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l. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Sate Street Bank & Trust Co. v. Sgnature
Financial Group, Inc. 47 USPQ2d 1596, 1604 (Fed, Cir. 1998)2.
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MPEP Chapter 2000

(useful,concrete and tangible result)”
Sate Street Bank & Trust v. Sgnature Financial
Group Inc., 149 F.3d 1368, 47 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1998)
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(Fonar Corp. v. General Electric Co., 107 F. 3d 1543, 1549, 41 USPQ 2d 1801, 1805 (Fed
Cir. 1997)).

means-plus-function4 step-plus-function
Inre

Donaldson Co.,16 F.3d 1189, 29 USPQ2d 1845 (Fed. Cir. 1994)5
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e.g. B.
Braun Medical, Inc. v. Abbott Labs., 124 F.3d 1419, 1424, 43 USPQ2d 1896, 1900 (Fed. Cir.
1997)

(flow

diagram)

VI. 101

101 !

Diamond v. Chakrabarty, 447 U.S. 303, 309 (1980)
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Diamond

v. Diehr, 450 U.S. 175, 185 (1981)6

Diamond v. Diehr
In Diehr

State Street, 149 F.3d at 1373, 47 USPQ2d at 1601-02
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In re Schrader, 22 F.3d 290, 293-94, 30 USPQ2d 1455,
1458-59 (Fed. Cir. 1994)

In re Warmerdam, 33 F.3d 1354, 1361-62, 31 USPQ2d 1754, 1760 (Fed. Cir.)7

VII. -

InreMorris, 127 F.3d 1048, 1054-55, 44 USPQ2d
1023, 1027-28 (Fed. Cir. 1997)

(expresdly) (implicitly) (inherently)

"the improvement comprising...”

7 In re Warmerdam
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Prima facie Case

D
2

3 (means-plus-function) (step-plus-function)

(D)

(Kemco Sales, Inc. v. Contral Papers Co., 54 USPQ2d 1308,
1315 (Fed. Cir. 2000); Odetics, Inc. v. Storage Tech. Corp., 185 F.3d 1259, 1267, 51
USPQ2d 1225, 1229-30 (Fed. Cir. 1999)).
2
(Al-Site Corp. v. VSI Int’l,
Inc., 174 F.3d 1308, 1316, 50 USPQ2d 1161, 1165 (Fed. Cir. 1999); Chiuminatta
Concrete Concepts, Inc. v. Cardinal Indus., Inc., 145 F.3d 1303, 1309, 46 USPQ2d 1752,
1757 (Fed. Cir. 1998); Lockheed Aircraft Corp. v. United States, 553 F.2d 69, 83, 193
USPQ 449, 461 (Ct. Cl. 1977)).
3
(IMS Technology, Inc. v. Haas automation, Inc., 206 F.3d 1422,
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1436, 54 USPQ2d 1129, 1138 (Fed. Cir. 2000); Vamont Indus. v. Reinke Mfg. Co., 983
F.2d 1039, 1043, 25 USPQ2d 1451, 1455 (Fed. Cir. 1993)).

(4)
(Inre Bond, 910 F.2d 831, 833, 15 USPQ2d 1566, 1568 (Fed. Cir. 1990)).

In re Brown, 459 F.2d 531, 535, 173
USPQ 685, 688 (CCPA 1972)

re Mulder, 716 F.2d 1542, 1549, 219 USPQ 189, 196 (Fed. Cir. 1983)

112

112 112
112
112

In re Knowlton, 481 F.2d 1357, 1366, 178 USPQ
486, 493 (CCPA 1973).

VIII.
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