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Research on the Application of Law of theDoctrine of Equivalents
HEI Xiao-b ng
(TheH igh Peop ke’ s Court of Chongqing, Chongqing 401147 China )

Abstract The applicaton of the doctrine of equ valents has played a pran nent wle n man tain ng the nterests of the paten tee
effectively but brought uncertainty of range of patent protecton W hik a people’ s court applies the docirine of equivalents only
serbus ly studying its pupose natre applicable conditbns judgnent criterbn and reasonable restrictbn can the court accu-
rately better grasp this principle and make a far and objectve udgm ent
Key words patent infringement doctrine of equivalents application of lw
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