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Gene Sequences Patent Legitimacy: the Disputes
in the United States and Their Revelation

GAO Li
(School of Law, Nanjing University, Nanjing 210093, Jiangsu, China)

Abstract: The United States patent policies and related legal cases are wavering between “closed to

” resulting in the unceasing patent legitimacy disputes, especially in the

patent” and “against patent,
field of gene sequence patent. Both parties in the disputes put forward their respective arguments from
the laws, group interests and patent policy. The disputes inevitably lead to gene patent eligibility top-
ics and patent validity problem. In such a situation, it is more sensible to find a solution to actual
problems by grasping the main issue.
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