Part I PPH using the national work products from the CNIPA

Procedures to file a request to the JPO (Japan Patent Office) for
Patent Prosecution Highway Pilot Program between the JPO and
the CNIPA (China National Intellectual Property Administration)

The pilot period of this PPH pilot program will commence on November 1, 2011 and ending on
October 31, 2028. The pilot period may be extended if necessary until the CNIPA and JPO receive
the sufficient number of PPH requests to adequately assess the feasibility of PPH program.

The Offices may also terminate the PPH pilot program if the volume of participation exceeds
manageable level, or for any other reason. Ex Ante notice will be published if the PPH pilot

program is terminated.

Part |
PPH using the national work products from the CNIPA

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

When filing a request for the 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 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”.

1. Requirements
(@) Both the JPO application on which PPH is requested and the CNIPA 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 JPO application (including PCT national phase application) may be
either:

(Case I) an application which validly claims priority under the Paris Convention from
the CNIPA application(s) (examples are provided in ANNEX |, Figures A, B, C, H, |
and J), or

(Case Il) an application which provides the basis of a valid priority claim under the
Paris Convention for the CNIPA application(s) (including PCT national phase

1 https://www.jpo.go.jp/system/laws/rule/guideline/patent/document/index/guideline.pdf
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Part I PPH using the national work products from the CNIPA

application(s)) (examples are provided in ANNEX I, Figures D and E), or

(Case lll) an application which shares a common priority document with the CNIPA
application(s) (including PCT national phase application(s)) (examples are provided
in ANNEX [, Figures F, G, L, M and N), or

(Case IV) a PCT national phase application where both the JPO application and the
CNIPA application(s) are derived from a common PCT international application
having no priority claim (an example is provided in ANNEX |, Figure K).

(b) At least one corresponding application exists in the CNIPA and has one or more
claims that are determined to be patentable/allowable by the CNIPA.
The corresponding application(s) can be the application which forms the basis of the
priority claim, an application which derived from the CNIPA application which forms the
basis of the priority claim (e.g., a divisional application of the CNIPA application or an
application which claims domestic priority to the CNIPA application), or a CNIPA national
phase application of a PCT application.
Claims are “determined to be patentable/allowable” when the CNIPA examiner explicitly
identified the claims to be patentable/allowable in the latest office action, even if the
application is not granted for patent yet.
The office action includes:

(a) Decision to Grant a Patent,

(b) First/Second/Third/+----- Office Action,

(c) Decision of Refusal,

(d) Reexamination Decision, and

(e) Invalidation Decision.
Claims are also “determined to be allowable/patentable” in the following circumstances: If
the CNIPA office action does not explicitly state that a particular claim is
patentable/allowable, the applicant must include explanation accompanying the request for
participation in the PPH pilot program that no rejection has been made in the CNIPA office
action regarding that claim, and therefore, the claim is deemed to be patentable/allowable
by the CNIPA.
For example, if claims are not shown in the item of “6. the Opinion on the Conclusion of
Examination (FZEA0FERRMES ) about Claims (MEF]2KE)” in the “First Notice of the
Opinion on Examination(&;— k3545 & R.iE & E)” or “5. the Opinion on the Conclusion of
Examination (#0045 amPEE L) about Claims (FEFZ k=) in the “Second/Third/...
Notice of the Opinion on Examination(5§ k4 & LiE%IE)” of the CNIPA, those claims
may be deemed to be implicitly identified to be patentable/allowable and then the applicant

must include the above explanation.
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(c) All claims in the JPO application (for which an accelerated examination under the
PPH pilot program is requested) must sufficiently correspond to one or more of
those claims determined to be patentable/allowable in the CNIPA.

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 in the CNIPA, or the claims in the JPO are narrower in scope than the claims in
the CNIPA. In this regard, a claim that is narrower in scope occurs when a CNIPA claim 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 CNIPA is not considered to sufficiently correspond. For example, the CNIPA claims
only contain claims to a process of manufacturing a product, then the claims in the JPO
are not considered to sufficiently correspond if the JPO claims introduce product claims
that are dependent on the corresponding process claims.

It is not necessary to include “all” claims determined to be patentable/allowable in the
CNIPA in an application in the JPO (the deletion of claims is allowable). For example, in
the case where an application in the CNIPA contains 5 claims determined to be
patentable/allowable, the application in the JPO may contain only 3 of these 5 claims.
Any claims amended or added after the grant of the request for participation in the PPH
pilot program need not to sufficiently correspond to the claims indicated as

patentable/allowable in the CNIPA application.

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

(e) A “Request for Substantive Examination” must have been filed at the JPO either at

the time of the PPH request or previously.

2. Documents to be submitted

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

Note that even when it is not needed to submit documents below, the name of the documents
must be listed in “The Explanation of Circumstances Concerning Accelerated Examination”

(Please refer to the Example form for the detalil).

(@) Copies of all office actions (which are relevant to substantial examination for
patentability in the CNIPA), which were sent for the corresponding application by the

CNIPA, and translations of them.
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Either Japanese or English is acceptable as translation language. Machine translation will
be admissible, but if it is impossible for the examiner to understand the outline of the
translated office action due to insufficient translation, the examiner can request the
applicant to resubmit translations.

The applicant does not have to submit copies of the office actions when those documents
are provided via CNIPA’s dossier access system?. If they cannot be obtained by the JPO
examiner via the CNIPA’'s dossier access system, the applicant may be notified and
requested to provide them.

Note that the applicant needs to submit translations of the office actions because the
CNIPA’s dossier access system does not provide machine translation of the office actions

Nnow.

(b) Copies of all claims determined to be patentable/allowable by the CNIPA, and
translations of them.
Either Japanese or English is acceptable as translation language. Machine translations will
be admissible, but if it is impossible for the examiner to understand the outline of the
translated claims due to insufficient translation, the examiner can request the applicant to
resubmit translations.
The applicant does not have to submit copies of all claims determined to be
patentable/allowable when the documents are provided via CNIPA's dossier access
system?. If they cannot be obtained by the JPO examiner via the CNIPA’s dossier access
system, the applicant may be notified and requested to provide them.
Note that the applicant needs to submit translations of the claims because the CNIPA’s

dossier access system does not provide machine translation of the claims now.

(c) Copies of references cited by the CNIPA examiner

The documents to be submitted are those cited in the above-mentioned office actions.
Documents which are only referred to as references and consequently do not consist of
the reasons for refusal do not have to be submitted.

If the references are patent documents, the applicant doesn’'t have to submit them
because the JPO usually possesses them. When the JPO does not possess the patent
document, the applicant has to submit the patent document at the examiner’s request.
Non-patent literature must always be submitted. The translations of the references are

unnecessary.

(d) Claim correspondence table

2 http://cpquery.sipo.gov.cn/
3 http://cpquery.sipo.gov.cn/
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The applicant requesting PPH must submit a claim correspondence table, which indicates
how all claims in the JPO application sufficiently correspond to the patentable/allowable
claims in the CNIPA application.

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).

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 does not have to attach them.

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

(1) Circumstances

When an applicant files a request for an accelerated examination under the PPH pilot program
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"“.

The applicant must indicate that the application is included in (I) to (IV) of 1. (a), and that the
accelerated examination is requested under the PPH pilot program. The application number,
publication number, or a patent number of the corresponding CNIPA application(s) also must

be written.

*In the case that the application which has one or more claims that are determined to be
patentable/allowable is different from the CNIPA application(s) included in (1) to (IV) of 1. (a)
(for example, the divisional application of the basic application), the application number,
publication number, or a patent number of the application(s) which has claims determined to

be patentable/allowable and the relationship between those applications also must be written.

(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.
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(3) Notice
Please refer to the example of the form of “The Explanation of Circumstances Concerning
Accelerated Examination” for both on-line and paper procedures.

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.

4. Procedure for the accelerated examination under the PPH pilot program

The JPO decides whether the application can be entitled to the status for an accelerated
examination under the PPH when it receives a request with the documents stated above. When
the JPO decides that the request is acceptable, the application is assigned a special status for an
accelerated examination under the PPH.

In those instances where the request does not meet all the requirements set forth above, the
applicant will be notified and the defects in the request will be identified. Before the issue of the
notification of not assigning a special status for accelerated examination under the PPH, the
applicant will be given opportunity to submit missing documents. Even after the issue of the
notification of not assigning a special status for accelerated examination under the PPH, the

applicant can request the PPH again.

4 https://www.jpo.go.jp/system/laws/rule/guideline/patent/document/index/guideline.pdf



Part I PPH using the national work products from the CNIPA

Example form of “The Explanation of Circumstances Concerning Accelerated Examination”

(E8a] RHEEIHIIFRGHAE

| Thename of thispaper f

”?.#E_]_ oo :%_*P_QQZ{E O0RO00H \ Bibliographical items
| Date of filing :

(bl  WHTRER

| Destination

ETTETY

(HFEEE] ¥F8 0000—000000

(1REE)
[(EAES] 000000000
(EFXIEERR] OOROOMWOTH
[K&X(F£#H] OO000O0

i The name and address of who submit this E

[RIEA]
[(EAES] 000000000
(EFXIEEFR] OOROOMWOTH
[E&X(F£#] OO OO

(REREEICET SFIEHA]

N R N N N N e N N R R N e e

1 . . . . .
1 The explanation of circumstances concerning accelerated examination !

1. B
BFERNAVIAIEICEREBEDHRFEEXIT,
AHFEIEFEERIFEER~OXIGHFE ($FEFHEEFES000000000000. 0) %/ ) EHIZE

HKEEEOEBEEETAIHBETHD, UZPEHEICHL L. FEERMBEEDICIYISET

M EBMENEITINTILS,

1. Circumstances

E The accelerated examination is requested under the PPH program.

' This application is an application validly claiming the priority under the Paris
i Convention to the corresponding CNIPA application (the application number is
i 0000000000), and the Decision to Grant a Patent has been issued by the CNIPA.

_______________________________________________________________________________
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UTIZEWNT, T3 AR X1 I & (& TRRF—2, OV E1—3 Y AT RAKRERE (5 11 5)
AVEA—R-T—FTOF VI F 2R XA RIFEE 1985 F 11 A.p. 123 - 1271 TH%.

_______________________________________________________________________________

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

<In case of on-line procedure>

If the name of the document is long (over than 50 letters), it is impossible to
write it down directly to the column “[#%4]” Please write down the full
name of the document in the column “[ REABEEICEH T 5F1HFA)” and name it
properly. Then write the name in the column “[#1{4 4]

o A = List up the documents to be
[;TFF_IH;'F@!?_G_)_E_‘%_%_] __________________________ , submitted

(#5421 PPH BBEEZE 1

(4] »ExFx+BFDE—RBEERBHMNEDFR 1
(R] wfExx BB T OIS HFEM S BEMEDFIRT 1
(58] $SFrTREE I SN - RIBEOFIR 1

(2] 5IAIEEEFXEk1 1

______________________________________________________________________________________

i (The name of the document) PPH request form 1 !
i (The name of the document) Translation of the First Notice of the Opinion on Examination i
in the CNIPA on (date) 1 i
(The name of the document) Translation of grant in the CNIPA on (date) 1 i
(The name of the document) Translation of the patentable claims in Chinese Publication i

' 0000000 1

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

<In case of on-line procedure> The applicants can describe the list of attached documents as below.
<In case of paper procedure> The applicants have to describe the following not on this form but on

accompanying sheets at each attached document.

Use the same name as “[###42])” under
‘G BEk]”

(]

[¥142] PPH HEEE
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Attach the document here as image file or

text.

PPHEHZEE
(REQUEST FOR PARTICIPATION IN THE PATENT PROSECUTION HIGHWAY (PPH) (PILOT) PROGRAM)

A EBEEE (Bibliographic  Data)

HEEZE S (Application Number) I?#JEEOOOO—OOOOOO

B. EFH (Request)

HEACESZUTICRE T EENMVI(DBRE:
(Applicant requests participation in the Patent Prosecution Highway (PPH) (pilot) program based on:)

KATT
(ERRAEHER IERTEEEREEED) TEERMBEES (CNIPA)
(Office of Earlier Examination (OEE))

B ERHEOEEREREEZF A (PPHXIZPPH MOTTAINAI
AAROESBEN (National/Regional Office Action(s))

(OEE Work Products Type) O PCTEEERRE R EMAF E (PCT—PPH)
(WO-ISA, WO-IPEA or IPER)

RO NG EES @R EESS) [000000000000.0 |
(OEE Application Number)
(Incl. PCT Application Number) | |

C. HEEH (Required Documents)

L EfTFRDATART7I2avDEL, RU . TOBRX
(OEE Work Products and, if required, Translations)

L O%FTFOAIT4RT7IavDELERTT S
(A copy of OEE work products is attached; or)
BRI 7R RTLRIEPATENTSCOPEIZEWT, A 74 R 73> DIEHRMNREEN TS
(The office is requested to retrieve documents via the Dossier Access System or PATENTSCOPE)

2. M LE1. OBFREBEXXIIEBOBRIERTTS
(A translation of documents in 1 in a language accepted by the Office is attached; or)
ORI 7HER VAT LARIEPATENTSCOPEIZHINT, £EB1. OEEBHRARBIN TS
(The office is requested to retrieve documents via the Dossier Access System or PATENTSCOPE)

IL BfTFICE T2 fELGERE. R U, TOERX
(Patentable/Allowable Claims Determined by OEE and, if required, Translations)

3. O £ATFHREICEVN T TRELHI SN - 2ERBEOELERTT S
(A copy of all claims determined to be patentable/allowable by OEE is attached:; or)
BRI 7RV RTLRIEPATENTSCOPEIZHE T, 4FeF ARk LHIMTSN - 2 RBOERARESh TLS
(The office is requested to retrieve documents via the Dossier Access System or PATENTSCOPE)

4 W LES OBHABIIIEZOHRXERMTTS
(A translation of documents in 3 in a language accepted by the Office is attached; or)
ORI 7RV ATLRXIEZPATENTSCOPEIZE VT, LiE3. DEEBHRMRBESA TS
(The office is requested to retrieve documents via the Dossier Access System or PATENTSCOPE)

. S5IAXH (Documents Cited in OEE Work Products (if required))

5 M SIAERHXEBERTT S

(A copy of all documents cited in OEE work products is attached (excluding patent documents); or)

O 51AIEREF Xkt 5 R Xt L

(No references cited
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IV. EORBEFDERDE TR (Previously submitted documents)

6. O ERICBEVTIRMIT BIEFvILI-BEDSS, £ITRREL-BEZERT S

(If any of the above mentioned documents have been submitted before, please specify:)

(RTFDAT4RT7I23aVDEL, RU . TOERX)

(BTFICBHTABHFTRLGHERE. RT. TOHRX)

(51 A FEREF3CH)

9 24 (XBR<) (List of names of documents submitted)
PERIPAFTICEBOLESY,

VI. BHZ4KT 5% (List of names of documents omitted for submission)

(RTFDAT4RT7I23aVDEL, RU . TOFERX)

ocoFo0A00E 1t E—REEERREBENEDEL |

[poooZE00 F00R ff HEFHHE 5B BEDSL |

(ETFICBTBHFTRLGHERE. RT. TOHRX)

[P E %5 ¥ 80000000005 B HE & |

(S AREF3CEk)

|7 B 4% 5% th i £ B 85000000000 5 2 ] |

[ 1% 5% 1 i %5 0000,/0000000%5 4 R |

D. HRED 3 -B8{% (Claims Correspondence)

B ATEORSARLSERELESIT—BTD
(FEREDEIR. B, LU x-S WREADXEHELT—HT 2)

(All the claims in the application sufficiently correspond to the patentable/allowable claims in the OEE application; or)

O FHREOX IR, LLTFDFRIZEEH, (Claims correspondence is explained in the following table)

AHEED FHKIE FATF O INFHEKRE AGBARICEAYT 3aAVF(EROBEEXN G 3BEE. AAVMASHEY
(Application Claims) (Corresponding OEE AHEESHIHL TTFIL, )
claims) (Explanation regarding the correspondence)

E.RBE. PTHizFERSEOEWH(EREREICHTIER)ICHT HRHA
(explaining any Box VII observations of WO/ISA, WO/IPEA or IPER)

HEEAXIEE A (Name(s) of applicant(s) or representative(s))
BHEEICEI LB ESRATICREDOLESY,

{RH B (Date)
BRYEEICEHI SBESRATICRBEOLELY,

B3\ (Signature(e) of the applicant/representative)
BRHEEICEHT IBESRATCREOLLY,

10
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(MER] +ExxH+BFDE—REBEERBMEDFIR

Attach the copy of the document. Use the same name as “[##%)” under

(8] ot BB K DR EEIE R 5 BRI OB L et DB

(8] FEFrlResHISn=sERIBDOIRX

Attach the copy of the document.

(8] 51REREFCRRT

Attach the copy of the document.
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Part Il
PPH using the PCT international work products from the CNIPA

Applicants can request accelerated examination by a prescribed procedure including submission
of relevant documents on an application which is filed with the JPO and satisfies the following
requirements under the JPO-CNIPA Patent Prosecution Highway pilot program 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"t. 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”.

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 patentable/allowable (from
the aspect of novelty, inventive steps and industrial applicability).

Note that the ISA and the IPEA which produced the WO/ISA, WO/IPEA and the IPER are
limited to the CNIPA, 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 explain why the claim(s) is/are not subject to
the observation irrespective of 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 explain why the claim(s) is/are not subject to the
observation. 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

1 https://www.jpo.go.jp/system/laws/rule/guideline/patent/document/index/guideline.pdf
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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 Figures A, A’, and A” in Annex Il)

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

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

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

(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 Figures 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 to be
patentable/allowable in the latest international work product of the corresponding
international application.

Claims are considered to "sufficiently correspond" where, accounting for differences due to
translations and claim format, the claims of the application are of the same or similar scope as
the claims indicated to be patentable/allowable in the latest international work product, or the
claims of the application are narrower in scope than the claims indicated to be
patentable/allowable in the latest international work product.

In this regard, a claim that is narrower in scope occurs when a claim indicated to be
patentable/allowable in the latest international work product 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 of the application which introduces a new/different category of claims to those claims
indicated to be patentable/allowable in the latest international work product is not considered to
sufficiently correspond. For example, the claims indicated to be patentable/allowable in the
latest international work product only contain claims to a process of manufacturing a product,
then the claims of the application are not considered to sufficiently correspond if the claims of
the application introduce product claims that are dependent on the corresponding process
claims.

It is not necessary to include “all” claims determined to be patentable/allowable in the

13
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corresponding international application in an application in the JPO (the deletion of claims is
allowable). For example, in the case where the corresponding international application
contains 5 claims determined to be patentable/allowable, the application in the JPO may
contain only 3 of these 5 claims.

Any claims amended or added after the grant of the request for participation in the PCT-PPH
pilot program need not to sufficiently correspond to the claims indicated as
patentable/allowable in the latest international work product.

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

(5) A “Request for Substantive Examination” must have been filed at the JPO either at the

time of the PCT-PPH request or previously.

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.

(1) A copy of the latest international work product which indicated the claims to be
patentable/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 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 II”
respectively in 30 months after the priority date.)

Machine translation will be admissible, but if it is impossible for the examiner to understand the
outline of the latest translated international work product due to insufficient translation, the

examiner can request the applicant to resubmit translations.

(2) A copy of a set of claims which the latest international work product of the

corresponding international application indicated to be patentable/allowable and their

2 http://www.wipo.int/pctdb/en/index.jsp
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Japanese or English translations if they are not in English

If the copy of the set of claims which are indicated to be patentable/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 Chinese, the translations thereof must be still
submitted by the applicant. Machine translations will be admissible, but if it is impossible for
the examiner to understand the outline of the translated claims due to insufficient translation,

the examiner can request the applicant to resubmit translations.

A copy of references cited in the latest international work product of the international
application corresponding to the application.

Documents which are only referred to as references and consequently do not consist of the
reasons for refusal do not have to be submitted.

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 references are

unnecessary.

A claims correspondence table which indicates how all claims in the application
sufficiently correspond to the claims indicated to be patentable/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 for an accelerated examination under the

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
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the basis of a PCT-PPH request, the applicant must explain why the claim(s) is/are not

subject to the observation.

(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

Please refer to the example of the form of “The Explanation of Circumstances Concerning

Accelerated Examination” for both on-line and paper procedures?.

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.

4. Procedure for the accelerated examination under the PPH pilot program

The JPO decides whether the application can be entitled to the status for an accelerated
examination under the PCT-PPH when it receives a request with the documents stated above.
When the JPO decides that the request is acceptable, the application is assigned a special status
for an accelerated examination under the PCT-PPH.

In those instances where the request does not meet all the requirements set forth above, the
applicant will be notified and the defects in the request will be identified. Before the issue of the
notification of not assigning a special status for accelerated examination under the PCT-PPH, the
applicant will be given opportunity to submit missing documents. Even after the issue of the
notification of not assigning a special status for accelerated examination under the PCT-PPH, the
applicant can request the PCT-PPH again.

3 https://www.jpo.go.jp/system/laws/rule/guideline/patent/document/index/guideline.pdf
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Example form of “The Explanation of Circumstances Concerning Accelerated Examination”

(Example of the request based on the claims indicated patentable/allowable in the IPER)

(E8a] RHEEIHTIFRGHE

| Thename of thispaper f

”?.#El_]_ oo :"L_'}_*_IJ_QQZ/EE O0RO00H \ Bibliographical items
| Date of filing :

(bl  WHTRER

| Destination

ETTETY

(B EEES] PCT/XX0000/000000
([HREEDOXS] 45EF

(1REE)
[(EAES] 000000000
[FATXIEZEFR] ooBoomioTH
[KE&XIEHFR]  ooooo

i The name and address of who submit this E

[t A)
(GEBAES] 000000000
(FEFRIZEFR] ocoRoofioTH )
[K&XIZEF] oo oo

(REREEICET SF1EHA]

N R N N N N e N N R R e N e e

1 . . . . .
' The explanation of circumstances concerning accelerated examination !

1. B

BHFERNAVIAIEICRREBEDRFEEXITS,

AHEEIL. ERHEE (HEEFEE PCT/XX0000/000000) DERNMTHETHY .. LLEREEHEED
B ERDOGEREICHLTIX. P EERNBEERNMERL-RHEREER RSO THESSSR
YDA BAREIN TS,

1. Circumstances

i The accelerated examination is requested under the PPH program.

i This application is a national phase application of a PCT international application
i (the application number is PCT/XX0000/000000), and the latest work product has
' been issued by CNIPA.
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LUTIZHEWT, N5 AIEFHFER 1 1&E, THREFE—F. [QVE1—3 YA/ ITUORKREEBE (F 11 &)
AVEA—2T7—FTUFv]. F 2. kRSt a R FFEE, 1985 F 11 A.p. 123 - 127, TH5.

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

______________________________________________________________________________

<In case of on-line procedure>

If the name of the document is long (over than 50 letters), it is impossible to
write it down directly to the column “[#)444 ). Please write down the full
name of the document in the column “[ R EABEICEH Y 5F1H5A]” and name it
properly. Then write the name in the column “[#1{4 4]

[?}%ﬁ%#@ B %] List up the documents to be
i The list of submitted documents ' submitted

[Wflt%] PPH HREEE 1

<In case of on-line procedure> The applicants can describe the list of attached documents as below.
<In case of paper procedure> The applicants have to describe the following not on this form but on

accompanying sheets at each attached document.

['zi—{j-—#—%ﬂ:—] --------------------------------- . | Use the same name as “[¥#&4£]” under
| The list of attached documents D smme o)

(tral] PPHERSE
| PPH request form ! é)

[W—"é"-]
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Attach the document here as image file or
text.

PPHEIZE®
(REQUEST FOR PARTICIPATION IN THE PATENT PROSECUTION HIGHWAY (PPH) (PILOT) PROGRAM)

A BEEHE (Bibliographic Data)

HEEES  (Application Number) IPCT/XXOOOO/OOOOOO

B. EEIH (Request)

HEACEIUTICEILKFHEEN(IIDBE:
(Applicant requests participation in the Patent Prosecution Highway (PPH) (pilot) program based on:)

FATIT
(EFRAEMAAR IERT REEMPEST) TEERMBEES (CNIPA)
(Office of Earlier Examination (OEE))

O BRNEREOEEHREFIA (PPHR(EPPH MOTTAINAI)
AFOEERERR (National/Regional Office Action(s))

(OEE Work Products Type) B PCTERE RS R 4% FIF (PCT—PPH)
(WO-ISA, WO-IPEA or IPER)

EEFONG LA ERLEESST) [PCT/XX0000/000000 ]
(OEE Application Number)
(Incl. PCT Application Number) l l

C. L EE/H (Required Documents)

L EfTFDAIT4RT7 93 DEL, AU, TOFERX
(OEE Work Products and, if required, Translations)

L O%fTFOAI4RT7 a0 DELERTTS
(A copy of OEE work products is attached; or)
BRI 79HR VAT LARIEPATENTSCOPEIZE T, A 74 RA7 7L av DIEHMNRESh TS
(The office is requested to retrieve documents via the Dossier Access System or PATENTSCOPE)

2. 0O L. OBXRBERIEEEOHRXERMTTS
(A translation of documents in 1 in a language accepted by the Office is attached; or)
BRI 7RV ATLRIFPATENTSCOPEIZH VT, L5281, DEFRMRMN BB TS
(The office is requested to retrieve documents via the Dossier Access System or PATENTSCOPE)

I EfTFICE 2B REGEHERE., RU. TOBRX
(Patentable/Allowable Claims Determined by OEE and, if required, Translations)

3. O %fAFHEEICEOTHFITRELHIESN-2FEREDELEFTTS
(A copy of all claims determined to be patentable/allowable by OEE is attached; or)

BRI 7RV AT LRIEPATENTSCOPEIZH T, HFEFalREL HI S h - 25 RIBOIFR N RESh TS
(The office is requested to retrieve documents via the Dossier Access System or PATENTSCOPE)

4 W LEE3. OBEXREXIFEBEOHRIEH/MITH

(A translation of documents in 3 in a language accepted by the Office is attached; or)

ORYI-79ER -V ATLRIEPATENTSCOPEIZHE T, L5283, DEBMRARMIATIND
(The office is requested to retrieve documents via the Dossier Access System or PATENTSCOPE)

1. 5IAX#K (Documents Cited in OEE Work Products (if required))

5 M SIAFEHXHERTTD

(A copy of all documents cited in OEE work products is attached (excluding patent documents); or)

O 5IAEFaF Xt s | AR EF Xk bl

(No references cited)
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IV. EDIREEFTDERADE T (Previously submitted documents)

6. W ERITBVTIHEATRIEFVIL-BEDSS, KITRHEL-BELIERTS

(If any of the above mentioned documents have been submitted before, please specify:)

(RTFDAT4RT7 923V DEL, R, TOERX)

l )

(RTFICBHT 5B ARLGHFRE. RU. ZOFRX)

[EIR 2B 50000/000000% AROFARX ]

((#F3) PCT/XX0000/000000F Z00£F00 F 00 B {1 EIFR  RRMIER S IRt B ]

(SIAFEREF )

l l

V. REDE (EAT 594 (EER<) (List of names of documents submitted)
BHMEERICEAILIEHEIHETICERDOLELY,

VI RIEZER T 5P (List of names of documents omitted for submission)

(RTFDAT4RT7 923 DEL, RU. TOERX)

(0000££00 /4 00 B WO/ ISANE L R U ZDFAERX ]

(ETFICBHT 5B ATREGHRE. RU. ZTOFRX)

[EIF 1 BAZE0000/000000% 24 ]

(51 ATFEF3CiR)

BREF ¥ 800000005 A 8 I

(P EI 55 LR/ B 0000000005 A 3R ]
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D. FHRE D x}:BI{% (Claims Correspondence)

O £ATT O ARG L RALTERIT—HTH
GERIADHIRR, B, LUEZ LR FHRBADXENTLI—HTH)

(All the claims in the application sufficiently correspond to the patentable/allowable claims in the OEE application; or)

W SERIBOMGEFRIE. LLFDOFEIZEEH, (Claims correspondence is explained in the following table)

BN TOF Bt FAT O3 Sk 18 HIGBGRICEY 30XV (RO BEAE NG 3 EE. AAVMIMCHIET S
(Application Claims) (Corresponding OEE HEE S 2#HL TFEL,)
claims) (Explanation regarding the correspondence)

i B | | KRR —TH3 ]
2 IE | | kR ERREOR R R B EOR R R EEED |
| /|l | |[c®3 |
3 | |l | | MERAER—TH3 ]
4 1B | |[omaE. ERRREORR At ERREOR R RS B0 |
I I JlEE l
B IE | | mwwmam—cs ]
6 | | | ®RR6(3 . EFREPEDHRIATE EFRERMEOIRR BRI LD |
l J || [©®3 l
7 |1 | | mEwRREE—TH3 ]
B G | |rome. EmamomTR cEERREOR RS R s |
| /|l || oT®d |
o |1B | | RO EIFRERFE DR IA 0% ERRERFE DI R HSICHME LT |
| Il | |oTEs l
[0 || | | R 03 EFRERFEDFRRBEBICALL MR E T MILEL DTHS ]

E.RAE. FPREERSOSEWH(ERERBICHITLIER)ICHIHRHA
(explaining any Box VIII observations of WO/ISA, WO/IPEA or IPER)

HEEAITAE A (Name(s) of applicant(s) or representative(s))
BHEEICEATHBEHRARICERDEEY,

R B (Date)
BEEICEYTLIBERAECERDLEBY,

{2 3E (Signature(e) of the applicant/representative)
BEHEECETLIBERARICERDOLBY,

Cotr] BIMIFRETXET

| Non-patent literaturel E (/_\

[(R&] Use the same name as “[#44%]” under
Attach the copy of the document. “liIEEYEo BER)”
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A case meeting requirement (a) (l)

- Paris route -

CNIPA
application

—|—{ Patentable/Allowable ‘

1

! . .

| Priority
! claim

i

1

V

JPO application I Request

for PPH

e A case meeting requirement (a) (I)

- PCT route -

CNIPA
application :4{ Patentable/Allowable |

i Priority

1 claim

! JPO DO Request
V2 application for PPH

PCT
application
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A case meeting requirement (a) ()

- PCT route, Domestic priority -

CNIPA
application

! Domestic

v

|
1
i
! Priority i
1
1
1
1

CNIPA | Patentable/Allowable |

application

Priority

claim

" Request
| JPO application I— for PPH

=<

A case meeting requirement (a) (I1)
- Paris route -

JPO application

1

i

! Priority
! claim
1

1

1

1

CNIPA

application

Request
for PPH
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A case meeting requirement (a) (I1)

- PCT route -

JPO application |I

claim

v

1

]

! . .

! Priority
i

1

Request
for PPH \

PCT
application

CNIPA
DO application —‘ Patentable/Allowable

A case meeting requirement (a) (l1l)

- Paris route, but the first application is from the third country -

XX application |

1

|

i Priority
1 claim
Vi

CNIPA
application

—| Patentable/Allowable ‘

claim

JPO application

Priority

=

Request

XX : the office other than the CNIPA

for PPH
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A case meeting requirement (a) (llI)

- PCT route, but the first application is from the third country -

XX application

T
1
1
|
A4

' Priority
\ claim
CNIPA | Patentable/Allowable |
! application
Priority i JPO DO Request
claim v application for PPH
PCT
application

XX : the office other than the CNIPA

D

A case meeting requirement (a) (l)
- Paris route & Complex priority -

CNIPA
application

Priority

claim

JPO application

ZZ : any office

(_______________

—.—{ Patentable/Allowable ‘

ZZ application

Priority
claim

<__________
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A case meeting requirement (a) (I)
- Paris route & divisional application -

CNIPA
application

\4

.4{ Patentable/Allowable ‘

Priority
claim

| JPO application I

(_________

Divisional

JPO application I

Request
for PPH

A case meeting requirement (a) (1)
- PCT route -

—{ Patentable/Allowable ‘

CNIPA
application | |

i Priority

1 claim

! CNIPADO

v application

PCT
application .

JPO DO
application
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A case meeting requirement (a) (1V)

- Direct PCT route -
CNIPADO
application —{ Patentable/Allowable ‘
PCT .
application [ | JPO DO Request
Without priority claim appllcatlon for PPH

A case meeting requirement (a) (llI)
- Direct PCT & Paris route -

CNIPADO
application

PCT
application

Without priority claim

i Priority
, claim
\4

JPO application I

—{ Patentable/Allowable \

Request

27
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A case meeting requirement (a) (lI1)
- Direct PCT & PCT route -

CNIPADO
application —{ Patentable/Allowable ‘
PCT .
application |, :
Without priority claim |

I
i Priorit
claimy JPO DO Request

v application | | for PPH
PCT .
application :

A case meeting requirement (a) (lIl)
- Direct PCT & PCT route -

PCT
application
Without priority claim i

| Priority CNIPADO —{ Patentable/Allowable ‘
i claim application
v :
PCT i

application JPODO | | Request

application for PPH
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A case not meeting requirement (d)
- Examination has begun before a request for PPH -

CNIPA
application ﬁ—{ Patentable/Allowable
Priority
claim

v First office

. . Request
JPO application action tor PPH

(examination)
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(A) The application is a national phase application
of the corresponding international application.

PCT

RO/--

ISA/CNIPA
IPEA/CNIPA

OK

——— DO/JPO | —— PPH |

DO

b

(A’) The application is a national phase application of
the corresponding international application.

(The corresponding international application claims priority
from a national application.)

ZZ Application

P
C

v

riority
laim

PCT
RO/--

ISA/CNIPA
IPEA/CNIPA

OK

DO/MJPO PPH

0

ZZ=any office
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(A”) The application is a national phase application of
the corresponding international application.

(The corresponding international application claims priority
from an international application.)

PCT __
RO/-- Iﬂl

Priority 0 K

Claim
WO ||
IPER
. 4| DO/JPO |_| PPH |

PCT ISA/CNIPA
RO/-- IPEA/CNIPA

B

(B) The application is a national application as a basis
of the priority claim of the corresponding
international application.

OK

| JPO Application | PPH

Priority
Claim

[

v
PCT ISA/CNIPA
RO/-- IPEA/CNIPA
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(C) The application is a national phase application of an
international application claiming priority from the
corresponding international application.

PCT ISA/CNIPA
RO/~ [T IPEA/CNIPA
| Priority
i Claim
i DO/JPO PPH
PCT YVl
RO [—1/SA-] Do

(D) The application is a national application claiming
foreign/domestic priority from the corresponding
international application.

PCT ISA/CNIPA
RO/-- . | IPEA/CNIPA
i Priority Claim —_—
v
JPO Application | PPH
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(E1) The application is a divisional application of
an application which satisfies the requirement (A).

PCT

RO/--

ISA/CNIPA
IPEA/CNIPA

Divisional
application
JPO Application | — PPH |

(E2) The application is an application claiming domestic
priority from an application which satisfies
the requirement (B).

| JPO Application |

Claim

Priority

Domestic
Priority
v Claim

wo
IPER

v
PCT ISA/CNIPA
RO/-- | | IPEA/CNIPA

| JPO Application |—{ PPH |
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