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V. Interpreting and Utilizing ISR, WOISA, and IPER

A. What are the ISR , the WOISA, and the IPER ?
® International Search Report (ISR)

» The results of the international search are recorded in the International Search Report.
» The Search Report is published by the International Bureau.

» The Search Report serves as a basis for any examination of the International application by the
designated Offices.

(PCT Guidelines 16.01)

® Written Opinion of the International Searching Authority (WOISA)
(International Preliminary Report on Patentability (Chapter 1) (IPRP(1)))

» Its primary role is to identify whether or not the claimed invention appears to be novel, involve
an inventive step (be non-obvious) and be industrially applicable.

(PCT Guidelines 17.02)

® |nternational Preliminary Examination Report (IPER)
(International Preliminary Report on Patentability (Chapter Il) (IPRP(II)))

» Assuming that international preliminary examination is demanded, an IPER is drawn up at the
end of the process of examination, taking into account amendments or observations that the
applicant has made during the process.

(PCT Guidelines 17.08)
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IV. Interpreting and Utilizing ISR, WOISA, and IPER
Flowchart of Typical International Application Processing

International || International Application based on PCT ||
Phase

|| International Search || -producing ISR

*producing WO/ISA

|| International Publication ||

&

(No demand filed)

(Demand filed)

International

Preliminary Report
(Chapter )

International Preliminary
Examination

v

International
Preliminary Report
(Chapter Il)

|| Submission of Translation ||

l

Transmission to the National Phase
in each Designated Office

National Phase

|| Designated Office ||

l( ———————— Amendment
|| Examination
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V. Interpreting and Utilizing ISR, WOISA, and IPER
B. International Search Report(ISR)

B Front Page

» Basic information
e |nternational application number
e |[nternational Filing Date
e Earliest Priority Date
e Name of the applicant
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IV. Interpreting and Utilizing ISR, WOISA, and IPER
B. International Search Report(ISR)

B Basis of the Report

B Certain claims were found to be unsearchable

Unity of invention is lacking

1. Basis of the report

a. Withrecard to the langlage. the international search was carried out on the basis of:

¥ the international application in the language in which it was filed.

| atranslation of the international application into which 1s the language of

a translation furnished for the purposes of international search (Rules 12.3(a) and 23.1(b)).
This mternational search report has been established taking mto account the rectification of an obvious mistake
authorized by or notified to tlus Authority under Rule 91 (Rule 43.651s(a)).

.| With regard to any nucleotide and/or amino acid sequence disclosed in the international application, see Box No. L
¥ Certain claims were found unsearchable (see Box No. II).

3. v Unity of invention is lacking (see Box No. III).




V. Interpreting and Utilizing ISR, WOISA, and IPER
B. International Search Report(ISR)

B Observation where certain claims were found to be unsearchable.

» The international application relates to a subject matter for which the ISA is not
required to search (PCT Article 17(2)(a)(i))

¢ Scientific and mathematical theories

e Plant or animal varieties or essentially biological processes for the production of plants and
animals, other than microbiological processes and the products of such processes

e Schemes, rules or methods of doing business, performing purely mental acts, or playing
games

e Mere presentation of information
& Computer programs to the extent that the ISA is not equipped to search prior art /

concerning such programs

» The description, the claims, or the drawings fail to comply with the prescribed
requirements to such an extent that a meaningful search cannot be carried out. (PCT
Article 17(2)(a)(ii))

» Multiple dependent claim referring to other multiple dependent claim (JPO allows)

Searchable MAY NOT required to search
Claim1 Claim3 Claim5
Claim2 7 Claim4 7 Claimé6
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IV. Interpreting and Utilizing ISR, WOISA, and IPER
B. International Search Report(ISR)

B Observation where certain claims were found to be unsearchable.

Box No. I Observations where certain claims were found unsearchable (Continuation of item 2 of first sheet)

Tlus mternational search report has not been established m respect of certamn claums under Article 17(2)(a) for the following reasons:

1. ¥  Claims Nos.: 8
because they relate to subject matter not requured to be searched by tlus Authonty, namely:

The subject matter of claim 8 relates to g_method of doing business, which
does not require an international search by the International Searching
Authority in accordance with PCT Article 17(2) (a) (1) and Rule 39.1(iii).

-

Clamms Nos.:
because they relate to parts of the mternational application that do not comply with the prescribed requrements to such an

extent that no meanmgful mternational search can be carmed out, specifically:

3. I Claims Nos.:

because they are dependent claums and are not drafted 1 accordance with the second and thurd sentences of Rule 6.4(a).
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V. Interpreting and Utilizing ISR, WOISA, and IPER
B. International Search Report(ISR)

B Lack of Unity of Invention

1. The international application shall relate to one invention only, or to a

group of inventions so linked as to form a single general inventive concept
("requirement of unity of invention").

2. If the ISA determines that the international application does not comply

with the requirement of unity of invention, it shall invite the applicant to
pay additional fees.

B Example

» Claim1 : A process of manufacturing an apparatus comprising steps A and B
» Claim2 : Apparatus specifically designed for carrying out step A
» Claim3 : Apparatus specifically designed for carrying out step B
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IV. Interpreting and Utilizing ISR, WOISA, and IPER

If the ISA decides that the international application does not comply with the
requirement of unity of invention:

ISA

@ a communication which contains an invitation to pay additional fee(s).

Applicant

] @ (No reaction)

ISA Searching the invention first mentioned in claims
and drawing up the ISR

VV (paying additional fee(s))

ISA Searching group(s) of inventions in respect of which the search fee and any additional fee(s)
have been paid

(paying additional fee(s)

and protesting the allegation of lack of unity of invention (and paying protest fee, if necessary ))

ISA

Searching all inventions
and examining the protest

LD To the extent that the applicant’ s protest is found to be justified, additional fee(s) are reimbursed
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Interpreting and Utilizing ISR, WOISA, and IPER

B Observation where unity of invention is lacking

- "1

This International Searching Authority found multiple mventions in this international application, as follows:

D1 (JP 987654 A) discloses an apparatus including “A”. Therefore, claim1l lack novelty
euer DI _and Jdnvolves no special fechnical features, Thus there are < inventions
in the claims of this application.

Note that claiml, which involves no special technical features, is grouped into
invention 1.

(invention 1) claim 1-7, 9-165
(invention 2) claim 16-20

1. v Asall required additional search fees were tunely paid by the applicant, this mternational search report covers all searchable

claims.

[

[ As all searchable claims could be searched without effort justifying additional fees, this Authority did not invite payment of

additional fees.

3. [ As only some of the required additional search fees were timely paid by the applicant, this international search report covers
only those claims for which fees were paid, specifically claims Nos.:

4. [ No required additional search fees were timely paid by the applicant. Consequently, this international search report is

restricted to the mvention first mentioned m the clauns: it 1s covered by claums Nos.:

Remark on Protest [V The additional search fees were accompanied by the applicant’s protest and, where applicable, the
payment of a protest fee.

The additional search fees were accompanied by the applicant's protest but the applicable protest

—
fee was not paid withm the tume limit specified i the mvitation.
—

No protest accompanied the payment of additional search fees.

Basis
Applicant’ s

Reaction

Remark of
Protest

34



IV. Interpreting and Utilizing ISR, WOISA, and IPER
B. International Search Report(ISR)

B Classification and Fields searched === Not always identical

B Minimum documentation Searched
B Documentation Searched Other than Minimum Documentation

B Electronic Database Consulted

CLASSIFICATION OF SUBJECT MATTER

)1

Accordme to International Patent Classification (IPC) or to both national classification and IPC

B. FIELDS SEARCHED

inimum docurmnentation searched (classification system followed by classification symbols)
Int.C1. GO0&Q50/00, GO&Q10/00

Documentation searched other than minimum documentation to the extent that such documents are included in the fields searched
Published examined utility model applications of Japan 1922-199¢6
Published unexamined utility model applications of Japan 1971-2005
Registered utility model specifications of Japan 1996-2005
Published registered utility model applications of Japan 1994-2005

Electronic data base consulted during the international search (name of data base and, where practicable, search terms used)

CA(STN), [?root?*74/SX]
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IV. Interpreting and Utilizing ISR, WOISA, and IPER
B. International Search Report(ISR)

B Documentation

» Citation category, citation of the document, identification of relevant claim numbers

B Citation of the Documentation
» WIPO Standard ST.14

B Patent Family
» Sign &

C. DOCUMENTS CONSIDERED TO BE RELEVANT

Category™ Citation of document, with mdication, where appropnate, of the relevant passages Relevant to claun No.

X JP 2010-587654 A (PCT SYSTEM CORP) 1-7
Y 2010.10.07, paragraphs [0026]-[0030] 9-13
A <PLE36543210 A, column 5, lines 5-30 14-20

Patent Farnily
Y JP 2009-111111 A (INDUSTRIAL PROPERTY INC) 9-13
009.09.28, Claim 1, Figure 1
‘E'WO 2007/222222 Al 3




IV. Interpreting and Utilizing ISR, WOISA, and IPER
B. International Search Report(ISR)

B Patent Family Annex

Cited document

Publication date

Patent Family

JP

JP

us

JP

JP

2010-987654 A

2009-111111 A

0123456 Bl

4321567 BZ

2222222 U

2010.10.07

2009.

2013.

2006.

1953.

09

02.

02.

07.

.28

15

20

01

UsS 6543210 A
WO 2007/222222 Al

DE 1123456 Al
FR 2123456 Al

Family: none

Family: none
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IV. Interpreting and Utilizing ISR, WOISA, and IPER
B Category Code

1

> |X D Further documents are listed in the continuation of Box C. D See patent family annex.
> |Y *  Special categories of cited documents: “T" later document published after the international filing date or priority
“A"  document defining the general state of the art which is not considered date and not in conflict with the apgllc_auon but cited to understand
} A to be of particular relevance the principle or theory underlying the invention
“E” earlicr application or patent but published on or after the international  “X”  document of particular relevance; the claimed invention cannot be
> E filing date considered novel or cannot be considered to involve an inventive
“L™  document which may throw doubts on priority claim(s) or which is step when the document is taken alone
> cited to establish the p‘gb:’lcauon date of another citation or other wym oo ooy o particular relevance; the claimed invention cannot be
O special reason (as specified) considered to involve an inventive step when the document is
“O” document referring to an oral disclosure, use, exhibition or other combined with one or more other such documents, such combination
> P means being obvious to a person skilled in the art

“P"  document published prior to the international filing date but later than  «g»  4ocument member of the same patent family
the priority date claimed

T = PN L | Dateatomaili theiatanotionol toonhan o

A\
—

(WIPO Standards ST.14 http://www.wipo.int/standards/en/pdf/03-14-01.pdf)

C. DOCUMENTS CONSIDERED TO BE RELEVANT

Category™ Citation of document, with mdication, where appropnate, of the relevant passages Relevant to clamm No.
& JP 2010-987654 A (PCT SYSTEM CORP) 1-7
Y 2010.10.07, paragraphs [0026]-[0030] 9-13
A & US 6543210 A, column 5, lines 5-30 14-20
Y JP 2005-111111 A (INDUSTRIAL PROPERTY INC) 9-13
2009.09.28, Claim 1, Figure 1
& WO 2007/222222 Al




IV. Interpreting and Utilizing ISR, WOISA, and IPER
B. International Search Report(ISR)

B Relevant to claim numbers

» Relationship Between Documentation and Claims

e Each citation should include a reference to the claims to which it relates.

e |tis also possible for the same document to represent a different

category with respect to different claims.

C. DOCUMENTS CONSIDERED TO BE RELEVANT

Category™ Citation of document, with mdication, where appropnate, of the relevant passages

Relevant to claim No.

JP 2010-987654 A (PCT SYSTEM CORP)
2010.10.07, paragraphs [0026]-[0030]
& US 6543210 A, column 5, lines 5-30

JP 2009-111111 A (INDUSTRIAL PROPERTY INC)
2009.09.28, Claim 1, Figure 1
& WO 2007/222222 Al

1-7
9-13

14-20

9-13

14-20
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V. Interpreting and Utilizing ISR, WOISA, and IPER
C. Written Opinion of the International Searching Authority(WOISA)

B Front Page

» Basic information
e The international application #
e Name of the applicant
e The international filing date
e The claimed priority date

41



IV. Interpreting and Utilizing ISR, WOISA, and IPER

C. Written Opinion of the International Searching Authority(WOISA)

B Basis of the Written Opinion

Box No. I Basis of this opinion

1. _With regard to the language, this opinion has been established on the basis of:

v

the mternational application m the language m which it was filed.

=

a translation of the imnternational application mto

translation furnished for the purposes of mternational search (Rules 12.3(a) and 23.1(b)).

which 15 the language of a
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IV. Interpreting and Utilizing ISR, WOISA, and IPER
C. Written Opinion of the International Searching Authority(WOISA)

We need to consider whether or
B Priority not the priority claim is valid.

Box No. II Priority

1. ¥  The validity of the priority claim has not been considered because the International Searching Authority does not have in its
possession a copy of the earlier application whose priority has been clauned or, where requured, a translation of that earhier
application. This opmuon has nevertheless been established on the assumption that the relevant date (Rules 43bis.1 and 64.1)

1§ the clanmed prionty date.

This opmion has been established as 1f no priority had been clammed due to the fact that the priority claim has been found

-

mvalid (Rules 435is.1 and 64.1). Thus for the purposes of this opinion, the international filing date indicated above 1s

considered to be the relevant date.

3. Additional observations, if necessary:




IV. Interpreting and Utilizing ISR, WOISA, and IPER

B Non-Establishment of Opinion

Box No. IIT Non-establishinent of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial applicability

The questions whether the claumed mvention appears to be novel, to involve an mventive step (to be non obvious), or to be mdustrially

applicable have not been examuned i respect of:
[ the entire mternational application.

v claims Nos. 8

because:

| the said mternational application, or the said claums Nos. ©
relate to the followmg subject matter which does not require an mternational search (specify):

The subject matter of claim 8 relates to g method of doing business, which does not
require an international search by the International Searching Authority in
accordance with PCT Article 17(2) (a) (i) and Rule 39.1(iii).

[ the description, claims or drawings (mndicate particular elements below) or said claims Nos.
are so unclear that no meamngful opmion could be formed (specify):

by the description that no meaningful opmion could be formed (specify):

[ the claims, or said claims Nos. are so madequately suppoﬁecl
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IV. Interpreting and Utilizing ISR, WOISA, and IPER

B Lack of Unity of Invention

Box No. IV Lack of unity of invention

1. ¥ Inresponse to the invitation (Form PCT/ISA/206) to pay additional fees the applicant has, within the applicable time limit:

[ paid additional fees.

Applicant’ s

IV paid additional fees under protest and, where applicable, the protest fee.
[ paid additional fees under protest but the applicable protest fee was not paid. Reactl on
[ notpaid additional fees.

2. [ This Authority found that the requirement of unity of ivention is not complied with and chose not to invite the applicant to

pay additional fees.

=l

3. Tlus Authority considers that the requirement of unity of invention in accordance with Rule 13.1, 13.2 and 13.3 1s

[ complied with.

Basis

D1 (JP 987654 A) discloses an apparatus including “A”. Therefore, claim 1l lack novelty
over D1 and involwves no spccial technical fecatures. Thus there arc 2 inventions in
the claims of this application.

Note that claiml, which involves no special technical features, is grouped into
invention 1.

v not complied with for the followimg reasons:

{invention 1) claim 1-7, 9-15
{invention 2) claim 16-20

4. Consequently, this opmion has been established in respect of the following parts of the mternational application:

l_ a Darts.
e Result

IV the parts relating to claims Nos. 1 -7, 9—-20

L—— h
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IV. Interpreting and Utilizing ISR, WOISA, and IPER
C. Written Opinion of the International Searching Authority(WOISA)

B Reasoned Statement and Citations

Box No. V Reasoned statement under Rule 43bis.1(a)(i) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial applicability:

citations and explanations supporting such statement

1. Statement
Novelty (N) Clamms G9-20 YES
Clauns 1-7 NO
Inventive step (IS) Clamms 14-20 YES
Clauns 1-7,9-13 NO
Industnal applicability (TA) Clauns 1-7,9-20 YES
Clamms NO
N IS A
Claims 1-7 No No Yes
Claims 9-13 Yes No Yes
Claims 14-20 Yes Yes Yes

Claim 8 has not been searched




IV

2

. Interpreting and Utilizing ISR, WOISA, and IPER

C. Written Opinion of the International Searching Authority(WOISA)

Citations and explanations:

D1: JP 2010-987654 A (PCT SYSTEM CORP)
2010.10.07, paragraphs [00Z26]-[0030]
& US 6543210 A, column 5, lines 5-30

DZ: Jp 2005-111111 A (INDUSTRIAL PROPERTY IHNC)
2009.06.28, Claim 1, Figure 1
& WO 20077222222 Al

D3: JP 4321567 BZ (PATEMARU COMPARNY)

2006.02.20, the whole document
{Familvy: none)

D4d: Microfilm of the specification and drawings annexed
to the written application of Japanese Utility Model
Dpplication No. 22222271992 (Laid-open No. 111111/1933)
{(UTILITY MODEL INC;,

1983.07.01, the whcle document,
{(Family: none)

The subjectmatters of claiml-7 are not novel anddonot involve an inventive
step in view of D1 (see paragraph [0026]-[0030], figure 7) cited in the
ISR,

The subject matters of claim 9-13 do not appear to involve an inventive
step in view of D1 and D2 (see claiml, figure 1) cited in the ISR, Employing
the feature [.LA.] disclosed 1n DZ to the inventicn of D1 1in order to
constitute the present invention would have been easily concelived by the
person skilled in the arct.

The subject matters of claim 14-20 are neither disclosed in amny of the
documents cited in the ISR nor obvious to a person skilled in the art.
MNone of the prior art documents cited in the ISR describes [LWB.L], and it
was not obvicus Lor the perscon skilled in the art to employ that the technical
feature [.B..], which presents advantageous effects in that [..C..].

citations

explanations
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V. Interpreting and Utilizing ISR, WOISA, and IPER
C. Written Opinion of the International Searching Authority(WOISA)

B Certain Defects in the International Application

> In the case when defects exist in the form or contents of the international

application.

Box No. VII  Certain defects in the international application

The following defects in the form or contents of the infernational application have been noted:
The term [..D..] used in the description (page 12, line 12) is not a technical
term.
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IV. Interpreting and Utilizing ISR, WOISA, and IPER
C. Written Opinion of the International Searching Authority(WOISA)

B Certain Observations on the International Application
» the clarity of the claims, the description, and the drawing.

» The question whether the claims are fully supported by the description.

Box No. VIII  Certain observations on the intermational application

The following observations on the clarity of the claims, description, anings or on the question whether the clauns are fully
supported by the description, are made:

The feature of claim7 1s not referred to in the description. Therefore,
claim 7 1s not supported by the description as required by Article 6.

Fig.l is unclear. That 1s, 1t does not adequately indicate the invention
of claim 7.
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IV. Interpreting and Utilizing ISR, WOISA, and IPER
D. IPER ( IPRP(Il) ) ( cover sheet & Box No.l)

TENT COOPERATION TREATY

International apphication No.
INTERNATIONAL PRELIMINARY REPORT ON PATENTABILITY

PCT

Box No. 1 Basis of the report
INTERNATIONAL PRELIMINARY REPORT ON PATE

(Chapter 11 of the Patent Cooperation Treaty) I With regard to the language. this repoet is based on:

the international application in the language in which it was filed
(PCT Artkle 36 and Rule 70) a translation of the international ap plic ation into . which is the language of &
translation furnished for the parposes of:

Apnli 'S or agent's file ref
FOR FURTHER ACTION See Form PCT/AIPEAMLG international search (Rules 12 3¢a) and 23.1(h))
Tntematioaal application Na. T TTiling date (da 7 ) Prionty date (day/montiAear] publication of the international application (Rule 12.4¢))
international preliminary examination (Rule 55.2(a) and/or 55.3(a))
- — - - - — - - 2. With regard to the elements of the inernational application, this report is based on (replacement sheets which have been furmished to the
Intematiosal Paent Classificatios (IPC) or national classification and IPC receiving Office in response lo an invitation under Article 14 are referred o in this report ax “originally filed” and are not annexed o
this report)
the internatsonal application as onginally filked/famished
Appiicant the description:
pages _ 1-65 as ariginally filed/furnished.
pages® received by this Authority on
1 This report is the interaational v examination report. established by this 1 ional Prelimi Examining Authority .
under Aj =35 applicant according 1o Article 36. pages” received by this Authority on
2 This REPORT consiats of a wtal of s shests, Inchuding this cover sheet. g the claims:
3 Ihis report is also accompanied by ANNEXES, comprising: _— as ariginally filed/Furnished
a g (sent 1o the applic and to the Inte ional Bureau) atotal of 8 sheets. as follows: nos.* as amended (together with any statement) under Article 19
sheets of the description, clams andVor drawings which have been amended and/or sheets containing rectifications - o . .
E authorized by this Authority, unless those sheets were superseded or cancelled, and aay accompenying letters (see nos.* 1,3-18 received by this Authority on 16.03.2013
Rules 46.5. 66.8. 70.16.91.2. and Section 607 of the Administrative Instructions). .
nos.* received by this Authority on
D sheets contaming rectifications, where (he decision was made by s Authonty not (0 take them nto accoun!
because they were nol authorized by or notified (o this Authority at the time when this Authonity began to draw up E the drawings:
this report, and any accompanying letters (Rules 66 4bis, 70.2¢¢), 70.16 and 91.2). £4, 1-32
3 R 5 g LN S " . pages gures as originally Nled/Turnished
D superseded sheets and any accompanying letters, where this Authority either considers that the saperseding sheets
contain an amendment that goes beyond the in the i as fied. or the supecseding pages” received by this Authoeity on
sheets were not Dy a letter the basis for the amendments in the application as filed, as
indicared initem 4 of Box No. 1 and the Supplemental Box (see Rule 70.16(b)) pages™ received by this Authority on
b D (sent ko the Intermational Burean anly) atotal of (indicate type and number of electron carrier(s)) D . listing — see Supph I Box Relating 1o Sequence Listing.
. - a listing, in flem oaly, a¥ indicatad 3. [X] The amendments bave resulted in the canceliation of:
in the Supplemental Box Relating to Sequence Listing (see paragraph 3bis of Annex C of the Administrative Instructions).
D the description, pages
4, This report contains indications relating w the following items:
& E the claims, Nos. 2
BoxNo. | Basis of the report
sis © epor D the drawings, sheets/figs
D BoxNo, I Priority
the sequence Lisung (specifvi:
D Box No. 11l Non-cstablishucnt of opion with regad 0 novelly, myventive step and indusisal applicabality This report has been established as if (some of) the amendments annexed to this report and listed below had not been made, since
O - a. [] -cither they arc considered to go beyond the disclosure as filed, or they were not accompanicd by a letter indicating the basis foc the
= Box N Lack of unity of invention d: in the apy as filed, as i din the Supp Box (Rule 70.2(¢) and (c-&is)):
<] Box No. V Reasoned statement under Article 35(2) with regard to novelty, i ive step or industrial applicability: gone
xNo v Bessonds e 350y L1 e e, poges
D Rox No. VI Certmin documents cited D the ¢ Nos.
D Box No. Y1l Certan defects in the intematioml apphcation D the drawings, sheets/figs
D Box No. VITI___Cenain observations on the intemational application |:| D this weemerion Hatn g ipact
Date of submission of the demand Date of comphetion of this report o This report has been established )
taking mto account the rectification ot an obvious mistake avthorized by or noufied to this Authority under Rule 91 (Rules
6. 1¢d-bic) and T0.2¢2)).
Name and mailing address of the IPEAIJP Atthorized officer D :E:;:::;:}II:S ::‘II;S\;;:I; the rectification of an obvious mistake suthorized by oe notified o this Authority under Rule 91
Supplementary international scarch report(s) from Authoritylics)
6 I:I has/have been received and taken into account in establishing this report (Rule 455:5.8(b) and (<)),
Pacsimile No Telephces No. * ffitem 4 applies, some or all of thase sheets may be morked “superseded.

Form PCTAPEA09 (cover sheetr (July 2011) Form PCT/IPEA/A09 (Box No. 1) (July 2011)




IV. Interpreting and Utilizing ISR, WOISA, and IPER
D. IPER ( IPRP(Il) ) ( cover sheet)

PCT

1. This report is the international preliminary examination report. established by this International Pre!
under Article 35 and transmitted to the applicant according to Article 36.

This REPORT caonsists of a total of S sheets, including this cover sheel.

=

3. This report is also accompanied by ANNEXES, comprising:

& sheets of the description. claims and/or drawings which have been amended and/or : 0.
authorized by this Authority, unless those sheets were superseded or cancelled, and -
Rules 46.5.66.8. 70.16, 91.2, and Section 607 of the Administrative Instructions).

I:] sheets containing rectifications. where the decision was made by this Authority 1
hecanse thev were nat antharized hv or natified ta this Antharitv at the time when th

v

2. This REPORT consists of a total of 5 sheets, including this cover sheet.

a. g (sent to the applicant and to the International Bureaue) a total of

l000 ROOOR;

3. This reportis also accompanied by ANNEXES, comprising:

a. (sent to the applicant and to the International Bureau) a total of _8 sheets, as
follows:

sheets of the description, claims, and/or drawings which have been amended, etc.
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IV. Interpreting and Utilizing ISR, WOISA, and IPER
D. IPER ( IPRP(ll) ) ( cover sheet)

next slide

|| Box No.II Prionity
D Box No. Il  Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty. inventive step and L. e

|:| Box No. IV Lack of unity of invention

Z] Box No. V Reasoned statement under Article 35(2) with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial applicability;
citations and explanations supporting such statement

D Box No. VI  Certain documents cited
El Box No. VII Certain defects in the international application
- Box No. VIII Certain observations on the international application

» =WO's style

23



IV. Interpreting and Utilizing ISR, WOISA, and IPER

" With regard to the elements of the international application, this report is based on (replacement sheets which have been furnished to the
receiving Office in response to an invitation under Article 14 are referred to in this report as “originally filed" and are not annexed to
this report):

the international application as originally filed/furnished

the description:

pages 1-65 as originally filed/furnished.
pages™ received by this Authority on

pages™® received by this Authority on

the claims:

nos. as originally filed/furnished.
nos.* as amended (together with any statement) under Article 19
nos.* 1,3-18 received by this Authority on 16.03.2013

nos.* received by this Authority on

x the drawings:

figures 1-32

pages as originally filed/furnished.
pages™ received by this Authority on
pages™® received by this Authority on

3. x The amendments have resulted in the cancellation of:

the description, pages

& the claims, Nos. 2
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