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ECAFC =z R % > nT Apple chjfd fadf ¥ & fm 2%

Apple Inc.( s # Apple )*>+ 2012 & 2 # 8 p = 4v ¥4 % = F (District Court
for the Northern District of California) ¥+ Samsung Electronics Company
Ltd. ~ Samsung Electronics America Inc.¥ Samsung Telecommunications
Amerlca LLC. (sufi Samsung) # 21 &3 5 2 2 W& fIHEFR o ¥ RFILH R

41 Samsung ¥ Apple 2. £ B % 5,946,647(  FL647 )5~ % 8,046,721( #§ 721
%,{) % 8,074,172 (HA172 %) L flmfE » % B 3 # 5 £ & |4 w2 bl4c
T uﬁ%fﬂ?ééﬁ?ﬂ‘i#f#i WR R EE T fﬁ%u_ oy 0 T 2| pE Apple
7 1.2 BF ~ R £ o 82 Samsung ~ & ) Apple ¥ H # 3 5,579,239 (4
fU239 5) £ 6,226,449 (fi 449 5L) % 5 2 L 4|z ﬁvﬁ G Bts B IR
J1 Apple ¥'449 L% J x4 > L & Samsung iT 16 § F <P £ end|jid o 3
@ x1 CAFC -

CAFC %32 s » Jafud ¥ Samsung £ 3] & % % TopF £ 4] 4
(preliminary injunction) =i & g 12 is > A% L 5+ 71 CAFCo CAFC
SREEPEE G ’%’rﬁv‘d’f«' I2iE% 53 Apple & f¥t Samsung PR3 kAR
F g 4 & 4258 & 4 # 4] 4 B3 (permanent injunction) 2k > 33w i L E
%o AxEisEL B2 3I CAFCo

CAFC = B3 A %1 > 35 Apple ﬁﬁiﬁ‘ﬁ%ﬁ’%’ﬁﬁ%ﬂ (721 ) Frde O
MEEM B G et 28T )& 2 9x (evidence of secondary consideration) i
FOCUA 0 T E SR ‘3—-%? %Fﬂ? ok ika b Lankdh i%&ﬁ'p’fﬁﬁ%i
R R A E R RIE ] (0647 FLE A1) H 647 ﬁ{gf & 5 AT RIREE
77 #rf&:’ EARe - BE¥ AR FEL A ¢ FD Samsung ¢ £ & K
Bk E T AN g o 07 > CAFC fadss it Samsung ¥ Apple
7647 ﬁ{gf s Apple #7721 BLE 120172 5L ] seehd|i
e a4 Apple Fliz 2 Samsung <7647 5% g g £ HiT 16 § £ ~erpe i &
2 B o A &G 13 Apple 17 & 5 2 413 Apple Gk & e
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1. “Apple’s Slide-To-Unlock, Automatic Spell Correction, and Data Detection
Patent Claims were Invalid or not Infringed,” IPO Daily News. 2016 # 2 *
29 p o

2. Apple Inc., A California Corporation, v. Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., A
Korean Corporation, Samsung Electronics America, Inc., A New York
Corporation, Samsung Telecommunications America, LLC, a Delaware
Limited Liability Company, Fed Circ. 2015-1171,2015-1195,2015-1994.,
2016 # 2" 26 p -
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Nuance Communications ( #§ # Nuance ) & 4c ' % = . (District Court
for the Northern District of California) > %+ ABBYY USA Software House Inc. ~
ABBYY Software~ABBYY PRODUCTION LLC ¥ Lexmark International Inc( st
FABBYY) # 1 izt G n8 2 & 23 0 & s Nuance iF e » 3120
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L 4% £ M% 6,038,342 - 5,381,489 £ 6,742,161 %% ] > w B & £ & 4] % 5
M*?*mﬁﬁﬁm°

WEREEY 23 ER T ABBYY Ak L & AR e 2013 £ f%:".
% 41** Nuance %4 - ABBYY ** 2014 # & & Nuance % 373 4ahl 7 * >
Nuance Foom i IR R %%?iai |45 2 & JlgF H s> S 2 H

5‘5_}_‘&%”8""’-%’?&7’% F] k% ’_"ﬁblﬁv?“{.é,ll—,ﬂlb5l«-
méw} FRF@2 T - = e A E S Nuance eﬁ—a 5k > @ a3F ABBYY & £1 i
’)’r”#ﬁfﬁé (AR5 B Nuance S Hfed s 281 CAFC -

CAFC #3 £~ faZ w3 Nuance :E 8 T 5 A /end ghid > 2 = fFr 0T

PR AT L Pt A R AP # A L% Nuance shiz i frrﬂﬁﬂﬁr

Nuance EHAE T _m%ﬂ} A4 ik {g # 2 (reserve judgment) o gt ¢k :
% }73F 2 (master’s report) ¥ ?ﬂg 8 it <a—%’f'] WeiTH=S %@\p\ E o
Nuance 7 A Fprit ik & 2 i #-§ ¥ § 6 F 322 % - fj7 2 > CAFC #
i Nuance izfd* 1 kAR & 8 B &Y » A AW T yF PR
(contemporaneous motion) & £ FZ R TEE NG L~ 32 B HFR
ez 2 @ * o § 12 s CAFC 4 77 A~ % ¥ & Nuance *tHuik i [aig F I 4 25 |F
¥ 0 FadF e efd! Nuance ﬂfgﬁ*%xa% FRAE B L S F RN
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1. “Patent Owner was not Entitled to Subsequent Trial on Winnowed
Patents,” IPO Daily News. 2016 # 2 * 29 p o

2. Nuance Communications, Inc., A Delaware Corporation, v. Abbyy USA
Software House, Inc., A California Corporation, Abbyy Software, Ltd., A
Cyprus Corporation, Abbyy Production LLC, A Russia Corporation,
Lexmark International, Inc., A Delaware Corporation, Fed Circ.
2014-1629,2014-1630. 2016 # 2 * 22 p -

CAFC iz & I3 A R {7/2 2 ¥3% (practice of law) pF* % 5
R

Queen’s University = 1841 & 3t4c £ % & = » 1.3 1987 # % = PARTEQ
Innovations § # #-H#&= 3 A2 I A EM A EF £ 1 - Queen’s University 4% 3
ERU R RSN «‘5 fi & (attentive user interface) 2. # W& 4] ~ % 5 £ R t;:
7,762,665 - 8,096,660 £ 8,322,856 5L & f| (MfL i £ &Hf]); H R L L E %
¥ 5 PARTEQ Innovations- Queen’s University >+ 2014 # = 4{ + { % ¥ [~
(District Court for the Eastern District of Texas) % Samsung Electronics Co.
Ltd. ~ Samsung Electronics America, Inc. ( st Samsung) #% ) & & & ]2 &
fere o

*»E FEMHo (fact of discovery) 42 ¢ » Queen’s University F]3ia 5 384 <
SRS %1 | N IB A i )R R 0 BB 4R 3304 ¢ 2 - Samsung %
RN #5841 Queen’s University 4% 1 7 Queen’s University 2. f 1 £ & 42 2%
’ééﬁéﬁ [T A Feid M E 2 i o v i Queen’s University I A % 5 EfF-
Z ® % % 44 (attorney-client privilege) > ¥ A 3 & I A T X F B g
(patent-agent privilege) » & 3F Samsung %3 - 82 Queen’s University $f* #%
I F 12 d s fe i B w - Queen’s University i = CAFC #-3#-1% % B 7
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4 (writ of Mandamus) 17 %554 Frhit® Queen’s University 7 #& % # iff < i 4
T2 L o RN E R .&%‘riﬁt LAt e % ¥ F CAFC fdi 24 o

A& LEL L 2bEfR2 %432 4 (non-lawyer patent agent) £_F E % u
fr-% = iR 4FfE (attorney-client privilege) %% % 7% - CAFC % @it 1) »
ﬁms ES J‘mf Sperry v. state of Florida 2|i4&-£ &) ¢ > &= F FRE § LiFr Ll mE
AE R TSR T2 ERS 0 Bhg 2 Pm,Tj' Sperry v. state of Florida - % j%_
AR 2 dp BRI A G R CAFC AHEE P L BRI N E
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1. “Federal Circuit Recognizes Independent Patent Agent Privilege,” IPO
Daily News. 2016 # 3 * 8 p -

2. In_Re: Queen’s University at Kingston, Parteq Research and
Development Innovations, Fed Circ. 2015-145.2016 # 3 *» 7 p o

¥ PTAB 2 5 = d‘c:j?if A% _» CAFC % &} ‘fr? g

Avid Technology Inc (A Avid) % % B % 5,495,291 ( ﬁgﬁ 291 %) 2
BAE L 7201 BLER UG - fEE GO A AR U B DR R 3 ng\@ﬁ% B
(video streams) ) %t o Harmonlc Inc ( #§ # Harmonic) 3 = %a‘% "B Es I &
»eI®d 124 38291 5L {7 & & 35 U.S.C. § 102 & 35 U.S.C. §103?E:%?;’
wBJIFHFEIFLR € (Patent Trial and Appeal Board, PTAB) #5291 5L
E {lena 2 £ % (Inter partes review, IPR) » @ PTAB ik * Harmonlc # A7
BM291 5L 412 E2bAgm & A2 @il i;«gf TRy 13 % 165 u
>k ﬂ¢~ﬁe¢;§4;¢md ) 12 géﬁé;ﬁfd’ Ldm A ;}%? °

PTAB £ Harmonic 156291 8% fl@ F kgm % L 2 25k g m
Ié”“ﬁﬁﬂ%m#—@;& FLI510g R 2 Ev &4l 4%k
ﬁﬁ(”ﬂﬁ@”16ﬁ)PMBW$¢€2Pw%W’Tu&T%L§
<—1.§g‘f | ¢ I IR L R 2T & 11 - Harmonic 7 PR3% A

v CAFC % 41 F 37 o
CAFC % z2p* » Harmonics & #% PTAB %% 11 58 3 % 16 7 - F90 R T
Fo i PTAB &+ £ # % Harmonics § 4= #73& > #icen® & 2232 d iF 5
'i%f}t#g A EEEY B MEEA b LMY A BAH 8 4B RERE
d cCAFC 25 A& 911 rTJ'T’" ’%ﬁ' g_:}fng‘ég—r ELI= S S e al.%'f | ¢ e
¢ gfﬁ{ L g :}f PTAB z_i-%_- 1 >3 B PTAB 3u 3 Harmonics § 4= #7# ¢
His 4% fmrcind %;Eﬁjﬁfim#\ﬂﬁ?1?,17,1\1«-_1‘;%12:%517—1,%!:- » CAFC
%57 & 35 U.S.C. §314(d) » # 7 R % K& 1% i}b{@ i WA ST I SRR
TE TR AL B RRS B op iR (2 1 R 4R B2 Harmonics 1 3%k PTAB #-<% 4
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1. “USPTO Decision not to Institute IPR on Redundant Grounds not
Appealable,” IPO Daily News. 2016 # 3 * 3 p -

2. Harmonic Inc., v. Avid Technology, Inc. Fed Circ. 2015-1072.2016 # 3 * 1
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	就已挑選不進入審理的專利，不得聲請再次審理
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