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B E ERERELELAFTIRE —RAL IAANEIETEHRALRRE., HEK
e ALTURRXGAAZFTRETAARATHAANEAELS HHATLRRES
SRUEZRENRS WAL S PR ZXA., EL. AXTRERZRAG FTH TR
FRAGUENN —AFAET . EARFANIREEEZER AR . B TREHRALE
RTFURRENE A2 ZEEGZWm LW Em A AT H RN AEEMEEE, £4
ARIDCEF ERAFREHBERAGFRFING KA RLARENEH, B T HF T
WETHW T NG, BAREATE - LAz, REFTREZL2HBREREZARL.EAR
ANELAFRRRB L BRHARBN R REURA R ERHE N2 ETEE, TUERK
BEEBRKEE ARG TF Y,

XBIA HELELA FTHEML ELHARIDCE THEXHS FEZARL

o Ay A R4 B 0 2 7 ) 32 20 0 B0 48 7] (R “TDC 24 7™ €10

* PSS R YR F B . AR SO 1 A8 R 2 SO B A8 CH S T H b o B L R A S 2B W I
FUHIAFFE7 | b0 T BE ST R A B B 1 SR .

(1) ARG 7B A7 (Inter Digital Technology Corporation) . 38 B30 5 18 15 A PR 2\ 7] (In-
ter Digital Communication.,Inc.) 3¢ H.2{F/\ 7] (Inter Digital, Inc.) #1 IPR i 7] 2% & (IPR Licensing, Inc.) s &
1784 0 28 5 805/ 7 (Inter Digital Corporation, fij #k IDC) f 42 % F 23 7l , X AN G R 28 H 807 4E 3] (Inter Digit-
al Group) A% 5 1 e ) PR e 4 55 8 — 17 Bk b 22 B804 7] (IDC)
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T Be H L IEAE 2 NP 55— A 85 S 1 b L R Y i B W RIS B D2 E AR
TR TR A R A B AR TR ] SR A B R S Oy s B AR R R TE S L, C8

EZZE T B A0 2 19 0.019 Y0 M7 W] 2% R AR IDC 24 R/ MR A/ BR324 1
LA . C4) IDC 24 ) 5304 5 0 L FIVF AT 28 5 k4T 2007 4F i 4E R A\l 5 IDC 2
AU AEAE 2011 4F 12 ik BE g — H AP T 2013 4F 2 AAEH . X — B F 5 1 AR
b 25 R BLEAS TR B e ] A5 X6 17 37 IXURS: A 34 & A O 2 . T Sk 10, 7E 2007 4F IDC A ®] Fl
SN T I bR o A A T RIS B A B 3 RN D UM B T AL X — M
PRal I 2% e e W 7 W 6 e o Y T SN O N 7 Dl ) o /NS N T = 2 1 T 2
R FEIFE 2007 AR ZHTA AN 2 W 7 b 22 461, 8 40 Macintosh Portable 20 4% (1989 4F) (4
1 (Newton) % | B il (1993 4F) | Pippin i Xk £ AL (1996 4F) . /NAEIAS A HL i Mac G4 Cube
(2000 4F) ¥ SR FHL ROKR(2005 4F) 55, R F 5 F 3 8677 5 78 fl BB R W1 L B3 43 7
it TE 24 I B BR BR B A B A S S IR HE M T 2 0 TR BN, A
i — A B A RE MR H B ALY — R AR R G W R R 2R — B ANBCTF B B
£ (personal digital assistant, PDA), F 1, PDA WS AR H THHEAER G HHIATE
B 2958 « WrEF (John Sculley) . B 4K iPad i Y2 ) — PR AF R G0, (B 2R 50 5 - o i AR
A R iPad FOHT 5 .

M7E 4 4FE2ZJ5 B9 2011 45 3k BE A R A7 46 A 1fF 1DC 2 60 BT , 32 5L /0 F] 9 iPhone 7= i B2 £
AT E KRBT S), IFAEAR KRR BE I A ) 52 8 SR IR . 1% IDC 28 W] 5 3 2R
> A 2Z 0] 228 Gy WU i LA U S2 e 2] 7 IDC 24 /) RTAE Ry 23 w) 2 6] i 4 D00 BT W, L5 A

€23 OITDIEH LA AT F 5 857 5 M1 (201 1) VR 1 1 AT 565 858 55 (2013) B ik R =& F4
305 S (2013) Ea ik R = 2075 306 5. XA MR EUR B0 B A FRTSE [ 22 B R 2 7 (Inter Digital
DL R FR 5% B IDC 23 w7 8] 4 BRI H A5 A v AL 4L 200 il B3 . TDC 78 G463 5 £ R AT A 2G.3G. 4G DL
K TEEES02 ARl T B K m bR fE b B2 R, 42 Ry 48wl ARIA 95 [ TDC 2 ) i 46 06 %2 4 I B 22 Bl 40 A o [ JC 283
{EhRUE T HL B O 77 b A4 3 SR e . 2518 IDC 2 /) 2 R 45 48 g 08 ) 2% 26 15 T $2 AL B 24, {0 B B
5T 3R 00 25 FE R T — BB IR R A T ML, 2011 4E 12 H 6 H AN AT T REHEYI T b % AR
B AR R YRR , — R R Ik BE A A 45 1k IDC WK FH T 3 32 e b 457 45 Ry, I3 SR A0 T R A5 O — R I SR Ik B
FE IR JE N 2 IDC WL AT 3%, — W H e 2 )5, IDC A Rl 7 RAE &% AN R kB3R FiF, 2013 4F
10 A 21 H, W ZRA BB i, 4e 45 T A,

(33 4E4UF IDC 19 R ZBWiFva i R B & T8 & E I 8 B 2 A R Bk Rk . (%0 T 5
VFAT SRR AN .

C43 0.019% AR AT 2 KM IDC 28 7 Frig R i F il 22 i 2r 2 — .

(53 SEBn_b, 0% 5 76 0 W iF T 3% S5 9 I 38 A7 72 i T i ) . Bl an . B S E NN, O T E
FRAND F i 00 B FI) 4 1 i FH 9%, “ A g 327 — a7 F1 87 ) phe B 9K 7 AT — B 40 A I 2% 08 7 e 491 JRO 0 L 5
IE VA H B0 T S i Bk A e, BLAA RIS  — R BN —H R IF A %
%2 WCDMA ,CDMA2000, TD— SCDMA %5 b5 #f N 52 38 3 S AF 2 2 D b b 2 LR b XU 20 )8 F b
E AR E LT L ], FE X AR e LB R P 5 e 20 8 T E IDC A RITA . £ E IDC 2 7 /Y E AR i 06 2
LR P ROR e BLRBRAE ; RN ST — o Tl M B S5 E IDC A R Y B RR o B R X T
A OG ELAR bR v B DTk AR N ST A R PR A T 35 [ IDC 2 B A9 axX B b E AR fE LB B R L 6 [ IDC A B Y
X o 0 B ) 5 T A R I SO T AR AR STk . (B 00345 XI5 “FRAND A ifE 2 22 & I R TT
AR —— DR MR LB 7 (B 52014 4555 5 11,56 871 T L)
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AR TDC SR 3k e i o 2 45 1] HU A B9 52 B BT I G 1/ T 90 e v ke HE S 4 U2 5 i i 24
B 58 B VR FT B A 5 1 AR By BAT S BRE . (H B 2 W 1) ) RETE T 35 R SE e L ROk B T 2
F18 3t 8 I B A — S DA R A A s R — SRS R AT O R R AT B A R A
s 22 23 X PR A5 7 A GO RE R . XoF IR B e A 9 D7 3 L RT RE e 2D DA D 22 B A )
SR T R B O MERA LA BEMLAS HH FET B R

—  BRINAR 06 2 FIVE AT 3% 1 07 1 5 0] HEARAE B ik B AR

FRARARZS TR AN I s M 6 2 R 3 S 385 38 & R i SRR AT O AR T O AR TS L H
R AT B RS IS BB VR AT A B G VR T B e A B VR T 2 E S PR A A o
A B BE (locked — i) %5 I R 1 52 0, & FIVF AT JC ik i — 2. XF b, 58 T A [A) A9 O 3 o, B
WhERTZMEEITAS TH, W, 34w Sk BRI B 1 AL 5 R R I B  # %
4 483 (25 Do ML A5, C 60 W Ah A A RS =X 45 T kL A B o X b 1 T A 2H 2 B Bl
FRMY TR, LT X R AR TR [R) B DR (B A R B LR A R AN, R R
BT B AR ] 2 NS s AR MEZL 2y 1 AR v A DR ik Bl 3 5 [l 3kt 2 ST 24 2y fif R AL o
[ B o % T 2 i ke 232 7 S A BT SR TRk A ke . TS5 55 T, B Georgia— Pacific 22 UK T
R R, CSFEAR KRR B bl R TR R 51 AT DL, Y IR IRA LT
Peo M AP Y. AR ECBON L DA A R D A A B 28 B VR FE B G T I
filt b2 p&— s MRl R R Bl 42 RETEARFE N EE P A AR 2, HL S EEAE
T3l 3 537 B PR R G [ LA W] DA S — AN SRR VT g SRR, ORI D 1 R R
] 2R At R MERBE R . AEE MR IDC — R iR B IE & R AT e a2 5 B i

(—)RELEZRITFARBINNELRT E

AE SR s 0 22 L RV AT B9 A% 0 o e R R AT 9% 04 B o AR B T s 1 a0 2 8 R TR) 1 &2
RAEHRTEHEIR L C SRR A DTk B i T4 Fh R A 3R . 0 OE BB 6% O 12: Bt A D 2y 4 T 3
FI R IR Z . BEEE , Al ik S8 b =200 S = Fh Jy 20O FI W 78 FRAND JF 0 AR o 42

063 Z8RME“Hr il 05 2L FVF AT 23 B A 527 (s T AR 7 AL D 2015 4R 55 3 01, 45 84 Wi, X4k Jr ik
B HT 138 S A AR AR o 0 B VR AT 3R R R B 20 4D E DGR AR HE LB L RIVF R R, AR,
A 2FE N X T8 A B AT 3% A 0 B8 R AR ME 0 B L R RN AR AR E b L R R AR HE L LT
A REFIENLE X W8, 2 W Jorge L. Contreras and Richard J. Gilbert,“A Unified Framework for RAND
and Other Reasonable Royalties”,30 Berkeley Technology Law Jowrnal ,1454 (2015).

(73 Mark A. Lemley & Carl Shapiro,“A Simple Approach to Setting Reasonable Royalties for Standard
— Essential Patents”,28 Berkeley Technology Law Journal ,1146 (2013).

(81 Georgia— Pacific Corp. v. U.S. Plywood Corp. 318 F. Supp. 1116, 1120 (S.D.N.Y. 1970) ., modi-
fied and aff’d, 446 F.2d 295 (2d Cir. 1971), cert. denied, 404 U.S. 870 (1971). ¥ Georgia— Pacific Z& H, ¥
Bedil TR H &M 15 MR, OHREESE AR R “IrfEL 2L R 5 M I E AL 77T 21+ 30y 5t )
575 — 3% E Microsoft Corp. v. Motorola Inc. & JH 787, (HIR =4 )2013 4555 8 1,58 29—30 1T ,)
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BRI VAT g, 00

1.3% % {4 3% (bottom —up approach)

X5 VR R A VP A AR v A R T AN (Y L RO O e TE A T A
ZHT A AT LA B 0 AR L R SR i A L TR AR R R A o s B R T )
. C100 5] 35 U o 2 B 2 A oE 0 2 FIAR X T IR E R B B R B E S & . %7 &
FEOr % T A OCH R AE N A BIARHERT 1Y 58 4 R0 . H A 52 B, AR MRS 2 ) 9 A0 1 5 X A
Y 8 BT HRIR IN A (RL R FR ARk o TG 22 R ) s o 18 1 DU B R 5 O DR Ol g — A R A
AR B T A 5 — > ) A Y & ) O (BT 23 028 s o 1 S IR AT 22 48 B 1) RRATE
AR FARETEARF I, 012 7E Microsoft v. Motorola — & H, (1233 'H Robart #431E
7 1 3 (R0 B ER R R B 2 AR o TR 2O R S BT Y 22 3 AT 6k B Y A
FR A AN SE B, e = “FF JSE B g 38 I, 18

2.4 & 3% (top—down approach)

HR AR X — 5 ¥, 1 Je i 8 BT A b 1 5 ) P IS B 1 BT 2 1 B L AR S AR S R T
B0 7 T — o M 00 R TG 3] 1 SRR L O 08 R = B) AR X (B 22 S . R NA 2R A
ik SRR FRAR Y FRAND 2% R (18 € J7 ik, U X — 5 ik my i ab G LU JLAS 7 | . 5 58, B
S A A BE VARG I A AR v 2 2 R A (B R 68 AR 7 1 T B S A0 e 48 AR 5 LR, AN T AR
WO B AR R T S5 it b o 1) DR L Ok AR T ) 2 ME R SR R B L AR A I A E R A 2Z (]
HEAT SRR BB | — LB R S A M A A ) B, C150 55— 5 i L4 A OG0 2 B R
FEABR UE TR AT 2% O HLAE AL bR v ) % R 22 18] AT 4 TG 18 Il AR 22 S B [n) B, s o b T AL 1)
LREEE K AL —4 Wi—Fi 5rUEFLA 3000 24L& 5], (L6 H & F) iY 5m A Wk T 28 4k
Z R S EE AR B LR TR R R R R FR S BON R A B bR 1 R

(97 MEFESEKFTEZS [ Gregory K. Leonard & Mario A. Lopez, “Determination RAND Royalty
Rates for Standard— Essential Patents”.29(1) Antitrust 88 (2014).

(101 Leonard &. Lopez,supra note 9.

(11) Anne Layne— Farrar.Koren W. Wong — Ervin: “J1 58 /A F & # L OB LR nT g it e Ip ik,
(T84 BRI FE 02015 AFR5R 3 1156 94 T,

(123 No. C10—1823JLR 1, 1—38, W.D. Wash. Aug. 11, 2013. “f# %" KEZE MW 0 F :2010 4F 10 /I
21 H 5 29 H L EEHE S 443 0 LA 1 78 0 A 4 & BT A 89 802,11 A il Z & AN HL264 A5 ifi b B2 L A
B AL SR R R A PR S I MR 1Y 2.25 %0, 2010 4F 11 A L 3k 32 30 DLEE T 2 B 1Y 52 40 B8 24 3 & %o s o
L4 ZUTEEE A1 ITU 19 RAND $ZAUK U Hh i 4 8 5 04 DX H 77 32 Be 42 R IR A . 2R BEHE % 51 L RAND
FPFIEAT AL

(13) Layne— Farrar 2%, WEGIECLLD .56 94 71,

(143 S WAL ZE  “BR o 0 B2 A0 P 9% 3 1y ) 76 3 2 AL W) AR S 23 ) i 28 T B 4R AT b o b B2
LR UL R BOP EAR =R )2014 4 1 H 8 B L5 9 WR. ZAEE W by, “ W R B 1 26 2% F Yy
W ABL AT G0 — PPN S 45 25 A o 02 % )X 7 i R 19 T3 kR T L ik Ak SRR 76 45 A 10 B2 1 AL 22 T 3
TRRAM7 . ZAEH BRI IDC BH—HIEH.

(151 Leonard & Lopez,supra note 9.

(161 In re Innovatio IP Ventrues, LLC Patent Litig., No.11 C 9308, 82—84 (N. D. III. Sept. 27. 2013).
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W AE, 10 J2 B — i 1 A B ) 118 45 50 Bl 40 1T 116 kI

3.7 ' K 4 & (comparable license approach)

BIFIFH EL AT AT Lok 4 T 3 28 3 e 1 e 0 DU 1 b B RV AT B g SR . i an, AL bR
T 2 F TR S e A A AP AT 45 HoA 28 W) L X — 70 A PRS2 7E A R P R 2R Al | 38
B DU AT LA 2 BRGK — &[] Jir 0 2 09 17 7T 2% SR 4 T 4 130 % R g 4 S B AT 2, X — ik R
B0 RAE T AT AR AR R AT 2% A B A B2 . 9K R AT Ll 85 38 B o 4 W7 oy S A 1 1 W 2% L A7
TEFRAE J2 T R (0] 5, 52 v 58 42— B8 7T 52 53 AR /D il 3] 73 18 B A7 78 4 R Bt A7 =K,
VF AT 0 45 T Y 22 55, AT RE S 30 T R ()7 Y M (A5 % 28 B A B kA, CUOT AL
] BEARAS WA T LA S B AR AE

E R =R E B RS AR AE B2 5D B RE  3U R  oE E F AT 2R A B
R BRE  SE55 EORKMER Y SR R . RIME W R AR R ARTE R A AR R ik S B AT
T o] R R G A2

(D)X S iENEX RS

AT LA Gy VA AE w) 1 50 55 il R b BAR T3 A A o 28 &) 3k U 1 AT B s A
2 BT B TE LB A LA By 1) 25 i R R s A5t e & 1 mT 8% B LA T T L

1LARILT THTAHRARAE L

TEFRRCRAS LA S 0 0 DA B 24 2 iV ml 7 5 vr ol 5 7E 55 L A el i Rl i R A
AN AR A B R a8 A BRI . X i BRIR AR S RS, RGN
B H HhAE g, AR ERAS S AE AN o AR — 7 B O XU B A (R AR — IS 4 38 5 R AR Y T fE
PERRAR /N . RARRAT IR S PN AATE2E 5 A o A kA 8 — BRHE AW
TP ANE T E . XA S Bk, [ R A — AR AN 23 2 A Y L IR B R A AN (E R A
Wk 2 W i RE . 18 TR RN LR I BA Y R M B B A R T T R AR 32
LR R A I DL RO AN AR HE RS S, C200 R, A S R O ik ) VAR R R
TABRARA AL RN Q] O FVA B RN (VR AT O &t h il 2 J5 15 i & 3B &
FIVFRT >, 2O i H, BT 58 5 W AR S S — B LRl G T EEEAN

Q173 BPL RV ] J5 v S BT B 25 M 58 — AU AT A R LU - O A G A O R £R 0 LA

(18 SR (L2 3D, PH b R 2% WAt 2015 4R JR L 5% 11 L,

(19 A 2= VP AT T 9% A B s I Y S5 R AR ME T A 2L MU B A G, (S LKW I
HARFRUE FRAND % FIVF ] i 28 R 7 H 87 C AR AR )2014 4E55 4 1,58 15 BT AX — WA EE Thi G
B FEAS B . AN R 09 & R X 7 b 0 (B B9 BT K 25 5 LK. R e AN I > DA BLAS 19 1 B ok DR S & R AR A% 5 4T 4
VAT ES A AN B 25 DA & B8 S R N T A% o & R4S B 09 A0 15 17 > B0 000 T L & R B A0 1 R B0 OF IR B Y
XIS RR

(203 Joseph Farrell, John Hayes, Carl Shapiro & Theresa Sullivan, “Standard Setting, Patents, and
Hold—Up”,74 Antitrust Law Journal +603, 616 (2007); Dan Swanson & William Baumol, “Reasonable and
Nondiscriminatory (RAND) Royalties, Standard Selection, and the Control of Market Power”,73 Antitrust
Law Journal ,15 (2005).

(213 ZERMe. DLATIEC6D . 4 86 Bi.
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. Bl Swanson Fl Baumol #2 41 38 #r A 8 ( Ex— Ante Auction Model) , P20 HAZ .0 S
REA o A8 B — S M 1Y 25 T & 1) 19 FRAND 7 AT 8% 7K 7 07 12 H 32 b o 2l 37 2 1 28 AL R 1 Af
i ROk DL g , (280 ) E U, 0 2N RO AR ES A TR (T 3 A AT R ERIA

2.]MAT Al eyt A2

A WIS Gy WA AE L T TG AT A R 3R UE . A ) M M i o0 S 38 02 R I e 3R 5
. R BAT AT R EIE  ATHE RS 2508 T PSR A TE B Z % KM (reference depend-
ence) FlHt 2 K% (loss aversion) FE4R4E , (24 Hod @I IE B2 % A0 3 45, Bl 2% 5 (refer-
ence point) H A H L5 L, FH S % S0 A 0 #s e SR 15 LLRTRE . )40, XF T[] A 19 7
W A LT B AR Bt 1M 50 — S8 2 A AN Bt X 02 i TR A i 38 A a8 AR Y
WS H i, 25 ANERIEE RO F 07, 78 A W 7 T 2 ] e 3 R X 58 25 R A K 22 )
HYVF AT B R iR 20 DRI T T IR RS A @ S % 0, ©26) MTES % S Z )5, 485X —
27 AT 2 R A RRIE AT 4 52 1 M A T

HR AT LB A . bR B L R 2 il R MRS S R S
BE 2R B L VF AT 2 Y R L AN B2 SOV AT VR AT Y Bl 3 R LR AT R A BT AN RO
KRB MEFA A, IR L8 B — A S0 0 I 20 a] 2% (952 W), JF: e 245 10 M A 4
TR TR BT KELLSE . P E ) TAE & 2l THEOR M A & . R A AT R AL
Dy AFAE s W 2 B G T 22 S PR 0 X B AR 52 Sy iy sl . B, A4 S ) IDC b A1 R I 32 5
H A BRIGFE  B 5E 5 RS2 IDC T A 1 L FIAT AL VR AT, 22 5 E8AE T — IR 3O #3 &
S P B B A RS T SR DT T . H e B Y A S R ORI,

(227 Dan Swanson & William Baumol, “Reasonable and Nondiscriminatory (RAND) Royalties, Stand-
ard Selection, and the Control of Market Power”,73 Antitrust Law Journal s1—58 (2005).

(231 %A B BE SR 1 e Bl PH TUAL) T8 TTAk 2 491 I 7 4 B0 B A o6 A2 7 I AR DG AT M 9 T 37 5 4 L 3 o B4
KA CBOR TH SR AL 25 DL R i 7 5 4 45 T T AR 8 42 2 B i 37 R 00 1 i Jo s A A A5 UL e 2 ST
AR BRZ MM SR IR . SRTMTAE — 2647 p A DG bR e L 24 HOR SR PRI S 5 M = T B
AR o 380 57 B B o i N7 B O A 400 224 A A A o 1 R S b o B L TE VR T B R JE L I R X 4 U 2 AR T R
e BB AR PO E . AR R A B L ) FRAND ¥ 0] B9 22 5520 57 5 52 28 W s %77, I 22 1) JU A 5 )
2015 4F45 6 .45 8 1L,

(247 Daniel Kahneman & Amos Tversky, “Prospect Theory: An Analysis of Decision under Risk”,47
Econometrica s 277—279 (1979) ; Daniel Kahneman &. Amos Tversky,“Choices, Values, and Frames”,39 A-
merican Psychologist s341—350 (1984).

(250 HE T (AT WAETF2E ) JLmt % AL 2006 4R A, 5 23 1T,

(263 X 5N N AR S R BE T LR BT 2 1 DU 2R 50 T DAGE S AR HRAR ER B M A% A
BB . LA 200 A0 46 ok 25 1 W 38 206, LA KV 21 38 o) i ) S 1 i 1) 6 TRUBR 58 55 5 T 3 o A0 B AN A6 A L 9T
TE B B 4 2 25 s AT LR B AR 7 5l 2 5 1 A T A A BSO8R 77 sl SR A 7 T 3 7 LA A AT
M7a, SR E MR XS 2L FENAERE— AT AR T2 TR RIES B R",
CEERATFE 2012 455 1 101,55 69— 70 5. TH 2% A9 I B AIIA 3K B AR T 28 % iR I8 278 i, Z IR TH 1%
2 B B AR AIME S 5 I R R R 2 L TR SR A M A% 25
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SREBT B RAMBE LA

F T 24 T 0 s v a0 L R AT 38 A A 7 YR RS S8 56 A OCAR B R AR IR AT TRIXE | B s v R
Y Z T AR TE RO AE | PRI S A8 38 O 2 Al b X, ¥ e A Ak BRRH DG SR A 0 I, S
B b 730 2 AR — PP ) Y il b2 AR D 0 DR R TS R 2, 2T TR AL T H R 2
RAE BT H Z O AR . TR BN G B R R S S A B A
TN AT B AR A e AR L IR R A e 2 D R B RO B &% R i
X —H AR FAT B [ 42 7, C280 A SR vk e M 28 % 27 L 58 22 0 7T LU A0 7 T I S0 )
VATl R 22 AR T 2 R, IS (Y AT IS W8 3 4 45 L AT LAY B 28 U 2 4 B v G
PR3 23 PRI D S DR A XU o 290 S SRMERRPE Y 3R T TERE W 2 P M 45 R AT 2 1

TE 2 T I S H , 3 [ IR K [l ik B AR . 22 Wi © 28k R T L B AT s b ) 9
] B3 S — MR AL A THIE FRAND /R T L R AU £ 50w ng Jr =X, 5k R 88 /9 AT ke
BCVF T 38 2 TS B PP AL L RN O 2L CSOTIB S I T 3 e 3 i 9 43 A B S A SRR AT B
BCRIEHE Y RE 1, “ T Bk 1 0 fBE P g vh X5 T RE 38 B A PR IS 2% SCHEAT A N B 227, B30 3k
B il 3t — 2N T AT BRI VR AT B ROk 3 FRAND ¥ AT 21 38 2 ] ¢ 19, B S S8 AL
BT 2 55 N ST B FH N 7 25 T R P s T AR AR T IR LA i S, B
AT RERY (AR RAUE AL AR A, 0320 JF HLL7EAR 2 2800 v, it T AT L 85 & )7 AT 5 () 0
R E R B e — 4 . BN AF Ericsson v. D—Link Z&rpr, B3I E B EREHIN T X —
07 E LR AT L RVE T R WL SR AT 9 Y — B YR R € FRAND R V7 ] 3% /9 7T 52 7
?ﬁo 343

SR b AR BE Tz 2R JH X — I v A DG ZE AR 2 i AR AR AR AR T AT L B 1 ] 5 [
KEKACHVEAT S, Gl FEEEFE P RV S B R R i T A S IR Y2011 R
VTech Z[H] £ AL PP, 2010 4£ 5 RIM Z [H] (1 52 LVF Al Wy Symbol Z [6] () = A 2 AL P
Wo BIRER—A SR URIR AR PR 5 Ay B B AL B A S AR SR AR BT v B AR

(27) Norman V. Siebrasse & Thomas F. Cotter,“Judicially Determined FRAND Royalties” , Legal Stud-
ies Research Paper Series Research Paper No. 16—01, 2(2016). H 5 3% E ¥k 8 52 Bk o A 52 0 10 4] g 40, 5 - %
ol B #H 3 Apple v. Motorola 28 ; Robart B ¥ Microsoft v. Motorola;Davis % ‘B # ¥ A9 Ericsson v. D
—Link, Wi—Lan v. Alcatel— Lucent, ., CSIRO v. Cisco 5&; Whyte 3% B % ¥ i) Realtek v. LSI % ; Koh 7% B &
HY GPNE v. Apple % ;UL M Grewal ¥ E i #111Y Golden Bridge Techn. v. Apple %45, XL M, #4 &
TEEE R 3 WA

(283 Carnegie Mellon Univ. v. Marvell Tech. Grp., Litd., Fed. Cir. 2015.

(293 J. Gregory Sidak.*Apportionment, FRAND Royalties, and Comparable Licenses after Ericsson v.
D— Link”,4 University of Illinois Law Review ,1825(2016).

301 Apple Inc. v. Motorola » Inc., 757 Fed. Cir. 2014.

(313 Monsanto Co. v. McFarling , 488 Fed. Cir. 2007.

£32] Supra note 30.

(331 Ericsson Inc. v. D—Link Sys., Inc. E.D. Tex. 2013.

(341 Sidak,supra note 29,p.1826.
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WL RO ], SO B S R R H.264.802.11 & Fith . Marvell o B /) B2 AU F
Intecap BAFAGT ML . B350 FEIZ R, 1 B 5 24 S 47 9 2 T 40k 5 1 % R St i 4 S T b A kit
G, 0360 LR AE R VE AT A [ B AR B AR SRR R PR R LS ME MR BT S
PO AE 5 1 I A 34 s AR A AN 23 R AE IR0 L AR 3 G B B 28 05 2% K — L RO T 7T b A i 1 T
DI, C380 MR AN BT 1 L 2 R SR R T L A8 B il R T AR
WA N SR 2L 5 5L by Z R 2 5. B9 a5 Bt oy X T L RA 5 W
B T 5 v AS K B AR ) g e BV R R T ) B RO S T A Y S

FEAE R iF IDC Fe i, s B sk 02 LAW] LU 3838y 0 Ry Al 2R A7 09 43 A L 0 8, O dme 4 0 o 1/ W)
PR, FELEE P LB SR A ALY IDC 24w 2 8] 5 L 0T 8% 25858 42 R U5 F 4 A
JE WM R I8 B L Fe HLAT T e 100 %52 B A IDC N B FISE SR A AT 2007 4E 9 A 6 H kAL,
Sy A BRGNS TG ) AR % | T 2R A R T B, 1 AT DML 2007 4R
6 H 29 HiE I 7 45,14 1T 59 & F 44 78 35 24 1Y iPhone A1 5: 2005 5k (1 £% 3h e % £ AR, 48 7T
P A B 200 J7 £ I0. BEN 5600 J7 £ 0, MU Al . vk B A g SE SR A | 2007 4EF)
2014 AR BRI AR 3135 42670, IRt #ES %38 5 I AT 28 % 0 0.018 %6, 0420 DhiX —

(350 IRWIEE HIR ITJRLL . R 5 PR HE 5 F R 1/ RAND ¥ 0] 27 %3+ 58 77 ik 7, (7 R 7= AL
2014 5 4 9,56 82 1,

(36) JREHR M T bR £ R 414 (Patent Portfolio) i) FRAND ¥ 1T 9% i 22 (19 W 45 1 . 1 5, “ IR Be %
L A AR — A R G X T A AR M Y R T DL SO R A 0 T A o S i A AR 56 7 Y
T 5 YR, s B AR AR s 9 S (8 A DG 7 A ORI K& RS ) FRAND V7] 28 R AE [l R — 20
o, 3 R 2 R AL 5 5 G R o B R T A AT L R A /T PR A O X 28 H Al B T L
VF AT HR S % 3t ke g e Wk & R4 A 1) FRAND VERI 287, Z 0Lk . “ w36 L8 T 1 FRAND Ji ) —3fe
AR IDC 37 CBHE S5 I #2014 4555 5 1.5 892 WL,

(373 A ¢ INN . Microsoft v. Motorola Z& M TR HIHY 757 i Al REJRHE B0 . ¥ 6 iR L AL i 2 5 % B
B B0 TR M AR A 1 06 2 e A N B TR AR X I 25 A () 1 & DB 9 1 T 2RO AR DL R ik FRAND
VEAT B g BE v . 0 T 3 T 320 BR A 20 ) T R B R B A S AR v I R TR R R LR SRR I T
AE T WL AY LS P T AS 208 0 1 7T 9% o 3 e e A A AT 7R T 3 A WA KR TR FETE T AN T BR B 4 T GX S Y
) T8 A 2 AR Y A v 0 T VR AT gk (R T AX S VR T 2 S SRR TSI B AE TR iR 3 A A A
& B2 B B & FIF AT 3R v BB A 38 o % A3t X F 8 8 FRAND 14 7T 2%t R 2 9 S5, B8 A
T T 0 B ke LR AR R £ TS 2 3k T I B AR X (8. & AR E B A1 R R A AR TR A
B, )2, X — B SRR . AN XS 80E Rl M Fr T 3. See Sidak, supra note 29,p.1824.

(381 #il4N, Michael J. Chapman,“Using Settlement Licenses in Reasonable Royalty Determinations”, 49
IDEA ,313, 336 (2009); John C. Jarosz & Michael J. Chapman,“The Hypothetical Negotiation and Reasona-
ble Royalty Damages: The Tail Wagging the Dog”,16 Stanford Technology Law Review, 769, 819 (2013);
Thomas F. Cotter,“Four Principles for Calculating Reasonable Royalties in Patent Infringement Litigation”,27
Santa Clara High Technology Law Journal , 725, 734 - 735 (2011).

(397 John C. Jarosz & Michael J. Chapman, “The Hypothetical Negotiation and Reasonable Royalty
Damages: The Tail Wagging the Dog”.16 Stanford Technology Law Review, 819 (2013).

(401 (2013) B R EE R =475 306 %5,

(41 BLETHEC400,

(423 BLAfEC400,
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22 5 Jy H bl AEHIWT TDC 28 A W32 1] 46 O 24 /) OB & R AT 2% i 36 B B e A e« i 22
AT EARA PR B S ERCFHOR S A A8 E AT R A IR 2 W) TPR VR AT 2 ] R A
WA TR T e 0 B R WA 4 T S R S R R AT BR S WD VR AT T 2l A DU G i 2 B
BT AR 0.019% .7 48

= AR IDC ZE A i e 22

R IDC E kP BAREE TRl WA 5 i A5 1 717 T 2 38 (B0, 523K — 7 i A S AE
BRI FE R AFAE 3 AR O 22 [R) L, T4 B AE P IR A 2 TR UK A Z TR L
W28 Gy o E M HEAT LA e 5 A BUR AT S AR AN O Sk B £ 0 8 1 o LA 5 IR
W 1) S SN B T 2 AR 1) 2 TR R AT PR B L RDCARBE IDC 28 J Y LTI 45 AR AR
H IDC A W45 T30 — B AR A (18 5 o 00 R 2 B3040 L 38 ok X L L i BEA E IDC A H]
H T FRAND JEI, Ff 40 0 SCRE T 48 20 20wl I VR VA 35 2Rk 7, TA60 J80 /) 3% 106, f 8 1 1T 3% 19
SRR S AR A [F 0 PN 0 AT 2 R DS B T AL AR AT AU DT A R DL L B R ]
e X — PRI HEEHE TR AF S IDC WS Z .

HR 5 ) e A5 B A B 2 S, LA SE SR N W Y iPhone FHLE7E 2007 4E 6 H 29 HIER B
i H 2 IDC FE R A F Z W A LSS T 2007 4E9 H 6 A, X—2 5 Z“LHRIEHE NN . A
AL FE LR AR b7 A L R E R T SR 0 L R T BT BT BRI e BT SR U PRI SR K
N2 TAE 2007 4F 9 H 6 H Z 1119 i 5 R B0 AR o i AS S 5 T AEAR S i IDC 2 A
SR VE AT B ) Gy R v B 1 e A I DB A T 3 5 R 0 . DRk L i I TR R R ME A
BT LHIWITE 2007 4F 9 H 22815 Al UMSU iy i IR 100

(—)2007 EWMEBEFNTHRR

MG IR R A R AE 2007 AFEHE 1 1B 58 FHL iPhone XF T FHL™ L 1Ml & J& — K
AP B AR AL B T AR L B R R T ), SRS ASGE s T AL A IR A o PR R R R
G5 M TR TR BETFHLA AR SEE”, IR ML EERE 1T & T iPad 2577 5 BUEE T BUAE B9 3 SR Ry
s [ HSE, T AL R A SR 28— X iPhone T HLTEHE ) B 68 5 102 LA M 3k A5 2
KA BE b1 1802 ) Ah F A B R B e RS 2 . SEBR 1, 2007 4R 9 T Z R Y AT L
DL AR A R SEA .

AL G FHL, B R FHLIEAE 2006 FZ 5 ML H A S . BUAT, 3 AE 2o ik 25 1R 3%

(433 [ i,

(443 3X B BEAE 0 U0 W A 2 A BIF 90 AR BRI 3 02 < 1 B AE Ak B R 0 R B T OE X b AT R IR B Y
{5 & AR5 TRIE B A2 B ANE 2 2 S 45 AR D R

(450 BRAMOBR AT 358 . m vk B i B B M AN 257 CHF UL AL SR ) 2015 4R35 8 1L 58 31 WL,

(461 AR A5 ol 0 B2 T R 2% A5 3 IR B B A FF—— 28 9 iff IDC AR B LRI R 51 R M E 57,
CHART=RL2015 AR5 5 W1, 50 28 BT,

(473 BLAEGEC40D,
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P AR BT BB i (PDA) o B BEFHL™ il 7 2 )5 — AL TN A 5a S 2 b, i 4
WA HIS B2 RN AL Sy, $2 B 5T B A SR T, 2007 4F 4 F 2T, 7R A BRE T TS A RE
FHLA =T RORW T RIM S50 7] BARAY T3 00 BN 3 — F s . (48

x— WREERFIGTHHHT(ET-REELE,2005—2009)

VEIZE 08E1ZFE 0TEI1IZE 06 E1=E OSE1ZFE
~ | 15 4 B 1515 & 1% 4 B T 1% 4 B 15 1 &
(%) (%) (%) (%) (%) % *
Nokia 41.2 45.1 46.7 42.0 9.9
RIM 19.9 13.3 8.3 6.5 20.8
Motorola * % * 5.3 *
Palm * * * 5.0 18.0
HP M x x * 17.6
Dell * * * * 6.3
Apple 10.8 D 0.0 * *
Sharp/HTC 5.4 4.0 7.0 * *
Fujitsu 3.8 4.1 5.0 * *
HAth 18.9 28.2 33.0 41.2 27.3
Josts 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

(x ZRFABHAESUUT; *» x KRARAEMAKFHEF &)

FE 2007 AEI R ] AL A F/ BB a] DR B, AR T AR R e LT b, v R
RIM ARl B i s, & it 2R84 50 %0 LA . £ AR iPhone LT Z 51— B
YA T 3 BT 3060 LA B 2 B 53 Ah B AT Sharp/HTC PLJ Fujitsu, 22482 400194
B 0 e R T A AR E] 306 A TS .

AR B RE LA PDA 45 283 7 i 2Z B AF7E — & (19 38 4+, 1T LA 42 BR 3% 3l 28 o /E g A
K HEIE, FEEEADER A A BUL Nokia,Samsung 5524 & B3k, AN B2 7] 43 %5
N KRR 09

(481 Robert Hahn &. Hal J. Singer,“Why the iPhone Won’t Last Forever and What the Government

Should Do to Promote its Successor”, 8 Journal on Telecom munications and High Technology Law . 327

(2010).
(491 Ibid., at 329.
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®Z HRABHLETHMT(E T @HEERE,2005—2009)

VNI OETIZE(N)SEIZFE(N)ITEIZE(X)|06EFE1IFTE(X%)05FE1IFE(N)
Nokia 36.2 39.1 35.7 34.0 30.4
Samsung 19.1 14.4 12.5 12.5 13.5
LG 9.9 8.0 6.2 6.5 6.3
Motorola 6.2 10.2 18.5 20.3 16.7
Sony/Ericsson 5.4 7.5 8.4 6.1 5.5
BenQ Mobile * * * 3.5 5.7
HoAb 23.4 20.8 18.8 17.1 21.9
B 100 100 100 100 100

(x R AZBHEINUT)

1713 40 SR 7% S8 BN B AT A Al T AR B AR S 24 i g 2 - HIL 6 32 A9 0 2R A 2007 419
P 5 4 TSV RE TALT 7 45 0 L LB, 2007 4RSS 4 L DL ST I ekl
Ty kB T T it 5000, B0 AR A4 BR T-HLT 3 Y Hh B AR D AR v, T B AR 2005 4F
i JG BT 3 i A R AT 3000 L b T ELIE IS 058 T4 — SR = A HEBEFEZ R = 2, U K
— R

60%
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10%

0%

01 02 03 04 01 02 03 04 01 02 03 04 01 02 03 04 01 02 03 04 01 02 03 04 01 02
07 07 07 07 08 08 08 08 09 09 09 09 10 10 10 10 11 11 11 11 12 12 12 12 13 13

BH— #EIEHFNNKmHMNEH(ETFHESE,2007—2013)

(50) http://www. statista. com/statistics/263438/market — share — held — by — nokia — smartphones —
since— 2007/, Last visited March 4,2016.

(513 http://www.zdnet.com/article/ mobile— phone — market — share — for — q4 — 2005 — nokia— 34 — 1
—motorola—18—2/, Last visited March 4,2016.
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(D)ERF—REEFNRHHEE

JUE R —RAE R FHLIE X 7E € H LT8R 7E 2007 4219 6 A 29 H HH LA F 2007 4
1H9H., fEEEA LT AER—K B FHL . iPhone Z BT #FE . 76 1445 B 45 B h
CEA) RS2 T R 139 T FHL. AR KB &R A5 10 RSt (R 3 - S T 57 1
FEd . JRRTE T AE R — SR e T AL RSB R B = D BB IR Z A 2 A4 .

LAVEKER — EMi m . SRR EE N A ATET S/EM AN, MR4E P, FA4
SERFHLTH LA ATT MM 4F MR 551150, 3 5 2 vk 5 F P A RO W AR I & D 6 49 2000
FT0. XTI NE 2 X AR AN SR — A 0] LA Z W AN T N 52

2. B A AR AE R ERE . SR Y iPhone B RE T LT 0 A48 4F R SRk 5B 22 1 3
RAEFA NG F i 5w R 02 B I BAE R . T 000 1 B IR 78 T LAY Tl
S 053 450 /N B DB T AT L FH AR T 2 11 2 A 2 O /D o 2 77 A A G SRR i 20 1 ) 8, 5%
Wi FH R 6 Fn T g S B, €930

AVEMAE A B RBRE] . Br T iPhone FHLAERIER S LW EH AN, B F GEFTHEA
5 =05 B B BR AR X B S BT iPhone B9 R0 AR B R BR ML T L, LS A RIAE
i BE 77t 37 B HETE, O

FeAitr H O AR UL 2 —4E N8 85 1000 J7 38 iPhone, 0557 X — i 76 24 i & 2 AE 7
KAA, 0 B SCRTE S iPhone AL 5l I AR 5 22 09 TROEE , B 1Y 22 4 M 3] 5 4 0
M 5e 4 R 77, OB, AR R 2T, R iPhone 5 AR AR B HUR N 541 7
. 7 SR RN L E R TFHLE —IF IR i A 8 i M A WA —E AR E
M 2007 4E5 3 ZRFER 2008 4R 3 LM —AERTE L A B EIF R WA IE R R RmE., Hf
FE 2008 4 1k B w5 04 J5 L 5 T 4R KR T B ©O8)

(=) % 7= @B I = Y A3t

SRS — T BT 200 0 B BRI A 2 I CEO i iy A & SO BIRAE4F . T
B3k — = i R B AE e A . R [ RE B E & B Rk & B N i e 2 AR

(523 JT AR AYEF.O 7 CEIR A T Y2007 4255 16 1,565 29 1T,

(533 [f) 7.5 30 L.,

(540 JT B, LETHE 52,46 29 L,

(551 “F¥Afli: iPhone — 4F B H 1000 J7 #B KN & %7, http://tech. sina. com. cn/t/2007 — 06 — 29/
15511590879, shtml. i J5 5 1 H #].2016 42 3 H 4 H . MBI 1000 T3 #8FHL . 75T 55 L B oh B4 03 4l b 2
AR

(56 “RMlJH ). 37 4E T A A ¥ % iPhone”, http://tech. sina. com. cn/t/2007 — 07 — 01/13141592074.
sheml. 5 Vi) HI9:2016 45 3 A 4 H .

(573 http://www.statista.com/statistics/263401/global—apple—iphone— sales— since— 3rd— quarter—
2007/ fRJa Uil H 2016 42 3 H 4 A,

(581 MEEIETT 2 W https://en. wikipedia.org/wiki/File: IPhone_sales_per_quarter_simple. svg; B #
http://www.statista.com/statistics/276306/global— apple —iphone — sales— since — fiscal — year — 2007/, # J&i
Viln) A1 .2016 4E 3 H 4 A,
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R RWA A L. I, 1E 2007 4F 4 A B BHERUAK A 5] CEO B9 #1552 /R Fit, “SF 2R 1)
iPhone AN AT BEZRAT W& I S (0807 2RO i I T 3 B R RO = . X — TS I AN
. REZAEZIEERA R C AR GE TP b UG 25 5 sUst I, 6 53 K (935 $¢( Laptop
Magazine ) ¥+ Ktk B ZTH "2 —. 9 (HX JoRERE " F 0 18 B8 " A e B,

SPRN FREE L B —AF Z )5 B 2008 4REE 4 FERE, RS, SER A FEHEDL T B —1C
iPhone 3G & BETF-HL. RAF T LI LT IR T 48 A UG M o 10X A SO T S AR 22
SR AT, RS B R I R . (60

231. 22

2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015
B F¥RAFAERFINHEEHE(EAE,2007—2015)

MIEZEAF] iPhone T EY &R AT LU 2, 8 7 5 1 i1 37 3 BAE AR A e i it IR ok 1%
HREHAER TS % | B aiRHE A 5] DUEE 9 28 B0 DUAT 8 i 0 b . SESR A Rl JE
LR WA 77 i IF— B BB A 2k . S ) DR R BT R, X AR A
F TR E F LT & K iR A GRS Ak B . T XS AR ANTE . AR AE
— B Bt AR Al % 1E B 0 TS KU TR e SR R ) IR A AT e s AT Ak s T . L IE 2
F T % T8 TR 2R FE W 0 3 R 2B — 4R iPhone 8 58 T ML A Ok 17 3 & Jé 19 AN 1 5 M i i >k ) XU
1) [l 3k, Fi 5 AR SR 28 J R 38 S5 AN TR IDC 24 ® 76 5 32 S B/ R 38 & ok BT T W B i/ 7T 2%
5600 J1 IoHy T =,

TEAE R ifF IDC Z b B H BN IDC 24 v 5 3 R0 w) (1 70 T 2% B LU 1 9 18] 48 65 19 1L
B AT 1R AT 2% 232, JF VR S AT LA Y 38 B M SEBR TR A SR AL L — A
SREYES IR A R BIAE 2007 451 2011 4R I T 355 1 & JE B B AN [m] 7 i 10 0 65 XU A 8 5 110

(593 Mark Spoonauer,” 10 Worst Tech Predictions of All Time”,http://www.laptopmag.com/articles/
10— worst— tech— predictions— of —all— time, Last visited March 4,2016.

(60) http://www.statista.com/statistics/263401/global—apple—iphone— sales— since— 3rd — quarter —
2007/, Last visited March 4,2016.
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MESEER G T HBANGERE AR

D). S A0 XL A T T 2 B L
= 3 E Z B UL A D PR 5 G A i

€ SURISER PSS RFANER (VI LRI P2 BoR i s PRar =R DRI S I P S S N e I NS BTN )
RO o XS5 2 W O UL A A L DU A B Xk S AR R 2R 0 S B A S A AT R IR

(—)ERZHRELH—KRE

F 5 Z Wi W, Chindsight bias) SRR A 355 fii WL\ 2 )5 1 5 5 i UL | =5 05 06 B X0 22 L )5
DLW e L2 R A5 SO — o AT A R A B 4 R R 2 R 2 Rl L R g BB
G, D020 PO B B0 AR BEOR UL AR R Y 45 2R 205 L IR 25 R A R0 2 A AT i 4 b 7 A R
G 0 A S A o 24 R A UL DA ST 1) A BE A I S R R A MR A e S5 R E B R TE R
RORANE B0 HEA S LG B I 5w A W 7 T SO0k S 0 R A R AT DL P A R A A
THIAA. 1639 J5 WA A PIZE iy R IIE 3, — RO 0 S0 & AR a2 il 55— FlOu) 2
Xof 7 A A W P S SR R B AZ TR il . O TR AT D S Y i R B0 D i R A
TG A AR ATBE R T AR R A T

a2 Wi WL A 22 AN [T 55 28 T p F 5 PP AR BIRIESE . X S AT 55 F 436 xob R 45 R 9 5 5
T W — 5 — FUW IR Al 3145 . X Se 5 B i S A SR B R 2 | COS R 5T 2 e, (66
Pl SR g g R | S Te R 08 [ AL 1012 LRI — AR CTOO 48 X BB Y R B, F 5 2 W]

(613 FEAE M ST A AR FRIE . S 74730 1 — B0 A S R SR Z W 0L

0621 HEAFIWT EXFF 305 Z B W A9 S Al L2 I Hal R. Arkes & Cindy A. Schipani,“Medical Mal-
practice v. the Business Judgment Rule: Differences in Hindsight Bias”,73 Oregon Law Review, 587 (1994) ;
Donald C. Langevoort,“The Epistemology of Corporate— Securities LLawyering: Beliefs. Biases and Organiza-
tional Behavior”,63 Brooklyn Law Review, 629, 661, 662 (1997); Jeffrey J. Rachlinski,*A Positive Psycho-
logical Theory of Judging in Hindsight”,65 The University of Chicago Law Review, 571 (1998).

C63)  BRAMRAR AT 5 5 DL AT (450,56 30 0L,

641 SZIEHIEE " i A LR SR v R AR AR G T 9B SR R A i A 22 B9 W, 0 B AT DR BIF ST 02013 4R 11
WIL5R 541 BT,

(653 Donald C. Pennington, “The British Fireman’s Strike of 1977/78: An Investigation of Judgments in
Foresight and Hindsight”,20 British Journal of Social Psychology . 89—96 (1981).

(661 Hal Richard Arkes, Robert L. Wortmann, Paul D. Saville & Allan R Harkness,“Hindsight Bias a-
mong Physicians Weighting the Likelihood of Diagnoses”, 66 Journal of Applied Psychology, 252 — 254
(1981).

(671 Paul Slovic & Baruch Fischhoff,“On the Psychology of Experimental Surprise” .3 Journal of Ex-
perimental Psychology: Human Perception and Performance, 544—551 (1977).

(681 Ed Bukszar & Terry Connolly,“Hindsight Bias and Strategic Choice: Some Problems in Learning
from Experience”,31 Academy of Management Journal , 628—641 (1988).

(691 Ulric Neisser,“John Dean's Memory: A Case Study”,9 Cognition, 1—22 (1981).

(70 Wolfgang Hell, Gerd Gigerenzer, Siegfried Gauggel, Maria Mall & Michael Miiller, “Hindsight Bi-
as: An Interaction of Automatic and Motivational Factors?”,16 Memory and Cognition , 533—538 (1988).
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i WL B9 BC55 2 BRAT A A2 2R B A U . A B U L o A TR T R R O
AR | S 5 e DG e AR A PSS 8 1E S A Sl LA SRS | AR A B8 LA KT
PRIV A5 T, T L fige e A0 LA I DL i DL 7 A 9 DL, 25 A OGS S 2 B LAY AT S
A v T AR G AR B4R B 2 B B L SC A2 A B B DL Bt S B, T A Sk S AR BRI
BIBEFE A 2 B A L S5 2Z Wi DL B A A 2 PR R AT 25 2R UR1 PR O — 8 ] 5030 A9 15 O Al
753K S B0 LU AE ST A R Ok AT T O B, R B AT SCARAG T A S T O 0 R X
SEF AR T RE T B — SR . BN IR BE SR T 3 i UL 2 DR D 7 22 N A B T
MR R Y R AT S50 Yy o PR Ay G SR AR R T AU Y IR 4 2 R B ARG 1 AT T RE 23 A R
PR, 5 22 B i DL fe 45 tHE 5 R e e S B b SRR e RV AT A5 L L7200 A R A BIE S A A
SAEBIHLAE D9 X6 DA B (4 D 5, 72 FF 5 AR B B AR OGS 22 0 35 B I 5 fi 22 7 AR R
Wi o A R A7 A TN A S 3 B 5 i (] A2 A 12 5 i B T A 2 1R Sh AL 32 25 me 4
ICACEE R PSR BE . 73 AR B R S 2 W DL B Ay JsU A b R E 2 AR AR 2 R BEE
LU T 5 B P A LR A A R M . SRR B — BU W U B R TEAR IRTE TH R 2
B s L B RN R A 22 L — AR B AR IR A 8 T S s 2 O L ) A 2 e C74

Fha Z W WoxF T B A R WA B B S BAR AT — A T E A e 2R R R
AR £ 0 R AR A (R VE T R EHLE R A T 2 Gy S A DA DR e I 22 W i L oo ) 92 e 3
AEWRZF W, 50 JL AU B IR R TR R MRl A R R N TR 10 R 3R, (H DR SR 465 R 2 3 )
AFES BT R AR OF 0 AT B2 51 S ARG . AR SR A R R AR R A R, S
ESLXEPSIVEEPNCTINL S S SNPYIE S LRI P PNATC: N EIN A RIS RN /LR I FFy e
U 0P RAF B ANRIAT O AE I A B E L R R A R A R85 0, . TR TR E ) A ik
B T A — I RO P S At AT 0 200 220 W5 5 SR XAt AT T 7™ A 14 = 28R Y R W LA —
Foft 2% - 19 J7 2R P R gl AE 45 R B Z BT A AT D A R . A 2 20 A E A R B[R] L 5
ob BRI W et 25 4 0 SR AT B AR ) DR SR A ml ol O it B T S 2 WA . C760 )i
B H T RDE ORI Y PR P R RE TR R A2 B SRS 2 T L R

ARSI R B R DAY SRR O AN, AR — 8.0 B S0 L S R AR £ R

(710 AMTAEAS B R B 45 A0, 02 A gl dh 0 B R Mf HE 5 3 B O 09 03 L 30 E7E TT O AR 36 19 3K B
TNHATHERL G A EShHh A IR HCKE B TIE R A R HATAAEN E BRI,

(723 S GHONIBE « BLrn M 3L 5 WA W7 IR OIS 7 B GHEE - R - RS £,
CAT R IEBE G T2 ) R KA B L RSB - b 5 2 AL 2006 4F R, 56 108—109 T,

(730 S WARBE R E W I35 5 T e 22 100 B A A 5 e R ER 7, 0 BRRL 2 HE R 02009 4R A
2 11,46 326 T,

(743 [A] Ly, 58 331 L,

(750 BRAMRORR ) 5 45 LT 0450, 55 30 UL,

(761 IR, WWATHEE (640,55 541 T,

(77 BPET LR IR SR v S R A SR XS WA DL A R R GO HRR A% 02010 AEEE 4 1L 55 994 T,
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AR ] N ) T e 33 B R AT S S ) TN 2 T SR A B 2 Bt R U
VA B B SR I >4 A 8 it 77 5 O AR AN R 485 SR 1 K A OF LR O R85 SR 1 & AR 2 R g
E T00RE 2 1 R 1 T 25 ) 40 5 B AT AR E S 6 B AT R AT AL ST R AR 2
AR FEREN, USRS R ROA FEN RS R SR EEAC S [, MY R0 atn

15 B AY e ] 2 W AT R T D SR 8 B 0k AT A A 2 SRR e 4 A AE S A v i S 4 AT S BRIV A A
—JE AR AR 32 B AR A D B S R T R BOR R A5 R kA RN RIS RS A KRR
BUAS K 0T R 5000 3 L 4 1 S 25 5 B s A TR B0 B B R A B, RIMEC R B
CAE S 55 A I RE S RT RE b 1 52 A7 A 25 2R 45 F A R 1 2R 4 TS ke 4 A A1) 285 2R X
B B . LT8O L I AT A A S A S R R U Y TR SR L I AR X A R AT A
TR 2o R e AR K B B AT A A B RN AT sk b A7 B T AT O T S B R
JEHAGAS TR R 45 2R 00 2 AL 5 1 5 o 11 6] = 2 448 SR A o A 3 A W 2 e 1 AT )
BeE A BN RE A, C1)

R VETE Bt B SC PR R T AN B L U I A B B AE R A AR TR S R S AR A R
N BT A E A s 3 A U A IE 22 B Al 2 XX A AE A A S R — M X
— il AR R R il 7 56 T2 AR ZE A v 9 UE N 28 56 I 2 Al DA A T B Y 5 50 AR A A X
ZUE N BT & B 2 8k 52 8 Y — R JRRAZ o B SRR 8 IR A AUE RS | & 25 10 B0 15 1 7 =2 DA B 3l T
YA . XAV B A TR T A9 SE KA R (prior probability) , BURR“ e 87 . L E L
V2R ARRE A C oA X DR R WA TR R R A, HXABRER
STEAS ., IR math (19 “ 35 )5 WE K7 (posterior probability) . BIFEUE AAEIE .22 X RAE I H 5
HE RS RAEMIER S 20k B X IEAN S R S G  MER . BN 5%
— UE A Y B SE AT S A L B0 T RE S b Y SE S HE R L R S THBR B . 800 X SR I

WRRE , e S5 Z W UL A7 7 I o B 425 ) 2] 1 X6 e 96 ME R (0 W7, 3 i T A R AR LR,
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Abstract: The current mainstream methods of calculating SEP’s royalties all have their own limits.
The widely applied approach for practitioners. i.e. using benchmarks based on comparable royalties, has
comparative advantages in embodying market mechanism, simplifying decision— making process and rai-
sing the degree of acceptance. However, an often—ignored downside of this approach is related to the fact
that the process of determining royalty is also the process of cognition of adjudication. Within such a
process judges are easily alfected by hindsight bias since they review the alleged facts ex post, thus lead-
ing to decisions deviating from justice and rationality. In the case of Huawei v. IDC, the court’s decision
was based on the fact that Apple Inc. had achieved success in the smartphone market, and hence ignored
the initial market risks when the license agreement was reached. This case exactly showcased such a cog-
nitive bias. Although hindsight bias cannot be eliminated completely, recent research demonstrates that a
detailed reasoning and a comprehensive analysis of defendant’s arguments should be able to significantly

reduce the risks thus caused.

Key Words: Standard Essential Patent; Royalty Calculation; Huawei v. IDC; Comparable Licenses;
Hindsight Bias
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