAEaLLIMB KR

A A M E

A1 3M@EA | FAMAZFAFFLE

A2 3MEA | BREAHRARAZIZFHALELATERL

HA 3| 1MEA | RAHEAMALEH

BEAHBAZFFAFRIRETERL  §EATFIREE

IE: i %
FH8 4 3 RsaEm
1| K WA W = S BE
sma s | | PAMAEAZEFRTERL  § FASERIHR K
T ER
A 6| 18 | FEAHIRBRZIIFETERL
HA 7 THEN

VATF 3 Microsoft Corp. v. Proxyconn Inc % ** Z1] : Microsoft 2 @] 7 2012 < 9
F 18 B #} Proxyconn 2 3] Ff ¥ 2 % 6,757,717 58 % #] £4e h IPR £ 2% -
#1% Proxyconn 7> ] 5+ 11 A 21 B AR Em¥F L5 > @ PTAB# 1 B A % (R

FI12A218) PR ETLIEZ T EARBELEERFEGS T4
TRz % ARz
(1) 55%%&/\%"‘ (1) ZAEAHBEA
p,,_v‘;]%_r 25&3@%%%%
(2) #FEAF: ﬁ% (2) & FEAHHHE
HERTFAEFE HErR RO B3R
igh%E
IPR (rEAs+ A mapaux f— ek 3k
W 2k L) BIAEY gk RAMBEA I S e
| | smp PXE FEA MASH %T A
o @ @ e
9/18 1221 321 3MA 61 722 8/12  8/26 9/2 9/16
P NN P EEERIEEEE R EE EE EEEEREE TR
2012 2013

B 2 Microsoft Corp. v. Proxyconn Inc £% &3t 2442 &3 A

** Microsoft Corp. v. Proxyconn Inc, IPR2012-00026 (PTAB 2013).
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FEENREEGENAEREZEEETN—UZHEE (IPR) ZHAHL

A PTAB G AE A E oo P obTE2MA 1 27 2T B IE
THFsEE e RAIE > AL FRTH1MEANPTAB @limiE s FAETM IS E
#4234 (Initial Conference Call) @ FHHE B ZHGAS P T L&IAZ » LA
WHAEEELBAE AN CREZEETH (motion) FF8 - % PTAB 9 %
K REEFAZ VAT EZTR2 RATRE | TN TFFRETE  MIRE
EREEWNFEELR  wH X AHAPTAB: (1) AEFEMAE; (2) hEFE
PRI Z G AT HRE HLEARAS A RER AR (3) BREEHLEA
M FEBE 0 A AR R T AR o

VA kit Microsoft Corp. v. Proxyconn Inc % Z1] *PTAB# s Rk T 1B A W >
RBPRITME EEGHR o AN ERZEIE RN BAHEAT RA LA
A aRETEXVF  ARAZZEARPBR - FAE-—SHARFELEER - N
Rz %5 % (IPR2013-00109) A &6t & £ THE - & FAT & PTAB K%
EHEEZHFERNT  FERMBRRETRER2MEA £ FE > AIRERAZER
T BFAREAT® o Mk - B AHFEEZ ¥ PTAB B /Z7 2013 £ 2 A EAZE 1
BERZFEEF TS REINMARREE S EFLATLEALL2MEA » E5b
FlE3 AT ARAEBRERESFARITEZOHR L FAHAEENEY &
ERLY ZERKEBRBRITTHAFERL AL 20134 11 A 18 B » @ PTAB 4
ETHmALZABHASL 2014 F2 A 198 - A BRELINMELHEEZZIER
&G PTIT B 4 -

W BAEALHREEEZ PF

£ PTAB T2 £% 0 3MEA =N » FAHMAFREEH S S F LR
Flag > i RAEATHBEAMRZ BZEHRETTHR - —FmE 0 o
AR EHE  SHHATHARE AR R FRA - B340 AT g R
AR - TR B BILH R R R AR F R ARG THEFETILH 0 5

> See supra note 35, at 48765.

See supra note 54, paper 22 , PTAB order.
7 Id. paper 33, PTAB order.

8 37 C.F.R. §42.120(b).

% 35U.S.C. §316(a)(8).

0 See supra note 35, at 48766.
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KEIEA B EGE M EBEFEMEGN—LIZTHEE (IPR) BARFL

A ERE T EATES > THPTAB BT EF R AR AT HRTAIZE

# (adverse judgement) © °

(—) BEZARMMAE

FE RS 5 0 JR A E R HEAME T PTAB B3k (confer) 442 &
1 REEZ P BPF P EZ IR FRALSHEZRE - AEEE
REBITH RN PTAB @ R EX W3 HRAMARBEARAZE
EHBEAEERFZDES FeA ALmALE WX TR - 25 54
HABR T FHBESNNEIEFE > BE PTAB X B Z4FR & o Hlhe F A4
ABMIEE Fd 0 RZ LA G R AEASREAPT LR R EHAE
Wz fe i A & KR FEN - PTAB F#I4MLEEX ©

desh s BIEFHE S REAFRAIN K - AF R BT L EZ N
BB (1) E—Hm R B EZHFRALPHFRAEAN L (2)
H—EREAMZFRALEAMEHER L M BIESH FI =4
WHz—% Bk (1) Re#RERy AR (2) LEKRFEX
TR RERIIAFERS -

BRI XA NAE s —FEL B MR FRE 5 — A HRF
KA HSEHE A ZHRFEKE (substitute claims) < KRB L > 1 FBFEK

AR BT | AN LA - (2R <o
(=) EEEHEIH

R USPTO Z %3047 9 A% 2016 4 A K Bl ER A E0 P

L i FALARFBITP  FRPTABH L H AT AN EMmT > BF A/ EHHEAAR
B R RRAVEA R BRI R SR AT AR X HRR R LR FRF
% > 4 A 37CFR. §42.73 (b) °

2 35 U.S.C. §316(d) and 37 C.F.R. §42.121.

8 See supra note 35, at 48766.

¢ 37 C.F.R. §42.121(b).

% 37 C.F.R. §42.121(a)(2).

% 35U.S.C. §316(d) and 37 C.F.R. §42.121(a)(3).

8 PTAB Motion to Amend Study, USPTO, 2016/4/30, available at http://www.uspto.gov/patents-
application-process/appealing-patent-decisions/statistics/aia-trial-statistics (last visited: 2016/7/16).
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FEENREEGENAEREZEEETN—UZHEE (IPR) ZHAHL

(LT RRMKESR) " RETEXEL 1R - MARETES
B ARBEE - Foff - BLAMBRFRE - RRF LA A A RMF
J2H » PTAB & BSEERIRL - M FIETHRLHY 118 HEM+ (34
BRFARE) & A 2HRHETRE 4HH2ETRE £TEE
Z et K (#95%) - USPTO 4zt A R R IERMFF » 48 RX G M
I oy 15 Bl A BRI AR AR B L OEAR 2 3 KR AR AN R AT Hdly LA R A
B HARR B P P o

PTAB & Idle Free Systems, Inc. v. Bergstrom, Inc. &% %5 35 & © » 1R¥E
37 CFR. 84220 (c) PR mAMRFE » EAMAR K T EARKE - 1L
A A RGE ARG 0 & 1 BRKGE RAY A RN EE P R AT HT A &
FAMEA B2 AT et T B A B o BB AEANSAMA R
Ml IPR EF LA EERXRBEELS AR EHEAPTREZHRHE
KA AREBEFEE > FAWATFFLEARE EBRFHEREY - @R
% PTAB 344 > Z%F KARGHIG W ER EAF - B SAHAEH
BB TR RFEARNRF R A ARA R AT LA LA B 0 A A
FEFRARAZZRA T " mARFEH  EREEAFREATE
FIMZ BB R SRS AT T EZ 5k £ B R

B R T LRERBAFI  REVHFEZARRABRFIE 15 B
Mo A RAAT T RAEMEH RGBT FRAAETE
AHELAFEHGFRARMBALTETEATREAMIE > B8Z—K
e 7 - USPTO 73 BN R K - ATWE25 A ™o

68

69

70

71

72

73

74

FH ey 45 hIE PTAB X &k 2 4 SRR F R (RL3261) F1HH - IPR
?%%?%ﬁz&ﬁu%@%&%(AﬂkﬁﬂJ@ e IPR R0 F B F - Rk
TREEREERE > FFAMTAEIT M - PTAB 38 S m & b F &R 5 - =28
HREBERFNEE AR RETGAT -

Idle Free v. Bergstrom, IPR2012-00027, Paper 26 (PTAB 2012).

37 C.F.R. § 42.20(c) Burden of proof. The moving party has the burden of proof to establish
that it is entitled to the requested relief.

Nichia Corp. v. Emcore Corp. IPR2012-00005, PTAB Final Written Decision, p. 55.

Richard Neifeld, Kill Rate of the Patent Death Squad, and the Elusory Right to Amend in Post-
Grant Reviews, Part I of 11, Intellectual Property Today, at 3 (April, 2014).

Id. Part IT of 11, at 5.

37 C.F.R. § 42.24(a)(1)(vi) (See 80 FR 28561, May 19, 2015).
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(Z) EEFHEN

L AR HFL AR » VATF 2% 3 Nichia Corp. v. Emcore Corp. & 7 & 1] » B
A Nichia 2t & # Emcore 2 &) Ff H 2 % 5 % 6,653,215 38 £ B £ 434 K&

217 (FKA1 B8 B4LMER) RARE - &£ PTABH £
LHRBEAFRMELEFRKBAYOLHRARETL  RHYPLFE - LA
ARBPEZTVH  FRMRFE 2258 72908 12 161778 (%
M 10%8K) » EHEE 18 E£ 2778 (£ 10%HK) X BHRFLAE -

#7 Emcore FT4# 2 ¥ iE > PTAB AR &k E E PR A T EH
Hrd4% °: (1) Emcore #4215 10 ZARE KA - 12 KRR AHFHIE 2 F
KAMGEATHFRAMHEE o (2) Emcore gt h35 KA 7 &k - 12 RiF # 42
B 373 SR M PR Z AT B AT o (3) BRRFRAFIIAT HMEAHF)
fe kAt ra Ml P F LA SREAE - (4) BRI FRAFTLLARER
[ 2 P AL AT 7 0 AR B AHE AR A B AT A BT 1 R A TR
2 (KRR E) -+ 2H3E AR F KA T IR UA A w24
HEAIE KA EHARAI - B AR A BRI PR SR IR ST R AT S
CERAAMBE ™ (5) FAMARKAFEASRFRAZZ @B E L
HH (BPHFEFRAAERIHF") AARAE T > EEmcore 5| AT 2 F %
FIAEZ N BAAIA 0 4250 K5 R WA E R A 0 B RN
RE@{E Z+HEH - (6) Emcore 3 E B € 2 Lk b F I AT
VAT IR h KA R A RAF - A2 3 RS P BT A Uk m A3t B
SREANER A FEAFRA I RALA RN ® R BRFER
A BT TG e AT A B AR 0 B PTAB 3% Emcore & #8358 81 3L A7
RZFHRFRBEMGT A - b T H] T he 0 BIHRPTH 6 0 IEZH4
HEMBEART  EREHERAEOEBE

> See supra note 71.

76 Id. at 49-57.

77 fldm US 6,653,215 35 KB 20 3k KA 1 PRk = Frik > b 33B K BRAR £ 400 & 600 JE 4T o
8 See supra note 65.

7 Ariad Pharms., Inc. v. Eli Lilly & Co., 598 F.3d 1336, 1351 (Fed. Cir. 2010) (en banc).
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FEENREEGENAEREZEEETN—UZHEE (IPR) ZHAHL

() PTAB ##» £ iE X 3575]

£e IPR #1 i€ AF 2 47 - PTAB % i 5 S AIHEA$70 % B 44 PR -

W ik 2 Idle Free Systems, Inc. v. Bergstrom, Inc. £ ¥ 3 H155] © - #l14
H A RF AL BT L T EZ P E » PTAB % Corning Optical
Comm. RE, LLC v. PPC Broadband, Inc. &P ¥ £ A A B RITH P iE—F
a9dg 3l At ¢ RAMEAR BBHARFLAN - TR R LA
HHIE > RARPTREBH R » Bk — s » HRFRATEMRRFE R
AP AEAT HATHF LR A © ZAFHHEAZMAALZ ECLHEE G
WX AR - PTAB AR S A A RAE B L B EAAH AN T o S50
RAE ) mIE T AERRAE | TR BN JEAE AT e AT B
AR m G F LA AAL L P FFRA TP L4 - 54 £A
HEAFABRRGE KA B A 377 F 0 > R R AR IR R > o 3g
A FEARMABN - PRI ERAT P RHEEHE MR REE - £
7 BRI HE A AT 38 B 3% B AR AR A S AT o dly Ao A &R =4 - PTAB 454
HF2it R AaABER L ARAREAFTRZIERE LA A 24 mEH
AR GE KA F PTG e Z AL AT A A 2 e AR ¢ e e ok A A AR JE
b LA AT RZBM B EF KA Y LB a eIk S -
Pl B Al o BRSO A 0 A4 A NPT B R AR AR R P B 3 4o
WA M T EIEBET G o X RAHAR G I IE R BT B HdirAA R P B
BF R 0 B R EFIA RAEA S BRI BT St 0 A2 A
HE AR SEAR PR3 R T P8 o 2 ST AR B L9 I A B8 Ak e -

v 3% 32 (oral hearing)

FREE FAMRAMMLFAZR LAY FRAAM FRE > 5@ PTAB # & 57
FHZFR  EFEAFRETRAFE - AR T RETFAITAFELFLE
PTAB € # 45 1 47 5 %9 % ¥2 4% (trial hearing order) * X & ) F L AFH ~ 3025

8 See supra note 69, paper 26.
8 Corning Optical Comm. RF, LLC v. PPC Broadband, Inc., IPR2014-00441, Paper 19 (PTAB

2014).
8 37 C.F.R. §42.70.
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EATZALFEZARMEEFR - —fid s 0 T HAF R EATH G REARFAHEA
@i}?‘ Fﬁ s ’fE"ff' &U?Vi/ﬁ—f}\ﬁifé(‘# '%‘ﬁd @ & 6%}]&;%%%&3@@ S _;Et_
R 2 I B AR R o

»

= B& sk E (final written decision )

THEIERE R PTABe# R Emx ke E A MRA LR
ALEBIFN T ENNERHEBREZFRERART BB, FREL
2%75}5; 84 f]ﬂl’l’éﬁﬂﬂ °

B m kT R IE - £ PTAB X ik & #E T 4% > PTAB & 45 & IPR & &
(certificate) ®* A N4 R FRAFEHBZELEFRANE A EHZIAT
R A B (reissue) A THRIFETEMEGEEAARNE S TRARYE
AAERZERTENEZIMA  AFARLERFRAIERL  FERY A
(intervening rights) ¥ Z A HIBETRMAIE - M52 R EXFIHEFKE
MRS R AR AT

8 See supra note 35, at 48768.

8 35U.S.C. §318(a).

8 4 US 7,579,016 K1 °

8 35 U.S.C. §318(b).

¥ 35 U.S.C. §318(c)* AL FENSE14 » 35 US.C. §252 X B (fg M Ear4as ) &
FlEAARI AT o FRAMEZ AT » T4 AAkMatE 0 FBE A BEES AR - HRE L IER
Al > @HTKEFALHL 0 69 £80 - 7"7 “intervening rights” A &#3F & " RATEAN 0 A
PR R ERFARBEETRES - FIFE TR 0 2014 12 A 9 B » #3k ¢ http://www.
chinatimes.com/newspapers/ZO141209000148 260205 (HERAH 12016 F8 A1 8B ) gk T £
B & 4]7% 35 U.S.C. §252 424t 7 A biT4k MAE @ & ¥ 81718 B HE ZH-F (equitable) 4714
FHME o B RATE AL E A EIAE T2 ATy P BRE - 48 e AT
o (Ple e EHABEN LR EYE R ) LKA 7]‘«2"&5-7?'] AR T SRAT AR R AE A
TR E R 0 3T R B R A E e R ik A REERFNEHERZN > HF=F
T A SRy ik HE TR E ey By g Q‘JTLFH %fi’{i)ﬂﬁi 4 ° A A “intervening
rights” #1588 T A 0 AETW  BH AR SARAETEE —KRIE - LIE -~ B 2015 F
6 A 3 B - #3k : http://www.naipo.com/Portals/1/web_tw/Knowledge Center/Laws/US-109.htm ( %]
A 2016 F8A1H) -
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FEENREEGENAEREZEEETN—UZHEE (IPR) ZHAHL

B A

R AT PTAB # IPR £ E AR L T H4EEX - TTAE 5] PTAB #
AEERRRBASELE > THEMNETIRAE

— > ZERBEZBEKS

7 PR X s R BREAZRE R R G A RFFF EHai
(preponderance of evidence) ° 2@ PTAB X & A B T4 » BEARKEZ F L
FFRAZ R BRERAFEIAZLH ARFE R B HEHR LW
Wikl 0 ZAIPTABM AR T 2K - BA BRAFEMAMFELFH RALRR
RPBREIET L RZFE - BLREALIRH IPR W3 E 05 B REFMSH AT
REBZ BRI F i GREEE -

E

REBEREZHAFE DMK - HHBREEY  BRFIA B mRR 0 M
FHENTHELE  MEAREFREIAXRTEAR»HBEEN  FETH
S ETERMZALF c BH O BBEANBELN 0 RBARBEERAE

N AR AR REE  RRFREHFAE MR RE RIS -

=~ FEFAEFLEIPS

PTAB A T2 RBIIHEXFE RN T L RTHRALRIN A AGF ERAML
PR IR R XA A 0 Rl AFHE B RRT  ARMEHRAGSAMSE
FEGENLR > RAZER T ERLBH S - ERERHER &AM LR ATHR
Ty o 5T AR FE Bt EATITIMAZ AT 0 4T S ik 2 AR BB
B A ARG B 0 dw sk B AR A R E R BR F B A -

s BAIEEIEZ RG]

SAEAEFEEREREEE > RA EER 1R - dA L LT CHER
THE > FMHEAFEZRERS > EHEAHARST  SEPERNTFRFS
X o B RAMEAJERA L E E AR EARET GRS AR P IEEF
KRABAAL A B EFmidy 0 TR R B R AES -
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RBKRBEZ BREREETH £ RMRPIBBEAR BTG RBIFEZFE - A4
ATFERFREEZE (REEEEAREEFEEPZI I ERMFILE vk 4d4) > &
R EZ A ERERGE A GEERERZIEEE A -

(4 REABRIAAREEEFZ RERMHIEK

E ) X £H
¥ R, R IF B 1 13- PR 3k 32 i R 3E KR
IR PR ] 2 JZ A1 R
- FREZ MR
o W SE R A S B kA ST .
REFS || o saiesarr 13 AR E 20 42

o REHBRIT IR FERH

C BB RERRAET b | - LA R4
ARABEXEXBEZ | - FFFIAFER

=0 £ © RAFRK P EH & A 6 E
C A EHEBRRE T AL | o APFFRAIA S
2 3 A S [F]

4 E 0 ARRERLIER I FNELGBIE > £ IPR £469H] E %31 A%
AR B AT REARZFEAZ ARG L FELART > BT W
BEAREZRERES  EREEFZT LT E X2 052 - &£ PTAB

BEA A AR AR AR AZ o (A I S E o
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