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The Federal Circuit’s recent decisions on Patent-Eligibility of the Inventions
under 35 U.S.C. §101 after the Supreme Court’s Bilski decision
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TENEDHEWT DT AN E LT, “B 8T AN 3R, T L TCEELFERNY TED D03,
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OE ALK A PERR B AT O RFFFEF 10151 BE T D IR 28T 5,

1. [ZIC®HIC

2010 4F 6 A f i Bilski 77— 2 N2V T,
FEBAARFFILS 101 2 THUE S D RFaFxt %o 7
O AL T HNENRETHTARELT,
I E THEHAKEPEREAFT (Court of Appeals for
the Federal Circuit: LA  CAFC) 2388 L Tu 7= “H¥
W BT AN XA, L TEERFERN
DTIEHDN, ME—DT A MTIZRWZ & &R L
77

ZIEABE, CAFC 7 O FFFFES 101 S:ICBIE4
DHRPEODHTNDY, Zh b DR T=
Va—&—ZFH L7238 & ERFIEDREIITK
BlEN5, AE, ZibOHRIZHOWVTRREITT D
(E - FraFER 101 RESMZHOWTH L 7o o

YERTITRE

TWAEAIE, TOESOFBIIEKT5),

2. BEDRHHXNRFERICETSTAK
(FErE )

e FECHIATIE, FEPDFFTFEAS 101 L THE S
ARG TH D INENDITONTHA KT A >
& 72 B & Bilski 77— A LLRTIC S>3 H LTy
%,

IS EESE X T, CAFC I, FEHINEFFx%
THDOMNENDOT A K CHIBrEYRE) 2R L TE T,
T, ara—F—EFHLEEENT LY

* OKEFHEL, KEFFEL
Attorney at law, Oliff & Berridge, PLC
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R LDBFEFFRI G L 72 B121%, TAEHZ (useful), H
Kiy72 (concrete), = LT, FE{AHY (tangible) 72
fES (result) ZHTHMENH 5, | (In re Alappat,
33 F.3d,1526 (Fed. Cir. 1994); State Street Bank &
Trust Co. v. Signature Financial Group, Inc. ,149 F.3d
1368 (1998)) W95 7 A N&fEsr Lz, LovL7z
M5, 2009 A Bilski 77— A (In re Bilski, 545 F.3d,
%3wmfh2m&)m%wf,%@?z%%%¢

, THEMR, 25 #i7 A~ (Machine or Transformation
test) | (771 & ADNRFE OFER 4B & RO T
WBHD, HHWIE, Ta ANEEOY L& R
DIRRE WNZEWS D7) LI T AP EEAL
2o L L7 3 B, B Od i #efIp O Bilski 77—
ADFIWHE, Bt BT A N I~ DT A K
TIERWZ EZRLTEbDTHo T,

. REDEFHTRREBEIZET S
CAFC DR (AVE1—4—EE
FHR)

(1) Cybersource Corp. v. Retain Decisions,

Inc., (Fed. Cir. August 16, 2011)

() DB E

L, A1 —Fy hETITbhbd 7Ly
M — R WG NI B T 255k E o 205
HICBET 5, BRI, fFREomsHIcB#ET 5
AE =Xy 8T RLVABLIPT RL AR e A—
VT RLR) B, ALZ VY y h— REFEE
AL UThbhioA 2 —%y b EOEB| O
AU A —Fy N T RLARE—FLTWAB)H
HZEIZEST, A F—Fy F ETITOND Y
LYy M — REHWEEREHZER T 57 kA /o
55D ThHD, MRLLRoTNDLH Y L—2AIT,
FEORIH 2 LEERIEH 3 Th D,

ORI 3L, HEOZ L—ATHY, (a) FFE
DU VYy NI— ReHnT ThbhvicA v % —

16 YERTITE

X JeJeSeSeSeSeSeTeTeIeSeTeJeSeIeTeJeTeSeTeTeTaSeTeTeIeTeIeJeSeIeTeJeTaIeTeTeTaTeTeTaTeTess

F v b ETO\mEORSIEREFRD AT v 7, (b)
B L7cifma iz v oy M — REFICET
LWEGIDY A NEAERT DAT v, (c) fERL
TeWBI DU A M EITHRO 7 LYy M — FE
BIIMNERNE BT D AT v T D3 ODAT v
IO SN TN D, FRE 24T, 22—
F—=7u T NIETLEATHY, TR
138 2723, FERNTIL, 7RI 3 ISREE O I
“a computer readable medium containing program
EDOXFEERBML, Prid
Beauregard claim] & S bar Ba—4—7
R T NIETEIL—LTHD Y

instructions for”

<BE> HRHE3
A method for verifying the validity of a credit card transaction
over the Internet comprising the steps of:

a) obtaining information about other transactions that
have utilized an Internet address that is identified with the
credit card transaction;

b) constructing a map of credit card numbers based upon
the other transactions and;

¢) utilizing the map of credit card numbers to determine if

the credit card transaction is valid.

(ii) CAFC (¥

QFERE 3 12OV T
CAFC 1%, #KIE 313 Tk £H T2 &
MRELARNWZ 2R L, FIZ, ZL—LALDKA

FyLIFAVENART T THY, Bsa it
N E R LT,

a. ‘W, Z#¥” T X b (Machine-Transformation
test) IZDOWT (F: BRIZEENS LB D, B
TRER)

FERIE 3 OFEE, EVXRY ZAZICETS
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T—F N - BT D LR TR D,
BIZZ LYy b= REGEAF =Xy FTF
AT T — 2 HMEL, DD L (mere

collection and organization of data) T, Z#i7 X
M2 L 722w, it,mmﬁsiﬁmmﬁwz

FoTHERIND LTSN TWRY, 1~

2 —Fy NS E NI D BT, A H—

Xy MFEHE 21772 9 2 E SRR VW D13

LN TH D, HIZ, FHRE3 A F =5y b E

DI VYy M= FRENCET 27— % D)7

ENFLEHINTWDD, 41—y FEHWT

T2 EGD T L HBRL TR,

b. AVENART v FIZONT

RIE3 OETOAT v 7L, AHEOBZDOH
T, HHWVIE, ADBXRCEREHNTTY Z &R
k2, T7bb, FEROFMMASCHMEIIL, %
EOFEHMRE T LT XA FFEH SN TELT,
FEMED L D R HEE bR ETHIENED
Thy, NBOBRBOFTITR 2 27 EbE
W5,

BARMIZIE, 27 v 7 (a) 1%, ADBBEFEOT—
ZRX—=2ZAMb A F—Ry N B U TR T2
LYy M — RGOS E T2 & TITH 2 &
WK D, FIZ, T—2X—ANLEREHEDL -
DI, bW AT v (f], ¥—A— %
BHLTRERXZAN LD, ~UREEHNTZ
L) BUETH-TH, TOXIRT—FIED
TeODAT v T DR TIFRFFFRR LT B0,
277 (b) X, A\DFFEDIP T RL AN
LYy M= FREBIOU A MEERTDHZ LI
Ko TERTHZ EnHkD, FREFRICH,
o, FERICL, ATy 7 ) IZ7 vy P —
REBI U A RPSD b D EERT 5 & iditdi s h
TR, A7 w7 (o) 1E, IUELIZIREIZET

W

X sesasesa

HT—H A B =y NT U RA&RKIZFERKE
BT 2002 FiELELHOTHY, FEFIC
FPHAV, £ LT, £UTE, AMOBHOFT
b b 2B b & EN D,
LMo T, EREIDODETOAT v 71X AM
DEEDOFTITZDLDOTHD, AROEEZEDHF
TOHRTEDLHTIETL, BROIMBHRTATTIC
TET, F 101 ROFFFFRFR L ITR LR,

@FERIAE 2
FESRIE 240, FESRIE 3 ORFEFRIRIN D A L H L
2Ty AT, “Ta sl ek Lzar e a—

— Pt AHL Y AIRE 7R FRER R LIREE TN L7
ZLITXY, BB LRI NENN S o
77

a. 7 L— LhDOKREFZEEITE 101 £L M5

7 L—LNEOHIKE (Xt A (process), 1
f (machine), 427 & (manufacture), FHECH)
IR STV R 9 23,
Fratxt R CTH 2 &S B3 2 BRICIZFEH DR A
ICHER L0 nidz b,
AEORIH 2, 3 ORAKZRFEMNIL, 71y b I—F
kAT 2 TECET 2 b THY, v
B o — 2 —FHi A0 FIRE 2 G A FRIE T D AR PE A
(a manufacture for storing computer-readable infor-
mation) TlL72 Y, JE61D Abele 77— A (In re Abele,
684 F.2d 902 (CCPA 1982)) 23T, fRM7eT
AT 7 Th W RFFRRTIZRONGTED 7 L— AT
EERIE 2 N Z T2 2508 7 L — DDFFF R RN
WHRERoT-, LT, CAFC DRI TH D
CCPA (Court of Customs and Patent Appeals: BHFi /s
AP EERECHIET) 1, FRRFIESS 101 RO HTICE
TiE, ZO7 V—2bz k7 L—L & LTHRY,
FERFRI R TIRR Wl L7z, £oBm & LT,

(composition of matter) )

(underlying invention)
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RHOREIHEZFHERLTNWLDOTHH-T, £
DY L—LEEBR I L—HE LTROES Z 21T,

BIbERXEZEATLZ L
over substance since the claim is really to the method

or series of functions itself) & L7205 TH B,

1272 % (exalt form

b. ¥, E#T 2 MO T
JL—AhEN7av AL, T—XE0H
TR E IR CE D X DI
MEERIZHED 5 (organize) Z & THDH, LinL7
Do, 7 —4 & HIZAH (manipulate) L, H 5\
L, T—HFEMEDD L TIHIEBRT A M EHE L
AAN

Fo, TR E ) 7 SELZLICK
D, BIFRE TR at 22T R LTS
ToDITIE, ORI R R RE R ORI I EE /R
wm%ﬁzé%®fﬁﬁhﬁ@%ﬁwo@§¢m
X, HiE7 L—ARFEITIND BT, MM EE
PR E 2 Bl S AT T e B, FERIE 3 R
DAVBNAT T HFTTHAL Ea—F—D
HRAITEIRNR L OTH Y, FrifiiRoO#MEICE
HRRHIRE T E 2 2 b DO TIE R, Lo
T, FEFRRTIEARWVEERE 2 12, “a v Ea—
H —e Y FIRE 7R FLEREE /R (computer-readable
EWIHIREZMATENDEE - T, FF
TR ERDHEDOTIER, BRI L—L0D
AR IR RN T A T 7 Th LGS, £
DAL, a0 a—F—DHTEMT
XHEOICI L —LLTED, HDHNIE, T Ea—

— WY FREZRFLERIEIR D T 7T WA

AALTEELTY, 2D HDOTIERY, Lo
T, ara—4—%fHLA THZHITTED
Rt R Tl Wi e A v 2 v et 2%, B
I N7 TEITTHEZL—LLTH,
7 A IR 2 LRV,

(manipulate) L C,

medium) ”

18 YERTITRE
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(2) Ultramercial, LLC v. HuLu, LLC, (Fed.
Cir. September 15, 2011)

() FHBADOBE

RN, FHIEMEY (B, &2, W@, K%) %
A =%y b ETRIEL, HEFIZILEEED
%&?5&%%%6&@@K%@%¢%%%%ﬂ
TZITIRY, ZL T, REEANEED O R
XD EFEOFECHETHEDOTHY, W&
RoTFERIEIL 11 ORT v b Sh T
Do

<BE> FHkHE
A method for distribution of products over the Internet via a
facilitator, said method comprising the steps of:

a first step of receiving, from a content provider, media
products that are covered by intellectual property rights protec-
tion and are available for purchase, wherein each said media
product being comprised of at least one of text data, music data,
and video data;

a second step of selecting a sponsor message to be asso-
ciated with the media product, said sponsor message being
selected from a plurality of sponsor messages, said second step
including accessing an activity log to verify that the total num-
ber of times which the sponsor message has been previously
presented is less than the number of transaction cycles con-
tracted by the sponsor of the sponsor message;

a third step of providing the media product for sale at an
Internet website;

a fourth step of restricting general public access to said
media product;

a fifth step of offering to a consumer access to the media
product without charge to the consumer on the precondition
that the consumer views the sponsor message;

a sixth step of receiving from the consumer a request to

view the sponsor message, wherein the consumer submits said

PATENT STUDIES No.53 20123
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request in response to being offered access to the media prod-
uct;

a seventh step of, in response to receiving the request
from the consumer, facilitating the display of a sponsor mes-
sage to the consumer;

an eighth step of, if the sponsor message is not an inter-
active message, allowing said consumer access to said media
product after said step of facilitating the display of said sponsor
message;

a ninth step of, if the sponsor message is an interactive
message, presenting at least one query to the consumer and
allowing said consumer access to said media product after re-
ceiving a response to said at least one query;

a tenth step of recording the transaction event to the ac-
tivity log, said tenth step including updating the total number of
times the sponsor message has been presented; and

an eleventh step of receiving payment from the sponsor

of the sponsor message displayed.

(i) CAFC M ¥

CAFC X, 7 L—AlE, “BEL LTORE” &
WD —RAIEES A IRV (a practical ap-
plication of the general concept of advertising as cur-
rency) L, £/, EREINZUBE LD THD
MD, FFFRETH D Ll LTz,

OHFITIB VTR & 5 Eifr

T B CTREBINC G S 4 5 Bt ook B e i
BT 2L, HEH 72 b O TRV, REFF
X, WEROREHEZERTHHOTHD, T2
b, HEEICEEEDCT 7 8 A &3 500
W2, HEZIZH L TUAEZRESZ LIS T,
7V (A ¥ =3y MRHEIZBNTE
RENTIRENENTZ T 7V v 7 SN ieRT
) OWLELETLHLOTHD, iERELIEDO

YERTITRE

X sesasesa

HEIIH S OAETokELZ BN E L, 2 LT,
A= —Hi IS L TWD,

“WEELTORE EWIHRLT AT 7L
R TH D, BIZIE, ERE LMoo
7H (v 7) OBERZA S RREDEMITIS
MLTHW2RVOIE, FiFRTERNE I 2Rb0
Thd, LG, AFEFT, “@EELTO
JRE” LWHITAT T HRIZHERLTNDHDT
1372, ZOTATT HEENIGH LT HiE%
JL—ALTWbD, £z, REFFIL, EIEHED %
EHEAbT 27200 11 OAT v 70572 HREED
FHikuk 7 L—ALT0ER, ZhbD) bnE<
DAT v FEATIRONNE, B Ea—F—
T T LARNETH L, BIZ, X, B3R
7 v 7D “providing said media products for sale on
an Internet website” (X, /¥ —x v ML a v
= — & —B8# i35 (Internet and a cyber-market
environment) |ZFRFAICIGH SN D, Fz, H4 A
Ty 7T, bL, FEEEMPSIRGEOR LI
SNTEHEITIE, ARITEEEDY~DT 7 & AN
“restricted (fIfR)” S22, Z 2 TIEEMER=
Vo — =T s T ARMETHD, iEREIIC
FLE SN AR E LCTRD &, BT = v
Va—H—A U F—T oA AZEHFLTND,

B, BELTBELWR, oYk, av
Ea—d =2 W HECBWT, 7r 77 LR
EORBEHHETHLRED, ITOVWTEDTND
RTIERW E T, HFEZERT D701 & —
Xy NEEHTLZ 0, FFFIRTHLTZDI
VETHD, HDHWX, FFiFrdgThrDIcR
FTHD, LHELTNDHDOTIERY, HIZ,
SEOF R EIR>TND 7 L—AZBWTE, £
NWHITRFFRRE R HDFEHRO—HTH DI E 72
WeWnWH ZEThD,
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@Y7 by TFu s T A, MEHTERVO
h, HDBNL, FFEDOHEM (particular machine)
TIERW? LEI>BRICKLT
Alappat 77— A (In re Alappat, 33 F.3d,1526 (Fed.

Cir. 1994)) IZHBWTC, avEa—X—7n 77 A

(TH LW A EY Ll ~Tn 5,3 72b b,

FERIZIT e a2 Ba—F¥—ThoThH, £

D— e Ea—X— 37 a7 7 8280,

TR TAY T NUET ORRICNEST, HDHFE

EOBREZ R7-THREDOHMD 2 B a—F —(C

72505 Toh % (programming creates a new ma-

chine, because a general purpose computer in effect

becomes a special purpose computer once it is pro-
grammed to perform particular functions pursuant to

o BETHIX

Ta T APEAAENT A E 2 —F —XFED

R R EARIE G ATV D,
ZOH LWOERIT, M N— Ry =T OfFEKE

BORSNITZ L —0F 52 bHKkOL, HDHW

X, bo LERIIZ, FEDOHREZZRITT 57 1

TITRZED I L—2T5Z LARHKD,

instructions from program soft-ware)

a2 — ]

@F 112K LE 101 £& OBFKRIZONT

7 L—AIFIAL, FFEDA =X LNFH S
TR E o T, (FRFxtgsh L 72 %) s
THDEND Z LTI, FEFFES 112 &
D) FUEEAE L FEE RTRE A, (RFRFIESS 101
RD) 7 U—LBFEIRIGTH DN E S OB

ELHIDO LD TH D, 5101 RIFFrF S %
W42 M7 1 L& — (coarse eligibility filter) ”
Thod, BHZR, SHRRER, H25WE, FEh
TERONBLENRNNSLEE ST, ZThiHH
RO & T D RETIEAR, 2D OEE
I 112 0B TH D,

20 YERTITRE
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4. RIEDRHFRRERHICET S
CAFC D ¥R (EREERER M)

(1) Prometheu Laboratories, Inc. v. Mayo
Collaborative Service, (Fed. Cir. De-
cember 17, 2010)

(i) EADME

FINE, HBEORIEMREER (B, 1BEMEXR
Wade, 7 v— %) ICAMRIBRECEL, BIfE
A ERNRT, 30, FEZRIRERIR L 72 53D
BEBZIRET D HECET D, MR e 2T
6- A /717 K7V > (6-mercaptopurine, LL T 6MP)
ET7HF ATV > (azathiopurin, LLF AZA) T
D, THhOLOHEIIRME, 6-F 47T =
(6-thioguanine, LA F 6TG) X° 6-AF /LA )T
7"V > (6-methylmercaptopurine, LT 6-MMP)
72 EOARGHEY) (metabolites) (2 S 415,
KR L IR o T2 DX 623 FFFFOFHRIA 1 L 55RHE
46, XN, 302 FFFDFERIE 1 TH 5, 623 Kt
DOFERIE 11X, (1) 6TG Z a7 23K (i, 6MP,
ZAZ) %573 7% (administering), 3K, (2)
D 6TG L~V ZIRET % (determining) D 2 D
DAT > T aEd, LT, miShiz 6TG O L
VI DRE LV E S, EORERIC
FoTEET 23 (Fl, 6MP, ZAZ) O&EZIEN
FTRED, HDHWE, D7 < T DR (indicate)
TOMRE RS> TS, £ LT, BIEMZ /IR
&L, 2, RERIBFRINE L R DG RERE
THEICRSTND,

<BE> 623 KO RE1
1. A method of optimizing therapeutic efficacy for treatment of
an immune-mediated gastrointestinal disorder, comprising:

(a) administering a drug providing 6-thioguanine to a
subject having said immune-mediated gastrointestinal disorder;

and

PATENT STUDIES No.53 20123
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(b) determining the level of 6-thioguanine in said subject
having said immune-mediated gastrointestinal disorder,

wherein the level of 6-thioguanine less than about 230
pmol per 8x108 red blood cells indicates a need to increase the
amount of said drug subsequently administered to said subject
and

wherein the level of 6-thioguanine greater than about 400
pmol per 8x108 red blood cells indicates a need to decrease the

amount of said drug subsequently administered to said subject.

623 FFFFORERIE 46 1%, FRIE 1 D “HE
(administering) ” ZHIBR L7227 L—ATH Y, 302
BriFodERE 1 1%, 6TG L XL 2 RET D
(determining) 7' 12 & A |ZHBWT, 6-MMP D L-X
IVHIRE LT,

<BE> 623 FEFOFEREH 46

46. A method of optimizing therapeutic efficacy and reducing
toxicity associated with treatment of an immune-mediated gas-
trointestinal disorder, comprising:

(a) determining the level of 6-thioguanine or
6-methylmercaptopurine in a subject administered a drug se-
lected from the group consisting of 6-mercaptopurine, azathio-
purine, 6-thioguanine, and 6-methyl-mercaptoriboside, said
subject having said immune-mediated gastrointestinal disorder,

wherein the level of 6-thioguanine less than about 230
pmol per 8x108 red blood cells indicates a need to increase the
amount of said drug subsequently administered to said subject,
and

wherein the level of 6-thioguanine greater than about 400
pmol per 8x108 red blood «cells or a level of
6-methylmercaptopurine greater than about 7000 pmol per

8x108 red blood cells indicates a need to decrease the amount

of said drug subsequently ad-ministered to said subject.

YERTITRE

R, AR — ANTE D% EmEECHIPTIC B S,
BE R @ BT CRENETTT CTh 5,

(i) CAFC M1

CAFC 1%, & ThO 7 L—AhlX, FFEOYN % B
7R BHWRKEE B DI AT D (transform an
article into a different state or thing) DT, Z#i7 A
FERT D LWL, Thabb, FrEoKe
TG LIzt AR OIRITZ(L L, £z, HOWAAL
INEHI I, ETo, EORHPEY) (metabolites)
DAL BRI 72 AL T 5 &fiam LTz,

OE#H#T A MZONT
PG END &, BN TITYRERN AT D,
RN Z @I T DRI, THEEE 52 T
Wi o 2 LideS, EB|AEE D, NTHICH
B INTHORBNZ L2 HER~DEEIL, b
DIZEREGETHLHANTH D, T7hbb, KEZE
Wi, 3 (1, 6MP, ZAZ) IXEOMNRHED T
b% 6TG I T oz EGIND
(administering) , %5 S 72 FEMHEM I 2L
95 Z & HIKIZEARD 7 71 A (natural processes)
WZE-oTHELDD, ZOFEFIZI > THRIFHFLT
b 5 H- O (administering) A7 > 7 NRFEFIEXT
RLRDHDTITRV, KMEDGEOZERIT, (&
FEVEWRT H72010) BRI B 13 2 & 5- (R1)
b, B%) LEMRTHY, ZhFAROTmt
AT, WERYRY) D WTE DAL F )/
B D VIIWER IR AT 0 AR RTH D
ZEIZEHDOZ ETHD (Itis virtually self-evident
that a process for a chemical or physical transforma-
tion of physical objects or substances 1is pat-
ent-eligible subject matter) ,
RE (determining) A7 v FIIEMEHES LD
ThHo, o, 7L —AINTHEOFEEE L 7
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HHbDTHDH, 20, BEOFOD 6TG X
6-MMP D L ~L % B DI T YIRS B E
NTWD, MEOMIEN S REPEM 2T HLE
DIEEZRETDHIOI2IE, HOEOBRE (B2
i, HREICGEEHINTWD LX) REEiRiss v
v~ NI ERCEENETED L HICT D
TmODIEIE) BETH D, FrrHEE O HMFE
DIRRTND LI, 7' ADRKIZB W T,
o E LTIEE SN AR O MR, Ak
Ao mEcixe<, £, AMOMEHERD,
A N ORI TIX VWO TH D, 2E D,
EWHfED D TH D, £z, RE (determining)
AT v 7L, 6-TG X° 6-MMP L~ L HIET 5
ZEIEo T, IREPICRT S, RBIERZR/NE
L, o, RERIBRDRERLEORGEX
TEAREETHHDOTHY, 7 L—LHEOEE
BRE Sy EEDTNDELDTHD,

QEETHARVWHELTMRLEEZEDOITS
(post-solution activity) 2>?°
ERDE TR ERT v T LIRERAT v T,
BHAEMES SOTHY, £i2, 7 L—LFEDOE
LR HOTWD, Lei->T, HRsEE
TIL 7R WVERRE Z fRg ik L 7= % D17 % (post-solution
activity) TIL72\Y,

QHRDT —FZIWNEDAT v TH?

ez, BHAT v T EWREAT v TIXH
T2 ENET LR, —FH, InboT kAT
T=AWEZ T EHPE LTS LD TR,
Thbb, FHEAT v FIIHRKIGEDO DI HE %
oD THY, WERT v I, REPIC
BV THEOR L & EFHET 25 B TIEORHEY
DL_NEHTHIEDOTHD, LT, b
D7 v A TEREO—HTHY, iz, Efxr

22 YERTITRE

X JeJeSeSeSeSeSeTeTeSeSeTeIeSeIeTeJeTeSeTeTeTeSeTeTeIeSeIeJeSeIeTeJeTaIeTeTeTaTeTeTaTeTeass

EILDOTHD, LIEn-T, Hid T —2IUE
DAT v T TN,

@I V—AD—HZIAVEINAT v S TH DR
(ol ANE
wherein RIEDOREFHEIIA L HX VAT v T T
BHY, ZOFITITEFFRETIIRY, L LR
O, BERAT v T EREAT v TR TH
0, FERFFFRIZR O wherein SRENBINSNTH,
7 L—LxRRE LTRIVUE, iR Tod b,

(2) Classen Immunotherapies, INC., v.
Biogen Idec, (Fed. Cir. August 31,
2011)

() FHBADOBE

R T D=\ /NRITKk L C TR A 1772

I, TEHEROV FITL - T, REkoigk

DIRR (BERIE, TAEL, %) ORAITKEE
THZENHDH, FEYIX, 0K RFROIEA
< TeDIT, BEOTYHEREOFIEEZREEL,
FEROZBED U X7 13 bARWEHE (schedule)
ZIREL, ZOFHHIZIE > T/ARIZK L TRy
(2T R A T BB D,

B9 2 RFIT, 739 F5RF, 139 HFF, LY 283
Firo 3 Th %,

D739 H7F & 139 #57F
OO0 FET L—2IE, 1) H#EOT
PifefE 2 “screen (FRGE)” T 227 v 7&, 2)
Z DOFEFRITFESVT “immunizing (TPAEEFR)” %
g AT v IhoisnTnd, £LT, H—
® “screen (FRFE)” AT v 7%, —2ODTN—7
DOVFFLEMIT R U TRR DRI DS W TR
fEzfE L, FNENDOREE “compare (LLi#g)”
L, FEREMFHOEL DY A7 DRV TR
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B % “identify (JRIE)” T2 Z LB SN T
Wb, £LT, B0 “immunizing (FFHEERE)”
ATy NE, FEROEMIFOKEZ 5 U 27 DfE
TEBRIEFEICE S W THEBIC TR %
“administering (#5-)” T 2H & 72> T 5,

1. A method of immunizing a mammalian subject which

comprises:

(I) screening a plurality of immunization schedules, by

(a) identifying a first group of mammals and at least a
second group of mammals, said mammals being of the
same species, the first group of mammals having been im-
munized with one or more doses of one or more infectious
disease-causing organism-associated immunogens accord-
ing to a first screened immunization schedule, and the sec-
ond group of mammals having been immunized with one or
more doses of one or more infectious disease-causing or-
ganism-associated immunogens according to a second
screened immunization schedule, each group of mammals
having been immunized according to a different immuniza-
tion schedule, and
(b) comparing the effectiveness of said first and sec-

ond screened immunization schedules in protecting against
or inducing a chronic immune-mediated disorder in said
first and second groups, as a result of which one of said
screened immunization schedules may be identified as a
lower risk screened immunization schedule and the other of
said screened schedules as a higher risk screened immuni-
zation schedule with regard to the risk of developing said
chronic immune mediated disorder(s),

(II) immunizing said subject according to a subject immuni-

zation schedule, according to which at least one of said infec-

tious disease-causing organism-associated immunogens of

said lower risk schedule is administered in accordance with

said lower risk screened immunization schedule, which ad-

YERTITRE

X sesasesa

ministration is associated with a lower risk of development of
said chronic immune-mediated disorder(s) than when said
immunogen was administered according to said higher risk

screened immunization schedule.

@283 #7F

283 BFRFORE T L—AITIE, 739 FFEFE 139
FrORK 7 L—LbDHE—D AT v T DHINFLHE
INTWe, T72bb, HEEOWAEMIT LT
F70 5 TR G SV T “immunizing (7
BHEERE) " 21T\, ENENODORER % “compare (b
12)” L CORSRDEMEFROAE L D U A7 OIRWTBA
PEREGTE 2 “determining (JLE)” § 5 HiET L—
LAThHD,

1. A method of determining whether an immunization schedule
affects the incidence or severity of a chronic immune-mediated
disorder in a treatment group of mammals, relative to a control
group of mammals, which comprises immunizing mammals in
the treatment group of mammals with one or more doses of one
or more immunogens, according to said immunization schedule,
and comparing the incidence, prevalence, frequency or severity
of said chronic immune-mediated disorder or the level of a
marker of such a disorder, in the treatment group, with that in

the control group.

(ii) CAFC %t

CAFC 1%, 739 %35 & 139 K350 7 L — N3k
FFRIRTH Y, 283 FiFrD 7 L— NI T
EC QAR T Ay

D739 5 & 139 R55F

TIORFFTF & 139KFFF D 7 L — A%, TRi#ERICE
KT B DBIEIFDOEL B Y 27 KL §5F
EIZEAT A0 THY, WEINFEIZESN
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THRIEZATR OV TR ZIT O AT v

(the physical step of immunization) % & A T\ 5,
DFEY, ZL—AiE, BED, o, FEERIITIS
F (a specific, tangible application) S THY, 7
L— NIRRT H D,

@283 HiF
283FFFF D 7 L— WU, TR X T B
FEIZHE R T D FF R DB ORI EST H 0 E
IMMRET HZ ENFTHINTND, 2D &I
D% OFHEIZ IS T PR (immunization)
BRI AT v T BT DI39REF & 139%FEF &
STRHITH 5, 2838570 7 L— A%, BEEDTBh
BEREORBREWRT 574 T 7227 L—AL T
L, LML RL, ZOEE TR
(immunization) #1772 95 A7 v FIEHT 5 Z
FEkE TV AR, HIZTF — & ZUUE, w@
THETTH-T, TOT—X E2IKDIFEIC
AL Thiu, Tor L—A i%%ﬁ%k
722 6720,

@739 KT, 139 K57F & 283 KrRF DEW

283 FrFFD 7 L— a0, B 5 SCERICREHE L
TH LB O PRI B O ELZ LV Ea—T 5%
EEOVH—DAT vy IRE#HE N TND, Ll
BHRG, 7 L—AE, ZOHEHEEFEEOEHICH
WTELY, HICTHEMAEOENILD, &
DO s LARWEF O RN
JER (the abstract principle) 23FE&EE S LTV 5121
TRV, —J7, 139 RFRF L 139 FrF D 7 L — AT,
PG U A 7 OARNFHENZ LSV T PR & 1772
I17% (act) WHEIZEENTEBY, ZhiZk-T
TG 72 B0 72 B DR E OIS & 72 5 T
% (moving from abstract scientific principle to spe-

cific application) ,

24 W

X JeJeSeSeSeSeSeTeTeIeSeTeJeSeIeTeJeTeSeTeTeTaSeTeTeIeTeIeJeSeIeTeJeTaIeTeTeTaTeTeTaTeTess

@B R (Dissent)

AHPRIL2: 1 OHIRTH Y, — NOHFET, 739
FERF L 139 R D 7 L— N BRI Tlde
EUTOLIBRERZREHL TV

T b, 739 KEEFIE, 2 DO E & i L, 18
PEIR DI EFEROIRNGE ARSI L 27 L— 4
LTWDIZHE 2R, PH#EEZITR ) AT v
(immunization step) %, Parker 77— A ° CThg &
HI P R & A5 Ebt“ﬁ%%%&btﬁ®ﬁ
%" (post-solution activity) > ZiE & 7200,

5. BHYIC

CAFC |40 THRFFFED 101 SRICHET 5%
TFRIGEBIZONT, RA v e D HRERE
ALTWS, UTFDOXIIZ, FhAztBdorZ L
NTED,

TP, LS 101 SOAREIX, B 101 SRITFE
R R ZHMT 5 T 4 L2 — (coarse eli-
gibility filter)” &5 9 5 TdH 5 (Ultramercial 7 —
A)o Flz, BRTHDLN, FraHES 112 FROFLH
R L REFFESE 101 RO BRI O b DO TH D
([Fr—A),

ZLTC, R RTh 2 0E e 2RI
T ORA (underlying invention) (Z78A >k 2ViE
DL, FERFRIGCII AR W AIERBIC, HIZEIKREY
[ZEEESC T B o — X —F ALY AR R Rk AR
EWVWIORELZIMATHRHFALR L TR L2
(Cybersource 77— %), gzl 7 SHELHT &
IZX Y, BRI WHIEZ RS RET D
T2 DITIE, Btk o IR RS SR O#FHIC E R
REZ 5 RTE by, $72bb, HiEs
L—ANFTEND BT, WM EEREHZ R
TSIz s ewn (R —2),

TG 72T A T T IR R TIED D0, £
DT AT T ZEFRNTISH L, Higiciun TRl
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WIS &5 BT S 2 58 ITIT R R4
T®» 5 (Ultramercial 7—R), F7=, BHib7—
LN 21T 5 721 TR L 1 b7
W3, 2 ORER A EBNTISHT 256 IR
*5e & 72 % (Cybersource 77— A, Classen 77— A&,
Prometheu 77— &), Z LT, HiLZ L—AIZEBWN
T, R2TDAT v TN ANHBOBEBEDOHRTITZ 5 (X
VENAT T D) FEIIIRRI SR L 3 b
W3 (Cybersource 77— R), FEFXIHRDO 7 L— A
DA HNAT v TPRGFER TN &
Wo T, ZOZEITRY 7 L—LWRRRFRGNE
25 H O T2 (Prometheu 77— ),

IHIZ, ZL—APHEETEHRWEZ R L
B DITRE 7 L— A LT 0EN ST
L 70% (Classen 77— A, Prometheu 7 — A),

— O OOHFRFEHITH LV HOTIEZRY, L
ML D, ZhbOHRFEEZMED, 2Rz P
fRS 2 Z LIRHEIBIRIR, B RO, RS TR E
RFBICBITLEEOHENPOHHETHA D,

)
' Bilski v. Kappos, 561 U.S. ___(2010)

REBHFTE, 7 L — L ENZRBHNE 101 £O7
B ANE D I DR, B BT A R IXR
2, o, BBERTANTIESH LN, E—DFT AT
FRVE ORGERICE L2, ZOBRMEUTO LI
WARTWD,

“Bebk,EHLT A R X, BEIDWER, &5V,
HRWTh D LERR (Industrial Age) (ZIEF5 T
boTemb Livgnas, (bR (Information Age)
21X, 20T A MBRME—DT R b ET 5 DITITEEN
EL D, HRIEERIIZENETTH STV o
TRHANHBE LT 22 ERHY, ZOXHRTHEX
TN e B & Fiarxt G T 2 D&l 4%
BE, £DO7 A ML LT “HdR AT X R ICRET
BT L, RHEEERETCIDBENS D, H LWHI
WHRILTHEHFILWT A NBBETH D,

LT, “BEWEHT AN T T, REFEICR
EFMENEL D08 E LT, Bz, LTFTOX D728
W EPHH AR T TS : V7 U7 (software)
O SE 2 W R R $2 97 (advanced diagnostic medicine
techniques) D M4y 8, F7-, HIEFHBEE (linear
programming) , 7 — % JEAfE (data compression), 35 LT,

YERTITE

) X sesasess

TV A5 OERE (manipulation of digital signals) B4
HOFEH,
AR THY LT =LA OFED CAFC OFFFFES 101
RICBET D E LTI,
(DResearch Corporation Technologies, Inc. v. Microsoft
Corporation,__ F.3d___(Fed. Cir. 2010),
@Association For Molecular Pathology v. USPTO,___ F.3d
(Fed. Cir. 2011), K&
(@ Dealertrack,Inc.,v.Huber__ F.3d__ (Fed. Cir. 2012)
=N D,
e ECHIFT ORFFHES 101 FRICBET 2461 & LT,
BIZIE, AT OHRNH B,

(1) Funk Bros. Seed Co. v. Kalo Inoculant Co., 333 U.S.
127(1948): H R DOAIEW 1T 4T D AWM D 338 o F15%k o
—WThHY, BROWMEY (NI TVT) OREDI
FATE 2 Cldisvn e L7z, (2) Gottschalk v. Benson,
409 U.S. 63 (1972) : EER RSB NE L TTrE Y
X LEHEBRORFF %2R E LTz, (3) Diamond v. Chakra-
barty, 447 U.S. 303 (1980): 1952 D FFFHELIERF, e
X, EERFTIRELTAILL s TER SN2 TD
HbOEBR LT\ &L, FEfrxtgofisti, B8Rk
Al (laws of nature), H#RHLA (natural phenomena),
G T A7 (abstractideas) D 3 SDHZEHTHDHZ &
%7~ L7z, (4) Diamond v. Diehr, 450 U.S. 175 (1981) : %&
BIAYEE 101 e DHEFF R TH 2008 9 Il 5121,
JL— L RREZBETRETHDLLELT, #HEREDO—
Mioarva—2—0fERARETEN TV DR 2 5
gL Uiz,

Al oRIH 2

A computer readable medium containing program instruc-
tions for detecting fraud in a credit card transaction between
a consumer and a merchant over the Internet, wherein exe-
cution of the program instructions by one or more processors
of a computer system causes the one or more processors to
carry out the steps of:

a) obtaining credit card information relating to the trans-
actions from the consumer; and

b) verifying the credit card information based upon values
of plurality of parameters, in combination with information
that identifies the consumer, and that may provide an indica-
tion whether the credit card transaction is fraudulent,

wherein each value among the plurality of parameters is
weighted in the verifying step according to an importance,
as determined by the merchant, of that value to the credit
card transaction, so as to provide the merchant with a quan-
tifiable indication of whether the credit card transaction is
fraudulent,

wherein execution of the program instructions by one or
more processors of a computer system causes that one or
more processors to carry out the further steps of;

[a] obtaining information about other transactions that
have utilized an Internet address that is identified with the
credit card transaction;

[b] constructing a map of credit card numbers based upon
the other trans-actions; and

[c] utilizing the map of credit card numbers to determine
if the credit card transaction is valid.
HETERWVBEE MR LR OITH

e HCHIFTIE, 1978 4RO Parker 77— AIZHEWT,
R UT-1% D1T# (post-solution activity) T I34F

;%\

il

k=110
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PEIZ R &I L7,

<$#> Parker v. Flook, 437 U.S. 584 (1978)

KL, MEOER T o R ICETALDOTHY,
RE, B, BLY, MErEHRL T, REngs
R (alarm limit) ([ZE L7 5@EMTHHDTH D,
HEE S TE FR AR TS S N TRV B SR —E
ThHDHR, EEORBN ST, ZOBERAE
WEEFTOLENRD Y, AP TILZOEERA
EEHTLIECHE DT, 7 L—2iF, O
EEOHH, @7 Y X A% AV TR OSERR
REe#HET L, BV, Q¥EEOEERAZ O
EHERFICHE TS, O3 ODORT v b iRoT
Wz, FEHOEEHRFEIIEOAT v 7 ThHY,
ZDRDOBPIATHM E Ble o> Tz, L LR
5, BEOAT v P IIHEXROARTZ T TH-72DT
FEFHEE X, (BBEQORT v FItHSL) FEOD A
Ty TIBREFERH D EERE LT, L LARRD,
wEFHFNL, 20T v A%, FERIR L% O
177 (post-solution activity) (ZiB&E 72 & LT, $FF
RBETIHRWELE, DFV, AR L—0iE
L ZENRHED ATHNIE, WA, #fEs
fiF R U 7= D174 (post-solution activity) % {34192
TENHER, ZOZ LI ERODLZ L1E, E
BIobEXSEzEALDZEICRD L LT,
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