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FEEER

gy o | 42



FENIENES F AR By " UE& | (experiment)} J‘F“
iﬁﬂfj°méljﬁ7@l**ﬁ By 2= Ug}ﬁa*ﬂ?ﬁ *
AR =T (p = P ] R 82 (Alexander
Graham Bell) ~ %31 % (Thomas Edison)%"?%”ﬁ] bl
(Orville Wrigho fOff % = % LSS 5 AR 7L
HEEESES ﬁ‘}f‘ﬁ‘ﬂﬂ f?j‘?‘:fﬂiﬁﬁ['ﬂ? VR )
(unanimously)s3f - RURLSETIE 0 T HAH R
(stare decisis)V3 ™ | 7T/3E » (RERBREPVREN > (1 5
[ A0 < 5T R <k B [ rgsg,%lggrﬁﬁsfu
EL 0 2R ES K ME R ﬁ%ﬁj%‘ﬁ ALIAS
II'_H?" FJ?J’E Egsiﬁq‘/ HENERE xﬁ Jl?f/ Ll
Tﬂ\ﬁ\ﬂ&ﬁ JEFJ#’E‘*FTJ
;F L L NTH LA T ﬁf@ﬁ ERU AN R o
1ﬁF$ﬁWﬁW*”% Y[R KSR HETSM
R PR T PR R TR A3
ﬂ’ FIRE S 103(a)l'§’F'Tf’§<F[ RRE=Na S
Tp ﬁ?{#\fcg}'ﬁ’?? SURK
D. HISSZRERBIREE
()7 B[N o prosh R RLES T SR EJ* il
T BSR4 ST (R R TR AR [ - 127
TSMiEE BRI I,@%’?fﬁﬁf‘fj fl G E AR o
EJ’ FIREE 2 BRI BASE ot R i AR YA
i l'%??ﬁ‘,'_“ﬁﬁﬁ PR e o T B0 T
%FIE J Peist~ F'18f]1 > %ﬁfﬂiﬁﬁﬂﬂiﬁ I TR Ak
SVIHF, [(EREASERG [ > PRI RL 2408 E[If%@?%gﬁl |
BT LA T RIS T o 00 S
rl 1&}1{5}1?“:5' A Efﬂ]@ﬂ‘% R= SIS i ey A
el 1 VA T e 9= *['Eﬁ”@ﬁ'f:’ ¥ [
(E (R (= e b » JPBRLET 9~ b v
RIS PRI L SAE L =R AR A [N
EF (R }Z\'F;, NS TR
A=’ (=% @)@?ﬁﬁfﬁﬁ SRR EJ‘ FI I
”jE'Jr@L'H' > R GRS IR (R R AR R
gy o (A R S AR Y A (particular
expressions of ideas) * [f ;ﬁﬂj@"”?& Ry TR

18 Feist Publ’n, Inc. v. Rural Tel. Serv. Co., 499
U.S. 340, 345 (1991).

LY HY

J’%UF' NEyag
K ait

OB EIRES e+ (conceptual level) © [
Tﬂ’#ﬁ‘ﬁ#? (R for (o el P
%o IEE P pUE R
I EY103(a) (o2 ]| bAoA (BT~ ﬁpzjr,@rwggj,
;UF' VIR AR — o RLEL I (IR N (B R R
B TR 2V i fﬂj@ J?ﬂfﬂgjlﬂﬁgﬁl*éﬁj‘
E‘T‘ﬂiﬁ ’fw" g o = HEE = P f?'gjlﬂjﬁru
YF“E 15 FILRLTSMIHRR AR R A 1Y = Ec
Yo E“}iﬁjgﬁi PR S 2T Ao L = iEEE
A V103 (AR D R AT R
W 7131%“559%1’ 20 g,gfu;ﬂfﬁ’ﬁ e Pfﬂ}*ﬁj
ﬁ AR FIFORESE: (Bl R R P L R EREP
BV Pl (OO AR PRS2 2 i PR i
T ARLAIA S P B
Wﬁ%?%ﬂﬁ@%mo

(5)TSMIFIFERLCAFCHIL gk » = ’g B ehth
ﬁgﬂl 13"‘“33"—;;};1 FIF [[% %ﬁr@

I'** ?E[F“‘%Li IF”*’C*DI%OﬁF RS AP
F'GJETJ* al Fl‘ﬁiﬂ%?ﬂ\ﬁ‘ 73 Eifi%%['%ﬁ P SRR [ A
LB I S - 8 R GORy AR
E"?F%“‘ putgtel — TSR PR (inventive step) » AR
BEIRL A 1 R AR I BRI R
ffiVHotchkiss— & FAflIFRL - FICAFCHUTEEEATIES >
YA O R U [ B S B B S TR A
. » KSREELa™ fiichigs i 4 1)
ASd

F. KSRIERE "Resh, HIA
KSREIfJ;“@%FEP% ; ,E dalbadiiiEv P"*?%kﬁf FIFE 57
103(a) f% ’I‘Jﬁli*%m‘ 7v T ORI L (stare
decisis) 7 3 rF]JEIISO?FWJ”W_ji‘f [UgE 2Ly [T IRy
SRR AR IR THBR ) - KSRAEABIf
FOIERLPEE: ?7"5”['?@‘ M RLZ f Vfj< W (capable)f
;ﬁﬁ%l? 149 4] 155 'F'@j\ )5 R T Y FS
mPE" PR S RLA STF i (motivation)
ﬁﬁ Fﬁﬁ?H¢¢ R —

R oy 2 |43



LY HY

v Telef lexEmEs :

SAES} KSREILJ%EFF Teleflex fit™ F[llpil -
(DKSR!J b?j,}zjtﬁ T“Féﬁ‘ U3E [ e ST T}B’
A FFEERCARCRY T 7538 — i a — ok ) (TSM)H
SRS rFEun,uﬁqﬁ o
CAFC— F|FHTSMIJR L it = FHHEIRE -
o B E rﬁﬁlz’@* » B ??H'ﬁiﬁ g fg‘
FPRIPNE AR STl GRS PROT (> 2R ELR
15 5 P TR o ;fj‘:j%'%g i F‘ TSM?E[J
RLAETIRR ) Gmplicit)fs feTRFT153E (5 AOpigs - KSR
FFETSMIRE CEA R R SRS -l
RS ﬁi‘ﬂ”d‘aﬁ' PRI > TR -
ﬁ}ﬁ@ﬁléﬁﬁﬁéﬁﬁ&‘*ﬁfﬁ# IR S R S ﬁﬂ%‘
RIS < [0 KSRAEGE - ##78 » TEETRUTSMIRE
RS e NIRE = Sl B S
PSS > T MR U R IE'JW@E‘J‘ I
5o [ %’ﬁ%?l:&'(ﬁ?[‘?iw? H CAFC"‘J* EFH
{EES il Sl T %ﬁ!ﬂl%ﬁﬁ | BOAIN 35
(2) CAFCH V¢ Jﬁ‘ﬁ TSI 4 &5 Rty iy 9561
FAL R R R TR R G
EI‘J“‘F“ T FRLERA e R e A %ﬁ*lﬁi:ﬁlo%a)
(R = O RLE F B E L R -
& Graham &[T > FA e ik Beped - ¢ jﬂjﬂg\, £
R PAA1 e [ 0 R RS ZY103@ R 1]
LU E BN E [’“”FE‘TJFILQ PEFPRSR ket o fRIRL
i{iﬁﬁ 14 % 7 Graham %l 1 %ﬁ[%ﬁ“ﬂl‘“&lp BhH
IiﬁlJiEU:‘% R R F H“‘ﬁ”ﬁgﬁi%iﬁg A3
E;j:} o
PRIP(A) CAFCHrEE B TSMIHIER e He gL LA
FLRH YA - 20 2B ) LB Graham R 5
P o A1y IF“ TR Fa =S
FH*PEWﬁ““ﬁmﬁ$P&wmimﬁmﬁ*

l’ :ITI;I

B o iy 2 B R O R - 5
103 ISP TP B | 4 I B
= P o B AR R ) PR

R (g FEERRPIOTHII (F (  HR
SUBEI) PAS( B B AL e
T T, 1) < ESEOIT T - ST B
L SRR AT B IR

*iﬂﬁ F I (2R P SRR
U NI fE’ P& o Y Graham [l HCE [
Adams 19— :;t [ At ik R b R = g
2 e 'f,ﬁ Jigé%ﬁﬁ ZH) W:D FURTHS Vi
/U=t J‘ DR A e P B S ?‘J’ [
R H - OF = RS S )
E'E,IE PEVITRE [ Pl (9~ A2 < — > TSMIH]
SR T L R (S T F{pj.&;[ L P JJ%[ I
"fm SR o bl R TSMIHREATS! E PRI T
SBERSES 1J1%]Jﬁj]?tqs * KSRI'J W H o by
%, F)ﬁa]k A R T (L RLECARC 7Jpﬁf¢L_ f
I R S S I R R A TSMIE
EIESEY JHF[ Ao -
(3) KSRAF{EHHEFTSMIFREUA~
wodly s S S R
(A) KSR E5 I PFLRL y ERRE) b A MR Ty
RL: T EeE S R %w(capable)}{jzﬁﬂ*%‘“ EJ
AL b t’“f@* )$5‘7 E'JLFUJJ?F/\'J(F&W R- 5
AR - E‘F'J/ KSR} URfroffil S e bl o
B RS }E{jlﬂﬂlif'jﬁfﬁ'flﬁq\ﬁfﬁ s
(ability) ’ZH1 ﬂ”'“l 1 BV103() 9 F FILRLI O
[ ﬁi{?,f 1 T Eh(would have)-- W*Eﬁﬁﬁgl ?ﬁg“ o=
”Tr%ETﬁ PAATEH S o SUHERLBL - JUEN SRR VG - 92
[_ ]F‘ ?ﬁp;ﬁ%ﬂ | rﬁ 7 Y 'F"[ PO, EJ[JE'HfED['*‘J
'Hirwh £ lﬂﬁiﬂﬁ Fﬁf“} ﬁF‘WﬁﬁﬁZﬁE‘@’V%
LR b o KSRF’?FE;@E SRR NI A
Fgﬂi{s;rgguifﬁ J; ENNRAC | b[gs«l%’*g,lia&pj IpY
ﬁ‘?’ﬁ‘ﬂl (B) KSR yﬁ%ﬂg?u%*?"Anderson s-Black Rock
% == Sakraidag ') l"EETﬁ% [ (=2 RL - PESRIEY
(misplaced reliance) © KSRI?J BV Graham® 1 585k
HfiYAnderson” s-Black Rock = Sakraida® FR 7V "~
FEIFEIEL T (synergy) e Ry - e
e e T
Rlie HETR R 12 EJ/@@‘JGrahamjé‘ INFHRES
AT AR iiﬁﬁfaﬂmﬁ”*’ﬂﬂiﬂi‘a st ‘&i;t'ﬂlﬂj
i’EJ#i&{MIH“JEQQP Wpu;ﬁﬁ %[ﬁﬁa e
FEPH 2 J’*Hli T T AT Epl 5!
E RIS A T BL ”ﬂ’vrﬁﬁl*ﬂ

*n74

—m
=

19 Adams v. United States, 383 U.S. 39 (1966).

R

5] o | 44



@il #?ZHEAE ~Frf] T AT (innovation)
[ERLHIREERE J#ﬂﬁ Sy EHRER IR
i JIH%EHI*‘*F,I AT FE—L[&:ET"‘T P o ;];% TR
PR IR AR 2 B 19525 fSIR 0 A iy 12
Bﬁ‘a‘“ﬁ;&ﬂ Ot o BEIRAT19525 (SR ES*IFP—ELE?Q}H

fﬂﬂiﬂ OERASRER AR A SR
F SBR[ TR A - “1 15
;QE’I[EIEIJJ/ F{Jiﬁjjﬂ% I EEEApY T gl F”f— FR P
ﬂmﬁh;l?ﬁ—rﬁﬁ?ﬂ J (EEREME Y=Y
I PSR T
Uy EIfE - J%F)lflﬁilﬁ} G ERERNINIIE ES«'%’”J‘”

[ =R B PRI » herss F?i%&ﬂ*‘ﬂﬁ?ﬂ%%“[ﬁJ
UARATT AR JLF;I—j\:aﬂ | ;Lﬂl EREET ] pASIOAIE o

(5) CAFCHA{EL KSR iﬁﬁ@ S AR R
BEGRT bR AR kB e AR 1 ALk
o 2 DY - KSRAR i A BT
FRIF=F VEE e 3»:_;_ :ﬁ 55 F"” F%@ j »E‘prl'? EIMJ‘/\
Byt e tw B - AR gﬂﬁ%w
Asanoéffﬁll{ 'F]‘\EC_'—F EIR E]%4ﬂ = [FIF:'E[' LFFU

*[/?q%ﬂ

R R S R 1R (ARG
j;rpEﬁH
BER R R B R

R pr/jSJtKSR t IRL}BTTeleﬂeX P HEF UlﬁxFﬁH'
b ETE A e F['Ehlﬁﬁﬂﬁf AR 47 r' ﬂJﬁujf}EF'k’

LB BE  H TR T
= R R R — REBA

R LRI PR PR - TR
ﬂjp‘wmﬁﬁf? T ? EORLRIPEIEL ¢ E Emgj; FlEA
RLPVRT R FIIE PO ES - [ a7
S TS R R 2 4 e RITHEN e -
B F T T *JE”;H@?‘?&‘?EF'FJF” s
o

=

[ T R 5 S TR i (R e 4 ek

N ENE F,;[?ﬂjtﬁﬂw— F[L f&'ﬁ’ﬁ Hgpd o U H
%’?iiiﬁtﬂlf Lt = H[&‘*Jiﬁrjﬁi FlIz Y
R “%“F‘/ﬂéﬁi | ﬁﬁ’* fﬂ U A ‘F"}Vﬁr
%“é&iﬁ‘l@jﬁ[ ﬂf?*? FI"\’;" ENISENEN gl
PO S Y ) Syl glg’g,‘

LY HY

EIM}"‘Z[:;%{Z][F%{ N IJ#[*@E& REXE [}j&lpﬂ_{]“f
WpRRE Sﬁ (Department of ]ustlce)t*"“_TJl F|I#As il (Patent
and Trademark Office)*" % ,f“ﬁ% 1_533?‘7&5‘%?%5’\1
FROREL © LEKSRAV iii RIS AR 1
EES ?[J(reverse)ri‘?ﬁs‘fﬂi'ﬁﬂ”_‘f%ﬁ [ (CAFO)fukE: « S
PO IR ED © CAFCHL 5U1 - SEMRLY, £
ST BASTRE LY T e — @ﬁq = (TSM)?E'[J
bl [ Y lawed) ]S

LBV Rl sy« CAFCEY v 51— i
'Fi Z%ETP' Hfﬂprfrﬁ LY 55— R — A
(TSM)?E[J — W R (lawed WIS > EIENQES

()85 Jﬁf¢~ FLPLRL ) T f IS PO KRR

[ BA1 rﬁi[iﬁﬁ Fff%ﬂjj S U s = ﬁ}ﬁ F”ﬂrlﬁ[
#fﬁé SRR [ T 1966 3 2E Graham -~ R e 7

ﬁlﬂﬁié‘fl%l' EHEN Wﬂlf&ﬂﬁlﬁ[#ﬁr i
P:%Mﬁ BRI SR AR IR (question. of fac TR
E (A P [ﬁ@[“]"’ﬁ' s (B == [ 5
—Eﬁ%ﬁlﬁgf aing [l%ﬁx FllEamEIfEp B (O ﬁl%ajfi 3
ﬁiﬁﬁfllﬁﬁ@ﬁ‘“ R puesT ﬁI&FJ’%ﬁ?ﬁiﬁﬁﬂﬂﬂﬁ
'F'A'f gi;,??ip;cig;ﬁ kA EufrFa?: LB A B — IR
& %ﬁfﬂﬁfé{ﬁ? I ﬁﬁfﬁ\ [Fil 1 sl 1= TR
e i R —

FEF 'Ff;7 1 AR S [P e R s A

F"rgﬂ “LI BER P N g 5 P oA F Y

Jti L_’g[ 220

(2) CAFCHYTSMIFIREE T I RlfC— = [ B[l
phAIEYT £ o CARC 'iGrahamew%* ERERt R
- '*@Eiﬁ“U‘I‘ffEILJTSM‘EU: [RIFFAE IR~ [ RUE B3 5 Fi
#ﬁ]ﬁ[%gﬁ | BHEIE T 20 (R P AL PR s
L HEI RS }Hxﬂﬁ f 'ﬁfif%?_'ﬁ*é'? =
HEpE i_%gla' Eg,ip/[\ipﬁ%?%g [HWI Y — ’BEEJ,F posist
p s 'Efy‘}i_ﬁ,l (BT IR AR e (e U?%

o [P 1;1[]:% RS T Fﬁ [J[s¢ﬁbﬂ~,‘i¢ g mgprgl’g IS E
’F@E@R’t’f T ﬁ PP Y R B EJ’*]JF' J’Fﬁ
AOTE o 1) o TP R l%lﬁlJ e j*ﬂ?ﬁﬁ‘
%KF il jfg;%[|§giJ/]E|F§ﬁ‘}r fHp= ] WPJIFL }{jgjﬁu

2 “Whether the claimed invention manifests the
extraordinary level of innovation that justifies the award of
congressionally prescribed rights to exclude others from
practicing the invention.” Brief for the United States as

Amicus Curiae, at 10.

s gy 2 |45



LY HY

W T ?ﬁ%?ﬁﬁ?ﬂ P URLREIN | PATIR SR PR > 35 5
&Wﬁg@i
0B) % ﬁ fﬁﬁ S B;%VEE?{EZI%[ HI"E[ =0 lﬁl%gﬁ ﬁj,i]:l[i
fi ergmi TR E ] EA¢;§1 [1o “J’H%FL?;U jn
ﬁﬁl iﬁ%fﬁﬁﬁﬂlgl%ﬂ?w riGraham#'ﬁEf]F’?{T
AT > I RO 12 R Ei'iﬂ‘l‘i"Ljﬁﬁfﬁﬁ’?ﬁ:ﬁﬂﬂ—
FIRLY %ﬁj‘%?%ﬁﬁk4u ST R
i ugﬁa? eyt [HIFHF[ ﬂf%]é“ljﬁ?ﬂ? 21 #}‘fﬁk[ﬁi‘a’ﬁ?ﬂ
J‘%U RER - (R R f 75 A
Eﬂjk fgﬂyﬁz‘“ﬁjl’”ﬁ (e 18] J\}F?: E“EF/QEFIEJT iy
I R e
i ‘”E'lffr?pﬁfutf“u Efel E}{jxﬁﬁ&g ?if‘ff'f
ozl ~ R RLEES © (NI Graham A Y1
TEST AT ‘%%fﬂﬁﬁq = [ T%r%} FLE! a2
(reverse) CAFCPUHLE: »

© EEPEERRAE M -

Nﬁrlﬂﬁﬂglpmﬁg [13?:”\'7"‘15[ Y[

KSR{V= i 47 5 “?E&CAFCFI JTSMIHIE RL-
FEHRREARIREE * TSMIRS T (EN= F i i FPuglee »
EW*&&%W%WW%A?QﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁVF
%%FWPM TS T PRI R

> I Y Y i %;%ﬁfé;g;lgﬁi}pgﬁrﬁg Ty > FI%

ﬁﬁ RS 2 [T El%——’ﬁiﬁligﬁ'FVJﬂJﬂJ
F[l%;;t Ffrlﬂ’?‘/pjﬁﬁg\ ST lpl#‘“ lﬁ'ﬁlgﬁ
[~ o 5773V R TSMIHIES KSR;‘E{&%‘E ™ r bi’?“’ 2 HIEE
“JW‘%U%& PR S LY %ﬂ(capable)}ljxﬁﬂi 3
| O e flk—_{‘ ;%E& F[QL—_F[JTS‘%J

EpEREE R S'EJ«ES«‘P‘”H‘ B2 gl B ST
CAFCPUTSMI[IZ RL - [l | f=pflIzE » P FIEFJ EL
ﬁ/#ﬁKSREILﬂ' i CAFC% TR TSMIRSH VRUA 5 25

p JiEU:&ij:hggz%@t gﬂﬁrUpfg FEIEE '“J[‘KJLI—L“*TE[ fﬁ
TSM?E[] i Bl SR IR R B A T
E}"I‘fﬁ ; EJK’ZFF”GmhamLi i =R Jlﬁg fAYo3 T’?g l'ﬁl
Wi - rfﬁjﬂﬁﬁ FERE 7}%’ 3 IMA;IHILHI*IJF“EE &

2 «whether the claimed invention manifests the
extraordinary level of innovation, beyond the capabilities
of a person having ordinary skill in the art, that warrants
the award of a patent.” Id.

ﬁ? %{;ﬁﬂ SO K] TSMIFR T e ﬁi}]@# B
SRR AT 2 0 X By %ﬁ%wwﬁ
(5% Craham % — EfF)-C FHIEEE égpfi_ﬂ[%ﬁl IR
R “”‘Eﬁ'\w@?jﬂ@ ﬂrﬁliir’
Teleflexiv = il F 7ERECAFCAYTS M=
(ot IS - KSR TSMIHE F'LJ“JS‘E%%_%T)'J‘?L”‘?EH
B R R 6
{-ﬂj}{_j”ﬁfﬂ_ﬁ glﬁfé,iﬂ;F 'Jifir S5 T F/\Erfj:k [—M[Fu
TSMIFJRS Y £ IR B~ 3R ST Rl Ty
s fl.KSR%@?fU RN QEU:% ”jf/\ai"fjl‘iJ ?ﬂﬁi
A=) » Sk e e 7J?1rlfé*d§ [y T et
EI'I‘JW“EYF" C E B AR *‘E”Qﬁg?(innovation)
TIRS > TR T PSR R AR {%’@Jﬁaﬁ"f
#ﬂ#ﬁ%@*%%@uﬁ# T i
ﬁ B Jj Fetlﬁz‘ﬁ-j =k o
TR R ET [l "j[pl HVpE Sy el b s B
BRI RE S ﬁ'}% AYRA] #Ef%*%}ﬁw% o FRE

ﬁi‘%’%‘ﬁlﬁf %ﬂ#ﬁ'*w%ﬁﬁ?ﬁ%& Fl kL vgﬁ
HTE' l:iﬁ?' ?rﬁjf/\lﬂf 5y Jgﬂ[ﬂ‘nﬂﬁ

FEEER

v = | 46



