B85 Inre Bilski 2 F X BEEEAEFEF/ 4 A .1;
SEAR ARG 2 BF A B 2 B R ] Qt‘\v//

W Inre Bilski £ 58 £ B & £ 7 & &4
WA RAR G FIET R B Z B R

&

2B RAHIZE GRS EEABIRKRE FIFERZ A G
Sganh Tk )~ TR s E2EAE |~ T State Street F2RI 30k
3 RA AR 6 2 PIEEA] 5 £ B R R b SRR IR AR v 69
Bilski £ » #H3 5 AR G & A @120 > BB T A E A
kSR A] 3K R0 A 0 3£ F 4 State Street LA EANBEEY 0 F
EaiE MRS T RIFRARE S -

B4t @ RAEAAZEY ~ T 2AAZ 8 ~ T A ~ B £ 5 7%  Bilski

~patent-eligibility ~ patentable subject matter ~ business method

IRV

*
= M

LR SAHEHAREF FORE R MERNE T RR R
% 3| State Street Z 4 PTHE0I B REE > S LE LA FIZG &3

Uu\

*Iifr%E] 97 %9 A 25 R
AR LEFRY EME RSN A HBEEET R RAMER LA RM
ZEEER X EMEGELEEE -

' Hotel Security Checking Co. v. Lorraine Co., 160 F. 467 (2d Cir. 1908). See also
Bruce Itchkawitz, Patents 101: Is It Patentable ?, 50-AUG Orange County Law. 12
(2008).

* See infra note 47.
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A ‘_l,v &5 In re Bilski =& X BlE £ A2 E 58

‘\\V/ E e AR AT P £ B 2 SR

FRZEH BT R -5 0w AB B 1999 FHEAARE ALK
7 RN E F iR IR £ A @ AA4Z 6y (patent-eligible subject matter
) Sh o AR Ap R IR TR TR E T A R A - FA %R (prior use
) LA R E R R R T RAIE -

t# Inre Bilski £°% # » £B B @ k% (CAFC) 4
BMEETHERRA LS HZNTEAM PR T A @202
FIETERA 2 > &K E > CAFC 2 A2 THE (enbanc) 7 &
WATE - R4 E T State Street £ & AT&T £/ % 54 » BE 2
BB B F ok 0 T HARES 0 R X B %3 & Bilski £ 4T - £ BB
R ke & CAFC £ @ MA LA @R E R L EREB
Lundgren Z°f ¥ 2 B AL ER T > RIBM LR LA HT2ZEHHR
8k F | 0 AR RE KB A 0 33005 41 Bilski BAEF e A48 > P
I3 RAAAR R I ERRE B F R RZETRE B R0
ggﬁ o

P RE T EBAEE A 5 7050 & EBE RA HAZ R F B HA ¥ o (technology
center) 3600 PTHk &) X 5[ » fR¥E £ B LA HARE 94T 0 1997 Fzm b
HEL T4 02007 FR]) L 11,378 #F » ¥ 11 FREREL 11420 A
http://www.uspto.gov/web/menu/pbmethod/applicationfiling.htm (%] % 8 #7:2008
F£9HI18H)-

* 35U.S.C. §273 (2000) » X#k & 424 % A 47 (prior use defense to
infringement ) ° 4§ A £ F ik R A ARV FH B — A7 0 LREREFCOCEFF
BRZRAEFTE  IFARA L T4 -

> Scott D. Locke, William D. Schmidt, Business Method Patents: The Challenge Of

Coping With An Ever Changing Standard Of Patentability, 18 Fordham Intell. Prop.

Media & Ent. L.J. 1086 (2008).

See infra note 86.

See infra note 51.

See infra note 61.
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B85 Inre Bilski 2 F X BEEEAEFEF/ 4 A .1;
SEAR ARG 2 BF A B 2 B R ] Qt‘\v//

N> EEEMERARGZ BERER
— ~ BAHBEARAZ O 2 T HLAFE
(-) £®EF1:2 % 101 i

EB T/ 1793 S 3 H% > Bp O R A @ AAT 0 Z S5 PR 4]

f THH (art) s B - B RAS | W 0 @ 1952 S5k

—FA T —F B4 B ik (process) > Hm R A&RITHERA SR
Fk% 101 fE 224

AEAT A A BB A A = 7 i (process ) ~ #% % (machine
)~ # % (manufacture) %4144 (composition of matter ) » =, i
FmA AR RE > FIRRAREZE R 2 A -

reF Tl 1 ok o AR AR 1004 H iR & ¢

(a)Z5 PR 45 A AR -
(b)F k4435 # % (process) ~ i #ig (art) &K% K, (method) > 3t
Gy iE ME-E2R asbhRMHFH AL -

AR EB RANEE 100 44605 TR FRALEN 2R &M
EHTERER ' TRE  RELRAWMIR S LR RE T ER

’ 35 U.S.C. § 101 (2000). Inventions patentable Whoever invents or discovers any
new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or any
new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the
conditions and requirements of this title.

19351U.S.C. § 100 (2000). Definitions
When used in this title unless the context otherwise indicates—

(a) The term “invention” means invention or discovery.
(b) The term “process” means process, art or method, and includes a new use of a
known process, machine, manufacture, composition of matter, or material.

'''U.S. Const. Article I, §8, cl. 8. The Congress shall have power ...To promote the
progress of science and useful arts, by securing for limited times to authors and
inventors the exclusive right to their respective writings and discoveries.
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A ‘_l,v B In re Bilski £EEFEZBEEFEEAEFEF/
‘\\v/ & R0 SEAR B 2B 7 B 2 552

EIT T RAZAZ - o T2 0 FBEAEE 101 £ AH RE
B oyt PRHIT F K RAURE B EE  FAEMR R A A A6 (useful
) BRI R AR RN ERE AT E BB SR
Bbmua i R R A 0 HER T AR SR X8 &
YT TRAT RN T AR 0 £ E BT LA By B R (utility
) Tt o

(=) wiEHH &N T &

S BA A EARIR Y Z wWAESS 0 AT T Ak 4 HAR=
I H AR SO T2 3K T &S (product) | 1 gk
X MFE > &R Bg Frlek:

1.7%

BRI EM AL —TAREROER  A— X E -2 Ew
78 (act) s 34T BEE E 45 i A R ER AR
A5

(1) BB ISR ITEEREAEAB TR RERPREZ LT X
F XA BRBE B2 A" o M TS A
VAF B o e B SEPT IR B e 4 B SR R SE > kAl B 2 B

A «;—]60

Rz

12 Funk Bros. Seed Co. v. Kalo Inoculant Co., 333 U.S. 127, 130 (1948).

1 Chisum, Donald S., Chisum on Patents: A Treatise on the Law of Patentability,
Validity, and Infringement, vol. 1, §1.02.

' Cochrane v. Deener, 94 U.S. 787-88(1877). (“A process is a mode of treatment of
certain materials to produce a given result. It is an act, or a series of acts, performed
upon the subject-matter to be transformed and reduced to a different state or
thing.”)

' Corning v. Burden, 68 U.S. 267 (1853).

16 Qee, e.g., In re Trovato, 42 F.3d 1376 (Fed. Cir. 1994); see also infra note 42, at
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B85 Inre Bilski 2 F X BEEEAEFEF/ 4 A ~_]_~
SEAR ARG 2 BF A B 2 B R ] 2&‘\¢//

(2) B3 BHRRAL IR X 0 MR F A T 375 R
H s MRS mAt s R E '

’

(3) wmed : EHALEE RN ES > RFE AR R

WRRE Y MESERZIITAREL LT Z bR e

ﬁk%lg s BT HF BAR TS > ALy —
#19

7 1980 #¢4 Diamond v. Chakrabarty £%° > 3 &k A DAL
P e R M A B EZB AL S 101 P ey W b R s -
HELERBERRSGERITR T TEAFYZ EAHEGERE
] B 101 fE S A %P%%&AFK%KT%&HAL
4y (anything under the sun that is made by man ) | = » {2515 mif %
£ B FAUEH 1952 FREPTHI R kB d ™ THEARIGHES
%%&Q%J Jf.ﬁ‘"\/u é'] |_7J‘/£—J .ﬁb*j?}imuéiﬁ}iﬁﬁﬁéﬁ vl
i AR R AN EASAZ Y o TR T — AR

1526.

""" Diamond v. Charkrabarty, 447 U.S. 308 (1980). (“the production of articles for use
from raw or prepared materials by giving to these materials new forms, qualities,
properties, or combinations, whether by hand-labor or by machinery.”)

¥ 1d. (“all compositions of two or more substances and . . . all composite articles,
whether they be the results of chemical union, or of mechanical mixture, or whether
they be gases, fluids, powders or solids.”)

1" Schering Corporation v. Gilbert, 153 F.2d 428 (2d Cir. 1946).

2 See supra note 17.

21 1d. at 309. See also S.Rep. No. 1979, 82d Cong., 2d Sess., 5 (1952); H.R.Rep. No.
1923, 82d Cong., 2d Sess., 6 (1952)),

22 1d. n. 6. (“This same language was employed by P. J. Federico, a principal
draftsman of the 1952 recodification, in his testimony regarding that legislation:
“[U]nder section 101 a person may have invented a machine or a manufacture,
which may include anything under the sun that is made by man. . . . ” Hearings on
H.R. 3760 before Subcommittee No. 3 of the House Committee on the Judiciary,
82d Cong., 1st Sess., 37 (1951). ™)

B See supra note 5, at 1089. See also infra note 81, at 6.
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A ‘_l,v &5 In re Bilski =& X BlE £ A2 E 58

\\\J/ E e AR AT P £ B 2 SR

= B S AT FI A
(—) Gottschalk v. Benson %>*

Benson ) % B & A BAL B ¥ 3F — A4 — a5+ 485 (BCD
) dhife ks — 445 (binary code) 697 kY HRAIR A E bR
AR A TR KRBT TR B R R T o it
RAG AR T R BRAEATH 2R 0GR B > BAR I B 09 708 Z 4T — ik
F ide b B4 B -

AEFERITZAALFREZ FE (method) » & T B &A%
PR A2 Tk, e BBk G R A A FI] 0 25k
TR BT RAIM  EEMFRAEF AL AT EEY
e d THA RO S ABETRBEY T EFLAY LA EHE2H
32T (clue) AARTEHEZ—WHBERERRS —KEXM (
thing) ® | s8R THk | BmARS] > % — 5 @EyZ F4p
fl T A ERALFEMEL (tieto) HTHRBEREE > RE LA
ARBEEMERMHFZE—TRIKERRMITA F3% 0 M TH
So R IR ik A ey @AY AL AE L RAETH &5
FEAFpo % & ik R 3 T ik | & T4 Cochrane £°°p7 T & vy IR 45 4%

* Gottschalk v. Benson, 409 U.S. 63 (1972).

* BCD #4445+ B F AWtz — BH AR KT > #lde 5 40101 03 4
0011 - Fpt "53, A& BCD #Bég kT FBF& T0101 0011 > 5 — @4 #50] k&
& 110101 -

% See supra note 24, at 64.

*71d. at 69-70.

% 1d. at 70. (“Transformation and reduction of an article ‘to a different state or thing’
is the clue to the patentability of a process claim that does not include particular
machines.”)

¥ 1d. at 71. (“It is argued that a process patent must either be tied to a particular
machine or apparatus or must operate to change articles or materials to a ‘different
state or thing.” We do not hold that no process patent could ever qualify if it did not
meet the requirements of our prior precedents.”)

% See supra note 14.
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&5 In re Bilski & & Bl & £ A& E 5] 8 ~ I
e i \v//

SEAS ATt 2 o FE ) 2 B5 R ] R

ﬁ:‘l o

HAZFER RSERETARRL B EH R 008
ARFETTFEAZER BAEAML AT EHERTAL?
AR Z A RS BCD Atk — @ H By 542X 0 BT
A TR B2 4 0 FLAh it BT RS0 R ik 0 2 TRk > Bl
B Ak (preempt) B8 42 X RBIE H % 0 Bk &kl ik
B AEZ A L IE A AT

(=) Parkerv. Flook %

Flook W 3% 25 A1% M7 — 4 B R A2 5 RAL &4 o) AB 4k ROKE 38
AP RSB TR ZF R G AR REBEY > FRHAELE
BlheBm g ~ Ry > BB —FARHETEN PTALAETERERT
ALREFHERAEA - ETALEEECTY > MARALTRERLGE
¥ sk B S EGETEBM A A RGAERE G TIAE R TR
st TRk e s AEFPAFROBNEZOL=M@EFH > &
AR FRATORZSBAL > B F BRIk R A R arey R
> REBH TR ETAALEZIHYETME -

RGEEH S HERS S EFERERFOLH A REI R
BB A AR T A 2 TRHEREE L A0 BAER
G L EHALER > KRB ERRERENIANR > E AN RS AR
BHEmO maHBEELAAPFEIAZENG TR LR L
So o BRARERIEIR Bk RN L B HT R TAE AR T A o BH bk R
BREAHAT— a5 Bl kSRR KRN HER LI
SAES 101 1 F ik 2T $A1428) - HFEEMA > 2hE PI5

31 See supra note 13, §1.03[6][c] p. 1-200.
32 See supra note 24, at 67.

3 Parker v. Flook, 437 U.S. 584 (1978).
** 1d. at 591.
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A ‘_l,v B In re Bilski £EEFEZBEEFEEAEFEF/
s\\\/ G R SEAR AT PIBT £ B = SR

HASERTAY TR GEAMEMRERELE  KEHAR
BKAPH R ERRRERD -

AR EREMTF LA AR 08 A FHEAST LA
1oy B A EZ FHRAeD REERL Y — SRR AR RE
BB & JET A2 AR R e RA LT AN &
SEFTRANGEHR TR BEBEALETHEF 101 P 5N T HAM R
i M & H BT B0 o

( =) Diamond v. Diehr %£*’

EA R YRRALRBE R AZ S > LR IF R & SR ARIER| T £
B RA FRAEER A L AR E S0y BT RELEBAZ T 0B 0 A
B % & s B P AR c MAEEH LS T it Az
BOREH > PR — TR R A AR P RS 0 2 AR B R AL
A P RALAM N B E & EF 840 0 B e A AE IR T AR B R AR A
0y I8 5 AR R R AL R B B B A B R

Diehr 3+ 1975 -6y £ B £ A AR B4 R A0 35 HpT3FRel
BN L — A AR SR Sh BERE R ) SRR 2 ik 0 LB ey AR
PRAZ TG RRAR M A 2k — B ] AR — TR IR R LR Ty » B BT AR AR
WG A AL 6 3B A2 IR FAF Ak - R E ey B L (1)
REAMEREAFZERRBAE (2) HRAZHFIEFEMAZ T
» BARIE T3 R AR X R B AR (3) FRE AR
Z FRACHE BA 70 B BR RS P B > B Br 45 k37 B R A 3R -

% 1d. at 588 n.9 (this Court has only recognized a process as within the statutory
definition when it either was tied to a particular apparatus or operated to change
materials to a “different state or thing.”) (citing Cochrane, 94 U.S. at 787-88).

%% 1d. at 598-600.

37 Diamond v. Diehr, 450 U.S. 175 (1981).

¥ Arrhenius equation: Inv=CZ + x> 3t v 2 REPTE 2 05 M > C 2L F &
Z S RARARAR O B 0 X A — B JRAEA AR B 0 AT B o
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&5 In re Bilski & & Bl & £ A& E 5] 8 A S
v

SEAR AT 2B B = S5 i \v//’

AEEBOFIA R 0 AL BAZ 0 5 5P PTGk
SHRXATRXZHMETN REBAEELAES 101 PR
H2 T AR -

RSERZIEEAS 4 e 25T RKEDE LB A
EH 101 R R E A BRAZ c A LRAAE RO AR THRE
ARETEF FHNEHARTEARTE - WHBERERRA
—RER > MR ERMRBIRE AR S B — Ik LA
KN ELFEELENTREAR A — IR B2 S
R TRBRAN X REEastum Y 1E2y
A ARIERPFEMNER TS AINBENRXRBAL TR E TS
AT &2 A28y - Bl > xSk IR AT 89 Benson % & Flook
o FEVAKED - A RRREI REA BN EHZ @20

=~ BER RIS E kR F 4]
(—) Inre Alappat £

Alappat = BE P E R & —RHARETBEEZ A% 0 LEA AR
1277 RARFFIRMAG LT - BIF TR B RFR LT EBE SR LT E
Wit AEREAAEHNELTBREY > AvFEALESE 15~19
B kB EREBATHLAES 101 54 T AR Alappat £

%% See supra note 37, at 184. (“we repeated the above definition recited in Cochrane v.
Deener, adding: “Transformation and reduction of an article ‘to a different state or
thing’ is the clue to the patentability of a process claim that does not include
particular machines.”)

0 1d. at 187.

1 1d. at 185. (“This Court has undoubtedly recognized limits to § 101 and every
discovery is not embraced within the statutory terms. Excluded from such patent
protection are laws of nature, natural phenomena, and abstract ideas.”)

2 In re Alappat, 33 F.3d 1526 (Fed. Cir. 1994) (en banc).

* Claim 15.

A rasterizer for converting vector list data representing sample magnitudes of an
input waveform into anti-aliased pixel illumination intensity data to be displayed on
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A ‘_l,v &5 In re Bilski =& X BlE £ A2 E 58

s\\\/ B I SH AR A B SUBR S B 2 SR

FELFERBGH  RALFLBEGEMELELAAMH  2EE
EHmALEFEBETNEET X BEFTEELZANAH  RAL
EEEE UEES 2 SRS PSR T i E
A% (mathematical algorithm )

RIFWARKE FIFEIE o4 > A FFKEAE 15 AYRE
KA BARREE 101 f5Fey THRE > ARERFHRAENAZA
R EB AR A LA AR ey T RS BBE AL, Y mE
FixRREZE AL A RRERR R L x— kA
BATHE > BRI BEABRELEFREAVOHIAHAS £
— R PEAEF R AWM A AL R (useful, concrete, and tangible
result) X HTREY Amfd 7T LHFEBQWERR -

(=) State Street Bank v. Signature Financial Group, Inc. & "’

FB#wl& X, (hub and spoke) 893 F 24 T HRME LR X4
(hg) BEMRE—EZRETME (3bh) dodb T K& 5] 09 E 1 & A
R AREAT R AL AS SRR TR

a display means comprising:

(a) means for determining the vertical distance between the endpoints of each of the
vectors in the data list;

(b) means for determining the elevation of a row of pixels that is spanned by the
vector;

(c) means for normalizing the vertical distance and elevation; and

(d) means for outputting illumination intensity data as a predetermined function of
the normalized vertical distance and elevation.

YRk AR RASEE 15 EFAFEIAMEE (means plus function )
F RAEH 0 HAf45 " means for | B PTIEZFH o

* See supra note 42, at 1542-1543.

* 1d. at 1544. (This is not a disembodied mathematical concept which may be
characterized as an “abstract idea,” but rather a specific machine to produce a
useful, concrete, and tangible result.)

7 State Street Bank & Trust Co. v. Signature Financial Group, Inc., 149 F.3d 1368
(Fed. Cir. 1998).
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&5 In re Bilski & & Bl & £ A& E 5] 8 A .1;

BRI FIETE B Z B2 AR

Be &5 9 A] (US 5193056) Bp e 2 b — b X, B4 25 FRLAS 224 60
FHIIE 7 6 0 (R ATEATA 8 AR v B RS 4L K A b3 &R
A BT B eyt fa] Kol o

AFEARATEARABFTARTEZEFRIEL R L BN
i FHFIEIRIR L A FEAEEAES 101 5P R RS Ek
G RRDEWN T RS " ZEAE T ARPRABRAELARAE
# k0 B3k 4S b Freeman-Walter-Abele ]2 & Diehr %
% Chakrabarty £ Bp 7 & - T A" FIF L RAREF it
BETREEXRFE— M TRRRATEAMZEZ 2L mABFR
ARG OEH FRHERAZNN  FIRIEZ T A F IR BT
£ MREETETARGZ ARG AT EERIEA (practical
utility ) - b KRR A Br A 35 Alappat R Prdses "HA - AH R
ApaR 0 ARERTAFHLALLE 101 B2 RE -

(=) AT&T Corp. v. Excel Communications, Inc. %!

AT&T #A £ B % 5333184 55 4] > Z A A R TR
Bk AR T iR TR Bl R EEN 8 R 69813 & Sk A

B B =R iE (two-part test) 0 4% A1 61,4 H B BE R 00 T
A8 B B8R B & ] A% 4244 o A, Lois Matelan, The Continuing Controversy
Over Business Methods Patents, 18 Fordham Intell. Prop. Media & Ent. L.J. 195
(2007).

* See supra note 47, at 1374,

> 1d. at 1375. (The question of whether a claim encompasses statutory subject
matter should not focus on which of the four categories of subject matter a claim is
directed to process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter-but rather on
the essential characteristics of the subject matter, in particular, its practical
utility... For purpose of our analysis, as noted above, claim 1 is directed to a
machine programmed with the Hub and Spoke software and admittedly produces a
“useful, concrete, and tangible result.” Alappat, 33 F.3d at 1544, 31 USPQ2d at
1557. This renders it statutory subject matter, even if the useful result is expressed
in numbers, such as price, profit, percentage, cost, or loss.)

>l AT&T Corp. v. Excel Communications, Inc., 172 F.3d 1352 (Fed. Cir. 1999).
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A ‘_l,v B In re Bilski £EEFEZBEEFEEAEFEF/
s\\\/ & R0 SEAR B 2B 7 B 2 552

Rk £ R4 R R TH LK TBA AN F =
PR THNNRFE SRR FRRRETREE > il
AR BN AZAP o PR AEABARZ B R SHT

oAt
i - LG

71|

W my

HBARAFEAFGRE T HERG EFRA > KR AT&T %
Excel 12 F 3L ik 4] » #3875 4244 7 i3k KA © Excel #4486
SR B BB IR R RH KA S A W S AT
REr st fEmiRRE EFERRE 0 RS k%A Diehr £ pritay
Mg B TR A — P TRE  BIEPR RN o Wk
R ERH ARk > {2 FIRAIER e TIER
EAEARGCOLARPFERRL L nAEAEREIEELATA
Ay~ ARy EAEME R > Mk A BT THERF
SRAEE 10l 2T - AFEZERAABIRE EHERAM "
HE B AELREER B Ed Alappat £ 2 State Street £ 65 %
BHLA @ FAMAEFFHLEALY  BATHERALE -

(v3) Inre Comiskey %>

Comiskey 2 A ¥ 3F & £ &% — R A RAFE P lhe il
B R R % > s&4]fP 4Rk (mandatory arbitration) 897 iE¥L A % 0 X

2 1d. at 1358-1359. (The notion of “physical transformation” can be misunderstood.
In the first place, it is not an invariable requirement, but merely one example of how
a mathematical algorithm may bring about a useful application. As the Supreme
Court itself noted, “when [a claimed invention] is performing a function which the
patent laws were designed to protect ( e.g., transforming or reducing an article to a
different state or thing), then the claim satisfies the requirements of § 101.” Diehr,
450 U.S. at 192, 101 S.Ct. 1048 (emphasis added). The “e.g.” signal denotes an

. example, not an exclusive requirement.)
Id.

> In re Comiskey, 499 F.3d 1365 (Fed. Cir. 2007) o % Bt #8® _F 3 kAR B
(2007 49 A 20 H)FF A7z In re Nuijten % (500 F.3d 1346 (Fed. Cir. 2007))#]
Bl B TSI A RA AR GARB LT AR ERNE > A D T

?ﬁo
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&5 In re Bilski & & Bl & £ A& E 5] 8 A ~_]_~
Z ﬁm L’ L \/

BRI FIETE B Z B2 AR

XAF 1AL TROLH 6 S

(1) AE—s#sMMrRAKFELZET M AL EFAS

(2) HFARIAZXEZE T X PHAMPRL S - EEEEI RS S
(3) w3k & SRIREARAFEZNK

(4) fRAY AR SF AT AP R 1 BT S

(5) $az v f /L

(6) 34 FHfF = L dad 4 2 B 3 287 o

EIRARRAE o w5 101 40 sk R AZ MR B0k IR el 4R B ) 4
R AR IR RS RAEE 101 EEAT
o T FE D plled A FOAF S AR FHRBTEIERZHZ
AR 4> -

b SMARE I EE AR ST GE S F— 0 FrE L
SMARHOATHRAN > BPRTEH - H = W EWMATHR
BA—FBRA 2 2BARF B RTEA > 22 ARCKE
kS (RE 28 addy) MEo BITHS 4
Z BB o AR EFHE R T EE 0 LSRR A BAAS
A ES AR 0 B R R S R T X B A R A R R
M AR — BT RO F R4 AR I SR X AR
4y o

~

EARARAERAT Ay T EFLBAFE -SRI T HEHK

=

% 1d. at 1375-1376.

> 1d.

*71d. at 1376-1378.

¥ 1d. at 1377. (Thus, a claim that involves both a mental process and one of the other
categories of statutory subject matter (i.e., a machine, manufacture, or composition)
may be patentable under § 101.)

% R ikaE b3k I A8 3R In Schrader (22, F.3d 291 (1994)) % 4] o
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A ._l,. B In re Bilski £EEFEZBEEFEEAEFEF/
s\\\/ L U SEAR B 2B 7 B 2 552

~ERERBERES P RAKNFRAGAEATEEL L
oo BB A ERAZY 0 (2 LR —F I 0 Sk
KAHAREB T EAESE 101 15a945% > 2B EERFCF FEHME
TR A HMBES  BTRFLERRHRmY -

W AEEAFREHZ LR
( — ) Ex parte Lundgren 261

Lundgren 3% K —H#E B AZ F ik FF kT BFIRIEH K
BRERGFHEBME L EAHELSHLRIEA > AR —ERE
ik ARBRFIEETORBEREEL - AREELEREZ S ®
EAETAHR  AHELEER 2R IE MR A L3FiERE (TR
Wi FHERZIT Y ) 2R @k R B (outside the
technological arts ) & > JE& % 101 462 2R FEARAZY B R T %
RS o £ S BATHUEE AR LFERET > SREATR
THEEZ B M > B3R B A B $ A @ AT 8F - R T ey Hl] 3
AEHE TRERNRE ) BAY  HARE LY Smith 2 F 0 AR
& B AR IR — e L £ B E R AR a9 A R 424tr (useful arts) 7548 1)

65
X H &

o

B — A5 IR W Bl P 54 Bl & R4 Barrett 52 B AR K4
60 A& RAE ¥ 241k Al B & 5 B R LA sl ik
Bl 12 b 44 34 % B 3. (non-machine-implemented ) &4 77 7%

50 See supra note 54, at 1380-1381.

6! Ex parte Lundgren, 2004 WL 3561262 (BPAI).

52 In re Musgrave, 431 F.2d 882, 167 USPQ 280 (CCPA 1970); In re Toma, 575 F.2d
872, 197 USPQ 852 (CCPA 1978).

63 See supra note 61, at 2-3.

# 1d. at 5.

% 1d. at 6.
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83 In re Bilski Z & & B & % 425 55 £ A .1;

SEAR ARG 2 BF A B 2 B R ] Qt‘\v//

5 RE 0 T H e AR
W2 (transformation) B3k

#R¥E Cochrane ZHR ikt £ > E2 AL EE (physical
subject matter) k¥Rl B — K&K o B TLERRIET
B R RREIHRA -

W4 (exception) FIEB| R A

PPHEMR B RER] - MR R FMA BT R THREE
B Fik KA T HHEAAZ LR - FETFEFREART LR
Hega RER - HERA LR PBAAETEE > RAFLATAE
FOASH BB TS Bl T H I E 5B~ A 3R 64 PR 4]
R % fl k%% (post-solution activity ) ** » B & 2 & £ H LA
BBk FRAREZAZN AT BRI R -

B State Street 28] X &

PPISER AR T A ~ A ARARLER o sk ekl A%
KRERB BRI SRR AIFRS TR AL BAA -
HF ~ BLARAEZ)G A 2 & o Barrett R EIRL 0 AREY THAHA
ARRER | Ao FI FMAWMARRE) ) T BRI IR
HAAAZEY LIRS R AR HRAE R R0 &S W T AR
B35 H 101 16 a0 B M4 $UBEERIE S 101 152 S0 8
2oy BT R AR B0 R -

(=) SH @R Y2 FE LA

Lundgren %% » USPTO A A7 7 A1 #4204 2 4 2 & & k%

*1d. at 67.

57 See supra note 14.

6% See infra note 91.

% Interim Guidelines for Examination of Patent Applications for Patent Subject
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A ._l,. B In re Bilski £EEFEZBEEFEEAEFEF/
s\\\/ am 3 SEAR B 2B 7 B 2 552

-

REGRAREBEEERZEAE E LA HAAIZ G IFPTIRA 0y HE A
mﬂaﬁﬁﬁé*%%&%%% #RAEEKEERS  HPFH
ARFAEEZERAFZY e LB z%kﬁiﬁm»ﬁﬁm%T“
B R £ B R R AR B N bR IR F ) ey AR R A o

L& ARAZ 0 2 F A"

PE “d—k 2EmLwmz d
I E’*ﬁ;”f@pa - IR WA RS
mRARFPEP T2 I0E R FP 2P
" ALY R IR

i {7 iR £ 9 HiHR

Y

Aot R P A 5 35US.C. 101 22 3§ e iheh
-a%ﬁaamﬁiﬁbwza#@ﬁﬂ*—‘>
" AL AR S PRI RN — R f IR R
s 7
-%ﬁiﬁmmiﬁ%iﬁ’éﬁﬁ%iﬁiﬁ%@%?
o PR ALFERY ?
° ?m}@yg44 *(F M) LR R R
'éfﬁxﬁﬂhi%ﬁﬁﬁgﬁ‘B’wzdééfwﬁ@(%M$iﬁ0 ?
m &+ %G #Hyy (prima facie) * i

Matter Eligibility,1300 Off. Gaz. Patent and Trademark Office (O.G.) 142 (Nov. 22,
2005), available at
http://www.uspto.gov/web/offices/pac/dapp/opla/preognotice/guidelines101_20051
026.pdf (last visited Sep. 19, 2008). H A 37 X 1% * TG LA A2 $HRE - FE
AAF 0 F 1008 96 54 R » & 18-21
" Id. at 2.
' 1d. at 30.
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83 In re Bilski Z & & B & % 425 55 £ A ~_]_~

SEAR ARG 2 BF A B 2 B R ] 2&‘\¢//

WRIF LA BERBAFE P FATFLAZERARET S
RAEBAZ O R E 101 R > BARHETEBEARETLH
FMRE Mo REEW R P g B FEZBEHAET
B RV R PP B2 I R A EASAZ W HER E0E 0 B X R AT
» IR IR A v A I 0 F UL T B A sk AR
Wi G PR E
TEELEBERAFROERATHE RN SRBRRERE S —
FRAE R BF o BP T RRT & AR e R R T & R S ARAR Y o

W State Street & P38/
HEMGARE RGN RE RS SZFE E A K 5 F A State
Street FRRAE—FFRPFRIANZEALECELETH A
AHABLBOER YT AETERABEC=FaFmAER

"TH R RISRFASTRREES T B MAKEFTEE

HEFEATEREMERRALAMBRALR T Ladey | BRI
A4 BB RZER (real-world result) o

L ik (preempt) B:EE
FRALERAMEAREL S AR LRI LA H ERIE
A o Sk 8445] F4e Benson PR A EIS R AL FAR A2 EL
A REERGA BE TR T

2wz ARk

2 1d. at 18-23.
' See supra note 24.
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A ._l,. B In re Bilski £EEFEZBEEFEEAEFEF/
‘\\v/ L U SHLRS AT O 2 B L B 2 R

IR 7 AR 2k # Freeman-Walter-Abele 583X % ik L3F & B
ﬁ&ﬁ%ﬁiﬁ W@ E kBT AE B EAE S R B & A AT 0) 2 4R A b
AT F AR BT A e R SR A Rl X AR

o u% 5 BE (metal step) K AZESHEE (human step) B3Rk

% FEAR BB PAT > BRTEF B SHRE 2R THA
BRPITEREE -

o % RE Ak
Tk AR SRR MRS H I AR BEREE R -
o HH AR E"

ORI AA A A BT R {2 R RAFE AT S F A
HAEATEY o

=0

FAN

Wk F R S AIPIFRAT A B ZRRE AR A AR
By F FBEARIFMBERZ S RFRA £ 25 A HABE
BREA TR R AR HEERTSE T AR
b RA LRI LS N%%?ﬁﬂﬁ%%ﬁkﬁW%%ﬁzﬁﬁ
73 R AF T de > 4% 540 7 B4R > Bp ko i@ iR B GOR) 3R TS ARk
PRENIRINFB T M > B E i — S AR AN FAERR AR
BB MR Bl F kA TR RS E R S EATHERE
BRIk 2 AR 0 ik Barrett ik B 69 AR sb =& MR B A A B4

ARG TR ENFE SR ARBME FRESEEOEENA

™ See supra note 69, at 42-49.
5 1d. at 49 (Per Se Data Transformation Test).
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&5 In re Bilski & & Bl & £ A& E 5] 8 "5:/'\ ~_]_~

SEAR AT 2B B = S5 QL*\V//

B B R GRS 0 A KFRARLF ST iET A
Z B FiE— P HER R AR A BBEIR TR KB MR ER
E2REAYREELEN TRk LA AT BEA TIEE
ey AER] > G FETATE RO E ARG S FHERZFR > MmIEM
RAMNAEGHES T ik ) 28 & > —F M ZE TR T 2B #l %k

g aht

L 3 ~
F o E

JES Y L N
T/

AP

Boh o HREEFEE
(—) B 00T B ARk s R b 2 £ 2

MM Rk 0 P38 ey 8k » & In re Schrader®— £ %}
R PFREE G H IR RBRERRA TR ES  FTOEET
G R s & I b CEL N TR R R F TN A P & &1 S0 R )
WRT 4T (Dt RAF) 9 FTEHREIH X Flei g
G AMMRES s RGTH PR TR SR E g T E A 2y
BRI T3 FAAE R H ek o SRR ST R X BlE
FARBAZ T F ARG W E PR o

Bl 74 State Street Rk - R AEMN "HA - AW AARE
R AR B FETPT A AR AT & & BT H BT A] > 235 1F 4

% In re Schrader, 22 F.3d 290, 295 n. 12 (Fed. Cir. 1994).
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A ‘_l,v B In re Bilski £EEFEZBEEFEEAEFEF/
‘\\v/ & R0 SEAR B 2B 7 B 2 552

% 3¢ State Street RXZH|FF » ToA XL FRGBFT AL EAFLR
Ao AT&T £ 2 FEAEREFRATRAAAAMOGKE > =2
Ak REETRT R BT AT&T R RHF T
MR FE B 2 R AR 0 {2 T 3 M8 State Street 2R3k B 4 A
AT R FERE > B THRE TR T AFRARERB TR
oYy ikERAM Oy £ R -

(=) B L m iRt R #0945 5]

YR kSRR TAREE L B oMk ek kA
ZHARTE THEEBAS ARFANRXRARRL 0 EHREJolfTiE
W AR R R FER LG T ERT -

%4 A X B & & State Street £ E P FTEe T H A
WER STAHAMER 2 T AR ER > RS R L
AR MAE > Bk T & o plhedd T BB, T A
Lt et R) 0 RE T AEERIER ) Fo TR EFEER
BEAEATE H W Bh

4% ~ Inre Bilski &
—~EEABBBRZEY

Bilski #2 Warsaw 5 —#EF REHEHE LXK A B % PTEK
0T n Ak FE T 204 B B (consumption risk ) 89 iE 0 RIE LR
B Z R o ARIRIH TR W e B WA R B AR LK B MR

" See infra note 81, at 15.

™ 1d. at 16.

P £ B & A5k 08/833892 0 U 4 AL ¢ LIRS 5 % (Energy Risk
Management Method ) > #3258 % 1997 %4 A 10 B » £5£ 1996 £ 4 A 16 A=
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&5 In re Bilski & & Bl & £ A& E 5] 8 A ~_]_~
Z ﬁm L’ L \/

BRI FIETE B Z B2 AR

(#lde © B RER ZEFENERFARE mRK ) TETH
BT ABIATEE 2R E AR AR E TR > S Rp
EE 7 3N

FHERAE 1A B T

. —ANEREERAAE TEA B ET S BRI RAN T

%o AT AR

(a) BB A AR B H BH MBS > P20 & H A RE
JE S — B BB AR H A w0 3 1B AR AR H RN
B 2 AR A

(b) ZERHZE o0 AR PL3%0H & H 0 R AR AL 6 T 35 -

(c) EFZMBEHRZTHEREMA—F B CBBEITY B3
THEREZRH R Jﬁgﬁzx%ﬂ%%uﬁﬁ%

ERAABBRFELES 1-11 AR LN IELF@AAZY 2K
WmiEEd (1) i%w*u%a%%ﬁkﬁ REHR MRS
ARV AR BZMA > BAHEHMES - (2) AEATR

EERF w5 E (60/015756) 18 4% -

% 1. A method for managing the consumption risk costs of a commodity sold by a
commodity provider at a fixed price comprising the steps of:

(a) initiating a series of transactions between said commodity provider and
consumers of said commodity wherein said consumers purchase said
commodity at a fixed rate based upon historical averages, said fixed rate
corresponding to a risk position of said consumer;

(b) identifying market participants for said commodity having a counter-risk
position to said consumers; and

(c) initiating a series of transactions between said commodity provider and said
market participants at a second fixed rate such that said series of market
participant transactions balances the risk position of said series of consumer
transactions.
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&5 In re Bilski =& X BlE £ A2 E 58

= 3k
‘\\V/ e - SH AR A B SUBR S B 2 SR

FBAEAT 09 45 o SR AEAT TR F e R RS
M EFRBEERGZRE

g7 Lundgren £ » 3 ATR1RF QAR L T8 oy 2 A8
BAZogRR % M ERE B AR E GRS TEEL 0 BuE
e B A RERS A EVEER > 75 LM Lundgren £ JE#
RERZ T ko % B A B & B B3R A Barrett ik B P75 4a 2 80 3R ik
SR IR Z PR E AT RIBTE R A A IE A AR 0

%

LSl stin - ARAAE P EABMBETEERTATHS 50 2
EIRAT 8RR CM T RRA S % LKA W ey ik
o LARATRME W -

2. FRANERRE ~ B BRE L A FF LA A AMHE T
EILE R E o B A - BRE G A S T AT
TRBTZ G ENTH > BRAHIARTHREN > wAFK
5688 fr M Bl B 6,4 T AR JL IR il AR AT 0Y o

3. State Street R HKik : B AT FHTRATAMZLER > =254
AAHRRAMZ IR -
2 BRI E I I AT 2 A
A BRI LA 0 2007 10 A 1 AEHE
E‘g]?g%;;/ﬁ}'fé ’ J’.éﬁ%l‘%i‘ﬂﬁ@/{/};ﬁ%ﬁj{ ’ /{E;‘%?,{Fﬂﬁpiklr‘iyxé\ﬁ%ﬂ%}%ﬁ
RFLAE BA T —RAR A BSAR 24 B $3k > Wopicin

12006 WL 4080055 (BPAI), at 2.
2 1d. at 17.
8 264 Fed.Appx. 896 (Fed. Cir. 2008).
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B85 Inre Bilski 2 F X BEEEAEFEF/ 4 A ~_]_~
SEAR ARG 2 BF A B 2 B R ] Qi‘\w//

FRERARAEMAZELE T EAY
. 2FEFKAF 1AL T HZHEE 101 M5 @ 48428 7
2. RVMTAZRE Rk — F ik A G A% 101 £ @542 7

AT H—
P340

3. RERARMEMARCE EGH LS AERLA
FRAR M @4k AE M WA (TH 5§41

4 —FFEREER LM BRB R EAMBE LT L5 101 1542
WAEAEEY D

5. F## )8 State Street £ A AT&T £A LB ? 64 A AT g
A Hedn ?

& FikkEz & (amicicuriae) B9 &R > TS LRk » —kE
TRIEHE R B A BAATZ G PR B R e AT A M R A
TR MEBIB AR > B — kB3RS EIEE State Street F A
AT&T % it 1R 45 §Fl @i AR 2 g1 -

% 1d. (1) Whether claim 1 of the 08/833,892 patent application claims patent-eligible
subject matter under 35 U.S.C. § 101?
(2) What standard should govern in determining whether a process is patent-eligible
subject matter under section 1017
(3) Whether the claimed subject matter is not patent-eligible because it constitutes
an abstract idea or mental process; when does a claim that contains both mental and
physical steps create patent-eligible subject matter?
(4) Whether a method or process must result in a physical transformation of an
article or be tied to a machine to be patent-eligible subject matter under section
101?
(5) Whether it is appropriate to reconsider State Street Bank & Trust Co. v.
Signature Financial Group, Inc., 149 F.3d 1368 (Fed.Cir.1998), and AT&T Corp. v.
Excel Communications, Inc., 172 F.3d 1352 (Fed.Cir.1999), in this case and, if so,
whether those cases should be overruled in any respect?

8 See Bruce Itchkawitz, supra note 1, at 15.
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A ‘_l,v B In re Bilski £EEFEZBEEFEEAEFEF/
\/ @ 973 SRS A 2 i 2 B = SR

W BHIRRE FFERZRL

CAFC # 2008 4+ 10 A 30 B/E i #:2% K 4 B 2B 247
R AR 0 AR Rk A FE KA R AR 0 AL akE
W T BRRE ) A TR E ) Rk

(—) TH#RaliE | i T adealis | s

CAFC o #7 7R @ik e 2 A M A B2 > 2456 4% % 101
HREZFHER F (1) WEEA - HTREREEILE > & (2)
A R R S — AR R A" 0 Rl E KX TR E Rk
( machine-or-transformation test) | Aw A F§=:"> > i 38 4 —AEAIR %
M 7 Bl 4% (two-branched) > 5= » WAL AL ik
BOMT T F 2 — 4Rt BBl AR > i R B Rk
B BIERREL R SRR T e B R AT R
L FBEFRANKE P A T RORAAKE R L AN - F
= Fiksh KRR AT R R Rk o F IR 0 SR AR R

##y (extra-solution activity ) °' o
L ase i) 2Rk
CAFC 45 bl Rk Jax T3k | AR o B ey > HuRlk

% In re Bilski, 2008 WL 4757110 (Fed. Cir.) (en banc).

VORER A HAZEZ LA AHEE > 2008 WL 822726 -

¥ See supra note 86, at 5.

¥1d. at 7.

P 1d. at 11.

*' @497 M k% 8y (pre-solution activity ) 5 %1% # % # (post-solution activity )
o GIBBRTFEANG TR flle— F iR AGALEREEE LA L ER
By TR Bl ERATZEB B AT AL T B AT RREE > W
RERBIE L F B ERBRA L AR P BB AR RES > WP
R = F A GH KRB o Rk IR AT o) CGRIER R ) 8 R AR Y -
2,748 3% 33 > Flook £ > 437 U.S. at 590.
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B85 Inre Bilski 2 F X BEEEAEFEF/ 4 A ~_]_~
SEAR ARG 2 BF A B 2 B R ] Qi‘\w//

T —AEHA TEREY R THE | B TSR | 8y
FERAR L EAEMAEG R w TEEY A T R BT
Pridie ol RAL » T ] 6,4 T AL 2k ik B M) 18 b ik o

ZRAETRE - AETFHXBLGEH > RETLEFE PP
By EAE R A B HA ~ BERR S 0 A & T @B bR R Y
KBk ? AT E 0 CAFC 1A Abele 2715 A7 » 35 h 3 Z 0008
SAG—RABHBRTARFHMRENT L AT AT L
A mEERAFERAERAAHZI ALY  LARPE
Fog R REAHPIRENER AR BEMBATHARET
" E A b B RS ETB AT R R T A 0 4 X SR FRE R 8l
WL RR AT HALCHEHREATRIZ 28
e B RARARE M A B SR EH SRR A SR TS
TR 0 B AR 7k > THR &% A AT -

HARETH BPAREFRE 1 480 gAERS RAEMTE
B R E 08k 0 RF AREK TN - WH o TR R Wk
i 18 38 LR 3Rk 0 AR AR o

2 M BRIk

WA R FHRAL KRG BAATHE > HWFAT 8 RBZEAE
EHEETER KA RTE AR ENIRR - (AT 50
CAFC s R BRI AR A POy BsEasd T ) A THT kS
U ZARFE A2t RAE B G BB R AR

%2 See supra note 90.
% In re Abele, 684 F.2d 909 (CCPA, 1982).
" See supra note 90.
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A ‘_l,v B In re Bilski £EEFEZBEEFEEAEFEF/
\/ @ 973 SRS A 2 i 2 B = SR

( =) State Street £:8]:;¥ & 1 HF 8 H

ft State Street % A& Alappat £4& > # 4R & £ % 49 State Street X
MKk B THRCAHALBGER 0 EARTOHRELATH
w2 ARE" B CAFC F R AR, 7 ik AT A2 57 %
—# > REARE T RAMARE L TR o AR £ AR
FEHATH - B4 > CAFC - £ ¥ Freeman-Walter-Abele 8] 3%
3R 0 By %k & CAFC vA R 69 F1 0] A 3 KA H 70
RKikay it o

(=) #ITHRBREFNEE

B EMAZGY A £ B RAEF 101 2R Bk BT
PR PR HART (F 1024 kEam S (F 103 14
) HR o RO B A EE 0 RE A RIA T eI R
PR TR A EAAR O B Bt > SRR KA AT B 1A
WAy o

o= S
— HAFERABTETREHNES

wy CAFC & Bilski £ P09 &Z 5 R A #HA»A LB A% % 101 145
Uik | CHRRE ARG RS 7 X B AR50 A #S AR

% 1d. at 9. (“Therefore, we also conclude that the “useful, concrete and tangible
result” inquiry is inadequate and reaffirm that the machine-or-transformation
test outlined by the Supreme Court is the proper test to apply”)

%0 1d. at 9-10 » #7h 3 7R3k  Mayer kB AL TR E R T P54 A @HBAZ
B2 FIBTE B R Tt (RBHE) S ABM o TRl — 4 S @ R 3RIEAT
77 ik (US7261652) ~ — A&tk £ ZAF o7k (US 6368227) > K —4& A
FAEL ey 7 ik (US 5443036 ) % > 47 i@ i s e R Xk i & R A @ AE AR 04
A A SR A1 3T 2 B 8 > 1d. at 56-58 o

7 1d. at 8.
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B85 Inre Bilski 2 F X BEEEAEFEF/ 4 A ~_]_~
SEAR ARG 2 BF A B 2 B R ] Qi‘\w//

B mEEFBOAE R AR TE ; CAFC w5t > ikl
Flook £ B KA P HFATREBIEG Loy I5 > mARWNT
T 0l PR ARG B 18 18 R AR 0 Z ARk B T BLRE Ly 3
E&’”aﬁ%%WEg%%in&TW@ Wl he B £ 77 iE 4R
RAKBE R AREF KA ARBITHEE

(—) A &R IRA]

CAFC f Bilski £#:2Z + » d & &k ey Diehr £4F 5 W78
ﬁ*”i” » R AR R PRI R AR R A ik R OR
WA o B BN RE S AR R T A8 TR AT (
prmmpleh SRTRA Tk | P Fpah AL LAY
TR A A NE AR 0 SR E I e AR R R A F BRSNS B &
FRAEA > oA KRB LEAN FEZTABBBRERY
’k%é’&nﬂ’“ﬂﬁiiﬂﬁéﬁﬁﬁ% S E P e B H L HOR
& )

(=) # &%k BB ey G

HAFTEERART G RFREEFTHE L B4 ©F
M B RIFBIZPTH B > SR HEMR oA T REEAT F A H
R &G4 1R CAFC 2 %% > 25 7 %45 0 i@ i@ MK 38 S i im0k

W 0 BT HER LRI RAIZ TR T2 FATH
PR & oAk AR O LA S SRR IRA A o S E A2
AR B—FHOIN ALERAFRKAZLERT L EILE A W
Wl AL BRI RE BT % B w A TR
A4 SR A A PR 4 o

* 1d. at 7-8.
% See supra note 91 ©
1% See supra note 86, at 5.
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A ‘_l,v B In re Bilski £EEFEZBEEFEEAEFEF/
‘\\v/ & R0 SEAR B 2B 7 B 2 552

= BEFERFEAIERSG

R CAFC BREPT R EF AR wBEN Y F EEW £ %
Fl By R Lt — 30 e R e ¥ % 0 plde Bilski £
B3E KA 1 Bk 5% R AR R R R R 0 LT S
BB EFFERNLEELF BTN EARTHALEENEFE
Fik o HEVT A R A ABAZ GG > 24 R YRR AL AT B S M AT BB VT

ﬁ!élOl .
= FHEZHRER
(—) fIsRHF 2R E?

FL BRI EFEFLATF LR TEK T RES | &
TR ) X MR A2 B AR — T AU R L E 2
AR TR R o BT A A A 3k s 2 R AR » HA
BATOVH BB @R RAE 0% - AR EEL  HREA L
HB B2 A L3 AR AR ® » £ Ex parte Langemyr %' &
Ex parte Wasynczuk £'® & @35 » A—fg A% EREE— 42
GO S > B SLIREE kA Sl — R AR e B 0 I EEA R
FARy - CAFC R & €I A8 B oy LA - (AT IR

1 8 Comiskey £ > 3 54 ©

"2 WEA4% 2008 45 H 28 AFIME X RE 0 AFHREE | AR A
— ERS % B F #4789 7 % (A method executed in a computer apparatus for ... )
MEA T EERDE T RF TS - LRTEF 20 @ > 4k ¢
http://www.uspto.gov/web/offices/dcom/bpai/its/fd081495.pdf -

" W EAE 2008 46 H 2 AATER X R AFHAAE 1AL —RHEHETAZ
% % ( A computer-implemented system ) » 123 K 9 R EH LAk FHix 5
FWH B THERE T LTS - Rk ES 258 ML :
http://www.uspto.gov/web/offices/dcom/bpai/its/fd081496.pdf -
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B85 Inre Bilski 2 F X BEEEAEFEF/ 4 A ~_]_~
SEAR ARG 2 BF A B 2 B R ] 2&‘\¢//

(=) mEERAMNG TR

TR AR frmek ey ik o a4 CAFC A &~ & &
Freeman-Walter-Abele 2R 7% ~ State Street 228 2Rk 5 4 B K A vk B
J& o HERFEAA LR S ERAGZ 3 R 0 5P| 5 B e R X
i > 42 CAFC 75 B AR B IR 5T 4 6 50 K R s FHILB R & A '™
e e ki ks F37 0 CAFC A& R Rag3ER 2 M -

K&kl g Diehr £% A % F KT FRMA ZH @R
EHEA ey Rt SEE AR E R A ORE > SEE
Rk HA A E e EAH > B F - # Lab. Corp. of Am. Holdings
v. Metabolite Labs., Inc. — £ 7R R &L E » maxRxEL Y kiE
s #74 State Street Z ]k uyH 5" # K CAFC &5 & 47 FLEf %
BIERE A R A o A2 otk Al B 3R 0 BlRo ik B R a kT T AR
— o FIBFARIE O AT T 0O E ? FA XA S A AR
2R RRAR R A )\Jf.ﬁﬂlf/(ézﬁl °

iz~ 2%
Bilski £ ¥ » B FIRIEFE L ARG IR R E AL 8

A 2% B a3 R 2R Uk e A ER &ii&”‘ﬁ’— State Street 8] E £ A\ B
oA TFERGIFD AR EHAEFEEARES  HBLE

1% See supra note 86, at 7.

15 % Bk A 2006 4% 4 ;\g Lab. Corp. of Am. Holdings. V. Metabolite Labs
o ERBHARZFERZ - ZEZEAAFA R F kA E (homocysteine )
a9k S 0 RHAVET4E A & BI2 &%ﬁx%‘tzﬁ Thit BERFRAEREN =4
BRI A R ILARIN A B A FRAB B KRR LT IR E A AR

106 See e.g., Quanta Computer, Inc. v. LG Electronics, Inc., 128 S.Ct. 2109 (2008);
KSR Intern. Co. v. Teleflex Inc., 127 S.Ct. 1727 (2007); Microsoft Corp. v. AT&T
corp., 127 S.Ct. 1746 (2007).

197 See supra note 105. Lab. Corp. of Am. Holdings. V. Metabolite Labs., Inc., 126 S.
Ct. 2928 (2006) (dismissing the writ of certiorari as improvidently granted). See
also supra note 5, at 1088.
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A .__],v &5 In re Bilski =& X BlE £ A2 E 58

\\JV a R0 SHAS AT 2 B 76 BY 2 SR,

Bk > LR RE  ANERFLASMNHLHARE
YRFEERERAANE > FFHEH L Ao A FE R R JEHEAL
WA BRSO RE KRB SRR FS o 2B R
FHREEH > B9 R BT T A0SR EATIRGE AR Rk
St 3A A B SR B MARAZ 0 X AR K RS AT R AR B —
A @ oy 09 B F BT o
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