IR TTRY T REPE R I

2 SEAMMXOYTIREVESN I T RS DI REPE SN BETHRF AR X H B 1) i T
AFEFIbRE, (HERRM A SEAE TSI SEE, HEIMILBIT 5 A LR 18 ) H AT
YR TR, Rl 2B b AW e T AE sk ESRAUR LRI fRY, dEmiR AR
A VIR R T TE o IR, A AT T D REE SR N A Sl S HRCR, b KBl
AN BT Th RETESE AL ERE MR I A 210 5] S EIR IIR LA . 4 LA
WA B PRI XS B, WA T s A st ARBCHINT 2 M. &
SLTDIRENE S BRI X oy SRl 2 BRI ThRENE RN R 25 1 AR A

R A BCTE ThEetE AL A

—., [BBHIRH

RIEIRE (BRNEY 28 2 5528 4 R T AN BT E S, AN BT 75 AT 2
itk (REO HDigett GET TN W7 mPEsR . prelohgete 240t
Wi B AR, ESEERROA E L BRI TIREE”  (de facto functional) , MLl
REMER TS UbARXS, EREFCN R B DIGEHE”  (de jure functional) , ¥Z
T AR LeAN eh ™ i D e PE st .

et I 2 AR BB ] CEIESCRUEI AL R, AL R BB R 52D
AT H RS R (BanssR st TR M AN UESE D 3 EEALE ), R
UL 2L (channeling doctrine) ZERFSFAI = BURITIE AL T, Fxt
— P GRS ERA R A R A T AE SRR R ) BB, DR SR U A AL T
TR I A BB RBRT o Dygett ittt CEFEDiRetE i REE) it
TR, AN R AR 2 DI RE I, B A IR A AN ) 5 — Bl R Ry
fIE“ 3 B H R D g e " A HEOR Dy Re e, WA i B HRHE B
HBACRE . 8%, KBS S 7 IEDh Rtk KW T RHIE, 2N T 544

""In re Morton-Norwich Prod., Inc., 671 F.2d 1332, 1337 (C.C.P.A. 1982).

“ Du Mont, Jason J. and Janis, Mark David, Functionality in Design Protection Systems,
19 Journal of Intellectual Property Law 261, 263 (2012).

“ Mark P. McKenna, An Alternative Approach to Channeling?, 51 Wm. & Mary L. Rev. 873
(2009).

B (e N RIR RS T B AL L IR Sy S R RE RS T R SR (EFE (2009) 21
F) #-+—2%%; COUNCIL REGULATION (EC) No 6/2002 of 12 December 2001 on Community
designs, Article 8(1).
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BFRT et it o

R by AIDRERE R TR DL 7 B SR IR AN 0
WAL, AT, (EX T IR IR b BN TR, RSB H)
TR S 0 AN (R AR R PSRN PR A
TS R R BRI X, TR B (AT,
AR

=, ThEEMERNIAYER

(— ) DRV ERENER

IR CERAHRRD B, 7 TR — BRE R AR 3
SUBH R BT S R, Gl ETAR . FURR AR OFTLL, T
BEPER DU T AN O RE R, TR RIER. . UK, DREPERE
SRR AR TR BT A T REFT LR R — R
S I BRARIE A A A TR T RHIE. 5=, TRt i H AR
SR IR U AR AT AT, 588 St SRR B o e 72—
RN, IR AR K T o A LA 8 5L P25 T P RO R
GERE (2009) 215)  CHFR “ G 7 ) S RISREDREMEBOHFE R A
JESAEFE T AE: SHREPERASAEIR IR B2 2 B T A Y2 (RS, T
P AFALAE GRUH 2 R R T4 18

B AR S RSB I, IO AR S 7 8 0 —
PR, TSI RE TP — Ve T FE B 0 WL
MR TR (LD SIS IO 2 B IR —, B R V4 T R
(BB TR U (R, o AT LIS 5 0 s AN R0 7 5
VUATRE SO REOZEIT, WA T ST R R Bt SR DT B S0 3
HEE, T, A REBEE SR P A AR USE TR T AR 28
e, REAFEB RO RS R EL .

T RBNRER (CERRBAERF (2017) ) 5 85 KX DR ME R THRFIE

w Christopher V. Carani, Design Rights: Functionality and Scope of Protection 32
(Wolters Kluwer 2017).

O (R RIH A TR RS 20100 (2019 SEAEIT) PSS RS 6. 1 .

T EFKMNERUR LRI S R RS ST . 2R TR R BT B F AN B R RIS U T B
R, e NRIEBATEBAIRT (2012) 1THRF5E 14 5. 25 85 S48 R0l m AU A = VRV L (g
Je DA R AR FE IR TR AM G R Chom NRGER RF RS (2015) RIEFH 23 5) =
T IX—M A, AR “—RME, DhRethE b RRExs T 78 oh B AR e AR A B B35 5
M
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RPN T S EAR A RRE A5 A AR [ BT ABARY S H 7 i DO R 5 1B THRFAIE
ATHERE; W77 IR RE BTHRAIE, 28 D REA IR EME—tRE . ANHIERE
DR ZR T BRI BETHRFALE s BORBRHERLAE (R B0E Dy 1 S B L R & 5% SR L AR H
FRIAN R GE # 1) B THRFIE J& T DhREVE BETHRFAE .

(=) Bee RN EEIER
1. XEHNMEMKEK

KESN TR Th e e 2 IR ETRetE” , HORIER TSN
SE SCHP SR EOR K F AR R . BE 2 1902 4F (RELAIE) MERINE. T
REE J5L ) A B S 2 e R AE P ORI R AR e v AR LA 58 V2 i S FHARFAE A AW e 1
ZIE S 2 MR R R . BIFTEL, O TR ORYT, AN AU B SR i
PRSI, AR D RE SR E - 1)

FE— BB, JRBEA SN BT R BCH W N 24 5 T2 U R YT HRFE, FE AR
FERUA LRI 75 2 X 7 DU REPERAIE S AR DI REVERFAE,  IF HANDE T AR Th RETERF ALt
RPN T MBS, X IFAR E ARSI W7 At — A SO AR D ek
RFAEREAT B — LU B e 02k dbh, RIS R= 5 ARG SR A R Th e, H L
R 5 B2 5 5 SRR AR A BT )t mT DL e P g . 1)

ISP UL 2 75 8 T T AP B 84 22 A SR 0L T 8 b U P 1 2
FHMTAE, FOrR LT R 75 17 15 R 0 R A I Th R % R 2 —. o
S LTI I YR R T A7 SEHEME I DD A R AR . 9B, Ry
FER AR, BRI LB TR, R B, T L%
FEILABEZ . OOMURR AR A, AT WA BT A B F T B Y

* See, e.g., 0ddzOn Prod., Inc. v. Just Toys, Inc., 122 F.3d 1396, 1405 (Fed. Cir.
1997).

o Perry J. Saidman, The Demise of the Functionality Doctrine in Design Patent Law, 92
Notre Dame L. Rev 1471, 1483 (2017) (citing Donald S. Chisum, Chisum on Patents §
23.03[4] (2006)).

17 Bonito Boats, Inc. v. Thunder Craft Boats, Inc., 489 U.S. 141, 148, 109 S. Ct. 971,
976, 103 L. Ed. 2d 118 (1989).

" Richardson v. Stanley Works, Inc., 597 F.3d 1288, 1293 (Fed. Cir. 2010).

"? See Apple Inc. v. Samsung Elecs. Co., 786 F.3d 983, 999 (Fed. Cir. 2015), rev’d and
remanded, 137 S. Ct. 429, 196 L. Ed. 2d 363 (2016).

" Ethicon Endo-Surgery, Inc. v. Covidien, Inc., 796 F.3d 1312, 1334 (Fed. Cir. 2015).
" Berry Sterling Corp. v. Pescor Plastics, Inc., 122 F.3d 1452, 1456 (Fed. Cir. 1997).
" See Best Lock Corp. v. Ilco Unican Corp., 94 F.3d 1563, 1566 (Fed. Cir. 1996); Seiko
Epson Corp. v. Nu—Kote Int’1, Inc., 190 F.3d 1360, 1368 (Fed. Cir. 1999): Ethicon Endo-
Surgery, Inc. v. Covidien, Inc., 796 F.3d 1312, 1330 -32 (Fed. Cir. 2015).

" See Ethicon Endo-Surgery, Inc. v. Covidien, Inc., 796 F.3d 1312, 1329 - 30 (Fed. Cir.
2015).
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HoAb 5 sk, B2 2 AHER iZ T E 2R DhaeER) 25k, 07

R0 R IR B A7 A B R I AT SR BIR], BB hm i — N AR TE AR 1Y
b, RO A5] 40 S€ B AL BE T & F) D590, 992 Fitzn “ SR & AN B THBE A A A
FETIRETER o

2. BBV AL E MK Bk

CERILARAP I 511264510 C(EC) No. 6/2002) 25 8 ZHME T HHFIAS T LRI R 15
THEFE: AN HERDIRE TR E B DI REME R THRAAE LA SO UL (must—fit) MI&THEE
fiEo  CBRILARANISETH &) BIRUCER 10 26358, ARGE Y HE AR D) 5E v e i)
FEOESR T AP BT R P R BEAS TR QUHTs  [RIFE, AN [E] ot R 7 it 2 T8 EL AR R PR
AN PR ORI B R BRI A B 1 111 52 21 FEAS o

Yo R SR Wit B AR AR S RetE . Y bR
JEMAN HPBT R ATES)  (98/71/EC) JalMFIb@ . s, FRMANRTT
o “HEARZREME” br#E (multiplicity—of—-forms) , WHEN“BAKTT briE, 5
(R AN AE A BARBCTHRFE T LLSEI ™ i R HOR DRI, A A R BT HRIIE /2 D)
REVERT . RTZOTERAOAE T AERZENEIL T 2R B LIHER D RE BT
B, M Ehee R0 LR TS, B $E A AT DO A R A e A sk A
T A SEIL S S Fo0 D Re It 2B Wr o D915 M AL e A Bt s B B As
A, B, RS AT O HRE R T — @ R B H, W HRHE AR
I ARDGERT g . @0l

W FIR AR (BUTPO) EVRZR RN, R REE, (OGE
Dt 5 RAFns, IS AR SN BRI A T A AT ORGP, PRI 24 5% B
228 ” bt (reasonable observer) (HFR “Lindner” FréfE) . PU“itE =K
PRt 5 BRI LS E AR E SO IR G R ” FrifE (causative criteria) o

KR ER VAR N TR RO R7br e, X BEPE S 2 bR E Y T ofedt, e HI N
BT A % MG LT VAL, B, an SR SE LR D RE 7R SR LA B RS R 3
Rl e ST A KR R, ARG ERHER A RIEEFER, BAR

" Avia Grp. Int’1, Inc. v. L.A. Gear California, Inc., 853 F.2d 1557, 1563 (Fed. Cir.
1988), abrogated by Egyptian Goddess, Inc. v. Swisa, Inc., 543 F.3d 665 (Fed. Cir.
2008) .

" Amp Inc v Utilux Pty Ltd, (1972) RPC 103.

European Commission, Legal review on industrial design protection in Europe 86-87
(15 April 2016).

*ICD 9231 decision of the Invalidity Division of 30 April, 2014.

“ R 690/2007-3 Lindner Recyclingtech GmbH v Lars Franssons Verkstdder AB (Board of
Appeal, 22 October 2009).

[19]
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i CERIRSP BT 2601 55 8 (1) 2R RUE M RIHEANERY VLRI Z N, R AR
B IR E TR . BREDIEBGA Y, AR TSR e, B4 HAEA AT
LA X B AR T BE A e 1Y) m] e et 2N SR AN BT AL S I A e B AL
bRy, EAZIRAG L HRIPT G 26T HIBR ] . 2Pl B AT LA i B A% ) 35
PR HIE . 77 S PR S O i T SEIUAR R BOR Th RE R B AR B T35 . @

3. AR ENKER

R CHASMBLE) 55 5 2658 3 A S oRBRULEE, A R b Th e M 4
2B P AR B S SR A5 A 23 140 PR R RS PR B8 T BN el P {5 T o o e 23 1
AR BT, AREMAM BT, USRI T R Thae vk vt Sh st /Ry,
25 = NSEhti FATIZ D RER) 7 it A AR, AT A R Bl 5riE 5l BEAS ™
N4ty a8

CHASMRWTHE) 56 5 258 3 FCRFEE K 10 4F (1998 47) R #4111l
FER SNBSS o SLEEFE N, TRER™ mh DI Re I 0 TR I8 T AR+
B, N2 3L ML SE R ANE RS, R RTE R W 2R 32 B /P BT A )
¥, e e A ST H AR B A)IE DAHE M 2R WSO [ B 45 5, d {7 i 1) R R
SR Z BRY, XMASHI S A] Re ARSI . AT REE SR NAE H A EE T
A B8 R B AU BT R ZE W — BOR DI Re AR Im 15 T, I an i RER BRI . #
g

HA CHMGTHE B EMEY (&R0 34F (2021 4F) 3 A 31 HIBIE) 2 6 H Nk
MRS BT R AR, AR D REME TR T AU BT B A 2B T AL
TGRS AR E SN BT 2 15 & T 0 OR 7™ b Th e BT 6 20 TR AL J ) ¥ 1t
i, ROEP BRSNS B R AR, 4
. REAEAET] RE I AR LLRIEY) it () Dh RE B U i, etk o
BRANTTIRE SR TR SN FEVCTH AN BT 5 R BT IR S . jEAh, DRttt
T, BAOR it B T35k R 9 8 ) ) P 2 55 e b R AL AR 0 5 O TZ IR A 1 R 15
e

®1¢-395/16 DOCERAM GmbH v CeramTec GmbH ECLI:EU:C:2018:172.

AR AN ThBETE MR HE AR v 7 KK (1438 % % — £ DOCERAM 45 FR Bt 4F 2 71 F
CeramTec AR FTEAFRIBAMBETFR B ,  CHTEI7RD) 2019 455 1 8, 28 57 171,
TR 10 SEEE T VE BIRHE AR | ME, V. E5435 (MREcoaEDI(E
I O LRERRS)

https://www. jpo. go. jp/system/laws/rule/guideline/design/shinsa ki jun/kaitei/document/hl
0_isho/i53. pdf, #/Evim HH: 2021 45 H 18 H.
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SR, B e B AR AN 5 B A i K AL T S AT SRASE . 200 IR A
RUIREE AR i, HANRBCTHE B AT LRAEN, B shil o] 255 2
ISP BETE . PO A SBIAAT IR E IR, DHREVEBCUHRFIEAE Y AU s T AR AR 1B
PERIBT A T5 18, DI ASMIEBETH IR ORIV HERR, (XTSI ik DO RE T &
DAUE FIE) « FF AR IR BT RF IS IR R T SRS — o 27)

(=) &

EaR S A X S T D RETE IR A RLE , A EXIR E 51 S B, P iRIR A
EIRAKR, AHR LB P AFAE R ZE o T R A2 e 712 381 B A B R R 21 9335
Wk AR . KE. HA,

Horb, BREDOR T IHREPEBLUT I o 2R AR G A E,  iZARiEAE BAAIE I o 558
FEL R B ARBO b EAE A IR 2R, AR5 — AR R SRR X DhREPEBLTHfiet—
Didig. WEmREEGERA 7 RURIARHE. PO R, HAETH XL
N A T REVE S AT CBIFE “R 5 A 2R X0, XA ARt
BONEW BAAAEIEIARUER ). S E B2, S IhREVEJFIAR O ) — L e B AR 1Y
[F] AL Ol R . B, ThAENE SR YEZ MR AE S &R, AN BT RS S RIAR
B FHBLCL R R WL R ARG O IX 51 55

=, AR e R KR

(= ) SABRIT XY ThREME AV Y 4R 3P

FE—WAN i, AR ThRETEXS TR &AM it 2Z I A STk mT BEAS
[l A% S RTHRFIE R =03k, “WTHRFIE T By N ThBETE BTtk it 8t
THRAIE LS T REVE 5 22 i PE AL (T HRFE”, “ DhRETE 5 e U Ik St B i e v AR xe
BARALGEROR AR W) 75 B2 p8 AR I VE A 5 g5, AR IR, X1 AR b %
REFZM ] REAIRS K28, e Z WARXT BN 28Teig iy, ShU it LI Thfg
PE, MENP b B EAT R, SREAFAE. JCHI dAIRT S, AP BT IR =il
M FE FGE MBI ThRE” . BN, BAAFEINR I PCRHI 2 R AN F]

“) Christopher V. Carani, Design Rights: Functionality and Scope of Protection 384, 387
(Wolters Kluwer 2017).

“) Christopher V. Carani, Design Rights: Functionality and Scope of Protection 386
(Wolters Kluwer 2017).

“" Christopher V. Carani, Design Rights: Functionality and Scope of Protection 388-389
(Wolters Kluwer 2017).
GNP T SRR S R A IR A AR E RIS 5, e N R Ibe RS vk
B (2014) RIZTH 34 5.
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MR R MR OREIES, AR (R e
IR LIEMAER IR () KR,

HAR— BN DI RENE BETHOUR T ARELER, (27 fn (0 1 S5 m] g R B e 1A
GBI ER . BN, IRBEUCNRRIRTES G 24 ety AR, AR, THIK. AR
WA SEDIREMIATIE T, HERT LIRS /. BRI IR R A BOR N i
THE B, ATREAESANFIRE AR T AN R SRR SRR, DR mT A DA SR it T
PAGRYT . "BOSRIM, HRE EACGANIIAEAI L, BN T IR A AN BT 32 FKAUR
RO, Rt AE 5Kz R An Pl eSO RN iR Thsg, V& BEAL e i
DhaeAEH BAR,

AR, X TR A E R E DR E BT G AR SR (48 R B L IR A1
WBETE, AR USRS E I PTRLALEC & v TR, ke nl A Bt Sk N Th etk
e BUMERE, WERDIFBUNHIIRE, WATRLKAE T IhRetEseih . X DhRe/E ROt
PR e R S 2 1B ARBE, FALR AR IR E & S BCE D B ARt . BT
L, RSB Bt B RS AR A L A SO RE AR BRE AU HT I T~ TR ThREIE it 2 i

B

(=) AR REERN T TR

AR R U R SR R, RSP T T435 P 5R
FRRIIER X, AR B IR, S B TE A R ASRE T2
PPN . ARSI RO I 5, 6 A S B B A i
TP R, JFESNBRIRL. BBCHIT G 5B T LR .

CELN

LLZ AT OC (SR14) 7 AMRBLHHE B RAT LA 4y 9091, kBt T
UL TUE DA SR AT R e e DA e i R Al 7 dh AR T (MR AN R T DhRe 1 vt

“) See Bergstrom v. Sears, Roebuck & Co., 496 F. Supp. 476, 498 -99 (D. Minn. 1980).
SRR R F B SR E A A IR AT . AL LAS R IA A IR A TR E AN B A
WM %, e ANREFRRFEHARA (20100 R4ETFH 189 F.

" Best Lock Corp. v. Ilco Unican Corp., 94 F.3d 1563 (Fed. Cir. 1996)

B See Perry J. Saidman, Functionality and Design Patent Validity and Infringement, 91 J. PAT. &
TRADEMARK OFF. SOC’Y 313, 318-20 (2009).

WS AKBEES: AN LRI ARBCHI W AR SRR I AR, B R AR 4
CEREERTT (20100 ) , B 112 T $HAFRFEE: (SIEITTRRAH B 55LEHR) ,» &
BEHRRAE 2010 AR, 5 99-100 U1 WL TFERARARSE KM LR R HF L ns. W
L5 RHUEE A FRA A AP BT R BATEM D R, e N RIEBATBCAI T (2010) 473
%55,

U EF AR R E R RS S . IR ERE T R A T AN RIRLTE AT B
o E, e NRIEBATEBAIRT (2012) 1THRFE 14 5.
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REIE. BRI, X TFIX /=i E, AR MBS v = B 2 am B P 1) f
R, IZFE T MRS R A 2 R BB B = SRR 1S P HE

“TUMRAPBLT BRI 55— BB 5] - BUOME 22235 2 5 e IR ) 3d o 2 4R
(R —TAT, TG R R A W TR 9T AN 1) 2 m B P o . (B2 X FE APk &
FEEmZ, HE AN 252 RSB RIRY . BRI A ] 0 22 e E
T 2 AL A KU IR AR LB T ) 361, FL A AR P B0 2 4 ik 2% R A W 8 11 037)
%,

N TSI EORTT ARy, B AT LA R — &K A& Rig KR 5
AABEH RS BN, &R~ “—RIETPA DR 1% 5074746 5 HALF], %0
B HAA SR AR 1) BT A I 2 I A i o () 5k Rk D AR AR B, BB T
B H SRS ) N & I H . Bl R ANRBRROY “ TATTE” (15 1286491
SR Z R AP HEE 1286747 5. 55 1286748 5. £ 1286749
T 5 1286750 S ORBAAM BT A AR oR T AR LSRR FETEARYI. BURI &
SRIBIL VM AU SEIR T DR R 8 BOR DR H 16

% 5074746 SEFIE £ 1286491 SHMILITHLE 2 1286747 S ITIE

W2 WA AN RR A A VR LU T R X T AT BR A FHR BN B LRI A 4y %, BRI
Be RS A e (2015) VP AIRVITFE 427 5.

B WERHEAR ST RS B PR A S T AR S H B B A R A AN RGBT 4 &,
e N RVEBEATEBCA TS (2011) 478756 1 5

U IR B R ST IR A T S RS ST IR AT . SRR RET R A s R A F R
EAMBEHE RIS K, fmm NREBRRERRT (2014) RIBTFE 193 5.
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% 1286748 SN ITIE £ 1286749 SHMIE L E 28 1286750 SHMIZ T E

% [ FFEA Z RLIH 5. U Richardson v. Stanley Works ZEH )2 Ik
THAFETFW. k. B ORER, BIRER IR RIS 1% T AR 1) 251
PEBS, AHR R TEE BT S BINHE, B P R A %™ s, A 36 A
BTH L R BCHI T AR 7= S 387 B RS2 i BRI N2 2 /b Ok
TE 1% Ah T f 2 i e ?

M, NEFMABAINRITX AR

(=) AR ERBAEN N HEERE T ZRMCHERY

AR, G P EAR MR EANE TR SR OR BT VAT S BTE T, S R ARIIE
BT HIBUAN 5 FAE B DTk B, IR 1R FEAS B QU AR ph A e, m FERTER
SNEE B RIE TR WARCRA SRR bR, A BHE A AT BLE
XA IR AR SR SN BT AL M AE 2 s8 BRI R ORI, 1 e 75 3 R 9
BRMBFBRAT, RSO A 5 IOk SR B B M R BORRCR B~ i, BEAS 7]
REMIBOREE . SR, X —HPERME 1AM BT AU S R LRI X5, POy — 3 §2
BT RS AIBUN] . S, H AR HRETE R ORI B AT AT X

H5E, AN BT DI REPE A ORI B I SN PRI TR S L, A B R A
JR 1k

WRIE (R SB\Sk. BBLA. BB+ —2, AMILBROTHBUR DRy v Bl A2 i 4
FH R B AR RS b BAR 1R BCE AN BT o SR THAH (R B3 3 ABL ) 4 B
R R LR PN TTE, MBI B AL 08 ROR B WL ot E R 2
EAHF A L. Forr, ASF BT AR S E X AU T BRI 58 R B Dk =

™ Richardson v. Stanley Works, Inc., 597 F.3d 1288, 1294 (Fed. Cir. 2010).
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PO T AFIRE . JEIESMBTB 77 SN T B ) DI RE B AR T %, thA
T UM BIAnETE ¢ PAE DR BRI N S a0 VIR, BRI
WU T U B R M 2, B BUR ZSR P I ST RAEIR T R ORI AT T & R
PR HNAE I BIECRTTER, R DLE R EOR ORI b I HOR T SRR S B PR E

Hixk, BRMBARMESE, SPBLHHIRBERAT BT R R AR, (H RSk
WEBEHBO D REVE SR LA ORI .95 1 K B LA

BTN TR IR R — R, B2 T R0 LM ) — i B A Sz
Jra, PR E B ORI FE A 1 S e DAL O SRR HEAT R . VAN AN BETH SR AL O
PR TIRAL S AR A AN S e, ANFE TR B M R 5%, T
I AR5 A ORY o P B L M S 7 Oy v B E RS VR RR e, HnT DL IS
BlanErrrehte . M2 AR IR R MR BUEVEHE . TZP 8. Thaeds, it
B € M PRIVE R . 1 B EE R BT RE R ARSI T 3. B 1 SO A S RS
AN, FEARBURERF T, 3 FO VR A5 R S5 X A B A R i DR Ve A gk — 20
oKk, XA IR BEE BORBED AT R, 1o

AR, R PRI 5 B LE AN BT AURAR 22 o RO 3E I AP0 8] 2 SE IR 45
ARITEIRY S WERMERTE, =N AR 2 X e A H 23 Rk it o
REBEH B PRV

(=) MMRITHUEENRF FEARESEHR

FEXT RSN REE R M, BB R R4y B se . ATLL,
TrafFix X TIHREPERIE B AR IR: 8T Inwood ARifEH &)™ dhRFILZ 5
ORI P IR B H s B B R RS B R s WERARYE Tnwood
bR, PR AR DI RETE AT, AR AEBE L AUE ] Qualitex brifE, H A%
PRI S RSP E LT S EELRNERSLH , Bk, R
A S D RERIAS 2RI . BRSNS AR ORI AR UL, A s EEE Z AU
BOHBON DI REVE RG22 7 AR R GE R

B, SN RUAN R T RIARAL R ft T IERRRI RS, IR il S

) See McKenna, Mark P., What’s the Frequency, Kenneth? Channeling Doctrines in

Trademark Law. Intellectual Property and Information Wealth, Peter Yu, ed., Praeger
215, 216 (2007)
R e N BRI B O T o B L R A 45 e P A TRE Y (R (2020) 19 5) =

%

NI “RIAMESREINREMERIR IR SR . CEARIBIR) 2016 455 8 1, 3R 136 T
“J Christian Louboutin S.A. v. Yves Saint Laurent Am. Holdings, Inc., 696 F.3d 206, 220
(2d Cir. 2012).
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KL R 181K 70 38 5 R SCRBAE AN BT AL S R W& R TR R i 5 (78 L
Ko

FETR bR, DHRENE S A% Lo+ — TR B AT B b i AN B O SR BILK
ARAERGRGIFEE . AT S RN RERE “ZFIT I ot el 7
IR THEEVESRFRN T4 A E U, ZIER R (e BRI iR v
MR B I AERAF AR AR 2B s BB SRR AN A A BOR A A s AT DI fE
PERE AR AT LA e I B OR3P RSRBUE AR QIR K x4, (H2 AL R
B R /5 SCVF A E A, AR R VPR IR v R AR, Ks
BELAG A 2 F IR ZEOR . IR, VEBEFEIZ R IE A T 5 5k EAR AN 2 R R AR
KNEDIRENE. SKbs b, TR S, 7 dh R IR A 7 R A R s R
A DA R I REME R MR AN BRI, ThEEPE SR AR bR R BB T A
I, EALE T ST REME S S TR MW T I A 2% .

HIRLBETEBGHE B 3R I 2 25 M DRI HARR, o3 E SN A I PR3 X
15 4. Brbh, RUEANILBCTH AU DI BETE I TH SR Bt 1 2B IR, X — 2B WU OR4 39
REKPLFEEAZ, AR ERAZBTCIRT, o438 1T LESMIL B
TR G B H A Bt

HIR, AN BCTHRUIRBEAF B At . BENE (BE SR BbsE) SFORIE T
PR TR R R EAE AR T A7 B A%

AERBEIEREGE . R HA, B 7 DI B3NS RAREAT RO
Wi 753k, RI—Ahdk T =7 LUAC IR BB 3% . WIIAE et — 5 T A Bl 1 BR 1 4
WBLHBUIAS G 5K, 55— 5 T8 B 1 S HE R € SR TR AR B AR AL
R TR B, CWORE) BB+ 2RpilE, BN X T34 it it
REAEAH T AASNL BT B AR B TR AL, 38 5 X AR Bt B BEAR A 0t BOR B8 AT
SN, DHEETERCTHIE W RE s ANBUA B, BUMZ B ERIR &y 1 Sl &
HREF LN B E A BRILEF 2 —, BARZ M AIHEE MRz, el
RAF ORI AN BT PR X BT Bt AR e sk i it 52, APBETHE

[43]

Jay Dratler Jr., Trademark Protection for Industrial Designs, 1988 U. ILL. L. REV.
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