TiPID

Attorneys-at-Law

SREMRE AT ER

4—2. BEMEIERES -FENTASHEREDREOILR B AR 200807-202603
The Sustained Rate of Validity Defenses in the Patent Litigation of Civil First Instance Cases by the Tribunal of
Intellectual Property — by Patent Type
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Remark:
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For the circumstance where validity defense is raised but not determined, the cases are not determined because the court
has determined non-infringement or otherwise dismissed other plaintiffs’ claims, and therefore, rendering a determination

of patent validity defense unnecessary.
Since July 2021, the Third-Generation Judicial System has been in operation.

Where a single case involves multiple

patent types, the data in this table is listed separately and counted by case-based patent count; therefore, the total of patent-
type subcategories may be greater than or equal to the total number of cases.
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