Part I PPH based on the European patent application

Procedures to file a request to the JPO for Patent Prosecution
Highway Pilot Program between
the JPO and the EPO

Part |
PPH based on the European patent application

When an applicant files a request for an accelerated examination under the
Patent Prosecution Highway (hereinafter called “PPH”) Pilot Program based on
the European application to the JPO, an applicant must submit a request form
“The Explanation of Circumstances Concerning Accelerated Examination” based
on the procedure prescribed in “the Guidelines of the Accelerated Examination
and Appeal."!

Under the PPH Pilot Program, an applicant is not required to fill in the section “2.
the disclosure of prior arts and comparison between the claimed invention and
prior art” in “The Explanation of Circumstances Concerning Accelerated
Examination”.

The trial period of this PPH Pilot Program will commence on January 29, 2012,
for a trial period duration of two years and ending on January 28, 2014.

The trial period may be extended if necessary until the EPO and the JPO receive
the sufficient number of PPH requests to adequately assess the feasibility of the
PPH program.

The Offices may also terminate the PPH pilot program early if the volume of
participation exceeds manageable level, or for any other reason. Notice will be
published if the PPH pilot program is terminated before 28 January 2014.

1. Requirements

(@) Both the JP application on which PPH is requested and the EP
application(s) forming the basis of the PPH request shall have the
same earliest date (whether this be a priority date or a filing date).
For example, the JP application (including PCT national phase
application) is either:

(Case I) an application which validly claims priority under the Paris Convention
to the EP application(s) (examples are provided in ANNEX I, Figures

1 http://www.jpo.go.jp/torikumi/t torikumi/souki/pdf/v3souki/quideline.pdf
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A, B,C,DandE), or

(Case IlI) an application which is the basis of a valid priority claim under the
Paris Convention for the EP application(s) (including PCT national
phase application(s)) (examples are provided in ANNEX I, Figures F,
G and H), or

(Case Ill) an application which shares a common priority document with the
EP application(s) (including PCT national phase application(s))
(examples are provided in ANNEX I, Figures |, J, K, L and M), or

(Case IV) a PCT national phase application where both the JP application and
the EP application(s) are derived from a common PCT international
application having no priority claim (examples are provided in ANNEX
I, Figure N),

(b) At least one corresponding application exists in the EPO and has one
or more claims that are indicated to be allowable/patentable in the
latest office action by the EPO.

Claims are “determined to be allowable/patentable” in either of the following

cases:

() a communication regarding the intention to grant a European patent was
issued on the claims (The heading of the communication is
“Communication under Rule 71(3) EPC”)

(if) if the communication under (i) has not been issued yet, a positive opinion
regarding the allowability of the claims is contained in the European
Search Report (see Figure (E) in Annex I), i.e. neither category X
documents (including category PX, EX and OX documents) nor category
Y documents (including category PY, EY and OY documents) are cited as
to the claims.

(c) All claims on file, as originally filed or as amended, for examination
under the PPH must sufficiently correspond to one or more of those
claims indicated as patentable/allowable in the EPO.

Claims are considered to “sufficiently correspond” where, accounting for
differences due to translations and claim format, the claims in the JPO are of
the same or similar scope as the claims indicated as patentable/allowable in
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the EPO, or the claims in the JPO are narrower in scope than the claims
indicated as patentable/allowable in the EPO. In this regard, a claim that is
narrower in scope occurs when a claim indicated as patentable/allowable in
the EPO is amended to be further limited by an additional technical feature
that is supported in the specification (description and/or claims). A claim in
the JPO which introduces a new/different category of claims to those claims
determined to be patentable/allowable in the EPO is not considered to
sufficiently correspond. For example, the claims indicated as
patentable/allowable in the EPO only contain claims to a process of
manufacturing a product, then the claims in the JPO are not considered to
sufficiently correspond if the claims in the JPO introduce product claims that
are dependent on the corresponding process claims.

(d) The JPO has not begun examination of the application. (an example is
provided in ANNEX I, Figure O)

2. Documents to be submitted
Documents (a) to (d) below must be submitted by attaching to “The
Explanation of Circumstances Concerning Accelerated Examination”.

Some of the documents may not be required to submit in certain cases. Please
note that the name of the documents omitted to submit still have to be listed in
“The Explanation of Circumstances Concerning Accelerated Examination”
(Please refer to the Example form for the detail).

(@) A copy of all office actions which are relevant to allowability from the
EPO, which were sent in regard to the corresponding EPO patent
application, and their Japanese or English translations if they are not in
English.

The EPO office actions which are relevant to allowability mean all issued
“European Search Report”, “European Search Opinion”, “Examination
Report” and “Communication under Rule 71(3) EPC".

If these documents are written in English and available via the EPO dossier
access system, le. epoline (registered trademark)
(https://reqgister.epoline.org/espacenet/regviewer ), the applicant does not
have to submit their copies and only have to list up the name of the
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documents as “documents to be omitted to submit” in the request form “The
Explanation of Circumstances Concerning Accelerated Examination”. If these
documents are written in French or German, the applicant does not have to
submit their copies if they are available via the EPO dossier access system,
but has to attach their translations by him/herself.

(b) A copy of all claims determined to be allowable by the EPO, and their
Japanese or English translations if they are not in English.
Copies of the claims determined to be allowable in the EPO can be a copy of
the written amendments which include claims determined to be allowable,
the documents submitted at filing which include claims determined to be
allowable, the printer's copy ("Druckexemplar”) or the EPO’s publication of
the granted patent.
The conditions where the applicant will not have to submit a copy and
translation of the claims are the same as those that apply to the office actions
as described above.

(c) Copies of documents cited by the EPO examiner
The copies of documents to be submitted are those cited in the “Examination
Report” or, if no Examination Report has been issued, those listed in the
“European Search Report”.
If a cited document is a patent document, the applicant does not have to
submit it. In case the JPO has difficulty in obtaining the document, however,
the applicant may be asked to submit it.
If a cited document is non-patent literature, the applicant always has to
submit it.
Translations of cited documents are unnecessary.

(d) A claims correspondence table

The applicant must submit a claim correspondence table, which indicates
how all claims in the JP application sufficiently correspond to the claims
determined to be allowable by the EPO.

When claims are just literal translation, the applicant can just write down that
“they are the same” in the table. When claims are not just literal translation, it
IS necessary to explain the sufficient correspondence of each claim based on
the criteria 1. (c) (Please refer to the Example form below).
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Part I PPH based on the European patent application

When the applicant has already submitted above documents (a) to (d) to the
JPO through simultaneous or past procedures, the applicant may incorporate
the documents by reference and will not have to attach them.

3. Example of “The Explanation of Circumstances Concerning Accelerated
Examination” for filing request an accelerated examination under the PPH
pilot program

(1) Circumstances

Please state that an accelerated examination is requested under the PPH
pilot program, explaining that the relationship between the application
requested for the PPH and the corresponding EP application(s) meets the
requirement under 1. (a) and that the corresponding EP application(s) meets
either (i) or (ii) of 1. (b). The application number(s) of the corresponding EP
application(s) must be specified. If the application requested for the PPH or
the corresponding EP application(s) is a derived application (e.g., the EP
application that is determined to be allowable is a divisional application of an
EP application which forms the basis of the priority claim of the JP
application), please indicate the application number of its basic application.

(2) Documents to be submitted
The applicant must list all required documents mentioned above 2. in an
identifiable way, even when applicant omits to submit certain documents.

(3) Notice
Forms of “The Explanation of Circumstances Concerning Accelerated
Examination” are different between on-line procedure and paper procedure.
Please refer to the examples of forms when filling in (“Form 1 for Accelerated
Examination” for on-line procedures, and “Form 2 for Accelerated Examination”
for paper procedures.).

(2012.1)
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Example Form for the on-line PPH filing procedure

(E%82] ___ FASECHILERESNAE
'_Tbﬁ_zl?zl}?_qflt_}zl_s_y???f___________________5

”’_“-'f'l_jj_ Bl FROOFO0A00H - Bibliographical items
 Date of filing |

(hTH] HRTRER
| Destination |

ELTETY

[tHJ?E%%] $%EE 0000—000000

G%Hj%l
(ERES] 000000000
[EFAXIEEFR] OOBOOWOTH
(K& XIEEFR] OOO0O0O0

UtIEM
(ERES] 000000000
[EFAXIEEFR] OOBOOWOTH
(K& XIE£FR] OO OO

_______________________________________________________________________________

1. ==t

A FEEFRIN T~ D3GR (FEF I FEFES0000000) (&, HIZ, EERMMMEET~
D—2DHEE(HEEFES00/000000) [T LT/NYEHNIZEDBLIEEADICERIT HHEE
THY., BREFEENA VM EIEREEDHFZITIDDTH S,

*‘%Eﬂkd‘l\l HBEIZR LT, wokdErk B+ B CHEFEFaL@R(EPC R BN 71 E DGEA M FIT
ShTW3,

1, Circumstances

Both this application and the corresponding EP application (the application i
number is 0000000) validly claim priority under the Paris Convention to a UKIPO !
application (the application number is 00/000000), and the accelerated |
examination is requested under the PPH pilot program between the JPO and the i
EPO. !
A communication under Rule 71(3) EPC is issued on (date) toward the '
corresponding EP patent application, |

(RHEFEABRT594)
(ML) rxekk F B {5 0 It BN B BRI 23t 9~ 5 B SR & #R &5 (European Search Report)
NEL

(MER)  *xTexk Bk B 0 5t 5 ER M H R %t 9 5 $E#E 22 H @ &N (Examination Report) DE
L
(ML) wxekk H B {5 0 xf It B B BRI 253t 9~ 5B 5A & R #Z(European Search Opinion)
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Part I PPH based on the European patent application

List up the documents which

can be omitted to submit

DEL
(ER)  *xEFrk Bk B AT O 5t 5 BR M BB 5T B 4% EF 55 Rl@ AN(EPC #1 B 713)CE3<E \
MDEL

(8) SISERM HFEDRFEF A R TH HERINHFEF 50000000 5 B E >
(%) SSERM HREIZH LTI RS = KRERF 5500000005 BAHE
(R) SISERM HEREIZx L TEI RS =B EF HFE 22 BA5E 0000000 S EBAMIE /

' (Documents to be omitted to submit)
' (The name of the document) Copy of the European Search Report of (date)
i (The name of the document) Copy of the European Search Opinion of (date)
' (The name of the document) Copy of the Examination Report of (date)
' (The name of the document) Copy of the communication under Rule 71(3) EPC of
' (date)
i (The name of the document) Publication of the corresponding EP patent
' application:
' EP 0000000 B1
i (The name of the document) Cited reference of the corresponding EP patent
i application:
'+ US 0000000 A
! (The name of the document) Cited reference of the corresponding EP patent
i application:
+ EP 0000000 A1

LUTIZEWT, N5 AIEFHFER1 1&1E., THEE—F., OV E1—3 A TR KREEBE (F 11
)AL 13- T—XTIOFv]. F2 . REHERFFEE. 1985 F 11 H.p. 123-127]T
H5,

/ ' In what follows, “cited non-patent literaturel” is “Yoichi Muraoka, Lecture of !
' Computer Science (vol.11) computer architecture, 2nd edition, Scientist com, Nov.
i 1985, p.123-127.”

If the name of the document is long (over 50 letters), it is impossible to write it down
directly to the column “[#1#44]”. In this case, please write down the full name of the
document in the column “[REAEEICEET SHE1FERA) and name it properly. Then
write the name in the column “[#{4 4]

HE' Htto H 8] List up the documents to

'_Tb_e_l_l_SEP_f_%lzbl_ll_l_tﬁeé_@(z@zr_nﬁrzt_s____ ] / be submitted

(2] ERMHEREEAEBEOFEREOMGEFEEZRYET 1
(4] SIREREFXRT 1

(The name of the document) The table explaining how the claims indicated to be
allowable by the EPO sufficiently correspond to the claims in the JP patent
application 1

(The name of the document) Cited non-patent literaturel 1

Use the same name as in“[¥#HE&])
""""""""""""""""""""""""" under “[{ZH ¥4 0 B #k].
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(2] BRNEHBEEARHEDOFEREBEOMIGEFREZRYTEM@
"The table explaining how the claims indicated to be allowable by the EPO |
sufficiently correspond to the claims in the JP application |

G /\ Attach the document here as image file or text.
ARHFED | BRNEREFT CF HMIGERICEAT 23 A2+
FEKIE FFalge L St
U .| RE
' The ! |! The claim !
! claim | |} indicated to i Ty s yialuiueiin |
Do v . 1 Comments about the correspondence
 filed ! be ! .
i to the E 1 allowable in |
.JPO__i | _the EPO___ .
1 1 MY Lo LER-THB. .
i Both claims are the same. !
2 2 WMy L—Lld, REBAEREEA-_THD.
i Both claims are the same except the claim i
i format. i
3 1 FEORIE 3 (. BRMNAFEFHREDEERIE 1 [T A &LV S KA
EEREMMLIbOTHE,
i Claim 3 in the JP application adds composition A i
_toclaim 1 filedatthe BPO |

[%ﬁ:%] SIAIEEEFXHR1T & | Use the same name as in “[##

. Cited non-patent literaturel i £ under “[{ZHE D B #%].”

Attach the copy of the document.

Please note that in the case of paper procedure, the pendency period (the period between

the request for PPH and the first office action) tends to be longer than on-line procedure
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Part I
PPH using the PCT international work products from the EPO

Applicants can request accelerated examination by a prescribed procedure
including submission of relevant documents on an application which is filed with
the Japan Patent Office (JPO) and satisfies the following requirements under the
JPO-EPO Patent Prosecution Highway pilot programs based on PCT
international work products (PCT-PPH pilot program).

When filing a request for the PCT-PPH pilot program, an applicant must submit a
request form “The Explanation of Circumstances Concerning Accelerated
Examination” based on the procedure prescribed in “the Guidelines of the
Accelerated Examination and Appeal."”?> Under the PCT-PPH Pilot program, an
applicant is not required to fill in the section “2. the disclosure of prior arts and
comparison between the claimed invention and prior art” in “The Explanation of
Circumstances Concerning Accelerated Examination”.

The trial period of the PCT-PPH pilot program will commence on January 29,
2012, for a trial period duration of two years and ending on January 28, 2014.
The trial period may be extended if necessary until the JPO and EPO receive the
sufficient number of PCT-PPH requests to adequately assess the feasibility of
the PCT-PPH pilot program.

The Offices may also terminate the PCT-PPH pilot program early if the volume of
participation exceeds manageable level, or for any other reason. Notice will be
published if the PCT-PPH pilot program is terminated before 28 January 2014.

1. Requirements
The application which is filed with the JPO and on which the applicant files a
request under the PCT-PPH must satisfy the following requirements:

(1) The latest work product in the international phase of a PCT application
corresponding to the application (“international work product”), namely the
Written Opinion of International Search Authority (WO/ISA), the Written
Opinion of International Preliminary Examination Authority (WO/IPEA) or the
International Preliminary Examination Report (IPER), indicates at least one
claim as allowable (from the aspect of novelty, inventive steps and industrial
applicability).

2 http://www.jpo.go.jp/torikumi/t torikumi/souki/pdf/v3souki/quideline.pdf
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Note that the ISA and the IPEA which produced the WO/ISA, WO/IPEA and
the IPER are limited to the EPO, but, if priority is claimed, the priority claim
can be to an application in any Office, see example A’ in Annex Il (application
ZZ can be any national application).

The applicant cannot file a request under PCT-PPH on the basis of an
International Search Report (ISR) only.

In case any observation is described in Box VIII of WO/ISA, WO/IPEA or
IPER which forms the basis of a PCT-PPH request, the applicant must
identify and explain which claim(s) is/are allowable whether or not an
amendment is submitted to correct the observation noted in Box VIII. The
application will not be eligible for participating in PCT-PPH pilot program if the
applicant does not identify and explain which claim(s) is/are allowable. In this
regard, however, it does not affect the decision on the eligibility of the
application whether the explanation is adequate and/or whether the
amendment submitted overcomes the observation noted in Box VIII.

(2) The relationship between the application and the corresponding international
application satisfies one of the following requirements:

(A) The application is a national phase application of the corresponding
international application. (See Diagrams A, A, and A” in Annex II)

(B) The application is a national application as a basis of the priority claim of
the corresponding international application. (See Diagram B in Annex Il)

(C) The application is a national phase application of an international
application claiming priority from the corresponding international
application. (See Diagram C in Annex II)

(D) The application is a national application claiming foreign/domestic
priority from the corresponding international application. (See Diagram D
in Annex II)

(E) The application is the derivative application (divisional application and
application claiming domestic priority etc.) of the application which
satisfies one of the above requirements (A) — (D). (See Diagrams E1 and
E2 in Annex II)

(3) All claims on file, as originally filed or as amended, for examination under the
PCT-PPH must sufficiently correspond to one or more of those claims
indicated as patentable/allowable in the EPO as ISA/IPEA.

(2012.1)
10
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Claims are considered to "sufficiently correspond" where, accounting for
differences due to translations and claim format, the claims in the JPO are of
the same or similar scope as the claims indicated as patentable/allowable in
the EPO, or the claims in the JPO are narrower in scope than the claims
indicated as patentable/allowable in the EPO.

In this regard, a claim that is narrower in scope occurs when a claim indicated
as patentable/allowable in the EPO is amended to be further limited by an
additional feature that is supported in the specification (description and/or
claims) of the application.

A claim in the JPO which introduces a new/different category of claims to
those claims indicated as patentable/allowable in the EPO is not considered
to sufficiently correspond. For example, the claims indicated as
patentable/allowable in the EPO only contain claims to a process of
manufacturing a product, then the claims in the JPO are not considered to
sufficiently correspond if the claims in the JPO introduce product claims that
are dependent on the corresponding process claims.

(4) The JPO has not begun examination of the application at the time of request
under PCT-PPH.

2. Documents to be submitted
The applicant must submit the following documents attached to the request
form in filing a request under PCT-PPH.
Some of the documents may not be required to submit in certain cases. Please
note that the name of the documents omitted to submit still have to be listed in
“The Explanation of Circumstances Concerning Accelerated Examination”
(Please refer to the Example form for the detail).

(1) A copy of the latest international work product which indicated the claims to
be allowable and their Japanese or English translations if they are not in
English.

In case the application satisfies the relationship 1.(2)(A), the applicant need not
submit a copy of the International Preliminary Report on Patentability (IPRP)
and any English translations thereof because a copy of these documents is
already contained in the file-wrapper of the application. In addition, if the copy
of the latest international work product and the copy of the translation are

11
(2012.1)
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available via “PATENTSCOPE (registered trademark)”’, an applicant need not
submit these documents, unless otherwise requested by the JPO.

(WO/ISA and IPER are usually available as “IPRP Chapter I’ and “IPRP
Chapter 11" respectively in 30 months after the priority date.)

(2) A copy of a set of claims which the latest international work product of the
corresponding international application indicated to be allowable and their
Japanese or English translations if they are not in English
If the copy of the set of claims which are indicated to be allowable is available
via “PATENTSCOPE (registered trademark)” (e.g. the international Patent
Gazette has been published), an applicant need not submit this document
unless otherwise requested by the JPO. Where the set of claims is written in
French or German, the translations must be submitted by an applicant.

(3) A copy of references cited in the latest international work product of the
international application corresponding to the application.
If the reference is a patent document, the applicant is not required to submit it.
In case the JPO has difficulty in obtaining the document, however, the
applicant may be asked to submit it. Non-patent literature must always be
submitted. Translations of cited documents are unnecessary.

(4) A claims correspondence table which indicates how all claims in the
application sufficiently correspond to the claims indicated to be allowable.
When claims are just literal translation, the applicant can just write down that
“they are the same” in the table. When claims are not just literal translation, it
is necessary to explain the sufficient correspondence of each claim based on
the criteria 1. (3) (Please refer to the Example form below).

When an applicant has already submitted the above mentioned documents (1)
- (4) to the JPO through simultaneous or past procedures, the applicant may
incorporate the documents by reference and is thus not required to attach the
documents.

3. Example of “The Explanation of Circumstances Concerning Accelerated
Examination” for filing request an accelerated examination under the

* http://www.wipo.int/pctdb/en/index.jsp

12
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PCT-PPH pilot program

(1) Circumstances

The applicant must indicate that the application is included in (A) to (E) of 1.
(2), and that the accelerated examination is requested under the PCT-PPH
pilot program. The application number(s) of the corresponding international
application(s) also must be written.

In case any observation is described in Box VIII of WO/ISA, WO/IPEA or
IPER which forms the basis of a PCT-PPH request, the applicant must
identify and explain which claim(s) is/are allowable.

(2) Documents to be submitted
The applicant must list all required documents mentioned above 2. in an
identifiable way, even when applicant omits to submit certain documents.

(3) Notice
Forms of “The Explanation of Circumstances Concerning Accelerated
Examination” are different between on-line procedure and paper procedure.
Please refer to the examples of forms when filling in (“*Form 1 for Accelerated
Examination” for on-line procedures, and “Form 2 for Accelerated Examination”
for paper procedures.).

(2012.1)
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Example form of on-line procedures

(B8] __ FAEECHILERESASE
'_Tbﬁ_r_l?f{l?_(zf_thl_s_wsr___________________5

H"“-'f'l_f_' Al FRLO0%00H00H S Bibliographical items
 Date of filing |

(bRl WRTRER
 Destination |

ELTELY

[&ﬁﬁ%%] #F8 0000—000000

Hm.':lj%]
(FEAIFS] 000000000
(EFAXIEER] ocoRooioTH
[E%X(i%%] 00000

UtIEA]
(FAES] 000000000
[1EFXIFERR] ocoBoothoTH
(K& XIEZFR] oo oo

{Eﬁﬂéﬁl F'a?l#'%’)%’l Rﬁﬂ]

_______________________________________________________________________________

1. =iE

AHEEILERE L EE (HEEEZS PCT/EPOO00/000000) DEINITHETHY . HFFBE/\
A IZE KRB EDHFBLZITIDDTH S,

LEERHRBEICOVWCERRAEMEEL CORUINEFFTAMERLI-RBEICHE T, 155558
K OEF 25 LR AT REE D HIBF ABATREN TINS,

1. Circumstances

This application is a national phase application of a PCT international application
(the application number is PCT/EP0000/000000), and the accelerated examination
is requested under the PPH program.

The WO/ISA issued by the EPO as an ISA indicates at least one claim to be
allowable.

(IREZEBRTI504)
(ML) >E BB OREERREREICx TS WO/ISA DEL
(%) M CEREHEOEREARAR THSEKRAFZE0000/0000005F
() i EEEHEEIC LTI SN = KEFFFE0000005 4
() M EEEHEEIC LTSI S -B AEFHFE0000005 4
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omitted to submit

List up the documents which can be

: (Documents to be omitted to submit)
(The name of the document) Copy of WO/ISA on (date)

(The name of the document) International publication of the corresponding PCT

international application: WO 0000/000000

international application: United States Publication of application 0000000
(The name of the document) Cited reference of the corresponding PCT

international application: Japan Patent publication of application

E(The name of the document) Cited reference of the corresponding PCTE

0000000

UTIZEWNT, ISR XE &, THREF—F. [QVE2—3 AT AKRZHBE (F

11 HB)AVEL—32-7—FTIF V1. F 2 k. EXSaREEE, 1985
1271TH 5%,

£ 11 A.p. 123 -

' Science (vol.11) computer architecture, 2nd edition, Scientist com, Nov. 1985, |

p.123-127.

_______________________________________________________________

The table to explain how the claims indicated as allowable in {
phase sufficiently correspond to the claims in the JP application

List up the documents to be

_________________

submitted

write it down directly to the column “[#1¥4]” Please

properly. Then write the name in the column “[#444]).”

If the name of the document is long (over than 50 letters), it is impossible to

write down the full

name of the document in the column “[ BEAEEICEHT HFE1FIRBA)” and name it

(2012.1) 15
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‘R BEER]”

Use the same name as “[##4 4] under

{,?EH%#F] &

Attach the document here as image file or

text.

The table to explain how the claims indicated as allowable in the international
phase sufficiently correspond to the claims in the JPO application

[RA]
AHFED | EIFRERFS CTHEEFaEE MIERICEAT a4 b
FEKIB EEInf=EKkE
i The | | The allowable
i ?lalm | _clalm . the  Comments about the correspondence |
i in the | | international phase e o o i
JPO
1 1 MY L—LEE-THd.
| Both claims are the same. E
2 2 "
WY L— L, EEBAEREE-THD.
. Both claims are the same except the claim format.
2 "
5 HERIES . EREBEOEREBE1ICAEVWSEREZMAML
230THd,
i The claim 5 in the JPO has additional composition i
| Aon the Claim 1 in the international phase. | 5

[%14‘-%] 5| FAJEHFEF 3R 1

K__ Use the same name as “[¥#44 )" under

“‘GREMHEDBEER]”

Attach the copy of the document.

Note that in the case of paper procedure, the pendency period (the period between the

request for PPH and the first office action) tends to be longer than on-line procedure.

(2012.1)
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- Paris route & Complex priority -

(Case I)

EP application Patentable/Allowable ‘

-- application

Priority

T
1
1
1
1
1
1
claim '
1
1

<___________.____

\4

Priority
claim

JP application

-- : any office

- Paris route & divisional application -

EP application |~ Patentable/Allowable ‘
1

1

\ Priority
1 claim
\

JP application

(Case I)

Request
for PPH

JP application

Divisional

Request
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(Case )
- Search Report -
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(A) The application is a national phase application
of the corresponding international application.
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(A”) The application is a national phase application of
the corresponding international application.

(The corresponding international application claims priority
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(C) The application is a national phase application of an
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corresponding international application.
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