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(O’Malley, J.) (Taranto, J., dissenting in part)
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2 D-Link Systems, Inc.ftt., Netgear, Inc.. Acer, Inc.. Acer America Corp.. Gateway, Inc.. Dell, Inc., Toshiba
America Information Systems, Inc. % U8 Toshiba Corp. 2345, Intel Corp. 2353FEAZ M,

3 Ericsson, 773 F.3d at 1209 (“Ericsson promised to offer licenses for all of its 802.11(n) SEPs at a RAND rate
via letters of assurance to the IEEE. In its letters, Ericsson pledged to “grant a license under reasonable rates to
an unrestricted number of applicants on a worldwide basis with reasonable terms and conditions that are
demonstrably free of unfair discrimination.””).

! 723, IBEE [3Z2 D% | FFFFRD Y —2UGTL TV, KEFHEE G FRUGTRIC S, B R TR N2V E
% Business Review Letter C/RL TV 5, Business Review Letter to the Institute of Electrical and Electronics
Engineers (Feb. 2, 2015), available at http://www.justice.gov/atr/public/busreview/311470.htm.

5 ELRMZRRR ERRIT, kD EEY, D-Link: $435,000, Netgear: $3,555,000, Acer/Gateway: $1,170,000, Dell:
$1,920,000, Toshiba: $2,445,000, Belkin: $600,000,
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Georgia—Pacific analysis for determining reasonable royalty damages). FERIIZBIFR1DERY,
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TholzLEiET D, ZLDOTIHAT V=77 D-Link OEIZFEFHT 2 (Cisco 7V —7,
Broadcom 7 V—7% /),

BER I CRFFR— VR T v 7 R OO TV T 4« AZ X U T IZOW TR T _RENE BT 512
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Nestier Corp. v. Menasha Corp.—Lewisystems Div., 739 F.2d 1576, 1579-80 (Fed.Cir.1984); see
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Fo, B AVILT o AR T TN ONTUILL FOIHIHIR T2,
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12 E NI ORI (B LR TFICIRB2WV) 2 EfEL TODEA . FidrR—V R Ty
T RRAAY VT 4« AZ %7 ORAD B /N RSN TE O, B R — LR 7w 713, &4t
DB DM A ZRD D LN TE e > TSR FHER NEIN oA Y LT 4 BER U A,
TAY VT A« A X7 1, B 2 OERE S IR BHEDMREATS 572 L L ThH , 2O RFFF

19 Lemley, Mark A., and Carl Shapiro, Patent Holdup and Royalty Stacking, 85 Tex. L. Rev. 1991 (2007);
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DA ERDRER, Ehid DAY LT A AN KEILRVTEDLLEITFELID,

BERT OB I H I RAT, KPR — VR T o 7 RO aA Y IV T 4« AZ % TR & & BRI
RAND v A Y /LT ¢ %8% ] CTX 7, Microsoft v. Motorola Tl Motorola 23R 7= R L[FEZDn
AV NT A ZAMOHRG LIARFTFHEE DN ER L2356 | Microsoft OO SCHARA /L7 BRI T8 STk
EBIELCLEIEL TaA YT 1 AX X 7 BREHR I, In re Innovatio TlEEA¥ /LT 1+
2B 7 BRI A FE IR A AR S S O B R 38 SR TR E S U2,

AHRITENDE TR0 | ARG RY | BE R I XA Y L T A B DR FHI ST > TR
TR —NART YT R OBAY T 1 A% T OB EEB BT HUENRNE LT RICEE R
FRROOLNDE, —FEVICHBRFHER L V- Th, BWED TS AR IR D& T
AN AEBE IO IEE TR, AHEFEELTH-01270RT7 (v A B TR LB R T4
H2EES RD HEDMILERD TR— 74U R2EDT A A% HiEd R&D ERD
Dt HRSLZERFFIRA T 20O OHKRMEHE ORGRIAV # 2 TELEL T A ATEH)
AT TSt 7ed | 2DT7 M AHEHIZ S Th D, 207 BIRMERE DT~ T
DOBUE MIARFHER 1S L CHLFEIZ A YL T 4 & DRI E W S X E AR
BUEENY, 2 S5 LT AHIHRAS Microsoft HIER P L2 T 3D HIE V8 5 28K
DHERIE MEAL CNDIE 2L > THAY AT A AX X T NAEC TODLERE LR T
TR EE 2D,

AHNRIIFE R R LN RETHLDOTHLHD, FHHBEICIDFHRICBNTH, Y EEDRER

Contreras, Jorge L., Standards, Royalty Stacking and Collective Action, CPl Antitrust Chronicle, Mar. 2015 (2).
Y Microsoft Corp. v. Motorola, Inc., No. C10-1823 (W.D. Wash. Apr. 25, 2013) at 146.
12" In re Innovatio IP Ventures, LLC Patent Litig., No. 11-C-9308 (N.D. Ill. Oct. 3, 2013) at 17-19, 74.
B [AERIZ, Douglas H. Ginsburg #HI'E & Y Joshua D. Wright B FTC Z &%, fFiFAR— AR 7y 7 A&
D EL DGR SN D 0BT Frr A — VR Ty 7 RO R 72 EHL L 72\ &= 3R 72 (Ginsburg, Douglas
H., Koren W. Wong-Ervin & Joshua D. Wrignt, 7he Troubling Use of Antitrust to Regulate FRAND Licensing,
CPI Antitrust Chronicle, Oct. 2015 (1), at 4),

2B, AAYINT A A X T ORE RO DT LR T DL FRIADZAIL T Lo TULFEHLA - L &
NTHREZ DMUDFFFHET ~DSFNNRR T OFEDRHLTENE, RA Y VT 1R E e RALS T 5 & DHEF
FZEDEH T ~DETIA B %7351 LV DA (Contreras, Jorge L., Standards, Royalty Stacking and
Collective Action, CPl Antitrust Chronicle, Mar. 2015 (2), at 6). FF& LZEKFFFHER ORFFFLH 2 Bkl T
HIDIEB b,
 Tntel ™ Ann Armstrong K& OY WilmerHale @ Joseph J. Mueller fft>3 5 (2 XX, Android X1Z WindowsOS @
A —h7 2 1 BORAVYIILTAFEAITR R T$121-$124 1272 5L (Armstrong, Ann K., Joseph J. Mueller and
Tim Syrett, 7The Smartphone Royalty Stack: Surveying Royalty Demands for the Components Within Modern
Smartphones [WORKING PAPER] (May 29, 2014)), L2 L. RIFEIT T CTOMER|EZ DRI FHE IR LTTA
T AR O INEER UGG A AR HERIE AR UTerA YL T OBARME (R IR 12h HOXF S
NIZHLOT, BT LLETOMERER AT LT ADOXHETRL XN e, WA BEL TaAY LT ¢ 0SB E
5 FHREIZINB L TOKENBES TR,
15 AR D D FE 93K [E ]38 FR LR A £ HIFT I X AT AL Microsoft MiECHIERZZRA L Qb T=8 (Microsoft Corp. v.
Motorola, Inc., No. 14-3539 (9th Cir. July 30, 2015)), BA VLT 1« A&7 DR MO T 8 HK[A]
X PR ECHI T & 8 QXK EH IR PEFR B BT ORI CTH—F o b ATV MR AT TOB AT B R NETHD, 725,
O [EE FR e ER A H T DS A IR O FEFE R (rehearing) O B SEATRDRD3 7= . Microsoft & Google 13 2015
9 B 30 Bz, RFFEETKENIMIBITEN 20 OFFREEESELLICABELIERELTND,
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AYNT 4D ERREADOFREIZ AR L TOZRWERD ' GELO AT T D7 a7 4« ZF %
7 DigmmidERH S nb o b o',

2. BAY LT A_R—ZKIEMVR], SSU], [Comparable License | #axDHH

KEFHE B R FICES<HEE T BAFIREEL TULA B A Y LT 1L L CRER
TEDE, EHITHFFE 284 &5 1 JUTEASHDOTHSY, GEHIRAY LT 41, (DAY LT+
RLQ)EAT LT 4 _R—A (SR FITLR T DS ORER) IZHESERESNDLY,

BAY /LT R RAUTDUNTE, FEFR I BEE L2 b 3 O 7o L AR A TR I PR 4
HHEIET D EMVR!Cl37e<, D IR5E Al BB 3 i = b (smallest salable patent practicing
unit, SSUNCEB~Z LT BEHIBIARIEIR T2, & okb, BA LT (R A A,
ETDENFERICPAZIIN TV bIT TldZe, Frar s icB 4 2 i RO FFEL 5| X
FZLTWBERE LB AR, R%EDT A1 A5H) (comparable license) ZARHLIZ>, B 54

ORARTIET YT LA M i ECHI D R R ECTR 26 45 5 16 [ IR 2224 5 146 H - 4114 1402 75 166
)25, Ml % OMERFFHIDWTDTA B ZBDOHI25T, 2 OIBRFFFIRT 2742 2B OG5 (B
FEOAYUT 1) BIRF A BRRFHANICR LML ENH L1 LU T, BIERA YT 1D LIRAAEAERIS 2 E
L TODZ LD BB DTE BICHBRLIZEFRDDILDERST D 5%EL TV, [A] EFRIEIETHER A, #ERR A
ELRBRAYYT 4% 5 N—H U T DI LERIHRELL TERI L TWAILZ B ER b D THD,

17 Stark, Richard J., 7he Royalty Stacking Supposition, CPl Antitrust Chronicle, Mar. 2015 (1), at 6.

8 Lucent Techs., Inc. v. Gateway, Inc., 580 F.3d 1301, 1324 (Fed. Cir. 2009).

1935 U.S.C. 284 “Upon finding for the claimant the court shall award the claimant damages adequate to
compensate for the infringement but in no event less than a reasonable royalty for the use made of the invention
by the infringer, together with interest and costs as fixed by the court.”

0 Cornell Univ. v. Hewlett—Packard Co., 609 F. Supp. 2d 279, 286 (N.D.N.Y. 2009) (Rader, J., sitting by
designation).

2 EMVR 1%, Rite-Hite Corp. v. Kelley Co., Inc., 56 F.3d 1538 (Fed. Cir. 1995) (en banc)iZ W NTEEMIZ a0
IRESNTND,

2 Uniloc USA, Inc. v.Microsoft Corp., 632 F.3d 1292 (Fed. Cir. 2011); LaserDynamics, Inc. v. Quanta Computer,
Inc., 694 F.3d 51, at 67 (Fed. Cir. 2012) (“Thus, it is generally required that royalties be based not on the entire
product, but instead on the ‘smallest salable patent—practicing unit.””); VirnetX, Inc. v. Cisco Systems, Inc., 767
F.3d 1308 (Fed.Cir.2014).

% Inventio AG v. Otis Elevator Co., No.06 Civ. 5377 (CM), 2011 WL 3359705, at %5 (S.D.N.Y. Jun. 23, 2011);
IP Innovation LLC v. Red Hat, Inc., 705 F. Supp. 2d 687, 689 (E.D. Tex. 2010) (Rader, J., sitting by
designation); Sloan Valve Co. v. Zurn Indus., Inc., No.10-cv-00204, 2014 WL 1245101, at *7 (N.D.III. Mar.26,
2014).

2 Mondis Technology, Ltd. V. LG Electronics, Inc., et al., 2:07-CV-565-TJW-CE, (E.D.Tex. 2011)(“This is a
case where it is ‘economically justified’ to base the reasonable royalty on the market value of the entire accused
product. . . If [the entire market value rule] were absolute, then it would put Plaintiff in a tough position because
on one hand, the patented feature does not provide the basis for the customer demand, but on the other hand,
the most reliable licenses are based on the entire market value of the licensed products.”); Microsoft Corp. v.
Motorola, Inc., 904 F. Supp. 2d 1109, 1119 (W. D. Wash. 2012).(“Consistent with the statements in Gateway,
district courts have permitted license agreements based on the entire product value as evidence of a reasonable
royalty rate despite a lack of showing that the patented feature formed the ‘basis for customer demand.’”);
ActiveVideo Networks, Inc. v. Verizon Comme ns, Inc., 694 F.3d 1312, 1332 (Fed.Cir.2012); Commonwealth
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a2 T AN =R T HHBRS DI, GBI AY LT 4 OFEFHIE(EVDiTeAY
VT AR — AD i) IR ELA A BT,

AP TEMVR] , [SSU | K O comparable license | B & D FEERZFRA TUND I /2 E 8%
DEBHBND, AHRICEDE EMVR (TR O J570 FRE L OERHELGELE EOJRAIEND 2
DOEBRDFRNGIRD,

O BAYLTAR—REOATNTAROMAEGDE THLAEBAAY LT 11X, Frar e
IS AL AT I L7 A B FES<b D TRITFIUT B0 (F2RE Lo )

@ HEFRES BSOS E DAY LT 4 _R—ADOREILH -0, TG 2RO
AR LR INDZ LI LS CTREFENRREINHZENR NI EE LT IERD
720 GEIWE B A,

AHRDOND EMVR O ERE EOWERELLIL, VRFFFHER OS5 LR S AU HERE DAE L
BEINSD L) 1884 4D Garretson Fx i #¢H P LISk @ apportionment (5124) D& x J5 12472
B7RVN, LT3 o T, FFF SV BERE DM E 2N B i RIZ K S35 6 B A RIZ ISV THREA
ZRDHZENTE, FFFOMAE RS BRI IR NG S | R D52 LD TELHAITY
R H CORFFFRIADMEDISUIb DIZRESND,

— 77, ISSU NZRIL CTI, FE5RRELIC R T DREHLE EO R THD MRS, AR aA
YT ADRENHTN, B TOGETaAY VT 4 — A% GRS O e /D SN AL IR
ETHMLENRDEBHALNIZEN T, HSETHRFERIICBO T, BERORRER IEOB AH
B, BAY LT AN—2% SSU FENEE /NSt R EO B R R BN ES 2T uUE7s
BIRNENIZLETHD,

F7-. lcomparable license B IZ >V TIE, AEMIBAY LT 4 DREEIZHTZ- T, & HL
ERIRICAA YNV T A EE LT T A A 2SR T 528 BIRIZIEZR W T2, TEERIZHE
FE ST BE T A& AR Z AL U TR L o 1356 FFTHER 3T A 20 ATk HiL
THZEMIRE R ATERIZZR > TLED J EARHNRITRA 5%, Flo, SHRUIZT AU AR S
FOFRRZETERIZ—ELRW AUTRELOE IR 5H D Th-> T, FELEE )R DB D Tidew
EHECHIPTIERL R 35,

AR S AN PRAZ R 12 T D ECHN B2 F 2 7255528 @K ] KPR ECHI AT, SR re

b=

Scientific and Industrial Research Organisation v Cisco Systems, Inc., 6:11-cv—00343-LED (E.D. Tex. 2014).

% Garretson v. Clark, 111 U.S. 120, 121 (1884) (“[t]he patentee ... must in every case give evidence tending to
separate or apportion the defendant’s profits and the patentee’s damages between the patented feature and the
unpatented features, and such evidence must be reliable and tangible, and not conjectural or speculative.”)

% Ericsson, 773 F.3d at 1228.

2 Id. at 1227 (“the fact that a license is not perfectly analogous generally goes to the weight of the evidence, not
its admissibility. See Apple Inc. v. Motorola, Inc., 757 F.3d 1286, 1326 (Fed.Cir.2014) (“Here, whether these
licenses are sufficiently comparable such that Motorola’s calculation is a reasonable royalty goes to the weight of
the evidence, not its admissibility.”)”).

B Apple Inc. v. Motorola, Inc., 757 F.3d 1286, 1324 (Fed.Cir.2014) (“We have consistently explained that proof
of damages must be carefully tied to the claimed invention itself. See Res@QNet.com, Inc. v. Lansa, Inc., 594 F.3d
860, 869 (Fed.Cir. 2010); Riles v. Shell Exploration & Prod. Co., 298 F.3d 1302, 1312 (Fed.Cir.2002) (excluding

patentee’s damages model because the expert “[did] not associate his proposed royalty with the value of the

11



AYNTADREIDT=> T, EHBIDORFFFR I OAifE% 725 apportionment (#12%4) D& 2 F% &
B DH NP> TODLDEE X D, ZDT20 | BAT VT 4R — AT LD FfE 2D
o RS T O W T A B AR E DT A B A E L TSR TELDMN LN ST
TE2GGa Tl B 2 ORFFFFRE DS e & i (X612, B LAERFFOERITB W T L, R HEH
) IZH T LT E D F IR RD I D &I/ D, FraF I A O AN IZ B 32 F I 5 AEE A
(technical/market experts) D& &M 5% R ANGHILE L TERASNDNEID S, FTFTEHE|C
7250 EEbID,

3. RAND BB DFER
AP, Ericsson D RAND 52 DU CTHEE N — AR EOHISA072 RAND F#H5E L THRFIL T

WARZEREHIT 5, RAND #5513, SAEME(LHIIAD PR Policy | (Intellectual Property Rights
Policy) IZ&» TERARDZENDLY, FPEEL TR Y THHEE 2D,

4. RAND vA¥ /L7 DEE I (fETE Georgia Pacific factors. Hypothetical Negotiation ¢ H .
B LE R OME B DO MMEE E)

(1) & 1E Georgia Pacific factors

Microsoft #IEHIHRIL, BIFE 1ICHAHEIER Georgia Pacific factors Z VT RAND FEAH EL
7239 %i< In re Innovatio . [FUEIERRAIKEEL T RAND %84 R EL TWD ZIUHITRTL TAH
RI%, 4T RAND H 225 S5 Georgia—Pacific factors D X7 HE H & BT VERLT 5
TEEAELY BT BV TE B BARRYRRE LA LI RAND 238 E L2 Ude s
L), BTz Georgia—Pacific factors (2B CTACHIPE 2SR 60 1T ZHE [E S Fef U= &AL,
Microsoft HIECHIPEA B B LT N EREERB0, LT, 859K EHE H R 58 £ s
Microsoft HIFHIRZZBAL TWHTEBEEER DL, KIENZI1F2 RAND EH ZH ZRFHZ B35
SRR TIE., EIERK Georgia Pacific factors 23 RAND AV /LT A E EICB T HiEim D H 3 A
LD O LT RINDY,

patented method at all”)). AstraZeneca AB v. Apotex Corp., 782 F.3d 1324, 1338 (Fed. Cir. 2015) (“the [entire
market value] rule is designed to account for the contribution of the patented feature to the entire product”).

2 PR Policy ZFHA L7=3CHkE LT Bekkers, Rudi and Andy Updegrove, A study of IPR policies and practices of a
representative group of Standards Setting Organizations worldwide, a National Academies of Science Working
Paper (2012) (http://home.tm.tue.nl/rbekkers/nas/Bekkers_Updegrove_ NAS2012_main_report.pdf),

30 Microsoft Corp. v. Motorola, Inc., No. C10-1823 (W.D. Wash. Apr. 25, 2013) at 35-39.

3V In re Innovatio Ventures, LLC Patent Litig., No. 11-C-9308 (N.D. Ill. Oct. 3, 2013) at 11.

32 Ericsson, 773 F.3d at 1232 (“We believe it unwise to create a new set of Georgia—Facific-like factors for all
cases involving RAND-encumbered patents.”).

3 Microsoft Corp. v. Motorola, Inc., No. 14-3539 (9th Cir. July 30, 2015) at 34 (“Although Motorola criticizes
the district court’s approach, it provides no alternative other than strict adherence to the Georgia—Pacific factors,
without accounting for the particulars of RAND agreements—a rigid approach disapproved of by the Federal
Circuit inEricsson. See 771 F.3d at 1230-31. We conclude that the court’s RAND determination was not based
on a legal error or on a clearly erroneous view of the facts in light of the evidence.”).

3 Markman E7V2 7 L EBITAS BIZRA YL T AHERL L VOB ED T IZ Robart E 7V 7 A2 LTSS
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(2) Hypothetical Negotiation @ H f+

NSz A YNV T AP PIEEAEL RN S GEBR A Y LT 13, S FE OB
(hypothetical negotiation) (ZFEDEXBEEINDHIEERD, AR WL IL ., MR ERDRFFHEN A
N OMEFIATREFTHE T, v AR ENRHDEL LT RETARICYFEENEREICESTZTHA
VEERRHIT D TFIETHS, AR WO IAME QIR ENIIL ESTZ HIZTRESNDHEZAY, ik
VR OFRITIBW T, 2O MM A 2 Y32 R MR ERUS IR SN AR E 3
EDNTONTHEVDRDH D, AHRTIL, D-Link 2ZF5HELIAEAS O FAE 7 2OV TEEL TN
IRNELT, BefIATI 3 EEYE B AR ERUR SR SN ORISR E T EMIT OV THETL T

38

o

(3) B 2B R O AR B O Al il B

AR, — P72 B O SRS L ERFFRFA ORJEEL T, Z0uAY LT ¢
1T, O EEOMIE TIE/eL  BEHERIR I 5 Y 5% B R B DM 2510 24 TH=b D T,
OFEHERF R A SN2 Z LI L DAME OB 73 T2 ORI B ROREIZFE ST
BESHIZLOTRITFUT RSN EN),

FFE@IE, AR EMVR OB 38T, MR L B HORFFFIE B OAME DS K IL72 5
IZDNTaAYILT A EGHZEITTERNE L TWAZEDD | B 2R3 B DA A3 HEHLRR 0D —
LRI WA B 2RO Z AR A YL T B E T _RETIH RN EWIFA
%, N ChHHEE b,

FRE@O R LS NI LI Lo TN 2R3 R B O EZ B RIS O LTI b7 e
IS B ARIE, MOFEHIFNZ BN THHEFRSNL TS, FTC 1ZEBIBAIAATEY, 20 I
DOWTIEHIFNT, v A YT EREGRITHRET, 20 LRIE, B R ERHAFEL R

k&L T Uribe, Mauricio, 7he Effect of Microsoft v. Motorola, 90 PTCJ 3215 (September 18, 2015).

% Nickson Indus., Inc., v. Rol Mfz. Co., 847 F.2d 795, 798 (Fed. Cir. 1988).

% Whitserve, LLC v. Computer Packages, Inc., 694 F.3d 10, 27-28 (Fed. Cir. 2012); Lucent Techs., Inc. v.
Gateway, Inc., 580 F.3d 1301, 1324-25 (Fed. Cir. 2009), see also Rite—Hite Corp. v. Kelley Co., Inc., 56 F.3d
1538, 1554 n.13 (Fed. Cir. 1995) (en banc).

ST Panduit Corp. v. Stahlin Bros. Fibre Works, Inc., 575 F.2d 1152, 1158 (6th Cir. 1978).

38 Ericsson, 773 F.3d at 1234 n.10 (“One amicus suggests that the jury always should be told to place the date of
the hypothetical negotiation as of the date of the adoption of the standard (if that date predates the infringement)
so as to discount any value added by the standardization. See, e.g., AAl Br. 13-16; see also Microsoft, 2013 WL
2111217, at *19 (“[T]he parties to a hypothetical negotiation under a RAND commitment would consider
alternatives that could have been written into the standard instead of the patented technology.”). D-Link did not
request any such instruction, however. Accordingly, we do not address whether shifting the timing of the
hypothetical negotiation is either appropriate or necessary.”).

% Realtek S35V CTHHIFT LR 28 (25 L C TR HERURS (BRI SN 722 810 85 LSI DAL EE I A Tl
IRBTIRN, — MR O T DRI SSERMEIZZ BN TH RV EFURL T2 (Realtek Jury
Instruction, Signed by Judge Ronald M. Whyte on 2/23/14, No. 298, 15.) , Microsoft Hi#k 1k 1 [ 45358 B D4R
HEIRRE D HAFHERE ~D B IR L OV % H T RE DT A B o — B ~D B BRICIE S 25 CTHRE T, IR
SN ZEICEAMIEIE S BT _& TR &) (Microsoft Corp. v. Motorola, Inc., No. C10-1823 (W.D. Wash.
Apr. 25, 2013) at 37.)
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BT DRFFFEAM OB OISy &9 _E | EFR-F L TODY, AT FTC O EiEEx %
FHALZEETIV RV bDLEZ 5N | KPR HO BRZRMBEO R E L, ZOFELEYD
T, il 2 DEF BN T RO TN D,

Uk

4 BTC, The Evolving IP Marketplace: Aligning Patent Notice and Remedies with Competition (March 2011) at
189.

4 Layne-Farrar, Anne & Koren W. Wong-Ervin, An Analysis of the Federal Circuit’s Decision in Ericsson v.
D—Link, CPI Antitrust Chronicle, Mar. 2015 (1), at 4.
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[B11Z%1] Georgia—Pacific factors

1. MFETED, XIXMFETEAHREM DS DN L= A YNV TABBHDHE . TNICL > TRF/FFE2T M2
AU CHTHEEDBIRAY L T4 DR

— MS HIFERHIR . AR DAL T (4L RAND T4 &2 2RI T L RS Thidhidan 9, RAND 3%
BENHEICRE SN BB — LI ARE BT 5,
2. BRI T AMOETIC b= T 2 Rk
- MS HEHIR: ERiT72Wbo0, FROXIR TH-o7- H.264 BUASFFFFESELIT 5 MPEG LA H.264 FiEF
A% 2 )
3. T ADME LB (M &5 89 A 5 B 33 IRGE IR & B TE A s D AR5 et B DRl R - FEHIFREE)
4, BRI S H S T AT D IR AR MIC T A E U ALR O I 5 2RO T DIZ T B AB RISt T1TH L
VIHTA DRI LRI — R R~ — T 7 - Tad T A
- MS HiERHIPE: RAND R CIIAESRITIERA (" RAND EELTCWAU L HEFIE NT A AL W
AEBL&TERD)
— AP RAND HEL T3 Ericsson IZB W CEIEFFEETTHRNEVIRY L —1TED 720,
5. I Y =T —DBR (RTIN —RICR I B ESHOBR, BifeRATI IS EhEEE
LT BE4EDRFRE)
— MS HiFH) R RAND R CIIARZEHZITIER A (. RAND HELTWBLL L, MR IC L D272 T4
A B TERYY)
- KM FEERIIR G TIA B ALART USRS RN B W TR Y)
6. TR EIRTE T B LTIV T v — D DR DIR T 5 2 B, TP —DIE
KPR DIRTERAE LV OBRDD A TR A DARE, X O ENOICEDIRER I ERICL DB EDORE
- MS HEHIRE: FEEFREIA OREHERUAR ORI RE ~D Bk OV i Bt RE DT A B o — LT ~D E ik
VZEE A (SRR I CBR F SNT LIS KA MR B L 720 )
7. R OERHE. 2 ZHH
- MS HigR IR R (oAt AR, TR S R L2 57-0)
8. ReF M ORI L7=FI 28R, EENRD, BEDOAR

- MS HIECHI: 5 6 BRLFEI%OEE (= EERK ISR SN Z LI XD MIEIEE ELZ20)
- AR WO TG DHE N H 3255 8 BT, BUERM I YZHEM O A ZHRL Tnad
LIRS TED RIEL CODZEN T RREN DT OB IED NI,
9. ReEF B DRER S I BN (BERE. 25iE)
- MS HiFHB . FEERUR ~ DL BT DR R 2 JEHEL LT AR ERUK (TR S LD ATBEE D &> 7o R il
LDBALMEAARRT
- ACHIPR . EERUKITIZ0A N BAIRDME R S DD, R HERIE LD T 0D Y B AN 7] K 7272
T TUFLL LB B E N ETOHMITH L TEATODLEWIDT TN | B LERFICE
W TRFFFR I ORER ST T DI AN, BV L) b BB IE
10. ¥FFFEADOMHE. T —DOREREBRBIROME EiE ORI
- MS MR RrRF I ORRERAE O BIERE~ D E R & O BEEANTERE DT A o o — B~ D E iR
(ZEE R (=R OBARAIMIEO 25 JEL | BRI CER SN2 ST LM E 35 L2y
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- AR bEHEHITOM A E R HIEERS TV TR E Y
11. BEHRICIAFEHOE A L4368 Oz~ 3 R
- MS HiIECHIR: 10 EWRLFEEOBE (=RHAOHMHMEDHZEL RS IR AS -z lick
HIMEIEE L)
12. B IBELRAOTHE ORI, YHE VXAZITB W UEFIRICALNAFE T IRFEME DF Y T
- MS HIFECH: ARERIZEBTE, I RAND 557 Cii7Zed, RAND B HEAFFFOT7A B AZBIT AR
AT % 2B~
13. FERFER, HE T ER EVRR YR IR EF ICIVBEMEINE LV EECUIR R ERBIS Tz,
Rer R ICRIK T 2 EBR T RERFIROFI L T
- MS HIFEHEIR: FEFSITUWRWER Sy BUE TR, B R AYRS R EH DB B E e R Rl
B EAERUR R SN2 SIC Lo TEMMS B IZE B L,
14. EMFIENICLDESRL
- MS i S kAL (2720, SR SMFEREADOE RAEE)
15. I — (BIXIXREEAHEE) LT v — (BIXIRRER) 2, BB OB ENCRBLCNERE
I (BEMTONTRR T, ) RERE B LI THAY %, $70bb . Fir AL E i+ 55 M2 BERE 57
DILTAB AE/NWERLBERART A2 —2R, BEARAIREHIT 50, sA YL T LLTIXIOIBRR
HIEET, TRV AR HHET IR BOHIBARKIHES B CAZ LD TEDHE

- MS HERER: (AERZBICIBW L, PR — AR Ty T R OrA Y VT 1 - A% % o 7 [ E R
72JZ T, RAND S TOTA B AGEDRINDITT THY ., K raA— N7 v 7 BRI OBLEDD,
B AT LT AL, ISR ASN 2SI LD EIEE BT, B OBINIMGEDO 7Z B LA
FEL, BAY VT AZ % 7 MR OB AOIE, MR MU T LoD L2 RITRIT, Lo M E R
FOFIELBED L, n A Y VT AFHEBE
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