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1] BHIGEEMR 1
| Question 1] General of Trial and Appeal systems

[3%FE 1] SEEIICIEEDOEBHHENFET DN (EFFDEICBE) ? X, FEd 350, SBHS4EEEIT S
M (RNBAFT. #&HPR. F) (EDWVWTERXTLSIESLY,

Which kind of trial and appeal systems does your country has (limited to the patent field)? If so, please tell us about the organization (IP
Office, court, etc.) that conducts proceedings for each trial or appeal case.

HIE

g, | CRAETEEY | gsmmmey | $SeREET | EHEY ITESEE | (eflmEmeRE)
Appeal against . .
By examiner’s decision of Pre-grant Post-grant Trial for Trial for A.dvusory or.)lnlon
refusal opposition opposition invalidation correction (Trial to confirm the
scope of rights)
H7/Japan JPO X JPO JPO JPO JPO
88[E|/Korea KIPO X KIPO KIPO KIPO KIPO
SHR=-IL EFEKNIPR 9 o IPOS IPOS X
Singapore High Court High Court
o4l
Thailand DIP DIP X CIPIT Court CIPIT Court CIPIT Court
HR[El/China CNIPA X X CNIPA X X
NhFA
Vietnam IP Viet Nam IP Viet Nam X IP Viet Nam X X
KIPO : BR[ENFETIT DIP : 51 KRB EH
(Korean Intellectual Property Office) (Department of Intellectual Property)
IPOS : = > JI7R— ) LANBYEAEET CIPIT : 5 -1 ZNHY BAE EBRER S | FP SRk I Pl
(Intellectual Property Office of Singapore) (Central Intellectual Property and International Trade Court)
CNIPA : P EEIRAEIER IP Viet Nam : X\ b7 AEIZRAB A ET
(China National Intellectual Property Administration) (INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY OFFICE OF VIETNAM)
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| [ Question 2]

=SB (FOsaEEE 2
Documentary or Oral proceedings

) Comry

HA

Japan

EE{ES
Korea

S HR—IL

Singapore

A
Thailand

==]E3)
China

N T L

Vietham

MEREZIEMTE FFEPA11850) | fEH(IOEEE (1FE1PA1455%) | IERBETEAREY. HE
SEEECAOEFIEEOEE (1FETEA1455%0)

- Post-grant oppositions are fully based on written proceedings (Patent Act Article 118 (1)).

- Trials for invalidation are based on oral proceedings (Patent Act Article 145).

- Appeals against examiner’s decision of refusal and advisory opinion are based on written proceedings, but oral
proceedings can be conducted upon request by a party, intervenor, or interested party, or ex officio (Patent Act Article 145 (2)).

T (F, ORFEX(IEETFR(CKDCENTED WFTASE15455118)

£ L. AEERBH(IREEEE. SSEBRFHOBE. FARRGESZRSOBRTFEZERT D,

Trial proceedings shall be conducted by oral hearing or examination of documents. < Patent Act Article 154(1)>
In practice, ex parte cases shall be examined by documentary proceedings by default. For Inter partes cases, oral
hearings shall be conducted, except for the special cases.

SBA IRz TENZE D (FTEEE93%E11E) .
A party has the right to be heard at an oral hearing (Section 93(1))

ARRERIZ DR (FEEHLEM (C KD TITHIND. Tl U. Bl EiREF (IR T D EMNTE D,

The appeal proceeding will be conducted by documentary evidence. However, the applicant or opposing party
may produce or state additional evidence.

EREBETEARTH . SETFE(CKD. 22U, BRADBEKICIDOFRTFIE(CIDEDNDETDIZENTED.
FHENES (BEFEHEK) (& ORF|ELCLD, (BAEEmRMMAIE705%. SHEEER (FETEaE%)
E4EbEE254)

For appeals against the decision of refusal, written proceedings are the main practice, however, oral proceedings

may be conducted at the request of petitioner. For trials for patent invalidation, oral proceedings are the main
practice. (Rule 70, Guidelines for patent examination Part IV Chapter2. 4)

EREEEAREHSHFMOEDEHEHCOVWTIIERTFENER. NSREERPIIE CEREE,
Written proceedings are obligatory for appeals and invalidation trials. Pre-grant opposition is fully based on
written proceedings.
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| [Question 3] Unify determinations
[5%f5] 3 ] BHIEBCHB T DI EHEOHIRRE—DZH(C. AIMEDEAEITD> TLDH ?

Are you making any efforts to unify determinations of each case in the trial and appeal boards?

BIE, F+—2— K _Overview, Keywords
BHEE, BRCEIDILEa1—. BHEEITOHIREER., BYHEBERARS
- Established “Manual for Trial and Appeal Proceedings.”
HAR ) : .
Japan - Review trial famc! appea.l d.eC|S|ons.. N . -
- Conduct periodic debriefing sessions on decisions for administrative judges.
- Conduct Trial and Appeal Practitioner Study Group.
[EHIEE ] ZEHANCHET. BRBRFEHNDERDIFHEZIE I DV 7)LZ2FIT - NET. [=HIPT
(CHITDFEREVHGFEASEHIFTIE] OFEIT. [EERREHCEI DUFEIRS =] ZRE.
52 [F (1) IPTAB revises “the Manual for Trial and Appeal Proceedings” on a regular basis. (2) In order to help administrative
Korea judges with different years of experiences, it also publishes and regularly revise various manuals and. (3) It also

publishes “Quarterly Compilation of Revocation Cases before the Courts”. (4) It holds “Quarterly Discussions on
Landmark Cases.”

SUAR=IL BEHA RSA2HMER. Blecsnad &K, FEHbERIRYT BI2H(CEAN (CEFHND,

Singapore The examination guidelines are developed, maintained and updated regularly to reflect new case law.

A BHEB(CHIFTDTBIBEICNY =2 77)LIFIRLN,

Thailand Currently, there is no manual for proceeding of the board.
E [SHEEIEE FETEREEE) | ORfE. BRAOD. RST=DE
China Develop “GUIDELINES FOR PATENT EXAMINATION,” analyze trial and appeal decisions, and hold discussion meetings.

NhFA [(EEEE] )\ Iy oZz2Elm. ERCHIDLEI1—ZFENM

Vietnam Developed “Examination Guidelines” and review trial and appeal decisions.
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| ‘Question 4] Trial for invalidation (Thailand describes about “pre-grant opposition™)
[Erﬂbﬁ:ﬁ4 (a) FHcDERNIERNZREE(CEHITSIEEUY,

(a) Please briefly describe the basic flow of the procedure.

[El,/ Country BIZE, +—7— K. 0Overview, Keywords

SEN 1. BRANBREEL, 2. HHEENEABLIESRERZRL. 3. AR BEBENSIEEIEEBA]
Japan EM. 4. OFEEBAEM. 5. RADOARDES. BROTENTON. HFES T EARSHT
BE. 6. TR

- 1) ARBDA. 2) EREFENIPTABBHEZ I, 3) BHERZORIATIEFEIEEBRA)SEEL. BB
) ERA) (&L %ﬁ%%EHﬂE%KE&ﬁm¢5O)%ﬁ%@@ﬁ&%ﬁACﬁﬁb\%KAH%E%&%&?
orea 3. 5) BEENMENE EERAN) ([OXZFSN. BFHANBIEIT R, 6) ABEHFEXITO. 7) BA.

15 ESNIEIFFOECE UL BB T &3, IBHLE T B3FEERUV KO DI KFZECE L CTIPOSICEER L. IPOS(E,
THOEZFFER (OB T B,
QAFEFES IR ZEITV., SBICHIEERIEN I DS ENTED, FIEEFINRTN. E=F(FNICK®
BCENTESB,
3.5FAIL BREEMTDEHITIRHE UV iV RS U EAERSEEXIRH I D,
SOHR—)l AR TBEREZITDOCEETE, TDBE. REE(FFZEDEHIRSHNELNZENS L. EiaDIERZ R
Singapore ~ \%, FIHEENMHEZRRZELUCHES. BEEREGS(CE. €OMIEDRS., #MIENBUEEEICHITSEUHEIE
HZRR CEDINEHNDERESFEND,
5. EBUBEEASENHEAIN., BEOXMGXPECT DIEHDIBRAHEEIND. HIXE, 1FEFECHOBRB AL, ©
DB OFHATRMNICELIEA I Z DT LDKROENDZENHDD.
6.FEESDIBE.
7. HEE(IRTERASIT5ND. WITNOHBEEESEFHYIPFRCHIFIDENTESD,
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‘Question 4] Trial for invalidation (Thailand describes about “pre-grant opposition”
[%fE14] (a) FHRESODEANERENZEEICEHZ TS0,

(a) Please briefly describe the basic flow of the procedure.

[El,/ Country BIE, F+—7— K_0Overview, Keywords

S

ISRIEZHLFHE
- hFEASEENS—EHRE (908) RICEFZHIIAN FIEBRZEIDE=H) N5 HNIIER(DIP)

(CEFEZIEH 9 B,
- HZEARIARR T4, DIPIEEZEER /= DRIAZHFEA (SBA] - X149 B,
e - HEEANDIPICKmEZIEH I B,

Thailand  -ZTAE (BYIERMAIT) HMEIHHEEZER - %519 Do
- EBEENDGICKBIREZT B,
-REICAERN S DIEE. SFEENEFICAIRZEHIITD.
- EBFINNRE T D,
-REICARRN S DIHE. SEENRIRN S DAIN CIPITEFIFR(CHEF I B,
1EERANGERERTE
2.BFEBNERE T IS REZ IR
=s]E3) 3. AN M EEENFIEEIEBZ X
China A [ 15RZEIE Z# XEhin
5.8R
( [EXEFEIEE (IFTrEREE) | B480E35)
sk ADVEERE R
AN B AEFRABIEAEST (1P VIET NAM) (FHFEHER (CER B DIEHZ RO DBANE Z1XE,
IP VIET NAM(ZFFEHEE DERE 25 RAITET.
IP VIET NAMA' A SHSBEDOEBR (CE DLW TEDEYIGE R =ETIET B,
KO ERI TH D OIEEEN S UVES. IP VIET NAMDRENRFEHES (53X,

NhF A

Vietnam
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| ‘Question 4] Trial for invalidation (Thailand describes about “pre-grant opposition”)
[%f14] (b) FBERANMERU TLWVRWESIERZSE AN AT D EERIEEN ? algeiiga. Hlf(Eah ?

(b) Can the panel adopt new reasons for invalidation that has not been proposed by the demandant? If
it can, what are the restrictions, if any?

BIE, F—7T— K. 0Overview, Keywords

YES. (B¥UEES1-18) . /2/2U. BHESIE(IFTIEZHT I DIEECE EDHB M@, £z, @BJRANE
R TLVRNE Y@LEuDMngﬂﬁémmtw\mﬁéntmam KB (CDUNTHAEZELNETERL,

HA& (Manual for Trial and Appeal Proceedings 51-18) However, it is considered appropriate to limit the ex officio proceedings

Japan to the extent that it supplements the proceedings. In addition, since it is not possible to examine the purport of claim that
has not been asserted by the demandant, it is not possible to conduct an ex-officio investigation of claims which are not
demanded.

YES. (4F3FEE159%) . Il L. UEBENUSIAIIETERRINICERMUV T EXIREH I M5 X 2T
SB[ QU= AN YA A= S Falt uﬁﬁkb\iﬂﬁbtmmm EROBE (FT|IE N,

(Article 159). However, in such case, the parties and intervenors shall be provided with an opportunity to submit their

Korea
opinions and arguments within a specified period. In addition, the purport of claim not asserted by the petitioner shall
not be examined.
> HR—=)L ). IPOSH'&5T 9 DA (IR (TR SN TZHEIER (CBRESND.

Singapore The reasons considered by IPOS are limited to the grounds of revocation initially proposed.

A YES. (FRICKXDFIRIFIRAVY) . HAMNE—DRNXICHEIT IESTHRATES.
Thailand (There is no any restriction by the law). If the reasons fall in the same article, the panel can adopt new reasons.

thE YES.ZIZUBULWEIBRNS D ( [EHEEIER (GTEEERE) | $£458058E35) .

China But with strict restrictions. (Guidelines for patent examinationIV Chapter3)

NhFA

Vietham
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| ‘Question 4] Trial for invalidation (Thailand describes about “pre-grant opposition™)

[RE4] (c) SEANFIHET DEBUIFBRKANMRR UIEEDLUINEERAT D EERIEEN ? SBRAMNMRRUTE
SHLDEAEDE HEZEE I D EWHIDOFP THERANERL TULRMEDERS ZFIAT D Z & (FATEEN ?

(c) Can the panel adopt new evidence other than that provided by the demandant for use by the
panel? Can the panel change the way of evidence combination proposed by the demandant, or use
other parts of the evidence not alleged by the demandant?

BI=E, F¥—9— K _Overview, Keywords

[El,/ Country

i

YES. ZDi55E. GERATEERENZEEE(OXD,. SBEIEREFZREIDIRAENEZISND.

HA
Japan In this case, the panel will send a notice of reasons for invalidation to the parties and then the parties will be
given the opportunity to submit written opinions, etc.
YES. (FssPEE157R) » 2FA. SIA. FIEBBRADERICKLD X (IEET. SHLHANREZ(TEAHURET
LEIES DCEMNTED,
Korea (Article 157). Evidence may be examined or preserved, upon request by a party, intervenor, or interested

party, or ex officio.

> 2HAR—=)L NO.IPOSIFERZE AN RE U TU VRO GEHIAOIRE 2 52 U 7R\
Singapore IPOS does not accept evidence or reasons not filed by the demandant.
YES.FhIcIREHZ1IRH 9 D C E(FEFETHIRESN TLVRL. 220U, BIEELEEBIIE(CEESHINTEFRDH
o4t (CARE=ND.
Thailand There is no restriction by the law to submit new evidence. However, the additional evidence shall be limited
only to the issue(s) stated in the appeal.
RE YES.TzI2 U UL \HIBRN D D ( [FHIEEIER (FFETERE%E) | $£45P5E35) .
China But with strict restrictions. (Guidelines for patent examinationIV Chapter3)
NhFA

Vietham
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| [Question 4] Trial for invalidation (Thailand describes about “pre-grant opposition™)

laxE14 (d)

| SRR ADMEZNDENMIERPPENDHVE e~ U CL\DinE. &RIC(E. 2 COENIERTEEILD

fHAEDEICDWNTOHIERER. FIMMIERZRIH ?
(d) If the demandant proposes multiple reasons for invalidation or multiple pieces of evidence, does the

trial and appeal decision indicate the result of and reasons for the determination for “a

II” reasons for

Invalidation and combinations of evidence?

B/ Country

[El/ Country

EEN

Japan

CHES

Korea

> > HR—
Singapore

A
Thailand

f[E
China

NhFrA

Vietnam

BIE, F+—T— K _Overview, Keywords

YES.FRIZTOIRAEEIE, BEROGERICEODHRWVEIER(CDULTIE, BRICEKEH I DIEETEEARD

B EZEZXDEDETRICENTED (BHIEES1-19) .

In principle, all the reasons are determined. In case of reasons for invalidation which dose not directly lead conclusion of
the trial decision, The degree of statement can be determined as the panel deems appropriate (Manual for Trial and
Appeal Proceedings 51-19).

YES.AJRE CHONIIIRENIEBRZE CEEHII U, RAIl. |BRICEEHT D, 22U, BROFEERIC
DINVEWESHIER(CDWLWT(E, CDEREHDIEEZEBEH SER THEUREITDICENTED.

If possible, all reasons proposed shall be determined and in principle, it shall be stated in the trial decision. However, in
case of reasons for invalidation which does not directly lead to conclusion of the trial decision, the panel of judges may
discuss and decide the degree of statement thereof.

[EEE3={0)

L YES.—SM(C (32 COERDECEHERDEENIERZRT .

The decision will generally indicate the result and reasons for all the different grounds for revocation.

YES.ZERDRETI(E, HFIDBRMOIBEHZE CORSIRTNUIIRS IR0,

The board’s decision must indicate all results of and reasons of the determination.

YES.[RRIE U T, £ COEBRZHIL. BRICRULTUVD. TlZU. &AM 1 DOBEKIER N & 3 Dihsm
R UTciza. MR (IR U780,

In principle, all the reasons are determined, and the conclusion are indicated in the trial decision. But if a panel had

drawn a conclusion that a claim is invalid, other reasons will not be determined.

YES.|RBIE TCOIBRZFIEHIL. FITOtE:m & COFMRIBRZEFERTRLUTCLB,

In principle, all the reasons are determined, and the conclusion of the determination and the detailed reasons are
indicated in the trial decision.
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| [Question 4] Trial for invalidation (Thailand descrlbes about “pre-grant opposition”)

[2fE4] (e) ERFHIBMHCHVC, 1F5HEE (JMEFISEEZFTET D ENFIEEN ? RITETIEDZEF(IATH

(e) Can patentees correct the scope of rights in invalidation cases? What are the requirements for correction, if any?

&, Country ME. +—7— K _0verview, Keywords
YES. (F3F£134%mD20Q) .
s IEEA(E
B9zt s (FREC - ERERDETIE. sEKIBMEEHEIDIRAE. AERBEE/RECEDIREA. FLSL) |
SHe %ﬁ%ﬁ%IELlJEm "
Japan ﬁ#&a?@ﬁel@% Sihok-BEERIE. F,

(Patent Act Article 134-2(1)) Correction requirements include:

prohibition of corrections other than for intended purposes (other than correction of errors or mistranslations,
restriction of the claims, clarification of ambiguous statements, etc.), prohibition of addition of new matters,
prohibition of substantial broadening or modification of the scope of claims, etc.

YES. (4%:5F}£”*1337.<0>2) o s] IEEF(L.
S50 1) SERKIBOEZIH T DiHE. 2) ROl IEZ 9 Dina. 3) HIECRVLEEHOIRBEZ UKD &9 355,

(Patent Act Article 133-2) Requirements for correction:
1) where he/she intends to reduce the number of claims, 2) where he/she intends to rectify a clerical error, 3) or
where he/she intends to clarify an ambiguous description.

Korea

YES. (485 K5625%. 5683-84%%) .
aKIEOEARNIREE  AECH/R— N T &.
o ﬁ@%ﬁ ENSEENRNT &, FFICKDIREZILALIRNT &
Z2OM—IL HERE  +HRERFEROKRI, FHNEE, FNHFE
Singapore  (patents Act Section 25, and 83-84)
Baseline criteria for claims: clear and supported.
Restrictions: No added matter, not extending the protection conferred by the patent.
Discretionary criteria: Failure to make full disclosure, undue delay, unfair advantage.
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'Question 4] Trial for invalidation (Thailand describes about “pre-grant opposition”)

[2fE4] (e) EIFHBMHCHC, 1F5HEE (JMEFSEEZFTET D ENAIEEN ? RITETIEDZEFIATH

(e) Can patentees correct the scope of rights in invalidation cases? What are the requirements for correction, if any?

&,/ Country ME. +—T—F.Overview, Keywords

o AR (M S5RIEREZEEIL) OFHICHWVWTERIBDMIE - STIEBITD ZEIFTER,
Thailand Applicants may not amend/correct any claims at the appeal proceedings.

YES.FHIEDIRANELA T D@D

(1) FERIBOBEARDEGIMNIZE TSR ;

2) A5 =NIERFETFELEER U T, Re&EFHHZILARIT D EIF TSR ;

(3) fH1E (L. HFIERHMIZE KO FFeaROEH (CELE SNICHRDER ZB X D3 EDTH D TIFIRSIRLY ;

(4) A5 =NIERFETOBKRIEDEEH (CFFRNRVEAMBFEOENE. —fZCEROBSNRV. ( [EFEFEE
hE B (FETEEE%E) | B4EPE3T)
China Principles of Amendment includes:

(1) the title of the subject matter of a claim cannot be changed;

(2) the extent of protection cannot be extended as compared with that in the granted patent;

(3) the amendment shall not go beyond the scope of disclosure contained in the initial description and claims;

(4) addition of technical features not included in the claims as granted is generally not allowed.

(Guidelines for patent examinationIV Chapter3)

N hFH LA 212U, 1P Viet NamBO\ETIEDIBRZIAS M UTEmZEZR< .
Vietnam Except the case that the reason for correction is made by IP Viet Nam.
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‘Question 4] Trial for invalidation (Thailand describes about “pre-grant opposition”)

LS

A7 (C DUV CEEE) 11

BE

(f) EHFHSHOBERMINZELNAOHMUE. BZTLIEEL,

(f) Please tell us the rate of requests for trials for invalidation granted if it is available.

[El,/ Country

HA

Japan

LHES

Korea
> > HR—
Singapore

A
Thailand

[
China

NhFA

Vietham

BIE, F¥—9—F_/Overview, Keywords

SEPX (E—EPAMERD : 15~20%, FJIELTHER : 20%12E . FTIE/RLTERD : 35%i2E
The percentage of rights that are ultimately invalidated in whole or in partis 15-20%.
About 20% of the rights are determined to be valid as a result of corrections.

About 35% of the rights are determined to be valid without corrections.

TH ORI DOEHERE(FIENH. UEERBHOERBEERE. 2020562.6%. 2021569.9%. 2022568.9%.
The rate of requests for trials by each type of trial is not open to public. The rate of requests granted for inter
partes cases are as follows: 62.6% in 2020, 69.9% in 2021, and 68.9% in 2022.

L BES5EEIICHUNT, IPOSHEIDE UICE T dREZ UIzDOM 2 1+,

In the past 5 years, IPOS only made two decisions related to revocation.

28 (FEx=) Tld. COBEHRZEDIND TLVRLY,

N/A The committee board does not handle this information.

20226F (CHETE U TS5

¥55T « 2EPEERN27.9%. —EPEEN15.4%. H#EFF56.7%

ERFRIE | £EPE41.4%. —EPERN18.7%. ##HF39.9%

SITHE | 2EPEN53.8%. —EPiERN1.4%. #f#H544.8%

In 2022, among the concluded invalidation cases for:

- invention patents, 27.9% were totally invalidated, 15.4% were partially invalidated, and 56.7% were maintained.
- utility model patents, 41.4% were invalidated entirety, 18.7% were invalidated partially, and 39.9% were
maintained.

- design patents, 53.8% were invalidated entirety, 1.4% were invalidated partially, and 44.8% were maintained.

[O]Z 72 LU No answer
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‘Question 4] Trial for invalidation (Thailand describes about “pre-grant opposition”)

LS

A7 (C DUV CEEE) 12

[5xM5] 4 ]

g) ERFHINREB LR THEUI DT —LZB I 45T BRI,

B URFET MDD I L — L5F)

[CEPBHNIRESINTIBE, FHFROMEACDIH (CEFRIEB AL L TNDH ?

(g) If, after a trial for invalidation has been concluded, a trial for invalidation is filed for a patent with
similar claims (e.qg., other claims of the same patent, another patent based on a divisional application,
etc.), does the trial and appeal board take any action to streamline the trial procedures?

[/ Country

BIE, F—7T— K. 0verview, Keywords

EZN

Japan

L

Korea

S HR—

Singapore

A
Thailand

FE
China

NhFrA

Vietnam

YES. (Z(ER—DimIEEk Cltmma BT dRMF(CDVTIL, OBFFEZITDRAVRESSEEOEE(CERE T D
(BHFE30-02)

Consideration is given to the burden on the parties, such as not conducting oral proceedings for cases in which

a conclusion can be drawn based on almost the same logical structure as the earlier trial decision (Manual for

Trial and Appeal Proceedings 30-02).

NO.KIPO[EZF izt b I 3O DIBEFTFE UV, UM U, RI—XISEBLUDR7ZT 9 D45 FHEEE U <
(FAEF X (I ENHFEC DOVWTEROTEHINGBRSNZEE. [REl. E—0FEHEZEETHIE (CEGHRT Do
KIPO does not take any actions to streamline the proceedings. However, where multiple trials are requested for the
patent applications or rights with identical or similar technology, or divisional application, in principle, the same
administrative judge shall be appointed to be a rapporteur.

L YES.ZBEZNEN(CI DT, SHUNRVIERZ %R I DTzHDHARN A E < /83,

Both parties will then be given shorter deadlines to make the proceeding more efficient.

D AF(TTIRUN,

YES. &R SNIEEFNFRDOFR E(FFFE USHIPER(CLDEDTHNIE, SFAFIOAEFEZRRILU.

CEIRDEBELEFRZ I,
If the current case has almost the same evidence and reasons as the earlier decision, the panel will improve the
efficiency of oral hearing and make a decision as soon as possible.

B (TR0,
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'Question 5] Post-grant opposition
[%E15] (a) FmESODEARNERNZEECEHZ TS0,

(a) Please briefly describe the basic flow of the procedure.

[El,/ Country HIE, F¥—7— K./ Overview, Keywords

BHA 1. BZANHIEZIEH. 2. 65AKCLIEEFE. 3. 1EFZE0HI ARG E(E. BUHIE
Japan BB, [FFHEBCRREVIIEFEREZRLE I DIMEN SR OBND. 4. RE

— 1) ANVEM. 2) BIROYTEHESR (OXESN. BHENSMHZEFIET D, 3) HERNRVMES, B
Cores KEFHN TSN, EBFPIAGHTTRECHUTRIRERUIITDZENTED. 4) BUEEHRN DD
Za. FEHEE DB L. BERBREENUSTIESBROESESZ D,

SUHR=)b A HE. XhF LA ZEHELRU

Singapore, Thailand, China, Vietnam: No applicable system
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| ‘Question 5] Post-grant opposition

[%fE 5] (b) BZANDNRRUTCOWRWVEITIERZSHRADERATSES D0 ? algeiiGE. AhHlR (o0 ?

(b) Can the panel adopt new reasons for opposition that has not been proposed by the opponent? If it
can, are there any restrictions?

BIE, +—7— K _0Overview, Keywords

YES. (JFHE120%02Q) . WETIBOMER. BUVBIRdR N bNIE,. BEVEIBd@ENZRE L. 1#1E
(CETIEGRREZIEH I DIMEEE X D, Tl U, FFESEPILANFED TUVRWGEKIE(ICDULTIE
FHIETER0N,

EZN

Japan (Article 120-2(1)) As a result of ex officio proceedings, if there are reasons for revocation, a chief
administrative judge must notify the patentees, etc. of the reasons for revocation and give them an
opportunity to submit a request for correction. However, claims not contested by the patent opponent are
not examined.

YES. (31325 m10. FETHUEBHBOTIE(CH 1T IMEIEFIE) . 22U, FEFEEBILANE D TLVRLEEK
IB(CDWTIIETBE TS, BIEFEORRE. BUHIERAN D D EROSNIEEE. FHHER (JEUEIERZ @]
N, BEREZIEHU. STIEZFEKITDIHENEZISND.

CE{ES

Korea (Article 132-10 Ex Officio Examination in Hearings on Application for Revoking Patent).
However, administrative judges shall not examine any claim not contested by the opponent. When there are grounds for
revocation following the ex officio examination, patentee shall be notified of grounds for revocation and shall be given an
opportunity to submit written opinion and request correction

S2AR=IL. A HE. RhFA ZEHERL

Singapore, Thailand, China, Vietham: No applicable system
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[Question 5] Post-grant opposition

[%E 5] (c) GFAENFIAT DEHLETHRIZANRRUIZEDCRESN DN ? BZ AN ER U ZAHLDHEHAED
BhEeR Eﬁégéb\&&@¢T$4Aﬂ$ﬁbeBH@@%ﬁ%ﬂ%?égt@T g ?

(c) Is the evidence used by the panel limited to that proposed by the opponent? Can the panel change the way of evidence
combination proposed by the opponent, or use other parts of the evidence not alleged by the opponent?

[El./ Country BIE, F—2— K _0Overview, Keywords

NOBRSNRV, SHLDHAGHOEERE, SHIOMOEDZFIHT S ErEE (BHMEE67-05) .

HA

Japan The panel can change the combination of evidence or use other parts of the evidence that are not alleged by the
opponent (Manual for Trial and Appeal Proceedings 51-18).

NO.BESNRL, BEEEZANRE UCECEIER(CE D\ THIITT 30, BEREZADRRLU CTULVRVERE
HATRCEETCE3, Fim. SHOEBFEDESEEZELED, BILANERL TV EHLDMMDEES
5[] ZHAFHIT DI EEOEETHD.

Korea
The Board shall determine based on the grounds for revocation submitted by the opponent, but also can adopt

arguments not proposed by the opponent. The panel may also change the way of evidence combination or use
other parts of evidence not alleged by the opponent.

SRR =)L. A, HE, RhFA  ZEHERL

Singapore, Thailand, China, Vietham: No applicable system
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'Question 5] Post-grant opposition

sxfi5] (d) B ANDMEROBRIERPDEROHIZIRRUTUVDEE (TH1R5, EEIEEEE&:EZD?E%&O);K
3?7&$_L)UJ\ R UIED. 5B ERDIHEEEIRRUIED . EFM T D12 ([CERDIEVZ IRR S
LODRFE) | RELC(E. ECORERPIHIOEASDOE (CDNWTOHIEIER,. HtERZERUEITH ?

(d) If the opponent proposes multiple reasons for opposition or multiple pieces of evidence (i.e., if the opponent proposes
multiple articles as reasons for opposition, multiple pieces of evidence as primary reference, or multiple pieces of evidence
to determine inventive step), does the decision indicate the result of and reasons for the determination for all reasons for
opposition and combinations of evidence?

[El/ Country

i

BIE, F+—— F_Overview, Keywords

YES. [REIE=TORIIBANMOSHIOEAEDEZEZR I D. 121U, BHEAROMEY - SR
BANENS LS (C. BRCSUSENREDERVIEERE T3 EETSZ (FHIEL67-

a9k 05

Japan

All reasons for opposition and combinations of evidence are considered in principle. However, the appropriate
one for each case may be selected as the reason for revocation so that the entire case can be resolved efficiently
and reasonably (Manual for Trial and Appeal Proceedings 67-05).

YES. 83T AWEZNOBUHIEBR M UMER DIV ZIRL UEZE. [REIETOBCEERS JUSIHLOHEAFEDEZ
EET S, FEL. BEOSU CREOECEEREZIR L/TJEIE(«_EHHQ?—S’G“Z;L_tb‘ﬁx}m\ﬁ/\ﬁﬂ’]_@i% &
. HEFENDHZE. BHESEAICNZRETDICENTED FEETEEORILCICATDINA RS1214H) .
FE
Korea When the opponent submits multiple grounds for revocation and multiple evidence, all grounds for revocation and
combinations of evidence shall be considered in principle. However, if it is deemed to be effective and reasonable to
select the best available grounds for revocation to be reflected in the decision to revoke a patent, depending on the case,
the panel of administrative judges may decide to do so (Guidelines on Patent Opposition).

SOHR=)b. A FE. RbhF A ZSFELU

Singapore, Thailand, China, Vietnam: No applicable system
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| ‘Question 5] Post-grant opposition
[8R5] (e) EFHBIBMHFICHT. FIHES(JEFFEFEZITIET DT & (LATREN ? STIEDEAFIAH

(e) Can patentees correct the scope of rights in opposition cases? What are the requirements for correction, if any?

[El./ Country HIE, F—T— K. Overview, Keywords

YESETIEZEMHE, HEYS (PRIERVIRME. RECDETIE. AEAB/IECEHODIRA, FLUSL) DRIE, FRBIRENER
Ib. $5FFEESROEEIDEBINGR-BERLIE. F (1F5HE120%0D5)

HAR

Japan Correction requirements include: prohibition of corrections other than for intended purposes (other than
restriction of the claims, correction of errors, clarification of ambiguous statements, etc.), prohibition of addition of
new matters, prohibition of substantial broadening or modification of the scope of claims, etc. (Patent Act 120-5).
YES.F5FtEE (. UITDBEICRD., EFEBIFHDP(CETIEFAEREITDOCENTES 1) FAKRIBEOHZRT D

. 2) iRaCDE] IEZ 9 D155, 3) BB CIRVESDIRIBZ UKL D ETD5F5. £/, LEEDIREFz(&
5 MEDETIE (S, FrEFaakOFRHBEZEEN (CHAANX(IEE T DIED TH D TIFIRSIRL,
Korea A patentee may file a request for correction during the opposition proceedings only when he/she intends to

reduce the number of claims, 2) when he/she intends to rectify a clerical error, 3) or when he/she intends to
clarify an ambiguous description. However, the above-mentioned correction for specification or drawings shall
not substantially enlarge or alter the scope of claims.

SUAR=IL. A HE. RhFA ZEHELL

Singapore, Thailand, China, Vietham: No applicable system
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| ‘Question 5] Post-grant opposition

[fI5] (f) BREIZISBSHORIIKINENOMUL, B TZSL)

(f) Please tell us the rate of requests for opposition granted if it is available.

[El./ Country BIE, F—T— K_0Overview, Keywords

HEFIDEUH (L7122 8IE(3#910%. 22U, ESTIEDRBRIEFN R SN D EDES0%I2EF 1T,

HA

Japan The percentage of rights that are ultimately revoked is about 10%. However, about 50% of
the rights are maintained as a result of corrections.
EH DR R DEHIFEKRZK (SIELF.
—iEHC. BERBHOFEKZER(EIUTDED THD | 20206F43.4%. 2021F41.6%. 2022EF
39.0%.,

CEIES

Korea

The rate of requests for trials by each type of trial is not open to public.
In general, the rate of requests granted for ex parte cases are as follows: 43.4% in 2020,
41.6% in 2021, 39.0% in 2022.

SUAR=IL. A HE. RhFA ZEHELL

Singapore, Thailand, China, Vietham: No applicable system
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| 'Question 6] Appeal against examiner's decision of refusal
(5% 6] (a) FHESODEARNDRNZEEICHITIIESU),

(a) Please briefly describe the basic flow of the procedure.

[El,/ Country IE, F¥—T— K./ Overview, Keywords

1. BELHBNE. EEEHEIBEEST O CIEFEDOHINT. 2. ERET R INIESE. BEENE
P E%%&ﬁot\éﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂﬁﬁ5o
EETEDEAE I CEIESICHERDER. 4. EETDOEEERESIICTSRVESIC, EEOK
LEpe L%TEE%EE%A* HNREE U E=(E, HEANEEBEEBNES%XD, BEEPHIEERIEH T 1
25X 3,

1) IEEBEEAREH OB KNG D 256, AAER (A, FXDFIRFE) D, SERZERINREE
HIEMEE=N. |EMNMTHOHND.
sa0 2) BHOFEFRIC, BEBCIGUT [B4HHAR] ZhEIDENTED,
3) BHISEMANFZRECEERZRE UZFE. BHIZAGEAL. BEREBENFZITFHEREDOHIEOHKS
Korea r25= 2
4) €DE., B IBBR TR T IDEDETD (BHIERNZBENHEES. BSHZMDEL. EBEBICEUR
9, BYEKMNEATFENEZE. BILAJIPTABOERZ AR E U CEENFETEARICHFI D ENTED.

AR p | EEEET SRS
Singapore
-BYIE (BHIEIEMNTT) iAEEL. EROERZR U D,
A - HEEADEBFI (CARRZE UL T Do
Thailand - BBFIANAEZ I B,
- HEE AR CIPITEFIPR (CAARZ B LT T D,
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| 'Question 6] Appeal against examiner's decision of refusal
[%fE 6] (a) FHRESOEANRHENZREICEHZITIEEU,

(a) Please briefly describe the basic flow of the procedure.

&,/ Country BIE, F¥—9—F_/Overview, Keywords

1. FBRADMEREE (LTI RREFILZITD . BEHFEKE (CEFLRESEDOMIETRDOS5ND,

2. BIEFEEDF i (BHEEMEMAISE25)

EEEEZ T UILaOBEBESMIEREEE(CSVWCERZIRHE L., siEEERREZ/FKT .

HIEEARR(CI3DDFEEND D :

(V)EFEBKTREL. ERBEEZMDHEI CLICART D, (2EFFZRANRL UILFEEREDOMIESHMIERT
HE DRUpZEZARL TED., ZOMIEZ(CEDVWTEREAEZMDEI CLICARTD. (3) EFAKAMRHUL
China RS SOMEIEE (JERBEZRDE I (C(EARTDTHDDT, EREEZHTIT D.

3. &N SNIERMAZERL. ERTID. FRIC(I3DOFMEEN DD .

(1) EEFRNRE NG EREENZFTINLES ; 2) EEFRNRBE SN, EEEENMDBE NS

& ; (3) HEESESMHIE S, ERBETE CHEBSINIERBEABHEINIRS, MIESNIEXE(CE DV TERE

ENEDHEHEND,

( [BXETERE FFETEEERE) | F450825)

1. BHIEKREE (CHEIEETERRL,

NEFLA 2BHENSHZTIEL. ZEHTHNEEEANBBREINS.

Vietnam 3. IEMEBETENZH EEBHEN(TEEZ AR UEBE (L. BRABIIOTRZITDS (EEETEHE) . Bt
BENZEHTERRWEEBHEXIEEANHI UGS, BREIIOTFAZITD (EEEREEZERDEL) .
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| ‘Question 6] Appeal against examiner's decision of refusal

EEEEANARET 21

[5xf] 6 ]

(b) LEEANGBEKIEVHHMIEZHIE T dHR(IHDIN ? HIECSDIHa. IS,

(b) Is there any opportunity for the appellant to amend the claims and description? If there is, what are
the restrictions, if any?

ME,. F+—T— K_0Overview, Keywords

[El,/ Country

HAR

Japan

EES
Korea

=2 HR=IL

Singapore

A
Thailand

=s]ES
China

NIF L

Vietham

YES.JZIZ URHIEDHIBRNH D (HFEHE175D2)

However, there is a limitation on amendments (Patent Act Article 17-2).

YES.2009F7H 1B EF (CHEESNZEFFHFEIC DLW T (R, BEEFHGMNFC(CERASNZ. AL, BEE
EZZIITEENS3AMUAICHIEESZIRH I D2 EICID. FEEBICH U CHFHBOBERZFAKRIDIZEN
TED. BB PIRBILTZITOHmAIF. WHEZITDCEFITETRVC EICEBETNZLY,

For patent applications filed after 1 July 2009, a reexamination process was newly adopted. An applicant may file
a request for Examination Bureau to reexamine his/her patent application by submitting an amendment within 3
months from the receipt of a decision to reject application. It shall be noted that amendments shall not be made

if a petition for an appeal is to be filed.

N/A IPOSIIIERBEANIREHDOEIEZ UIRL),

IPOS does not conduct proceedings for “Appeal against examiner's decision of refusal”.

AARERIZDFF(ICHVWTEERIBOMHIE - STIEBITDO CEIETERLY,

Applicants may not amend/correct any claims at the appeal proceedings.

YES.#H1E (FFEFEEBR MU FEMEENMEMAISE60. 1RDE M EimIc SIRTNUIIR SR,

Any amendment shall meet the requirements of Article 33 and Rule 60.1.

S (3720, There is no chance of correction
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'Question 6] Appeal against examiner's decision of refusal

EEEENRET! 22

(55 6 ]

(c) REEDEREEQGDEMOERZRERLUICESE. EDSUFITH ?RRE UIIERIERZERU.

HIEDHEZEEL T, BREZIRE I DIHREIEXSNETIN?

(c) What will you do when you find a new reason for refusal that differs from the reasons in the original decision?

Do you notify the appellant of the new reason for refusal you found and give them an opportunity to submit a written opinion, specifying
an adequate time limit?

[El,/ Country BIZE, F+—T— K. 0Overview, Keywords

HA

Japan

LHE

Korea

> 2 HMR—=)L

Singapore
A
Thailand

FE
China

NhFA

Vietham

FERULINCOEREHZEN L. HEOHRZIEEL (BRREZIRLIIMEZE5RD (FHMEE61-05) .
Panel notifies the applicant of all reasons for refusal found and gives the applicant an opportunity to submit a
written opinion, specifying an adequate time limit (Manual for Trial and Appeal Proceedings 61-05).

SiciiERERZR R UICEE. BHEKALCEETOEBERNMEN SN, BEHERICEREZRHEITD
W5 51NS5,

When there is a new ground for rejection, the appellant will be notified of all grounds for rejection and provided
with an opportunity to submit written opinion within a specified period.

N/A

BP9 (BER) ([CIE. BDKDIRFITIRISUERZ HIYZ A (D@9 DHER (TR0,

The board has no power to notify such new grounds and reasons to appellants.

BEAE. —AER(C, EREEORLCIE D AN USHLO MK (C3 U CTEEZIT D,

The panel normally examines only the grounds and evidence on which the decision of rejection is based.

ERICITFREIANTULRN,

It is not specified in our legislation.
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[Question 6] Appeal against examiner's decision of refusal

[ 6] (d) EREENRFHOBREINENDONMUL, X TIZS0)

(d) Please tell us the rate of requests for appeal against examiner's decision of refusal granted if it is available.

&,/ Country BE. F+—7— K. 0Overview, Keywords

HAR . . .
e #970% Approximately 70%.
Y DIRXER DEFEHIFEKRE(SIIELFH,
S5 —HZEY(C. BEREFIOBEKRBERIUTDED THSD : 2020543.4%. 20215F41.6%. 2022539.0%,
Korea

The rate of requests for trials by each type of trial is not open to public.
In general, the rate of requests granted for ex parte cases are as follows: 43.4% in 2020, 41.6% in 2021, 39.0% in 2022.

S HR—IL

Singapore N/A
A 28 (FER) TlE. COBEHRZEDIRD TULVRLY,
Thailand N/A The committee board does not handle this information.
rote
EFI.. [0]&73% L No answer
China

NhFLA FEFOEBREEAREHEZS <HOITH. BEOEEEENREH (F4%L T,

Vietnam Very small for patent applications, below 4% for trademark applications.
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[Question 7] The corresponding foreign patent

[5%fE 7 ] WICHERFFIMFIE T Dina. WICIHNENTFICHS T B3EER N ZSIRI DN ?

If a corresponding foreign patent exists, do you refer to the examination status of the corresponding foreign patent?

[El/ Country

BE, F+—7J—F_Overview, Keywords

HA

Japan

EES
Korea

S S HR—IL

Singapore

A
Thailand

R [E]
China

NhFLA

Vietham

YES.BEANICEIRT D, SRIDEE. D> - R—F)L - RS T
(https://www.jpo.go.jp/news/kokusai/ip5/opd_manual.html) EZ=FIH.

JPO basically refers to examination status and use One Portal Dossier, etc.
(https://www.jpo.go.jp/news/kokusai/ip5/opd_manual.html)

YES.1. R V0FEEIE (CHNNDS T, BEERBOEERERAN SR INDIBZEEDD.

2. EBRINRIEDT> - IR—FJL « RS I(OPD)THRERETED,

1. There are cases in which the examination phase and examination status are being referred to, regardless of the trial
judgment and conclusion of hearing.

2. The examination status can be searched via One Portal Dossier, OPD.

YES. BRI D, BEODIAFAEDOWVI NMMICHERFFICERINL. EERNRZSRT D,

If either party in the proceeding refers to the foreign prosecution in their submissions.

BP9 (RER) (. ERECERLU CVWDINENZEETL, BRZIDIEDEL. TOHEEZEITD .

The board shall review and render the case whether it is complied with the national law and has its discretion.

YES. 21893, JEFEFTOEEFNIERUVDI I IUA hEBEU T, HNEFEEDIKRZHERT D,
Panel may check the status of foreign examinations through the examination system and the websites of
national patent offices.

\
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[Question 8] Operations or Initiatives that are being developed in light of the judicial precedents

[52fE 8 ] & HIP 2 SNF X T LU CTLDETDERAMESR

RIZDDEIN? bNUE. X TLIZS0N,

Are there any operations or initiatives at your office that are being developed in light of the judicial
precedents? If so, please let us know.

[El/ Country

HA

Japan

LHES

Korea

S HR—IL
Singapore

A
Thailand

rhE
China

NhFA

Vietham

BIE, F+—7— K_0Overview, Keywords

YES. EEREEVPEIMES(IERRSHHIFNE NFZ TERK. Ko, BERLGHHAGZEED L, EEEE/\DR

7\)’70)'4:'?‘?:.“0

The examination guidelines and the Manual for Trial and Appeal Proceedings are prepared in light of important court cases. Important
precedents are selected and introduced in the Examination Handbook for Patent and Utility Model in Japan.

YES.IPTABDEHI S E(F :

1) 200l [IPTABERDEVHIFLASEHIE ] ZFITL. BRROHBZTFHELHBT I DL LEEIC, FKitiDEH!
Dt=F—ZEL. BERPRFEZHEL TS,

2) Ffz. BRICIGU T, DRI DORFET - ERMESMAOEE - RESHOHIPIMIBZEHEITLU CLD,

Trial policy division at IPTAB:

1) publishes “Compilation of Cases for Revocation of IPTAB Decisions” twice every year to share recent case laws with
administrative judges, and also share opinions and insights by holding a seminar based on different technical fields; and
2) when necessary, we also publish summary of case laws for patent/utility model cases based on different technical
fields and trademark/design cases.

YES. EENA R4 2 (FHFIOER (T8> TEN (CEHR SN TS,

The examination guidelines will be updated regularly to keep in line with the development of Singapore case law.

YES. B H1 RoAIITEEANICEFNTL\B,

The examination guidelines will be updated regularly

YES. [EXEERRE FETEEEREE) | L BEERMRESAZSOEFEREZTRL TS,

“Guidelines for patent examination” issues examination standards with important virtual case.

RRET LTV, FITRED TLVRL,
We have been thinking about that, but not yet decided.
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[Question 9] The oral proceedings

[%f19] (a) NETFEAXMBICEMIDIHIC. TEXKLTWBDZEEFHDFEFIH? BIXE. BHIICEHEDE TN LIREEE
HUBEIIERDEH)

(a) Do you have any ideas to facilitate the smooth conduct of the oral proceedings? (e.g., informing the parties of
the administrative judges’ tentative view in advance, etc.)

BIE, F—T— K. Overview, Keywords

[El/ Country

EZN

Japan

LHE

Korea

> 2 HMR—=)L

Singapore

A
Thailand

FAE
China

NPT L

Vietham

YES. TR r (CEEREIHBIE XU T, SEEEVPEHEOETHNRAEHRLREETFHIREBR(CIERD
CElCKD, OBETFEOMBIL - TEICRHTULND (BHIEE33-08)

The judge’s tentative view and matters to be examined are communicated to the parties by sending parties Notice of Matters to be
Examined prior to the oral proceedings to facilitate and enrich it. (Manual for Trial and Appeal Proceedings 33-08).

YES.ZBP9(&. OSEFTIEDORIZ(IC [FIRRMENE] . [FEFEENE] FOEEZREIT D EICKIDEHF
(Cxd2RRE. NETECHITI2TEFESFZHEEF(CBAL. £z, BFEERDREEZGUDCENTES,
The Board may notify the parties of their opinions on the case, matters to be examined during the oral proceedings, and
may also order parties to submit relevant documents by serving written notification before and after the oral proceedings,
including the Notice of Status of Hearings, Notice of Matters to be Examined, etc.

YES.EEZE DRI (C, HEIOSMFEEZZNFHIND.

A few case management conferences will be held before the oral hearing.

NO. SDECA’E L., NOTYET.

YES.OERET|IEZME(CIT D28, BRIICKMEBRZITV., HLOHBAESNDEZRIBEL. HFOERZIRMEICT
Do TIZL. BEARDO TR RFEZ ORFIERICESE (LS IND Z EFR0N,

In order to conduct the oral hearing smoothly, the panel can cross-examine the evidence in advance, sort out
the combination of evidence, and clarify the focus of the dispute.

However, the panel's preliminary opinion is not informed to the parties prior to the oral hearing.

NO. SDECATR L., NOTYET.
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| ‘Question 9] The oral proceedings

[5%f19] (b) OEETFE(CHWTC., ZHFAEFA>CSA > TESHRIEETI M ?

(b) Can the parties participate online at the oral proceedings?

&,/ Country BIE, F—7T— K _/0Overview, Keywords

BHA YES.A> 5+ 2 ([CKDEMR(IOTEFIERIARD70%IEE.

Japan The rate of conducting oral proceedings online is around 70%.

YES.2014F4A N5 UE— MOBEEE (EFAOBESE) IEfINTND. RIBFBIOETARERICKD
CEREIESENER(ILL T DED TH D : 20205-64.6%. 20215F64.0%. 20224F58.5%

Remote hearings (video hearings) have been conducted since April 2014. In recent three years, the rate of oral
proceedings which has been conducted via video-conference are as follows: 64.6% in 2020, 64.0% in 2021,
58.5% in 2022.

E1ES)
Korea

SUAR=IL YES.HBEEASSA > TESMAEETH D,

Singapore  Pparties can participate online at the oral proceedings.

el NO. BEARIC, XEFEINTHRIIT BFEETIENTHINEND D,

Thailand Essentially, the document should be comprehensive enough to stand on its own.

FE YES.2022FDEZR (F90%12E .

China The percentage of oral proceedings conducted online in 2022 is about 90%.

NhFA

= e
Vietnam YES.[REIZHNB]EE. IN PRINCIPLE.



HDORESTETNWEULE
Thank you




