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Ericsson, Inc. v. D-Link Sys. Inc., etal., 773 F.3d 1201 (Fed. Cir. 2014)
(O’Malley, J.) (Taranto, J., dissenting in part)
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81X, Ericsson, Inc. & TN Telefonaktiebolaget LM Ericsson! (P F [Ericsson| &V Y)) 23, K [EH
FFETF USP6,424,625, USP6,466,568, USP6,772,215 (LA N 2412411625 HF3F] ., 1568 #5771, [215
FEFF &V TR | SRR T5) 21X 0 6O & DB M ZHFFFFIZ DU T D-Link Systems, Inc.
fil1? (LA TD-Link ) L#6 959 2) ICEDRFFFHERR 4 R L T 2010 42 9 H 14 RITHEFLIZHFRT
%o AIERFFFZ 802.11(n)Wi—Fi KRBT 2B R T DL T A Ericsson 1, FEHEAL
H{ACTH2 IEEE CKEHBERE 72 ICBW TR O[T X TOFEZITXHL T, A8
B> IE R é’ﬂfx%#f“}jﬁﬁ [ZBWTHERM T HIEN TEOMER 2B BB TG 157 &
WIHINZED RAND B S &#1To T,

[@L% 13, D-Link ICXDARMERFFFOIR F 2780  HFEFHLL THI 10,000,000US /L (B3 1 BdH

DICHRE T HE5) 16 B MY 3R E LTS, Bk, D-Link X, entire market value

rule JE M ONEFHTHIEL| :Qtéfﬁ%%ﬁﬁm@K{F%fEEEkbf FFEHE (new trial) 2 H LAZ T2y, 7
T AN B i OEFRHIAEL D Davis B E 13, FEHRICLOFEFERELRA L LT, O H
NLCEERD T, Bricsson BHULN. T 1 BH720 16 BRI ROaAY LT LU TERDTZE
D-Link 238 KA X PERRFCHI PN HERR LT O DA TH D,

AUEOGFITIRO LRV THD,

il FER120% 568 FEFOFERIEL R OSDR EREIL R m iU K-> T R
Y gRAY/R

G2 215 #j%ufF®7V~Aﬁ¢7FR®éT&UP% Zd8D 215 FERFOFERIEL LN 2 D
(REREIL 7RI o> TR DD

4 i3 FEERIZ LD 625 FraFORERIE1 DR FEIRIE K OVEAT STHRIZ D0 B3 R R T
EANELTRIEZ, ENEN A 7RFEHLUC K> TR s D

Friid Ericsson @ F4&IZ entire maker value rule {29 %2>

45 B ~0D Ericsson @ RAND 6552 B4 2t B L@ U172~ 727

456 Dell 1% Ericsson AB &EDZHNZ Lo TREAFFF O FEMaFTEE 32T T Tzh

' LM Ericsson 3ARFRD %G L2 T FiFHERE C., Bricsson, Inc./3Z Dbk -4k,

2 D-Link Systems, Inc.ftti, Netgear, Inc.. Acer, Inc.. Acer America Corp.. Gateway, Inc.. Dell, Inc., Toshiba
America Information Systems, Inc. % O Toshiba Corp. 2345, Intel Corp. 23FFEAZMI,

3RS LA R O18Y, 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.” Joint Appendix (“J.A.”) 17253. 7).

Y 728, [EEE X2 0% FrtRV Y — &2 UGETL TD, KEFHEABRIGETRIZOE, BRER T B ANV E
% Business Review Letter C/RL TV 5, Business Review Letter to the Institute of Electrical and Electronics
Engineers (Feb. 2, 2015), available online at http://www.justice.gov/atr/public/busreview/311470.htm.

5 BRIYRBEIE, kDL, D-Link: $435,000, Netgear: $3,555,000, Acer/Gateway: $1,170,000. Dell:
$1,920,000, Toshiba: $2,445,000. Belkin: $600,000,

® Ericsson Inc v. D-Link Sys., Inc., No. 10-CV-473, 2013 WL 4046225
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DU TR A SRR, FEERDS 625 FFaF 2 D LB E LTo RS DWW T4 725 FILUC Lo T
Fran oLz,

G S AT OWTIE IR Z S L, Bricsson OIS EE NN AL IZBE 957420 A8
ZRMEICHEEHOGFEALIZELTh, BEHEMEEEADN I LT, AifgL LTt AR
KIDIBET A AR R LIS T HATE R T DM D IS W T EHE RE T 2L ERD
DREMIAL CODHA, iR ICBIT 57/t A 2B IR U2 LW FEE S > T, FUHITE
DIFEFH ERDFRVEITNZ 72N E LT, il | G 5 IOV T, FER ORI DR
Ericsson @ RAND 26550 HARRIZ23 I 32 S QR WA BRI | AHRR IR R IC L 48 5E
FHOREEZEIHE L FHAHE T HEICZELURL TS, RIS, 8 61ZBIL T, Dell 238 Ericsson
AB EDOFN I SERMRFFO EMiiFah 2 T Q2T DI LI TERNEL T, FEEE X FFL
W5,

ZI T R4, GRS RO 6 DB ERN T 5,

G4 (Ericsson M F5ET entire maker value rule {23 5753)

JFFFIZIW T D-Link (3, T4 AEKIO I EEIN D Tt in DO —HIZB§ 20 D THh -7
26357, Ericsson OFFIFEFEA DB RGIZRET 57 /B AR Z R ICHE EHEZ T
BL7=L LT, entire market value rule |2/ 95 Y i%5E = OFFILAREE 2 H LI T TV =,

ZAUTH U TEHIPRIE, Ericsson OHEMFRENICI O FRIL, AT AR Eb Ll
7RINOBERG R DORFFOMMEZFIV Y Tz ECHREINIEHDTHHEL T, Ericsson DHEFIFEEE
ADNEEBIZHT-» TR SN =T A2 o 28K A B R 52 8 B IRIEREEIE 2V E LT
D-Link {2 & DFEHHERRD I SZ AR FL T,

T 728 RO B (Tranto FeFIE) 1, Gri 2 OBIEIER L ima BT, 215 FEFOR FIT e o705,

5 il (BFR 1282 568 T OfE R L K OB DR EZRE 153 727EIL J o CRRFE N D73 12DV T, BEE D
MEEREIT TR U > TR ERES A &M (Ericsson, 773 F.3d at 1217 (“For the foregoing reasons, we hold
that substantial evidence supports the jury’s finding that D-Link infringed claims 1 and 5 of the ’568 patent.”))

O G2 (215 FEFF DO 7L — MEIR O U1 K OG5 1285 215 5 FFORERIE LK 002 DR ERE T 072 i X
STHEENAD) IZHOWT, M HIEE D 7L — MMERZEEH L ->-2 (Ericsson, 773 F.3d at 1219 (“We therefore
hold that the district court correctly did not read the additional limitations D-Link identifies into the “type
identifier field” term of the 215 patent; we adopt the district court’s construction.”)) . B2k 215 §FFFDEE
REZ LB (Ericsson, 773 F.3d at 1222 (“We agree with the district court and Ericsson that the jury had
substantial evidence to find that D-Link induced infringement of claims 1 and 2 of the 215 patent.”)),

0 G RBDIBIFEEICED 625 FFFFOFERIE1 DR EFREIL, H07RAEUT I > TEEFSNDD £V RIZHOW
T, PREHRES LD 625 BFRFOFERKIE1 22 ELZRWED JMOL (Judgment as a matter of law, EARIEELTO
PR AR IR TR 2R EE (Eriesson, 773 F.3d at 1224.),

W Erjesson, 773 F.3d at 1224.

12" Ericsson, 773 F.3d at 1225 (“In denying that motion, the district court explained that Ericsson’s expert’s
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AAEIZHR1F 5D D-Link @ F5EE Ericsson O GEIILL T O@YTH 5,

D-Link ®FEIE

Ericsson D i

+ Ericsson OFMFEEANICIDRTFET A&
AZHNZ BT DRE S A E IS TR D HE
BrU7edo7= 2813, (FFEOH R LRD) A
FzE 7278538 (prejudicial error) IZd7-5
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D-Link ® =3 4RIZ Ericsson 23 408 X 727~ 72
Z&%H 5T, Ericsson [ f& 8 i OAMFEL 2 il
RICHEEZ IR HILITROLNR,

- REWEL 1 BB 15 R LT R
IZ. Ericsson OMDIRIZEDT AL AEK D1
AYNTARE—ET D,

- BHEBREAY LT ADEEIH 2o THH
AT, A0 T A 28 % b A 1727
LLTET,

PEENEE LB FEIT. EFEITAD

Ericsson OFEFIFEEANDRES &6 — 2,
- Ericsson ORMFFENIT, 7RG ORFFFD
B E, BRI LT T A2 AR A %t
G LT DHEDMDFFFTFEIZIX A LTz TR ESH
DREEZRZTEY, LEoX57eH Y Tick
C, Ericsson DOEEFD L5k K NZDHFY
EE YN Y=
T OMDIEEII LT DHDTIFN,

&, entire market value rule

ZOFr R

CET2H B OMEIILL T DL 0b D THD (FHUTER)

[D-Link 23208 % DL DT A2 AT A5 HERE 1 X#EETHD, - HH
KK[E] R PEFREH T I LD D %< entire market value rule OBEZIZDOWTE K50,
entire market value rule |, ZHENERDMEEL S22 OO BRENOIEMRSINLLD THD, £

3 EEE EOEENDY N EITBNIEEE EOFRIAMFIET 2, ZO5H O “HEHRIE

LR = VaUIRIES iy X SV ESIE NS VAR 2 S

2B, oA LT 4 _R—=ZADEENRD ST

DR E MR T DHREN D DD, |

BWT, BEENEHAaA YL T 5855 ﬁéﬁ“é

Gl CL  — ER THLHERFICELH T

ZF® T, entire market value rule ® FERYE FOEREIZOWTUIRDO LT ~5,

[ Z2H]Fr D3 VirnetX, Inc. v. Cisco Systems, Inc., 767 F.3d 1308 (Fed.Cir.2014){Z3\  CaiEAH

Li=&5

W2 ZEDOE S HRABE AR T AFRICBWVWT, oA YL T4 _R—=RuAf /LT ¢

ORI AEDEIE RE

(R ID A 3

DAffEZ SR L 72 DO TRITNIEZRGT, Zh

reference to those prior licenses was not improper because the expert properly apportioned any damages

calculations based on those licenses to account for the value of the patents at issue.”).
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VL EDOBZ T IAATIEWDITZAR V), 767 F.3d at 1326 (citing Garretson v. Clark, 111 U.S. 120,
121, 4 S.Ct. 291, 28 L.Ed. 371 (1884)), 284 FIZHAD A B AV LT 113, BT A
(“value of what was taken”) {ZFESWTHEIESNZRIT AU B720 25 Dowagiac Mfg. Co. v.
Minn. Moline Plow Co., 235 U.S. 641, 648, 35 S.Ct. 221, 59 L.Ed. 398 (1915), #57FHE&E S8
M= DR SN HAIIT A2 5 (o CRIESND ML, XY B W TR EAAE
BT DB REIC FRE SR IT AT ROV, PREE(R E M S SRR F S VTR RE L DAt DR RED DA
RENDG 6 MMMEDO R EIZH > TE, UREFFFFSIVEERE I K> TR ISl k- C
RE ST IUTZRBIR0,

PR Y L DN R SN B RE L SN QAR BED [l T DR S B EA . EELD
MEDFEEIZSHT= > Td RSN IR I LA NS 7 i E AR T2 2 & NN B2 D, =
DIHRMEOFIN Y T, A Y AT ATERICE DRV EFEREICB W THO RN ELR D, T7obb,
b5 BV IR B “ B DR e OV PR D F ROV T, BARRIDDEHH CEDAEMLIT AL
SE, FFF SN BREL RSN QO R WS BE DA 2 E N Z L HI0 Y Tl e b
Garretson, 111 U.S. at 121, 4 S.Ct. 291. T2 /IANL REFEOMER E 2 <O D FIETITV
155, BIZIE, oAV NT 4N —ADIEREZEEIRUTI LI LS T, FrEr SR IS > Tft
IMENABEA TSN D EINCTIE (2L Z D IR KB EERIC ATREAR B A RON D) . 1
AXNTARE P T HZ L TRFFSIICHERE LIS OB RE O E A FIV 51 < Fis, UFTNHFIE
DA EDERHVIDH, BEZROIL, B2 AY VT A ORMAZREET R Ffc il
S AL 7B O & BAEIZFE SV b O TRFIUSIRBR NV ENH ZETH D, |

WRIZ entire market value rule @FERLWE FEOJFANCEAL TP FO Loz ~5,

MY ECH P OB L -FL o FEAREREIC EEERFHLE EOJRAIZ AT MZ Tnd, ZOFE
WL EoJF AN, HEFIIFFEFR A OMIEIZ IS C7zb O TRITF UL BN END FRTE EO#
PN M RLEH T2 MBI THLIAICER DD D, AA VLT A X—ADEEIZHT-
> THEMASNDZOFEME EOJFANC I Te 6 2RO MO0/ B W TS
FEREDMIL DO BERE A FH A B DR TAMEE TH L TN X1, &S S O Z A 2 B2 TR
THZEIZL S TREFRO W 2RO AT ENRNIOEE DL EEL2 D, R PR A OMMEIZIS U7
HEEL T EICRIETDICHI-> T, ZEOIED DR DAL DAl 2 D Z &AW D72
LHEHEIEIND DT TERL (ZDIIRGE | v AY VT 13 & KIRIIRSERE T 5285085
ZHIVD) | BB OME IR I 756 . nA VLT 4 =R LRI R A LT A HROFR E X
U CTHFHEZRAEANSERIE T 280 FIEICNENR B R O MW 2RO 2 FREME H 570
LIV NWEWDZETH D, See LaserDynamics, Inc. v. Quanta Computer, Inc., 694 F.3d 51, 67, 68
(Fed.Cir.2012) (51 F#857, BWE), 272 | e ML DAMAE DS Y A FrF SN RB IC L 2b D T
BHHEVH LTI OB E THLHG A FraFHER O EFRIT S L 2IRMIE ISV TRET
LD, EOTRWG S BEEOBREFREICHZY, PN, LOBENR TR S AR
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FruFiebian, 20856 B RITR A RTEL=y hTHY,| FHIZZNEDL/NSREID
HV9%, VirnetX, 767 F.3d at 1327-28.

ZD LT, AKMEA~DHTIEHEL T, D-Link 23 HERR & & 35895 Ericsson DEFIZEEAD
FEEE. ERR 2 BEOWTNIZL X THLOTIE e L,

G155 (558~ Bricsson M RAND #6752 B9 25t BRI XE U172 723 12290\ C

D-Link {2V T, Ericsson 23APERFFFZ RAND e TR FFaE L2 AUTRB720 38
. L0 Y% RAND 85I B L CRFFR— LR T o 7 R RO Y LT o - 2B 0 7 DR
WIFAET DI D& AT I T 22 L2 BRL Te, ZHUSxF U TR,
D-Link @ FEEEERILE:H B9, Georgia—Pacific factors®i1Z 16 TFH DEFRLL T, E5I1X
[Ericsson 238> TV 2 RAND Sff COFEMFF#ERGEER T HILNTED | D HBEML T
<

PRI L AR F R O ERICRE T FERENM ThOII%, D-Link IXHHFTIZL DR ~D
RAND FHIZB T 23RN A+ Th -7 T JMOL (Judgment as a matter of law, EHREE
L COHIPR) e OFFFEEE (new trial) ZH LI T, JFFRIXZFNENEE TELIZY,

AHIZH51F D D-Link D F5EE Ericsson D awlELL F O THD,

D-Link ®FE5E Ericsson D i

+ Georgia—Pacific factors ®H11Z1%. RAND 3% | + ®iFFR— AR T7Tv 7 OB Ea A v /L7 11X
BB T L2FRICH TUTELLRNEDORCRE | Georgia—Pacific factors (2 BEIZHEYIA 7 ¥ 7
FOBIGEBOONRHY, BN RICKL | TURIZEITRNWEL T, JF5E2 Ericsson ™
. i Georgia—Pacific factors Z/RL72Z | RAND B4R 5 16 & H DBHEZBIML
LITRRY, 2L THTHY, FERIZRRDITR0,

B AHaAY LT XA YT AREQ)EAT T AN — R YR F IR K T DUNIE ORRER) O 2 BFIZ
HAXWEIND, ZOHHaAY VT A RIZOWCEIRMFERIL . Georgia—Pacific Corp. v. United States Plywood
Corp., 318 F. Supp. 1116 (S.D.N.Y. 1970), mod. and aff’ d, 446 F.2d 295 (2d Cir. 1971), cert. denied, 404 U.S. 870
(1971)23251F 7= 15 %255 ([ Georgia Pacific Factors]) ZHWADOMN—f%XHI T D, i4i Ltd. P’ ship v. Microsoft Corp.,
598 F.3d 831 n.3 (Fed.Cir.2010); Rite—Hite Corp. v. Kelley Co., Inc., 56 F.3d 1538, at 1555, 1567, 1577 (Fed. Cir.
1995) (en banc)(approving the Georgia—Pacific analysis for determining reasonable royalty damages).

FHFT D BIRFIZE TR ITIRD 15 BHRTHD, (DFFFHEE DY RRTHIC O TonA YL 7158, (20X
R EFHEC RIFE DO RFFME I DX DT, Q)T A B ADONE K OVELH Ol 589 /600 58, 7 U —l /4
HHRE) | (DRFFFEE DTA 2 A8, B)TA 2 —EeT A4t —D R, (6) Y743 HMBHERIZ O LIz
HIHIME, (DTN, 7' AWM, @) FFFTF R ORI U= R E8 (DFFFFRL ORES I3 DL
PE. QOFFFFREOMEE . B AL OMEE | £ OFIEE, IR EA I DI O &G %E A Offfifi, (12)3
FUZB T DL HFHAOME AL AFIZE, A3 FFFR AL MR/ /5 LXK SN S RN F 595240
TEDHFE, IDFEMFIENCIDEA, IORERH SRR TTIA B — T2 v — [ TREBB T
BARICABILES>TTHAIEH,

W RS LU RO, Ericsson, 773 F.3d at 1229 ("may consider ... Ericsson’s obligation to license its technology
on RAND terms.”).

15 1d. ("After the jury returned its infringement verdict and assigned damages, the district court denied D-Link’s
motions for JMOL and a new trial based on its failure to provide more detailed instructions on RAND issues.”).
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- JRENREEICH LT, MR- AR T Y| - E e I D-Link ASRFFAR—LRT
B OOAY T 4« ZZ X ZITOWTIRL | TR OEA VIV T o« 22 % 7 D BARBY72FE

o T-ZEHEEY, PAFEH L TN | R 126 LT
BriFR— VR T o7 e OaAY LT« AX %
T RN T AMEEIIIRN,

O SIZEIL TAHIRIL, RAND B S ARFFFOT-OIMEIE Georgia—Pacific factors 284 H17-
ICRETHILEBETD LA FO)THEEMEIT) . KIZ, BUSLERFFICEAT 0L T 450
. Y%A OMEIZIS T TED Y THONIZH O TRITFIUTR BN EITINZ T, Bk L ZHFF T
R ORIEEL T, OFFFFSNTBERE DAEIE, B IZI1T HZ DAMDFFFFS I TRV R RE
XHILTHEID S THATES D TRIFIVUIRL T, @uAY LT 13, FErSciie £ ob D Offh
EIZHES<HD Th - T, AT G REHRE DS R SN2 28I Lo TR LA Tl - Tidies
RNEFT 5 (UL FQTH BRI o FFFAR— VR T 7 R OaATY LT 1 AZ X 71U
T, #ER FEH D BRI 25 A F R LR W ERY | B R TS AR — VR T 7 e R A
VT A AB T TR W TR ICE R T 2B TR W ST TD (LR Q) THI B & 43
I)o

ZD BT, JFEBRORRICHR D3 RIL, Ericsson O BAKH)7Z: RAND FH OB EY)IZ /e S
NTELT, FERICEDuA Y LT OB EIZHT-> I, B ESROMESIXXBI L7 Rirs i
ToREREDAMAB 21V Y Tz T RIS SRR B ST 282 Ko THE R L7 Al i Tld7e<
FERF ST REDAME D A IS W TCEREIND M E N HH L) JLDFR DI KN TN &),
ZDTZO AR, TR DR T DR I IAFEE 7223372 (prejudicial error) IZ8% 23 5EL T,
B AR LD ERORBEZ BUH L, A E A ELRL T)D,

(1) EFHEIZFI1T D Georgia—Pacific factors Off FHIZ-DOWNT

[ F K ] (X HE R £ AT 1E . Georgia—Pacific factors Za AV /LT 4 EEIZHBIT A BRIT
(talisman) "72 LR BILIZZ 8T —EH 720 OO | HFRHIER X Georgia—Pacific factors (ZH5-3 T
B A DR ZAERL T D D2 R TdH %, Georgia—Pacific factors DEEFE D —HBA Y% FFITILH
AL WZENIH @728 A  EEFRHIER 345812 % LT Georgia—Pacific factors D4 15 BEFEA2F
DFEFHARL TODHZIENUTUIT R TS,

+ RAND BEESEAEHFNEETAEHELRITEB T Georgia—Pacific factors O—Eh I3 A 1w )
ReDNRBHY, —HIEL RAND BEEIIKT5bDbH 5, iz 1L, RAND B EL TW5 Ericsson (235
WTE 4 ERIZH DI FERFFHEZATOIRNEWVIRI L — T ERDIG72 0, F7-, 5 5 ROV
[Tt Y —LT A —DIRG| EORIE T, Ericsson LU THERIZR G TT A AL
FIUF 2SRRI TIAEY) TS,

Georgia—Pacific factors DZDMDEL,DE RAND H S AR ER T2 HEZICB W TUHMELE
WFEEI2Z, FIZIX, EIOTHGICHITDRENE BT 558 8 FHRIL, HUITRD Y%t
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DRIENFLRINADZEIZID, BEL TODZENTHRIND, 9 ERIZONTH, BUSITHA
IAENT- BTN SN DOIT, B HEILO 72D | G BEHAT SR 7] K2R 720F TP LY Yk
WRENETOEMIIT L TEN TODEN I DI TR 28 | GRS RBOCE
TR ORERINT T D FERNE BRI SV RSB S TLED, 8 10 ERITT Ao —
(ZEDR ML AZET D03, b &b LI O FIEZ ZR T OIEMERIK B W TR EYI TH D, fiod
FRIZOWTHEBOFERZB KRG LT HEAMNIECTAE IER LT L7 A, fEFREL T, EALHIE
IR HAEILA SR L7 B C| BB BUREER L 2T LR SN eV S 2 Th D, ZhEARMEIC
DUNTADE EFTHIER IR I LT, A EREDORIFR TIZI AR Y7 Georgia—Pacific factors
(55 4 B3R, 55 5 SR, 5 8 TSR, 4 9 R KU 10 BHREF ) io TILRL T, |

MHFRHIE L, FFFFHES (LD BRI RAND BEE2E B L LT, B#IURZER L2 T
1E725700,  coo BEFEIZXL T Ericsson DA S TW=Z DD RAND 4T Eliti 7 it 75
BEZET D0 T 50 TIERL EHHIERIT, B3 I2%FL T Ericsson @ RAND ‘&5 D B AR
HIZRNB Z il § & Tho72, RAND B E 13, FFFrEifi o i fifific—E DOl RAR T 550
ThbD, T, BHPFNL, RAND BEF Lo TEDIIRMIEN 2SN E AL, BERIE 4%
RAND B S ICHESKEDOH HE2N T EZ - FCREELZFELRTIERLRVE, F#IC
FRLZRT UL D720, |

MRl L Cl< e, AR IT, RAND EEEABIFICEL THWON D RXEERR
Georgia—Pacific factors DMFAET HEHIWT DD TIEZRV Y, D-Link 1 @ H T Innovatio
P2 Microsoft HRIZ > CRE R R 2B L2 T AUR 257 L ER3 203 UMEHIFTAZN
EERVEX 2N LEZ S THOANI LTI, HI I I I 1T 21 FH R E FIEO AR ko 25
IEERFR T DL OO, HHIFTIIRE LRI G725 T, R HFELA S R _&H > T, HMmicdH s
—EORFFRE S KAWL LTELRETHD, |

(2) BV ZHRFFICH1T HEY (apportionment) D& X 712D\ T

[T TORFHHEN D T DI, BUS UERFFFORAY /LT 41T LRS- %8
OAMAEZED Y Tl ECRFAE ST U7 5720 N, Garretson, 111 U.S. at 121, 4 S.Ct. 291; see
also Westinghouse Elec. & Mfg. Co. v. Wagner Elec. & Mfg. Co., 225 U.S. 604, 617, 32 S.Ct. 691,
56 L.Ed. 1222 (1912), Mz T, MEMERTHZ OV TUXROAMEERY RSB L2025, 12, B
FrESNT-HERE OIS HAK I 2 DM O RFFFS AL TV WERE L XA THID Y Thise
FHUEZB7e, 5 02, B4V VT 413 FERFSNAEREZ O O DAfEIZ I S<H D TH- T,
B2 Y B BE DS B S iz Z IS Ko TN L - T TI eV , ZHHDE0D 4 T,
BAY T R AN O LIR BN S TR E B Tl Ze< . Rrar 28 B 23 Y 5%
AL AT E OB AT SN TEE T BICHT- > T BELE 5,

© KD SO O— LG LELRWIGE | SRR Ol EZEID Y Tz | T

HEEBEN RESND D RIER, BUS LA Y BRSO —H Lot G L LW E | Uizl
VR OMEZE B0 Y CTHHERIT A ESNDIULEN DD, 5V DL BUS VAERFT OIS
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EREE . FFRER A O (D 72 EHRFPR B O MO B B L Z WAL 71 D) ZED Y T
LOTRITNIERHT R EEOMIE CH o> UIRBAV, BERITZ O SEFURSINAR TS
ZeV, AR, B COMMMUAERFFE D BUE O R OHEMTO—E8 0 D HEER T HERLTNDL
DTIERN, FrdFEE N F DI S5 Z B O M D SR 2 T 5 Z L AFEH LIS A . b
RO DB A~DOHRITIBZ LR E L2 D72 59 (Garretson, 111 U.S. at 121, 4 S.Ct. 291. ) ]

[RIZ ., FEA DR ERRA LS NI Z LIS KD D12, fie Bk D e il 3 S LN 2 R
LS NI=Z LA K DM D 2 3% R P AR O i %:%J@éufé_ﬂ:%ﬁ HLTWDE Y E AT
BZ Do o FWVHRZ L, FFEFHER 1T, EORICH R T HMEDE 5 LI /32D TD A
HEEEZ T HIEMTEDHENIRETHA,

ZHUTEV DT B MEFFFICB W T UL ED, HAEINB BRI A SN E | Ykt
X2 DDA O FNADRITAILTODONIEFI THD, B IASEESNDL L, Bk
il FHENADIZENDME— i OB CTHH S TIERL | M EILO L BENDME b0
ThD, 52 D8 HIUEEI NI FRHESNDOIE, MR AT EANIC L CHEA
PERINEN TWAZEELT LHERT 25D TIHeV (Garretson, 111 U.S. at 121), ZAUEH
K HZERFRFIC B WO TS 2 B AT B R X LD B R Tl e, I MR F O ALY LT
SRETHAN I E RO B B X DM Z SR L 726 O Tl iU 7e b/ n 2 e & BUZHIRL CND T
T THD,

BURS L URFRPHERT 1 32 ORI O I E DO BREE TUINEHE A2 T HZ LN TE L0 | BRI

A R INC Lo TSIV Y 20D B A R I T o T Z NS o o TR AL A X
B % &5 BURESHAIUERDAL, - |

(3) CF#?FT~/I/I<‘7~)7°&U“D4’JWI/%4-z&yﬂe‘/ﬁ“wﬁ/a\@ﬁﬁ eltve

D-Link (Z&iuid, B354 RAND A VAT ABANRESN D LD ES B MBIND
RETHDHELT, fF#alFT~/I/F Ty T ROAATIT 4« AL % T REEIZOWTRHUREZ T D
X CTholzbTFiETE, Z<OTIHATY—T7 D-Link OEEICFEHTA (Cisco 7V—7,
Broadcom 7' U—7%:M)

5 25 | ’fF*f?FTH/l/F‘TyT&U‘D/]’ﬂ’/V?%'Xﬁy%‘/ﬂ:ob\“C%E‘E/??““‘%W%*U%ﬁﬁ“éﬁl
oo TE, HAHIELIC I TR I SV RELO R E L 221 AU 2R D7 D LA 2 2 TR RS
e %BZ§E1H BRI =NV T 7 ROUA YT 4 22 7 O BARRYZRAEILZ 42 H L 720
FRO  GEFTHIER T BRI R L CTRIFTA — VR Ty P RO A X )V T 1« ZAZ9F L T ITDOUV TR
LK Th RV, BARRDNE ZNHFERDNEZVIELENI I —fRGR a2 7D DS LB E 72D,
Tipbh | “EHPTIL, WYL O FIE LRV ER EORM R EBRL UEe by, 7 (See
Nestier Corp. v. Menasha Corp.—Lewisystems Div., 739 F.2d 1576, 1579-80 (Fed.Cir.1984); see
also Br. of Amici Curiae Nokia Corp., et al. ("Nokia Br.”) 9-12) , FsiFlLiCH L5603, EFED L5701
TERIZRBR DL, RO RE BN FIREMED DD,

TNERMEZONWTH DL, D-Link (IR HEDRPLELOZDIZEDFFFFR— LT v 7 RO



https://scholar.google.co.jp/scholar_case?case=6727909366983150997&hl=en&as_sdt=2006&as_vis=1
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AV INT ARG F TN 2 BARAIZRFEILA$2 HL TUveny, fRIZ, D-Link 2% 802.11(n)#
KO Ericsson MZNLLRTOIRREA YL T4 L0E EWEEE A /LT LU CTEERL T
TeEWVOREIL SR ST E L BRI, B IS DR PR — VR 7y T2 BURLIZY 56
XTI, AR H 2B R A RN E T 5728 LT, U FER e BT HIENTE-TH
%9, +++ Ericsson MBS MERFFICESE Uik a i 3 oatioxi LT K mgaisn
AXYNT 4 HFRL TNV T EDBNLRESTVR R | 3R 2 B 88 1 ot L CRFRF AR — VR T
AL TR T 52 E R USRI B IEL CREFFAR— VR 7 712 DWW THIZRAJICEY |
FAHZEEFEHE L= Z ST HRRD IH 72, s FR AR 1L, Ericsson 232 RAND F#H5%E5F L, £
B O IR CIEAERZR0A Y LT 4 2 ER L QUo7 LB EL TS,

AT, BAYINT A« AR 7D BARR 2N FER RSN RY | R IEaA YL T (AL
XTI MR AT DTN, HOBUS KL T T ORFFRMLABE SIS TNDHE
VIO B F I o T, B A T oSt E. & COMERTHER 2oL T 1% b7 T
FUTR D72 N EEBER T 20T Tl A2 C, D-Link OFEMFIEANIL, “Hhs &4
MEFC > TDaA Y LT AFO R EZRAIZ B Lh 72" BIA) , SV 5700
(X, D-Link 13 B ©235213 72 Wi-Fi MR BT 2D T Ao AR T H5FE — Db 2 1 T
DT ENIZETH D, D-Link 30AYIVT o« AR % 7B T2 AR 225 E L (a2 — D
TR TEARD 7Ll b B IR R IS A Y LT A AF R T ITOWTCIR T A2 LA T Y]
ICHERLIZEWZ D, |

416 (Dell 13 Ericsson AB EDENZ Lo TARIFFFFFO ERu 432 1F T Tzd) 122N T

AW THEHZERR A Dell 1, 74t Ericsson AB'*2® 2008 4= 2 A 13 H fMaster Purchase
Agreement!"| (BLFTMPAJEVND) D5 12.1 SRICES AR 2 I DHERIZ A L T e T
T, AHRAIZIAUL, 5 12.1 551X Supplier 1%, Dell IZF228% KA 3 KO7A5FFA SUTEHIFT D
32 LSLCTTERL T, Dell (ICEDAMREOIEALEIERR O/, 3UT Dell (285 H
K OV =3 O 85 i A BRLEe AT REME D &5 w1HE XU TATBLFRE D M FFH 1B TF B2
DLT 5, B LEDTEY, MPA Ol Supplier | #IZ574} Ericsson AB D FE#D A T LM Ericsson I
ZHKIYEH T o7, Lol Dell 13, ARFFFHER FFFF21X LM Ericsson 232 D241 T
&5 Ericsson AB OREEANEL TR LIS O7E L TIRUY, RERBIRA R E L) o178
DY~V =Ty P A ((EREEFEHZ RN TRINDHI) ITFRVIZE FiET 5,

16 24} Ericsson AB 1% LM Ericsson DAY =—F &1t

17 F¥4} Ericsson AB (525) @ Dell (2 ) 12332 FE AT m—R U MU IG 12 B 9578 B AR, A%
HITEIE MPA 65 H 25 3 48,

B S X LU T D8, Ericsson, 773 F.3d at 1213 (“[s]upplier will not commence any lawsuit or seek any judicial
order affecting Dell or add Dell as a party to any pending legal or administrative proceeding that is not directly
related to Dell’s purchase of Products or that may prevent Dell from shipping any Dell or third—party products.”).
9 Dell I&, #f#} Ericsson AB %3 LM Ericsson L CTAFFZIREIE TEWZ LD X572 -7 L T (D)
AMFFFFIEL LM Ericsson IZBEES IV TWDE O D | RUFFFF ORI 1IFFS) Ericsson AB DEEBR THHI L, (2),
AAEFHFZAD FEFER 431 Ericsson AB 12X Tar ha— LS LTV AL, (3)Dell ~D$EFF1T Ericsson AB D¢
(BT TEBRRESN QWIS FEBEFET S,
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ZO RIZBAU TR, B EFFFROREICH o> TREFFHEHR Th5 LM Ericsson Xt =
B DT EAFHUEN | AIZFHRSL Ericsson AB OHE3E B A Dell #2FFAHRRELI-LLTh, 4%
EZRITH )BT LM Ericsson MR EFFAZIRE T DHEFIZA L T2 ZEITOUN TRV D4
1 Z72 E LT, LM Ericsson 23§ 4k Ericsson ABOREEN TH 7o EWVIFEIT OV TEHEE /S
FIZBATHEERGF R Te EIFHFEL TD (Z AU 2 ARG U DUV TACHIR X, IR E
LT Dell 13 MPA (ZESEARMRFFFZ I T MR Z AL TORNEL T Y=V py DA
Tl U R A 3R o

=. f&&t

ZZTL B RAK OB EHNT FRAND aAY /LT 4 DEEITIEICETHIRD mataatd 5,
BEFH N OH G (G a1, 2K OB) W N Dell #HEHC IS ERFFHEOFELS (Fr56) 1T,
FOXRELRN,

. V5=, Entire Market Value Rule, Comparable License
CBAYIT g REF T
. Hypothetical Negotiation ® H f

BSow N+

. {E1E Georgia Pacific factors

1. &ABRSEa=w k. Entire Market Value Rule. Comparable License

BER A Y LTI KERFFRE 284 555 1 SUTHESHDOTHLY, BB AY 7 113(1)
BAYLTAREQEAT VT AN—A (YR FITE R DR OMED) O 2 FRITESTHIE
IhH%,

ZDIBERAYNT 4N ZADRECHT0 LRTOFHIGNIL, Frar 3 BB 358 55 L B
LRV L8 —FEIZ 72> C— D OMREZ R T 256 . URXBEL 26 &0 THRER
ZHTET5 entire market value rule ZH WAL DN LBV, Ll TEITeA LT 4
— A% B R CII BV IR5E AT HERFRT S5 i = b (smallest salable patent practicing unit)
IZEDRE LT LKA FERR A PRI 23 2 TR0, oA Y LT 4 X — 2% R Ofliks

2 MPA O¥ERWEN =2 —a— I METHT2ZeM s ARHPPUIABBMRIZONTE =2 —a — 7 IINEICE S
MFILC\\B, Ericsson, 773 F.3d at 1235-36.

21 35 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.” (FH#rZB| FHE)

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

% entire market value rule 1%, Rite—Hite Corp. v. Kelley Co., /nc., 56 F.3d 1538 (Fed. Cir. 1995) (en banc)iZ&\>»
TEREMZR AT 2SN TN, RNEERE, R REAE e aA Y LT 4B E T RXOWT OB A I
HEns,

24 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.””).

11
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ETDRERRENFAENIZH T, bodb, WG EICHLRE M A A Y LT A R—RET D
TENBESIL TV Tide | A HIEL Tl FFarME ICB W TR IS B 3 21 RE s
UL BEROTFEEZF|EEIL TCWAIEESGEL AP0, DT A1 A (comparable
license) ZARPLIZ A /LT 4N — 2% ARG &5 D3 B A BT,

ZDLH7eH  AR¥| P entire market value rule, smallest salable patent practicing unit & T8
comparable license DG A ZHFEIT DL D TH D, FT AL entire market value rule [322
DBERENOHERIND LT D, —DIF BEIIREAY LT 1 (AT LT AN—REnA T LT 45
D EAEALA A G o) 1R, FraF 5 D B B S IS I L 7 Al B2 25 <b D TRIFiUE7e b7
WEWIERE EOIEHIETHD, I — 20, EFiEHEICE SR FEO FEREL M T2
128, BATY T A= RZOW T, AR OIS L ARSIV BEIC L Db D TH DL
WHZEDE BN DML T D6 | FriiEE OB FHIT SRR ISV THEE TELN
ZHTRWEGG L FAIPNE, JOBERZR L TR IRTE 2=y NUTENLOE /NS 7 E 5y
ZHER LR IT UL BN E WO FEILE EOJRAITH S,

FRVER DWW T, FFFHEE OS8R SV RE OAE IS TR ES D LV 1884
AED Garretson By m#:HIPEY LLSR OAEE XY (apportionment) D3 x 7225 B4 A D TRV,
ZDB X FERRICLIESG A RSB RE DM S i i B i BRI K S e &, HEfE
FreFS I Re ISR DE 0 b & AT BRI IE DS RESND Z &I 5%, )7 smallest
salable patent practicing unit &2 OV T, HLE THEFADOR EICREN 2 F 2/ T2
T2 DFEHUE EOJFRAITHLZLDBABNZSH TN,

F7- BEAaA Y LT A DB EIZHTZoTC, [AEDT A 2K (comparable license) %
LT3 I i AR IS A Y L T AR E LTS D Th-oT2L L Th BB rA Y /LT
AVERFFF R DS B B AU T A L S FR E S T SR 228 B RIZRIE RV
%o ZOYE  MEDTA L ATIOFREREFRENERIC - HTDHILHIEDHVARNT

% 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.IIl. Mar.26, 2014).

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

2" Garretson v. Clark, 111 U.S. 120, 121 (1884) [Fv 7 dmik B%HA] (“[tlhe 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.”)

2 TWM Mfg. Co. v. Dura Corp., 789 F.2d 895 (Fed.Cir.1986) & O Rite-Hite Corp. v. Kelley Co., 56 F.3d 1538
(Fed.Cir.1995)2: iR

12
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G MERIE 13, B EDOTA B AR AR EFOREEICTHWDIZHTZD, Bk ET7 A
LIRS T OEREREOENZIAGNILART USRS WET 5, B SR LT A0 AZKIN5E
B —F U7\ SSITRHLOE IR D D T o TRHILAE 11124850 O TIE W E AP XFLR
LTV 52,

2. OAYLTAREYXLY

HE HZHRFFIC AL T, FRaFR— AR 7y 7 ORI E LIS, BAYILT (A2 F T D3]
JALIRDY, nAYNVT A2 yF 7 LIl 2 OEREFRIMEFAZ LU Th | B LRFRF O
DLW EITREREL T, B > TORA Y LT AN KRELRDTELLVORET
0%, LT, FRAND BAY LT DREIZRITHAAYNT 4 AZyF L TR OB
WL, BN E S TEDORIR OB D,

AARTIEIT 70 DA @SBRSS Ml # O LZRFFFIZ DWW TOT A/ ZE D 7
225, E &2 ORI T 2T7 0 AR O G (BERAYY T 1) bR E I & B &
WIZHEELMEN DD 1 EL T, BEERAY LT 4D EIRAAEERAIZHEILL TWD & x5 8
fDTE EICERRLIZERDHDER 3D 5%EL T, [A] EBMEZ B T 512 7> Tl [k
N, PR ANES B A YT %5/ — b DT EARREL CERILTWDIEITIZTU
MTS Bk D LERFFF 2R T5H ORI TIE, BREnA YT 43R ERDTLEB<BLEND,
BRERAYIT A% 5= NANET D2 FF T2 AN LD L | 22 TV,

KETIE, A CLRT O Mg L LT, Microsoft Corp. v. Motorola, Inc. 73> b 76 E5
DX B R Mt #2732 K2 OV In re Innovatio IP Ventures, LLC Patent Litig. AV /N At 505588 F5 fhgsk 2
L, HRSE R DRI S T DRA Y LT A RO R A RO H L B A LT+
(2 EIRAFR 72 £ T FRAND AV LT & BEL TD,

ISR TC, B LD IR 2 F 2 T A X TR G R H A DR A — VR Ty 7 R OY
BAY VT A« RS 7 D BARI IR H L Z2WOBRY | IR, B IR L TR AR —
WRT T B ORATIT 4+ 22 F L TIZOWTRRLIRSTh IV LU, TD-Link (IR

2 Ericsson, 773 F.3d 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.”)”).

O AT, FFRFR— AR T T R RAA YN T 1« AR X T o N ETIR DI T 5, [F57FR— VR T
V7 IE BALBERE O HE DD EN TER o TD I MERFTFHES DNEN e A Y VT 4 R LT
LAIAFIEL, T VT 1 AFyF 7 | ORI E > THE D B D 2B ORI BER T 25 5124
155895 (Ericsson, 773 F.3d at 1209 (“Patent hold-up exists when the holder of a SEP demands excessive
royalties after companies are locked into using a standard. Royalty stacking can arise when a standard implicates
numerous patents, perhaps hundreds, if not thousands.”).),

U R R 26 55 A 16 A (AR 25 FR(R)10043 BB AT TERE R GE R IR F+4)

32 Microsoft Corp. v. Motorola, Inc., No. C10-1823, 2013 WL 2111217 (W.D. Wash. Apr. 25, 2013). E1/E. §59
KE[EDE IR BT CHER B MRE .

3 In re Innovatio 1P Ventures, LLC Patent Litig., No. 11-C-9308, 2013 WL 5593609 (N.D. Ill. Oct. 3, 2013), %
DHRFRICE ST T2 PERE T L,

RSO LA F @Y, Ericsson, 773 F.3d at 1234 (“The district court need not instruct the jury on hold—up or

13
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DB LNWZ DIEE DR FR—IVR T 7 RO AY IV T ¢« AZ o 7B 5 BARR 2R3 L%
FEHL QW L TWnA,

3. Hypothetical Negotiation o) Bt

EdRodoiz, AEaA YA TAAT(DBA YL T AREQ)A YN T 4 _R—A YR E TN
FTONASOMKR) O 2 BERIZHEDZFREIND, MELSNTaA YNV TADFET D6, Uike
AXYNTAESEEESNDDY | HENLSNTIZ A Y LT ABTFELRWIGE | GBI en AL
T AT Y FEE B OIRABAS M (hypothetical negotiation) |2 S B EINDS, (RIBAS LT, k5
LIRDRFTFHES A DI OMERATEE TRE T, DR EFDVHDHELTC BT RET AR FE LR
FNCESTEREL TR EICEST-THAI LT O FIETH L, IBZWOEER 1T, B
TS DIRRDAT R TR, B RICBITDRED— HITHRESND,

AL ARV O FEAE B IZ-DU VT D-Link 28528 FHRL TOZRWNEL THIBIL TR0
D5, BUS LERFFFIC BT 2 RITR VT, RSO HrE 02— M2
BHSNDHIET REDZONTIF R HD,

4 . {EIEhR Georgia Pacific Factors

Microsoft Corp. v. Motorola, Inc.™” 32 o P8 58 Hf X E H #1712 330 VT Robart BCHIE 13
RAND BRIV TIR D LH7EERK Georgia Pacific factors }x (N =EEfE7 L— AU — 7% Fu
T RAND ZE# B ELT-, Holderman #:HE 1% In re Innovatio IP Ventures, LLC Patent Litig. (Y /
AP A B F P L2 38 VT L Robart #0:HE OIE IER Georgia Pacific factors z% D F FE5HE
L, —HEMEELI =BTV — LU =7 &R & Loo, FicicFER 7T T RAND £HZE
726

AL RAND BZRIZAWVBLNAIEIE Georgia—Pacific factors X572t D DIEEITEEL .
FHAHIFTIZ B W CIEER BARR 72 F LRI BT DA RTTEIC RAND ZHA R E LT U767
ELTD,

Microsoft Corp. v. Motorola, Inc. )
Georgia—Pacific factors AR
fE1E Georgia—Pacific factors

1. BEFFHEE N MR RRRFAE | AT DEA YL T A4 L, TRAND JAt
DEZFT=uAY VT 4%E YRR T LIRS ) TR IFTR6 S SEP O

stacking unless the accused infringer presents actual evidence of hold—up or stacking.”).

% Nickson Indus., Inc., v. Rol Mfg. 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).

3 LaserDynamics, Inc. v. Quanta Computer, Inc., 694 F.3d 51, at 76 (Fed. Cir. 2012)
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hypothetical negotiation &L TiL, 74t
—@ RAND R H5% BT Y F5 D3R L7z
BRRREFT T — N T AR ARE NI BT D,

2. MRERETFHE L [RIREORF R HE
\ZHOEHDbITHR

ShARL (=720, SR o7 H.264 AR
FFLHELIT S MPEG LA H.264 ¥F 7 — L%
fRE)

3. T4 ADNE K OV
Ot S/ 9B 510, 7V —
il /At R )

Skl

4. WS DTA B A TTEE

RAND £ ClIAZEHE TR T
(""RAND EELTWALL L HEFIZENT At
VAL WA BLETTE D)

RAND H =1L TV 5 Ericsson IZ
BOTH 4 ERICHDHIIRE
L e i oY ANA LAY N Y
—I TRV,

5 74t P—LI M —

DREFR

RAND £ ClIARBEHE TR T
(""RAND EELTWDLLE, HERIFICL D5
EDFERNRTA L ATBLETET)

A48 —LI4 v —D
5| -DBf% 1%, Ericsson &L
CIHER RN TTA R R
L2 AU B AR I Y
TIEAREY TH D,

6. %I DS HER]E Dt T
S H 7o DI, 5 ft HE
DAL DR DIRFE G 2 D5

g
=

ReF 5 DR YER S D BN TERE ~ D E ik FS
KON FEHEMERRD T v — R ~DEF
BRI R (= MBI I SN2 2 8IS KD il
B ELRY)

7. B oM., 712y
ZHAFH

FEE O T A AW, Fe i & 7 45
LR D72)

8. FrFFidah O3 R
e

56 R LFIHOEE (= RS
LIZE DB B E L)

RO T80T 27T
& H 5% 8 BHRIL, B
VYRR D FELENFRESND
ZEITED |mIELTW LI ER
TAEINDTZDIETED B,

9. FEFFELEL DN ST
DB (BRE, 2D

FRHERUR ~ DR AT O R A EEAEL LT AR
YRR BRI SIS ATREME D& - T RO AR
LIRS

L L 0L 7004 LT B A 5
LSO, SO T
(O N P/ SSAS
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LS M IR Z L ETD
EHTI L TENLTOVDEND
U TR, Bk LA
PRIV T TR DIEK
ST 9D M B &
N R EHEIE

10. #¥RFEM OV, PEHL

P78 I OREHE IS D Fi AT R RE~ D B kB
FOY ROy — S ~D &
R (=R O FE AT i D A5 L

P Al IR Y DA (=
TH0, bbbl o R L L H

DOMWE, Ehizg OFE o SKIAEHERF B O TIEAR
FEAE IR A SN2 2 S XA MBI B B LR
i)
D)
F 10 BFRLEZLEDOEE (=T OHNIM
11. BEFICLLZEHAOM A o
EOHEREL, ARSI L Ic L D1
&ML A ot

TEIZZELZR)

12. ERICBITDYEFD
i C L DRE R

ARERIZBWTIL, 3 RAND R Cirazid.
RAND HEEAFTOTA B AZBITHE
FUEIT R 25~ (38-39p)

13. FratsE I L HERAGR 70 ER 5y
EXBI SN SREH P O % 5
/i 3

PUFIFBELRV: BFFSHTORWESS .
S TR, O RRYRY AREFEE BN
HERHEREROW R | FEESUR ICER S
T2 ZEIC Lo B INES - il

14. EMFFEACILE R

SRR TIZ MRS M SREA DR
ReEE)

15. RABAZ I I T A
— I —NEELET

HAHIuAYIVTAHH

ARSI BN TIE, A— R T o 7[R
FOBREe YL T MEZBELZE T,
RAND & COTA B AR BN RENDHITT
THY, A=V R 77 R EERE OB S5
BHEMZR A Y LT 1T, RIS N-Z
CIZ I AMEIL S AT, F8 B O H i A Al
DAHEFLTHREL, BRI A YT 1R
BEDBLTINOIL, RART N TLHHIEE
AT, D UERFFOFIELERE D L v
AYNTAREBE
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Microsoft Corp. v. Motorola, Inc.

SEBETL—LT—

Microsoft Corp. v. Motorola, Inc

HTITD

In re Innovatio IP Ventures

HTITD

S1: ARYEBUEIT 3 2HERIE Dy
TP —b7 VA OffiiE %1, =2
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