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P,

United States Court of Appeals,
Federal Circuit.

SIRF TECHNOLOGY, INC., E-Ten Corp., Pharos
Science & Applications, Inc., MiTAC International
Corp., and Mio Technology Limited, USA, Appel-

lants,

V.

INTERNATIONAL TRADE COMMISSION, Ap-

pellee.

and
Broadcom Corporation and Global Locate, Inc., In-
tervenors.

No. 2009-1262.
April 12, 2010.

Background: Alleged infringers of six patents in the
field of global positioning system (GPS) technology
appealed decision of the International Trade Com-
mission (ITC), finding that they violated the Tariff Act
through unlawful importation, sale for importation,
and sale after importation of certain accused devices.

Holdings: The Court of Appeals, Dyk, Circuit Judge,
held that:

(1) substantial evidence supported ITC's finding that
patent assignee, acting alone, had standing to assert
claims of one of the patents;

(2) one of the alleged infringers directly infringed two
of the patents; and

(3) two other patents recited patentable subject matter.

Affirmed.
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estimation of “states” “associated with a satellite
signal receiver,” and a “dynamic model . . . to compute
[the] position of the satellite signal receiver,” for
purposes of determining whether claims recited pa-
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Presence of global positioning system (GPS) re-
ceiver in claims of patents in the field of GPS tech-
nology, expressly directed to calculating an absolute
position of a GPS receiver, and requiring the estima-
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tion of “states” “associated with a satellite signal re-

ceiver,” and a “dynamic model . . . to compute [the]
position of the satellite signal receiver,” placed a
meaningful limit on the scope of the claims, for pur-
poses of determining whether the claims recited pa-
tentable  subject matter under the ma-
chine-or-transformation test, absent evidence that the
calculations could have been performed entirely in the

human mind. 35 U.S.C.A. § 101.
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