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A% b Feir Rt % 4 (Petition for Writ of Certiorari) 74 ) 0 425 T 71
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EFREFZ S 101 Rppenig g p ¥ %im:}*“ﬁfr‘s ¥ 2 5 Bilski 4 sk g P e
FE2iE 372 A4 Bilski L% p £ 101 RpE7 =3 EJDFEP c 2Rk FiEln
BN ERAGE T EEMAEED N REALIAHTT - Rt 7 T2
A &) o frre o Bilski & ¢ Ay i ehRE AP BRI B 5N B R s o T 7
GRS

*~% P A 2B § 2+ 2 F fconcurring opinions ® % %7 (Rejected)State Street
Hp) P B IR N EEJIBRPI N AR AR AT E YR T
445 ~ Efeg 2558 % (auseful, concrete and tangible result) (State Street
test —149 F .3d 1368, 47 USPQ2d 1596, (Fed. Cir. 1998), Foot Note 1 and page 3,

(1) 78 58 2~ &3> B F 2T FLL 2 5§ State Street — “nothing

intoday’s opinion should be read as endorsing interpretations of §101 that the Court

>N\

ofAppeals for the Federal Circuit has used in the past. See, e.g., State Street, 149 F. 3d,at
1373; AT&T Corp., 172 F. 3d, at 1357.”

% B & 1k (USPTO JE #vjd-Jg & {5 7ngh Y 303 r’:}ﬁ—r%ﬁgﬁ“’ e
TR {7 e 4 2 3 4% ) %72 B (machine-or-transformation test) iF & 2| 47iE % 2 % hdg s o
4 i&—&@x v B - TEF P G i E SRR RN 3 4 ) %7 2% 0] (machine-or-transformation  test)
%] 7 ﬁ;} ’ “f 22 P RERRGE SR A FRIDT BT RS B2
= 4-7? 2L

FlE F 2 Bu it Bilski v. Kappos & en2) i 48 24 5k = ;2 (process) % {1 2 |02
STHRIE 2 oy B PR RN g ) wr i EIJ(machine-or-transformatlon test) > » E B ;,?@J
Mayo v. Prometheus % =14+ » #] 5 A Prometheus =3 %7 /2 %1 |¢ AFFETRE
2 RE 2% 101 G52 ge 2 B U ik &5 3k @ Bilski v. Kappos % 2
/A7 W4T Prometheus & 3§ #2122 4 B2 5% ﬁ*“ B oF e 275 B3
P RARH e A2 0 & A e

BB s T3 AT MR R 2 B 2SN P R eF R R

" R AR Bilski ZE E5R IR S L AREON TR, SRR, LA R,
http://naipo97.pixnet.net/blog/post/25552715 2012,10,28
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H I i&{;ﬁd » Ry Diehr & 6] #-p ZRE P2 fF 2 NE R e i E AR R
FiI¥ - EEE B I E 7 3£ ("an application of a law of nature or mathematical
formula to a known structure or process may well be deserving of patent protection.”ld., at
187)° i+ & & JUif fetf e T2 30> ¥ > i (business method) % #c 48 (software) ¥ 3% -
R oORAT O E R R i}u{:ﬁd B RERRT R E R B EH
P2 “,f (categorical exclusions) 38 p 2. T o (& B ;£ Fe3l * 35 USC 8273 % 5 M 34
gLk df) o

- ~ LabCorp v. Metabolite®

1985 & 3 F3 A R IMF| > A far ¥ Loy it (homocysteine » ¥k fig e
) Bend Foad 3 B2 A FRiangt £ Mo T E 0 88 £ RS 4940658 5L 11
f@is I d Metabolite Laboratories, Inc. (Metabolite) = 7 B~17 32 4g -

Metabolite >+ 4 O # % f¥ 32 4# % Laboratory Corporation Inc. (LabCorp) 32 %38
LT 2 o4 O & & > LabCorp -2z * ;32 # i (Abbott Laboratories ) #% &
B RIE S 2 0 ¥ 2 4B M e Metabolite £ 4] & - 578 4 % 5142 Metabolite
17 %0 @ 2 LabCorp “rk * hily 33 FRGRE S 2 47 7 Metabolite 414,940,658
REA T el 13000 BRA RPRPT > &ALV E LD
B3 2 0 BJIR 2 AT

13. A method for detecting a deficiency of cobalamin or folate in warm-blooded animals comprising
the steps of:
assaying a body fluid for an elevated level of total homocysteine; and correlating an elevated level

of total homocysteine in said body fluid with a deficiency of cobalamin or folate.

AEX B2 EPEe 78 BAZ FALSFMRY BPEREREE SRR
BFAS RS EY F B2 AERSLTHME et RHERLET T B R
Bl12 s a4t L o Flm F P & 15 20 § %53 %%r)ﬁ&iii&%ﬁi?ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ > i
A Rl X MoRp Bt F B2 AEMA LR TIAPME ST L HET T EHAE

tet |

R
ey

§ LABORATORY CORPORATION OF AMERICA HOLDINGS, DBA LABCORP, PETITIONER v.
METABO LITE LABORATORIES, INC., ET AL. 370 F.3d 1354 (Fed. Cir. 2004).
® £ U.S. patent 4940658, col. 11, II. 58-65.
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i ARERBEINERFERE ) SEZ T ALIAZ > T RE IR R A B2

AP BHED TL RS, ik > @ 3|4 35 USC §101 4c 1R & o i
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HFY o B R A BRSO I % (F]t ¢ & machine-or-transform
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result) o % i > BB Efechig 2 F P S 2 B EHROFE 0 TR EREE T AL
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THE A KLY FEL AR S F B VR L RSB REERP R GHE
WATY o - AT .

= ~ Association for Molecular Pathology v. Myriad Genetics

2009 # 57 12 p > % WA % p d BE (the American Civil Liberties Union, ACLU)
it 2 Association for Molecular Pathology (AMP > & =+ 532§ ¢ ) & le ik 2 f8a F 4
i A ¥ Myriad Genetics Inc. 2> 7 &2 £ R & 15 & & (USPTO)#&L;&;: 2 Myriad
Genetics Inc. > @ d The University of Utah B~ {8 4] # % it & 2 1) 2L %] BRCA1 / BRCA2
P~ PRRIPM AT F R - RIURLE SGRRIHT BEL S B G RE T

19" Lab. Corp. of Am. Holdings. V. Metabolite Labs., Inc., 126 S. Ct. 2921 (2006) (dismissing the writ of
certiorari as improvidently granted).
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FECHI LI EPEESEN T 15751 (2 4B 7 45 2 H)-101 59N 5 R 7 e
L[ 5 A Mayo v. Prometheus ZF 7381 7722872 5.2 77 25

Erveo FRA NP D BPERE ALEJHEOL A RAF > L2 it 2 B

ﬁq;fn,gé);g_;—fung;ilol,.,,{L, g—fiﬁgy}oq@_—ku;;@gﬁpp ;\j\p 1
z Kﬂﬁ;ll‘ﬁv%?}%ggﬁ ’ é{,‘,—:i _‘/El_gy‘fljl ff*@ﬁwz ’;%—‘j\_g;? _}g‘/.; o

FRANPIBMP L RIE 2 ZRfAmRt Jlagscz im0 BEFS
3 o Myriad Genetics > & % JR » > & FIF I BN PR o 2010 &# 7 7 29 p s
B 2Riesr bRk o g4 Myriad Genetics = 2 & it 13 5 g A (DNA) & 1 vk
REAMAFME 5T &AM o Bt bRk ot 1887 & £ 2 e Hartranft v
Wiegmann - % ¢ erF% p T4 % 4 ~(Human Intervention) & % ¢ pR3 B2 p 2R3 $
PR B cnd ) R B S MSTHRE SR g it A gt o DNA BE B B f T X A G e
2 4 P e (Native DNA) » e SiB - B EJ2 ~ 4 2 3 4r(s » v @ digFg s F &
NI ERIER > A AN R A DNAF‘%F‘*WP? Hm L ¥ % 41 14011

PR ARiGE b3k st 2011 & 7 % 29 p E|i- % (1) M G DNA B A
FlHR > F12 3 a7 p % > £ A G AP R - (2E B DNA B 7| eh 2 4.7
T & it F A foS AR R o Q)8 E B KRR T E AT B ik F
CE A oA AR B JIF R 80 & Rig S P ae § 2t & DNA
AFARME Al B Y F 20% 5 A MEAT] 0 AR GIE T AR R 0 kY RE B2
B o mERmEERT o

fa 45'“

~ %t Myriad Genetics = & &4 F 37pF > F RFH0 S E 0 & E el
(Friend of the Briefs) % £ /5 A #8 4 3% it DNA» RS- e PN iF
%At o A48 DNA & 5 2 f A o jedole i 5/ 7 4 AR G Y S
WH-H BN RAEF P AREAPENT AR A FER- 2 0 F EAEE
T 2 # [ (Transformation) | 1 5 2|47k 45 o B 2Racsw F 2772 pa 2] i3 @ 44 DNA
LE S E B2 % 101 57 & fIHRndt JR0P o S2naie PR i s p oA g
ET A N AETL R EH R B AT B A0 e 8 1 A g2 DNA ¥ 22 R 4 DNA
PR & DNA § fr 3 o Rt A3 DNA S b b o B AL TR

>.L
G
—b gk

4
N)
|

B o

d >+ 2012 & 3 7 26 p B 2 e ¥t Mayo v. Prometheus % 2. £ B & 112 101 if
2 B AEE B QIR (L 2 0 kB B ek RE IR bR Fu g

YOEEE, RHEbTE AR, R BRI ERRARTEE Myriad ZEH5 A BEEL R T ELAME: - 4
HE http.//stl|.|||.org.tw/ContentPage.aspx?l 5515,2012 410 H 25 H
12 No. 2010-1406, http://graphics8.nytimes.com/packages/pdf/business/genepatents-USamicusbrief.pdf, last

visited: November 2, 2010.
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PEATA T EPEEEEA T 57 3 e i 2 3 2 H)-101 5 f e R e

7,5, % Mayo v. Prometheus 4 AES 772 e 2 s 2

AMPV. Myriad % M B 3T 2 BB E 37 F K o 81 16 P o> BN P 3R LD G
EXBREESE - %KwﬂF%MHKABMWMWmHMW%i%%%iﬁﬁﬂﬁ
3 DNA & 3 % fIHE 13 237 chif bt > 15 5 4 S 8 1 4 3250 DNA ¥ &
Tt £ 2 WE 2 % 101 0% ¢ R he &4 > B 2Ricar b o3 B (o s i 2]
TR B FHE PRI 5 i Ak o 4240 5 DNA B 5] 2 447 3 2 2 B 15R
%%$%AvaPmmmwsﬁ_ﬁ}£&:' Wz’kﬁaﬁﬁ J;ﬂi%ﬁﬁﬁ
e 3R ey 2 2 BRI R e R 2SRRGB AMP 2t A
Ay EAT LR RN ED

2.3 TiET e Y -E R

TEREFL P PHDORBMER > FuE 4 2003 £ 1547 A AT I
Ry R R L G FRFR R AR L AT B Ol @ o G AR R AR~ OBy
fEe BAREFEL A PR OER > FRDUARES OFE L BRI FRDE
FOOERAT R R A A AR ARUEL PR BIU Lk AR
B A FIRIREARY L B4 4o DNA S RNA -~ Fov Hru 2 2 i chid dppe o

+3

FRRRIEFHITOEH A ™ RS PARR 8 T MG DB LA R
MG FE B R R QB RET 0 RF L HRF R R R D A AT F g
Rk AR DG R R BB F o B R AR AR T A S @R
G R A FRATRET L

FRAURIAE D o L ES LIS R G BB 0 ER LTINS S
CRER RS LUPEEE T § T R F R R Ry
CIRE A HEET $ A R AR o AR DB L P RET Y R RA
AR FIEF B ARG AT A IER N A D F R > A&

"1‘\? )}}/”\""%ﬂ) BAF LT LA
F o~ B MR RIBT

Poan g A F ARt Rk A RPN A & ¢ 45 R-P s F 38 1R
B f e A Ffhsedpend T Al ER Ao AAREEFAMAEE B B
BFREER N BFADE B2 EFLIEE FET UK ERL RS A—a\r&#%m* 4
Pl bl A Bty FAF  AFZRN L F0 FLAREZE AET R &0k

3 Major Decides Myriad’s isolation DNA Composition Claims Still Patent-Eligible After Supreme Court’s
Mayo Opinion. IPO Daily News, Aug.17. 2012.
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P FHE EFREFEA A #2751 B R 5 2 B)-101 M R e e

ZEE 75, AT Mayo v. Prometheus FA 72381 7772 3.2 7 2

B2 B RS LA @7 RS DNA BAIA Js o A k& A S R
T F A BWABHED AT e $6L 8 B DNA P 5

e Ul BiRce - i LAA TR S - fafkie o v E
AT ERIEBREE AT HREN AR FE TR HER 2 RET
Rl BB kR FBATIE S F R '@# TRF P g%ﬂ&ﬁ%“"ﬂ
2 AFLZE T U] d A F Rl iR ¢ g

AR A s LNt

P i 4 47 #3e (Disease biomarkers)

3= dp 1k (Alternative evaluation indicators)

K e 4 1@ 4 3 2z (Effect or physiological biomarkers)
&%471' p &4 # {3z (Drug targets biomarkers)

»x 4 $» 32 (Efficacy biomarkers)

2 ﬂﬁﬁ# | 4 $ 42z (Physiological mechanism biomarkers)
432 4 $ 43 (Toxicology biomarkers)

#3734 P &3z (Translation-based biomarker).

G N o o s~ D PE
‘Jr‘ﬁ

?%%*:‘:ﬁf)ﬁaﬁ?’é@@* TE e R “f Q=Y pgﬁﬂ"m;ﬁﬁ'l O T S - A R
BHREB DL PRRE - A HERPIHITHF AL IR B e & LB

BB AR B R 2 B e g 2 183 AR P AeF R 2 2 d 3 2 Biochip
ek RT R {f%?4m¢%,maw¢+ﬁ@m@w ﬁ%ﬁﬂwmﬁﬂé’
Bt B b DI R fop RAOEARE R o P D A& iR B REEF R
(polymerase chain reaction, PCR ) ~ Restriction fragment length polymorphism (RFLP) =
Southern blotting ~ Sequence information ~ Real-time PCR ~ Biochip(# # & #)& = % -

1R B 2w eniy o e B ok R S D8 I G 5T iE 80% o 3t AL
A= P iR P IR DA e 1 TE L ﬁhs\ 1 iRE R - TR o ITE K 0 PR e (tumor
marker) = 3 € & T} 3 5 o “Mpy” g REKRIHERE R DY E o PR
B #HIRAS M\}?aﬁm ® 44 CHE R AL R LRI ER A S ey

e

4 Nature Biotechnology 2005/03; T 5% IEK2008/10
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FECHI LI EPEESEN T 157571 E e 4B 48 2 H5)-101 L5 M MET i R Er
ZEi7 54 Mayo v. Prometheus A8 772 B 5 = 7o 22

RN Rl

AP P A AR o I T S B A iR B T ] e
Bl S R F A (PRS0 2 H T R R 2
BEFAFR S CF o F iy gd LR RS T EE  2a Fd
FREE RIS R o eikiRlS A S o el B o - B ROMBTRE
BRe A P (Wit E ) AP RATIEO P BT o R R
FRIA SR R P L B ERIP RIS 0 AL TR TR R TR RS T
B N RRE S MRS MO A A SRt Rl B S L S b
™

3
e E ¥ AR B ’&r%ﬁé‘fé‘;@*‘r‘ ATIHRE ~ WE A PP s s

fe T VR ET R G D
TOXEME TRELEBTE A A

VIR RS P T RFAREE DB S P ERATFR TR D TS

AL P AR T A T BgE

Lo R AU B ARILE Uk M 07
B HOBmA AR 0 BT EE G RHA o WA R e o
FRMETPr 250 f ¥ ks iR 0 b PR GRS YA & s T 4
FlewE g 0 F 7 - AAF B 1 B o

B Aol A H 0 SAEA K A R

2. FERF IRFMEORE 0 - LIAPBI AR T LRM G R
R R TR TR PSR R S S TR e L
BREEF AT - BE G Mg o LAFRIPHEFS AL 240
T P RFE o T R Ged JT BN BT USRS G FEL S AT LR PR
iF SR i) R

3. ABWER TR ARFAIFERRE I § TEAL ARSI
AR R R e B ¢ F B e ke R B o Flt 1Y B
}?FTT gp T BT ’)5 ek T A B )ﬁi Rt ML ETE )ﬁi °

SRAIFEIAEEN PR XY REAPPATIERA G > B AT R P (T
R A R S R R e i

BAER bd MAFHASH LSELT 22 LRRE L EF IR P

s
i
b

o

OGRS - SEIEMP (2004) o TEMFEFIAEMIRESL , (RIESSSRE) - 381 Hi  34~41F -
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PETE I BTSN T A A58 2 J0)-101 559t R o

SEL% 2 Mayo v. Prometheus A 5 Fio B 8

BT A% 4 508 % a GRS chR A KB ATARLS % 2 ol
S L I AR SR L N ST 3

A2

ENEN ?%*ﬁ/?giﬁ/‘t

FRURD HL 2RI ALY FE R - TER AL AITE RTRA DY
BB BB AR KRS B BB R B B o BRlALES 30 £ A
PR B RHNEY A S A p o SR RS A0F L Rt o ¢ gE
* DNA ~ RNA - ¥ tk#u48 ( monoclonal antibody) i& = ff il B &l 2 53] ~ % %% 2
B L E et U AR B R A B Y B K e if‘f?ﬁ@ﬁﬂbi—"r{—ﬁrmﬁ
P B R B B R

F R RIS R A 9D A Bk PRIDEHHE 0 05 B L
gg%@ﬁ%é’ﬁﬂ§%ﬁff a%ﬁﬁﬁawmoﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%%#%ﬂ
EHR AR GRRITCREF AR P H AR RS ES Mg (ARHE
;’Awbiis 5N U E AR EATRS B B A Reo? B HE
VT B g 0 LR AP R Had BAE S G Rkl RS o F
Rethipl ek ¢ Libs ¥R BT ¢ L FRRAOTRE L A B R
SRR AT R PR R ER AN PR FEA R AL b L
B3 3 9006 o 7 % BT ety P R AR RIRIGE AR PCR HAF > RNA K &
(NASBA » TMA) » it ¥ F & (ABI > Abbott) - v DNA 124 (invader) % k- &
AFCHF S H W HHE A EL R AKX AR S P hnd dad T 2 UL R B

ol ™
3
3l

e

BT A AR R ARG A 2L SR iR] (IVD) od8% > B ik 17 8 At 5ty
BB s o W SReng iRl 5N S 0 B B T A o R ek s %‘ﬁ%%ﬁvﬁf%ﬁiﬁdﬁﬂ
o {7 o 1345 Jain PharmaBiotech = @ en@™ & /7 34 4745 & 17# SN & e A
Wi eEd 2009 #0115 pEFE o K P 2014 #0210 mE 2 2019 & 0320

BEAGEAT R L R

poadbihiey M2 FoRtenl A X A9 0478 s A (ASRs,
Analyte-specific Reagents) =@ 5 3 PRI% 5 2 > @ F Bk F 1 PIRIF cnfik # |3k b=t 34 -

S g - 2Bk TR T RIS, » SRR - 2007 £ -
T 2010 (EARTRHCRNE PESEREAT R - SR - LR, -
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PSS I EPEEIFEA T 157 (2 B 7 4 2 A)-101 o5 B R e &
FEEaZ a2 Mayo v. Prometheus KA A, 77 B2 2 s 2
P S RI RS B £ g A d 2014 #0105 mE A2 K 3 2019 £ 150 @
F ~fsm B AR > ¥ b o) FDA %8 ek RI5E &35 4 (FDA-approved Test) # 3448
2014 £ 35 B E ~ £ 1 2018 E PEARARF S R PRI R B0 FE 5 2019 £ B i;%s%
g ] 250 RE S D HHRHRHAF kF 0 FRKRDT D FRUCP H O
Ha&%’a&%%f%%%wﬁﬁaﬁﬁéﬁ&@ LN - Sl B oo 3
EoHHseEwag o ?f%%ﬁiﬁ'liﬁ FRLRTE S RS P2 pr T R o

A E

\

AMENEED FoATES FW L 22k 16907 @B g B R0 ? B 5] 2008
&0 R RIT B R R R B ok R T#%‘ BB HARHCE 60 R 4 AR
P FRAEFL 18%B RS LT 6% Y Wit T ELT 0 Fhk
BB AL » AT3) AT A A ¥ FR 4 g o B Y RATFdad T 0 E Y AT
Bk 3 ¥R O Gk E )]351” Bl sbt A EZEX >om 2 ¢ E&]‘%‘?\m:i‘k?
LR EF b a & A FRRRIDOEFEL N P RA 2
FoERhF HA 0 5 & EFF R RRIRTAR R AR F o B i B B F R e RIS
ﬁlgo

IMASEF G o LI RBEFEDFR L EEREERERFERFL T
FRWRIA &* 0 R A 2 @wé Bt 0 & 5 5 LB P FET AT
W gagstopd (HV) Zigpd (HIND) &Rl 35 FR&RRIAS IR -

-

Pm

Fbg B F Rl A S F L HIVIHCV %Rl d B+ 7 > 7 3 8 7.26 % ~
£ R F S 0P 695 REA c RAAERY b RHAERE A BARKEE
*OREEF LTS A BR WA & 0 CBUSINESS INSIGHT s i kg > A & i
F R A S B vl e R B @A BB RERRIZ F 5 1 CAGR #-4 %
iF 8.66% ~7.7%¥ 7.22% -

P F R te Rl p i L & 0 F A A4 WRlfrp a3+ (NUCLEIC ACID)
R B R R P oA & ﬁv%r}%%ﬁsﬁl > ;3% %2 DNASEQUENCE % i » & 446
FRGRIBMF R ¢ 257 5 L iRRIDOA ST gRlS S Fla F &
Benpoid & E oo

P 23RN F R Rl B3 IR T LA 2 A AR R R 0 B

18 2010 LB AR R BRI - AR R EEAE s,
Y (a[2EEE - 2RISR T m AR e R 0 2007 4E -
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PECEBL RIS EREEEEA T 1535 2 RATR 7 5 2 F)-101 FF 5 MBS R R T
FE B2 52T Mayo v. Prometheus FH A 7772 B 2 7o 2

AORTERPIER cxE BHEFRHOFEG AR FARPEFTE A DFRE > e p
P B F Rt R < P B R < 98000 AR AARAE 2P R
A AR BN RS PRI L R F B B L 9 E & 896-10%4h
dAERE BB FRRRAR > U ERREAR AR (F DAL o F D
&i?%ﬁfﬂvﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁ RIEHPV 447 & & 11 3096-409 R H £ > & F
WRS HP ¢ 3 3-59% e o AR B ERSE T 10-15% - F wF § AiEand S

=

£ ¢ nE Fp A TF o BRI d 0 B AT AH
B EVEFEFRSLEAEY B S AUF L7 GHF R - HRET T B
BAEL SR A B RTF LT o i RRlY T AE SR gAY o R M TR
Eh g efofeh 5 6 LI Gl AE o $T B AL R F R RIS R B 2 F
4 Roche ~ Gen-Probe {- Bayer @ 3 » ig— 3THpiFehd ¢ 7 B AL 8 0 7 AT E G
PEA gt L e o @ B ot FDA $30 3708 b A Tl R P I i B o e B
ERCE AP ATRR AR s R o

R H x“g;wg,? I #m |3 b H B e n FARE 2 s o R A P g F
Bt MEE Rt S B ARge L G M TR LA TR SR X %m’f%ﬂﬁ%vz
R R REET 744 @Lpu‘ff?'&l?l*)%q*mlﬁ'*'ﬁf’ HAEAER A LA  REHFEFR

BT TR

A-

“.J

FeRFRARRFITD DR FORY AR AP F AR 0 P AR S 2 BN
AR AEA R B B RRR - R R

-~ BABARTH

PR FRWRIPITE FAARF DR fof Rl Rg R AEARELTF
R PIE ERY &+ 9 %o FDA ¢ i.;,g;g_mf}gs%g,? A s K pOTIEBATH o
&%ﬁﬁ%i%“%ﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁ@’ﬁ*ﬂﬁﬁ*éw%m%ﬁ,@‘W AP ¥
HABRAAREERRIL] LR07 LT LG b AR T SRR
AERA @ EFRRPAS AR EF R S IEFANRET 4 hp
fit R Tk g m 2 g 2 o
=~ B@ARRAT S

Fhtem e @p e A" S T ABHARBY F ot 203 0%
EH G AT RRICATE 2R o T F BRI SRE U B A P R
17 R e OF » 35 M3 wi%’iwmég41—%€ﬁﬁﬂﬁ%v
LA R BERGIARPIE ST B Hé@)ﬁa?&w{ 11 4 b FOEAL S R &
AT RRIHE D FRGR N B AL IR AL T G AR AT SRS W
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755,47 Mayo V. Prometheus A8, 772 B E . 2 77 28

2
2 B FRER

4 15 f&ﬂﬂé}l)“-} % 5 sz E R B fﬁmk,ggﬁ—s“%r‘]%‘rgﬁé‘f‘fr}w ﬁﬁ{r%ﬁ
FofFuwt - Brakl we lAFedctd dpkBF 5T 5% % o MR lme

AT g ML > ER TR B o A FEBEAER > VT
s A F HE2e kM ip] YR W&ﬁm«%’?ﬁ’gﬁﬂ’ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%’ﬁﬁ%@%
iwﬁm’ﬁ@ﬁw%vﬂmmﬁﬁwﬁfv HArh g b M PR R D
ﬁ%iﬁ%ﬂébn@%':ﬁﬁ&ﬂs#/w%wmﬁ%~m%1kﬁﬁa%%m%m
(8 RGL AR 5 (L tR R o PR I AR B F R R R Rt R T hR I i
Ko BB AILHF R RPIT GRTRR F A TR RO A E Y kg ke
FoREIHAAIELE R L cEF Y v AR R LR B N TRAE S BH
BRfAendim . d 02 R BF R B Bl 22 RRE F R R E B &
T AL - BE X RRD F o
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BT SRR T 1533 B AR5 2 )-101 4559 R BB ey
SR 5T Mayo v. Prometheus FHA 5 Tl H2 A

% = & ~ Mayo v. Prometheus % &&= %

-8 ~%X6|EF

% W& 3 2 = (Supreme Court of the United States » ™ ™ f§ fid B /2 fx ) *+ 2012
£ 37 20 p ¥ Mayo Collaborative Services, dba Mayo Medical Laboratories, and Mayo
Clinic Rochester v. Prometheus Laboratories, Inc. % i® d) 214 » %5 w £ R B 201z b 27
i (the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit » 1 = f #8280 icie b 3773 ) *¢
2010 # %+ Prometheus Laboratories Inc. ( r+ ™ @ £ Prometheus ¢ /& 4 ) I e ]

23 FREJIE % 101 % #7if 20 & Jl3g #2425 (patent eligibility ) o
2 Prometheus 7 7 =33 R4 VW 7 B2 & L g & P? L ET P o5k A D

B s ig s ﬁ%‘%kﬁﬁ%ﬁ%&~§W’%&ﬂﬂ@ﬂiﬁ‘“
ES ?5}%‘ Be 3£ - 2011 & > Prometheus 4% Nestle Health Science S.A.jc B = % Nestle Health
Science S.A.z. 5+ 2 2% - Prometheus % % B % 1] 6,355,623 55(1 ™ f #7623 & {1)2
6,680,302 5L(4 T f§ 302 & 1) (7623 B 2302 B I T AL kL B A]) 2 BB
A o LB ﬂq‘%“"%ﬁ AT B R BRE 2 fwHSE R I AR TAL
# (thiopurine) % F» cha £ » 1 i Tl & & 1 & & 5142 5h % % 5 J5 (immune-mediated
gastrointestinal disorder)z e R R AT o ;‘ Erd B £OHp 0L R AL YL 5 8 et
FEipMARAR > BP T i 6-Mercaptopurine (74T f§ F£ 6-MP) 2
Azathiopurine (" ™ f§ #£ AZA); H P > 6-MP & » A RE{E 7 AL A R A f2= 5 & 48 6-MP
S EIRE- N 6-Methylmercaptopur|ne ("2 f§ # 6-MMP) 2 6-Thioguanine (47T
F6-TG)e ki » - LB R ARY T & Z 6-MP 2 AZAShER S § A4 4 hpieh &
LA iRt e 20 Pl b B AR v B gk Bl FY 377623
27302 B M en E A & T H L 6-MP eni B 2 ERIR R FLAEES R E

2 kg o MBI F R B AR T e

‘623 & e {1408 § 197 tig e 1 - AR AT B R B IR T
R R R TR @)ﬁ—»r% ﬂtms%f%L®W%”
(administering)— & # 6-TG :h# 4 ; % (b) ipl Z(determining):% 6-TG % & 1 4%
A oA B gp ok A (level) » 29 5 Mt & 8x10° i ok 230 McHc A f

% prometheus Announces Agreement to be Acquired by Nestlé Health Science (2011, May 24), Retrieved

October 26, 2012, from

http://phx.corporate-ir.net/phoenix.zhtml?c=130685&p=irol-newsArticle&ID=1566879&highlight=

2l gEgmhE (2011, September 26). B2 (Medical Diagnostics) 7734 B 75 5 BB 4% 12 (Patentable

Subject Matter). Retrieved October 3, 2012, from http://iknow.stpi.org.tw/post/Read.aspx?PostID=6555
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7524 Mayo v. Prometheus FA AL 7772 B = s 2

(picomole» 12 §§ # pmol) 2 6-TG Jk & 4 o (indicate) 3 & 3 +c "E & 7 % B iz ¥ 4
2 AR 0 % A2 9 F 8x10° iz i Tk 400 pmol 1 6-TG ik R dn 7+ F & ik HEN B HA 3%
R E 2 AR 7302 & e JIRTIFE B S LA e ke 2 2 Rk o B
Lf 0 HET6-TG ek R 2 b o B A AR(b)? H 40 6-MMP kA& 2]

# 4 Mayo Collaborative Service & Mayo Clinic Rochester(2 = # £ Mayo &4t £ )
B & Prometheus P % # % 4] 2 & PROMETHEUS Thiopurine Metabolites test
(formally known as PRO-PredictRx® Metabolites test) i i * H & fH kv > = & > Mayo
KRR TR - AR BRI R BRI EERE N ALY TR a2 B
K 6-TG 2 6-MMP > fe & * 7 e erk & H 2 % o) £ X304 6-TG 2 6-MMP 2 %
Moood EPIEE RS Bl aranad 2 a0 1030 2004 & 3 A OH R PP
THRSZRE S e B FRNFELE N

£ 6 7 15 p > Prometheus » % R4+ 3 %I04 > ;22 (The United States
District Court for the Southern District of California » ™ @ fi# = 2 fx) #54 Mayo &
THEAE AL P LRE ABRRIFRERMEG S 2L Bl 2RSSy o 7l
A AERAZ KL R B LAt 2005 £ 11 7 > B 2 E B2 Mayo 2 7
SURES 2 v £ 1277623 & Plank fIEFIFEF S 758 52007 &£ 10 - Mayo 2 P35
Prometheus 2 % & & f1 /%3t p 2R3 % (natural phenomena) > % & # W& {];2 % 101
BE ATk AR AR e FIt R iR b fl R 2 ] B 216 2008 # 0 4
E Pl @b A (summary judgment) &k £ & F1F) 7 E i i a moek R2
PR PRI E AR b oriE b0 2 2009 £ 9 7o EERicar bR ksl B 2
ko Zn i AL B E LA o 2010 & B J# ¥ Bilski v. Kappos % 1% d1 2

Aets o BB Rl Rt b R ik dp H A Bilski % 243 R E AT R

8

2 1623 BRI —TEF RIEF LA T
A method of optimizing therapeutic efficacy for treatment of an immune-mediated gastrointestinal disorder,
comprising:
(@) Administering a drug providing 6-thioguanine to a subject having said immune-mediated gastrointestinal
disorder; and
(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 8x10° 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 8x10° red blood cells indicates a need
to decrease the amount of said drug subsequently administered to said subject.
23 450 6-TG and 5700 6-MMP
2 1 Bilski o > AR R b MR SR IS A (R — T H A RIS R DO E A 2 5 L
Rt - @FETRE BRI EAS M — e T R(E R AT A8 A BB Py =
IMETE -
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PSS BRI T 13 B (T 2 H)-101 G0N AR B
SEL% 2 Mayo v. Prometheus A 5 Fio B 8
iy bR R A R A [EE R R AR KT A% > ¥ 2012 & 3 0 (%

& [ o

¥o8 ~Axig

% -~ 35U.S.C. 8101 (Patentable Subject Matter)

FREES 101 g - TaEeAgp agne ?F%?%Erﬁ FH S R~ W
WEp o~ Pene s Al é&IE%‘r;TETrTw Tt FEEJIZZAAR BpE BT
JE & % 41 - (Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine,
manufacture, or composition of matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may
obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and requirements of this title.) ; - & ;=
$ 101 a2 PRy PEEMT R 2 RF A e KL 25 101 SRR EE
Pz % 101 AR o ey 101 i AP A Sd B ko] 5|08
Tt = fA g Al “f % B i #5 & en ¢k (this provision contains an important implicit
exception) » ¢ 7 p #X;% PJ(Laws of Nature) ~ p #X 3 % (Natural Phenomena) £ # #% #£ 4
(Abstract Ideas)” » £ # P A $ME L =87 & Ll o plH L pE 5
B¢ B gk~ 1 £ (basic tools of scientific and technological work) » &+ & 1 F @ ¢
PRI B > LB E P S F R T A E R A 2 Fakh e

T3 2 0 BB i B3t Bilski v. Kappos (2010) 214 7x = 7 B 5 f1 23 Bt
Hrenen2|#08 5 100 G 95 ir i B Hdhen 2 R W F S P s
BIp > © & 2445 #R72 P (Laws of Nature) ~ p #3235 % (Natural Phenomena)£? & % #£ 4
(Abstract Ideas) = 87 £ B Iif #& 1 g 4] #r ",f s F Rk R o

R AR LI AL LRV 5 EREJI2 % 101 202 2% i
KAk ?

At - Mayo v. Prometheus & 2 & B8R At k& B I FFILT L 2 RE
F1i# % 101 g erpge 2 T2 i o @ 2 Bt = a6 b ¢ ehp #2i2 Rl(Laws of Nature)

% See Diamond v. Chakrabarty, 447 U.S. 303 (1980), “[A]nything under the sun that is made by man.”
26 «T| Jaws of nature, natural phenomena and abstract ideas are not patent eligible,” Gottschalk v. Benson
(1972), Parker v. Flook (1078), and Diamond v. Diehr, 101 S.Ct. 1048 (1981); see also Bilski v, Kappos 130
S.Ct. 3218 (2010)
2" See Bilski v. Kappos; In re Ferguson;
8 Gottschalk v. Benson 93 S.Ct. 253 (1972)
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% p #X 7 % (Natural Phenomena) -

:‘. ﬁ—%/z fmo'] -

I

2008 & 3 7 28 p o 2 jEpau & 2] (Summary Judgment) 2] Z_Prometheus =
2’623 & 112’302 & ﬁl |7 & 2 REALE S 101 iE #r 8 15 Ak Fla 2
47623 & 42’302 & 4] & 2% 10 5 v Prometheus =~ @ ¥+ Mayo = @ 2 4 & & ] iz i
koo HIBd 4o @

L X BRI F S 5B A RS B S ok B & n s £ B2 Fen
Ré 25 14 (correlation)

B bt S Bl R IR R R s daZ BA T (DR
S RHEAL FABFLES S QPRI NI BN KR 2 QR
fE(warn) 42 M E Vi T EAADE o B 2 FRRG B AT LAET
RS AP RS Y S AN VEE SN T REAE SR
¥ (1) Ts | 2 # 2(2) TRlE ) WA & F 4»%&%5)?(necessary
data-gathering step) > “TH £ AT H T R RN HFER L ESF F B2 B
Bt iz i@ 0 ¥ Bofs oy B(3) THRPL, W3 - o A% B (mental step)
ERAEAH A T FRF P e RAE o A WA gy Pk R R PEF
AHBT GG RADA o Ft o B2 F RS AT LR E R R
B BIRY R B gk ohed B pE o BN M 6-TG 2 6-MMP 2k & 47 0%
&R P B B o

2. FHANUH 6-TG 2 6-MMP 2k A 22 o 8 £.4 2 B ehB B iE 5 AR
% (natural phenomena) » @ 2£¥ & g P > b 3 2L i 6-TG 2 6-MMP
FASIARAEES pRABDE S > B AP ERE 3 B2 bl
B R A - p R IR > R P ARG o A g P L R
BR 0 pRAZ NP B s & M2 BenB B o 301G P M

o

[

# prometheus Laboratories, Inc. v. Mayo Collaborative Services dba Mayo Medical Laboratories and May
Clinic Rochester, 2008 WL 878910 (S.D.Cal.), 86 U.S.P.Q.2d 1705
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~

PSR B BN T 1555 2 AR 75 2 H)-101 MBS R R T

SEBH % Mayo v. Prometheus AR o FAAl AN = 128

fL R flenE fETIE R T % 2 &k (wholly pre-empt) ;1 3% B i 0

IR TREIS R TR E RN T R RN (R B

FEAETER S S T 2 A 0 MG ik o Fpt o B 5k

PR T At T3 3 el AL BJEE 227 R FHEF D

L3k o @ 2 kypF L 5§ RS (clear and convincing) s in i E B
THEIFE R 7 2 £ FE 12 5 101 i an 2o

Bﬁﬁ:’ﬂ;ﬁ‘;&_l— TFiE R A

-\

Prometheus Laboratories Inc. v. Mayo Collaborative Services (doing

business as Mayo Medical Laboratories) and Mayo Clinic Rochester, 581 F.3d 1336
(2009)

Prometheus >+ 2008 # 5 * 30 p 5 = 2 faenfd b 2 B 2Rise b omiE adeds

b o BRI b IR P At T I8 d AL RrA o 2 Bl HA T B { F

AE B PR HB MRS § A2 R S P B 2R G R
BAEP 2 k& 2 9 R Bilski ¥ 47w il i S I RIEE Y g o A
g Bl Reie 2 2 RS EREI Ao A AEF e LR
PR A e R SRR R R o W SR IR 0 i
AR 3 iE Bilski #hm e iRk pliR2 ¢ TR - F 2172 P2 ARk
iJﬁﬂ%’ﬁ?Lﬁﬁﬁwﬁ*%ﬂﬁﬂ%ﬁﬂﬁﬁ~iiﬂ°<a%?
D RS EHAME S AR EP A SR B R NESF L M ehE P2
Bao FEIENIE 2R A THECHP)-F IR
RRA | E T L AR S R 2 Pou o B A M i iE AR p R B AT
ISR SESE TR NS T A E A Y E SR i B

Bl 2R 3 PRE IR R R D R R AL BRI R Y (D BHE
A4 E -—s,ﬁw By QR TGz RS ABRN Pk R S B IR L
FTHRAESI 3 BH I fm%Pmﬁ SRR AN
P piEah- e o A AEEFTHRAEHIRL LM T-ﬁﬁ”’%ﬁ‘/’l‘ﬁ;fi—iﬁ;
(merely insignificant extra-solution act|V|ty) °
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3. A Fr(mental step) g2 3 2 ARk X B flehv B
B 2R bR PGk FIHE ] B2 b F Q) E AR (Warn) F 4 T i F &R
KEp2 #ERSHAH a2 L S 2 Ll e it s A I
*4%”} ¢ A AR g B HFI)RS BEAL F M2 E
sl TE N B A BN SRR A %4’7ﬁ&f%g%ﬁﬁﬁ:ﬁ%
m%ﬁﬁﬁ;r}o%?’féﬁ FRY BuHA2 G LE 25 101ir2 257
FAREERL BN FFET L bl

¥

Pk s EEERAGe b SRR R G b R Rt A g T k& & g I
#E = x> Lk (wholly pre-empt),ﬂ TEM I e H g o BRI b IR fa g
AAX BT AT pRERH A A - By gAY B0
B R e L B0 @fﬁawﬁgﬁﬁﬁmgﬁﬁéan{wﬁﬁ’a@%%%{
%A1 8 101 i kT & R

Ehorgk s AL Rl 21 8 Bilski 26]° %2 SR AEEpEE T B
= JEm f'@ .g;’f = % 101 i I’;'— W \.Eﬁs'%'f

= ~ Prometheus Laboratories Inc. v. Mayo Collaborative Services (doing
business as Mayo Medical Laboratories) and Mayo Clinic Rochester,628 F.3d 1347
(2010)

B B E P B AR iear b ooriE st 2009 & ¥ Mayo V. Prometheus % 2 %) 5 &
BRI bR I‘%ﬁ%ﬁxr’g i+ 12t Bilski v. Kappos (2010)°- %+ 2. 2 2 ¢ %
Prometheus % o £ % i = & Bilski v. Kappos en2)id-? 325 > i § 8 S i p2 &
g 2 E 2 BRI RN G- F P P ER 2 MR A L BRI BN G
Ly R EE Al e - cn| g o 3 02 1a & Bilski v. Kappos 2
A s AR RER PRGN AL 2 fE R | IR gk * ehi] i
A0 AR ¥ i B A g ﬁ;‘«f‘é’%‘#@“ﬁiféﬁa‘?f&mﬁmf’ Rm oo BRI b oR
Z It % v Az Prometheus § B = 2 2 & 1545 B 4152 % 101 6572 wend i
i, Hi@d 4o

% Bilski v. Kappos, 130 S.Ct. 3218
3t Bilski, 130 S.Ct. at 3226-27
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AT E PR T 7 E (R E e 5 2 H)-101 FE IS RZ 7R E
Kl 2w Mayo v. Prometheus FH 281 77 2 a4 2 o2
1. sE E4[2LH %2 p A % (Natural Phenomena) > @ B p 2R 3R % e 238 #

BRIk By 2 B ISR ) B Blde R R R fr B o
Reripd B R 2 308 5 P p AR i > Fpt 2b B J1E 101 68 73R 45 e
i AR etk A R BRI R R B A 10105 ¢ "Lryf]a_rrfv‘bﬁ?J
-3 ¥ ZH P ARM asd s it (Particular Application) > % £ & 1 7%
FARHPRRATREL P WP BRI pARM R U %—*YL
Pz ie R B oo Flpt AL L (Preempt)#r5 p AR B henig v o kS BB E
Fli2 gk o

2. FEBAIY THAER 2 TRITAHFRR HFHE T EHE B EBR
ApEHREE D LB RS
B B % 3t Bilski v. Kappos % @ & 7 0 #8482 s 4 0p 5802 s 2L & g $R 4 e
FE- HIETHEE S R A3 R P ERPMETAALIL ok 2 E AT AL E
Plap ot d eh TR & DRI, HH G- BT b F o EiE
PA ARG A LR I ke A R mAar o R s B 1
FES AZA X 6-MP i EF R AL REFFRIEF LI P AL E
PR g s TR AR R Y o T B2 BT
% 101 #F ez L e fheho BRAR LS Eh S nit B 5 THER G p K2R
e o fe TR ALl RERAHTSTHAE NI A &S
BALp R R LR L R BB I AL T B IPF2
¢F o

Rttt AREN SRR R RS RBFTE A B R R R
RAir S 3 AHREHET BN HFp DAY SR R AL RRAER
oA e A B e B R AR R P e Ft DRI A B s (6-TG & 6-MMP)
F@k&”ﬁbwﬁ CERRRIREY T B2 o AN A3t o TRl E ) B2 AR
s EF TR G RPIRAHAE L RS B AR 0 IR IDL FoR 2 K-
HEN X E WY

hETE PR RE R RBRLIT BT LA T L 4y

7 (Indicate) 7 34 4¢ (2% ¢ > ) B A 2 A & 2~ 2 F & T3>0 474 3¢ (Mental Steps) -
Ew kA e SRa o Bpnakae b2k sl % B g i3 & Bilski v. Kappos % £ 7 0 & A
HFag v B E L2 (As a Whole) » 7 (B #-2 45f3 5 & 7 & % & {7 2 %7
Flpt b ra‘prﬁ GBI R 0 T IR E W B T E R JIF
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TR ARBJIGHD BRI NP EY 2 PEPRAERREZL R 53
B 12 101 i iRl & g F -

BRI PR Bt AR AR A R L AR R T AT FED
SR x 2bp ﬁé‘«é@%#“,%*v?%'f']iﬁf%%%ﬁm UAEL G AMAS 2 NI F IR G
BB RREE T M BT R LB R R B P A AL A
TP RN ERERRE N TR 2o xf P2tk A REpar A T B B EHE h
DET E AT B R G A RE D ARG PR ET O T R F
BLEE S 23 RE B LE 2% 10005 Stz BfHEmo

\-n

E-)

- e P 3—32

B R boorik o 5 om B OBilski v. Kappos #1414 » Mayo & B 8 i Fei R 72
PEODEFZREENRTAEHETEF 2R $302012 8 37 20 p ie 24 - 5
Z % ﬂifﬂ' PARZA SRR I N IMAIPFEPEREDAFLIEL > S BT
% 101 & I fefenz ot o 28I EJIF A gl A1 B Hic A ik
E?"ﬁ]%‘ru&i’%?*];‘zig %zé’%&grﬁ Boo R o BB EaTiand 0 Ty FP S
USSR EER N RAE A RER] PRI RN R h o BT A RS

%3

\

—

M‘L 34

113,7.,; R N gfé?g' Al EE S B R BEM XTI EF LY
BT RPN B FE A RN LB BB R B KB A
LoOEAEA R Bl pARE PR AP RERZ BT A R L Bl R
2 e gt e F RAARE W2 TR 5% 8 &2 0% e 514e & Funk Brothers™
P BB EER R REMOER S BEP LR R

Woo B RATE PGP

P}

1 2 R BB Rt A B R R 2 L Red Eie 8 B ik
R gk 422 BB sianp K2R kY KA BB ERRIERF ALY
B A JL B L3 BP0 a2 i X
R ML BIIERL AR TR .

dp
N
Ky
\a.
o

B>

PRI € P T SR R S TS AR S R SRR

% prometheus Laboratories, Inc. v. Mayo Collaborative Services dba Mayo Medical Laboratories and May
Clinic Rochester, 132 S.Ct. 1289 (2012)
% 10 transform an unpatentable law of nature into a patent-eligible application of such a law, one must do
more than simply state the law of nature while adding the words “apply it.” See, e.g. Benson, 93 S.Ct. 253
# Funk Brothers Seed Co. v. Benson, 68 S.Ct. 440
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AT E PR T 7 E (R E e 5 2 H)-101 FE IS RZ 7R E
K2 57,457 Mayo v. Prometheus A 781 77l 5 2 i 2
R RERSFERE LB RLp RERZ rf%q* G RIpE R R 2 p M Y
A E - BT RER S E RS 1 4 7% ﬂﬁﬁlf% P L4 o inventive
concept) K@ 25 Fr QAR E SR % 22 p RZ2P > B2 2Ty 25 B
ﬁﬁ%ﬁw@mﬁag@gaﬁamé%i%ﬂ%ﬁwwmﬁaﬁﬁﬁﬁ%&ﬁﬂ%o
o2 0 g wmp 2R 3 - L2272 o Bl (7 e § bR Z 84 3
i ?ﬁéﬁ'l%ﬁﬂ%@%”*“ﬁ RFR UL R P FE R E S L B
il BEREBR 2B L2 % 10252 % 103 iE4p i > AR L T p RE P2
T Rt A G DT I o AR Y o S B et Ren 2 BT A R R B 2
ﬁg‘ﬁdﬁiﬁ*ﬁv%%ﬁﬁ”*&“ﬂ*%ﬁ RiER S r“aﬁ BAEL AR f BT
EMIE L AP RA AR RN NHE B R F AL RIZP] 0 BB
ETRL G B ATH O 8 & F prs 2 B A& Bl S BB I R et
AR i EhH I R AR EL S AR E R S TR AY G
A S FEERLRY ORI R N 2R R A L SR Y i Dl
¥ 425 (well-understood, routine, conventional activity) ; ~ 4 2#(wherein clause)R] & 5_
FACFEARR np RE R R FE Lo Rop AR g B A B K SRR B PRI R
R it THE R F 0 LR S B g REPER LG
B2 B pRZR > E > Fla 2 BEJIERE FES EJIF A §mEp A&
FERIAKRZJ* o Wiy Fikip s R FEE R MAck HBRARLE BE F A
AZRAETEFT O RZNH 2 EEJER BB 2L > WEEF L PSP A-
B fRA R R R R RD I BRI RIER R -

FooBRFEdg o AL BRI R R R RO
A AR F AR RSB RR > T RGTR S BCE P TS R F DR R o ot
- ko kT B AIRE %Biﬁv;;%;#a’i»ﬁv#u 17 AR B [ dmenn ks FE
b4 Mayo 1245 Prometheus % & & Ji3F B 0k enip|zd = 2 > & F- A £ L (@ * it
oy FREMHEEE L AR FRAEHP I BTG BRI LR o

EE o

BT A3 P 2430 26 L 3F Prometheus # BEeng, Lo ¥ — — & 1% $
PNEIRd o B iFE R ED A E W F IR 3 ) a2 ie2. % (Amicus Curiae) & i% L)
FRNFILE R R AT R IR e Z R PR A2 p R TR

Gt B Ald BIR g A R L B A Bk % 1015 R ek 2k i
i SR D b AT ECANR b AR EH 8T LI 2 EEHE B BhH

% Pparker v. Flook, 98S.Ct. 2522; Bilski, 130 S.Ct. 3230
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PEATA T EPEEEEA T 57 3 e i 2 3 2 H)-101 5 f e R e
7,5, % Mayo v. Prometheus 4 AES 772 e 2 s 2
PREFEINEJEE DT o BB FE A r Aot - ko Bl EHJ1E % 101 55 R
E¥ oo hFiE kel o 9T 3R ehE & 4 (the significance of additional steps)
PRI > 3 PFERA 2 2§ % 1) A lifethEa 2 AR R P2 WLl Ra 2R L
PRk R > Bk AR R en 2 BT 2 i L% 102 0% ~ ¥ 103 iF 2 % 112 iE R fF
g7 F g ] A2 me s FIEBERIRPEFRNVPOLL -

B 2P 0 - R fe A3 % 230 K K )i Prometheus & {1 & 2o F R
TAFFT @Sl s BF FRDEGBDEP A ERE 0 L BT 2FH (B
AoF I B RER]) FrEZEDEOERE cEAFE2REY T BJIEOER 7 £ 4
EA B RETFEFAEF] R BAEOR B AL TR T > R
R EFRL AR AR B PERS A E L A m%;:%é » BALY F @ R
WEH o BB iERA T 0 B2 E - R (general rule) o H A E T A SEA E

i B RATR Y PP ER s R TEY R E LS IR T kenflE @4
18 den— P o 2 E 5T )éﬁi ARAEHF R DE L FIRAF P R

E33
R

=/,
B

B MR el R TSR RE A AR BT A ¢ 0 F
IR A 5 Bt 5 R F RO ST 4 W SR B 2 % i nisen
S

SFreriE o BB RRRLIL BRI ER TR SR p RER AL 3 B
] I Y N PP G 82 RV LG S e I PR e A - 1 I E

Fr& ~EREQIFEHRA T2012 2 p Ri2 P 2 B IR 2L R
s 173 & 45 (2012 Interim Procedure for Subject Matter
Eligibility Analysis of Process Claims Involving Laws of Nature) |

LB B ER 2012 £ 30 20 p 2 KRS 0 ERBJIFE R A I 2012 & 7
P3P - EAMZEALT R ORAPANRENFALENF AN FRiEpE
’ﬁ“rfﬁ%ﬁ o 2012 #7 % p #X;2 ple™ gﬂﬁ.ﬁuﬁa%ﬂ,mgﬁé'ry}ﬁ%z‘,—sﬁiJ (12
THATASE RN FAFM RER S L PENERLEE G IR R
H P TR fR AR = )

HEL HE R LT HE S Th T - kA ER - ) 5 e I

® KITEF AR AE R WELT 2012 4E 3 H 21 H/AMfi > Supreme Court Decision in Mayo Collaborative
Services v. Prometheus Laboratories, Inc.
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PSR B BN T 1555 2 AR 75 2 H)-101 MBS R R T
=23

S5, 747 Mayo v. Prometheus F A FE ] 77 Fa2le w52 2 7 22

F 255 2 2 B 14 115K 7 (process claims or method claims) » B % 3§ # & = 45 o B3¢
ARG RI g * 2009 £ 8 ' 24 p = @ 2 Interim Examination Instructions for
Evaluating Subject Matter Eligibility Under 35 U.S.C.8101 ;% % = = & F14g {5K58 Al

B2 Fh -

HF 2 H F ARG LT FE A RER S p ARG S p Rl

21

GREAP M GOLT AL TR R RR )2 Y

g‘? 1‘3? RIE A R A T RIRE S 2 B ARG R T R B R
ﬁ o

HI 3. 77 h ARG LT ¢ - B R R & :a?mg,wm
ﬂ,déﬁWT?“*WE*@ﬁ;fB”@BJ'?m, 5 A E o ;
BRAEY SEM Y 2 B0 - B ER A F o @A
R RRRIAL S g R AR U EAGIOT R E LA 2 KRR

F R F R

&

FEFRLGDT ORI ARG AT L3 BAIERE D FE RS A A

F B RAT 2 R BJIHREG o & 3 £3 BT ‘-IIHBI%? % (relevant
factors)¥ * ru 2|97 38 3. 2 ¢ ¥ S AP M ~ % K p i |0 RRPT B IEAF
CUR s Al X ST |- i‘%" R T RS RRET 2 R AR
w i TR AR AR QRIS Y i R A R S £ TR ?&7@"“ A
¥

KRR TR FREAFIOEEFF AN RARMAE -

R
71
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Sed - BEAY

Z Erika Harmon Arner, Partner, Finnegan, Henderson, Farabow,
Garrett & Dunner, LLP

At 2012 # 7 7 19 p 0T £ 4 Finnegan £ Washlngton DC 7%= %3 ;i K
Finnegan & 4% + Erika Arner - Ms. Arner £ % ¥ A cn® Jo £ B0 H £
EAlE &l 8 %2 Bilski &t 37 o A lrﬂf—;!— Ms. Arner & =x3 3¢ & 3 7
Prometheus e /4- 1% = 15 > du € deiv 2238 2 = 2 F]Ji Prometheus %ﬁg K 5 AR M
E7aed Ren 8

£
A

= ~ BB % e Prometheus sh2 -3 7 € > & 2% Pé;zsc SETAE S B 12 Y ik
CRENEN B R NI E R ERLR o ¢ FF%_mE;ﬂ} il #@m[&b BT BB R
W 4% Prometheus B& F R TR A A7 1 B0 25 B Ao o Tinsip s b
#h % (disclosure of ideas) ; 2 [ e 7 o & F % fe3l = Prometheus % 1% 148 11 & [
mA R E T R AR 101 iE B JE R g A P AR E T 3 B4 T
g ﬁ'gﬁl Ji2 % 101 iE & g e hen® Ko v EF A kIR P RE RSB L § h

iz { Se E AL o Ms. Arner sruEik g ,_:F’”%%? AR Nl W N 4
#W - subject matter s f 4] 22 % fe go B o JE0N T AL € A 4o ¥ R Jlens A o

IS FREFEER20122 70 30 22 2012 # 3 p #Ri% ‘Jrﬂ”é%ﬂ;ﬁ"
I e A g a4 e 'fg—‘*’ 7+ '] 7 Prometheus % s *

EH Y BIVTFAF M A KR B IRTE R -

S HERBAE W R e NIRRT LR YRR ]

Cm\

E o FRLEAEZAFTERY AL AR SRR A | o R H e R
RALZ AL o

=314
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FECHI LI EPEESEN T 157571 (R 4B 7 2 H)-101 189 Ml R e
L[ 5 A Mayo v. Prometheus ZF 7381 7722872 5.2 77 25

f > Martin J. Adelman, Faculty, George Washington Law School

LA GHREARL LS B 2 pl(law of nature)- E A% 5 M R
Mo hBi2lhd {p RZPPEY DB IR B E LS R B TR R
# #733 & > Mayo v.s Promethues i %+ &7 #733 B A2 ¢ o LT B3 G Bt ]
FF > Adelman iz i -k en iy P R AFRTROEJFR TR L1700
e FEREST R FILEREEET SR EFEAY 5 AR IR R R
AR S S ] 1

Foobd 30 P2 06 F i B B8 E T HE A L - Adelman iR iBEE P )

HEgREFFTAEFRE RVAEAEAFNS ERF S0 Ed kg2 ENIRER
EFRFEFEE -

%~ Jan Krauss, Affiliate Instructor of Law, University of
Washington, Patent Attorney, Partner at Boehmert & Boehmert,
(Germany)

Prometheus case & E # ¢ HILF AL Fl o Bp &2 Y 29> F okl
Prometheus ch% {1 F1 2 2 # F F1 % » B BE A < 0 1 LA F2RB v & {6
# € o % 4~ Prometheus «n% ] 428 + Pﬁﬂfa FREDEZORFE LT 7 Eren g
Ao R AT E IR - PR AT UG IRELE S ZORF Y- A AR R
u—*—m%mgﬁiﬁﬁ&ﬂ oAl hERMPE R REOT PARAES R 0 FapELF

AR AL E A A S 2 o ¥ = 2 G ik Mayo iz aggressive {7 i f g
b A oo

-

LLARFRS ET B A (AR ] )

ks

% 5 B3 B0 L FE B FRAE R REAT > 0 F T
%ARF R L flaT R
P $N AR B g D v L R S Al iR 0 B F L

bt PR F > 3 A B

e & AR E R R LR S R R S R 0 3 S B )
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% = & -~ Integrated Diagnostics Inc.

3 27 FaRm

Integrated Diagnostics Inc. &&= % W& 52 414~ 5-0 72/ > 4.4 Dr. Lee
Hood ~ Dr. Jim Heath ~ Dr. David Galas '+ 2 Dr. Paul Kearney *+ 2009 & £]* » £ - F_
I e h S AH D I B R B AT R TR A T R T BRI
HIES FRZETT RS #ﬂ?}i#ﬁié oo %ﬁr_* WPB A SRR A e PFE P A Y
Foefidy FeriirrBYE L4088 PRASSHNSYHBEFR (54
B )~ Btk o (bldefP WABRER ) R REFLIHELSETR > LARKSY
TEARF IR FPEIUEFARFL CRF AT BB IRRBEET L
WoARREREDDET AN L F oo LHPROUBETF] ELBRE 7 Ve s o
R ey ko ,u:}zu% 2EERe (L g NI R TR Flag s B
3 fx* % o ¥ ¢ Integrated Diagnostics Inc. » 3% 4 3t B 3 & F B A ’1 | * {7
F R s Gt R ERRE - P A RS - BRG] B RN
Pi%deo B & i B4 0 GE R > 430 PET (Positron Emission Tomography » & + 7 %

?&Aﬁiﬂﬁoﬁ??ﬁuﬁﬁWﬁ§éﬁ*i%’ﬁ”%“§ﬁ$%

Integrated Diagnostics Inc.£] = = B 4 # FAE BOENEE S PGSy
&% o 2 ¢ Dr. Lee Hood #_% R & fefrd > B 7 &_Institute of Biology § # * -
LG R T g S S T A £ R *fa%%%“ﬁiﬁ%°éDt
Hood &4 ena v A5 2 54407 B9 L E P fime 54 Miew
k4 £ g% £1i2 + B 2 Amgen Inc.( Thousand Oaks, CA )~ Applied Biosystem( Carlsbad,
CA) ~ Systemix (Kingston, WA ) % > 4z 20 72 & 2 & » #7422 - 2 ¢ Amgen Inc.
NP H Ee 4z 670 mFE ~ - @ Dr. Kearney 7 Integrated Diagnostics Inc. 7 3% = @ 4
£ 70 B 1P 4 > 4 Institute of System Biology pF T3k 4 3t i A it %5)%‘ B o
PF ETE ARG SRS CHATR PR 2 > VAR HFRINERNETHNT £
%~ B 7% o Integrated Diagnostics Inc. *+ 2009 & 9 * 3% 417 3000 § % ~ = FFfr e
EHFREFH w2012 #2 g He FERN cHIBHFTHPLLI AL RIHKTEIK
2 & Interwest Partners ~ & £ B &~ A # 4 #ﬂféﬁﬁﬂ T A& € The Wellcome
Trust ~ ¢ & dievini Hopp Biotech Holding ~ Grand Duchy of Luxembourg & - # F & 3
ERPEREPKRIPETHFELALE - VbR kp Fg e 3 H =0 Institute
of Systems Biology (ISB) > % Fﬂ—ﬁ ﬁ»rFﬁ:};S:;@ UTATE P » SR FAT- A R B

3 ApR 2. 4 B2 @ Integrated Diagnostics Inc. e
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A 4#}5"%m &R %fre’v’m‘?f'ﬂ%:}%%% THOFS > F* A3 FAMKITR GIER o

HBE Z A ARG IEE - BB RESRPN P wrpé;f%n (PCCs - protein
catalyzed capture agent) - Integrated Diagnostics Inc.#tis& ¥4 & ¢ 7 3 California
Institute of technology ( £/#%+ Dr. Jim Heath #7/§# 3 #4£) ~ The Scripps Research (4
* Dr. Barry Sharpless-2001 & 2% b f 17 i- & k3 o B~ 3 lﬁkh‘;.t)‘lnstltute of Systems
Biology * (£17%+ Dr.Lee Hood #7 /= 3 #4) % % B £ B4 # 1 50~  £478 7 £7F

e e rmﬁﬂ A

Integrated Diagnostics Inc. 2> @ L EFF E F £ J1* < E2 H Fa A 47> 35404 #
Bk R0 FEEF A ),%Fs@ g1+ > 22 Prometheus Laboratories Inc.373x 2. & 5 17 »
wd AP RIE R Ry R RIS Fgﬁﬂ"ﬁz‘*—%i\‘ A DT T ik o PTIE oo §F
7 ¥2 Prometheus Laboratories Inc. F #& & f&‘Law of Nature” & 13 »cif #2125 454

AR R IR AP AR Y G R
R R S

Integrated Diagnostics Inc. = & 3533 1| * Frerfg Bl > 38 RAF & p B 97+ 07 & o
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FENLPFRA - UTRA T ANM L F AR s BAER B E B B
GO AT TARL > Y A TR R RIER -
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Fprifaitgdr > A2 AL P iRe Rl WIS S Py o TR 0R R
AT Fd FLRP 22 %ERELBFIT > ARV FLBFREEFF T AT -
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ﬂz%mnﬁﬁﬁwmAgﬁ,#gn&%%\tﬁﬁsmm&ﬁﬁha,««ﬁw
DA G IRAE D B OPRAR 0 IR M A o g R AT B end BT TR A AR B E

B A KT T LR ER B &#&ipmﬁgoab4ﬁ%ﬁy$W@%
Bl 2328 5 — 2% B¢ 8o sagL 2013 & i?rv:t.:z«,; W e He B PRF+T 5 %2 PCCs

(protein-catalyzed capture agents) 8 b B2 i B4 AT ;2R 4 ) o

Integrated Diagnostics Inc. 2> @ & + % PR3xT 5 > #-7 B3t F J?&]m%ﬁ 4 g %5
Tt GPRIZ LT RAr B 1 2R L R HRIRIFR-E T 2R E P 2 L R AL
Fu— i% L& "2 < Integrated Diagnostics Inc. 2> 7 i& {7 # Rl #cdp &~ 47 0 £ & BB dF 2
® %ﬁgm TEBEFTA - A* AT HRPIAITTRLI P Cah GiTR 5 AEFH o2
Frou JRIFT S B L H B o P oo

BT Y

Integrated Diagnostics Inc. %« 3 jiss 2 T 73R4 @

1. Organ Specific protein (# T F F £ v FHM B, 47) 1% Fo FHE A FFT
PR AHHEEL R TR E s TR DA RN E 2 $ B FD Feh
R e R %?Fﬁ’ifﬁ e R E R PRRB AR

2. Mass spectrometry for Larger Scale (% » & & ## 4~ 45> i2): 1 * MRM & # B vl
PR ARY Tl Ad HaRpl 2 td R ~DmEz prof R

£ o

3. Analysis & Informatics (% sei* 2 4 T A 47) ¢ 1% kit 2 HpFR > ¢ F 5
W2 RERA BESTHRE LA FTFAEABM G A AT A3
BRPAFNEARE N E R ATERF LD (FLERELFF R BTN

4.  Protein Capture Agents (click chemistry) (H#t+ohl #2848 B2 152 47 24 38 H))
FI* g 2001 3 b i %‘fﬁ?@ﬁ%i-Dr. Sharpless % p' “Click Chemistry” » - #&
S S A - A SR s E R S A T
B2 Pl % - Bymiisd] o B3 PET BN A 3 B2 $rendr i) 24 o

¥ Integrated Diagnostics Inc. @ 3 > kit 4 F T 17845 £ & o>
MNP FARF B2 A FTRFERE S 9 THEA BN B2 P TR R
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= FEMA RS

B2 7% Integrated Diagnostics Inc. +7ou JRAFT 5 4 £ 407 N ‘;E v H o

Popatp b2 2 iRz B * 32 % % p W Integrated Diagnostics Inc. = 7 & ff &
FEAIRE o R Integrated Diagnostics Inc. & WIPO ¥ 3% {2 2 ¥ > 3%
2P AP BEE-E R 22 s ¥ 3o ¥ L 19 Integrated Diagnostics Inc. % 3k ¢h

tﬁ%“’“@ EERE AR RIBEFEBAIG R o RS (T AT
(EPO)= A M= k{7 > % 2007 #ifiF > 2008 & 7 * B 434 {7 2 ih ¢ % (London
Agreement) » g+ ¥ ea-g*?] B RMenT S @F Y 04 EPO P A (2 v 4
)R ERFE S Lﬂ#ﬁﬁﬁ TR he Gisel o 'F;}Fl TR BIRERE
%W’W“tﬁiﬁ#i?wz’&ﬂwmﬁﬁ%q$¢%atﬁt%@@mmmu

ngxi-—s’\ (Jiﬂﬁl-tg?x«%*ﬂ '?‘BWF'B%FF/ Tt B mé}ﬁ’éﬁ’j‘?%fﬂﬂ';ﬁ-
PER S E R AR R B R g A B B AR B TR
3

%"Eﬂ”dﬁ&‘?%&;\iwu—lbm?i’%]é.ﬁ|§%i,—p;{l»ir§_g??é\ﬁ. s
P2 RF A HTEPCY 2 A3 R PRLIRP L 22 k2 G R
R TE R Z A

a4

L 2@ flmp g
MW (DE)~ 2 W (FR)~ ®® (GB)~# <L (CH) /525t % (LD~
(IE)~ Bpd (MC)~ p&#F (LU)-

2. P RZPEEAEPE 2 WF Y G5 114 F (Claims)
4 % (DK)~7k g (IS)~ 5 ® (KR)~ g ady (LV)~ 7 (NL)~ 3£ (SE) -
222 R 37 (Sl)o

3. MERERfIEpE 2
B ¥ 4] (AT) > fIpF (BE)~ et f1% (BG)~ % 4 a2 (CY)~ £ (CZ)»
§5r T (EE)~ @519 (ES)~ ¥# (FI)~ %" (GR)~ &7 4] (HU)~ &+
HAT)~ 27 (LT)~BE s (MT)~ =2 (NO)~ it (PL)~ %7 (PT)~
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% 2. Integrated Diagnostics Inc. % 41 5 2 % *°
Patent number Inventors Title Publication
Date
WO Agnew Psa capture agents, [ 2012-02- | 2012-08-09
2012/106671 Heather compositions, methods and | 03
Dawn, Pitram | preparation thereof. /
Suresh Mark | AGENTS DE CAPTURE DE
PSA, COMPOSITIONS,
PROCEDES ET
PREPARATION ASSOCIES.
uUsS Heather Psa capture agents, [ 2012-02- | 2012-08-09
2012/023873 Dawn Agnew, | compositions, methods and | 03
Suresh Mark | preparation thereof.
Pitram
us Heather Psa capture agents, [ 2012-02- | 2012-08-09
20120202219 Dawn Agnew, | compositions, methods and | 03
Suresh Mark | preparation thereof.
Pitram
WO Li Xiao Jun, | Diagnostic lung cancer panel | 2011-11- | 2012-06-07
2012/075042 Kearney Paul | and methods for its use. /|29
PANEL DE DIAGNOSTIC
DU CANCER DU POUMON
ET PROCEDES POUR SON
UTILISATION.
us Xiao-Jun Li, | Diagnostic lung cancer panel | 2011-11- | 2012-06-07
20120142558 Paul Kearney | and methods for its use. 29
WO Li Xiao Jun, | Alzheimer’s disease | 2011-11- | 2012-06-07
2012/075043 Kearney Paul | diagnostic panel and methods | 29

for their use./ PANELS DE
DIAGNOSTIC DE LA

0 LA : http://www.directorypatent.com, Assignee JEH T o =R T
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E/
FE

MALADIE D'ALZHEIMER

ET PROCEDES POUR
LEUR UTILISATION.
WO Li Xiao Jun, | Organ specific diagnostic | 2011-06- | 2011-12-29
2011/163627 Kearney Paul | panels and methods for | 24
identification of  organ
specific panel proteins. /
Panels de diagnostic
spécifiqgues  d'organes et
procédés d'identification de
protéines de panels
spécifiques d'organes.
us Li Xiao Jun, | Organ specific diagnostic | 2011-06- | 2011-12-29
2011/041887 Kearney Paul | panels and methods for | 24
identification ~ of  organ
specific panel proteins.
uUs Xiaojun Li, [ Breast  Cancer  Specific | 2009-08- | 2010-02-11
20100190656 Patricia Markers and Methods of Use. | 07
Beckmann,
Heinrich
Dreismann
WO Li Xiao Jun, | Breast cancer specific | 2009-08- | 2010-02-11
2010/017515 Beckmann markers and methods of use. | 07
Patricia

o Integrated Diagnostics Inc. = # ¥ e % 1 k5 > o PR R R B B0
BP0 oEidFul Rt (particular application) # & B 2 F2 2012 # 3 7 %3 Mayo
V. Prometheus # % 3% &1 & i “#& 3% (Transformation)” 2 2 £ B & 417 101 5P en& )i

Rtz s

“Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or

composition of matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent

therefore ...”

$303% 2 P F & o Integrated Diagnostics Inc. 7 ¥ 33
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Integrated Diagnostics Inc.=> @ e EH 8 F B EE F &8 NI Ed Rk
AEPRFETOPEFERAV L RSP ERBATI AR FE T ARG L L
R ORFEEZEEI mf}%"/f‘ $7PRF% % %22 Prometheus H ' 324g & 1)
Mayo F¥ 7 -Fﬁ)%‘ 2 ¥TPR IR eni®2 7 > Integrated Diagnostics Inc.=> & > = = PRF: 7
Ep v FRPOGFE AT T Sippbie Jolied S i IR P Py E R

PO EE SR RGNS R E 2 EEN S A EMHAGTRE I TG S e F R o
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FPRESFPX2FLRHRFTA DR-HTRFRF A FR RS B LT
%a%m$§ﬁ§°m$%$w # GERER S A CE VRS AP ) T
T BEENRE o RS AIR S PFILT &0 R 2ATH P FASRRBT 5
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§‘+‘s&
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Integrated Diagnostics Inc. = & & ¥ -4 F] _+ 49 $5° Prometheus = & » % 1
FHNE L F o O “’Eﬂ} |5 s @ BRE 0 ed R ERAETR L o sk G IR oot
P R E R E R R TR EE AR LS N EE R AT Y
B s A EHETGRAES DRI RIS FM S E B RGO o
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ERER R 2K AR R S g Y R thié PRAGTA R
F AR R B A o R R RIPRIST SRR A KT L R R Ao B S
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Res 7o PEA s BERRRREAASLRAN Y Ao ERAEAEEA R ¥
Ra1dE

Afpp > SHERRFELPT 4 THEIFFE L FIFALA
EF THREER v 2B R v B2t Fxﬁ%/wpwie &
T E A FAFV O PRANRA SRR Y > T AL P F g & K
o L P SAERFRL A A E R ¢é@,ﬁépwﬁépum%v@f’j
FESY T3 T J’—,ﬂ—,‘i"’/?ﬂl‘foirlfﬂziﬁl TR G ATIMB T AL &
2R P e AR LT REMTHBE ) IR S0 B > TR
SEAMAT RS HFAREOP 2P E N R PE R AS - BT
B2 7 k- @5 Uehd 4 2 FTRhEIAAESER PR rF H X7 RS
- R FRAR R A RARTF S £ R A SN

PRNRIGF R KEROTRERESSEF A PR UERE SR L (b
F 31w RN pow v ARG e B AT Gren B ] % 1 A AiEARY
HEELW B2 4 HE %G AR (RPIEHEE) BF- e 2L
Flze g4 > FErAE? AR TRy D HTZEREAS LET 214 Jens
FoR AN EREATIZE > td A EITAAE NI S fFHRE T R IFE R
B E G N AR F R PR AV R RN E G N R AFES D
TN, (B RS LITH "*m?‘?ﬁfi °

031 AL FhR UG hRT

Patent Inventors i Filing Publication
number date Date

USPTO Yuan-Tsong Chen, Warfarin dosage 2007/6/4 | 2007/12/27
Chih-Lung Shen, prediction
20070298426 | Chi-Feng Chang,

Ming Ta Michael Lee,

Jen-Chi Hsu,

Liang-Suei Lu,

Ming-Shen Wen
USPTO Yuan-Tsong Chen, HLA alleles associated | 2011/5/4 | 2012/3/27
8142999 Shuen-Iu Hung, with adverse drug

Chih-Lung Shen, reactions and methods

Chi-Feng Chang, for detecting such

Hsin-Yu Lin,

Wei-Hsuan Chen
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USPTO Yuan-Tsong Chen, Hla alleles associated 2011/5/4 | 2011/9/1
20110212439 | Shuen-lu Hung, with adverse drug
Chih-Lung Shen, reactions and methods
Chi-Feng Chang, for detecting such
Hsin-Yu Lin,
Wei-Hsuan Chen
USPTO Yuan-Tsong Chen, HLA alleles associated | 2007/5/11 | 2011/5/17
Shuen-lu Hung, with adverse drug
7943309 Chih-Lung Shen, reactions and methods
Chi-Feng Chang, for detecting such
Hsin-Yu Lin,
Wei-Hsuan Chen
IPOS Yuan-Tsong Chen, HLA alleles associated | 2007/5/11 | 2011/4/5
2008078438 | Shuen-lu Hung, with adverse drug
Chih-Lung Shen, reactions and methods
Chi-Feng Chang, for detecting such
Hsin-Yu Lin,
Wei-Hsuan Chen
USPTO Yuan-Tsong Chen, HLA alleles associated | 2007/5/11 | 2008/6/19
Shuen-lu Hung, with adverse drug
20080145846 | Chih-Lung Shen, reactions and methods
Chi-Feng Chang, for detecting such
Hsin-Yu Lin,
Wei-Hsuan Chen
(FAL &R © AT ¥ % o B4EF © "Assignee = pharmigene ~ £ 37 > & % pF ¥ :
2012 # 7 % stz kR A REBHFEL)
7 PR 2 P

A AR W
ﬂwpyﬁﬁ&%#wﬁwi%ﬁ

G ORI E L 5N Mg BRI B
ﬁ% Ralck K3 3K
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At
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