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Before the issuing of the notification of not approving accelerated examintaion under the GPPH pilot programme, the applicant may submit missing documents.
Even after the issuing of the notification of not approving accelerated examination under the GPPH pilot programme, the applicant may file another PPH request so long as the request is filed before the issuing of the first office action.

No further opportunities will be given to the applicant to correct the same defect in future corrections.
Any claims amended or added after the grant of the request for the PPH must sufficiently correspond to one or more allowable OEE claimes
The decision whether the reauirements and the processes meet the criteria will be published in the Industrial Propertv Gazette (in Portuauese. Revista Eletronica da Propriedade Industrial - RPI). Please see Art. 6 of PPH auidelines for filina PPH reauest with INPI Brazil.

If it is impossible for the examiner to understand the outline of the translated office action or claims due to insufficient translation, the examiner can request the applicant to resubmit translations.
In case the OLE has difficulty in obtaining the documents, however, the applicant may be asked to submit them.
In order for the patent application to be substantially examined, the applicant must relate to section 18 of the law which concerns relevant prior art which is known to the applicant.
If the documents are U.S. Patents or U.S. patent application publication submission of the patent documents can be omitted.

The applicants are not required to file translations of cited documents for compliance with the PPH, however if a translation is necessarly the CIPO examiner may request translations during the examination process in accordance with standard CIPO exmaination procedure.
In those circumstances where the request does not meet all the requirements, the applicant may correct deficiencies and resubmit the PPH request.
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Before the issuing of the notification of not approving accelerated examintaion under the GPPH pilot programme, the applicant may submit missing documents.
Even after the issuing of the notification of not approving accelerated examination under the GPPH pilot programme, the applicant may file another PPH request so long as the request is filed before the issuing of the first office action.
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No further opportunities will be given to the applicant to correct the same defect in future corrections.
Any claims amended or added after the grant of the request for the PCT-PPH must sufficiently correspond to one or more allowable PCT application claimes
The decision whether the reauirements and the processes meet the criteria will be published in the Industrial Property Gazette (in Portuauese. Revista Eletrdnica da Propriedade Industrial - RPI). Please see Art. 6 of PPH auidelines for filina PPH reauest with INPI Brazil.

If it is impossible for the examiner to understand the outline of the translated office action or claims due to insufficient translation, the examiner can request the applicant to resubmit translations.
In case the OLE has difficulty in obtaining the documents, however, the applicant may be asked to submit them.
In order for the patent application to be substantially examined, the applicant must relate to section 18 of the law which concerns relevant prior art which is known to the applicant.
If the documents are U.S. Patents or U.S. patent application publication submission of the patent documents can be omitted.
The applicants are not required to file translations of cited documents for compliance with the PPH, however if a translation is necessarly the CIPO examiner may request translations during the examination process in accordance with standard CIPO exmaination procedure.
In those circumstances where the request does not meet all the requirements, the applicant may correct deficiencies and resubmit the PPH request.
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