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FACTS OF THE CASE AND THE PARTIES’ APPLICATIONS

1.

4.

By judgment of 10 July 2025, the Hamburg local division dismissed the infringement action and
declared the patent at issue invalid in so far as its subject-matter extends beyond claim 1 as set out
in auxiliary claims 1 and 2.

On 30 July 2025, the claimant lodged an appeal against the decision on the infringement action
(UPC-CoA-692/2025). On 10 September 2025, the defendants lodged an appeal against the decision
on the counterclaim for revocation (UPC-CoA-854/2025).

In pleadings filed on 31 July 2026 and 3 August 2026 respectively, the claimant and the defendants
applied to withdraw their respective appeals (UPC_CoA_692/2025 and UPC_CoA_854/2025). The

parties state that they have reached an out-of-court settlement.

Both parties consent to the other party’s application and make no claims for costs.

REASONS FOR THE ORDER

ORDER

Pursuant to Rule 265 of the RoP, a claimant may apply to withdraw their claim provided that no
final decision has yet been given on the claim. This provision also applies to the withdrawal of an
appeal (Court of Appeal, UPC-CoA-895/2026 and UPC-CoA-896/2025, decision of 6 March 2026 —
Black Sheep v HL Display).

The Court of Appeal grants the withdrawal of the appeals on the application of the respective
appellant, with the consent of the respective respondent. No conflicting interests on the part of the
respective respondent are apparent. Rather, the parties have stated that they have reached an out-
of-court settlement.

Although Rule 265.2(c) of the RoP provides that a decision on costs is to be made in accordance
with Part 1, Chapter 5, as both parties agree that they will not submit any claims for costs, no
decision on costs is required in this case.

The withdrawal of the appeals is permitted.
The proceedings are hereby declared closed.
This order is to be entered in the register.

Issued on 3 August 2026

Ulrike VoB3, Presiding Judge
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