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Japanese Patent office 
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Written Appeal Decision

5. Patented Invention 1 [Claim 1]

(5-1) Comparison between Patented Invention 1 of this case and the invention of 
the Exhibit 1 by Party A
(a)[Surgery [(b) [excitation light, [(c) an excitation light source mounted on a halogen 
lamp with a bandpass filter, [(d) [excorporeal, [(e) [near-infrared fluorescence excitation 
light from the pigment that is generated by excitation light, [(f) [a CCD camera having a 
TV lens mounted thereon with a sharp-cut filter for selecting only the fluorescence from 
the pigment, [(g) [imaging, [(h) [near-infrared fluorescence image, [and (i) [near-infrared 
fluorescence excitation light] in the invention of Exhibit 1 by Party A

Correspond to
(a) [surgery (b) [a first radiation that excites a fluorescent pigment, [(c) [an irradiation 
means, [(d) [externally to the patient body, [(e) [a second radiation emitted by the 
fluorescent pigment, [(f) [camera, (g) [visualizing, [(h) [contrast image, [and (i) [a 
radiation outside the visible spectrum] respectively, in Patented Invention 1 of this case.

Also, [the flow of an in vivo liquid medium (such as blood or spinal fluid) [in the 
invention of Exhibit 1 by Party A and [blood flow [in Patented Invention 1 of this case are 
shared in that they both are [a flow of an in vivo liquid medium]

Also, [anear-infrared fluorescence tracer comprising a complex (ICG-tfDL) of 
indocyanine green (ICG) of a near-infrared area fluorescence pigment and human high 
density lipoprotein (HDL)] in the invention of Exhibit 1 by Party A and [ICG [in 
Patented Invention 1 of this case are shared in that they both are [an infrared fluorescence 
tracer being carried in the flow of an in vivo liquid medium]

Further, in the invention of Exhibit 1 by Party A. the detection is carried out after exposure for 
a predetermined time by a CCD camera and the signal from the CCD camera is subjected to 
data-processing with an image-processing device to achieve imaging; and in Patented 
Invention 1 of the case, the contrast image of th e coronary artery bypass is obtained at a rate of at 
least 15 images per second. They both are shared in that the contrast images of the target to be 
observed are obtained at a predetermined rate.

Still further, by [wave front[in Patented Invention 1 of this case, Patented Invention 1 of the case 
defines it as [visualizing the movement of a fluorescent pigment being carried in the blood flow 
in a coronary artery bypass graft]. In addition, at [0071] of the Patent Specification of this case, 
there is described [The saline was used to flush in the line and to ensure passage of a complete 
a bolus through the femoral vasculature, producing a sharp wave front]. Judging from the fact 
that the wave front is formed as a result of the passage of a bolus, the [wave front]in Patented 
Invention 1 of this case is recognized as being [a boundary area moving with time, said boundary
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area being between the blood containing ICG and the blood containing no ICG]. On the other 
hand, in the invention of Exhibit 1 by Party A, the time-dependent observation is targeted at 
the location of and a change in concentration of the near-infrared fluorescent tracer that is 
moving in the living body by virtue of the flow of the in vivo liquid medium (such as blood or 
spinal fluid). While infrared fluorescence is emitted from the area of the in vivo liquid medium 
containing the infrared fluorescence tracer, the infrared fluorescence is not emitted from the area 
of the in vivo liquid medium not containing the infrared fluorescence tracer. It is thus understood 

that these situations of radiations will be visualized. And at the time, in order for the location 
and concentration change of the near-infrared fluorescence tracer to be observed in a time- 
dependent manner, it is evident that the observation is made on a boundary area moving with 
time, said boundary area being between the in vivo liquid medium that contains ICG and the in 
vivo liquid medium that does not contain ICG. Therefore, commonality exists between 
[observing the location of and a change in concentration of the near-infrared fluorescent tracer 
that is moving in the living body by virtue of the flow of the in vivo liquid medium (such as 
blood or spinal fluid) in a time-dependent manner [in the invention of Exhibit 1 by Party A and 
[the wave front formed by the blood containing ICG is visualized [in Patented Invention of this 
case, in regard to [visualizing the wave front formed by the flow of an in vivo liquid medium 
containing a near-infrared fluorescence tracer]

Thus, it is acknowledged that both correspond to each other with respect to:
[A device for visualizing the flow of a near-infrared fluorescence tracer being carried in the 
flow of an in vivo liquid medium during surgery, the device comprising: 
an irradiation means for emitting a first radiation that excites the tracer; and 
a camera for detecting a second radiation emitted by the tracer, to obtain a contrast image; 
wherein the irradiation means and the camera are located externally to the patient body; the 
wavelengths of the first and second radiations are within the band regions of excitation and 
emission spectra for use with the tracer; and the camera is capable of visualizing as a 
viewable image the radiation outside the visible spectrum and obtains the contrast image of 
the target of observation at a predetermined imaging rate, whereby a wave front formed by 
the flow of the in vivo liquid medium containing the tracer is visualized];

but that they differ from each other with respect to the points below.

(Difference point 1)
Wfrile the tracer in the flow of the in vivo liquid medium in Patented Invention 1 of this case is ICG, it 

is an ICG-HDL complex in the invention of Exhibit 1 by Party A.

(Difference point 2)
In Patented Invention 1 of this case, the flow of the in vivo liquid medium in which the tracer 
moves by being carried is a blood flow in a coronary artery bypass graft. On the other hand, 
the blood flow in the coronary artery bypass graft is not described in Exhibit 1 by Party A 
although blood is illustrated as the in vivo liquid medium.
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(Difference point 3)
With respect to the predetermined imaging rate at which the contrast images of the target of 
observation are obtained, contrast images are obtained at a rate of at least 15 images per 
second in Patented Invention 1 of this case. On the other hand, acquisition of contrast images at a 
rate of [at least 15 images per second is not described although exposure times of one second 
and eight seconds are illustrated in the invention of Exhibit 1 by Party A.

(5-2) Judgment cnPatented Invention 1 of this case by this Board
The aforementioned difference points will be studied,

(Concerning the difference point 1)
It is a well-known technology that a fluorescence imaging device using ICG as the near- 
infrared fluorescence tracer is used to carryout angiography (see the technologies of Exhibit 
1 by Party A and 6 by Party A). On the other hand, as to the Exhibit 1 by Party A in 
addition to disclosing that ICG-HDL complex is used as a near infrared ray fluorescent tracer to 
eliminate the restriction of the optimum site which is limited in angiography using ICG single 
body, since it cannot be affirmed that the excorporeal fluorescence imaging device described in 
Exhibit 1 by Party A has a one and inseparable configuration with ICG-HDL which cannot 
detect anything other than the infrared rays from the ICG-HDL, it is obvious to the person 
skilled in the art, who has been exposed to the invention of the Exhibit 1 by Party A that 
either of ICG or ICG-HDL is arbitrarily used as the infrared fluorescence tracer at the site of 
application which has thus far been unrestricted. Therefore, as to the angiography to which ICG 
has conventionally been applicable, ICG, which is well known in fluorescence imaging 
devices, may be employed instead of the ICG-HDL complex as the infrared fluorescence tracer 
in the invention of Exhibit 1 by Party A : it is merely a design matter that the person skilled in 
the art can appropriately perform.

(Concerning Difference points 2 and 3)
Judging from the fact that the invention of Exhibit 1 by Party A is an excorporeal 
fluorescence imaging device for use during surgery, it is evident that the invention places into 
the visual field the views of the surgery that, as the target for which the excorporeal fluorescence 
imaging device is used, whose observation is made on the flow of a fluorescent pigment 
being carried in an in vivo liquid medium.

Further, during coronary artery bypass surgery, that the surgery during which the flow of 
a fluorescent pigment being carried in a blood flow in a coronary artery bypass graft is 
observed (i.e., during the coronary artery bypass surgery) is well known (see the technologies o f 
Exhibit 1 by Party A and 7 by Party A and 8 by Party A8). In addition, the Exhibit 1 
by Party A illustrates a flow of blood as the flow of an in vivo liquid medium in which the 
tracer moves, and also describes angiography using the ICG single entity as the prior art at 
[0007] and [0041). Furthermore, as stated as described above, if it is based on the design 
matter by the person skilled in the art as to which of the ICG-HDL complex or the well-
known ICG is to be used as the infrared fluorescence tracer, the person skilled in the art can
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easily conceive that the surgery for which the invention of Exhibit 1 by Party A is applied is 
decided to be the aforementioned well-known surgery during which the flow of the 
fluorescent pigment being carried in the blood flow in the coronary artery bypass is observed, 
and that the well-known ICG is used as the tracer so that the flow of the fluorescent pigment 
being carried in the blood flow in the coronary artery bypass may be observed.

Then, at the time, when fluorescence imaging is conducted on a target that is different from 
that in the embodiment described in Exhibit lby Party A, the device will be used under 
observation conditions that correspond to the target in question, which is merely a matter that 
the person skilled in the art appropriately selects. If based on the three points below, the person 
skilled in the art can appropriately achieve to adjust the working speed to a rate of at least 15 
images per second at which the contrast images of the coronary artery bypass are acquired.

(1) It is a well-known technology that in a fluorescence imaging device for visualizing 
fluorescence from ICG in a blood flow, a boundary area moving with time, said boundary area 
between the blood containing ICG and the blood containing no ICG is acquired as images at a 
rate of at least 15 pieces per second (see the technologies of Exhibit 5 by Party A Party A and 
6 by Party A)

(2) A CCD camera C2400-75i (manufactured by Hamamatsu Photonics Co. Ltd.) used in the 
Embodiment of Exhibit 1 by Party A, v i e w e d from Exhibit 9 by Party A technology, 
is synchronized with the NTSC system capable of obtaining 30 pieces per second, and by using 
together with an image-processing device ARGUS20 used in the Embodiment of E x h i b i t 1 
by Party A, it is a CCD camera for fluorescence observation capable of improving low contrast 
images as more viewable ones by contrast enhancement or image intensification. Furthermore, 
according to technological matters of Exhibit 16 by Party A, 17 by Party A, 26 by Party A 
and 27 by Party A, its use in combination with the image-processing device ARGUS20 allows 
for visualization of the flow of ICG being carried in the blood flow in CABG at even an image 
acquisition rate of at least 15 pieces per second.

Specifically, according to the Exhibit 3 by Party B it is reported that the SPY system, 
which is claimed to be the device involving the Patented Invention 1 of this case by the 
Demandee, displays a control brightness of 190 with an exposure time of 66 milliseconds, a 
device that simulates the device of E x h i b i t 1 by Party A is reported to display a control 
brightness of 10 with an exposure time of 66 milliseconds. Here in the exhibit 3 by party B, the 
device that simulates the device of Exhibit lby Party A has its image acquisition rate 
enhanced to at least 15 images/sec and its integration mode released (Demandee's Written 
Statement (Second) dated March 12, 2008, page 4, lines 17-22.) and it is not described 
that adjustment of gain in camera sensitivity has been carried out, in view of these, it is 
recognized that gain adjustment of camera sensitivity was not performed in the Exhibit 3 by 
Party B. Moreover,

If based on the test result that the device that simulates the device in the aforementioned Exhibit 1 
by Party A displayed a control brightness of 10 with an exposure time of 66 milliseconds,

4
f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


Real-Time Litigation Alerts
  Keep your litigation team up-to-date with real-time  

alerts and advanced team management tools built for  
the enterprise, all while greatly reducing PACER spend.

  Our comprehensive service means we can handle Federal, 
State, and Administrative courts across the country.

Advanced Docket Research
  With over 230 million records, Docket Alarm’s cloud-native 

docket research platform finds what other services can’t. 
Coverage includes Federal, State, plus PTAB, TTAB, ITC  
and NLRB decisions, all in one place.

  Identify arguments that have been successful in the past 
with full text, pinpoint searching. Link to case law cited  
within any court document via Fastcase.

Analytics At Your Fingertips
  Learn what happened the last time a particular judge,  

opposing counsel or company faced cases similar to yours.

  Advanced out-of-the-box PTAB and TTAB analytics are  
always at your fingertips.

Docket Alarm provides insights to develop a more  

informed litigation strategy and the peace of mind of 

knowing you’re on top of things.

Explore Litigation 
Insights

®

WHAT WILL YOU BUILD?  |  sales@docketalarm.com  |  1-866-77-FASTCASE

API
Docket Alarm offers a powerful API 
(application programming inter-
face) to developers that want to 
integrate case filings into their apps.

LAW FIRMS
Build custom dashboards for your 
attorneys and clients with live data 
direct from the court.

Automate many repetitive legal  
tasks like conflict checks, document 
management, and marketing.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS
Litigation and bankruptcy checks 
for companies and debtors.

E-DISCOVERY AND  
LEGAL VENDORS
Sync your system to PACER to  
automate legal marketing.


