L iR EFIBEAFE T B IFHERET (—) ;ii.)ﬂ 25?

IEEEEEE LT I sy

PRSI S L P AR AR (- )

SVEE - X PRS- I

N
B A=Y ﬁ'

PRI AL H R U BRI AT LR AT R
FHGI - BRI S FAEARFERTE AR FI RO AR
Wt 1% 54 FRWP o AR - L1 HFEIF H Y
TRRIE T RERE R AL A DR HRA DR T T
PrEgod RPN EEZAPM RO 0 2 AP e 0 A 1 KB
ﬁ—wﬂmbh‘#loi@?}%fu FIREREPME AR 0 L E R &4
R R SR ILIR kN T#LW%°“#§F7
BRAI A - o TR B AR REE ST 2

#BFF""‘-’I* % >
FOEA L TH 2 mmE T gpafEe T TR
AT R R P REPARE R LRI

ik gt B A A AT
)28 & 42
PR bl £ s g
PRt beRCKASZEE IR R F R .

Jefe P 195 & T2 13 p
CFEMARLIGAET

1 k< a&m4p : USPTO Manuad of Patent Examining Procedure (MPEP) ; Karl R.
Hermanns,” U.S. Chemica Patent Practice”, in Patent and Intellectual Practice Summer
Institute 2002.” ,University of Washington. ; Martin J. Adelman ,Randall R. Rader ,John R.
Thomas ,Harold C. Wegner ,” Case and Materials on Patent Law” ,1998. -
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fF

VARBER S S
Pren@lig 20 D blaeit £ A g 2
BAF P 2 DGR F Y Z F AR R 2

PeniTh g L bleit B AT G2 e (R R )

AR S RIEY

T SRR FNES L SRR L R SR AR
BT R E RS A AR S H G AR BT A
LRFE AMORG TR EP

- ~ it & 4 (compound)
EFY HBHERT A E b LA RS o bl
1~3-FRA-5-7%% £-134-7E - vk-2-f o

A ER RETET F ST 5

cl OCHj
|
COO-+H—ITI—CHZCHZ—O—CHZCHZOH
H
cl

AT AR AT AT & 4 Y R ALE R Y o 1 & 4 A S i
Bz £5FTAR T B EFL{ELA L3 &5 #*“%lh’(#\‘.g_—,ﬁl]?&mﬁl
BRBER RGN EE RGP DA EY 5 52 E(S T
ZF 561 LB 2ZRE) e blder - BitEpime BELf > F2 A
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L iR EFIBEAFE T B IFHERET (—) Z]K)E] %—

IR EEEE L L L T T s

WHT A A B2 @t RFRIL L R MEESEEL
OGRS BA Koo R f“b%‘“'fﬁ-%?%@wﬁ&—.é%ﬂfﬁ&ﬂﬂﬁ#&u}f@
/\F‘.}\?;LLILA‘*”glFﬁé-} E RS S HB I L R Y g%-g_ﬁq
LR R R AR

= ~ == = (composition)

AP Ao AR IPTLRE e A EE B2 A
ol PR ASLSTRECHPP T AR e P FeLFHR G S
ZHFAFERNE AN EEM G B e s e At ’b’v'T*wr
BALRE RALF Rehe A Mprenit B fp v b fIFEFEH L5 5 4
ﬁﬁﬁﬂjiiﬁéiﬁgoﬁw%Ti

- A3 R ReFE L kd NI 34-45wt% ~ S 0.7-1.0Wwt% ~ Mg
0.01-0.20wt% ~ Sn 0.05-1.5wt% ~ Zn 0.2-1.5wt% ~ S 0.005wt%4 *

(7 ZWt0)2 4282 Cuz 2 ViFd 2 fe = o
2. - ARt Hpz CRAME S P 42251 300 %
F.2_ % T+ JF (entacapone),25 3 300 % 5.z =% % = (levodopa)
2 53 75 % .2+ % < (carbidopa), s H ¥ & + v 3% #5E
7};g;f;a,,ﬁd—{:w§9’1?%‘r“ﬂ/}:‘w%"“ v+ PP A

T e dED - BFE LT LR IR A T
2

A
5T R,

del it L4 FR IR AP hed Y R BRI P
L RN IR E S AR B S R R A

RS AP ha BT R E2 R

FA- R e B i bRl frd By P 23237 &
‘fl]:l‘i?
-8 a:wnvf A AR %%%E‘ﬁ’@ﬂ]fﬂhﬁl BERM w‘ﬁta‘i
EAR A A IR (W I s A = e s RIS I -]
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SRR R AR IR Tty SRS N AT F R s Ll ey
Eopakd o e - BY sz PE S R v HBR K i E
FF PR L T R A7 e 2 2B

% - : Titanium Metals Corp. v. Banner,(Fed. Cir. 1985)?

RGP ALY B R G- B S A(T- ﬁw EEEE
06% I 09% 45%2 02% 3 04% cép X % & & B J\,
£F LE i B o m L B s - 'B;&“Eﬂmviﬁ’%’#%;%— 4%
© 5 075% 462 025% 4p > e ¥ ART|%E b2 LT -
e W B 2R b ooriE e (CAFC)en2 43 i ¢ Fl A48 % penfe st B =
raFELRp Y GREFERY el Y R IR TR
e G EEET ,:,;:r” 2 PG EFRT I EL > Fledgp
AREFIEZIEF -

x\’i
‘ﬂ}‘w

vy

% %= : Inre Spada,(Fed. Cir. 1990)°

AEGIY Y AR B ASE2 ARF A A S z“"E’%i
R A AN A ﬁf ’f*"“rﬁ"xr Mo 2 ZEE R R A e 2k
oo @ W RBATL SMith ARG 2 ks B e pd HREME F
BPATRE @A R A A TR oA F AR AL | G Spada i
2l b AR @ A R MU P4 1 P F R o CAFC ‘ads
FRE P &R USPTO) 7 3 H’TE Mz %% % 2 - CAFC3:u 5 1 USPTO
iwE Snith w2 Spada MR 2ApFDER > @ fpE A ApF R EH
PR A EG AR EXZ B AT S 4ot 2 8 e - CAFC
- AP D Spada § o EAREL R H v A 4 g Smith frdk
BERRLET RO r_ﬁil_ﬁiﬁe?ﬁfm?évfﬁfﬂ?“' FEAIEREY ¢ R TG 2

2 Titanium Metals Corp. v. Banner, 227 U.S.RP.Q. 773 (Fed. Cir. 1985) ; MPEP sec.2112.01
In re Spada, 15 U.S.RQ.2d 1655 (Fed. Cir. 1990) ; MPEP sec.2112.01
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L iR EFIBEAFE T B IFHERET (—) Z]K)E] %—

IEEEEEE LT I sy

el A 5 e e

R P

EH - e R IEEY R R - A BN
FEA Ry - BREMALESLLFRFLARMETLE - 2
SELES o) HE 0 RA U RO I I - ol aTe b U T e
FEEE- BRI RO AR G H A el - B R
SR A A B AT B EE G T I T 4
WHEFE PR - B2 :,9:,\;}71 A H 2 R B s
RS AR A ORTY R EE G T R )

ﬂ \

FiE- @t H x5 8 - f4 F (product) ? #rs - F8 & 2 (recipe) ?

- Bl BeSpFiR oL FHRBESAS S ZE AL ES
b ERT EFA P FFEF A GlheRAF A HAB
C-D-E"S§Ep#FRBIEE? F-2 B4 »%a®es 7 A-CH
DE=xA  plHigs FpREPLTeHp #F RS2 AC-DEx
&7

% ] : Exxon Chemical Patents Inc. v. Lubrizol Corp., (Fed. Cir. 1995)*

P EE PR G BRI NEFAES R 5 e
=Y B I (T Trecipe clams’) # &R < ) e m'#r%vj#l )
CAFC ;1? det s diAs sl S R G Bk E Y Rl R D 2
PRSP RIT pl A 2 dedp e A ROE R e A B e mé_w
j‘f’°;'_4§ d e gt S Rl gt B F R A & B K o s fE 73] recipe

4 Exxon Chemical Patents Inc. v. Lubrizol Corp., 64 F.3d 1553, 35 U.S.PQ.2d 1801 (Fed. Cir.
1995)
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clams z 3 < Bl 7 "F izt LUz -

fF

% Exxon Chemical Patents Inc. v. Lubrizol Corp.si% &) # > Exxon j&
B— BEF hL (RS JIF 4,867,800 5) 0 H (h @ ¥ AP s
K g PR A o Bxxon & i Lubrizol 2P 3 v £ ahizfg o T i
Lubrizol = & i * Exxon 2. & &R ¢ 2424t 2 hZ ERIp 97 £
WH R GBI ¢ o Lubrizol #EfLd ST B agg £ 1FF 5 Pk i
A &P 3G @& A A fo](ashless dispersant,— 48t Exxon 7890 5L % 11
?OR R RAe L) e b FIE R S 2 & b ek fE(Lubrizol 3
PR B Ryt 42 ZDDP F g4 - 41 £4 2 CuDDP - @
&%“b%dﬁiﬁﬁﬁ@QﬁW%gaﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁW%iﬁl#
) - Lubrizol ¥ i& Jfbypwf,m ek B BB A PP 73 827890 kR 25
Bz Azde ol 2 e at b A 5 TR RAET A ’ﬂ:qﬁ ZapAd it g
AEF B o B IFPE S F G FAE A ITR T &

Db R BefEo E R fRL BRI EY S BER o blde k2 bk
P2} ST S A8 Bt B A2 R e B PR oL ¥ e 2 (DA 4T
FlornRRTRE O OPLENFIHBIFE L RFEE
(2)ZDDP( a znic dihydrocarbyl dithiophosphate) » - f& 7 4 i &4 > 2+
Fralsl F A T R A 2 FF ok 0 (3)- fé_i%-}ﬁ’i,jt Sod) s H kgl
FhoMs 2 @) LB - H(F) 5 ZDDP d Ik %+ oRd
o F ARG R U)o Fed 2 T R - A3 o R hE A
BMEM G 2 A HIA e BRI Y 0 g R g R 2 R
de o @ BN R

{24 2 > Exxon 7890 5L L 1 8~ fE 4 #LF 1 3 3ok % 2 b
KREBFHedP o B Rl ¢ - J.LERJ‘ Sl PG OC R
2 - BEAAATH <8I0 BLE flY R AIEFS LA BRP AT o

v

Ro-udp  gFuTIifaess:
BTN RS F KRN e o 2
(A) L& 7 B2 BFN
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L iR EFIBEAFE T B IFHERET (—) Z]K)E] %-

IR EEEE L L L T T s

(B) —7@_51;1&\ FORI(R T R f_%”"'% gl’?f_
£91% 10wt%

pac!
g
N

(C) 9001 % 5.0wWt% 2 ;3 |+ ZDDP;

(D) % 53500 ppmw 2_4 3 1H4F it &4 5 2

(B) — BB G % 4o Al o

POEEL R MR AR 22 2 o (B) T & A A FTH
ZE Y11 10wt %, £ FF 5 &3 Lubrizol s ifw @ > 2 2
HF AR LB Y o Lubrizol 5L Exxon 57890 5% {1 &£ - e
ek Al B2 BAE R, A B 2@ Lr?fé A e
Y

ot L
oy
4 Em et

B v’*"lfﬂx% PP n«‘v' 3 & § 800 B 14 A
FIR B’*WT#%“ o fRd ¥ —:‘fé’Exxonﬂ' BAL o & A A SR
< F % >t Lubrizol mﬁx AT dER LY @ P ﬂ—]‘\mta X F 2

PR D ZI AR A a RihE R e o Bl 2 R R

>

EX Bxon gz > I Lubrizol F R EE o
Ra oo AR Y o CAFC § 7 I i o CAFC 3% 5 Exxon &

FEAIFERS £ - Breciper s BE - B A& i}“‘ TA2R @ % »CAFC
e = Lubrizol hj#$f - CAFC 325 Exxon v 3% 14 Bl & Fa chj2 7
Bal-Be #}*LM"}E'%’mM"#"’"M«g\eﬁ”ﬁn‘f‘f’b@@ﬁéfﬁi
= B"%F'“E FedF 4ot chle & o BExxon o R g E e R S i
Lubrizol s % & 53~ H & @l (geniz mpF R 7 3 890 BLE vt w ke
XL R e E o Fp > & CAFC ¥3% 5 & e' FE AP RO E R
T o Exxon &2 M Lubrizol 3 B %R o

R = 1= =4 B3 K3 (product by processclaims)z v & 4 & i+
SEER AR
CERTPFTHAZEY GERBEILE T GELIFER
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P g i g e e A KR e bl
-SSR AN EF F o B ARG TE ZHE L.
-~ T RSP AE e (A) EA YRR (B) 25 R

[¥

o s BBt TR 2 EE L °
~ By -ALOs B SR I G Y R R RS xoT L 2
2 .

CERTL TR GEEREAR R EE2
AEE F &IE *ﬁéz His L MR €2 FEg - #r= 5 gt it &
AR R ARk N H 4 AF o H i R F 4 rUdeh o b 4e2t B 1988
E T EFEP LG A FERE R THEP LA EST o R TG
MHEEN A I BTRAZAIFFRE AT YT WAL
FoooAam ettt ARREFAART RS- §352T 0y
F3ERh A2V FRAEER, - R TR R
HBag =2 g piepifem i v f 2 FRIE R @il
SERERF R

- B2 R T FEHFERALT LG 7 B4 K
HENFAFAL R -RagRT AV R {2 é%mév««){n
Fhdoipde- B2 % 23 Fapdl o {1 @ RE ooy Fre

iﬁ"?'éiiﬁ“‘#ﬁi’? R H e A b Aoy Rl AT ii,?dfr‘f,’ﬁﬁH?pPa
2 ERANGE  TFTPIETEE A ¥ F g FEE R

° AW108BiE% (M EEMLIFAEFERS, ¥ O7 F 50324 & -

POARREFAARECR CHEP AT A V- F TRPE 2 W 3527 s
;‘éﬁ‘.‘@r%ugﬁi%fljjﬁéfﬁho

TR SRFEARS L H - § 352 SRLIT RSB R LY AP
WA éfﬂf.ziﬂg@“d—s_g?#@awib #id 5 2 Hﬂ;ﬁﬂ,#,yh#,.ﬁ\a,,ﬁ

"W@l CERA LY R AER BT LA R IR 2 Gl T e
AR T2 e B w B bl 2 AR e B g mswgf AT T W
AR SVl S SR E L e ;Z;L‘}\IFx?Zf A MEAle AR 2 R B4R T MPEP
sec. 2113 /EPO Guideline part C. sec. 4.7b /" Examination Guidelines for Patent and Utility
and Model in Japan” ,part Il ,chapter 4 - sec. 3.6 -
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IEEEEEE LT I sy

PRSP TER P EAD I L3 e

B4 > & In re Thorpe(Fed. Cir. 1985)°% ¢ » “ig-# Fl 5 - &% **
&P e Ak SuBg ol o Thorpe engd P = 2 22 L i;tﬁ:rﬂg i B A
7 e Bk BE V2 caboxylic acid B~ it & & 5§ ¢ metd
carboxylate - & % > Thorpe e~ ;2 ¢ F-E& {14 B 23088 % 4] > & H #f
RS T R AR 2GRS o

.t 73] CAFC p¥ > Thorpe * 23 B8 = 2 ’r‘gifg A
W ETE A P oThorpe £ W& {15 5 3 Bmp 2 2 %g NN
Ferka pprgdp b 2 § i - CAFC 2% v Thorpe ?;%;Emli‘"_v} L 3
T|"Thorpe ¥t 8 W A P> WG efple T en? 22 v 8
foit 2 - A F A AR kit o F)p o CAFC 35 USPTO 7 A f%
T FEE s - BUprimafacie’ enid-z o @ ¥ TP A Freng g Hoar
FNA SR - RTPEE T o g g x w37 Thorpe -

TR AR USPTO 31% In re Thorpe ﬁ%:\%ﬂ%ﬁgi@jﬁ M FE AR
ForlaR 22 b Y R FERRE 29782 T Libg
BEFFEEREFD ARSI TAL a2 G2 3 o B
T E R A PRI Y 2 b AR RO wm Pt ih g ot AR
G A b A PIEP T R ERJIR B GRS TR 3 R
kel o ) °

e L RS Y Rl f@mﬁ’*fﬁ »RIF ﬁm TR
CAFC 3 S iEa B M> 2R b 7Y 5% #Iﬁ’ Flg B - B
Sk SN e & o A o @t“lf’fv?vj ) - SR R TR
24w T - R TR F,Q;ﬂiﬁe%];;gziagju@ v @ A K LA
PGS F T oAt 2 2 R S Y R A R R A
AT R AR -

In re Thorpe, 227 U.S.PQ. 964 (Fed. Cir. 1985) ; MPEP sec.2113.

®  MPEP sec. 2113 (quoting Inre Thorpe, 777 F.2d at 698).
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RAPERITSFFTY GEHFERDS RO RUE L F 222D
f2$8 > b4 L3 Scripps Clinic & Research Found. v. Genentech, Inc.,(Fed.
Cir. 1991)°% - CAFC o2 "#t> & iz & 24 B e ’Léﬁ # Fleh Fr iz
FEELI BT FRAF R TR N e e

Ra o fScripps % ehfs - # > ¥ - 2 F A Atlantic Thermoplastics
Co. v. Faytex Corp.,(Fed. Cir. 1992)" % e i@ » frg = 2 4p & enlbih "
R iRE e & UL %ﬂqia@“‘ WAL T RS 2 2R T
dfy AR~ - BILGLEEET .

hopt 4R & en]ieag S AE K hE o 4 B B TP B pE g {148
WHFPAXEZ 20U m 35 GHEE BRI IEIE T
SR z,g,f,mgq]g-_\@gk VR R T > 2 @ A R
oo QI BT TRzt Bk *\;}sﬂ(‘:’!rv,g *}3 ) ﬁ?b;{ﬁg)?

MR RRAF SR IRASF LB EN S F WU LT AR A
;,Zfi’ﬁ EERTFL 10 THN S 2R IP TR 2p A0
EFATHE S B EBJIEE R ORG - RO bl kT
SmithKline Beecham v. Apotex (Fed. Cir. 2006)%;:- %42 » CAFC 2% — &
- B AT R LRG0 2 8 Y BRI R TR A
BARSE P L RiZAp e 2 4 B @ 24 Y B JIFE R it
S g e

A AR SRl

Y LR P e s S (DF S QR

Scripps Clinic & Research Found. v. Genentech, Inc., 927 F.2d 1565, 18 U.S.PQ.2d 1001
(Fed. Cir. 1991).

Atlantic Thermoplastics Co. v. Faytex Corp., 970 F.2d 834, 23 U.S.PQ.2d 1481 (Fed. Cir.
1992).

=T Tk 2 B R A2 Ran(d) o FEMAR 7% 158 2003 & 31 ;3
CE T R XA A () 0 AEMATE? 7% 168 - 2003 & 47 -

SmithKline Beecham v. Apotex (Fed. Cir. 2006, 04-1522).
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L iR EFIBEAFE T B IFHERET (—) Z]K)E] %—

IEEEEEE LT I sy

A A cnppie 2~ Qi * (JB* ~ P R)Fix oW F e
BT~ AT 50 B ET B AR R 2R T2 kAW
JFRAR R T A - AT S (BRARZEN B )T A hiE R o frhiig #
PRV GEHFRARCFEEALER - s it A e nd
ATt 2 PR B FE (T 3 env ’L%? #%} AT
WA et g (P E R - R R IERE ).
S A S {Fa -k ﬁ%w&ﬂw~ﬁb%~$ﬂ‘b%‘@“5§i
WP ehmiEr S 2o iR SR é%—%ﬂ%@fié‘é#ﬂff @ A
AR 2R g AR AR e R o
P82 Gk I RE b AT

- BE AR R FR(TA)F G A i A

Bri 0 110 3 160C 2B AR T @& 7kl sd 2 B § i(7 A)P

FPeF AEARFFERY EP R R TR RILE A AT

FREFEIFHAZE T R)P FiRs A=A -

2. —fBF A ME 2 RAEIE S > B MR- F M 2 ROk
A Rok? P ERF R £F P wEErREF AT
AEALE 2050 G50 wrfI A 1 w2 TA R 2 A
fooBEL AR 2 32 s Rra N R ASEUE R B
* 35mg-C/L 1+ 5 e

3. - (2R, AR/S)-2-({5-(4-% F )+t ra-3- 7 A=A }-7 A)-4
-4l £ (R, AR)-2-(5-(4- & F ) kBT ALEAY-T A)-
dH-ATE HES VR BB L ik A Nl
iR AR Eh e FE

RAZE @ $Ptdcded T2 A 52 - A 0 S AT A 4 e R
,zﬁgw B T P gﬁ-gﬂ@g@g\@g»ﬁ G IEX:
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fF

% | : Inre Durden,(Fed. Cir. 1985)*

& InreDurden ch#| )@ » H - f&d oximeAz4sdr Flig g A°
# (carbamate) s 2 o BE R A e B2 ,347»6 FEF VR
#E AR g ;ﬁ% DR - ,&M Mgﬁw A= 4 g
2AG TS AR e R BH RO AR A B doa @ 3
29 e
Bt rAeh Y o CAFCHEs 47 1 - BEHDZ ZRFIR Y 0 2w
R A dvidsde e Fa R - BATGS o bldei ?‘rm:LitpaLﬂ
Fakokitr B2 Wd A SGEA &~ 7 i AATHA 5) 0 Sl

27 a?ﬁFmT” VTG - BATES o RiEHRET 7 mﬁ v

x\‘\
R 5‘ N
*= 2|

v
hic:

>S'\

[

e ’ZT £ 2L Fr(nonobvious) 2. & fe o fim 3 2 0 - B7ET D
SRR A —S-L;lm 5 aoe H 3 ié?ﬁfﬁ»lwk - % B % E R (asawhole)
P G0 H o e B R ?%ii?i—é‘& Y o
4t > & Durden % # > CAFC. a#*”) USPTO chg 2_: 3703 i3
Vi ATENT LA drendedn e A Wi - BE BRI SE & AR
- BREDS ZEMY R AT RIEY T F R E A Hr 2

12 R A b Ao

She

B
AR
A

S\
2/
=\

i

d >3 Durden % 5 45 USPTO S ¥ P&z 5 2 » Al v
SR IEAEE A R R R T AR I RC R b U R (0%

},\E"-ﬁ—& 1:‘,\.»1“\ I:T‘J/E@,’c

% ] : Inre Ochiai,(Fed. Cir. 1995)"

% B R gl d AT 2R e E fe ¥t In re Ochial — % -2
E® - Ochial % %am - - BEF 4t 21T 2 cephem i £ 4
2%k e RS AP E 0 T WER - BATH Y AR b e

‘\1

" In re Durden, 763 F.2d 1406, 226 U.S.PQ. 359 (Fed. Cir. 1985) ; MPEP sec.2116.01.

> InreOchiai, 71 F.3d 1565, 37 U.S.PQ.2d 1127 (Fed. Cir. 1995) ; MPEP sec.2116.01.
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1 T30 % 548 0 5 & K 55 R RE4RET (—) Zli):] %

I 1 1 B B NN ------;f_._‘:.ﬁ;-‘l

Sk 2 g B G R FT i & 4+ (precursor compound) 2 & A F & 1E 3
cephem i &4 o B AIY GAE/A Y o FH AR AT H i H
fe2 Aplp i FiY £ 4 iR E it F Od B cephem i &b @
A IFRES o kpiEF A AR PR AT 2 E A m e - L B
WEHR Y A enfia 2 W e ek ¥ AS > &2 Durden %
RIS K o

] B ERaxae booriE e pE o CAFC a‘*ﬁ 2 S I IR W
HET F R R @ R ik ahdhr B i(asawhole) & L w
ATV e BT MR IR BB IRCAR  fegl G 3% TR 4 ) X 28 prima facie
Aelgm b Avo Fl Rt 2R R - BATE Mg a b ol g i
- BAep T T - B2 B AR M Ao ent > EE RS I
picd Wi meacephem - i A 5 oE o { R B dodt
B 2 engF ) en cephem j o ptth o BRERiaR Rt o m 2 i R H A R H
g At W ok A B FpEerih T ik AR AR i 0 T B8 A b 4
SRR o AW BT L F Rom At st FIR R AL AR A2

T LLm .

% %] : In re Brouwer,(Fed. Cir. 1996)*°
Bieniw o ¥ A CAFC )47 ¥ - B %3 In re Brouwer »

Brouwer % #7i-end - 8@ * 2 Wi 2 - 0% AR Bk afip 4E (an ester
of an alkanesulfonic acid) ¥ fis ®li¢ - #7471 = 22475 » 4 sulfoalkylated
AHPg LV W o F A AR MIREF - vinylsulfonate (donor) 2 - active
methylene group(acceptor) it & 47 z_ ffF e Michael 4v = F & 5 5138 ™m 3 1Y
125 o 23 Durden %z 26| > F A A R AN EER - - 2
& qfrit & &2 active methylene substrate ¥ @iz - F 4 F it &5 2 4_

I R

% In re Brouwer, 37 U.S.PQ.2d 1663 (Fed. Cir. 1996) ; MPEP sec.2116.01.

95.00 WEEAERATI 93



Z]K);J %‘% L iR EFIBEAE T B IF A EIRET (—)

Aa o CAFC % 7 | F4ept i 2 - CAFCRL G 2f8d 37 - BF
1+ methylene it & 4 & - R AR B cfigsg ent A Bk BT &
2 Eererr 2 2 5 primafacie SanlEa B Ao G o dd TR A
Hae? ehfin (ester) ¢ active methylene substrate @ a7 3% #r3 it & 4+ &
-RBER LD FREZGEFET B “,féb:iiw%iﬁ‘ft’
PO Aot ik enE a2 RAR o d AT A S PR T LG et hdkor o
Tt B 2R o2 e USPTO R s o

d >* InreOchia % % InreBrouwer % % 2| 5] » USPTO »* #_%t>> 4
S X %.*rm ER ﬁ*lgp&tﬁ?l wfr:rﬁ% % 7 % — Guidance
on the Treatment of Product and Process Claims in light of In re Ochiai, In
re Brouwer and 35 U.S.C. 8103(b) (Feb. 28, 1996) (see dso M.PE.P. (Rev.
3, July 1997) §2116.01) - iz A DR P|T > FHIT L F S Y R 1'
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