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ABSTRACT

A graphical user interface is a fundamental part
of any software application as it enables users
to interact with an application’s functionality,
allowing interaction between computer software
and hardware. The hybrid nature is a feature
of GUIs. Therefore, it can qualify for all three
forms of intellectual property protection: patent,
copyright, and trademark. Each of these three
forms has its pros and cons in terms of protecting
graphical user interfaces. However, industrial
design rights eventually seem to be the best system
for protecting graphical user interfaces. Therefore,
this study mainly focuses on the industrial design
protection for the GUIs as well as the industrial
design protection of GUIs in WTO member
states, and in some cases, a comparison has been
made with the Iranian legal system. A review
of different legal systems indicates that in cases
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where the user interface is to be supported in more than one country, and at the
international level, some points such as the scope of protection, filing routes
and priority rights should be considered, and suggestions have been presented
for modification of the protection system of GUIs as well as synchronization of
protections. Furthermore, there are legal issues with respect to cloud computing
and graphical user interfaces that need to be considered, including the protection
of the intellectual property of both the user and the provider.
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[Extended Abstract]

A graphical user interface is a fundamental part of any software application
as it enables users to interact with an application’s functionality, allowing
interaction between computer software and hardware. Some of the elements
of the user interface are purely functional, while other elements can provide
an expression that consumers identify with a particular supplier of goods or
services. This potential for functional, aesthetic, and consumer-identifiable
expression demonstrates the hybrid nature of user interfaces. Therefore, it can
qualify for all three forms of intellectual property protection: patent, copyright,
and trademark. Copyright law does not adequately protect graphical user
interfaces because of the relationship between the images portrayed on the
screen and the underlying computer codes that create the images. Although
it is arguably true that the underlying computer code is a work fixed in a
tangible medium of expression, the unique characteristics of software make
this unilateral directive difficult to apply. The other reason that copyright law is
usually insufficient is that it requires that a design be copied in order to violate
copyright protection. Thirdly, design patents do not have a fair use defense,
while copyright does. Finally, a computer user interface, although original and
fixed in a tangible medium of expression, may lack copyright protection if it
is a method of operation, process, or procedure. Unlike copyright law, patent
protection is available for inventions that bring a new technical solution to a
technical problem, but do not protect aesthetic creations or the presentation
of information. Trademark law, on the other hand, possesses the following
advantages over design patent and copyright law: (1) the test for trademark
infringement is simpler than that of design patent or copyright law; (2) the
duration of trademark protection is potentially infinite, unlike design patent and
copyright law; (3) the costs of trademark protection, although close in dollar
amount to design patent protection, can be justified; and (4) trademark law
provides a plaintiff with all of the remedies of design patent law without the
limits imposed on a copyright plaintiff. Trade dress as a branch of trademark
law provides the best protection for graphical user interfaces. The trade dress
of a product is essentially its total image and overall appearance. It involves the
total image of a product and may include features such as size, shape, color or
color combinations, texture, graphics, or even particular sales techniques.
Industrial design right is considered to be one of the best forms of intellectual
property protection when it comes to protecting graphical user interfaces. The
ICC survey shows that among the 24 jurisdictions studied, 20 allow GUIs to
be protected as designs, and the UAE does not allow design protection for
GUISs, while in India, design protection may conceivably be granted under the
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Designs Act but clear guidelines are awaited. Depending on the country, design
protection for GUIs has different designations. In many jurisdictions, there is
no substantive examination (e.g. a search to check whether the design is new
or possesses individual character) of GUI design applications by the national
IP office. While in other countries substantive examination and prior design
searches are conducted in GUI design applications. In several countries, the
GUI itself can be registered independently of the physical product to which it
is applied. In other jurisdictions, there is a requirement to show a connection
between the GUI and the physical product in which it is integrated, through
graphical representation and/or description. The connection between a GUI
displayed through VR technology and a physical product is still an open question
and a source of difficulties in many jurisdictions. This is because the GUIs in
VR systems are often displayed in the virtual environment in which the user’s
presence is simulated, not on a screen or other physical product which can be
depicted in a design filing. In jurisdictions where it is not necessary to specify
a connection between the GUI and the physical product to which it is applied,
GUISs displayed through VR technology can be more easily protected. Animated
GUIs bring additional challenges in terms of graphical representation, as the
animation itself cannot usually be depicted in the application or most design
databases. In some jurisdictions, animations can be protected through a single
application. In other jurisdictions, animations cannot be directly protected
through a single application, but some allow protection indirectly through
the filing of multiple design applications. In all of the surveyed jurisdictions,
there are no special requirements for the determination of GUI design validity
compared to other designs - in most countries, a design is valid if it meets
the requirements on novelty and distinctive character/inventiveness. All the
jurisdictions which protect GUI designs have a national registration system
in place. Additionally, regional routes such as registered Community designs
(in the EU) and OAPI designs (in the African OAPI Member States) may be
available. Jurisdictions that participate in the Hague System also benefit from
an international filing route. Three roles can be adopted by actors in the cloud
environment: the Cloud Provider, the Cloud User, and the End User. The IP
rights of each of these actors can be infringed by the other or a third party.
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Kateb Damghani, Mohammad Mahdi. “Intellectual Property Protection for Graphical User Interfaces”. Jour. of Legal
Res. 23, no. 57 (June 4, 2024): 465-504.



bl gl S8 ElSIb Coles [ Slreld SIS ipetace

gy 9 (xlgd 4o cliseo GlaygiS ) a5 0l )5 jlaise |y oy ool bl iz Sl
9 gl d Ol (lgB L g 103 3929 (SIS (6)8 slakaly io )b ) Cole (41,
S015 oy oyl o olacalis

Caws oS Sl oyl cabasly oyl 3 Ciliseo  Bois slapllas 3,S0g) 51 2T S Oygpo e
slopllss (yls8 31 ST pjline «(5)8 lalad, 5l Colos (sl cuslio Slyho g ilgS 2o
P b joSde (ylgd Babai L b ol di oyl )3 asdpitn (glygS oty cciliseo (o>
Colon S (slanoly 3 (S 4l pga 29,180 Lo Botis pllas g8 bl g ncanis (il  Sois
Sladigy 9 (198 3l S Aiojls & Sl )by GgmnslysS )b 5l (o E5 (el a5
(25T p3lts o o oS sl s 5 298 0 S Rl )3 staiio g5 48 sl 985 Slo
(SlaygaS 3l 5olas5 cslantugy 5 (lsh alia (3l 53 (bl sl B 598 (sl 5 158 )
5 Sl il 0 (s Ml S5 B 55 Sl 2 il e logl iae
ool 0y S Boi> plai VF 5 Ml S35k 3L s Glaaseie (3155 ool (slvaidly
B Oleer bl adl 13 pgac 13 opme )3 oyt yiaw 13 (S 68 slalaly oS Ll
2998 SS9 )8 by 5l Culeo i calisen (98 gLl lawgs s BB (ol g 51
Ol 1,5 )13 Coles 390 (el haw 53 9 )98 X 5 i 3 Sl p3Y g G S
P SELS byl Coles (sl (olpogels da o Sl (39 00 2 shao Loxid] 1345 iy
2ol 1,3 sl by SIS (S pln )3 5 831 3929 (ol s dans

|y sizgs Bgin luws (6,1, slnlay b o bl &8 oMbl (5,55 celmody 3 ,Sas S
leSb] 5l b g 55l olSel ] gl ot )3 e (6l i3 el o) ot
Ozt Ul (Jle lgisdr P05 0 wal)8 )5 (Sl pogas laasin b oyl i 5
Dg0d il g 1y (e cCanwl 0 0,053 00|yl (glaygyu 434S 35 138105 3] ool b las

31,5 (6 39,15 bl pogdo -
S Ly iy 5 sl Y (KBS ()5 Ll b Jlont L] o Boiis Cnlio g0 5] Lt

5.7SD Levi and KC Riedel, “Cloud computing: understanding the business and legal Issues”, White
Paper, 2010, http://us.practicallaw.com/8-501-5479

Kateb Damghani, Mohammad Mahdi. “Intellectual Property Protection for Graphical User Interfaces”. Jour. of Legal
Res. 23, no. 57 (June 4, 2024): 465-504.

vy



vy

B 35z 3B 1, )18 oS Gl (Sl Lamo Sy LSKLS (60,8 Ly 208 Gl oel * S8,
IS 4o, clysaS byl 5 oaciSo)lal A s cgie MancysSil siile gy yolis b 5
), b Ao slaass 5 " I cloyigeg] < aoyy MladeSd (( ge Ale) Vg o
Se il @Bl b oo eolial 3, ) d (SIS polie ol (Ko Pl b gles Jolss
Se oS Ciup backn S 098 sk alen 3 ans plodl ) aliss (ol Slgi oo )5 50

¥l 58150 5 158l oo ol dlansls K315 ()8 Laiy K5 (ol i

S35 6,5 ka5l (658 CosUle alizeo sras L coles -
)5 s dus (S5 a1l o ValBain Cunle ()l slalad, (el Sig 5l S
Jho Cgmad (5polic adilop, ylS Loy Ko Jlie Clgisdy Cunl SaisSiplate o
S Sl LS g oladige (Dlgwd deinl) sladiing ( 29iS slagie ( SIS b
llio Wil 35 ol plo Byls (63,5 adn b wlSamin 5 Luge asle dial o
it 6y b Slye Mol aix )y kS leial) (sladiing 5 (SIS sla b 0SSy
31, Sloas YIS a8 3,15 1y s ol ()8 Ly IS s g 5l b bangSy) siile 55 S
CoSUle (o> 45l dus b Colen bl p dusy oo 15 &y Lyuy S polaze o 5 YIS Lyl
S5 B @S sl Mol ) ()ls ($Me g 6y g (0l CeSlle (tatio CSUlo iny 5SS
e uilyp Wzl s BT A pol dlas 31 cilisen B> (clpllss asdllas 45 Canl

6. Graphical User Interface

7. Icons

8 .Pull-down Menus

9. Pointers

10. Pointing Devices

11. Buttons

12. Windows

13. Transitional Animations

14. Dialog Boxes

15. Rachel Stigler, “Ooey GUI: The Messy Protection of Graphical User Interfaces”, Journal of
Technology and Intellectual Property, 12, 3(2014), 216.

16. Neophytou, Op. Cit. 437.

17. Hybrid Nature

18. Look and Feel

19. Michael J. Schallop, “Protecting User Interfaces: Not as Easy as 1-2-3”, Emory Law Journal, 45,
(1996), 1534-1535.

Kateb Damghani, Mohammad Mahdi. “Intellectual Property Protection for Graphical User Interfaces”. Jour. of Legal
Res. 23, no. 57 (June 4, 2024): 465-504.



bl gl S8 ElSIb Coles [ (Slreld SIS sapetace

ety plo Cles glo (6,55 o Bgis (cloaslis 5| Sy Colas a8 am oo s o
B (6,58 CuSIlo (o (slaaslis 5l S yo aS 0 is (o 35 Eabg0 pl gl 40 gy AalgST
iy oy TS o e ¢ 3lao sl s 5 1y o 45 315 1, 395 &) oguasio Laiys g
S o S50 3> ol 85 (3 &0 45 5150 o S 530S aly S Jl
S 4281 oS )8 e b Cles 390 Sl oy S @ oS Cu ol ) o 9 il
o b 773 2 Mol Sial |y g0 (sladsy 5 oyl 5 At nglos lisgynd (il
(B Pl o Jgen )5 45 (63,80 puazeio (Sl g I ]y )8 ol (5 9929

A1 o T 0y8 pasis

S 9 2l Cusdlo Ggi> -1 Y
SIS )8 lalay U4 a0 (qunyp 9290 o0 bgyl (oymaSols Ol )] 51 (6 5o
O @ Olged Colgs )0 s b s hgyl 13815 Jaallygiwd (Y)Y ool Colas 3y50 < 5l (lgreay
SIbly doby Gy ( SB1,S (60,8 Laily oS ie Jeadlygwd iy gillae 4" Canl 0wy Ao
Sladoly ozmad &S )16 1) pl Culils  SB1,S ()8 slalaly oyl 8 03 o
5 Jlis il Sbeanl 0gy 13 «(gyudald Glad (Jb opl b 35,5 )18 Coles 3y90 (51l
ol 1 S Sy Slalad & .l Jol Y-8 L 3PSt 3155 45y iy
4SSl bgpine 8505 )8 Colos 3)50 Alg5 o Yo ) Jlos e ™ SleMb] drols  foadlygws
(S5 s iS5 55l 3 o5l 5 430 51 S 355 558 Jpame sy bl
(VY o3lo izt Lol clyls oy s plaS"aS sad [auseis B3,S i 3 ) (60,8 Lol 055l

CaSle ot slaaslis LB )0 OV gams (Saidiu g & yb 5 Colosn (e ygh Mipaw g b s ()L 125 .V
A0 OY)ITY A oolasd) Bein anbinld (5,8

21. John R. Boule III, “Redefining Reality: Why Design Patent Protection Should Expand to the Virtual
World”, American University Law Review, 66, 4(2017), 1125.

22. Viva R Moffat, “Mutant copyrights and backdoor patents: The problem of overlapping intellectual
property protection”, Berkeley Technology Law Journal, 19, (2004), 1530-1531.

23. Sui Generis

24. Aaron Peter Cruz, “International IP: Harmonizing the Protection of Graphical User Interfaces”,
Connecticut Journal of International Law, 33, 1(2017), 154.

25. EU Software Directive

26. Infopaq International v Danske Dagblades Forening

27. Information Society Directive

Kateb Damghani, Mohammad Mahdi. “Intellectual Property Protection for Graphical User Interfaces”. Jour. of Legal
Res. 23, no. 57 (June 4, 2024): 465-504.

V¢



gvo

L gy) (6 aols (lgpd 013 oo Esinn |y pgas sl ] (19 (154 65 955 ol 5o
(pyas Sy [idun Cyle oS Culs Hlodol ™ udia S5l ol 55 gl eyl 085y s Dl
Maiio g5 4y I Sy y5150 0439y 53 &S Ll 31 45T CES aorts iy 3905 usge i 4L,
S by oplin by iy & 85 aoras Ulgiom Sly (o 3l gl e ogmina pogac Sl i
bl lolsd 4 058 0 oguns (a8 (yg0 5
& el (aio Hb @ (Gl Sl oS 2929 b 45 005 2 kae (s (ol Sl (e
§ 43S o CliS S elaalos o U 05k Lol by (el 6)l8 Loy 51 1800 & )lee
Culesr S S0 Slalod ) IS st 6 5 ] SIBCSIle i o5 o ) gl
)3 35350 1S 5 Situled 3 oanliio LB ol (oo oS sl b)) ol &y oyl ¢ 43S
55 iy 35 o5 Sl iy B 3290 o Jlo o )3 392 J38p5 ey sla
u\JU o)isvaol Mbw9owubw9&sw&)3@9owwwd§w‘ d).}‘
g8 ol a8 Canol odany 4 oyl A (G ouralS (sl 3815 0)byd vy )3 1S5 el odxta
1 Lol s 35 s oy sl Sio 35 oyl yol (0l ™ it o) 1 i385 ol o8
ST (S8 )8 slalal sl Colos )3 5t 5 3] CaSlo (B> (Slon tlS 5355 sy
oS ol 5 Colas sy 6t o 3] (slacaSIlo (gt 5l olitl _taslS’ g pnteo S0 oo
o el s 5 i S il 9 o polic g oS Sl ) (31
Aol A5 _co g o 019D ,Sitled (59 45 ol pgliat 1505 (3l o g ood Alan Mo g3 )
1Sy altaty 3oy sl ) i S g ot > 18l lssen " 5 Sl 0 S
il anils (5,550 Coles Wlgi s D)5 g Sitwled )3 O (gpS A g 1S o Coles o)
Vs 300y s e o Sy TS e i) Sl 2 o5 LS

28. SGAE v Rafael Hoteles

29. Neophytou, Op. Cit. 437.

30 .Logeais, Op. Cit. 5.

31. Pamela Samuelson, “Protecting user interfaces through copyright: The debate”, University of
Pittsburgh Law School Pittsburgh, PA 15260, 1989, 99.

32. Underlying Program Codes

33. Jane M. Rolling, “No Protection, No Progress for Graphical User Interfaces”, Marquette Intellectual
Property Law Review, 2, 1(1998), 166-167.

34. The Lotus v. Paperback

Kateb Damghani, Mohammad Mahdi. “Intellectual Property Protection for Graphical User Interfaces”. Jour. of Legal
Res. 23, no. 57 (June 4, 2024): 465-504.



bl gl S8 ElSIb Coles [ Slreld SIS ipetace

53 5 ool Caly S e 3550 (T IS b yoysen) (140U, (clmaaliyy ™ s yolis g5 4S 5,8
028 Ol 3 oS g Cgmime L) sy Sy ot polis gi (5 Ll
Il )3 Slotiags 15 56 bsy) (6y2aS315 lapd Lanags Vool ) oo ™ ] i sl 4y Caly oS
sbalaly sl Coles el (62 5 (231 Sl B ColiS e 500 Jda T el oan gl ¥ -7
Cinio (ypog ™09 (o Tus )b Loz b Culy oS it sl ol (o (SIS ()8
905 gue b il 3l dlaaie odliwl (gym g 23 CuSle Bgis 4> A5 Canl oyl O
dge ol A5y g 3L ey T dilhate sdlitwl g o slaz b (seds 5 a8 Il
S 3 ) Sl 3l i oyt iaio slagsk Boi &S plag Cusl Colytine
oS Jo 5 m3 o gy |y sl 03,8 s inio g 5] a5l 45 _ablio 4SS g sboay
LRl 455 5D 0dged s oS 28lie oS WS LI Wl o 0 Lilgs (g yid g (2] CuSlo (B> )
CoSllo 3ot Al iy g Glae gdlio () ) o Cdgtume 5l g Canl 0348 _mino 4o
21y O il (Sl S oo 5 25505 s (S (68 oty 2,50 5ym 5

RETAPE

Olel 5| g9 -Y-Y
)8 okl plbaia 5l ks & gaio sbag )b Goi> g (23 Cullle Boi> S
Ly (65,Slas 5 8 ola Wl oo dsdo (sl wiges g g1y s pllas US| o Coles S5
oo (sla il Kitola doxio diges (sl aimd 8 les iy Cod |y (SIS 6p)lS

35. Literal Elements

36. Pamela Samuelson, “Computer Programs, User Interfaces, and Section 102(b) of the Copyright Act
of 1976: A Critique of Lotus v. Paperback”, Law and Contemporary Problems, 55, 2(1992), 316.

37. Case C-393/09 Bezpecnostni softwarova asociace—Svaz softwarové ochrany v. Ministerstvo Kultury
(2011).

38. Stephen Vousden, “Protecting GUIs in EU law: Bezpecnostni Softwarova Asociace,” Journal of
Intellectual Property Law & Practice, 6, 10(2011), 728-730.

39. Peter Hochberg, “Design Patents and Graphical User Interfaces”, Bar Journal Intellectual Property
Law, (2017), 3.

40. Fair Use Defence

41. Michael Risch, “Functionality and graphical user interface design patents”, Stanford Technology Law
Review, 17, (2013), 60.

42.Hassan Ahmed, “The Copyrightability of Computer Program Graphical User Interfaces”, Southwestern
University Law Review, 30, (2001), 485-486; Linda Skon, “Copyright Protection of Computer User
Interfaces: Creative Ferment in the Courts”, Arizona State Law Journal, 27, (1995), 1065.

Kateb Damghani, Mohammad Mahdi. “Intellectual Property Protection for Graphical User Interfaces”. Jour. of Legal
Res. 23, no. 57 (June 4, 2024): 465-504.

&1



vy

Mg oo 4t gls] s )y (ST )8 iy SO Glgreds )15 ] zslaw a5 )
3)lg Al amis 5l osliwl (9o |y leMbl a8 gl gy K sl 55 Sl palsee S SO paizean
Tk gl s 38l ey 3850 S o ALy ileddxino

Ol 2 3 3929 el Glsiedr (SBLS )8 by E8 ) liged 3 Ul (Bg el )
o Slortns Spgisle 5 LS Sy ) (SIS 55 by o 4 g yo )
TS saaline (S81LS IS a1y SleMb] ) s cauds Gl 13 03,

&l pdle Bgd> -V

Coles )90 Al 0 ()15 b 9 ()l e ple pllas (g 95 4 (SE1S )8 slaka
LS )8

S8 Cadle ple pll ¢ Jol (ogy -V -Y-Y

bl sl soSl m ( SudhS (60)8 slalal, 51 (gland 5l Coles (4ly 6yl WSDe (B>
555 Sl gignelS CliSiod ;3 M8 (gl (slaaaSy (g, (slacygSol ol odlinl 18
slably L;L:a,_’”ij 3 spp g (23 Sl Boi> g axiuo Slag )b (o> 4SSl b i
3,8 by slal38ley a4y wpiwd (slodaSy Glgieds lanl 4o ngﬁj g oy glys] b
5 L8y Sless o Y 5] lislens o YIS (93,8 plasie (gly Sy pols s ) Lol caizil
1y oSl 15 ol oo CVL ()55 w5)e g lelyxs] Bgts o))l .aiiS o o3litanl L yeSl oyl

s o ysbo into Sl b Bsi Colon xSe) I3 e sixio Slag b o> Colas 3y90

43. Casper Hemelrijk, “New Technologies: IP Protection for Graphical User Interfaces”, Novagraaf,
Accessed May 18, 2022, https://www.novagraaf.com/en/insights/new-technologies-ip-protection-
graphical-user-interfaces.

44. Peter Lee and Madhavi Sunder, “The Law of Look and Feel”, Southern California Law Review, 90,
(2017), 553.

5 Egdne wgrd i Sisygiole g JyuS sl (ouwed (31,5 (60,8 Loy - glis) oigpn o 8158 (sola ¥O
AYAY (i glivgy

46. Computer Icons

47. Functional Buttons

Kateb Damghani, Mohammad Mahdi. “Intellectual Property Protection for Graphical User Interfaces”. Jour. of Legal
Res. 23, no. 57 (June 4, 2024): 465-504.



bl gl S8 ElSIb Coles [ (Slreld SIS sapetace

ol (S tntio 25 5 Sl gl jlos iatio Glog b sl |5 s (B85 g
ogMe g Ol (gyluie] o Ay e g 39 Aty (095 oy b cimiuo 2y,l8 byl 181 sl ya
(Coled )3 S (00 )8 (pn D90 ol )3 9 polis b i )b (A gy e ()
35 Calas Syg ] 2o Lb5sS it (6l 15 48 ol dirsngg (2ol stnivo o IS il
WSl b el s 65 6yl w3dle b dumslia ;5 305 (£t g o8] CuSlo g Amcn
| ol 1S 5300 815 Caly S 0313 Lol el i30S 5 () i g ) Sl e
i o) 4 sl e g B 2 Jp 15 e Uil |y o o el 3o a3
ALy sl oo Caly oS s A st sl yogMe 138 oo e aiBlia byt g 6 lasl
Bdlas ogad 3 o)laie ol calisee (slaolBdly aSlys cunl lgiss 5 ol g
Iyl 42 8 Vgane Coly oS B pae b 2B gy I 53 ciimed 3l il S a0
52l CeSlo g g tmio lag o (3> 4 Cusd (615 WMo (B> (SLljo (IS psboay
g st b a4l Cadle yalh (s s 1,5 A0S Ul o0 3lge ool 3]y 520
el o 3315y o o5 Dle ) o (oo 4l g3 sl oo g S Lol oS
Sl b )l Codle Sl slaan j a8l pgus Cunl 9350l 05lly jsbody oColy oS (ixie
Sl 815 (5 e g 453 ples ol 4525 B sl i 20 byl Loy
8l g S o w0133 ol (sl 33 g9 it (slag b g 3 45 | (s e
a5l ails |y ol S clacudgioxs
S0 313 olbins LSS eplS elalal ) Coleon 13 555 6yl wide g <l oyl L
0ol (Jyaze b )lod Cdle 4 o5 (5y90 50 & Sl (] (515 WM Ggi> Slainss
Ceodle (S0 ¢ sl (655 Ceodle (lod pb a4y Jguamo () pgas e ;34 3,650 0,5 i
a8 Cadle Vi S5 pMasl )3 Caxog ol 4 2 0g Aaless Coles 3y50 HeSde (5l

CMe O &)J) l: c\.‘a") 5 by).o dmbu..:’j 9 \YAS g0 uyl& 9 U')" L99'°> 5 .)94.»&9

48. Mat D. Carlson, “Intellectual Property Protection for Computer Icons: The Trademark Alternative”,
University of San Francisco Law Review, 31, (1996), 433-434.

49. Ibid. 435.

50. Ibid. 472-473.

51. Genericization

Kateb Damghani, Mohammad Mahdi. “Intellectual Property Protection for Graphical User Interfaces”. Jour. of Legal
Res. 23, no. 57 (June 4, 2024): 465-504.

£YA



&va

Ugieo 0B YY odle (dll) a2 4 4 Coodle Ly i s a5 b ol ool las Col oy
Lol sly &Sy Slods ¢ YIS Wlg5 o5 oMoyt | sl 93 BB 55 Ceodle oS S
3L (6515 CoMe ) oo <yl 3 09Me O S o Ly lous o YIS 51 1) sl odinwy Cud &
g 93,5 8Ll 51 o pleo 730090 S ST Jlie lgiedy 315 palie (€150 5 152> aoldl &
CoMe Chnia 5 b yine (D 0508 Carge Candly oo )5 0 aie HlisYgame 4 Mo
90 1y 3,Slos &5 g ol yalls Ladd aS Cul oyl (6150 oMo 1503 51l 50 3WLed S0 (5l

Y aed o )8 Colos

Nl ol tpgo g, -V -F-Y

bly sl oo 5145 Canl il )5 3529 628 okl sl Culess ogas 345 oo oy
S o] )8 Bl b ol Sl g il iy 55y 50 (G (Sl olya 4 (SIS (608
Ul 2925 odnlinn (535l puass (KB, (g y0)l8 Ly (JS ol 55 a8 (g9 &y edidly (608 Ly
o i st ) 1 Gl 9 b il 6156 e b, Jo ) Ol it
o3y -Cunl 0 £ slao (655 CuSUlo Bgi> )3 oyl 33l g ool ™ s 5 ol 5l Coles i
0975 & 35 e 9 13 )il pglial Cluoguas § SlalS Glodr ile gy sla S 42 olls
Pyl o)l )5 bawgs 438 SO Gl s (3 aoySlos £585 cuiys dilo cdoliy b 8" foles
Sy )8 CuSle laasli pluo 4 Cans ()l WMe pludl ) (S Olgicas ()5 ol
Jolis g sl YIS S5 IS ol (gl ol 7 sl icuslio byl 38lp 5 s g 50l 5] Coles
S o b SIS o i oSy S5 5 IS5 sl b o

FYD-FVY (WA (Oliae 10ily80) (6ot oM (B> ¢ s yuo > doaw .OY

53. McDonalds

54. Mc

55. Carlson, Ibid.

56. Thomas Dubuisson, “IP protection for graphical user interfaces in the EU, US and China”, Journal of
Intellectual Property Law & Practice, 10, 10(2015), 774.

57. Trade Dress

58. Look and Feel

59. Pamela Samuelson, “Why the look and feel of software user interfaces should not be protected by
copyright law”, Communications of the ACM, 32, 5(1989), 564.

gy ()l Bles g ncolucg (o g alb 5l Coles (ly cuslio  Sgi> pllin ¢ Joyg Mg 5 S Lo |y 5+
N0+ (VFe )R XD (ogad B

Kateb Damghani, Mohammad Mahdi. “Intellectual Property Protection for Graphical User Interfaces”. Jour. of Legal
Res. 23, no. 57 (June 4, 2024): 465-504.



bl gl S8 ElSIb Coles [ (Slreld SIS sapetace

(Il sl eaSasye C8H 53 Glee sleed 3 )b sl ln T3S o0 98 AL
Sy50 25 Lol lsieds g5 oo 355 sy o 5 ylls a5 bl Jlodol L,adlS Il ol
ool 03505 (6 y5y £yl oDl 3] (155 i o5 45 eyl s sl g 1377008 5 ol
Colos oS Sl (I8 (o8 Cdle Clo)lal (998 gy 5 (o0 53 3] b U &S
sixko b 5 o el S 0955 sy gl e Jos 42 ()5 ol B0 ) (laaglits

P e i 155 ha 3] 2l

o glag b ggie -F-¥
o 45 sy 5 4 ino Sl i SU 3o 5038 1 s s sl S & 25
S B e b 181 it Sl o ) Sl S s (i st sl o
(9SO i nl5l) )edS Yy Wlodds oS o> ol VY (s 3l Ml
Dl sy o Sy «Sain g o o5 el colall ctudld Ly aslodl el
B )8 clalay (1ol osoeto SV 5 (il S3l iges < i Slio Bl S (g05ms
oS solad, (el 31681 o s (slyS ,5 bl st ixio slag b iy Colo
Sl lalaly & dizpn 50 Gluogdin ) i (saie Sbag )b Coles 390 dxgmnd
Ol )3 gy Slppie s Lol 15,5113 Coles 390wl i ato Slag jb 05 crgony
4345 bl ) &8 ol oy Linio (6l o o glas alos 31 s ol L7705 3639 oyt
3 eslitwl (glass] g (Jlo VF G y0l p3 Jlio lgredy) ume Gide yd tmiwo g 4™ Ciy 051
CoSllo g o Lyl 5] inioo o o S b3 Lo Vgama 2985 oo el 2 b ()
7 sl $yleind gy g 00

sl S 5 gomlo Ly el ol Al anils o ol oyl aSal (6l Iyl B 5
0392 33 pazio NI 89y 25k )9l (oo 3p)8 sk Clgisas J (Bpre 3] Wl Le oS

61. Two Pesos, Inc. v. Taco Cabana, Inc., 505 US 763 (Supreme Court 1992).
62. Ingrid & Isabel, LLC v. Baby Be Mine, LLC, 70 F. Supp. 3d 1105 (Dist. Court 2014).

YAV b iudas Bgi c((6)lod wWSMe pllas a4y 0)bgd 55 <60 Ll dleon ey Mg 5 (5, Ui |y 5V
RV

64. Logeais, Op. Cit. 6.

65. Patent

66. Boule 111, Op. Cit. 1125.

Kateb Damghani, Mohammad Mahdi. “Intellectual Property Protection for Graphical User Interfaces”. Jour. of Legal
Res. 23, no. 57 (June 4, 2024): 465-504.

2%



Il S g o 542 (ool b 33 el 5.2 0 099 003 o 925550 o
by jogas 3 da 51 .abbaib ) smio g )b Olgicds cud Gl (S8,S (6,8 ) ¢ joS o
S5 wlgs Gl T slaciond 1348 515 393 olacou YIS (gg) p 24k ol

alizeo  Sgl> sbapllas ;o (S1)S (65,5 buly 7 ,b 5l Colos Caiog -Y

s elaie (sroguis ()5 slalaly 3l i Sz o Coles ¢)5iS b 4y ity

$golo (ouyp =) -Y

Ll S oo Cglo 6)l8 sl 5) 1 sinteo oo i 3ol 51 pol oo S o2
2 S (oo o3lial e gy 4 T xio) gyl (Ggi)y Syl jl laygss S
(o 83 Lawgi £ ) 139 5 Mool im 398505 plox] ¥ (ggmle e Bgi> slaplls 5] 5
plxl (somle [y (Sgi lopllas 5] )03 (S0 )3 & (Jb 13 35 00 (T 658 CuSle
D9l o0 it (il Slag sk 53 9 5 0

\o)‘.o.«i:)'ﬁ.\a}

A=Y (WAL (Ol jae i 10l pe3) (simino Sz sl (o ¢ o yao Cpmsdiwo SV
68. Design Patents
69. (Industrial) Design (Rights)
70. Substantive Examination
71. National IP Office

iA\ Kateb Damghani, Mohammad Mahdi. “Intellectual Property Protection for Graphical User Interfaces”. Jour. of Legal
Res. 23, no. 57 (June 4, 2024): 465-504.



b GV 9 62y glakad) (o by - V-

Ssd g oo s i Sy ]a.u).olo.& b (6,8 Lol Ul oS Canl oyl D990 Y15 ) S
)5S 31 Gyl 5> ol b BB ol a8l b el ol colblB e i o LS o b wsly
S ol sl cl B ol by e (4 a8 S5 (oY 5) e (S35 L,
S5 Ol o Loy O & (S38 VI g (LS 6)l8 by e o bo o Bgi> (slaplles
o Jlo e cipogil 5 (SIS e 3o, 5 el sl 4zl 359 Bl 1l
ol9yS 33 D9 Caogs delyllsl 1> b ol hato (i s (50,18 Loy 48 o3 (VIS oyl
90 Dgd 031> (Jlid jsSie (o8 (YIS ol lobl 45 dslichuo g i 13 Wb (§dgmuw (ylims ye g
ol ol Bl (25 O )3 (S )8 b 48 (S5 SV 05l 5 gt o ol o
sl S (S3ed VIS 55 0380 3 9 00,5 s Asliiogi b asby bl lsis )3 o g
95 58 55 4ol e 35355 s

P g pli f By 0 & o 625 Bl B o o5l By 0
JF O Jiw b & sp ) B, 30 oo o938 5l S 0 > b
e o1l Gl 338 g ol G208 a6 i 0ty

A Al

I

B+ = 0= 1Nl H
EOZ

Y
Q.G
Y o)‘.o.&: Ppas
72. Connection Between GUIs and Physical Products
73. Dubuisson, Op. Cit. 773.
Kateb Damghani, Mohammad Mahdi. “Intellectual Property Protection for Graphical User Interfaces”. Jour. of Legal ZAY

Res. 23, no. 57 (June 4, 2024): 465-504.

e Skl 5l (68 Cuslle coles 1 Slasly oS snesee (IR



Olpl (HBeds pllas o -1 -Y-¥
Pope e Oyl (Soi> plai 3 (Sojd Joama b g )5 Loy Copdlopg il pic b pgj) 3,90 53
Aasizo LI Bei> 3l Sy Gl ogas cpl 13 U Esds lee BMS] Licio yol oyl 535 0454
BB o gyl LB o il a5 ) YIS G (65 3 0 00l bl & yo dzslis oS s
Jtwe Opgots 0392 Jool byt Ly (1S by ool 48 iyl o Ol g S Colos
olo 4y dngi b S el 0id o i (65185 @iMe ¢ atmino slag )b «lel s ] S (9il8 o
GlSe 1) 2l a8 Heil8 YY dle yuizred 5 Cawl tzivo g )b iy 5 plio )5 aS 0 Db e3BB Y+
A8 (S8, 39 0 o3l gl (gl mino gyl 45 olmodyglys £ o5 caliylolol ol yos 45"l 03,
O &y )b b Canlgsyd olite a5 (ladds o YIS )55 a8 bgs po byl Ve odlo s asgi b g
Slp b S g ksl ) pel 2y &S Cunl iy cCnl dasld (g5La] cosdds dolylo ol 3 5)151,
Llg5 a3 45)35 Ll aila |y cwdmlion 5l Jaaso b sixiuo 03)9],8 S5 p0 i eolo ol b
g Silos BB (inino )b B 13 5 00L (B Y+ 03lo 53 0580 iy po3 Jgon

Ore s Jos 53 955 30 S50 dag) )3 oS A3 oo (L Ul Ggime CuSlle 530 53 gt gl
)5 by o LS VIS 6L cosiscad slag )b olod 3 aSTya .l 4i8)S )8 58 5y50 015100
CS B o g )b S lgiedy a5 S8LS (6,8 oyl g0 S Ll 0l 08 SU8I,S
ol 0 o gy ol 00

L poel 52 g2y Sy OISl b el (GUI) (S35 (50 Loy o 5 3,90 ¢
oy 485 LB gl g 1l 5 o 4 0 CS 5 () JgySsl s sy 2ol Sy toled
wlyar 435 Wilo ol e b Jlo i 01y (Jlo/ole/ 39y) gu)b 03,8 <S> (il ol yos 4 aS 0 0l
Py 300 QL 0ped g (g (9 S

AF-AY (mivo Slag sl Bai> ¢ duws yuo V¥
S Loy 1 (st b s s - i 5 e S 5 (0 5 e g 2 ) ik 5 VO
MYAY cibge (Joli)) olKuws o (S31)S

iAY’ Kateb Damghani, Mohammad Mahdi. “Intellectual Property Protection for Graphical User Interfaces”. Jour. of Legal
Res. 23, no. 57 (June 4, 2024): 465-504.



e Skl 5l (68 Cuslle coles 1 Slasly oS snesee (IR

FIG 3 FIG 2 FG 1 FIG 4

Tl 3 st b clyieds 0155 )15 Laly 305 T o)l g
Wgels o0 031 inles YV (g e CansBly (59U )b 51 4 (5 )5 slakaly Y-V
ojarel 35 Lgd o0 0313 inled (ilome Cunndly (6)9lid 350 51 a5 ()5 skl 5l Colo 390 3
3t ol 53 s (Sojed YL, Siles S5 gy 2 inled b g ol ods (g5ludnis
aS )8 slalaly s p3Y (0308 (Y 5 (60,8 Loy 0 bLS)| 5935 45" Bois (slapllas
Oz 3 Coles Jbs o 50 s Coles LB jips LSgids o 001 yinled (65lme Cuxdly (60l L
08 0 Jlie Ulgiedy sl Calass 390 )5S 35l (s 50 5900 9 Cansl (g ooy 60) ok
Sy a5 305 il e ol 5145 (S oy S 51 ol 3 s
o9 anlgd ixino g Coles Jgaiio L5 holed BB (S5 <o

simiuo 7 )b 3l Coles bl 5l (6 IS el odseie YL 938 YO lgie VY'Y edle o gods
Y (lino Logas ;5 il M amuo b slals, I8 Y S i 5y0 74k a5l ]

Lslan V5
77. Virtual Reality (VR) Technology
78. Logeais, Op. Cit. 7-8.
79. Title 35 of the United States Code
80. An Article of Manufacture
Kateb Damghani, Mohammad Mahdi. “Intellectual Property Protection for Graphical User Interfaces”. Jour. of Legal ZAZ

Res. 23, no. 57 (June 4, 2024): 465-504.



£Ao

Salbay Lolaly 5l (S a8 i s Moyls dgng MM IS ol (laolaly fy (glasls, IS
25 Ol 35290 5 (Se5s8 SV Lol L, sl (VIS 538 ) e 18 5 3l
SlacssSl e S5 et sl Lolis ], sass (slaY1S Lad) (S5 558 s 3 il o
Canbly gl )3 oS sasdhs slaJo |y O (S (> 5 28500 3 385 G 5 2925
&S Nddine (B Mmgs )| Sy S aemo 10 Al o (s BB 30 e o 03D inled (g5lxe

1 3 8 it 5 35 a5 el 58 B g

) AVl AN

|
L —

ol 04 0315 yinled (5lome Cupably 13 a8 (63 Lasly (S 51 (Slig0d 1€ oylas g

(dlusgySile <8)5) 1Kol oo SV £y25) sl ol 5o

Aol Lo bl jo SIS bl yolo LS bl o -F-Y
50> Hlis o, y0 1y (555165 sla oallygind g alsd calisen (slayaiS (6,8 CuSIle ol ilos
T 9294 Cunl g8 asbled] Joois 3l &S 3.5 1) ctamd g a0 (lis |y oddsled] Cuand giogd Ll
Myl dgng JolS cladl by Slel i) g wble 35 aio slag b 3)50 53 bled askiie

¥ 39 o plool 23,8 Slo b 013,85y «03,8 mabais 3, 3 Yoo 518 oyl &S
S g ogud 4y Lol Jgouls 5l (40,8 5 -V Y=Y

RROB] (5 0500 4 63) Lol ] (laand 1) )1 Boi> laplls 3l (leus 5

81. Michael Risch, Op. Cit. 65.
82. Boule III, Op. Cit. 1115.
83.Ibid. 9.

84. Boule III, Op. Cit. 1126.
85. Blurring

86. Logeais, Op. Cit. 9.

Kateb Damghani, Mohammad Mahdi. “Intellectual Property Protection for Graphical User Interfaces”. Jour. of Legal
Res. 23, no. 57 (June 4, 2024): 465-504.



W 30y o ol o () (33,8 vl 5 o0l b Jlto lgisay IS ) a5 ol

S8l 68 by gl 5l (B s -V -Y-Y

Loy slaciond 5| 5y haidd 4 505 3935 el oyl Wlosis dalllas a8 g ples )3 yiageS
2 258 Colon y90 Sl 1,8 & s aS p bgpiio adl )5 E5 ) (KBS 608
39 Lastie * hg las b (jtoleddsiio S Mie) 35 )3 o y3 oS e

( ® Previous | Next O)

TSNS Gygon )8 sbalal) sl ples 5l oladisel 10 o)leds poa

(a1 Syzxin SIS (6 40 )5 glatasly -F-¥-Y
2oyl )3 1y L3l i sed 48 1oy silodygl sg2g a0 |y el 55 Syoie )8 slabal,
S b Al e Syomto ()8 (slalal, aygdiS 3 S 5 315 sl o0l cslaolSly 18T 5 L
0 08,5 (o o Lol 128 a5l S oSl gy Sigh e acllol
s Se sl.xa‘f\fw audl s plis |y (6,8 basly 8y B g 00l )y8 aslylebol o iy
5 ol o 25le lysidS 5 ol s osdle Cusl Sgdoee sl Algioe asbylels] Sy 4 &S
i o 5l 1aygiS o 53 39 Choog dallobl )3 (yivesl CS)o 0526 oS Canl 7Y dns)
b b 5l 8L D ol oyl Bl S 52 ko 51 il b o el Slogy § ol el
gty Cypos] 3] Coond o ol o) 51 4118y 13 48 9 o Colos (300 (claali o]

87. Boule III, Op. Cit. 1113.
88. Solid Lines

89. Logeais, Op. Cit. 9.

90. Ibid. 10.

91. Animated GUIs

Kateb Damghani, Mohammad Mahdi. “Intellectual Property Protection for Graphical User Interfaces”. Jour. of Legal iA‘l
Res. 23, no. 57 (June 4, 2024): 465-504.

SRPNNSIPR R TN T IFTNN



) slasgazmo oS ot 530S slas, 55 Ky ol socze CVL) 3 V.0 oo 0313 5 wlS T

155 o0 )18 Coloo )50 intio )b Dlgis Bgi o 0015 kel (ol 3l g s pyglias
. leidoins 10 S (135 (859 (5lwanmis b T e (1650] G e

P iligySle Sy 5l Symie (S)S (6,8 Ly 5l clabged 1T oladds pygun

Ol (S plls 10 (Syzio) (Gubpodl 6 )5 slakul, -F-T-F
WAS Jlo Caas )lbd wide 5 amio (lag jb «lel sl cud (g8 3l odlo g3 4y angi b
ok 40 5l g s Eu5 BB Alylell S 5> (el ) Lal) gl & S Olgi oo
oS Caliseo Slabad (139l (gl oxie Lo jgShe (g5l YY o3l ;D s ddaie (slaaaliylolo]
oo oo 4xiS 4" Sl 51 aSly 3,15 dgg At S)yoxite  Sl)S (6018 Lol S i JuSiis
o s a8 5505 bloswl (g o (Wit sizio gyl o LS5 a5 YIS SL8I,S Clascin
o3lo (pl Jgondn (yug s ik g )b oind S ol bl S 3l ooy Clalad aS
Ol o Db (B V¥ odle pd aS pl s dngi b« oyl ogMe .Canl BB doliylplol G o g ol

o in b 9348 S (g5 ooy At S BB ol oo (S )3 tmio gyl i L gd aS 0

92. Ibidem

93. Spinning Icon

94. Risch, Op. Cit. 67.
95. Ibid. 10-11.

ZAV Kateb Damghani, Mohammad Mahdi. “Intellectual Property Protection for Graphical User Interfaces”. Jour. of Legal
Res. 23, no. 57 (June 4, 2024): 465-504.



bl gl S8 ElSIb Coles [ (Slreld SIS sapetace

5 5 B ol S > g o & st o S

Ky g (ko ¥ g -F-¥
] leslite &) ey ) e A3 atnto Slag b Coles sadio |y ()8 slala, a5

29l 348 psbolen iy )8 aelylelbl )3 (s cyio gt gy Ol By 85 i3 oo

= 1

=l |

V . = — i. : - ;

) _\rm N [ =]
/\"/' \\
\
{ ; \
{ |

TSI cyze g )8 okl Glodi (K315 kel 3] (ladiges 1V o)lads 9.0
b o o b g Lol (28l3 g0 13 S L iy D90 (slaygas 81 5
Jlis Laid 20 5,55 a8 500 5 el satinly aily Cyloss (Syall (6,86 A5lg5 o 1 S
3 dlge 5yt g (20l CuSlo (B> 10 )53 o & Mg o3 Colen 1yl Jgeuine il ile M|
G5 oS SIS L Gy ) (gl gazmo Al it Colas 3y90 Ll gy siilo Mg se g
lade gz ool 51 6y g 23] CaSlo g gl 5K 55, oo 1,5 Colas 3590 il I
8 55 Sl S3la e 19 5 (5 K5 185 oty s s

96. Pattern
97. Ibid. 11.
98. Ibid. 12.

99. Preexisting Materials
100. Stigler, Op. Cit. 229.

Kateb Damghani, Mohammad Mahdi. “Intellectual Property Protection for Graphical User Interfaces”. Jour. of Legal
Res. 23, no. 57 (June 4, 2024): 465-504.

EAMA



78

/\o)‘.o.i‘:ﬁya;i

SIS 62,8 bl 2 yb el -0-Y

29505 5 by g3 a2l a5 3 amles el s imio g5l o 9o 3 aygiS ST )

hialig e e 58] 8l sl 2535 5 5 2 220 S g 512 o
Codgdma oyl (215 a3 o S S |y s (1092 6 ygidS 5l (S Lol 039 0 2,
DS o dunlite Cunl 0 Cud wols Sloj o3l 0 &S Slaz 4l by 4l Sl px sl Sloj
S ol S 3yal8 S 385 g o b o oy s SIS agions o 50 B8

101. Novelty

102. Distinctive Character
103. Prior Disclosure

104. Absolute Novelty
105. Logeais, Op. Cit. 13.

Kateb Damghani, Mohammad Mahdi. “Intellectual Property Protection for Graphical User Interfaces”. Jour. of Legal
Res. 23, no. 57 (June 4, 2024): 465-504.



e Skl 5l (68 Cuslle coles 1 Slasly oS snesee (IR

st &S Wlodged nstan 5 1) B 093 S 1 )5S 5l (S 10 o0 dualis (sl 0
ol olo 033180 b sy Jgee

Syl WMo 5 mo laz b (Slel ) CS (Pl VY sole cogedy 1 Oyl (Bed>
3 od 3l G VY eole s Coles BB iild ol b bis a5 plaz b VYAS Cgno
b il &S Canl s ey amiuo b w0dlo oyl Cageds LCawl 03,8 iy 435 (W) g M|
955 Sl Aol el 53 8 50 55 03 o ) L g pogina oty b
8 SMo 3llas (1393 95 55 Ol 50 cplplo il onis Lidl pgas sl Olea 3l slabad gun
Gl 48,5

3 oiend U a8 Cunl ool )13 3539 (6,08 Loy slag b b alasly )3 48 (6,50 aliuwe
2 Sl o e Calas g ) s ylS by O ySlae ) 25 i S
Scdgd (amusleiS YO /Y o3le illas g Canl 00 0)lisl & guog0 il s 36T i 5 gunnslgiS
aes ladd oS |y aio (slag ybo (liislgd 15 &S Blods dnudls pusee Ciylos JSlas Olejle giase
Y5l e Colas Jgeuds 31 isn Ol 3,Ses

Cawlgsyd 0,58 5] gl ps) b sl 2l PomunaS NAY Jlus 3 S pol 0dzete YU
Gan A JYaal ) b led Bls W VO o slag ybo sy (96 51 1) V) Frdudon dalSTB oS
WSS 4elS cpl i s 3,Sles (clyls Sljupas 5l Coles  mio lag )b (3gd> |
oolSls (oo aicaMus sl 9o 1S5k el -l (Bl g8 53 55 28B4 O 3ol
Dy lod (gild Colas )50 il dild 5 (605 A ((3gy S5 pogdle >yl ST S 0

106. World Intellectual Property Organization, WIPO intellectual property handbook: Policy, Law and
Use (Geneva, Switzerland: World Intellectual Property Organization, 2004), 115.

107. Grace Period

108. Pavel Koukal, “Graphical User Interfaces and Their Protection in the European Union”, in book
Horizons in Computer Science Research (Hauppauge, NY: Nova Science Publishers, 2018), 150.

NY=N Y e slag )b g (i o N A
110. Dictated Solely by Function
111. Logeais, Op. Cit. 13.
112. TRIPS
113. World Intellectual Property Organization, Op. Cit. 114.
114. Useful
115. Design Patent Statute
116. Ornamental

Kateb Damghani, Mohammad Mahdi. “Intellectual Property Protection for Graphical User Interfaces”. Jour. of Legal iﬂ.
Res. 23, no. 57 (June 4, 2024): 465-504.



£

il 55 5,8 kas G5 i it b 55T 4 Sy 5l 01518 oyl &y plslyes S S |
WY.3g dalss Cylos L

32 3 b Ol s oyl -7 =Y
&S saelgs lod bl )8 slakaly slag )b o s ol awyp slbyais ples )
Jolis ¢y 31 il Clylus oS jabods D oo dwlore Mg oo 03laiwl ixio lag )b )
&8l g zadlpae 5l Lol L) dgis oo didyCund)l M slajloal 3 b didy dwd 3l sla g,
8 e Sl b3yl 3 Cunl (Ko 325 00 0055 i 3,8 Wle aS" =8lio ypizead ( Loz
g 0313

3 b Sl s Ol 0 (Vo2 Q4 Jlo (555550 cpy3T L) Olel sl gol8 $0 o3le ¢y
(53 s ¢ o 8 s A5) a3 ko ) o e 038 sl i ¢ o o
Shlus 4l pgd ke Oylus alllas waiiS b asul §l Wlg o Cul 00 z8lg i )50
o Jasria 395 2 o il eSSy 5545 i sl Jolts el 1
yobdy mio gy Ko aS’ 28lio (V uwl iy opl 0 Shlus Gl Coglel 4l pouws .l
Al g didyCund;l @8l yoss STV Cawl 001> Cuwd | imivo g4l [yl doaid ) puitins
35 5 S 395 S i o i o 3 0155 il s o il
o ¢ o i) el 5 Al g 5 00205 il e 8 i s 51 (1
ol (il yuupo ddS iy (Sl ylmo 51 SO e b oyl o )T Cules 40 0,8 o0 1) jlino
O Ol Ogalee o (J)l52 Ve ey Sjlus ati by g Cuplo ( mio g )b g6 ol
M) aales s

Slolds a5 5))5 o yyie TS CuSlo (g (gl peana Jaallygwd dbgyl aledl )
3lazdl slasoly dlas 51 5,5 S ]y bgr e Jelge plos Ll Shlus b)) oK  olad
oS 04 jais &S (SlVdlel Canitio yb g (adlpie Jio) o Josxio sdid(iby )b &S dio

117. Risch, Op. Cit. 63.

118. Royalties

119. Panjia, “On the application of punitive damages in the field of patent infringement - Comments on
Article 65 of the “Draft Revision of the Patent Law of the People’s Republic of China”, Journal of
Chongqing University, 20, 2(2014), 2.

120. Directive on the Enforcement of IP Rights

Kateb Damghani, Mohammad Mahdi. “Intellectual Property Protection for Graphical User Interfaces”. Jour. of Legal
Res. 23, no. 57 (June 4, 2024): 465-504.



bl gl S8 ElSIb Coles [ (Slreld SIS sapetace

Slaodio Jio N aid)S 4a3 )5 (golaidl (slajbixo 31yt  Jluo b 30 3)l50 (S g 50 g Cunl 03)S
Ly Sl Ol e Canl (1Ko 08015 W oyl (sl b 0 gis o 3)ly yaseds (SG iy 5 Cadus 4y &S
3 szl skl Cay Slo 5188 oozl 3> Ol3ee Ogzman (S3)lge bl xS &yg0y

Ml s ‘J)Ju,o Cuod 42> 0 ygieS ol Py S

ol I3 Jaive ol oy Zabaw jo Lo zab Cli s o b as SIS -¥

N8 Seles 390 (Melliyn o 53 9 5908 Su il Gt )3 )8 Loy ulos o oS (63150 5
1o 3 laiae |y ol slaoguis g Colas 039050 alas 5 SIS WL )5

Meglos ooguxo -1 -
9l o0 Cgune (S Coje bl b BB ()9S )3 (Su3d Y J) e ()8 Ly S
Sl e )8 Ly S Cpn oyl ) 29 oo oS (6308 Lol 5l Coles 03gax0 &S |5
298 5> g2 Aalgs Coles 3)90 99 031 ytoles oS (laloasg 2 )3 OB (S50 Jgames
350 Mlos 03 Cud (pDliie o' il g 350 Al Alylell )5 ol (SIS (608 Ly jogea oS
S oo B slaplls ool 3 45 9 e o S late Sl | 355 5 Coles
D9 plate 0)S (pralall b A (statio 75l Colos 3)90 s o

by poas &) Eou 33 3939 (6,8 slalaly ) Colas b alay 45 a5 (6,500 diwe
Mt Colon 3590 Ll 50 iiwan] (60,8 slalasly a8 olaygiS 38T 55 .ol iitnend] (0,8
S5 05k (g 555 ol i g yaglia ot B 5 39 1) pimgd] 51l poglics aols Lol 0
039500 |5 g )] Aol lolol 50 Wb i) poglia 51 oo D oy it a8 Cannl ol 00
W\J,w Al gd o A8 4olylplol )5 aS 015 (6 gl Bl 4y (S (50,8 Ll 3] Coles
D15y s i 251 g oo >l g o 48,5 5 > sl a5 (i Sl
i #5100 (sl i e el 5 oy sl S > Sl ol b 28 ) acbylell
0l 4oyl sl 13 Mo 48" (g gl 3lutss Voo 48 A3 o (Lt by gy ol o 4 S s 1

gyl ool g ;5 48" ] s Ol Jlno L85 a5 sl 39005V By Vgamo 295 00

121. Trevor Cook, “Enforcement Directive and Harmonisation of Remedies for Intellectual Property
Infringement in the EU”, Journal of Intellectual Property Rights, 20, (2015), 265.

122. Scope of Protection

Kateb Damghani, Mohammad Mahdi. “Intellectual Property Protection for Graphical User Interfaces”. Jour. of Legal
Res. 23, no. 57 (June 4, 2024): 465-504.

g4y



£4y

Y el 05 &) dalylg

5 157 s
By
140
ool 3
120 | 17

100 15 5% %
12 12 5% g

3
€
'} 10 10 4% %
710 m”’“ﬁ%

@ 8 888 3%3%3%
L ees

%0 5

%

77
I 322111111111 0+

706885936212426 1216 13

D \ Q% b 5 A S ow W
ﬁﬁz‘& i‘ ‘“ VW&‘C}QW@ 9’@:’& Number of drawing sheets (* = 7+/ 3)
o w%cP

ow

Frequency

T aal ol 3 0l sl S 1 oylads yygec

S gogus -V -F
S8 okl & olapllss dan losds qwyp (B35 ol 3 &5 (Bgi> slapllas (s 3
b ales §) hadlaie et oyl 5 oMl it Lo il S, (gl WS oo Coles
g0 3.0 it e 51,555 13 QAPT™ (i b o 5 (gl o) s slag o
b el oy 2l 51 S5l o 55 Aitnns dnY doliciiblye guiac a5 Jlay9iS 5l dtwd (ol Aitun
g Aie0ygo

3 ol ] o X 3 85 g ol S Slalady € o (sl e 5
o S 2y 1 5 g0 S 5 e o Sl ol a5 | S olet sl
5 el )28 O Oy &1y sttio g5 a4l g 2905 axalye g o ixio 2 b
gas «Ban cla)giS ST 900 ]y 093 st )b Cud Sl hadye (slaaige Calap b
i 5 i o5 ) ) o e il et Sl Cala Sl e ey

123. Rain Chen, Sung-Yun Shen and Su-Ping Tan, “Design Patents for Animated Images: Development
Trends”, Journal of Intellectual Property Rights, 19, (2014), 46-47.

124.7bid. 47.

125.. OAPI: Organisation Africaine de la Propriété Intellectuelle

Kateb Damghani, Mohammad Mahdi. “Intellectual Property Protection for Graphical User Interfaces”. Jour. of Legal
Res. 23, no. 57 (June 4, 2024): 465-504.



bl gl S8 ElSIb Coles [ (Slreld SIS sapetace

SLolE Fo,b 5l &S e g (s 39 iad ypo 04 db (gl giS ) 0yyde a5 5 litel 5l Lilg o
1> gas (slayaiS ;0 |y odds ol gyl Cud (gly pads 3> olo £ e U Glyl 5o Coles s
el Bl o bl (39 o> oyl 3l Cud gl bz pb aSil a5 h 3gs g9 0 45 Wby o0
Sy )l OgamdlgsS 5> Cugae VWYY Jlo 5l Ol (oMl (oppmanr a5 15 il 299 LB
ok il Coles (loj g disin eSS Bruo g Aol lelbl S puluasi b ooliie ((gladlaie b )
siiwo 7yl dalgsy  oliie ST e Glgicd A8 o s ddaio ($laygdS o 1) 098 o
2258 2lass SIL ) (mio g5k ol el bl Wlgs oo Wby Sl ey gyl (slygaS 1) 095
3 il (lecSinlon oylal a4y ciluy cud @ ng Py g cmiio b 3> paeuas &S
LS edanss gyl sl
b Gluolite &S Cal oyl MaaY asbcddlae 5,k 5 (Mol e Cud sguis Cuje (ol
a8 Cygo oyl .05 30 Sl 4 Cawd daY daliciiblye guae (sladidlaio b b )giS (b 3l il o
IS (g A5 5 g o 6,58 oS0 Sl ol ]y 5y STl gl e
Cob (oolie a3 3y50 (sl )iS a4 T goplo (s (sl Al Tgpls bag xio )b
Sl anle it a5 5 3 0 sl Mallom b o ool o) w18 2350 Jlof
& Sl b Alg5 o5 0.0 yaen (6lny9idS a8 Catl dn g5 b " o oy guae Jgd o yd S
035L coles oS e cabicddlye oyl yoliol "™l 0l 3yl 5 i &S Cunl G800
slagog M alie grie @ sl (658 Cuslle ol Olojlo & g G5 3 Sl
odbline o pl 3 Olyl pb oS Slaid s |y dslbicddlye oyl 15iS 05 dlaas gu,l ol bl o

NV imiwo Sz ylo (Bsi> ¢ a0 NYE
AVE-AYO (Glon AYY
128. Hague Agreement
129. Formal Examination
130. WIPO
131. Substantive Examination
132. Priority Right
133. Logeais, Op. Cit. 18.

MY imiwo Sz jlo (Sai> ¢ a0 NYF

Kateb Damghani, Mohammad Mahdi. “Intellectual Property Protection for Graphical User Interfaces”. Jour. of Legal
Res. 23, no. 57 (June 4, 2024): 465-504.

£4¢



£40

YA

S oWy 5o (Su8l,S (6 )5 slakal, 5l Colos -0
Lol byl 4 g 35 (aseie sl 2Ly pordo Coul a3 o)y oyl 55 (s Cono )b 3l iy
Dy (299850 (b (Bgh Plue dr ;SouS b 93 ol b3 5l aSil 9 (S31S () i

&2 by .o, g £lgil oo -1 -0

45035 0355 |y HeM] (lods S ypols (linygpus 5 6 35l o 1308 1y s S 6l sl
s ol 005 75585 OIS 3005 ygpms 93 45 sy 5813 51 ity aSig) b iy owspiasd O
iliseo slaylaidlads 5l (gl (il 5l aiS eolanl ogas (ladSii b Copl b 5l las
Caluy) diwd jloz 4 «wdd gg) Cun 3l gl illy Gleds Gl ol 1) ol ghipannds
ol gy Olgisds (Sl g gy Olgisds )l8lpps gy Olgisds yin gy Olgisa,
clacslog; o ;3 g Casl gyl Sloss Y 5ol 7w Olgisd Colug) g
ol " g3lo S slad (Il Bluan Cppigyme g e ) g Cilgieds (538l S
o8 @ Cunl (gl Slods 5 6 VLAY aS Ay a5 g Olgieds yiws ;3. gl > 555 Aile
Sloss sl a0Vl a5 Lagpes Slgisar 138l )3 35 oo ) (pungiaalin (el e
UL, 3,18 e 3 TS e o0lial oy gy 31y olel )58l IS el (5
Sllos slaanzn 4y slaglo jo caagia L s wlio jlosliznl )3 (pgradyo 4 Ol 5
58 oyl

Aty Al dalllas) Colos BB o g )b Bois )  uwse Sz 5 GLidl)d  Joud (gipedestodiw AT
Y OYAOYY VY anog g (i) c(pordo 9

136. Infrastructure as a Service (IaaS)

137. Storage

138. Google Drive

139. Platform as a Service (PaaS)

140. Software as a Service (SaaS)

141. Rajkumar Buyya, Christian Vecchiola and S. Thamarai Selvi, Mastering Cloud Computing:

Foundations and Applications Programming (Amsterdam; Boston: Morgan Kaufmann, 2013), 121-
124.

142. Levi and Riedel, Op. cit. 3.

143. Luciana Duranti and Corinne Rogers, Trusting Records in the Cloud (UK: Facet Publishing, 2019),
22; Levi and Riedel, Op. cit. 3-4.

Kateb Damghani, Mohammad Mahdi. “Intellectual Property Protection for Graphical User Interfaces”. Jour. of Legal
Res. 23, no. 57 (June 4, 2024): 465-504.



e Skl 5l (68 Cuslle coles 1 Slasly oS snesee (IR

50 slade w1y 4 S g ]—\
it

T

€

I~ ,

el

HOloss g9 bl | (i )+ ojlaid pguas

Wbl )0 32,18 g 0aimddil,f (5,58 CauSIbo 5l Culos 9 (SIS (6 2,8 slalad) -V -0
S

alio a8 win ™) Baaly) Gyl S ) o)l dgmg ,KaiS daw () L3l 5 S b
Q05 &S Atd )8 50 5500 Byl 13 g i o ) I8 4 (gl g (5l 38le
Sy Slp o Sl 6)8 Tl )8 B e mred LS Ol 9 A U8 4w 5
odlazwl ‘_;>LQ) )|)5|(>)J )] &S Cal Lg):)lf)u \WL;{LQ(' )g)lfa J.S‘_;o oalaiuw! ),] )‘ Dy lemu.m&.l’]
Ui b (6,500 hauwgi S8 ds )31 Sy (6yn)lS Ll (6558 CaSUle ] S S o
Sl by )b ) U)ol by gy Dlgieds yn g9 53 2565 )1,8 alb 390 (U

144. Buyya, Vecchiola, and Selvi, Op. Cit. 12.
145. Cloud Provider

146. Cloud User

147. End User

148. Jennings and Stadler, Op. Cit. 569-570.

Kateb Damghani, Mohammad Mahdi. “Intellectual Property Protection for Graphical User Interfaces”. Jour. of Legal iﬂ‘l
Res. 23, no. 57 (June 4, 2024): 465-504.



g4y

VT sl Y 0)loud ¥ )93 ¢ Sgi (slodingy alona

ApslS 15 oyme 3 saimadly) (SELS 618 Ll ol ) asptand il 4 (Sl,S
il 012308 6,55 CeSlo B 5 o 31 (6l oS s P81 () 51 S el (S 5 e
CuSIlo " 0yls Lt 50 1y 60108 5 Sl \Kal) g3 sniadd]) (g aoge cpl 3 (SpSi Sy
ot By 3l p)l8 8 Sl (ol (23 gl )13 )8 a2 e )3 428 A )3 5 Uy lS (6,5
3 o ol S 8 o 31 5 e ooy GBS (68 Ty S ™ s Ol
01:838])) sl Sino cunl 0313 plordl Caasl 0313 1,5 of JLas] 13 osimaadly] &8 ooyl Lo g
SNBSS bauly o1y 355 b sl anls (S35 (60,8 slala) 4 S > (gl
O (6yo (3588 oKl YoV g Yoy + Jlu (o)]58 (sbaolayl )3 5o ¢ fos o S Ll joSe
33 ] 315 CaSIle 365 (gt ds o p1AS) o 6 piie g 01380 48 Cansl s Loyl Vsans
ol 0052343 & Cawl 0o p3le (6 yiine ol Cogody &S g o dlan Mo (sai oly)l,8 S
Slazeo 51 ¢ Sl Glaal (63)lge 0 b «lods (55,8 pal)d jslaiods Wlgn cdimaall)l b aay
b8 by S (Sl gty )8 diy o Sl (4l pod (258 ™S (g e )8
5en ol ]y )5 i (nyiod () (L) S (Sl gy Olgieds i )b
ol Gl Ao oS dr aSi) pogas )3y (ol iy Sl 0 £ 9290 (] & S (0 a3
Ol o> 55 Sy BTl 0 by T Syntio M Bois (slapllss den 3 Ly ys5 .08
oS Cal 35 pow 2y iy dinlgs glie 3 31 )0 () QBN gla 5 Blods asdply 5
Cud 9 4855 1,3 poes o) om0 53 9 & (SIS 6 by o b po DML )
Caol jgad BB gy Olieds Sl 13 (o) (i led 0383 pl ) Ll 025 35
515yl Colos 350 Bl oo (6,58 CuSle B> syl (ooles 2 09Me g0 0 13
58 8 ol y50 5125 ol I 3 815 o el U o ¢ o s 255 )5 55

149. “TaaS vs. PaaS vs. SaaS”, Accessed May 18, 2022, https://www.ibm.com/cloud/learn/iaas-paas-saas.
150. Christopher J. Millard, Cloud computing law (Oxford: Oxford University Press Oxford, 2013), 62.
151. Platform as a Service (PaaS)

152. Tbid. 157.

153. Collaborative Works

154. Tbid. 159.

2520 (VYAY aows 100ye3) 6y g 23] CaSlo (B9 (oS5 5w . OO
156. Infrastructure as a Service

NV OYA oo 10103) (65 sl (B> (S yuk)y wudl ol VDY

Kateb Damghani, Mohammad Mahdi. “Intellectual Property Protection for Graphical User Interfaces”. Jour. of Legal
Res. 23, no. 57 (June 4, 2024): 465-504.



bl gl S8 ElSIb Coles [ (Slreld SIS sapetace

)3, (656 oSl Bt clndslis ooled Cylen Lyt LS 6,018 slala, &il 3935,
b sl (SIS lalad, f oo (sl b gy inbor Slag b i 45 oy i ¢
Sl Loty eplys o0 45 (63)lg0 )3 &S Cusl 0y fuols doms oyl cilises Boi> (slnpllas (can)
e 3g30ns e 5 1 3,65 )5 e 50 el s 3 51985 S s 2
o 51 ol lono 1l o ogts Sl 3« Jlte lgisay 313 8 Jaice |y o5 5 5 o clmogads
Colos 3lernlS by 31T 3 3l b _iolito 45 _iblio by o yoitS lilyies Capndipo  2lass
0351, jlaise ) drgr 55 g 250

31 5300 Ds5 s 108 (K4 13 (0,8 slalady o i (s 03l gl o Ysamo Lo
S 15 el o g 3 i b ] Cala (Sl 8ty Cfogels S o €5 i S
Sl B9 055 Sy ) 390 )58 (315 (sladug, g (yilgd 5 &S Cul Y lad CS0gis (4l 13
(1] 505 Cnss Mol s g (Sladlaie o g oS ples Coglito Linmy o 51 A5l p3Y
S 5l 35290 51 8 Ml 5 514 o 0l i 3y50 588 i 0 ) e
L85 dalgs )18 Colas 3y50 bayaiiS 5l (0l dlass ) Lyl cdslg (glaoly el s ybo 5l 1505 €)1
ol Cglite Ciliseo (claypiS |3 (ylS (slala 5] Colos byt &Sl 4y g b b o |
2 i ggplo bl i )b ST1pj 13)13 8900 58y e b Billae Unsly ol s
S o0 ) Ygono Lk 4l ], aio glaygiS yiled

Mol (KBS (58 (slody oo b Lo e 58 3 o 9 o ety
SELS )l Ly ) et (lag b Coles Cogl ogas )3 el (gl 2,5 g0
el 3 soplo Lo 5l iaio slag o 5l Colon Cunsd & 5 oyl Sler Sy
Wb S o Solox gmio )b Boi> Bpo &S Slaplls g 398 o lasl (i il iy &S
L) S0 0 4 gdg S el e 95 4 W3 ) (Jgamon ol 4 g il e
ol it 45 Bdiitns oSy 5| L 0,5 olissl liseo Nguameo 3 lgie |y gpn,S
FB il ) B (S50 VI G )0 Sl 4 5ls g g Jdies Cpgos )8 slakai
o et S by S i 5 5 Calas ega50s o 35 gn el (5 bl e

o]y inio g b 5] Colas Ly Anlys oo 350506 a5 ol a5 pyus .39k Sgiome

Kateb Damghani, Mohammad Mahdi. “Intellectual Property Protection for Graphical User Interfaces”. Jour. of Legal
Res. 23, no. 57 (June 4, 2024): 465-504.

£9A



£44

M Syt sl iy €5 3 8 iy 68 (Slalody 354y Sl Sy 4 5
O 3 a3l )38 30 pyes b Slujjor plie b (SNl (laolsl g 3L jlxe (45195 5
Sl 0 (Sl pikime HI8 cpl 4Gl o ) Lol 1aiS gomins |y el (650,18 Lol
ol ol sl ool 1 ol i S 45 (69,18 Lol paguaas ] e 15 ol S il o (59Li3
5gdzee 3l )33 ol bl )5 (g5 oo (yiinas] 5l AT (6 yglias dliad aST Cuwl iy (S Cumiog 40
ol (Sl pduass] 13 4SS oyl &S Wb jlxe gl (i dli &l Cunl 3gazee (ST AL
SbLes &8 S dia bl i G by & bt (e 1 (§yrde Cuenl

Ailes bl 0315 o83 3 1) s yiros] s (Sgmines A515 oo 35 Mty (3l iiarons]

Kateb Damghani, Mohammad Mahdi. “Intellectual Property Protection for Graphical User Interfaces”. Jour. of Legal
Res. 23, no. 57 (June 4, 2024): 465-504.



bl gl S8 ElSIb Coles [ (Slreld SIS sapetace

&l Sy

) mlie (I

MYAA o 1 0lya5 610yl yanl (B> puddl ol (S pu)y =

AYAY o 103lye0 -6 yalid JWas) Bai> pudlyl <Gy —

AYAY o 1031505 -6 yid g (28] CaSUlo (Bais .yl pMS)5 ~

AYAF oo 10lpe5 ) 38le 5 5,510 51 Bads (slacales .yl (oS5 -

slasly By Y game saudiuw 5 2 b 3l Colosn . eyg Mg 5 b daraw dyy 6 )SLis —
AN = (WYA)TYY A oolasd) Geis asliid)d L6, CuSle (G

https://doi.org/10.22067/1e.v2319.56911
)33l g rglocy o 9 ol 5l Colos (sl cuslio Soi> pllain oy Magow 5125 551 -

AOD-NAL(VF+ )] YD ( pogas Geis fbs
https ://doi.org/10.22054/jplr.2022.52791 2417

D (s Bof ()5 e pll 4y 0)b9d (IS 555 (ol dlegn (o5 Mot 9125 1S -
AY--av(yvav)y -

https://doi.org/10.22096/law.2019.34500

anlllas) Colos BB mio g )b Bais aoyp) e Jamw 5 (Slpetesmoduw ((lidlyd JouB —

SV (WADYY OV o ()5 ((pogie o dinii sk
https://profdoc.um.ac.ir/paper-abstract-1022211.html

90 Sl Sigygisle § S8 sl (oued (KBS ) Ll - gl 09 ola (B35 -

bl Lol gl sasu b (poled pgai - sinio )b 0890 w5 92 (e 5 G990 SNt (> « oo I -
AYAY c( bbse (ool ol jd (S31)S (6,8

YR (Glae 10lhe (68 oM (Bain .y duwr ¢ o yuo =

YD (Gl iae 0l o Slag sl (o Ly S (s a0 =

b ele (e

- Ahmed, Hassan. “The Copyrightability of Computer Program Graphical User Interfaces”.
Southwestern University Law Review, 30, (2001). Available at: https://www.austlii.edu.
au/cgi-bin/sinodisp/au/journals/JILawInfoSci/2003/2.html?query=%225%20Albany%20
Law%20Journal%20291%22

- Boule III, John R. “Redefining Reality: Why Design Patent Protection Should Expand to
the Virtual World”. American University Law Review, 66, 4(2017), 1113-1157. Available at:
http://digitalcommons.wcl.american.edu/aulr/vol66/iss4/5

- Buyya, Rajkumar, Christian Vecchiola and S. Thamarai Selvi. Mastering Cloud Computing:
Foundations and Applications Programming. Amsterdam; Boston: Morgan Kaufmann, 2013.

- Carlson, Mat D. “Intellectual Property Protection for Computer Icons: The Trademark
Alternative”. University of San Francisco Law Review, 31, (1996).

- Case C-393/09 Bezpecnostni softwarova asociace—Svaz softwarové ochrany v. Ministerstvo

Kateb Damghani, Mohammad Mahdi. “Intellectual Property Protection for Graphical User Interfaces”. Jour. of Legal
Res. 23, no. 57 (June 4, 2024): 465-504.

O+



0+)

VEY Sl DY o)leds VY 093 o Bois (slodimg} Al

Kultury (2011).

- Chen, Rain, Sung-Yun Shen and Su-Ping Tan. “Design Patents for Animated Images:
Development Trends”. Journal of Intellectual Property Rights, 19, (2014), 43-48. https://nopr.
niscpr.res.in/handle/123456789/26511

- Cook, Trevor. “Enforcement Directive and Harmonisation of Remedies for Intellectual
Property Infringement in the EU”, Journal of Intellectual Property Rights, 20, (2015),
264-269. https://www.wilmerhale.com/en/insights/publications/enforcement-directive-and-
harmonisation-of-remedies-for-intellectual-property-infringement-in-the-eu

- Cruz, Aaron Peter. “International IP: Harmonizing the Protection of Graphical User
Interfaces”. Connecticut Journal of International Law, 33, 1(2017), 137-161.

- Dubuisson, Thomas. “IP protection for graphical user interfaces in the EU, US and
China”. Journal of Intellectual Property Law & Practice, 10, 10(2015), 767-774. https://doi.
org/10.1093/jiplp/jpv142

- Duranti, Luciana, and Corinne Rogers. Trusting Records in the Cloud. UK: Facet
Publishing, 2019.

- Hemelrijk, Casper. “New Technologies: IP Protection for Graphical User Interfaces”.
Novagraaf, Accessed May 18, 2022. https://www.novagraaf.com/en/insights/new-
technologies-ip-protection-graphical-user-interfaces.

- Hochberg, Peter. “Design Patents and Graphical User Interfaces”. Bar Journal Intellectual
Property Law, 2017, 1-3. Available at: https://www.walterhav.com/files/2017/12/

“IaaS vs. PaaS vs. SaaS”. Accessed May 18, 2022. https://www.ibm.com/cloud/learn/iaas-
paas-saas.

- Ingrid & Isabel, LLC v. Baby Be Mine, LLC, 70 F. Supp. 3d 1105 (Dist. Court 2014).

- Jennings, Brendan and Rolf Stadler. “Resource management in clouds: Survey and research
challenges”. Journal of Network and Systems Management, 23, 3(2015), 567-619. https://doi.
org/10.1007/s10922-014-9307-7

- Kafeza, Irene, Eleanna Kafeza, and Epameinondas Panas. “Contracts in cloud computing”.
IEEE, 2014, 1-8.

- Koukal, Pavel. “Graphical User Interfaces and Their Protection in the European Union”,
in book Horizons in Computer Science Research (Hauppauge, NY: Nova Science Publishers,
2018).

- Kurdi, Heba A, Safwat Hamad, and Amal Khalifa. “Towards a friendly user interface on
the cloud”. Springer, 2014, 148-157.

- Lee, Peter and Madhavi Sunder. “The Law of Look and Feel”. Southern California Law
Review, 90, (2017), 529-591. Available in https://southerncalifornialawreview.com/

- Levi, SD and KC Riedel. “Cloud computing: understanding the business and legal Issues”.
White Paper, 2010, http://us.practicallaw.com/8-501-5479

- Logeais, Elisabeth. “Design Protection for Graphical User Interfaces”. International

Kateb Damghani, Mohammad Mahdi. “Intellectual Property Protection for Graphical User Interfaces”. Jour. of Legal
Res. 23, no. 57 (June 4, 2024): 465-504.



bl gl S8 ElSIb Coles [ (Slreld SIS sapetace

Chamber of Commerce, 20 April 2018. Available in https://iccwbo.org/news-publications/
policies-reports/design-protection-graphical-user-interfaces-guis/

- Millard, Christopher J. Cloud computing law. Oxford: Oxford University Press Oxford,
2013.

- Moffat, Viva R. “Mutant copyrights and backdoor patents: The problem of overlapping
intellectual property protection”. Berkeley Technology Law Journal, 19, (2004), 1473-1532.
Available at SSRN: https://ssrn.com/abstract=972358

- Neophytou, John Peter. “Copyright for graphical user interfaces”. Journal of Intellectual
Property Law & Practice, 6, 7(2011), 436-437. https://doi.org/10.1093/jiplp/jpr056

- Panjia, “On the application of punitive damages in the field of patent infringement -
Comments on Article 65 of the “Draft Revision of the Patent Law of the People’s Republic
of China (Draft for Comments)”, Journal of Chongqing University, 20, 2(2014), 115-122.
(Translated by Google)

- Poltorak, Alexander I, and Paul J Lerner. Essentials of licensing intellectual property. John
Wiley & Sons, 2013.

- Risch, Michael. “Functionality and graphical user interface design patents”. Stanford
Technology Law Review, 17, (2013), 1-49. Available at SSRN: https://ssrn.com/
abstract=2310132

- Rolling, Jane M. “No Protection, No Progress for Graphical User Interfaces”. Marquette
Intellectual Property Law Review, 2, 1(1998), 157-194. Available at: https://scholarship.law.
marquette.edu/iplr/vol2/iss1/5

- Samuelson, Pamela. “Protecting user interfaces through copyright: The debate”. University
of Pittsburgh Law School Pittsburgh, PA 15260, 1989. 97-103.

- Samuelson, Pamela. “Computer Programs, User Interfaces, and Section 102(b) of the
Copyright Act of 1976: A Critique of Lotus v. Paperback”. Law and Contemporary Problems,
55, 2(1992), 311-353. Available at: https://scholarship.law.duke.edu/lcp/vol55/iss2/17

- Samuelson, Pamela. “Why the look and feel of software user interfaces should not be
protected by copyright law”. Communications of the ACM, 32, 5(1989), 563-572. https://doi.
org/10.1145/63485.63487

- Schallop, Michael J. “Protecting User Interfaces: Not as Easy as 1-2-3”. Emory Law
Journal, 45, (1996), 1533-1582.

- Skon, Linda. “Copyright Protection of Computer User Interfaces: Creative Ferment in the
Courts”. Arizona State Law Journal, 27, (1995).

- Stigler, Rachel. “Ooey GUI: The Messy Protection of Graphical User Interfaces”.
Journal of Technology and Intellectual Property, 12, 3(2014), 213-252. Available in https://
scholarlycommons.law.northwestern.edu/njtip/vol12/iss3/3

- Two Pesos, Inc. v. Taco Cabana, Inc., 505 US 763 (Supreme Court 1992).

- Vousden, Stephen. “Protecting GUIs in EU law: Bezpecnostni Softwarova Asociace”.

Kateb Damghani, Mohammad Mahdi. “Intellectual Property Protection for Graphical User Interfaces”. Jour. of Legal
Res. 23, no. 57 (June 4, 2024): 465-504.

0+Y



Journal of Intellectual Property Law & Practice, 6, 10(2011), 728-737. https://doi.org/10.1093/
jiplp/jprlll

- World Intellectual Property Organization. WIPO intellectual property handbook: Policy,
Law and Use, Geneva, Switzerland: World Intellectual Property Organization, 2004.

0 ,Y’ Kateb Damghani, Mohammad Mahdi. “Intellectual Property Protection for Graphical User Interfaces”. Jour. of Legal
Res. 23, no. 57 (June 4, 2024): 465-504.



This Page Intentionally Left Blank



