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Preface

Patent systems in leading industrial nations like Germany, Japan and the United
States have an important impact on research development and product commercializa-
tion.

The elaboration and further refinement of efficient patent litigation proceedings in
these jurisdictions is of utmost importance in order to guarantee powerful enforcement
of patent rights.

Practitioners with a multinational focus on patent disputes will have to be aware
about the specific legal conditions in the various countries.

The book provides a comparative overview on patent law and patent litigation
proceedings in Germany/Europe, Japan and the United States. The systematic presenta-
tion of the legal systems including comprehensive references reveals differences and
similarities.

Munich, October 2014
Johann Pitz
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