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Critical Issue of Inter Partes Review (IPR ) on the

Pharmaceutical Industry

Abstract

Inter partes review (IPR) which was introduced by the America Invents Act
(AIA) creates a new way for resolving patent validity disputes. As opposed to a
traditional litigation in court, the inter partes review has the advantage of lower cost
and faster progress; therefore the inter partes review will likely bring a significant
change in the competition of pharmaceutical industry. This study aims to analyze the
pharmaceutical participants’strategy in response to inter partes review based on their
roles and interactions in the market, and analyze the feasibility for Taiwanese
pharmaceutical companies to enter the U.S. pharmaceutical market. During our
research, we were honored to have an interview the Mr. Randall Ray Rader, the
former Chief Judge of the United States Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit. Mr.
Rader participated in the legislative process on the Drug Price Competition and Patent
Term Restoration Act (the Hatch-Waxman Act). Mr. Rader has profound knowledge
understanding on this issue and gave us insightful advice and comments on our thesis,

which makes this study more credible.

Key words
Inter Partes Review (IPR), Hatch-Waxman Act (H-W Act), Paragraph IV Litigation,

Orange Book
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Global Spending on Medicines
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240Bn 1,095Bn

$251Bn $856Bn

$605Bn

2005 2006-10 2010 2011-15 2015

Source: IMS Market Prognosis, Apr 2011
Bl 1~ 2B ED BRI

H 2w kg o IMS Health$$52015# 23R # 5.5 347 & £ 55 R 0 2
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Key
Estimated sales — 2015
Estimated growth — 2010-2015(compound annual growth rate)

North America Sales $357.4bn Growth 1.5%

Europe (EU countries) Sales $237.4bn Growth 2.2%

South Eats & East Asia Sales $147.1bn Growth 15.3%

Japan Sales $120.6bn Growth 3.3%

M Lation America Sales $100.9bn Growth 12.2%
B CIS Sales $33.5bn Growth 12.2%

Indian Subcontinent Sales $32.1bn Growth 15.3%
Europe (Non EU countries) Sales $27.6bn Growth 5.3%
m Africa Sales $25.0bn Growth 7.9%

Oceania Sales $16.7bn Growth 3.9%

m Middle East Sales $15.4bn Growth 7.4%

Source:IMS Health IMS Market Prognosis 2011-2015
Ex-manufacturer pricds at CER.

Bl 22015 & 2IR 8 07 354 T4 8B & £ A5 R

1335 IMS Healthhsis » 2010# 22k & 2% 35§ >
B % 2015# P3| E39%k T 5 hoBI3era ] o ¥KE L E
FRE LER Y BB A SER BRS% s H A u L AE b 4 B
B ow d70% b

? IMS Health (May 2011), The Global Use of Medicines: Outlook through 2015.
PR TR (R 103) > 2014 ERESREEE -
10-2



SHBFIE E P E R RN T J—‘ﬁa*//ifi? 103 S NMEF RS
KEBI LTI R R — U TR/ Ria T /714

Spending by Segment

$1,065-1,095Bn

$856Bn

$605Bn

2005
mBrand = Generic Other

Source: IMS Market Prognosis, Apr 2011
Bl 3~ 23k L&D Fahm b SR
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BT (R 102) » Frégia e - RIERET 0 20 188-193 -
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Application » #§ f ANDA) | B~ F 3 5% o

FLEAPFIATZLEEEFHER 2 A PRI AER w2 R <
AR ET R R AL AT A z’v’v%‘r‘,é%ﬁ Tk VE K TP A AT EE N A G | e iR H 1R
(6 B LERLEP 2PN Pt N A EITE R AT o 1395IMS Healthenst
VR RE LEL e EFont ’vd:ﬁﬁi@s’%c CFLELERRF 0 ARSI 0
SF P L GIEERF 0 ARG

d iV Aae s AF R AYE F g B pr § % F|Hatch-Waxmanj# % 2 EF?
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5 IND : EsFH#74% (Investigational New Drug ) : NDA : #Z£#E 230 (New Drug Application ) -
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Generic Share of Total Prescriptions

— Market Available for Generic
Substitution

70% 74% 79% B1% 34?‘,

Generic Market Share

78%
— 72% 74% )
63% r T T T T 1
2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

Generic Efficiency

93%
90% 91% 91% ==

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

Source: IMS Health, National Prescription Audit, Dec 2010

CICNES SRS SO

%Dollars %Total prescriptions dispensed
100% -
90% - 13.9% g 14.2% Y 14.7% B 16.99% [l 15. 20 [ 50 500
80%
E 70%
b
< 63.5% B 7 o000 cor _—
E) 60% - . 76.7% N 79_6%
E 50% -
g 400/0 i 86.1% 85.8% 85.3% 83.1% 81.8% e
o 30% A
s
20% A
36:5% W32 19 M 5 40, e
10% - : 23.3% M 20.4%
0% - T T
2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 YTD 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 YTD
Jun Jun
2012 2012
® Brands H Generics

B 6~ 37828 2B Bf o)

—\

;1*_'5'}1% il 0 F R 20113 % R P2 % (America Invent Act > f§ #i
AIA) ¢ = 4§ %4/ (Inter Partes Review > f§ #ZIPR) eh% §1 75 »xib e &
BB B aE R AR A R AR SJIPRARAPY L5 F S
S A RORR S B OlheT BT R G kF 0 APRONE 35 il flEn

7 IMS Health (Apr 2011), The Use of Medicines in the United States: Review of 2010.
¥ IMS Health (October 9, 2012), The US Pharmaceutical Market..
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W od WATEF R FREOFTLBE G LEHFRIREE S R F
O LE RS  RBELER RRERF B ﬁé—?‘réﬁ B i 2

S E i E o Asp o T TS 4B 10 mE R ?a‘;’l/\ L B
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—
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C~HEAEFB R T09 RE A FEERH 14,;,;@%,@%
His b ¥8E Rk ﬁ_f;@%@p% v L E T - B R
SRR TR RN Yt I S T X SR
372 18 RE A s dedk 1957 o d ot 7 2 AR R e A E R B R
AP LA BT o RE A RPEFTERF UL A B A pienF b s e

% 1~1997-2011 & %~ BRATERHF 7 ¥

REEET  TI0E RRETY

=3 FER AL ‘
(Fo¥s*~) (FF£~)
AstraZeneca 5 58.955 11,790
GlaxoSmithKline 10 81,708 8,170
Sanofi 8 63,274 7,909

12 Matthew Herper (August 11, 2013), The Cost Of Creating A New Drug Now $5 Billion, Pushing Big
Pharma To Change. Retrived October 21, 2014, from
http:// www.forbes.com/sites/matthewherper/2013/08/11/how-the-staggering-cost-of-inventing-new-
drugs-is-shaping-the-future-of-medicine/

1 Mestre-Ferrandiz, J. et al. (2012), The R&D Cost of a New Medicine. London: Office of Health
Economics.

" SRR B PR AT (2011/09 ) » BFISERGT T BREE S BERT - AR REHAEEER - lLE
http://www.tsailee.com/about_periodical show.aspx?p=2&cid=140 > 2% HHf 2014 /9 F 21 H

1> Matthew Herper (2012), The Truly Staggering Cost Of Inventing New Drugs.

10-13



PR B P E T N EIEN T 15751 & — 103 SRS MEF I R
KGRI EFERBEE R E — U T e /7 37 77 /]

Roche Holding AG 11 85,841 7,803
Pfizer 14 108,178 7,727
Johnson & Johnson 15 88,285 5,885
Eli Lilly & Co. 11 50,347 4,577
Abbott Laboratories 8 35,970 4,496
Merck & Co Inc 16 67,360 4,209
Bristol-Myers Squibb Co. 11 45,675 4,152
Novartis AG 21 83,646 3,983
Amgen Inc. 9 33,229 3,692

B A FRETRAFFIOP LR TR X T AT L AR

oM ER LIRS IH BB AR Y R FF AL A P AR
oo ed WERSSESHF A (Food and Drug Administration » FDA ) #+37%
PO AR Bt TR R L Z R KR RBEY {0 L% ReES LT
WRITE KL L B B b B R RS s E R R ts AT
FRF ALt A A ERS 6 TR B F TR B AR ot E e
ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁj‘ﬁ%(%%Zﬁﬁ)‘ﬁﬁﬁﬁi@éﬁﬁgﬁ?% % Wz
s ' w&f}%i VAT AR Rre B LR T R B U E S R pep s 1R
@ RRERG T A P RE TR o £ B A 2010 # 1 & 1 F B T
o BROEG HEJIESFT F RS > 0 Pizer ERedAg s ATE T2 L
(Lipitor) % &) L0 E R ¢ 41 & BodF cnB > B3040 6 474236 1,250 B % =16
ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%&ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ@dIO&”v+2%9&mi% TERY £ 25%
(2B 125 3% =~ )e L B IR R 3] 2011 & & > i&H#-id & Pfizer Z o T8 4
Yo = Mg R ehiE o £ E?]?iés%ﬂ}r’ﬂ‘ P BAEE %%}Mﬁ Frederick Frank i Pfizer %
BB B A LI 0% L F > 2RI B EAS D F A SS E
A RS g oo

N~
She
—

et
2

TJ..

Z 2 %75 5 2014 & B | w38 o0 ) ¥ & > & Fiercepharma 3§ 7 T 7| &
BT 4E 4 340 i # ~ o HP w7 L4 8% 7 o if AstraZeneca % f B 3
aNexium Z ipdf 5 FH & F e LhE & ,%“, ek B A g

Copaxone P &_Teva £ g T #-7|# e 4 & 5 ; @ Boehringer—Ingelheim % f e

' Crain's New York Business (December 28, 2011), Lipitor becomes world's top-selling drug.

7 Willson, D. (November 11, 2011). Plan Would Delay Sales of Generic for Lipitor, The New York
Times, Retrived October 21, 2014, from
http://www.nytimes.com/2011/11/12/health/plan-would-delay-sales-of-generic-for-lipitor.html? r=0
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Micardis » Novatis % fy B % ¢ Sandostatin LAR £ Exforge # &% & » JUE-F] 5 &
Flenz|h a6 T 5 F L Ry -

% 22014 & L1382 R E "

st it TR g s
(% ~)

Copaxone Teva 39.96 2014.5
Nexium AstraZeneca 39.94 2014.5
Micardis/Micardis HCT Boehringer Ingelheim 22.17 2014.1
Sandostatin LAR Novatis 15.12 2014.6
Exforge/ Exforge HCT Novatis 13.52 2014.10
Nasonex MSD 12.68 2014.1
Trilipix Abbvie 10.98 2014.1
Evista Lilly 10.10 2014.3
Renagel/Renvela Sanofi 8.61 2014.9
Restasis Allergan 7.92 2014.5

GRS - PR DA BRI EF UE B S N REARTERF 2 K A

%%%r’ﬂﬂﬁﬁﬁi—ﬁ{;ﬁﬁpﬁﬁﬁ*’%inﬁ%4ﬁ g e
Bo~? RAH R D REEE MR Wk o AL AR

L BB 4o Plizer B R g? v TRITEFAF LY T E L g

o™ rL A R R R R Y RS D R RRRIT R P Ho gt BAE T

YRS 1100 Renp FRA L 0 B E T X 30 E R Rt °"ﬁ“7 BFn e AR

etk A X BAERIT RS FHREME LA W4 FE P N kA

ds iy o BEARL A A FH AP T AE A 4 A doip ikt X A F R L ARTE D
4

m
ANBEXHFFEH Tﬁ* Eiﬁ%lﬁlmﬁ *J'—%fﬁ]’“r'!* ‘J%’?Ei—?'l‘f‘;l

ooy i\‘géc%fr%@%fsvx4ﬁ&%‘* FF 'HEﬂF—foiﬂﬂ‘Jé%f;\ L oefs B %
RH B B e BRG] E AR BT EE A A b e A EM NS REF
T B

' Fiercepharma (October 28, 2013), Top 10 Drug Patent Losses of 2014. Retrived October 21, 2014,
from http://www.fiercepharma.com/special-reports/top-10-drug-patent-losses-2014
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BEAR R B 20 EenG JIREY > 2 EE I EL B S @ B RE
o fad BT LT ELADERE BB EATE REF LR DEFE
FEAREEAEL TR B F A A TATEOEBES > S IFEF T 90%
b e BRI H S H W %;@11&? FRIT A A e R A rkAp e nE 4

AELEREF T € RRENY 2 20-30% 0 HRE L o KA A Z K

EHCR KB R E S Fro - d 3o D RF L ERDE ST I DF
Fo~ o~ A L ig ?Hm RV H w50 " MERES A ¢ M
s H R FE R e F L FR oL ¥ 0 - ll%%-ﬂf'&%#&,sqv BERY R
25 REALLABOYEF OMRNEF LET LG 2 READEY EE o A
WRTERFFE LG T L EREBTFN LG NERE - RV ER
B IR o

—h

d 20 E 2010 3 2015 # 2 B G 35 S B R RE R I T RTE - R AL
#1000 RE S enH L ESI R F L RSO ERFRREEG Y LD S
SHE R F R F R E L Fod R JIE R AR E L F £ 5%

A Lo

BB CER LS SR RITR 0 2 s AR S
""K;ﬁié PRYBFZEFELLE N ABRORPET LE P ;\j\é_g
LT Ao gl ﬁ&—g \_}4\:,/%1"—'1 I R/ B N gL A3 i1 ,bmg‘f R A

AR ie— P HAH S ok 307 G 2012 # F LEE S 10 < %%’fr&

E \\"* Fﬂ

e

£ 32012 % 10 * fg F end L@

¥ TE (B%=)
Teva 104
Novartis (Sandoz) 87
Mylan 59.5
Abbott 51

' Fiercepharma (October 21, 2013), Top 10 generics makers by 2012 revenue. Retrived October 21,
2014, from http://www.fiercepharma.com/special-reports/top-10-generics-makers-2012-revenue
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Actavis 44
Sanofi 24
Daiichi Sankyo 22.6
Hospira 22
Sun Pharma 20.7
Aspen Pharmacare 19.5

R EREE CEROMT A R R AR RLFEA AL DR S
EIFL Ah~ 2RI TR B ERIcE c E e LR LS 2 2
ﬁpié¢§aampw+aﬂ’%%fﬁmgu1%%?%% 4 =1
ARKIE LE D R kEEE S B F 2 B LERMF NS
R WA I = | A -5 o o PE T e S L M 3&1#"“‘” EF I R TE

Bed TRl g L ENL PR LAERE A RS ¢ Tl (FlrstApphcan )
EArfr f RBM A S L2 A ot sbxj%ﬁ*’“k FE LB A
(Subsequent Applicant) 2- + % 3+ % o figf T 72 T > L[ F i § 5 RE D

PHEEHEAG LR %#%'*ﬁ B LERAIG P R IE R -
AR B D L B DA R LY A A R AT

B2 # &L 3 AR PG T&%ﬂ%f& BRE L E RO Ao R 8 AT

1R R A

B R B (HARAZ) | R

3 1éy A {1 A AR
‘R¥FWmR
ERPLRBTHA JEuFRL RRF A

B 8~ 2REFIFERE F - F R LM LR

RS

*180 K HE e HA

- ~F 3&F z & ¥ -1 (First Applicant)

“r;ﬁmp ?"\% rg%ﬂ' Ao gk S ®R N F 7 % e &P (Paragraph 1V
Certification) &1 ANDA ¥ 342 o deodk - % § 5 3F L8V 34 p RN

20 &5, 21 USC §355()(5)(B)(iv)(I1)(bb)- 534 5% ANDA 2378 5 B8 5% f#( Substantially Complete )
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1984 # % ® K ¢ i€ iF Hatch-Waxman ;2 % %S %E4 ¢ T3k B PR
CER YR EL oA RRILGTZ S O FDA v At FE ¢
A A NP RERCF CF T ol R R L FY 0 b 180 % enptep
PpoLFFLEIFOpLE E R R - R E L EAARTEREY
I%"'P\i]&s;w%u&f\s%vﬁa'@;fé_” cd B R R R s A

Voo RN R e AEPHE L ER G TR - BRER RO FF L
TR EJ%‘T CETE T H B LERIGT NE LERTERRY
EHEREFPEIRT > PREFRJELIPE T RE LE LD o F
FTRTEARD S e P F L8 p 2001 # 935 2 PoiE B 4 5] 2008 & 1
165 2% o

Er P L TR R RHERE
T B EEFE S L F € e
ERp L - LA FRE LEY Ao UEIIE RE LEY

2 b B W) ehig e 4 T frf2 (Reverse Payment

w2
Q
=
[¢]
8
€]
=]
—
~— .
3
8 e
=

Y& & i 53k (Pay-for-Delay Aggrement ) o
=~ H RE L ¥Y H- 1 (Subsequent Applicant)

B2 ARET R ﬁﬁ L&Y 2 Am 3 Prdp Pt 1 ANDA f2 i L5k ow IR
ﬁ»}ﬂgvﬁ )

|=-

£ F 0180 % 218 0 4 v B~ FDA ¢} B 3F¥ o 4o
* CEFS RRGE S fofEa i B PR Pl RE LEE TR %G
HE VD N RS RE L EY A hfofaa B RE LFUEB 0 2LE R
BLE G i F R RS > L7 Rt TR -

HIEHERZE - el E E e A E A RCHE N E BN e S ETEEFE
! Lisa Barons Pensabene and Lisa Butler (2012), The legality of reverse payment settlements in
Paragraph IV disputes. Intellectual Asset Management, July/August 2012, 133-136.
2 OREE - FAE (R 103) LTS ERH B - F—HEER 21 16-30 -
2 Higgins M. J. and Graham S. J. H. (2009), Balancing innovation and access: patent challenges tip
the scales. Science, 326, 370-71.
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WE DM AFD > ] AR 1962 ERF B2 Lo o TR BES
&ﬁ%?%&iﬂé’ﬂﬂl%4ﬂ%»ﬁr%% i%%?ﬁWﬁz+Jxﬁ
ApU R RE 0 BT R F] 2003 & r%)%ﬁ{%j: B LEIRMAEE G EA

- ~1938 # 3 1962 #

FRF € 1938 &7 i TN g B I Rk (Federal Food, Drug,
and Cosmetic Act » f§ # FD&C Act) ;> B&+ 7 & RN B R R
Ve AT A @%%#?Lﬁagﬁlﬁﬁgﬁﬁopéﬁ » FDA
HAAPRLATEFRANFT I PA I MEUR RS R G EEF L 2 ERRTH
i iv - FDA 4 1) ¥ 3-#7% (New Drug Application » f§ = NDA ) ; ,4r‘ 73 FDA 7
PR SER R AN 60 X p ARE| FDA F $ TT f 7

424,

INFLEY G R R RE B SR ATEN (7 BGER 0 T AR MR
lv’r"v""?’FDAlLu L°§F¢’§7§7Q1\@FTQEI‘;$‘%EHW ’:ﬁﬁ"‘
Y #E 2 2 M4p ¥ |2 (Bioequivalence © § £ BE ) 25 fod e * X
(Bioavailability > # # BA) 26”‘}’ TE ool WE L BEHRAFTIA TP F LE

Eﬂi% s R BRI Mo

= ~1962 &£ % 1984 &

R o 60 & RaLdp g o 4 enZ 47 F)PR * thalidomide iP5 2 BF 2
2 X PR REAAMY R i%%ﬁﬁ%%%iﬁwﬁﬁﬁﬁow&xw%
i i v Kefauver-Harris 2 i %27 FDA & RAry B A D 2w "f 0O ip &
WERZHF o 2 R5%2 b 7 R T TR Rk RE R
To XY FTE VR D Rk R IE ¢ 7 = BIFEaiR5% (Phase I I Phase II

 Graham, J. (2006). The Legality of Hatch-Waxman PharmaceuticalSettlements: Is the Terazosin Test
the Proper Prescription? Wash. U. L. Rew. 429, 432.

B gt @E%EQE%WETIH*”@EJE*EHE BBkt - S THEIRVEIR - HRIBCHRAE Bl
I H IR -

2 A gl FHREBESLA RUR S B R 3 A S B MU B R B U B0 i 2 SR B I 7
fi

7 Pub. L. No. 87-781, 76 Stat. 780 (codified at 21 U.S.C. § 321, 331-32, 348, 351-53, 355, 357-60,
372,374,376, 381).
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LR S UBELEFTE 1O REZ £ 8 F ol flE R
wﬁ’ﬁﬁﬁﬁjﬁiﬁ#ﬁéo

INELERS A 1962 2B 2EELT B LD T I YU R ED
P FAHER A Y e Ly 2 S PUNTHF R FDAF A 0 Flpt T e
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Pk BHE G ORBTR S TR RE R SR A B e 7B R
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b BTG REELF R T F CER AR BRI o ek
i@fﬁﬁﬂm7ﬁ%§ﬁ-¢—? e B EREOR I T LBV T R A

FOEST > FDA g 1978 # @ 4120 Rde w3 F L E14 paper NDA 13
FE ¥ G o #73) f paper NDA Prdp ¥ 4 3l B ?‘)f’ii?’%f%éﬁ%ﬁtﬁ%iﬁ
Blad 22 5206 2 & RY GG AR REFSLFRRd o d WATER
B T ALALE B R NDA #7 4 b § Ao gt d G 0 5
B B dy R 3E 3@;&%@;‘%&%%1 FPEEF R ER AN ER
MREFRLFFER Y A 4o  F LHETT g7 HRLF RS gy TR
PEEHS BT é%iwrﬁ“%«’ F R R L RATRR RS 1R § R
150 B % 52 & e Bi% - F 15 28 2845 * paper NDA e i 2506

984 & 2_1

FAAEREFLR Y chE 2B g ot d

TR Y-S ERELEFIL Y
m FDA 3 A4 FATH W HELREZZRZ L L bfF T S RRERE T LER

F 0 K 3H o

BLERG R 0 ) A EE R L] %m%wxé%Fmgﬁﬁﬁia
o AR IR BAT > A NS t By B 2 J%‘f %
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>
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A e
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WY RRERD T FAERFEFIRTE%R LET PR R T

2 Joel Graham, supra note 26, at 432-433.
2 Joel Graham, supra note 26, at 432-433.
3% Rep, H. R. (1984), 1, 98-857; see also Gilston (1984), The Generic Patent Compromise. MED.
ADVERTISING NEWS, 30, 16-17.
31 Joel Graham, supra note 26, at 433.
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%ﬂﬁ—ﬂﬁDAﬁgﬁﬂﬁ%fﬁr%’ﬂﬁgL&nﬂ%ﬁﬂﬂéwo

1%1

3B QB B ohw 4R 3R AL > 4240730 1978 & £ R AT Forgd oA )
MRIFTHE o E P e e B RPN A ERARTOEMARFELE 7R
TaEA g FEEAL R ERFADAS R BAIRY
B it O &4 40 vOSEA FLA G B A G o AR TR 2 -
R BEFROFHFTEIPRERY CHEMALAERA 22 AL | g7
Flent M Y w4 e XX S.255XX 2 % (% £ S255 % % )0 G B £ 3K
A fEL T EIEMRG LT

Bfs o #* B Orrin Hatch {r %% B Henry Waxman + fF 3 k2. 7 » L2
k31984 # 90 7 24 p EIEHE LB Li:qfu{”ﬁﬁ T EY L 2k Y
¥ w42 /2 % (Drug Price Competition and Patent Term Restoration Act of 1984 ) ;>
% # 5 Hatch-Waxman # % -

R FRRL AL ErRERLIEp R

Hatch-Waxman i %3 07 3% § QIATendI R MR > 4o 0 ff 5 378 ¢ 3
(Abbreviated New Drug Application f§ £ ANDA ) -~ & {/:i& % 4] & (Patent
Llnkage) #L & 48 (Data Exclusivity )~ # 35 } # (Marketing Exclusivity ) ~

o & A F'“‘ ut £ (Extension of Patent Term) £ % % % 7% & § (Research
Exemptlon) FoHC BT RNV H L ATEY o AT

- ~ f§ 2 #7%¥ " 3 (Abbreviated New Drug Application )
IM%HMCAm7SH:wS%*“,Ew%§wﬁ%@%@ﬁ?¢1?i
B o He 505(b)%g§é | RTE D TR AT A& £ o @ & Hatch-Waxman j# %
FIEH R R EORTEL B RE 2 T HSe T 505(b)(2) 11 2 505()F fLE
AR A (@ R ke 505(b) R reiE Bl S05(b)(1)) 0 st AR EE-RT R G

32 Joel Graham, supra note 26, at 433.

3 Mossinghoff, G. (1999). Overview of the Hatch-Waxman Act and Its Impact on the Drug
Development Process. Food and Drug Law Journal, 54, 187-194.

3 ¥H B 21 USC §355
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505(b)(1) b >t AT b5 ¥ sz - 46 £ 6] 2t 505()(2) R R TALT b
- R T 2hd R A TRF A BE TR F R 20 505(])‘717 & @y ;fr
# /% > % Hatch-Waxman 2 2 &€ & |2 - > ¥ 2 AR TR E SR X
rHEE G REAAEL AR FAp A B AT e a2 e R T e VAN Uk
B LERE YN ZGHEETIOER PEP AT AR W EESL =

B SR TR LY 2 B R mitdeT

A. 505(b)1

v ’ s At o .
BE - BenRT g ;;L_F
H

5
LATE Y éﬁ“%”iﬂ*’i %ﬁ G (A)*;%“é;tm *FREEZ XA G o

FL S B)EFGG AL L (OF ez EER ; (D)#F
Rl Ara 2 d KBTI 22k W R 2 F TR R
(BE)# 588 & 4 2 # 55 (F) B 2 # ~ 512 2 (G)/] 22325 (Pediatric Study )
SR oo gt vh o ¥ AR PR R R E RN B 5 M s 5
AR EIETTES SIS ST S SRS IS LR I
BB ESFL A KRE ] EHET A FDATT R\ EEfIFL
# % Approved Drug Products with Therapeutic Equivalence Evaluations( ¢
WP F B RIPER Y 4 ¢ 4tG 0 kX f£ Orange Book f A & >3 T F 1t )e

B. 505(b)(2)
¥ R AT R T dod it (A B R R

DR FA R AR S KA 0 FY A X AN FAM

BB AT o ¥ A Pt A e PAER A S
B AT AP (Certification ) » 4t (D A 3 2 T & 1, (ii)
BAEFAREA > b fle EP A% GDFAZ L FIFE2 4
AEY B LEFLAEIHBEBE LA RV SRR AE LT A
PLfle b fld 2B - ik flire S8 L FL Hg
P RHE T EREEET

C. 505(j) (Abbreviated New Drug Application f§ » A7& ¥ - x fig v &
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(vii) 4% A 2§ FPESPR Y S F L AR S FE AR
B oy L@t o IV RN (Statement) FPEE L EX A S §
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PSR E PR B R AE A T 1551 & — 103 M RE 7o e
EERIEF I BB 7O — LU T iR 7 6]
Ryp 3 0E 2 SEC. 102 #77m » ATEY A L R EHZEL AL AT HER2 @
M BIAE BB FEAIREEY R ARG R
AR R AL ELRN EEA KL RS FDA TRz R I
a@wﬁ%ﬂéﬁ(AﬁiaﬁiﬁR%F)oamm;’?wﬁﬁﬁijﬁg
FI5g 3] ¢ 3£ % 4 » + (Drug Substance ) ~ % & 3] (Polymorph ) ~ % Rje™ 22 o =
( Formulation and Composition) 2 % i * > ;2 (Method of Use) > I " @42
(Process )~ # % (Packaging )~ i #4 (Metabolites) 2 % # [ %8 (Intermediate )

A NS IR TR o

- HERY GEAR L FDA XA EFAEA STV AN PUES A A P
BT R é_Hatch-Waxman FIRA 2T > ¥ E 2B LA s L

B 2 AT o BB LEY Gk o F LEY Gk S R R SRR

LA FHHRIBAIED 5 FDA §ALER N DB {243 7 F o
AR Gd i 4FEJIEP A R NE -2 S EP S ANDA T A

FDA EF A2 rBE 337 > A5 2B FPFRT > FDA ¢ &% 15
g NFLEFIIFT > I T e EP > B FDA ¢ im4p M & JI3r 2 R
FEFM - F B E R IIP L BRpF LD FT o pw fi ANDA Y 35 5
EHPERE O MBOBIC AT oo

BAREESAEES EH(ANDA)RY M EAE

=
mHADHAN e (T -~ $§%E§§%ﬁkﬁﬁ
— LEER
LR 2 SHERm
A28 "l
- FDATI I
mp  summaLsy
BEr sl B2 R\ MR AR
T B BB S B A IS
1LEE® BERE
FDAGIHERR = o e
SAKIN BEED 2 BERE R (180K
sHBAEYSAS W bl BEHER)
RBLHF it

B 9V 3% R ANDA hu fasg 3>

B oo b H R A BB BB 2L B A A f8 ANDA

¥ OIREE > SIRENE - SERE LB SR - HUE http:/www.bpaper.org.tw/strategy/ 4> BREZ

EEESE R > BB A 2014 9 H 21 H -
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KGRI ZFIS B 7 — LU T e 7 iy T 4]
FrfEaY RV %g»?iﬁ]b%ijﬁﬁ-xa)\ﬂig‘o;l-
w Y Ak BEJEP FEFE o n B L ST
Ford A ffeB|inid aeis 45 % F\’ﬁ $HE L EY G A flRREEE O RS &
BB EFT R R AP IR Ay 30 B Y Es (8 rhEe(DE
ZBhim 30 B PFEED e RN B asxt E 7 Bl A ES
efef (Settlement Order 2 Consent Decree ) Ffit 7 & f & »cs £ 7 &4 > B+

i ;—F?/,@;;j_?{?;z‘. P?‘D/Lklpﬁkﬂ’%ﬁ = Fm“](i Fx‘ff'ﬁ4=’j'ﬂ:—*k}? a5 E (H)i"l RIES ]‘;oé—_?é’
30 BB EGEC NE IR Ak R AT G AR PR ALY RS

AR RLL T T L i 35 USC §271(e)(4)(A)v§§i?’%If!l i
ol S AR RN E S T B2 N A hfefE
RIS - E - G R U =l N S -UE N EN e Sl = U S E R
Flinfofad g 970 peb s 4ok & ﬂf'HE A RTEATG A TR ATl Arfs 45
X LN H3E L F A S IR 0 B ANDA ¢ 3% 7 4k 28 USC
§2201 2 R T4 & I A FEzniF s (Declaratory Judgment ) *’ -

I FHERESS S E

Hatch-Waxman ;2 %%ﬂ'*?%‘r%%‘ﬁﬁl‘% TP S iR o BREHIART
ek ATEY GEARIF T RG AR
WA BATEE R E R A AEATERASS EL P 2T E TR
Zp b w e 'fr $ W L A7 4~ (New Chemical Entity » NCE) #7# cnf A2 & %
oG R G FRE A BT FREHER DL Py e 3 B opr
(% Jlmrzes 2 %%E) RlERFRZY -k (2 3 505(b)(2)m4 2 505(j)) tATE
s 4 E2 AR

Moas (& 7L 7 g dE

ek APl chE A A e A kAP R e N R ATEY A3 R Pae
FURAMORFOTRANAFE (F0 AMT Y FEk ) 2R AL
hd ¥ FAMREFAFRRNETRFEATERAC I AP B A3 EIRET
HELES 3¢ R B PAEFAR Y i Lk B o - &
ik %

¢ FATENR B~ ATRIAAE & AT

n g é’«%%r * 5 > Hatch-Waxman i % 7 33 0 354 B4 o & 34
LEPREZ ZE P 5 FDA H3E pdt I R e R F LE S LS

[

6 21 USC §355()(5) -

7 21 USC §355(G)(5)(C)(i) °
¥ 21 USC §355()(5)(F) -
? 21 USC §355()(5)(F) °

W W W
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By vl s g 7 Ve Jigs & 5 e Sl
180 = & ¢ #jppad &4 - #73) 0 180 X F ¢ #jpja &4 > 54y FDA 22 F
FECEINHER 180 AP A EPF S FE LR B FT cBEL A
Vo B THTE LERFIPRE AR E 2R R o

T ERLIPFEE

Hatch-Waxman j* % 7 %7 7 08 @ Fa L2 G > g S g4
B3 3788 % FDA + 8 anps 540 o Hatch-Waxman % % chg 4 o o F5 1988
Ei e T3 # 8 & 18 £ 2 % (Generic Animal Drug and Patent Term
Extension Act) > %2 &3 &I " U F Rz W 3tdh i * & L& - 1995 & 6 7
8p Mg+ 4w L£123k2 % | (The Uruguay Round Agreements Act) <% 7 % K|
BEHE G PP GenR > HEJIH L 17 E S Zp LY G2 5
Tlpe ¥ 5P A2 20 & -

i J5 IR 17 35 USC §156(a)i R 2> & Jlfikeha + & (Product) ~ 4+ 52
# % 2 ;£ (Method of Manufacturing aProduct) SR fe L2 (8 % 3k (Method of
UsingaProduct)> &= & 2 & 1T & 2,457 ¢ 41 ¢ Frout kg %2 B AR A

(i) Z&EJ2 BT A ES

(i) 225 f12 & T T A 54 £ 5

(i) 325 FIED A £ 3R o B4 4 & F ST 4 kR ot )

(iv) A& AR S e F ABEEFT  UZ

24

(V) 3%3FF LM A &2 13 N 25— FT o

H P57 35 USC §156(f) 7 2% # i 53 7 + 3 P4 & 1% & 35 % 5 (Drug
Product) ~ ¥ #% ¥ (Medical Device) ~ & i *c 4 (Food Additive) 11 % ¢ %
7 4e @] (Color Additive) ¥ d FD&CAct §ILeA & » & [# 5 Bl 42 L 87
Frdbr Fors2 0 RER VY FEIED T L 2 i 15 I e R
g R PR BB FEFREE R A R
A gt Eer 2 2 LfIED R LY o RS - XFT L
pA=8 60 p p Y3

ML R L2 EWRF > 18 AR T 35USC §156(c) » 13453% 1%
BRI FUELZEJRPF A SRR EJEFRLEZZ2TFHPF L F
Fosf ¥ A BT ALY (SRS EEET A LT AP ERER) Bt
Bt A& 4 (DueDiligence) erpF @ o pt#h > BB ¥ (22 LRI F (o B

40 pfs (e SEC. 201 -
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PEATHE E PR ETE R A T 5T — 103 TR B MR R R

RN A F I TR i — LS T e mka T e

BNV AR TMEAZ EHEED ) RERITARE 14 Y A v
L 7 v AgiE S &Y o

A TR RF AT Y GO ET LR FESA S Bapira
i 7 §R sk 3% (Investigational New Drug) 2 P A28 I #& I AT& + 7 ¥ 33 (NDA)
2P 2 WS A2~ s Bt NDA chE AB Yo 3 =2 5 4% F o $0
FERAAQURE 225 la 5 7 HUEL A LRI T PR 55 2
Frips P an- Lo e ¥ BV 2 FRCIT LT -

B>t & 2 & g £ B (224 %00 35USC §156(b) 0 12453% i AR 2 R 2
DR DB LRI R > RS RO A B AT

() &5 W EHFT D A F2FT R

(i) oz g =S 2 B 4]0 v B EET A S Sk

- F
(i) 4o &2 &% 32 E ) N RN A & ;j.!—:ﬁ_v K=

N
o

(w,

IR LERRLTY
# Hatch-Waxman /2 % = /3 2. % » g2 2% 3:1?5]%? EE e FHNELRRELE
L R B e WURA DAY IR s 30 AR A

(w.

- P FES ? ET ad B EF ST 0 L7 FDA ST& 2 4
%ﬁjﬁwﬁ’ﬁﬁiﬂﬁ?‘ g @ B A % orad = 2 sk 6] R B o
Ft > W iE FDA fodF e 4158 2 5‘? Bt B HT o BE LELNL
b AR RATT R F - Fén%e’r%;*i BRI T o

0 B 3% 3Z > & Roche Products v. Bolar Pharmaceutical - % # § % 3|pjp * -
* % /4 Roche = # #73 it & # Flurazepam Hydrochloride e& 1] » 2% it & 4 &
Roche 2> 7 % PR % Dalmane #13 & B+ 4 o 42 Bolar 7 2 8 228 % B
B 1984 E 3% i & Frendp B B J) B #2018 0 - Dalmane (78 L& 74 5 5 F]pt o
Bolar = & if % 5% & | 3[Hp 2 = i‘ui FEF T om e o TLHP AT S R
# pF47 o Roche 2 # F]m %t Bolar = @ #% 4= % 4| iz fgvra

%%Jﬁﬁﬁ%%%ﬂﬁmé’&Mr25%§i%%$%ﬁé’{,%ﬁ

$2d > 2 FRFRFEHAF TR FY oBolar 2 P2 B LE P R KT

&

' 35 USC §156(c)(3)

2 35 USC §156(2)(6)(A) °

3 35 USC §156(g)(1)(B) °

* Roche Products v. Bolar Pharmaceutical, 733 F.2d 858 (Fed. Cir. 1984).

T N
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AREAZE LF L %—** *
BEGR- N ERFERAR
FELRELT Hﬁﬁﬂj’ﬁﬁrshmﬁ L&A WP
R E N A e S i AR N
i?’viﬁﬁd'@w%%%fﬁw R
FOMERRBFLIAA T AT L ;,_/b’f*‘f‘]_w_ » PE 7 Pmy‘E'J;%,,‘:;% Lo
BB JURGER N %f«“%?'ﬁék PR FEHEETERIF ML o ApF
B L&D 2 A RWREFFZ FOF eI EIeR e ey L &
PR B¢ F A uE T BRLJEA b BY R

%

o B wmp
-_A»\ e %;;
\+‘ﬁ

]‘ -
S

\L
A
%%
ism
_,x.\
3—5
,3
§a¢
v

\

ﬁ

ANAREEEI AL T E FRARETAUEET LE I RRESEFE
b R ERLARED L2 L Fla 3t 1984 & #7id i Hatch-Waxman /% %
2 M 13452 SEC.202 ¥ » P AEiT R E SR L F s o

g7 35 USC §271(e) (€ f Bolar i%4%) 2 R T #F & BFr &5
Fo i FDA #7T& £ &8 jaom2niz ’fira,?%?;ti.iﬁim SRR T SRS L
ERI M EREERY 750 2L BJIERT o 12 35USC §271(e)(1) 3
2 B EREL T L WA EESE e R R P S 8 E“’#EI M 2_plz# 7 5 (solely for
uses reasonably related to the development and submission of information under a

Federal law ) ©

KA s F Lk 505(b)(2) & 505@)%*4 PRI s X A TR S
, H

"72%;T ’ E'J RT#‘%\‘/*‘%E o pb T ‘%‘H A *"-r;]ff?g_" z_ ,%«fl] 34 T A AR
FLEFRERLEDLD ersg‘-wugra«s SRR L R kY. & E R
Tk RRRES D g2 el M EERFL R EE | 4 2

%~ 2003 & MMA i3 & %

FRAAFH 2003 &£ FFT TFFRELS P FL I RAEF
(Medicare Prescription Drug, Improvement, and Modernization Act of 2003 > #§ £
MMA # % )e F e3> X p 3 ERIHNFT 5 £ i ¢ (Federal Trade

¥R 35 USC §271(e)(1) -
% 35USC §271(e)(2)
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PSR E PR E R B SN T 15551 & — 103 E ST Rz e e
PNl el s e v VE Vi £ e il
Commission) %2 %F o § B> MMA 2 23t enp e § 5 1R [ 7 en§ £
fpteid bR o RERE S FREET LIFRRERYF - ANDA n_%im;%%%:— =%
30 B0 aFm g N o L F 0 A F LFERIVEP A FARND 16 A
g zmpd ¥ ok k3 (Counterclaim) & & :T’»%“‘J“f B IRATEDET

FiEEL P RREREE LEROERR G FRL DL TR LR
&%&???%&é$ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁi$iW%%E%iﬁg%ﬁ“o

MMA 2 %k~ P radep 7PIV E L &2 180—'&&7% L2 W FERP
FEEIAET A ER *‘“"ﬁdﬁ/zg"]g\? f¥Ecde g Lo i3 1 ?i,x SEC. 1102
AT A 0 R % 180 * )

(i) A& it + # 48 (Failure to market) > 4o% % & F- A it 22T (D& Q) B P
o (P51 a‘?iﬁ )0 BT H ,iﬁgﬁﬁiﬁ"'fﬂ 180 = jb 4 & € :

(DB~FF 3 gt 75 A p > & ZANDA = P 3 ¢ 58 6030 37

P rﬁ—‘ﬁ?’»i%}’} SR

Q)% A p *PIV & %Y ;ﬁ-ﬁ g LEY G ﬂb'“r'}ﬁ-li 2 AP e &

Flemgmis o et (a) id Fe B ¥ 3 2 (no appeal (other than a petition to the

Supreme Court for a writ of certiorari) has been or can be taken ) 45 i & 1 & »

BB TS5 X R(b)FE ’ff’ﬁ'*]‘%@i#g NEFlE T A B TS XN

2 (c) NDA #75 * p REHGE A F ] ,f,ﬁ—l'f*’f'l?é 75 2 o (a)~(b)F (o) F

LH -4 TT o

kAR RE R FE LA 180 R Ra L iE . 2 Y

- e > HimH L %ﬁﬂ'gﬁ——*ﬁ»ﬁ Mok H g

(i)% %PIVH 2% 4 kev ¥ 5% & LFDAREFY 337 P e
LA IR o

(i) #PIVE LY GF 4 d R n b JIEP & EB L A fedh - 7 %%
B e BT 180 % Jppsl LG B o

(iv)g #PIV & ¢ & ;ﬁ-ﬁ tiE< ANDA {4 30 B 7 p A i B~ 17 RpF 8
( Tentative Approval ) » "% L EE GRE]Y 5 F,qui V3t - FDA % AR5 %
B o

(V)4e% 5 RPIVE & ;ﬁ-ﬁjﬂw F L&Y -4 NDA #73 4 & % {4

47 &g SEC. 1101 -

21 USC §355(G)(5)(D)E)(V).

2012 4E3@3#EHY FDA Safety and Innovation Act (FDASIA) §1133 (G E7HSIE £ I 30 & H iYEA
PR o ANSRERAAEEAR SR 2 A A 20T 30 {8 A NS K PIV B8 (tst21E 2010/1/9 &2
2012/7/9) > HIlzZ 30 {[&# B AYHARRAE 2015/9/30 2 A e By 40 {E H - #£ 2015/10/1 2 2016/9/30 H
T Ry 36 {EH -
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(VI)F RPIVE £ &Y b {1 p 7 wwn iR B8 180 % b R
L % AL 2o

B (@I (V)y &g RBREZE RPIVE CEREITFAAMG A 20 @
R]F Facd $= AR Bgad o PR LG AARDE RN BESZ R
N A fog £ A

B2 MMA # %< 0 B fIpp 2§ RPIV 8 284 § 84 1 Lie-

SR A U] > e v R B2 o Blde o RN 2 F R PIV £ L ERFT

1‘7;@’?‘1& IefAth R T A DB I E @ 2 R E AR F F RIS

#4537 180 2 IR e )0 i Jfd §ORPIV £ L Efiri 180 =

bteR fgﬁ' R H s B LB PERR e F M - A4 L RENE L ER

Wk ETF RS - %a#@%&d ERRARENED oa FIRY By R
FRi E g L8

Y28 FRFPZRALIEIRIR
E N EREMES (AIA) 223 F 8

3 B 3% st Barack Obama>"2011 & 9?2 16 p & F d % %S [l iF D
Leahy-Smith # % P! ;2 % (Leahy-Smith America Invents Act » % %.H.R.1249 »
FAIA) » A& R FIE D& Jlinadkdc g k2 2305 1% 2 562% 0 P
By Er B{lgae BEARIT 2 APz R T RS2 4 ‘@i@m¢$i&4\
EflxEmrn o Mt EPIEHELERBERRYE £ 2 e S )
B2 28702 ety AL 4 72 W 2 2 igiaﬁ%;»w“ﬁﬂ
FRIFTOT * W EFBAELITFF R EAL LA % ek BApM Bt H
2 AN AEBIRRW R A KER 4;?3 E&]?},’Wﬁﬁiﬁ?\’ gl Bl S o
P R > A E A B TP ’AIA+ B OANTIE 2k e R 5T m&:ﬁ',%@;”o

,\.gv *m

4_.

d 3 AIA BLALER 60 & 0 kecd bR B % > SRR MG I
Ao g AR 2 AR E R frdpE Bl H AR R AT

— ~ERSEFpAT TP 2o
. 53R AR ERY>RHE

VOEES (R102) EHEEFBIEEZ LB » fe78EE > 693 0 108-109 -
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-

AIA i+ % 6(c)(3)if » 4%k 35 USC 2 % 312 4 313 i% x; o
RS EFERS CHEFEJPE- BHFEREST B2
FOEATR AL (Substantlal New Question of Patentability ) » #z % ”ﬁ € v
i (Reasonable Likelihood ) = 54 $*$ 1 > - 38 & I # )

USPTO p %23 2

ATA 5= % 10 1% » ¥ & 35USC 2 3 12 % 123 i » 4 USPTO
TEACAES ?'JF@*‘{"LE“*’ » A AR R AR A o RTHI AT RAE W o
SHARF L FHY AT S0%EA o MR Y L BA T5% -

B 2§ 5 3R G 2 EoT

AIA £+ % 15 i » %% 35 USC 2 % 282(3) ~ 119(e)(1)fc 120
Fe Bl AR Ao BHFRT BRI ABB R F s oA R
M E N BT T AR c EREAPN BAEIRILT o 2R
B F w0 E TR

miEE 3 F B AR

AIA 5% % 16 15 » ¥ 35 USC287(a)fc 292 i % i3 + 4 & &
SRHTOUNE A RBATLIR UE Gy A% PR L R
e ik iE e 3 & RPH o FlEgaE F AiEiED
I ¥ ut_i@]i*”’éffuiftugxi??’f”j‘f\ 72 P 1f
HEA > 2 EFEF AEPEE

wa*

ERER RS RN 7

ATA 5~ % 19 i » ¥ 35 USC 2. 3 8 % 299 i » 1 & At -
EHRJEm o Fle- B A S AERR R %’z:il—%ﬁt#”;%?g (2
irET R - B4]) o AR R S A B R R
RN AR -

= ‘/é":ﬁiéaf'ﬁﬂ;d.i’lolgi;;;:
1.

Brga
MA@¢$1MMﬁ’i£&*@¢A $$4800 % & 2 H # s
D RBAF AR REER S DN s °$+?%%%
%%o

15%:48 % 9 e fc L 3
AIA £ § 11(0)#E » 4 & &3 35 USC §41(a)/(b)/(d)(1) ~ §132(b)
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BG4 IS%EER o s fcH B USPTO § A& f R % 2 5cp &

|L o

Z ~2011 & 10 * 1 p 4 23%

1.

USPTO ® & A £

AIA i % 22 i > ¥k 35 USC §42(0)if = B3 > 4 & B
USPTO # B “T{e iy FALE % # R L BRI A - LN PRF e r B
»ERMRR S I FERRY #EF A £ (Patent and Trademark Fee

Reserve Fund ) -

T~ ERFFPA60 P 2

FFI
TRF o RE R B fcS400 £ & (LR AMY A TAEL)

7 ,;;-;s;ssg#gé,:,lzﬁ;ais’;

1.

4.

AT ES

AlA 5% % 4(a)if » ¥R 35 USC 2 % 115~ 118 {251 ix~ i3
DARBMEP A EEVABME LN  FEM AR RBE
PEARA AW A HEABRIEETEL VY FAEP BT
Bo R - CEREP AERSER LG ABERT L T A
FAERNE

B¢

ARZE (s B AR LW P

AIA 5% % 6(g)if » G¥ B 35USC 2 % 301 i< B » 1 & A
VORARAD R B S 0 ¢ 425 19T 4 AW 2RE RS USPTO 42
Byedt R b A1 - A BT 2 g 6 R

R B

AIA % % 6(d) 3 (i > B35 USC2H B % 32% > 1 & &
WRTH AR 1S 4F % (Post-Grant Review ) 425 > #F g & = Hen
HALS 0 VN BJINL PAZO B PR .
PR

AIA % % 6(a)1 () + HH B35S USCL % 3 %220 » 3
& 4302 % 2 48 % (Inter Partes Review ) A2 5B~ 5 2 L 2 442 5/ > =
AAHBELY BB E P A (F-FER) HEBHES ¥ 47
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e
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pant

A28 9 M fS kA e @A P 35 USC §102 2 §103 R 47 -

5. ApEW R = A RIRA T EE
AIA > % 8iF » ¥ B 35USC 2312 % 122(e)iF » 1 & A3 §
HFEFE PRIV F PSS 6 BEPNGELD ,rg‘g‘,»ggﬁa%g
% i % (Non-final OA) 2 %2 2,81 svZ (Notice of Allowance ) % I
B SF & 28T o

I

6. #HrLE 4
ATA 5% 5 1285 > %335 USC 2 H{13 § 257 i » 2 & 4t &
TAEETFAARAEA (LA ) Yo~ AT RBEEDT N 7 AR
LES(EF) AR P2 TR et S0 BT AP EFIES B A
o B AfRAA D F L EFRRLATITEGE o
7. EEFRL
AIA i52 % 17 i » %% 35 USC 2 12 % 208 % » 3 & A4k
TREAAPESNRREFLL 3 EY UEP S TR FRE -

A ERAEE pAZ 187 4t
R RS

AIA = % 3% > ¥R 35U0SC 2 % 100~ 102~ 103 ~ 291 = 135
Fe L oo ARME 104 BRI LR ANF AR IR EAIFIR L
¥ 3/ R (Firstto File) » 2 2 % B R § 0% *W (Grace Period ) 2>
A5 E FbaF g o4 &Y g4 (First Inventor to File) o gt ¢ > ] #
FOoRE R AR ﬁifﬂﬁlr\%i A%k EATE ARG Y Fop
(Effective Filing Date ) » & ¥o— 121§ »c¥ dp (v 5 3 A A% p - 7 ob
e ’—LA # 4 42 B (Derivation ) B~ it 5 4% (Interference ) iAo

AGIHFE M SERFP 2R RALLRL d WERER 3 EX T
Hatch-Waxman /2 %34 » &% % = &> 4 % Hatch-Waxman ;2 % @ { 4p
kR R R I SR PN G TR R JIFIR PR RE PR G
NP FErEIRNES IS TRAREEFELERFEFAETNELEN -

BRI R AMMAR L EA L F S ERBEAHRFLFRE A
FRMAFHEE S N ERABTLEJELR D= ARBFGA S5 EFHE

U EEHER (2011/9/16) > EFIEFEEEAZE AIA IERAEAF » LA http:/www.naipo.com/Z F[ %155
[E5 /35 [BR B M A A ZE B [ F /tabid/649/language/zh-TW/Default.aspx » 218 HHA 2014 48 H 17 H-
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AT BRI B A T T3 — 103 T8N R R

Bt s e RlPE Vil & e v i

Pt AH (USPTO) ~ % MRz fx (Federal Court) ™ % W% 7 % £ f ¢
(International Trade Commission > f§ £ ITC) > p* = rdp M 1% B4R 40T B
10 957 « 3¢ ITC Bt 23 T3 APM E 0 G 7% RIS » 1 8 §
FTHAEr 2R 4 (Dumping) £ Fe4 (Subsidized) 7 5 » d *r P 7 4
FEAGT A AR AR ITC o F 304 5% USPTO M 2 212 4p i
R AGBLEBL YA BF P RESL (12 WL TR PR R
Hoge o AR N B JIEP RS 5 0 ¢ 42 H 3 £ F & (Ex Parte Reexamination) -
Y8 {548 % (Post-Grant Review > fj - PGR) % % = 4§ % 42 & (Inter Partes
Review > fi fIPR) & » ¥ ¢h 72 1 0 £ B AR AR R chfp Bl 41 R 2 R 2o

S b
(U.S. Supreme Courts)

SRR R iR

(U.S. CAFC)
| |
FER R IS e ERBEEE HREE
(USPTO) (U.S. District Courts) (ITC)

B 10~ % RS 100 41 %
F o REREF R EF L JIPR

FREAZ2012&8 05 AL £ % 3 L % 4425 (Inter Partes
Reexamination) ¢ % 4 73 fre Bom N2 hE L F AR § AR T2 PE LA
(Post-Grant Review * PGR) % % = 4§ % 425 (Inter Partes Review > IPR) - p %
FRENFIRAOAFIRRI DS ASZEHMPE -

FEF Irn o rrd 2RO fIE RS ,erFJ“;.{]iﬁ.g?—ﬁ
EEETEEHFOAAS RBALL T2 0B SR IERE S
Ferb o i F BB A B A bl R L H A 2 %Ebk, AR
SR H s MEAR BRI E L PR AT b TR E L PR
o T LI B REASEE R Sk TR E L BRY o F L > TR
Prizdg A cng 5E o it & %gm;&*“%@d s R T EIERIE 1
FHFEFERSE I BJHERTE U PGR 2 IPR 25 &% S0P (7 & 1

B2 5 e B o LEEARR T e RS TIPSR D S LI 2 e ik
BALATEFRNFEAEPRE| G e BEAAMB EFZA T E -
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PEB I E TR B SN 7 I5 TG & — 103 45 MET REHRE

EoEci el s ek 7 VE Yy &5 e S

blde FUE S JIE NP RS B IR T P 6 = Ao AT REAZ B AF X
fIE -

NS T m?%ﬁﬁﬁ ¥ 13453134

AT AIA 2%k 2 95 e AN PRJIEFARAE > A WA
USPTO *t 1981 & 12 = X ;2 96-517 2% = chH * & % 4 (Ex Parte Reexamination )
A2 5% » 2 USPTO *t 1999 & 12 2> X 7% 106-113 #1i2 = e % > £ % 4 (Inter Partes

Reexamination ) 25 o
P AFBEAIEF AR DE BT AT

LT e A SRR R 199 8 110 207
E‘ F%’ % 3B *flj

2. EHFAOAFAVNATEAZ LD B NRS s { LR ,’ff«‘;}%gﬂ
% & (Prosecution) FFEL A5 % & B k42 3 % & f| (Prior Patents ) &
S B 4 2 i (Printed Publications) - & JIF &5 J5 0t £ #7287 %2 &
B Alehg el B T BBl AT ABR Y AW D
AL SRR LR SRR o

3. FEHEMPERIYFAFEPZALENRET BB I T
#7132 (Substantial New Question of Patentability ) > » 7= % ¢ FAAT
BB LR RAREOTRE] EHERF ARG WAK=
VDR HGL L RALLPRAES  EREEAFHAE BEL A
FIR hE 2 o

A;};E

R348 138 BR0i kL8 0 nd 32 Fa8E7 Y 5
A e G RIEAZBJEA LA NN A > REHBREF LI AT R
(the real party ininterest) > F ¥ 34X % € 2B {3 F 4R ALR o ARFE B 0 A 3
party 7

LFLAAY ¥ FATREF U ET e FEIEA R Z 4 2
#ﬁv?gﬁa@aﬂLil%’&érﬁA’nzﬂ FAT FEEBAFFTAR R JEA D
Eypd 4R L # USPTO %4> d 2 +57f EFAFIRSNY A RTALRY
¥ PR TR E ol R e | rg = ] Hif 2o F&?*?ﬁ%ﬁii}%méiﬁmkbﬁigﬁ—éﬁﬁﬁ

T4 4

»

»

? HE A ST LLTEﬂt‘U P B o P L P A B 5 P A R HR A R
F5 92% > #EHEZ T PR AL H A5 S H R T TRAVEE B & 95% -
Y ER (R101) > %%ﬂuﬁ: AT -
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PR B P E T N EIEN T 15751 & — 103 SRS MEF I R

ESCEiEE Sl Tk e v WVE Vil & et il
FACEFFP 2 EDLE L FAZ S L FABAVCR
LR & L% 4
FRERATA | ER LBV R F FEIE | GEEA A LEZ 4 0 F
Ao g FBATLELIE (BBRATLIEIITH AL -
[ %A o
FREHRAA | MUERFALA O EUMES (NFeFARLIL T RRES
2ok | TR A2 E REmEE -
FE2ZEF | T ookl P22 1999 # 11 % 29 p s 3
2.5 g |
2 hpfe | USPTOHiEY 3ris = B o |USPTO &Y st = B2 p o
2HE > 4 f % H = (Central LREBHo
Reexamination Unit » CRU )
b 3 RS EFEEQMEG MR EATE | 25 BRI B2 FATR
R VRRRHEAT A A 3E o VIR AT A 2 B g A 27 1
LA T 2 B4 72 | %73 BPAI 2 CAFC -
LkL A ¢ (BPAI) » »¥ f
R SR e 3
(CAFC)
12 g & gaE o HzZE o
BE 3 & o VPR ATA 2 AR TR A mE A
wﬁa@%ii%%é’ﬁm
FHhELAIPIEY L RPRE
F14 |4 3 o
paEF 7 B ioif * o pé.’wﬁ;‘éﬁﬂ;oéi%‘.dﬂzﬁz_
i B AR A

- CAIA B AR ER  PULE % (PGR) -

&ﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁéi“
% (Fifth Amendment) 2. &+ ¥ 425 » % i&
Sl I I B R S =

};ﬁ/z“)}vsll

( Seventh Amendment) B¢ g

FoA o KPR A E T
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PEAI T E PRI R B IH PN T 1555 — 103 I MET R 7 B
BNt o Y v PE Vil & e e i

B fALIATOE P RARSE 0 A W G814 F (Post-Grant Review » # £ PGR)
fe % > 4F % 424 (Inter Partes Review > f§ # IPR) ML b LR EEAS %o

PGR % IPR 252 % 4p# p— #{5:2012 & 9% 16 p4=4 32> h A %
S LR AEAENRPARLY A RANES LT ABABREFE AR o R
ﬁé%ﬁ@ﬁ%?%%ﬁﬁ’ﬁﬁﬂﬁiwﬁ*?ﬁﬁiﬁﬂ’ﬂmiﬂﬂﬁ?
& J1+28 (Grant) 2 £ #7202 (Reissue) 2 PR %425 & IPR A2 5
BRI A9 B SN P Rﬁﬁﬁ%@1%ﬁﬁfﬂéﬁﬁﬂﬁRﬁE@’ﬁ
T2 Y gpEERA S o R 9 0 PpFEE B K FH A PGR 2 IPR 2R o (¥
- HE FY A LRREFE Y AR EE A B IPRARA & B
B AR SR EE &2 N A AR IR R L P hA A
ﬁﬁmﬁ‘?*mRﬂﬁﬁ&wwéﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁo

PGR % IPR *® ;%*’\ FREINEIHEA NG OR A > P FETHRBEEE
2 1 B % (Real party in interest or privy ) > % #11 % &> %30 o d =
7tz ¥ (Administrative Law Judge > @ fi AL)) 2B 1% 22 374 | ¢

(Patent Trial and Appeal Board » §§ £ PTAB) *| " 37 Y A3 2 k& 211 %
%ﬁ,ﬁ%—%‘fm}; /,;:II"}OIX Jliaﬁ’__%*ﬂ—g —‘:::’PGR ﬁ&.}%‘m,:‘a—g?j‘.
#3438 7 £2c¥ i (More Likely Than Not) - & IPR R % R8s d 7 JE >
2. £ 12 ¥ it (Reasonable Likelihood Would Prevail ) » & USPTO £ 45 % 425 ¢
LI S SR

7

T

—_

1>

I

2

3

R i AIA R7H i ALK > & BZF\?m{PGR it AIA iz 2 A
%ﬂgiﬁgmgﬂﬁﬁ”’gﬁz%ﬂﬁaw9@5mﬁ%ﬁa’.L&&?
f* PGR MBI 5 ¥ 30 5 201323 7 16 p ruis2 o $1%7 IPR i *
Eiw g b gl b g BEA 3 0 PGR 02 £ W& 12 282(b)(2) 2 (3)if
PiEREd PR GG FHEATHE AT AR R 2V HF NS

* EESI AR E B R ARAET T - 5526
http://www.uspto.gov/aia_implementation/bpai.jsp

> 35 USC §321 Post—grant review

* i b PGR R EILIRH - R R 2 e M EAE SRR A 9 L F AT - HERRIEREALHEE
FEAZ AR AR -

TR ER (R 102) > AEEFETARERTMHERRT -

® SEREEHINE (Firstto file) JYFSEEIEITAZMAEAMH (2011 49 H 16 H ) #2 18 {H A %BHEE
Jii <

Y OBET (R 102)-3 e HARIRAED EREFIEEAZE LI S35 6930 108-109 -
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PR B P E T N EIEN T 15751 & — 103 SRS MEF I R
KGRI EFERBEE R E — U T e /7 37 77 /]

JlEBga b oot % 2 s IPR 0 152 5 102 1528 103 52 & & o @
BFA Y EIEL AT HARE TS e R L PGR ¥ i * FFIRIPR B Lo

PGR 2 IPR A2 th> % TF &idt 343 2T W 11

24

& o e &
& e.‘?\“"‘.q"" Qe‘§
) b F R o o
Y & g 4 & & g
Gl 5 & G el & & &
& & & oy Q& & & oF & o ot
& QP s S F (O SO
& $ © ® ® o 9
PO Petitioner PO Period for
Discovery Discovery Discovery | Observations
Period Period Period & Motions to
Exclude Evidence
No More Than 12 Months

B 11~PGR % IPR % % ;nAzm°

ii k2> PGR 2 IPR 425 #% i- % 342 K (Trial ) ™1 2 B 7+ (Discovery )
AR ARG GE R HHE S L FAERE L herm T o Y -4 #4e PGR
& IPR A2/ {5 > PTAB #3635 B {4 £ 47 A 2 B2 R A2 8¢ o 1L
o EJHEAEF 3 B R EE L4 9% v & (Preliminary Response) -
PTAB %4 » bldedg DR P RiB A R iEE - BAHEA 77 E /7 2
z«”ﬁ‘?“f%’—%’iﬂ”v?; CBRJIEA B LRHLRD G F okt TS ApH X

PTAB #3552 ¥ HA7 4 ~ LI f A wiFE A LT 4% 2masdd
Rofrde o L ILIRAR 0 o PP KB IR ehE o R  GRAL > ik B K R pE
#2 ¢ 4 (Scheduling Order) AL oAU WU F K2 PATIBIRE
AFPTHER HHS ST LR IR F o UERAL R ERLEF D
B F T LR %H” * CoPTAB 4 #0127 P Bk xivd &
CRFAE ST 6B 0 4oB B T o d b Ak
TREFFT I §FEATGRPTAB EATE FREE £ X FRAPM K& o

O goEE RS ER (R 102) 0 EEEAFRALER T MHERE -
%1 Fish and Richardson, Inter Partes Review. Retrived October 21, 2014, from
http://fishpostgrant.com/inter-partes-review/

i (2012/5/2)  EE] AIA 25E7% © PTAB BHEFEERE » HUE
http://www.naipo.com/portals/1/web_tw/Knowledge Center/Laws/US-45.htm » 2% HHH 2014 4= 9
H21H -

62
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LB E PR A A #5551 & — 103 R BT R
E I EF I BB FEF 7O — LU e/ iR 4
% USPTO P = %% > PTAB iT= & X2 {8 > Buprfe £ AR IE 23
Z9 B 7  F (Discovery Period) - d & [#75 4 4 Lt FFEEHAL 2 & 4
LT R ApMEAEE S RE g cPTAB LAY 7 # % Gk 7 PR
FAPHTF L AT L E- A A EEPERPN AN B R R L R TR D
R BR R PR AL cEBE AL FRUTE RN A RN
% F (directly related to factual assertions advanced by either party ) | -

(od 3 BHEAT AP P 22 HBE Y S RBEDT S (PO
Response) ~ i it 3% (Motion to Amend) - H =tk ¥ 34 330 U = &5 ¥
® T ’j‘_",T&%ﬂ}'Hé&E;“?ﬁ%% i1 FFd 2w % (Petitioner Reply) ~ 2 %
(Opposition) » £ kx 3 &I Z3H AP 2 S FHE T - i’ﬁ*ﬁa“—" R =
#2XHw H (POReply) « #&JIHE 4 1 A7ehE 7o FHw o ¥ FrewEYH
% 0% p %I/ R L (Observation) o

®

AR R AR o B G AR R F YW T - TR g Pk
WA SR 2 5 R ABW PTAB T 0 blde fl S R0 B T
G BRI - REER R RN EEES SR e - KR D 2 R
FHUG] P IPR 2R M3 B % 50 7 - PGR A2 s d B 5 70 7 5 b §
157 BT FRERERY BT HUN > Sy Bk 5 IST o
R RER S ST o FF RERRLT 0 FRHFRFEPTABFT o

B EATR N Z BT 1k (Motion) 2 343k 13 PTAB » & i 4p M 895
ZF D BEFEALE Be s > §FATHDE 7TIFE (Expert Opinion )
BEAZ T T A FAGE pd AR ER éi‘)@g%ﬁ#ﬁﬂipf’”%
B G PPE R BB 2wy E MY 3 %?%@@fWﬁ
‘@1#?" ez d skoptebs 2 2 Y ’P’j—‘}\PTAB JEZF fﬂpij]%F”TP\ 73 P = ( )
B R/ EL BAEFY b E s (2) B 3&13};%’?;5;;—%4 1z (3)
ERFENTERAEEFH IS GOFTRE-F7 L RES FFE
%Fﬁfr%}ﬁg » PTAB &_% /a3F > B %425 @ & o IPR%E.}%JV/%?"T{»“’]‘?%_%@%

H % @ & 7i241% (inthe interest of justice) ; PGR ¥ Jg 743 ;’E TIEd oo gt
o RRBEFY G TR B PTABZ F & R d E- @R eFadlEiE

% (Compelled Testimony ) -~ ¥ fez 4 %= (Live Testimony) * o

O BHITE » —EDEREEEEE B B E T S s E L E RS
HYz& (deposition) o

o SERRE (2012/5/2) 0 FEE AIA 251{&5% © PTAB BHIEFEERE - HLE
http://www.naipo.com/portals/1/web_tw/Knowledge Center/Laws/US-45.htm - 2% HHH 2014 & 9
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PEI I E PR BT A T 1555 — 103 7 B MR
BN bt aill o e v PE Vs & e s il

&y USPTO 2. 3 2|9 7+ %P » 2B HE LAY > BFEA L 78/ 7 -
RF M, hx % (duty to disclose inconsistent information ) o ERura & F
AL PR AT AL 2 - RDFTR T 20 PERFAFL IR GG ok
Mo E sq;ﬁ‘ = H-% FE-mFu B 1/;;.* EAGHEE A R UE R R |
s @]ﬁi%ﬂ R G EREAIERZG I P AT B2 AR BT 2
How F AL PR L e 2 wz%ﬂ%w AERTHRND - RFR R 0
W % 3| PTAB 2 iy 20 3 3 @ P32 5 JIHE A 7 fl2 s o @RGP E 8 e
F
#

o

TR R/ ETAAERERUSPTO > {1 F A& KY G TidHhBELR
2t (duty to disclose information material to patentability) | *°2_ &% § % B - &
WEHFANATEEE P REELIEAZ 2 HTF - Ko ‘J%’f'ﬁﬁ"fﬁﬁ HE B

1y =2
#% POl °

Mm% & PGR & IPRAAREF? » HJHEA 5 8¢ BER
DBk S B Rl FE R - AR - B G

WRRL AL ROTHEERT AL BT RA TR GRS A R e
S
i)

HRF I A KPR ;;%eé@gé—gﬁnjg%[ﬁ,fr-z%gﬁ»%frif“o% i
g Bl AT '.gﬂg'r‘ﬂr} A R AR AR VB AR D

Fho Bl T Ifjfg- FEAFRLRES B A FEIER
#v rbi“’ﬁ'{ﬂJI“#gf«»sb'ﬁ_ﬂgﬁw—ﬁf}’?EJ"*‘W»?%L’” Foig > W
R - FHFRGFRAS A AT s flERS L LAAF H ol
FE>FFAT 387 mfﬁﬂ“ﬁ@%w&é%;}%’%m&'rg 512 PTAB #74 # 2.
PEAZd 4 51 c A PGREIPRAREF? » B3 FE A BV E LR TRE €

RRERE T T RERE “f 44 (motion to exclude evidence ) -
B 20 R BT ¥ e B 3 R swen (Oral Argument ) A2 0 £ {6 4 PTAB
p3 A #gxrs\;\L PR AIA 2 5B 2 LR 83 53R F RS
AT ES RS N8 L PGR & IPR 2R o 975 AARFTr &5 ¥ 2
PR 425 > PTAB ¢ &£ 3t5 - BAPFY 35 JlER”2 & flitmn 2

H%M

PGR &

H21H -

8537 CFR §42.51(b)(1)(iii).

6 37 CFR §1.56(b).

6735 USC §316(d).

o SRR (2012/5/2) 0 FEE AIA 251{&5% © PTAB FHIEFFEERE - HLE
http://www.naipo.com/portals/1/web_tw/Knowledge Center/Laws/US-45.htm - 2% HHH 2014 & 9
H21H-

UM 35 SR I i S B -
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PECHIR I E P B B/ IFEA T 155513 — 103 59N M R

Ecep s il e g v Ve Yoy £ s

Bk o BF- #H&eHE > & PGR & IPR 4254 ¢ » PTAB ¥t & {5 »cb B3
FEE L TiER$ %y (apreponderance of the evidence) | &8 « & 7> © & §
A gﬂ-%:«g?. |4 »ch e 3B ST ,;‘_gr&;y%, ,uz?g,K%,Z FA,83n5 4 i~ 3 50%
—fPK’é!v'jg:Ai |5,E,;\, m,u E]J;L\#/Z-Er’l" L’fgi&%’ﬁ? md._Efiﬁ
My 3 x> HIPRE ]G st mﬁféﬁ’% EHRER R TR B R
FR 4 ez 5 (clear and convincing evidence) | » < &EAZR G 5 70- 80%0 o F]pt o
*E*T% EFEad A3 0 ¢ A RE S & PGR & IPRAZS ¥ 5

PR L g oonf

PTAB 2 & 6 -2 ¥ (0 FARMAZS £ F £ F 3 2294 o LT RFRHEARA
% # B % 4 (Privity) 24ph 2 USPTO #4254 ~ ¥ 3 2 3w - 2RR%E Y
AR GARAY CRERBEI AT LB (AT /DA AR
B ) RPRE G onlh e FHIEE R AL SR FERAA 2 B
AOT b PR D AN b 3Rk Be o B PGR & IPR AR5 2 im0 SRR T

# 50

25 ERBFPZ2EB2RLPERAEEE A FRE R

Pati % (PGR) 5+4% (IPR)

FRERATA BRIt ERABTR [ GEIRA ML ER 0T R
Mo ZMBATILETITMG | D FHBLFSELJITH G

A o A o
Wr2Z B | EwEGI0- B g E ookl R 8 5T A
2 RAPES | B0 2 ook? 3P 2013 %3 | PGRARA 2 & ]
P16 p 2t F ko TR 2 B BT A
WERAIPE (REATRL) B9 | FoRhEE - E 2 PR RR
R FeEFieie LAl A

FoEFERAY MBS |l (72 FaREE IR
bR (3@ ZAREE fIEE | 4 ordkdzz B 415 sl s 7)) o
Lorfgdz2 Bl oRii R SR) o | RIR R 2 RAAEE

RIS &% F A AR

>R R ;a;;i A - ,%—féjw gﬁgﬂi?é‘i']&_s\iﬁyﬂeﬂ

ORI S ER (R 102) 0 EEBENFRASE T SRR -
"R (2013/6/13) > SEREAFTAINZ FrEIE—% 5 ERFNIPRMAEE BT - HUE
http://cdnet.stpi.narl.org.tw/techroom/pclass/2013/pclass_13_A185.htm » % HHA 2014 /£ 8 H 18

H -
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PR B P E T N EIEN T 15751 & — 103 SRS MEF I R
KGRI EFERBEE R E — U T e /7 37 77 /]

ok B TR E ARG [ 20— Y b fIERL Bl

; A
ERAE -

> R priz HEJEA RS RSB | R RS RSB
PRAATEF R (BRI | PP AERAR 2R (AT
FEE) e )

2LE {7 ¥ F e 2. PTAB o {7 ¥ F e 2 PTAB -

PRERACA | T REAAMERE FNREE | TIEAMERE FHRES -
2 FBAER | BRHRE AR CUNE R | ERBAAA DM T R
FARDZEFF oRIER |2 EALL8ES

&R %G skt B oo (deposition) 12 % “H s L 7 3
Foit & 97 JF 2 g (what is
otherwise necessary in the interest
of justice ) ” o #73& 1z J5 & &2
%%%E'lil R X el I RN S
B2 2B IS o

vELH VRREHR AR A 2 B4 A 07 VEEHARA 2 g A 5 b

772 CAFC - 772 CAFC-
T F RG I ENTNSR LN (F | 2 RE 1 ENEDE B (F
%&6%9)° Bt 61 )

Rt
Rl
)

VPRRdEAT A 2 HB R A AR | PRARHRACA 2 A MR A AAp
ZEAEFRERAR S FER |22 mﬂwm e
REHFDNITCHD? » &1 | FR ~ITCHA Y > &2 +2!;};§»:§

W E el r A2 ToATY FAREZITD (AF
(A7 Im AHN22d )L | Hda Afd2md ) g RPR
B pew & A4 it o L A1F o e

RN N

B2012&97% 16 P & B 4aF % 2 RE P 2 2374012 & JI PR 18 chfoidvz
B » 11 PGR 4r IPR B~ % )?4;3 153 L FAMRAE MR EehiFsE F X2 PTAB
EEPRE G s anF IR FRFAR AL 5 58 1395 USPTO iz > IPR
Uk 2013 60 koo E U RAZIE S0 i 0 2 L ATA W S R

Fh - IF FRCRORMER B D 2014 # 30 RS iE 983 4o B 12 T
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PSR B P E T B EEN T 1751 & — 103 5T R B
KGRI ZFIS B 7 — LU T e 7 iy T 4]

HY 8359 & IPRABRTE RN E BV o BEE T A8 4 & R P H5EE
% &3&{72

Inter Partes Review
Cumulative as of 3/28/2014 = 983

ILAR |
..
AN |
DEC
N |
OCT |
M. ]
AUG
e
JUN
MAY s———
APR
= MAR s

FEB —

JAN  ——

DEC

NOV —"

OCT

SEP _ | _ _ |

0 20 40 60 80 100
Received Each Month

onth Submitted

B 12~ 1% & Xzt PR ¥ FREE

7/

4% £ W & o 41 5297 Kenyon & Kenyon #3235 » i 2014 £ 4 % 10
P s oPTAB = 5 i8dt 51 B %3 g de > L 8% - 6 §qs {4
A2 IPR A2 R 6139 B % 29 > n g 5 2R JHEA EFTH] > & JlHEA
B R G 13% R A EA R R Gl kg o RIBJIEA EFFRAR
5% -

—=\

$ . 0 RE IR fIPR

SRLfIHERALRET A S %a—;i&%ﬁ_}% (Pretrial ) £ % |42/ (Trial)
AR ERFREEY FRAE SRR T pE R el H- &
Tl 2 AR P R G 3 TS £ F A R RAFE Y EF 0 AT
AT 10 E o g BES L F R ERAEL L & £38 (7 ¢ 4 (Jurisdiction )
ARSI FHHE T - 5 % #E € (Markman Hearing) £ 72 (Summary
Judgment) #ifAL> 2 L F BEMF L AT FH A L G A o finiliAg

7 OERET (2014/5/30) » EREAIRURH SN EEFE RO PR R LS
http://cdnet.stpi.narl.org.tw/techroom/pclass/2014/pclass_14_A185.htm » % HHA 2014 /£ 9 H 21
H o

¥ Kenyon&Kenyon (2013), IPR and CBM Statistics as of April 2, 2014.
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PEI I E PR E A T 1555 — 103 7 B MR

BN bt aill o e v PE Vs & e s i)

ZARM L BT B 13 AAAMER R E XY o g E A iofais o LR B
W23 RPN AT B AR FEFHFALTE- 3BT > E 5 900
AT EA30 FER R B A FAFEGTREBMEFE M FHEAFLRES
B2 2 a g3 @athipen $REJFR AL S F 1 B RABR GG
PR B FEE BIE AR LR B P AT RIS F i IR
TRPRER RIS FRRA ALA P FH > TEXFEARAFR S AT
#g °

Bl R R
(Summary Judgment) (JMoL)
i o W e
— k3R
T
BRI | | B i [EiE: . i ol [ B
(Standing) | | (Jurisdiction) Lf i s %‘Eﬁﬁﬁ" Diﬁ"'a e
EELbE | [ BEEE _— cpirhaemEs || AR
(Forum) (Transfer) FRZRE A KA T“ﬁiajg;ﬁ:?ﬁ:? (Non-Infringement)
WISl T N ; Function) R
(Prelijn;inary (Service) TIFRREE | ——— (Invalidity)
Injunction) [k . - BEHERIEEER | | BRI T |
. (Counter- ARG TERR (Unenforceable)
AT | | caim) i HEEAE
(Protective Order) (Willful
Infringement)

B 13- ML flmnmme e

FREPEJNFADERFISAEMNFFT BB R 2 RBANEF
E P Zen T e R 8 £ 3 42 5 B (Federal Rules of Civil Procedure,
FRCP) | » {Af2f b m& g dodi S ~ 52 8 Pl iad 2 m2nm
5 3 ek 28 USC §2071 F54 22 % (32 » 4 4575 ¢ 42 R 3T - f
TR EE 7 425 (Local Rules) © % RILF 94 B Fi=R = 2 Fe > & B 5
P RN B FIEAER  FEERTFEEEFAGHR > F L
g A AR Jlrn o EREU AP ER/RFHF IR U RS frd
A% b PRS2 34 T Forum Shopping | % > £ R ® 2 45~ F Hi%
Mark Lemley” & B> st S % 8 328 - % = & “Where to File Your Patent Case.” ¥
ZERBEJEA Rz PR DT F A ERATOEEE R L2 BEE G B
H S B R IT AR R R o MY L AR % (i

ORI RS ER (R 101) - EERENFRASER T -
7 Lemley, M. A. and Neukom, W. H. (2010). Where to File Your Patent Case, Stanford Law School;
partner, Durie Tangri LLP, San Francisco, California, Stanford Law School October, 27.
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PSS E PR B BN AE ST EFEN A #5351 — 103 i BIMET R B R E
B sl Tor e 7 VE Vo & Aot i
% > ¥ 1245 Stanford IP Litigation Clearinghouse Database i {7 4 4514 2 3= 13 i
# °
FREFR DB Bd Rhd e B 2 2k DA R B [RS8 2
BEIGRE B LY T L - RN (RP)20 2 ) & D E SRR
A R :i:&b'“r*p 97 Fe AR F ERER PR 0 LR FOREN R S
o EAEF R AME AL AREJEA Y FE G 2 1 {7 5 (Inequitable
Conduct) m#mﬁ? Pl EEFTRAENMNEMBAARCETF AR LTl Fap @
TR A AV FUELRLE S A a RS fuRE T L2 A
e £

VREALR  R277 50 HAd JIFmpr o & FRCP % 65 .3k e 2 1%
Bsireo 4P £ 4] £ (Preliminary Injunction ) » r2 8 i@ FE b B 4f A& &oedd 8 o
F 2 %28 USC §1292 ix R 2 > M2 7 iz et F R £ 4] 4 ) iddde? 7 1
# (Interlocutory Appeal ) 1 3 773 o

REFa aor) FRABIERE LY RN L NRNF AL Z %
BELIEEARARA REALT o H T2 G BB IR L L
Beth R o ¥ B AURE A ST B A PR D B AR A RS T - ﬁ—sé 7 A
ﬁ@i»ﬁﬁ,maiﬂi%ﬂ“%@iiﬁﬁ°ﬁf T IR E 2 4
o T e EEA S EE R PR TR L PR o F a0 TR
A A S TR (IR E R 2 § RS TS
i 41 L4l fEmcEFnee PGR 2 IPR 425 T 2% 20 PRI 7 & 11
2 G elenie B PEEARBE T 2 ERETIFRAR DD LWL S Fp ¥
"%ﬂﬁ%%j?4*@%*&&%%@’%gﬁwﬁ%?ﬁhsﬁ_khﬁ
7ol s PTAB#10 % 1§ 2nit g A s & H it 2 ¢ 0 g § mig 002
hﬁ”’£#%%?4ﬁﬁ*ﬁ%§ﬁﬂhﬁ”£$°

FAg i > IPRAEARREEJ itk 22 d b2 - 2p kD
FHRDIPR PF AL &) Ameay 2 o - 228 BIR &2 KAt A2
Fofegt @z di2 P73 ¢ FAE IR A fidcz B3 e r 7o L 2
RE8 o ¥ g A AT B AN P Az ga iz 2% (Declaratory Judgment ) - GiiE
g b £ iz oanid o BIY A 3 @R ﬁ@UﬁWO@¢71w%ﬂﬁ’
%44 '“1474”*U$W0ifﬁi%1tﬁ? :@%ﬁﬁ»m LRy
IRy Sk ks B RO Prodek A FRISTEANE S 2 kAt A

=

10-45



BB A IR A T A5l 7 ~ 103 459/ 4 e BB
L BILEF B WIS B ~ LS T HHIT BT

PRAEFLZ P 0 RIi% B e dt ik L3735 5 2B JIE A w2 & B 1R
PR LB AIS HY G RAST RS F S R IR T RS T Y 4 AL R
P00 HT 2 R 1 oREa 3 0 i kA T 3 & % USPTO ¥ 3
MERB  EABFE-AFARPFIZ 0 MR ENELAREDZ T ROEH

o

i

PEAEF A ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ%hﬁ“‘%%ﬂﬂiﬁ%%ﬂﬁﬁﬁi@
FoRat v g FaaAE ] B ie a2 0rn s o FRZ TR
PR T R j‘fw“ FrEeEFET Az &E 0 (1) #RAS (discovery
procedure) ¥ 7 ¢ x| p L Fc gme? (2) BLHREET LY
i ?\ﬁif‘.—l&—‘fﬁ’ﬂ\-ﬁ%ﬂ' ? (3) PR Bk 3 EE § R i 2 4] (unduly
prejudice) 7828 B— HFM A B Y 5 B HBHOPHEAE > LA L 0%
ERRED EX I ’fgﬁf SRR B PFEALE o 3P 0 2 B piak R B
B Hehet bl % d 73.4% 0 B¢ o fhnie r IPRARA 5 sRib ol Pl
FHBE 69.9% > VLRI EAEL TNEAT o Tl i EEL At
TEIHRNFTEEHPRE G ool RRAAME LR E TR o bl
e AR P R %?ﬁ{iﬁﬁbéiiﬁ*ﬂkkﬁ&7 BB EF -

O EE s ER (R 102)  EREFERAKER TR -

7OEET (2014/5/30) » SEEELFROR I N S B ROBIL S BEER 0 BUE
http://cdnet.stpi.narl.org.tw/techroom/pclass/2014/pclass 14 A185.htm - 28 HHH 2014 4£ 9 H 21
E' °
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% =% Hatch-Waxman #|8 & # 5 & | ¥ 5 g2 %

FECERIENE S ATE (ANDA) ¥ 5P D 5 v g8 iuE (Paragraph IV
Certification) > i ¥ RAL§ = %o ¥ 2 2 ke & JHEZ# 73 o & AIA #7i2
Fomod DERBNNEFHRADEJEGRSE (> H2LFA8 2L F 4
B)NEFORBEF FRZE L frB P ERFEOFEF AL T L F
Fli P EREIEF B A OB IR AR R i A4 5L B {7 B ) ri#!kﬂ:
PR A R AN E S B flEemd T Rtk g CERE Y 6 F
BIRLF S ZREFLJIRES D BRESRY  ARCERT BRI LER

_1

AR AIA SR AR D ZREFOEEL JIRER L 0 K3t
% Hatch-Waxman i % ¢028 7 > '@léﬁ%é_ ¥ 2 ANR 2 FengEs B LT 4 o

¥-8 P REBRZEBEE{IGRMR

d TH 147 0 F A7 E ok ANDA 33 elic R iR b 2 e g e w2
A 2007 & 3 2012 # 07 & o 2] ANDA 379 chlicE 52 77 2 0 b 4
2001 & 3] 2006 & FFed43 i > & Ebg R EiT N A& o

90

80

77

70

60

50

43

40

30

20 17

10 I

01995—2000 2001-2006 2007-2012

Number of cases

Bl 14 ~ 11995-2012 & & /% fe 2] /47 ANDA 7775 & #ic

7 VLRI BRI (patentability ) - {45 35 USC S5+EEAURE - REAIESE 101 - 102~ 103
EE -
7 Tﬂﬁﬂ 35 USC §101 BHIAZE (LB 21 (double patenting ) ~ 35 USC §112 HYEREAFEESFUE - DL
K2 35 USC §282(1)JREMNEFMEEE N (unenforceability ) Z1EFEE -
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i e fre¥a - 4 RE PEEST AL NS E R 2
ﬁ??&%ﬁﬂhﬁﬁ)’WwﬁﬁU%DA%“i;mﬁ%biﬂﬁiJﬁé
Foo T & 6%?;”1 1995 & 2012 & B » 4-%F ANDA #7274 12 ficke 5 e

I B Rl 5T B B2 T4 ANDA sr i o> 975 ANDA 37

4 6~ 1995-2012 # A 2|4 ANDA 2 i ficwh 7 2 ehp 2 0

P PRER FRAEK
1  Delaware 31
2 New Jersey 31
3  New York Southern 15
4  Illinois Northern 12
5  Florida Southern 6

ANDA 33 fcfl 6 Bl fEsi sl & £ 8 620 0 4 5 #fcsh ANDA 373 36
A A fofRycd o Jp i3> 2001 & 3 2010 £ F > 45427 ANDA 732 423 370
Boofd LR AR (T B R F L E R RE) it 89 A §
LERAG 82 Hrhyrang 2o Fpt > FEY R RA AR I AhE 2 A
TR F O EJHEA SR HIG 5 52% - 2 iEd 3T 54%hk B A ’345
o fierd ¥ o dok Bfofiank B S F LB Rie- a5 R L EES
= El ',}'J’T}LJ‘ e B I 76% - T B 15 &~ B A 2001 & F] 2010 & B > ANDA ¥
#fef# (Settled) ~ %t#F (Dropped) ~ & A3 (Lost) ~ & & & 2% (Won)

chik et § oA o

Dropped: 25 (7%)
Lost: 89 (24%)

Settled: 175 (47%)

Won: 82 (22%)

Bl 15 2001-2010 & ¥ ANDA 272 & % %

% PricewaterhouseCoopers LLP (2013), 2013 Patent Litigation Study.

81 RBC Capital Markets Corp. (2010), Pharmaceuticals - Analyzing Litigation Success Rates.

%2 RBC Capital Markets Corp. (2010), Pharmaceuticals - Analyzing Litigation Success Rates.
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SHI I E P BT R A T J—‘IZ;//; fia“ 103 F I MR E
ERE A TR RIZE G B — D2 R A T ]

R E R (BB ) Hprenit b 2 kF 0 7 008 IR ANDA 3 h
BEpCE L4 R eABR o B 16 T & 2006 3 12012 ER 0 B R E T th
ANDA 3% ¢ » B4 A B3Rt 6] o 7005 00 B IR A %R et bk 6 1%
A A 22%3) 83%2 o hin T AR E G 85 w:a ANDA %32 4p M ch2 -2 %
Hoo4 46 Fd LAEA B 6195 54% > 22 1 Bl 15 07 enE R dpd A ik o

90% [~

83%
80% [~
72%
70% [~
60% [~ 568%
50% 50%
50% —
i 40%
30% [~
2%
20% [
10%

e 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012

Bl 16 ~ 2006-2012 & & & 44 4 2% 3% h ANDA 3725 1 ()%

T4 77411995 &3] 2012 £ > ANDA % ¢ BoF Lk (B L8R
el (B ) o5 T & ANDA 3244 £ F 77 i 552 a2 47 ANDA
o b e k- X o T - 2§ > ANDA Y R ER T L
A£G A5 B2 ES S IR A Hk 2oz A2 - o

4 7~1995-2012 # A 2|4 ANDA 2 B ¥ 8 o 2

w4 Rl | R4 RS S
Teva (including: Barr 32 Glaxo (including: SmithKline 11
Laboratories, Cephalon & Beecham)
Novopharm)
Apotex 16 Pfizer (including: Pharmacia & 10
Upjohn, King, Warner-Lamber &
Wyeth)
Mylan 14 Johnson & Johnson (including: 10

% PricewaterhouseCoopers LLP (2013), 2013 Patent Litigation Study.
% PricewaterhouseCoopers LLP (2013), 2013 Patent Litigation Study.
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Alza, Janssen, McNeil-PPC. &
Ortho-McNeil)
Watson (including: Andrx 8 Abbott Laboratories 7
Pharmaceutical)
Sandoz 7 AstraZeneca 7

¥o 8 BRLAIF

b
»Y
\w
<
—

-\

4 - Ambien CR®%

- ~ Ambien®¥? Ambien CR™# % i 42
Ambien®% Ambien CR® 7% 12 % > &_Zolpidem Tartrate * i& £~ A5k ek et e
Fr2 $ o Zolpidem F {3 cpER A FIEH o (F¥ oo JRE(S K 30 A a0 d

WHAL P LRI GL 25 ) B AT AR R o

1988 # » Ambien®d Sanofi 2 FFAH A # ¥ 3 > RS AFR KB L
ESRABAR® 21992 # 12 " B EF FDA $ P81 > RERE D -8R

Zolpidem * 3 &M LE » w H B PoiF it r PR Jric § R ST B
THPRRRHA L > RYP RS E 20 A BEIF L DL biLk 22000 # &
ok 3L ERFEAE S LR RERIRESE SR ER

Datamonitor A3 FARE T - AL ER P A~ Z R AR~ &S]
FFL7 frE R AN h2zhs 2 A& FES H 0005 £ BAEDD FHHEL 38 @R
2702006 F BB SE 2 > ET]0 46 RFE T R 0 BT 3 ETHET
H L 1802007 # 0 BB B BT 12% 5 41 BE A~ 2008 #
3 Mk o Sanofi & 7 0l # A 5 Ambien” e F Wit &4 & {3 o fiL
a5 R 0w B e o 5L S AR A & T

0 RS 207 WE > Sanofi 47 AT- * Zolpidem ¥ 3 3]
Ambien CR® © Ambien CR®** 2005 # 9 * 2 F B8 2 B FDA ¥ ¥ o

SHPREL R RARED il £ £ B Sepracor = # 17 Eszopiclone ' %
Temazepam -2 f % - e IR R ES FEF Zolpidem Y 4 BT A B
% 7 QLE G DR iE > Zolpidem 0% A2 5 Ambien CRUZ FFES 7 84 F 2 2007
# > Ambien CR® %% W4l & 354248 7 Eszopiclone > &% P Sanofi 37—

Zolpidem ¥ f# 2 & Ambien CR®® 5+ # B 7 # % - i # 2 % Ambien® &
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PETIT IS E PR B S T 155G 2 — 103 G0 MEF R 7 e

S TE AR FURE S i — [ 22 R T AT T 1A

SRE R Y il 2 R0 B e 1R IMS 8] TR G 12006
#£3 7 32007# 2" > Ambien CR®% 2 Bl £ 3 1)1 5 6.59 B % =¥

Sanofi 4 ¥ Zolpidem * & # & £ #7473 US 4,382,938 5% f12 *+ 2007 &
4% 21 P FI¥ - Sanofi $¥ ¥ # 2 % Ambien CR**7#%7F 1 US 6,514,531 52 % {1
#2019 # 127 1P B o %7 142 4 > Sanofi 7 Ambien CR¥A| 3]+ %
|7 H0p & 8 (Marketing Exclusivity) 0% » FI# P 5 2009 £ 3 7 5 gt ¢ o

Sanofi {#4%7 Ambien CR®# 3| 124 * T & B (Pediatric Exclusivity) °
HEEH NI 2020# 6% 1P 52k o

= ~ Ambien CR" % f]72

2006 & PF > Sanofi £ &1 o> ¥ 40 & 3£ Anchen ~ Abrika ({4 3 Actavis #7 &
PE)~ Watson '/ % Synthon ¥z F 2 7 > 4~ %43 Ambien CR®# % B FDA # !
BEAv8Y G2~ ST PR L ERENY Fo

J€.2007 # 2 " 26 P - Sanofi t=¥ & & = 2 e (U.S. District Court for the
District of New Jersey ) #%i# ¥+ Watson ~ Barr * Mutual "™ * Sandoz ¥ § % i3k
Ax BT LR H & Sanofi “TEF HE W% ] US 6,514,531 5% §1 - Watson
BAR Y R REF LEY GEE LS = % &P (Paragraph 11
Certification) > @ Barr fo Mutual RIHT® 7 f§ % Z7& Y 3 @ 7 o # 3 2

Preh B fE 7732 2 F1T 1 Sandoz = #A A ERT0

$ ¢ Sanofiv *T2007F 27 5P At BRIV E R 2 EE(US. District
Court for the Middle District of North Carolina) # Synthon # A= 3732 o ¢ — %k
EieRESIIAF BRFRY LR 22 (US. District Court for the Eastern
District of North Carolina) > i ] % Synthon * 2007 # 8 * 2 F » USPTO # 42
US6,514,531 5L flh s > R 448 (% 4% Y 550 95000,282) Fik -
EEFTEAT B F I o 22009 £ 12 ' 22 P > Synthon # Sanofi 4% ! 45 #-5 & &
%4 Ambien CR®}F 7 e0 120 % & &%« 2010 # 8 * 19 P » USPTO ** 2010
£ 8T 19 P B W 2RI e 2010 % 9 7 17 P > Sanofi £ ¥3% 4 L+ USPTO
FeAzPTRE > @ USPTO P& JIF 2 F 74 B ¢ (PTAB) s > d ¥o & Ff

% Barr Confirms Patent Challenge of Ambien CR; PR News Wire.
% Sanofi's 2010 Annual Report (on Form 20-F).
%7 Sanofi's 2010 Annual Report (on Form 20-F).
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PEHIRFI BB E R A T 151 & — 103 B R 7 e
KR ZFIT RS OB — LU TR /7 iR 7]
¥ Adp iz @3 43 % (Dissolution Test) % * » F]pt 3 2013 # 3 7 27 P fiedd
0 W US 6,514,531 BB I 230 engRoE o 5 2™ o

2@ o Sanofi & A & - A 125 EA TR DY F ATEY 40 Anchen
FAzZHT 0 @ FDA * 2010 £ 12 " 3 P 4% Anchen *T# 1160125 £
Zolpidem # H13¥ ¥ » I P Anchen » P~ #3% 5 ¢ #0180 % 7 & B o gt b
Sanofi ~ ')i’ﬁ Wk - A 625 A E 4 Fs? RTE ¥ F-eh Abrika R4 &8
PFER 0@ FDA Bl 22010 # 10 * 13 P &% Abrika *7#& 119 6.25 £ = Zolpidem
BFAFET 0 H S Abrika 180 % 6% & B E) o Sanofi 4 1§ A HE # R HF
w IE B 2 ] 2 ATEY -4 (¢ 45 Lupin > Andrx * PTS Consulting "% * Apotex
F) RABAFFFRY

i ~ Seroquel XR®%

Seroquel XR™ % AstraZeneca 2 & *7TH 3 chff i fL% & > H A LA 4
Quetiapine fumarate - Quetiapine % — % & %5 Seroquel®*t 1997 # A £ R+ > 4
— X PR A = erng oA 0 @ Seroquel XR A 2007 # BB 2R3 3FV 0 &
SRR * TR AR (hydrogel matrix ) e R FHE AL R Y AR
? g% (hydroxypropyl methylcellulose » HPMC) izfd4= B > ic uf & % 4~ i
ik B om - X PR* — =X 1P 70 Seroquel XR®s Seroquel®#ﬁ oo RER
REH - BHEF LA E RS R E B o Seroquel XR¥+ 2013 & i 4
L4595 133 mE A

Seroquel XR® % A A f ¥4+ A Quetiapine it & 44 & )
4,879,288 2_ ¢k (5 »xdp i 2012 &£ 3 7 26 P ) » TE T F '%ffs‘""]%ﬂ} | US
5,948,437 (4 4437 % A1) > 437 B ¥ 5p 5 1997 # 57 28 p @ & {]5 »
#px 2017 # 11 % 18 p -

437 BAIE 5 1SHAEFIFER - E Y Claims 1 2 12 ©5 B 7 7 Quetiapine
enfe s P Claim 13 3 325 =0 50 305 i 4¢ ﬁfﬁii\'@ﬁv}i}k e1* ;2 5 Claims 14
2SR M EE e RO ARG AERY  BLEJIFRTAT

% PTAB Decision on Appeal No. 2013-000570.

% Sanofi's 2010 Annual Report (on Form 20-F).

% Peuskens et al. (2007). Psychiatry, Edgmont., 4(11), 34-50.; Baldwin & Scott (2009), CNS Drugs,
23(3), 261-269.; Figueroa et al. (2009). Prog Neuropsychopharmacol Biol Psychiatry, 33(2),
199-204.; Meulien et al. (2010). Hum Psychopharmacol., 25(2), 103-115.; Datto et al. (2009). Clin
Ther., 31(3), 492-502.
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L& o 23 Claim 1 18R 5 -

Claim 1: A sustained release formulation comprising a gelling agent and 11—
[4-[2-(2-hydroxyethoxy)-ethyl]-1-piperazinyl]dibenzo-[b,f][1,4]thiazepine ~ or a
pharmaceutically acceptable salt thereof, together with one or more pharmaceutically

acceptable excipients.

g 2 &@mp A 2010 #£4= > ¢ 32 Handa ~ Accord ~ Biovail ~ Anchen ~ Torrent -
Osmotica > Mylan ~ Intellipharmaceutics - Amneal 12 3 Lupin % £ § £ 7 Seroquel
RYf] B AT8 Y 3> X 40437 R0 Fu FEP PR FH k0 ik
Claim 1 jrceb > <30 H L~ e pr 1387 R)°32 % {l{E - £ ¢ > Handa 5 50 £
5o~ 150 7 ~200 £ 5o 2 300 £ LA Schp R PIV H fnﬁ;%“#‘fﬁﬁ » @ Accord
Al % 400 % 5 & 50 = PIV § ¢ %#h%i,ﬁiﬂf{aéi*ﬁ 180 = ¥ 2 & X
§ T g -

o ¥E LEiL > i AstraZeneca 7t A W ¥tip e § 4 L

= ;% &= (U.S. District Court for the District of New Jersey ) ~ #* + # { % ¥ 3 j# 2
(U.S. District Court for the Eastern District of North Carolina) ' % % 5" 5 F
e (U.S. District Court for the Southern District of New York ) #% 1 7 & 4] iz 4@
PP o 3R 5% % 2 w0 Handa ~ Accord ~ Intellipharmaceutics ~ Amneal 14 % Lupin
rAR Xl E P ] %féfkt’:ﬁfjka 22 AstraZeneca iF = {rfiZ > frfEif 2EE A 2 >0
B > ¥ &v AstraZeneca “iFw i E L& kw1 2016 # 11 % 1 p 548
AMEAREEET L LS P Biovail » £ AstraZeneca frf#> it i% i §_Biovail
S LEY R G S 2P 3_’437%1 HERF R B
Anchen ~ Torrent ~ Osmotica ™4 % Mylan > % & & = 2R3t 2012 & 3 7 g
TEFEJESRN 2 TR 437 B o et B L %iﬁﬁﬁl L
CAFC » #8m > CAFC >t 2013 & 2 * {7 i d) adF e |2 > @ Torrent R
# CAFC e iv dia ﬁ‘*u £ {r AstraZeneca i = {rf# > i i R K30437 &

13 2 PR 2016 # 11 " 2w HE %7 ¢ 13 o 33 Anchen » Osmotica
Z Mylan & & & 2% 22 20 50437 LB A T AL o 5 TR
P hipfEiFR M R A% w0 d 3t Handa 22 Accord 2% § 180 X B L E &
pHE P - A o w2016 E 11 7 Az B H 1 hF L E Lg% T3 Handa
2 Accord & > @ 180 % z {5 > 4 )*J%—EL 5 2017 & 5

- G

~

7 Torrent ~

Intellipharmaceutics ~ Amneal 'Z 2 Lupin & = 2 0% £ %Ei _+# » 13% Biovail »
Anchen ~ Osmotica 2 Mylan ¥ p ff e b {13 2 £ 3 MRS T RPOES >

e B 2017 & 110 L% okis A w2 o
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%437 & Jleng sefiirn @ > L2 Anchen ~ Torrent ~ Osmotica /2 2 Mylan
A 5R%E Jl iy ﬁﬂ%lﬁﬂ’ﬁ EF 35 USC §103(a)ifscm 4> 2 288 m 5 8
b“_%ﬁ]é’;ﬁm@ 3 LA ﬂ,rifféf’%‘ﬂé}‘m)j‘ibipy_;li‘izf*+ﬂ—? 3%
B ALz Ty ffﬁﬁiﬁﬂlﬁl #] % Quetiapine £ 8 A& S 45 ~ AL
%SRS R BT 2 0 S8 R RALA B o

B ES G R PR Y B A LR TR F 2 U
SIS RS RE T S

hEF G A% Quetiapine ¥ BA S5 » 2 FHE AL S FE L Dr
Seeman 7RG 0 R Mg BEAETRCRE A T o R FMA HFEFRR A KT T
H o frak 0 R o ¥4 Quetiapine F]1H & 5 T chw FER i miZ L 7|
R sm P AL L1 A R E 0 B € ¥ 3 4r Quetiapine £
AL SRR CHEER o a F € FFEWHE Quetiapine chE A Fo ok o x
32 }I?%#’t 3| Quetiapine & 7 % H| & 7 L & 142 F <4048 ‘b g 1% ¥ ( Extrapyramidal
Symptoms ) & ®* 3 4 5 > ¥ B & E 1 Quetiapine & F 4TI F 2%k > FP
Yoo A L€ g4 Quetiapine S EH A FHFE T ERAE T 1R
Bre R R F S S E LA A Eie FaAE R v JRE F® 3 0 Quetiapine A
%gp%ﬁjm%$’£é%ﬂuyﬁﬁﬁvﬁéﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁg%’?S%ﬁﬁ
AL g G E A ¢ R fE Quetiapine A & FIH 7 iR @& A B ORpR

o gt ¢k 5 d 3t Quetiapine eE 2k A - ° 7 € 3 4 B 4Ry ]'};]‘i“f BT

PRE GRS R Y 2§ BRY MR E g s Quetiapine A &P
A rﬂ”‘”‘“‘ﬁ%‘—l gD AFEERAST LR RITY DFL

e

RN

a jﬁ/ PEF R ol WS FAE S A Bldek E Fﬁﬁl”?‘ﬁ‘ i TN
%ﬁﬂ£ﬁ&é&%3*ﬁﬁi’ XTI T e PO hoiR S R S T R A
fa s re 2R A AR K R FE S A AR ERAS VooREALE Y P
Jﬁ%@ﬁﬁﬁfiﬁm“m%#%uiéﬁ%#m4“%ﬁ°ﬁm’k5mé
WA TR RAEPE Y § e S e B E Y A A » blde HPMC > iF
= Quetiapine 2. ¥ T L4 2 2 g2 g & % £ A WUR Quetiapine 13 17
A g Ao

RS

B k s£ %0437 LI E§ a4 > 22 131 CAFC 5 » CAFC
A RS IR Ra o G AR - ARl R FIER L F R
FErE ¢ PR B I LR b R E R R 5T

ERES
H R AL e A EE AEFI R ek R Rl ke
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PSR E PR E R B SN T 15551 & — 103 E ST Rz e e
PNl el s e v VE Vi £ e il
B d FmEET L@ B2R R R AstraZeneca © A #213F S A S
ﬁﬁ’kﬁwaﬁE%W%ﬂﬂﬂﬁ—ﬁa#%&jN6EH9vjﬁﬁ@’
e d +* Handa 17 2 Accord i7 ‘4% § sxen% v 38 i’i‘ﬂg CFMivE G 180 X F L&
B TR AT e fofiad L E R it ¥ & Handa & Accord I 5V 4 &
A2 180 % 2 {5 4 HEFT"»LL“F’{LFPﬁ}%’fNE”"?\g TR w A PR AT
BEerfd R FRE L ERTEF 1802 F LEL G g4 ﬁﬁi@ B2
P EE L ELR YRR R e F L EL B ooa BT g 3
FELERTIp LETAPMATS FR 180 X B f Ak jra o AR F LB
‘ﬁ PR E AP RFEdisdonia 8 oe 3 :%?E’ dOE - RE L R b
BaL Rl £ REOE M RI A RN Ay TERE RE FERE
HagmrBast- B0 18029 p o

i
N

"r%&?
2 P o o

N
<y

d  Ambien CR®'fr Seroquel XR®i&d 2322 7 14 Tl 7 5 RE P ERR
AcH o B EPPE R RS DE L E RS BRI E S R R R
BAHP LA EHE DN RRE - B BRI 2 L8 LR ks
BIEM G B etk AuR G B o T X Bt SRy HER S S FHR S s
BRI R o BB R R E a4 ﬁi&gmp FE LERT € P
% #4222 (4r > Ambien CR®% ¥ Sanofi ¥ % % Anchen fr Abrika #% 4= & g 37
) & ¥ fofz (400 Seroquel XR¥% ¢ AstraZeneca {- Handa £ Accord i & fr
f#) e

F-20 0 FrERAs HREFAFITRG S Ty g REEE R
~ B Heps Bk o 12 Seroquel XR®% % &) "% TR B RE FER AP 0 ¥k
3 = B8 % % f (Intellipharmaceutics ~ Amneal 14 2 Lupin) #iE{rfz > i 43 &
EAljEndpen- 22 wdg N8 L& Ra > Biovail & Torrent & 75 % % f ke 2R

bt fo R RGE S ofd o fr A B F A IR SR PP - EA i S g
A REFRARR E CE RO B F S ARE R R v R b IR 2 1

E‘EP?O

v

{

d g2 0 { Hatch-Waxman 2 % enZ8 577 > R E VL § LB & P A
PERTBL SR~ B o g BR DL ER o B L E R BRI EF R Y
_,";,": ¥ K$ 1A E A@l%&’-&iﬁi’ f*réjd ? 4 Z_ sk li-m T‘E;,;)-/F;/Z ?#{t 4' 1 11 gj’ygﬁ% ) 2}_2}_
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S
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e
(ﬂ

E

b2

T B R SE
e

N
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; e

4 @%ﬁmv$
l-r'

LB B0 4484 & % (Authorized Generic Drug » i 4 AG) ™' #7 2 # 4 -
SR SR ?%&ﬁ%ﬁﬁ? FREA) o o AT i e A F o o &

- R R A o B A - MEEFA oA d AR EES £
H- T3 REBIA > PR RL P L2 B REHRR R fofdir

BAE AL REY A AR R A R AR o d i fE
Tt g~ F L HFLBRZ I A RESFRES T 2 EHT P HIE
FoA 3B F A 0| F £ S AR L2 R RE o

Eid

DG g5 LG 0 Hatch-Waxman j2 % 02 72 p 0k j}fj:@vé%)";\ﬁ
L™ MR R BB F NPT B o i o AR T T U
B rEErT HFEBL P A A FLE LBV AREa 2 8 A LFE R
B SRS Sl PE ET R AR R L EE S o a g LR
&4§@$ﬂ?@’%u»Fﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ,m“%ﬁ&i@ﬂ%iﬂﬁﬁ%%%
2ZAIE o FrF AR R B R RS R L E R R

Ba o FE G LLDARG > BT FRF R EMEIIREL E LR
R = ﬁf%vi‘«’ffﬁ'*” FWARE B o (7 i€ eniEE ;b ¢b > Hatch-Waxman q%-

2R AEAGRATELRT B ATE - R bl o F L E LA G &l
WA TEF P odde il F L CELRT AR IR N - KR 5y
PR HEe BARAARRDERT o FY > A RF G ofiy &R R

25

PRI EF S S 21 CFR §314.3 « fEAGH » SE2 ERU L EAAEA SLRREE 7 L
fit NBAA B R RIS ~ 1 Fﬁuu%ﬁ?ﬁffiﬁtﬁﬂ}i’@ HEE e AEEEmR ?ﬁ'ﬁég
EEERS I & PR SR - T B TSR R AR B BB Rttt
PR RER 45T R -
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Mg fofd 38R FRLZE v RRREE ¥ R BRAIENA - o
# In re Cardizem CD Antitrust Litigation — %%, § FTC >t i+ Frizs L4l
L2 FEArHEAG Y - 252 . A% %Y > Hoescht Marion Roussel (HMR ) #
Fi#eF Cardizem CD # 5% ] > & Andrx % 7 73t E & 5 PIV & JIP R g £
B xPy 1802 F LEE - a 0B JIrn xif%p?‘r,i&_%g 7 fofi o if
2 Z_HMR F & %+ Andrx % 3P~ Andrx 7 £ $#3% % 05 sxld > ® Andrx
Ktz b 122k > Andrx 4 § 23 BB LF o 4~ F ¥ > Bk A FTC
LR KA BT ER RO A R F R AL AR PRI R
PR WA 2 2 e 5 R ofiie ¥ w4 & Andrx
A ST H RFETFINERERIGE LB REE Y 208
FEzg ™ Hghd o i3 ;3 "f@‘g," % (perseillegal) > % 43w dpdio AIF &2
SRR B R B Ll i’&f’ﬁfiﬁs&%%ﬂf A L ¥ il
B HRR O - *@ ZRA R AT RIS o

N

RS
R

T\A\

# @ % In re Tamoxifen Citrate Antitrust Litigation % & ¥ *°» % = i F 33
BN K AstraZeneca ¥ 5 7& & ¥y Barr hif v {ofE o 3ui T AR F L
S AstraZeneca #3% Nolvadex # &5 (/&= 4 5 Tamoxifen) % |

# > @ Barr FI¥H 3 917 PIV ANDA & #3537 & ] iR o = 2 2 v % 12 > Barr

11 AstraZeneca ﬁ‘i‘ 2 #%5%‘ rPfefreaE R T i d > IREflE A
EE A X - ek H{S > AstraZeneca ¥ A PRF]A BT F3F 0 BRa o

[ETEN Y

g 4P‘f"‘31i1%\~_ira~‘fr'ﬁ§=r‘ﬁ:e‘, » X) % d AstraZeneca i Barr - %_& g4 i U
%5 Barr fr B 3LHES L Enif 2 0 &P Barr B R #&-PIV sz PII (r > 8 £
BRI A RBEE B ET ) o 7 AR R S (S 0 Tamoxifen i
v % 4p BE B RE 4T ) &@gg&gﬁ 5V ¥ AstraZeneca fv Barr 3 J1 472 0 1 kG w
TofApUR B 55 Seh > T ks o WREW B 7% > i 5 Sherman Act ¥ 1 %2 42
Lo R o B B EFRRIE § 2 PR R A B ORR T A A p SR
TREZE 5w P RERE- Hipd o AAGARR IR R

=k R W

o
XS
2/

T

%2 391 F.3d 812 (6th Cir. 2004).

% 1d. (The court stated that “[t]here is simply no escaping the conclusion that the Agreement was ... a
classic example of a per se illegal restraint of trade.”)

% 1d. (The court stated that“[i]t is one thing to take advantage of a monopoly that naturally rises from a
patent, but another thing altogether to bolster the patent’s effectiveness in inhibiting competitors by
paying the only potential competitor $40 million per year to stay out of the market.”)

%5 466 F.3d 187 (2d Cir. 2006).

% 15USC §1.
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2 F3rE (fraud ) e ™ o HIETE Pl fof2 2R AT @02 0 B8 A%

HAFANE RE LR

SRR EIRIAT - ) 0 E R F 2 AR Androgel - %7 %
7, 33 2013 £ fad) if%oiﬁﬁﬂ’Sdmy#&ﬁjAmMGd%%%ﬂ
(B 18725 2020 & 8§ 7 )» ¥ 45 7% 9 PIV ANDA % % % Actavis &
Paddock #% 17 E#EriF o B> A 2006 & iF = 1 ofE > Solvay F & A kehd
ER A ELGZ B LER 19008 3 3,000 8 £ &0 UHPRE LERFILA
BB ET 65 B (# A2015 £ 0F )% ¢+ A F L& xR ¢ FTet Solvay
i#4F AndroGele @ FTC *t 2009 & PFrig #7327 fofid 8- AR EF £ 2T A %

B it L T REAEE

AR AFIEPF S B Ry 5L - PR Rin s Solvay i\i:ﬁ‘}u’ﬁ & p
Eflzapd PR ORLZAL - FTELHERPIFLRS F U S8
7% Ik > %] % Hatch-Waxman ;2 «{;&? - fAaicfz
By A B R R ke A B AR 31 & {1 g2v& (Scope of
Patent) T > Bldro G BB LER AL H LM TR H e B
{ﬁlz#ﬂf*?m—l pER =Rk S

Lo

R o BB R A s B0 50 3R B £ B ARY PREE T S
RESFFATES o R R L JHEORS u§.7 ISR S AT, A
?i‘«f[}“?;{ AR P F R A \l‘i'%;zkﬁ,m#;@ o ik fRifi /»,&,_\%A¢ B
(DR e UG R g R I3 EPEARE; Qs
Fis gk mpisprn g LD (3)@,‘;— B £ EA X & ES
Eait i AT BJEA AT E Q7RG P 2R -HETHFL @)
HY 3T A3 FRILFDATEIHGFIF AV BHERADLET 70 5]
m_@ﬂ%*m@ﬁW§% SRAERE R 2 € 3 PR I skl 3
OeRipfaz @it L Ficfdf A hFrF L FRR %G g7

om0 B e g o™

L
v
A

7 OEEE (R 101) - #Eff# (Reverse Payment) ZJAREFHBERNZ > TRERZREE
BEgEENEE -

% FTCv. Actavis, Inc. 570 U.S.  (2013).

9 % 50JR : Justice Breyer, Kennedy, Ginsburg, Sotomayor and Kagan : 7 %fJJi : Justice Roberts, Scalia
and Thomas : ARF2HE : Justice Alito ©

"% ThiEsl] (2013/7/30) > R IAS7 (S FIARE AR R E 2 A « EaEmpiy BB RISt
EE{ER > HUE http://www.uipex.com/monpub_show.aspx?ID=MP13073010351198 - }Z|'& H Hf
20149 H21 H -
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SRR G HA-E P gy
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Fedt o BRI AR F LT R E FE R i ofRiad o v s
F#L2 QL Ra g o > ¥ AL PmEE (sldo 54
e B H o AARLITTREZ SR ? ) A PRARE BEEOE MRS

o
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T ARF I EIREEFHNIPR G2

W AIA SIPRAZE h k5 WBEAZ LY nf LEREEPRAREDL ]
@ ¥ 4 4% * Hatch-Waxman i & #7i& Tﬁ—m*ﬁ— P HR T LB RACHE LB Rk
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PEIBFVRENF LE VLR wogwm%é W AR
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L E i F] o

CH 2011 F 10" | P2 ERFP 2R ECFLERT NG V-
FBEH KPR R R NE A TE[PRARS FuFF o [PR BB AeT & ATk 0 4T F
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HAR* PR AfEAE S %?”@*i*ﬁ’xé- ﬁ@g:;m@&ﬁé
IR N = = “f % PR 2. ¢t o £ §_> Hatch-Waxman # X Z 4" Q1 # 2 ¥
BFR 2 e 0 A B A L5 Hatch-Waxman % % 224 ANDA & 13 3% ek
BT (AN BEET ERE CEREHET - RN S RTRER
L PR e SR = A

d 3 E BERATRSE AP FLT IR EF 2 R fE b4e Perkin & Coie
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LETBALERT) F BB EY AR R k2L
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R i PTAB '}}i*ﬁ BABEK P Z AL Bk EAoRi
i’ﬂﬁﬁﬁpﬂmﬁ $0T8d A4 - E s e Byt £ B PTO 2

N ;TIJ

%%ﬁWMMnMMma#ﬁiﬁﬂﬁggﬁgﬁi%%aﬁﬁﬁé%

W

10-60



PSR B P E T B EEN T 1751 & — 103 5T R B
KEBI LTI R — U e/ Ria T /714

3

PTAB $ & {1§ selbib Rz dod » e Aiv n & 22 4254 » 1 5 @ 5 ¢ PTAB
o B2 B B RSB EY 3 okl o

BERE S TR IR BRI EBEAN B R 4ok F LERE DT RY
(R NS Pt -2 ’ﬂs;i}n R [JPRo4% F LER G Herm R TR Y F L)
7 i,?;é’)r*j@jaﬁ*IPRoFL’ﬁr%%'fIJ@J;{mﬂ_é A\F»?T%’**E\;ﬁfd'%‘
BEEFR AL THRUFRE RIGERT PR B aF R RED 2K
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FRAGEFRLZLABr R2FT 0 B LEREL I N FAFF
SR LI RN R AE G AT AR I FEL IS H R RN
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HEM LIRS NERL B3 Eab IR E L E DTS B AR 4o 4
%f&gﬂ b I3 2 EIJ'T}BKH Fi2FW o

ﬁ‘f

BT IEfE S 478 BP0 2 MR B 45 X b T & R 4 A8 F ¥ ANDA
CHA RN IR ook BB N3 o FDA B30 B P ARG B %
o THRPEZ ANDA G} B FT L REHD G B AN T RSN
¢ P30 B % o B FDA ¥ #5,83% ANDA » % — B H R 110 ANDA %
MPEE D o iRE3 G 180X chE L EHIEF AR L EL -

55 5% (IPR) 2R 201297 16 p 1 N4 s ki ens > L %
BARR O R APR PAR G e E R B B A 4pd o IPR 425§

H o w| g o f}l-lzr":j‘&ﬂ};‘ﬁ: Mo ’G’“,ITT i d ¥ {7502 F A7 o PTAB i
FEE2 hHOAIA TR ZTHERRFAIRBY (25 18B 2 )P == jpf>iEd
PR BANTEN3E SR E WA T 2 E PR PR RG] o Fla fi
IPR #25 @ & R o o0& g & »c 0 ¥ ¢ F R Hatch-Waxman 2 % 7 3 §[3t & 4|
BRemm R PR e (T FDA &30 B P TG BT & AR
3% ANDA et 3 357 ) FF b @ F]pt 4L 3 7 0 ¥ B Hatch-Waxman 2 % $3°
GHEFm RIS E R TG IFR
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md WAEIPRARFG Fo o BJIERL T UL NMFFEFE JETF k2
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i PR JCAAE A A -5 JI B R AL EJHRE LT 7 2 Eriem (B0
FrELRE 3PS AL ’ft‘{ et g 5 0 PE AT A%
Poinfefid £ BOHE L E R FIED e Tl S R EGF S o

| -
T
-

o BRUFE RE CERY 4180 A RA B

1984 # id i e Hatch-Waxman ;2 % B&+ 7 F 73t 41 PIV & JIpe e L &
Fded 180 2 8 £ B ipps & ET] 0 @ 2003 & 4l B MMA i# % > 7r g
P80 2 BTG LM AR LI EFRT 0§ 2§ % 180 2 b B AT R
8 %% F 7 21 USC §355()(S)(D)(i)e fhif it 2 — & » B b 4 4 2 e -

DR FER BT - 1Y MR (DF A L B 48 (Failure to
Market) 2 4837 » 43 207 § F 3 £ FF A Sdok A i T (D25 B 7
B PR i B AR IR B (DEDA P 6075 2
PoREER Y 30 B P A FEAFL L AL QRBRIPF L
R frfabaRdn I B AR 2 B4R 0 & NDA 975 % RERCT L B 1R
75 = oo

Ra o2 R0GIREF Y PR RRE R RE f’jé%?ﬁy HATm AL A AL HE
Fefeofifez s A F g B flm et £7 Z@a0EFoR3 '5\5‘? é%&l’hh -
7 180 % e psl B AR o 2t - W% B < PR a»g }%'fuLJf’* & v
Bd TACHE X R R E RS CEREG I L ITREDHL LD pEop) —?i.f.a%%‘f
CERe A EFEE A E BB F LB Rk B A - TE O R
Yo 180 % ehEd o vEF # BiEE AR AR A B & Rl 7 Bk B 2
Ao AR RBARBEE D OFR o Rm o FELAREERID] 0 d WG EER
F i BTl AEE RS HAEE (¥ 1 CAFC en2ik-Zine) » B0 gng
ARFZEN L EAREF > B B LERETRRE R RE FERDRT

fofz > s ‘FK{*:’?

S

@ o

il i ATA #7725 > H IPR 2K & RPTAB R F A 12 (2 5 18B %)
pIED A B E T Eanadl-go P N B E s o PTAB -2 2 i
BlE Tz b e LE R R Mg A0t Bt pepRes (i Pid e

THA G B T RGBT o dot > TRAY FEF LEEY R IPRAEA
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SHBLFHE E P E B EEA T 1555 & - 103 SE 5 MBI RZFRE
KR ZFH R FEFETE - WU 7 ey ]

BT - HR Y 586 N e P B E R R JE e ki A
Yo p RE CF 180 X RS B iE i R HARE B o

Fo & QEFAZEAIPRY R

Bl 17 583 2014 # 10 % 9 p 51> g AIA RT3 I eh & AT S A
019 5 2 f esE 8¢ (Technology Center) ek 24t G o d B ¥ ¥ 4 274 H 4
AR AR cnx 2 2 5 121 # (Technology Center 1600 ) -

0.4%

M Electrical/Computer (1,527)
B Mechanical (325)

u Chemical (157)

M Bio/Pharma (121)

m Design (8)

B 17 ATAA24 ¥ 5% o s o 4

FRELERPEFALGEE > GEFEP FooEs o minE Y £ 5
40 = IPR ¥ %2 Eoqp M &) A B9 X § 36 4 d ANDA ¥ 54 st
B2 i Fd S05(b)(2)FTH Y 34 Arik 0 i 36 i IPR A B2 15 S E AP M
(£#2%2 29 B &41); #9415 e =% (Instituted)~3 # A= % » Hap (8
mhdhEA? (Pending)e e > %en 152 IPRP » &2 3 BESApM 96
IPR ¢ &qrfz ;@ 3 %A= %hIPRY - 1 i GFES = LiFfcfza &1 IPR
ARR 0 ¥ 2 BRI FARERACE Uz A 2k o

=

i

U AIA USSR IR ERE S A (IPR) - JHERE2E 753 (Covered Business Method
Review ; ffjf CBM ) ~ A& 1% (PGR) BLJR4F2fF (Deriviation - f&ff DER ) SEVUfE « HHY
PGR B DER R RFEHEE R HIE 2 (81 6 £ » 1 CBM Bl fiISE 2Rl © FrllLtE
Tk E A AIA HES R B EIAE U PR 2 R A R B SR SR (R P A (R B0 R EH B 2 -

122 USPTO, AIA Trial Statistics. Retrieved October 9, 2014, from
http://www.uspto.gov/ip/boards/bpai/stats/aia_trial_statistics.jsp

1 1PR2014-00784 = FEE5 N\ iSRG B AR ANDA » (R Y5 % Gilenya®™ H Hi{ly 2 18 k5
ReE M B B g m Lk th o (B A HENEZ S gk - HRIE R R TR
ANDA Z FiiskFE g PR FH 508 FE VA A By & A R -
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T dE-H AR RELA B Eip R IPR X5 o

%4 - Alcon’s Vigamox® % |

(0] 0]
® 18 ~ Moxifloxacin %z H

Alcon *t 2003 & 4 * 15 p jE# Vigamox® (71 = 4 5 Moxifloxacin
Hydrochloride ) e733% 7 » * *t o Al S - B 547 Z B & ) g ): S

v

ARSI -
US 5,607,942 ("942 & 4] > 3|#p p 5 2014 & 9 % 4 p );
US 6,716,830 (830 & 4| > & p 5 2020 # 3 # 29 p ); 112
US 7,671,070 (°070 & 41 > & p 5 2020 & 3 » 29 p )e

Z S APBE IR BT IPR Ao B %
Teva Pharmaceutical % % — F3*#’830 & |+ % v %55 % % (PIV ANDA)
Yt PR Alcon X B P AMREE MH TR R A RAEG -

830 BAIL PG 14 FRFEE B B Caim | %3 M5
Moxifloxacin Hydrochloride = 4 ehp% * %2 & 4 » @ %t /4538 Claim 2 1 Claim 8 3

{E-HZFRLE FEAMaOPR T 2845 >Claims9 2 Claim 14 B] 5 8- %
SERTE

WAPRE H g A pEFe Aot w oo AR JIF AERY

d 3t Teva 18 &2 %P 830 & fleni st » £ W > 2 el 7 Teva
ANDA ¥t Alcon EHEe A i 2009 & > Teva £ =X F 37 & B 20E oo B 16 3 2014
£ 2 %’%_}ég\.«frﬁ*o

2012 & > Apotex P~iF p ¥ B 7 Z Vigamox %7 pF 43 8 ( Tentative
Approval ) » e PF I $4°830 & 412 27070 & i3 % w 5B & EF > Alcon P &
FE’E:%.} #& ’IA%E’ B0

070 &= 45 425 R > 2 ¢ Claim 1 3 Claim 14 - fdiof Rf
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KT F TR PIBEFE A > fOHE — LI T R e it T ]

B Leh> 2 » b2 4 pIMGr T RN 2 L > B 32 Moxifloxacin

Hydrochloride = 4 > @ %t /38 Claim 15 I Claim 42 38 5 3% 7% ;2 * 3050 & fap%
PARpL S BB JF AERY  TLEJIFRTAG (B

“,/]c? TR NE L&Y 4 Apotex # %%’Ei A5 Alcon fv Teva B # a7
vowm kOt S AR AR B b el nd o 53 PR AZA kPR30 & I
£1°070 & 45 %5 Alcon /& 4 %o & 2013 & pF » PTAB /&%= % % I Apotex *f
# N nIPR H 472014 £ 9 7 19 P 23§l 2 koo % PTAB3R 4 Alcon 77830
% 1427070 & & 22 05E o Apotex #-F FEd 4t i K Aleon #rik I shik g
77 (4% 3% PTAB ch& @ sl T A4 37ezd ) o 2R @ > B fé Alcon P J:E
# ¥ Apotex iF = frfZ » Apotex » i # 4w 7 IPR % i* o

# ~ Eli Lilly’s Alimta®% )
O QOQH
N’j\
H
0O

HN
N A
N"N

H

CO,H

B] 19 ~ Pemetrexed & T{a

- e

Eli Lilly ** 2004 & j& ¥ Alimta® (&1 2 4 % Pemetrexed) HRFEY o h 3NN
R 2Ll 5 0 24 &2 Cisplatin - A2 % s B AR o HEE0 3 HE 1
PRI

US 5,344,932 ("932 & 4> 3|8 p 2017 & 1 7 24 p ); 1%

US 7,772,209 (°209 & 41 > 2|8 p 2022 &# 5% 24 p )o

Z S APMFTERE IPR Al B %
2010 & >Eli Lilly $ 4 78 & ¥ 34 Teva & 11209 & flshizfgzrn '™
Teva *t 373 @ Bl A @ % 4ri2 2 €45 % 4] (Double Patenting) + 171w # o #X

a4

) 2014 & 3 % ¥ 2k pain i Teva #rdh 1 eRIP T 2 1209 & )& 2% o

i

209 & 4 7% B ** Pemetrexed Disodium £ £ 2 24 % B12 & * R M#E &

1% TPR2013-00012, IPR2013-00015.
195 Elj Lilly & Co. v. Teva Parenteral Medicines Inc. et al., 1:10-cv-01376, Southern District of

Indiana.

10-65



PSSR B P E T I EIE N T 15751 & — 103 G55 MEF I R
KA T RBEE R E — U TR/ 7 a7 /7]

‘%1]{’1;’}} e E o

2012 # - Eli Lilly » %225 75 - #f¥ 37 % Accord Healthcare F 1k 4%
117209 & Jleniz e 19, % Accord Healthcare B|+* 2013 # # 4= IPR % B #8209
£ Jl e s 1% 5% % S PTAB 2% Accord Healthcare © i 7t $% 42 IPR e 2 ( %
3—%’1”%)”}4;91«&7]3\) F&CZ"J“%°

% ~ Vertex’s Lexiva®% i

HO OH
\/
/H M
Q;\ N ! N 0.
5 \/\\/HY \O
A\
HoN

] 20 ~ Fosamprenavir s ’}]%‘-_

Lexiva (&= 4 5 Fosamprenavir ) #_ - f& 4 4f 4. & 4 l‘é’fx-‘fﬁii ( Human
Immunodeficiency Virus, HIV ) F-v fedrd]# - * 3555 HIV 4 0 @ Vertex ¥
FULEFORMEL XEFEEALY 0 50

US 6,436,989 (989 & 4 » ¥ p 5 2018 # 6 % 24 p )o

~APMIFR 2 IPR A B %
2012 # > Ranbaxy > — @ &r & ch& 7 % Fq > ¥ Vertex #7473 7989 & 4%
IPR $e 5% o

89 B IR 12 SR E P Claiml 2 Claim3 &5 i & 4 2 3R

78 > Claim4 3 Claim 12 P] 5 # 7 Fosamprenavir in#& 4 8 & 3 o
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