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I . Patentability
1. Definition of Inventions and Statutory Inventions
Fedroxtf s TP X, —EOHIRAERT LN, FEHDOEE
R KENEO DN XILEH S LTV 5, Patent Cooperation
Treaty (PCT) ® R (HlHI) 392X, BIF LA F OB %, [HEEH
BEEELRVWFEBIFEINL TS, BLEOHFE, FH. FA T,
FRlZ, avra—2Y 7 by =7 BEERCAYBEERENA. 50 )
WM T DG NMEE S NS,

<JP>

The purpose of Patent Act is, through promoting the protection
and the utilization of inventions, to encourage inventions, and
thereby to contribute to the development of industry (§1) and
"Invention" in this Act means the highly advanced creation of
technical ideas utilizing the laws of nature. (§ 2) §1 FN§2 1%
FraF O ZAFE T2V, o ZE ez HET 28291280, 7 b—24
X, BREMAEZFA L, FiHELOESREE A L, EE EFIHA]
RETRITNIT., FFFshzwy (§29),

ANH Z Fif. WBRXEZM T 2 7 EORWIL. EE LRI TEE Tk
We LTHEMBIND, YZBERHIE., KEIZBWTHFTOG L I T
WAHZ b, KEHBEEZEFELE L TCHARICHBET 258 ITFELE
9 5, A method for controlling the operation of a medical device <X°
a method of analyzing samples extracted from the human body % /%
Fearoxtg L 725 (GLIIT1 3.2.1),

HRBGOHA, KABREO XS RBEBREAICKT 2D, 7 — 24
DL—=NREVRAHFTEAKRDO LS ICHREIZFHAL TV Rnd o
(T, T3 ST, it s (GLIIT1 2.1.4),

A2 — YT My = T EEBEHORTFMEIL, YT Py 2T I X
HIEHROEN, "— R =7 ERZHNTEEROICET I N TV D)
HTHBr a5 (GL Appendix B 1 2.1.1.2),

(Purpose)

§ 1 The purpose of this Act is, through promoting the
protection and the utilization of inventions, to encourage
inventions, and thereby to contribute to the development of
industry.

(Definitions)



§2 (1) "Invention" in this Act means the highly advanced
creation of technical ideas utilizing the laws of nature.

(Conditions for Patentability)

§29 (1) An inventor of an invention that is industrially
applicable may be entitled to obtain a patent for the said
invention, except for the following: ---

<US>

(3B &, BAXIIRAEZ WS EERZIN (§100), Hik, #
e, ®WEDE L ITMERB D400 7TV ICHELM LA TRITRIE
mb7ewy (§101),

HIPENBEERERE SN MR DOHL2EHEGEE L THWLNR D,

Chakrabarty & m # Ik (1980) 1%, HREH, MBS, #1%
7 AT TIEFFFFER N EHoR L, BIFEED LS E L TEHIATH
%5 (MPEP 2105 11 B),

Patent eligibility 1%, fflc XA A7 7 v v P —FEREH, Y7 Ly
=7 HEFEHIZONT, HHEFTTHEDLOILTND, TFE, km#E2 §101
DEMEZTMEI Ve T H2HRPHERE, RERFEEHEELIMFEATL,

Mayo v. Prometheus /4 (2012) Tix. ZB N, BREH (RH
M DOYRE & AN OGRS R E OBELR) ZEMICEMTHICTIRNE
HWr &7, AMP v. Myriad F4F (2013) TiI. HEEEE 1L B RN
WCHEET D DNAZEBRL-Z LICR bR EHENT,

Bilski £ (2010) T, padflitk L& Z Y A7~ VT HEY
FAFIED, MG T AT 7 Th b &R S, Alice Corp. v. CLS
Bank - (2014) TiL, @@ilsl oV 27 2 KB 2P, #15
W7 AT 7 ThdEMimIi,

TS O BT A O USPTO 1281 % Patent eligibility @
W23 L < 78> CTWWb, USPTO i%. “2014 Interim Guidance on
Subject Matter Eligibility” % /A % L . Does the claim recite
additional elements that amount to significantly more than the
judicial exception?% F A F T HIW T XX L ED TV 5D,

T T AT L—MIRO LN,

FEHITAHMTRIARE R LRV, ZoFMED ML, JP, EP ©
PEXE LFIHTMEEICHICT 20 LTELLALNT VD

JP., EP CITELRY | {BEFIEZIFTONGETH DN, EIOERE
T2 ITRFFHERE L 257220 (§287(c)),



§ 100 Definitions.

When used in this title unless the context otherwise
indicates -

(a) The term “invention” means invention or discovery.

§ 101 Inventions patentable

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process,
machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or any new
and useful improvement thereof may obtain a patent
therefor, subject to the conditions and requirements of this
title.

< The Judicial Exceptions>

MPEP 2105 1II B

The laws of nature, physical phenomena and abstract ideas
are not patentable subject matter.

<EP>

FHOERIIHEI N TRV B, BFOEGE., BFHHE,
EWRIEY ., BN RITA, a3 Ea—270 7T 0%, BYICEZY
LW o2 EPCICHIZEENTWD (§52(2), FUIXEE LRI A A
RETRTNET RS2 (§52(1). §57),

o IR E SRV ERHESNL TS, BHAREREERIC,
BE - W HIEERTRr RS TnD (§853(c)),

FEPITEIAFFEZ M2 T RIThiE e 67220 (R43(1)), Y 7 b o
=7 BEEREPFIZONT S, HEINARFEZMA TV D 20E I K0 KrFF
ATREMESHIWT S L, HAKROEH L L TEWEETH S, fil 21X,
Uk T914/02 (General Electric) Tli%.A method for designing a core
loading arrangement for loading nuclear reactor fuel bundles into a
reactor core to optimize an amount of energy (22T, It consists in
a series of steps which may be purely abstract. & /R STV 5,
ek, FEHIWMB 2 FHIIBRA L CHREFHEN BB S D (RN,

§52 Patentable inventions

(1) European patents shall be granted for any inventions, in
all fields of technology, provided that they are new, involve
an 1inventive step and are susceptible of industrial
application.



(2) The following in particular shall not be regarded as
inventions within the meaning of paragraph 1:

(a) discoveries, scientific theories and mathematical
methods;

(b) aesthetic creations;

(c) schemes, rules and methods for performing mental acts,
playing games or doing business, and programs for
computers;

(d) presentations of information.

§53 Exceptions to patentability
European patents shall not be granted in respect of:

(a) inventions the commercial exploitation of which would
be contrary to "ordre public" or morality;

(b) plant or animal varieties or essentially biological
processes for the production of plants or animals; this
provision shall not apply to microbiological processes or the
products thereof;

(¢c) methods for treatment of the human or animal body by
surgery or therapy and diagnostic methods practised on the
human or animal body; this provision shall not apply to
products, in particular substances or compositions, for use
in any of these methods.

§57 Industrial application

An invention shall be considered as susceptible of industrial
application if it can be made or used in any kind of industry,
including agriculture.



2. Novelty
<JP>
Fara= T o720z, EITHH TRITNIT R B0,
FBRMEE R ET DO KBBEREIIH O D XNAFERIITITY
(§29(DGEID)) THY, KHAPHARIN TV IRHFLOHRP KD EZL
Hunwboinsd,

Where there is a difference between the claimed inventions and
the prior art, the examiner determines that the claimed invention
has novelty. Where there is no difference, the examiner determines
that the claimed invention lacks novelty. (GLIII 2-1 2) "Prior art
disclosed in publications" mean prior art recognized on the basis of
the descriptions in the publications or equivalents of such
descriptions. Equivalents of descriptions in the publications mean
descriptions that a person skilled in the art could derive from the
description in the publications by considering the common general
knowledge at the time of filing. (GL III 2-3 3.1.1)

AR B ITZI ) R [AREINTZEH] b, FHELS
THEFELLD (§290)D), (), TARMONT-HH) &1, Fl 21T
HHTRRINEEATHDL, ARFERNTZ] 21X, BIIX, A%
ORTCHEPICHT 2EENMEBHI SNV FEETH S (GL III 2-3
3.1.3,3.1.4), W hoHEL, AAENOAL LT SEHICEWTA
RICHONXNIZEBEINT-FHEEL T,

AT E AN S EAE R TH 2% G EAI TR ORI R ST
WhHEWR W, EATEA TS THLIHE . — KIS BB
Ol HEWHE L THETES (GLIII 2-3 3.2)

BREEZAT L7 —LI2O50 T, FEFIZ., EREFTONF
— DR DOHZZORREITIHELEAREFHERE LT L & D5
KRIEIZRLDHEHA L, slHERAE 2T 22 & TE%5 (GL IIT 2-3
4.1.1),

If the product with limitation of use means the product

/

E

specifically suitable for its use, the examiner recognizes that the
product has structure, etc. that the limitation of use means. On the
other hand, if the product with limitation of use application does
not mean the product specifically suitable for the use application,
the examiner should not interpret the limitation of use application
to specify the product. (GLIII 2-4 3.1.1) {bk&W&E D@ MEIC IS & 4
EORBICHEM T DL WO EFEMEORERIIL, BbEWFITH LT
HHMEEZH 3T 5 (GL Appendix B 3 2-2-2),



Where a claim includes a statement which specifies a product by

a manufacturing process, the examiner construes the statement as
a finally-obtained product itself. (GL III 2-4 5.1),

(Conditions for Patentability)

§ 29(1) An inventor of an invention that is industrially
applicable may be entitled to obtain a patent for the said
invention, except for the following:

(i) inventions that were publicly known in Japan or a
foreign country, prior to the filing of the patent application;
(ii) inventions that were publicly worked in Japan or a
foreign country, prior to the filing of the patent application;
or

(iii) inventions that were described in a distributed
publication, or inventions that were made publicly available
through an electric telecommunication line in Japan or a

foreign country, prior to the filing of the patent application.

<US>

2011 FFOJELIE (BLF TATA] LW o,) Ik, BEHEREND
TRERBIEAE SN, FHMELZGET D2 RIE. B TERIAD
MR H CKEHBEA SOIELR) DEEL I (§102), kbbb,
AR A AN AT, AREM. IEFICK VBRI REIIL,
JRAE B 2 23 2 CAZVHEE R 25 2013 42 3 A 16 H ELKE O HFE)
HEERB~OBITIZHEN, A X —T7 =27 T AFRIFTHEESN, F
B & - D 7= ¥ @ Derivation proceedings A& A =7z (§135),

F/o. BET, BRIE, AR HSOIRZIFCRKENICERE ST
e, ATA TIEHRICEB T MR ELEE I T,

A species will anticipate a claim to a genus. A generic disclosure
will anticipate a claimed species covered by that disclosure when
the species can be “at once envisaged” from the disclosure. (MPEP
2131.02 I, III)

Prior art which teaches a range overlapping, approaching, or
touching the claimed range anticipates if the prior art range
discloses the claimed range with “sufficient specificity”. (MPEP
2131.03 II)

The inherent teaching of a prior art reference arises both in the

10



context of anticipation and obviousness. (MPEP 2112)

Even if the prior art device performs all the functions recited in
the claim, the prior art cannot anticipate the claim if there is any
structural difference. (MPEP 2114 III)

During examination, statements in the preamble reciting the
purpose or intended use of the claimed invention must be evaluated
to determine whether the recited purpose or intended use results in
a structural difference between the claimed invention and the prior
art. If so, the recitation serves to limit the claim. (MPEP 2111.02
II), JP, EP L 2720 | EFRMEREIIIXMMEIZ X0 B X &
LN, MEGELE L TRES NS (MPEP 2112.02),

Even though product-by-process claims are limited by and
defined by the process, determination of patentability is based on
the product itself. The patentability of a product does not depend
on its method of production. If the product 1in the
product-by-process claim is the same as or obvious from a product
of the prior art, the claim is unpatentable even though the prior
product was made by a different process. (MPEP 2113)., In
determining infringement, the process terms limit
product-by-process claims. (Abbott v. Sandoz (CAFC en banc, 2009))

§ 102 Conditions for patentability; novelty.

(a) NOVELTY; PRIOR ART.—A person shall be entitled to a
patent unless—

(1) the claimed invention was patented, described in a
printed publication, or in public use, on sale, or otherwise
available to the public before the effective filing date of the
claimed invention; - -

<EP>

FERAPEMAKED A LR WG EIZHRTH Y . TE KT
CF TEFEEAELIIERE, FAXEZEOMOL 5P D HFIEIZKE->THA
RICHIHFIREIC o T2T _XTOHLD ] Thd (§54(1)(2), FIHATHE
ElRo Y, B, HEIZREX LW (GLGIV 1),

A document takes away the novelty of any claimed subject-matter
derivable directly and unambiguously from that document. For

11



example, a disclosure of the use of rubber takes away the novelty of
the use of an elastic material. (GL G VI 2),

It should be borne in mind that a generic disclosure does not
usually take away the novelty of any specific example falling within
the terms of that disclosure, but that a specific disclosure does take
away the novelty of a generic claim embracing that disclosure, e.g.
a disclosure of copper takes away the novelty of metal as a generic
concept. (GL G VI 5)

A sub-range selected from a broader numerical range of the prior
art 1s considered novel, if each of the following three criteria is
satisfied:

(a) the selected sub-range is narrow compared to the known range;

(b) the selected sub-range is sufficiently far removed from any
specific examples disclosed in the prior art and from the end-points
of the known range;

(c) the selected range is not an arbitrary specimen of the prior art,
1.e. not a mere embodiment of the prior art, but another invention
(purposive selection, new technical teaching). (GL G VI 8)

H@E RmE#HINZI L—2I1Z 20T, YFEHROBEE TR WVEMIZ
MHE I, HEEEN TR THLREOHRBRIZE s TR RENTE
REIZZH SN 5(GLGVIT7), EPC2000I2 LV, & 1 EHEHED AR
HTH 2UBROEEMNRICOREFEOENHA» N (§54(5),GLG
VI 7.1),

Claims for products defined in terms of a process of manufacture
are allowable only if the products as such fulfil the requirements
for patentability. A product is not rendered novel merely by the fact
that it is produced by means of a new process. (GL F IV 4.12), In
addition, if the subject-matter of the European patent is a process,
the protection conferred by the patent shall extend to the products
directly obtained by such process. ( §64(2))

§ 54 Novelty

(1) An invention shall be considered to be new if it does not
form part of the state of the art.

(2) The state of the art shall be held to comprise everything
made available to the public by means of a written or oral
description, by use, or in any other way, before the date of
filing of the European patent application.

12



(3) Additionally, the content of European patent applications
as filed, the dates of filing of which are prior to the date
referred to in paragraph 2 and which were published on or
after that date, shall be considered as comprised in the state
of the art.

(4) Paragraphs 2 and 3 shall not exclude the patentability of
any substance or composition, comprised in the state of the
art, for use in a method referred to in Article 53(c), provided
that its use for any such method is not comprised in the
state of the art.

(5) Paragraphs 2 and 3 shall also not exclude the
patentability of any substance or composition referred to in
paragraph 4 for any specific use in a method referred to in
Article 53(c), provided that such use is not comprised in the
state of the art.

13



3. Non-prejudicial disclosures (Grace Period)

Non-prejudicial disclosures (%, FEKRFFFF 755K (Substantial
Patent Law Treaty: SPLT) O#Ein O Bim & > 7-FHHETH 5. JP,
US. EP TARIZZLK DHRTHE - TWVND,

<Jp>
Fidr a0 2R 26T 58 (BWF XTAME) [CRIK L TAHM
SN RAIE, 6 » AURNICHBE I AL, 7 L — 2088
(e O HEAME) kw20 (8§30(2)), HL., FEFEAHICON
THHMEELOFMIRD LNT, US LHET L, £, HfMkE
KOGIADPEHINDZDIZFE, HBERICZOE 2 L7-Ew L 2
HT20ERNHY (§3003)), ZDHEICBWVWTH US LHET S,
BireZ P 2HANZ28T580BICKLTAMICENEXEHL, A
HAWZEINT=B 25 6 » A LINIC HE S Fu v i3 8 B 22 5 o 61 41 23 38 H
Ehad (§30(1)),

(& B o 3 HAE o 52 2 o 1] 41 )

§30 (1) HHF2ZTHHEMNEZAETHEOEICK L TH -+
FHEHA TOWVWTNANICEL T HICESTRKIIL, T0E%Y
TACESTEHPOANHAUNICEDE N L7 Bar HFEIC R D 3
HIZOWTORGEE —HLXOE “HOBEOHEHIZ 2V TIE,
FEE —HEFTOWTINICHELTDHICELRNPDOIE LD L R
729,

(2) B2 THHMNEAETLI2HEOITAICERL TE -+
FHE-HE TOWVWTNNICEYE T HICES T (B, EH
R, BIEIIEECET A ARICERINZZ EICL Y FRE
B HFDOWVWTNNICHELYTIICESTELDOERLS,) b, TD%Y
TACESTEHPOANAUNICEDFE N L7 Bar HFEIC R D 3
BIZOWTORSGE -HEOFHE _HOBEOEHIZ OV TIL,
RIIE & AR & 95,

<US>

ATA O FTix, BPFICHET IR T, BHEIZ X DR
EHEOMIChINTMEBORTRL, Z V=AU AT FOXNRERD
(§102(M)(1)(B)), Z OHEHIZ L V. First-to-file system TiEH 5 H D
® . First inventor to file X /% First-to-disclose system & & IFEIEIL 5,
JP T, BPAHFZFICL DR O HBEE COMICMENMNL TR L
WL LR XITHBE LGS, 7 V— 3BT E LT 5,

14



JP, EP &3 E 72, HEARFO FHizd E I 72y, When any claim of
an application or a patent under reexamination is rejected, the
applicant or patent owner may submit an appropriate affidavit or
declaration to disqualify a disclosure as prior art by establishing
that the subject matter disclosed had been publicly disclosed by the
inventor or a joint inventor or another who obtained the subject
matter. (R1.130(b))

EREAICE, AWML EENR S (MPEP 717.01 I1I(A)),

JP, EP TlZ., Zv—Av U A FOHMIXT 6 P TH-T, 7L —
A2 VA RFPREH SN KEL R KREIZB T SR JP,
EP Tl V—AEUF RFELTROONZRVWEERHY 55 &
b, BEZAT 5,

§102 (b) EXCEPTIONS.—
(1) DISCLOSURES MADE 1 YEAR OR LESS BEFORE THE
EFFECTIVE FILING DATE OF THE CLAIMED
INVENTION.—A disclosure made 1 year or less before the
effective filing date of a claimed invention shall not be prior
art to the claimed invention under subsection (a)(1) if—

(A) the disclosure was made by the inventor or joint
inventor or by another who obtained the subject matter
disclosed directly or indirectly from the inventor or a joint
inventor; or

(B) the subject matter disclosed had, before such disclosure,
been publicly disclosed by the inventor or a joint inventor or
another who obtained the subject matter disclosed directly
or indirectly from the inventor or a joint inventor.

<EP>

I B LY B X I WHRIE, HEAT6 » AN TH 5 2 &34
LThHY  HEAEH, AROEBREEXICREINL TS (§55(1)),
MEFIER T, X, AT OB LTRSS —ATh D
(GLGV 1),

MEAT, HERFICEAPNEREESICRRIINZEZREL, 4
r AVUWNICGEHEZ /BT 20 ER"H 5 (855(2), R25),
ZoEoi. s r—2 Y F FomEHESHNPREINTEY JP, US
T L—AUARELTRDDLNTLEHARN EP TIERDO N2 W7
—AMNRE\, LEEN-> T, HRENCHBET A2 Z ENEE L,

15



§ 55 Non-prejudicial disclosures

(1) For the application of Article 54, a disclosure of the
invention shall not be taken into consideration if it occurred
no earlier than six months preceding the filing of the
European patent application and if it was due to, or in
consequence of:

(a) an evident abuse in relation to the applicant or his legal
predecessor, or

(b) the fact that the applicant or his legal predecessor has
displayed the invention at an official, or officially recognised,
international exhibition falling within the terms of the
Convention on international exhibitions signed at Paris on
22 November 1928 and last revised on 30 November 1972.

16



4 . Prior application
<JP>

MHFEICLIDRAAOEHHAMEFICRBMINTZFHH LR —DOFRH T,
FFE2 T ENTE R (8§29 2), bbb, KEOHFEA X
DEMCHBE SN, TORICARINTZEBOBPMEREIC, 7 L — 4%
HEFR—DOFPAPRTLH N TWDLIEE, 7 LV —L2EBWIIFTE2ZIT5
ZEMTERVW AL AREEEBHOIIE ITHBANNF —DOGE .
AHEITHEH IRV, ZOBET, SEOMAAMEZILRLIZbD L L
T snd, Zhicx LT, KE., RMNIZET 2 RKOBEIL, H
BEO—HE L THAINA TS,

BBMEEL TR ZJ V-2 P LI AL OMIZHERSNH -
Thb, MAEPEHENICA —0HE. 7 LV—L2EHEREHEILD,
Substantial identity referred to herein means a case where a
difference between the invention claimed in the application
concerned and the cited invention is a very minor difference (an
addition, deletion, conversion, etc., of common general knowledge
or commonly used art, which does not yield any new effect) in
embodying means for resolving a problem. (GL III 3 3.2),

§ 29-2 Where an invention claimed in a patent application
is identical with an invention- - - (excluding an invention - - -
made by the inventor of the invention claimed in the said
patent application) disclosed in the description, scope of
claims or drawings -+ originally attached to the written
application of another application for a patent -:- which
has been filed prior to the date of filing of the said patent
application and published after the filing of the said patent
application in the patent gazette :--, a patent shall not be
granted for such an invention ---; provided, however, that
this shall not apply where, at the time of the filing of the
said patent application, the applicant of the said patent
application and the applicant of the other application for a
patent --:-are the same person.

<US>
KBEOAZHBE AN S ZMmoEHELL LCHBETH - T,
NN TR AWM AT S N ISR S 2T, B LM

17



RS2 (§102(a)(2)),

L, 2 o0HBENRFR —OMBEAXIZ 1 >OREICEEST LI L&
o TWEERA, TOREIRERH IR, 72, BEOBHEN, %
FEOFBAFNORGEINTEL O THLIGAED., ZOREITEH IR
v (§102(00)(2)),

<EP>

§ 102 Conditions for patentability; novelty.

(a) NOVELTY; PRIOR ART.—A person shall be entitled to a
patent unless—

(2) the claimed invention was described in a patent issued
under section 151, or in an application for patent published
or deemed published under section 122(b), in which the
patent or application, as the case may be, names another
inventor and was effectively filed before the effective filing
date of the claimed invention.

(b) EXCEPTIONS.—

(2) DISCLOSURES APPEARING IN APPLICATIONS AND
PATENTS.—A disclosure shall not be prior art to a claimed
invention under subsection (a)(2) if—

(A) the subject matter disclosed was obtained directly or
indirectly from the inventor or a joint inventor;

(C) the subject matter disclosed and the claimed invention,
not later than the effective filing date of the claimed
invention, were owned by the same person or subject to an
obligation of assignment to the same person.

ABEOHBEANCHBE I, HEZICANI MO MBEONE S,
FeATHf & 725 (8§54(3)), A7x LA EHEOEANIZHEY., &2 E
EIZOWTRATHINDENEET D L o2 (§79(1))

ZOBEIX, BWE, HEANE —LEITHhrb 6 3@ A S 1,
JP. US L k&< BB (EAr7ayvay), SPLT D KX7Ao
— DO ThoT-,

§ 54 Novelty
(1) An invention shall be considered to be new if it does not

18



form part of the state of the art.

(3) Additionally, the content of European patent applications
as filed, the dates of filing of which are prior to the date
referred to in paragraph 2 and which were published on or
after that date, shall be considered as comprised in the state
of the art.

§ 79 Designation of Contracting States

(1) All the Contracting States party to this Convention at
the time of filing of the European patent application shall be
deemed to be designated in the request for grant of a
European patent.

19



5. Double Patenting
<JP>

IREBFIZONT 2L LEOERZBO D2 XETRVWEWVISEHBIZLD
ETNNRT v FOEERRTENATND,

Wl — DRI ONWTEEOMBEN 2SI & &, &EOHEN?F
TFEZTHZENTE, AAOHBEIF, MBAOHBHRICLIVED LN
MBEANDLNEFEZITDHZEnTED (§39(1)(©2), ZOHEIT,
F—%AFE K OCHBEANCOEH SN D,

EIMBIEEHBEEFCHBER E R I d720, R & 5 F
FEIZOWTZOEMENBEHIND Z E23% v, When an invention A
and an invention B are applied on the same day and are the same in
the both cases of (i) and (ii) provided below, the examiner shall
1dentify the two invention;

(1) Where the invention A is presumed to be an earlier application
and where the invention B is presumed to be a later application
(i) Where the invention B is presumed to be an earlier application
and where the invention A is presumed to be a later application.

(GLIII43.2.2) L7ZEN~>T, —HDOEPDORERER L M7 OFREMN
DR EZNENETN EMBEEE THNEBEOERICH D & &, WMHF X
WEE— & iFZ Iz,

(Prior application)

§ 39 (1) Where two or more patent applications claiming
identical inventions have been filed on different dates, only
the applicant who filed the patent application on the earliest
date shall be entitled to obtain a patent for the invention
claimed.

(2) Where two or more patent applications claiming identical
inventions have been filed on the same date, only one
applicant, who was selected by consultations between the
applicants who filed the said applications, shall be entitled
to obtain a patent for the invention claimed. Where no
agreement is reached by consultations or consultations are
unable to be held, none of the applicants shall be entitled to
obtain a patent for the invention claimed.

<US>
The doctrine of double patenting seeks to prevent the unjustified
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extension of patent exclusivity beyond the term of a patent, and the
possibility of multiple suits against an accused infringer by
different assignees of patents. (MPEP 804)

There are generally two types of double patenting rejections. One
1s the “same invention” type double patenting rejection based on 35
U.S.C. 101 which states in the singular that an inventor “may
obtain a patent.” The second is the “nonstatutory-type” double
patenting rejection based on a judicially created doctrine grounded
in public policy and which 1is primarily intended to prevent
prolongation of the patent term. The submission of a terminal
disclaimer incompliance with 37 CFR 1.321(b) to overcome a double
patenting rejection. (§253, MPEP 804) Before consideration can
be given to the issue of double patenting, two or more patents or
applications must have at least one common inventor, common
applicant. (MPEP 804)

§ 101 Inventions patentable

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process,
machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or any new
and useful improvement thereof may obtain a patent
therefor, subject to the conditions and requirements of this
title.

§ 253 Disclaimer

(b) ADDITIONAL DISCLAIMER OR DEDICATION.—In the
manner set forth in subsection (a), any patentee or applicant
may disclaim or dedicate to the public the entire term, or any
terminal part of the term, of the patent granted or to be
granted.

<EP>

FER L. 7 V=PRI MECTHR LTS G,
HFEHERPNHBEARER —-OHETH, §54@)IC XV EMIND

(Self-collision) ,

Fl— D PIZOWTERLIHBEANHBELIZSLG G, fFife X T 5
FlEELEOHBEAIZET S (§60(2),

The EPC does not deal explicitly with the case of co-pending
European applications of the same effective date filed by the same
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applicant. One of the applications is granted, the other(s) will be
refused under Art. 97(2) in conjunction with Art. 125. If the claims
of those applications are merely partially overlapping, no objection
should be raised. Should two applications of the same effective date
be received from two different applicants, each must be allowed to
proceed as though the other did not exist. (GL G IV 5.4)

§ 60 Right to a European patent

(2) If two or more persons have made an invention
independently of each other, the right to a European patent
therefor shall belong to the person whose European patent
application has the earliest date of filing, provided that this
first application has been published.

§ 97 Grant or refusal

(2) If the Examining Division is of the opinion that the
European patent application or the invention to which it
relates does not meet the requirements of this Convention, it
shall refuse the application unless this Convention provides
for a different legal consequence.
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6 . Inventive Step (non-obviousness)
<JP>
JLV—LRBEPORTLHNOSHICB T LEHEOMESE R T LE
(MEE) BN, AAFEIRWICESWTEZHICEAZTHZ ENnTEY
Gy ZV—LERAERTFEZIT LN TE RN,

It is determined whether or not there is motivation for applying
the secondary prior art to the primary prior art by comprehensively
considering the following points of view (1) to (4);

(1) Relation of technical fields

(2) Similarity of problems to be solved

(3) Similarity of operations or functions

(4) Suggestions shown in the content of prior art. (GL III 2-2 3.1.1)

Advantageous effects over the prior art are factors in support of
the existence of an inventive step. (GL III 2-2 3.2.1)

The examiner should take note of the avoidance of hindsight such
as the following case (i) or (ii) due to determining an inventive step
after acquiring knowledge of the claimed inventions.

(i) The examiner assumes that a person skilled in the art would
have easily arrived at the claimed invention.

(ii) The examiner understands that a cited invention is
approximate to the claimed invention. (GL III 2-2 3.3)

The factor which obstructs application of the secondary prior art
to the primary prior art (obstructive factor) supports the existence
of an inventive step. (GL III 2-2 3.2.2)

Where there is a statement about specifying an invention by use
of a numerical limitation in a claim, the claimed invention usually
has no inventive step when a point of difference between a main
cited prior art and the claimed invention lies solely in the
numerical limitation. The reason for this is that experimentally
optimizing a range of numerals or making the same appropriate can
be said to be exercise of ordinary creative activity of a person
skilled in the art. However, when the claimed invention yields an
effect of comparison with the cited prior art fulfilling all
requirements (i) to (iii) provided below, the examiner determines
that such an invention for limiting numerical values has an
inventive step.

(i) The effect is advantageous within a limited range of numerical
values although it is not disclosed in evidence of the prior art.
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(ii) The effect is different in nature from an effect yielded by the
prior art, or remarkably superior although it is the same as the
effect of the prior art.

(iii) The effect is not one which can be predicted by a person skilled
in the art from the state of the art as of filing. (GL III 2-4 6.2)

(Conditions for Patentability)

§ 29 (2) Where, prior to the filing of the patent application, a
person ordinarily skilled in the art of the invention would
have been able to easily make the invention based on an
invention prescribed in any of the items of the preceding
paragraph, a patent shall not be granted for such an
invention notwithstanding the preceding paragraph.

<US>

J LV — LI EEITHINOEZR N YEZTIZE o THRAREA, Yk
FEHIIRFEZMBET 22 LD TE RN,

KSR & &I (2007) 1%, CAFCIC X 2EBE M EENKT E
LEWO =TT, EITEINPTICERHOEKREZREZMEALG DY D
Teaching, Suggestion or Motivation (TSM Test) NFE LR WA
TH, BEFOHIMERELZZE L TEALGLOHBZITH 2 &N
T&E 5 &R LT,

Impermissible hindsight must be avoided. (MPEP 2142)

Exemplary rationales that may support a conclusion of
obviousness include:
(A) Combining prior art elements according to known methods to
yield predictable results;
(B) Simple substitution of one known element for another to obtain
predictable results;
(C) Use of known technique to improve similar devices (methods, or
products) in the same way;
(D) Applying a known technique to a known device (method, or
product) ready for improvement to yield predictable results;
(E) “Obvious to try” — choosing from a finite number of identified,
predictable solutions, with a reasonable expectation of success;
(F) Known work in one field of endeavor may prompt variations of it
for use in either the same field or a different one based on design
incentives or other market forces if the variations are predictable
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to one of ordinary skill in the art;
(G) Some teaching, suggestion, or motivation in the prior art that
would have led one of ordinary skill to modify the prior art

reference or to combine prior art reference teachings to arrive at
the claimed invention. (MPEP 2141 III)

§ 103 Conditions for patentability; non-obvious subject
matter

A patent for a claimed invention may not be obtained,
notwithstanding that the claimed invention 1s not
identically disclosed as set forth in section 102, if the
differences between the claimed invention and the prior art
are such that the claimed invention as a whole would have
been obvious before the effective filing date of the claimed
invention to a person having ordinary skill in the art to
which the claimed invention pertains. Patentability shall
not be negated by the manner in which the invention was

made.

<EP>

In order to assess inventive step in an objective and predictable
manner, the so-called "problem-and-solution approach" should be
applied. In the problem-and-solution approach, there are three
main stages:

(i) determining the "closest prior art",

(ii) establishing the "objective technical problem" to be solved, and
(ii1)) considering whether or not the claimed invention, starting
from the closest prior art and the objective technical problem,
would have been obvious to the skilled person. (GL G VII 5),

In the stage (iii), the point is not whether the skilled person
could have arrived at the invention, but whether he would have
done so. (GL G VII 5.3)

The examiner should be wary of ex post facto analysis. (GL G VII
8)

A RTA %, EREHBOEFEICET2FEEL LT, ROLD
2 T b ; (1) Application of known measures (2) Obvious
combination of features (3) Obvious selection (4) Overcoming a
technical prejudice. (GL G Annex),
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§ 56 Inventive step

An invention shall be considered as involving an inventive
step if, having regard to the state of the art, it is not obvious
to a person skilled in the art. If the state of the art also
includes documents within the meaning of Article 54,
paragraph 3, these documents shall not be considered in
deciding whether there has been an inventive step.
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7 . Specification
<JP>

7V —ALOFRHEITAM TR T TR ST, B OFEM IR
SNTbDOTRITINIT RS2V (§36(6)DGED)), Zh b DEMET, 2011
FEDOTA N7 A4 WFT TRM ST,

7 L— L3N FEHOMRBEN D A TRIAOFEMZZFHI I S N
FHEIHAB2AEGAG. VAR — FNEAER ER DS (GLII 2-2 2.1(3)),

One part claim X% Two part claim O W TiE#MT H 2 & b Al
BETbh D,

The inventions are unclear in the case where it is evident that a
matter specifying the invention stated by a function or a
characteristic, etc. is not sufficiently specified from a technical
perspective. (GL II 2-3 4.1.1(2)).

TuF s bANALTnt R L= NI D EEBEHR (2015) 13,
7V — AR HEEOEMHFICHEE T DI, FOoWEZ OMEE XX
FHICLVEBEFETDIZENAARETH L0, XITB X EEENT
W EWS FIENFETDHEXZICROND &R LT,

The statement of the detailed explanation of the invention shall
be clear and sufficient as to enable any person ordinarily skilled in
the art to which the invention pertains to work the invention. (§
36(4)(1)), In regard to an invention of a product, carrying out the
invention means making and using the product in question. (GL II
1-1 3.1.1)

(Patent applications)

§ 36 (4) The statement of the detailed explanation of the
invention --- shall comply with each of the following items:
(i) in accordance with Ordinance of the Ministry of Economy,
Trade and Industry, the statement shall be clear and
sufficient as to enable any person ordinarily skilled in the
art to which the invention pertains to work the invention;
and P
(6) The statement of the scope of claims --- shall comply
with each of the following items:

(i) the invention for which a patent is sought is stated in the
detailed explanation of the invention;

(i1) the invention for which a patent is sought is clear;

(ii1) the statement for each claim is concise; and
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(iv) the statement is composed in accordance with
Ordinance of the Ministry of Economy, Trade and Industry.

<US>

A claim shall be particularly point out and distinctly claim the
subject matter of the invention. (§112(b))

The specification shall contain a written description of the
invention (§112(a)), A written description ® E L, 7/ L — 2D
MEE S ICHEA S5,

HMET, SXFLPBPALZEL, T2 LR TED LD ITH
HLARThE R o722, BAMEDZ, BAEMONA ME— Nl L
TWARTE R L0 (§112(a)) ATIAIC LY | RZ ME— FNTE
BELH TIER < ot (§282(00)(3)(A)),

JLV— L, RERGE. RHMOBEFETH LIRS & IR D
572 % Jepson type claim TRt 35 2 &N TE 2508, A& 0 1L M
NDOBEHDOBREDOBR TR EKBEMINDATRENDHDHZ LD

(R1.75(e), MPEP 2129 III). One part claim 2 H W 5 512 H
A3

A claim expressed as a means or step for performing a specified
function shall be construed to cover the corresponding structure,
material, or acts described in the specification and equivalents
thereof. (Means-plus-function : § 112(f)),

A multiple dependent claim shall not serve as a basis for any
other multiple dependent claim. ( § 112(e)),

§ 112 Specification

(a) IN GENERAL.—The specification shall contain a written
description of the invention, and of the manner and process
of making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact
terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it
pertains, or with which it 1s most nearly connected, to make
and use the same, and shall set forth the best mode
contemplated by the inventor or joint inventor of carrying
out the invention.

(b) CONCLUSION.—The specification shall conclude with
one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly
claiming the subject matter which the inventor or a joint
inventor regards as the invention.
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(ff ELEMENT IN CLAIM FOR A COMBINATION.—An
element in a claim for a combination may be expressed as a
means or step for performing a specified function without
the recital of structure, material, or acts in support thereof,
and such claim shall be construed to cover the corresponding
structure, material, or acts described in the specification
and equivalents thereof.

<EP>

The claims shall be clear and concise and be supported by the
description. ( § 84), A claim must be comprehensible from a
technical point of view, but also that it must define clearly all the
essential features of the invention. Essential features of a claim
are those necessary for achieving a technical effect underlying the
solution of the technical problem with which the application is
concerned. (GL F IV. 4.5.1, 4.5.2)

Claims shall contain a statement which form part of the prior art,
and a characterising portion. (R43(1))

A European patent application may contain only one independent
claim in the same category. (R43(2)) JP, USIZZ ® X 9 72 Hl[RIX1F
fEL 72\,

The application shall disclose the invention in a manner

sufficiently clear and complete for it to be carried out by a person
skilled in the art. ( §83),

§ 83 Disclosure of the invention
The European patent application shall disclose the
invention in a manner sufficiently clear and complete for it

to be carried out by a person skilled in the art.

§ 84 Claims

The claims shall define the matter for which protection is
sought. They shall be clear and concise and be supported by
the description.
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II. HkFE

1. e 0s52 LR TErE
<JpP>

Fidr a2 T 2RI RAFICH Y | BAFILZ OHER % NI FERE
THZENTESL (§8294F,833(), BrFa22 T oHEMEA S W
FiokrHEIX, EREBZSEoxG L5 (§49(D)Gvi1)), FriFr &=
FAMERMNEAE I TS & XX, HFLAFITERL THBET L
Wb (§838), a2 b 2HAZHETH2HFIT. TEBHIRNVWEIZ
Lo HEERBIR T L ORI N TE D (§74(1)),

20156 FOWEIIC LY  BEBERANFEAEHZTICKRET 522 L 28K
BASCTED D2 ERalfEIC e~ 7= (§35(3)),

(Conditions for Patentability)

§ 29(1) An inventor of an invention that is industrially
applicable may be entitled to obtain a patent for the said
invention, except for the following:- - -

(Right to obtain patent)
§ 33(1) The right to obtain a patent may be transferred.

(Joint applications)
§ 38 Where the right to obtain a patent is jointly owned, a
patent application may only be filed by all the joint owners.

(Examiner's decision of refusal)

§ 49 The examiner shall render an examiner's decision to the
effect that a patent application is to be refused where the
patent application falls under any of the following:

(vii) where the applicant for the patent is not the inventor,
the applicant has not succeeded to the right to obtain a
patent for the said invention.

<US>
Whoever invents or discovers may obtain a patent therefor,
subject to the conditions and requirements of this title. (§101)
Under provisions of the AIA, a person to whom the inventor has
assigned or is under an obligation to assign the invention may
make an application for patent. (§111(a)(1), §118) When an
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invention is made by two or more persons jointly, they shall apply
for patent jointly. (§116(a)) HRBHREHIZ OV T, — I HEHAE
EMEEZ OB THIIZH T 2WMMEZ MET H2EHZNONFE TN D,
BEOHBAIZ, EHOBAPNERICLL2GE6. Bk F
(Derivation proceedings) #igRK79 25 Z &N TX, FHEH (PTAB)
IRMAEEEET DL ENTED (§135()(1), (b)),
KEIN TR S NI Z KRESN TRAICHEET 5% 6135 A0
7% (§184, R5.11(a)),

§ 101 Inventions patentable.

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process,
machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or any new
and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent
therefor, subject to the conditions and requirements of this
title.

§ 111 Application.
(a) IN GENERAL.—

(1) WRITTEN APPLICATION.-An application for patent
shall be made, or authorized to be made, by the inventor,
except as otherwise provided in this title, in writing to the
Director.

§ 118 Filing by other than inventor.

A person to whom the inventor has assigned or is under an
obligation to assign the invention may make an application
for patent. ---

<EP>

AN, IEANTRTHEEL T2 2 L TE . U MR AR A
IR EZ T LEMEAET S (8§58, 60(1), F7-. HFE L CTHET
LblknTE, 2 U EOHBARELRIHONELZEET 22T
%5 (859, GLAII 2), Ifthe inventor is an employee, the right to a
European patent shall be determined in accordance with the law of
the State in which the employee is mainly employed. (§60(1)) N
A TIERFHFEZT AT EAET KRBT 208, HFIXE OHEF
EERTHZENTE D (Frifiks§6, WEEFHEYEL§SQ), 1 XU R
Tix, BBEREPIX, EHAFCRET S (RFiFE§39(1)),
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Kedr 2 T DMER 2 ST WE N THo - HFEICR LT, BEOMHER %
FTH5FIZ.ACOHEE LT EREEDLIELZTHIENTEDH (S
61(1), GLAIV 2),

§ 58 Entitlement to file a European patent application

A European patent application may be filed by any natural
or legal person, or anybody equivalent to a legal person by
virtue of the law governing it.

§ 59 Multiple applicants

A European patent application may also be filed either by
joint applicants or by two or more applicants designating
different Contracting States.

§ 60 Right to a European patent
(1) The right to a European patent shall belong to the
inventor or his successor in title.

§ 61 European patent applications filed by non-entitled
persons

(1) If by a final decision it is adjudged that a person other
than the applicant is entitled to the grant of the European
patent, that person may, 1in accordance with the
Implementing Regulations:

(a) prosecute the European patent application as his own
application in place of the applicant;

(b) file a new European patent application in respect of the
same invention; or

(¢) request that the European patent application be
refused.
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2. HEFw

PLT (&, #5E CTEZQ 5 ENHETFR O bR OEFEIZED DR
MTHY ., MAET, HERORBEEMFZEMTE LI LA RESH
Tb\éo

PLT § 5 Filing Date
(1) [Elements of Application]

(a) Except as otherwise prescribed in the Regulations, and
subject to paragraphs (2) to (8), a Contracting Party shall
provide that the filing date of an application shall be the
date on which its Office has received all of the following
elements, filed, at the option of the applicant, on paper or as
otherwise permitted by the Office for the purposes of the
filing date:

(i) an express or implicit indication to the effect that the
elements are intended to be an application;

(i1) indications allowing the identity of the applicant to be
established or allowing the applicant to be contacted by the
Office;

(iii) a part which on the face of it appears to be a
description.

(b) A Contracting Party may, for the purposes of the filing
date, accept a drawing as the element referred to in
subparagraph (a)(iii).

(2) [Language]

(a) A Contracting Party may require that the indications
referred to in paragraph (1)(a)(i) and (ii) be in a language
accepted by the Office.

(b) The part referred to in paragraph (1)(a)(iii) may, for the
purposes of the filing date, be filed in any language

<JP>

Rtz ko328, BME, WME, FFriE RO, ©3E
e E NEHELERO L2 TNIE 267220 (§836(1), (2)),

SAEFEHMEBEICLDHBEL, IR ED TRWw e ZIEFTIET 5
TENTED (§36-2(1), §17 » 2(2)).

20164 F 4 A1 HEY, UTOFEPBDOLND X OITR T,
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(1) FFFra=2 T LT HFOERNR, FFFHBEAND KL O & O
MEOWAMICLY, HEBAXRESIND (§38-2),

(2) BLooE*ZR L CHET L Z EICXY, HERNRES
Nd, 43 HURNICKHLELRPAMEE LRI T 25 (§38-3, R27-10)),
(3) HMEBEXIINE O —MRELEMTET D ENTED, flisELH
WHFE R & 7220, EfFEHBEICEH SN T DA, BEERDAE N
HEE R & 7% (§38-4),

(4) WO R A EEOHMEIC L THOHBET 2N TE S, &k
OHFE»G 1 F 4 AVURNICHR X ZRE L2 ITHLIE 2620 (8§
36-2(1), (2), R25-4), BRI H SN - 86 HEAIZ @M S
v, HEEANIE 2 » AUWNICHIFR S 2T 5 2 &R TE 5 (§36-2(3),
(4), R25-7(4)) .

(Patent applications)
§ 36 (2) The description, scope of claims, drawings (where
required), and abstract shall be attached to the application.

§ 36-2 (1) A person requesting the grant of a patent may, in
lieu of the description, scope of claims, drawings (where
required) and abstract as provided in paragraph (2) of the
preceding Article, attach to the application a document in
foreign language ---

<Us>

HFEE, BIME, MELAOEAEFICLI2ELEELZSERTNERS
20y (§111()(1)), PLT MAIICE Y, 7L —2ai%, B4 L L HIC
FTEMBNICIRETAZENTELEIIThhoTz, HEERIZ, PIE
NEHENZATH D (§111)(1)-(4)), HIFE B LA B 1 2
AT HZ LT TERy (R1.53(b), KMHEE (Zik) Ic>WT, 7 L —
LFER SR (§111(D0)(©2),

M EO — S X IIKE A RE L TCWDHEHAE, HEAIZCZOE OEAH
WS, MBI EM B UNICRER 2T ENTE S,
HEERIZ, To#RHOHR &% (R1.53(), HENELELY TET D
METH-> T, REBEMBODBEOHBEIZZENTWDLEAE., SO HFE
AnHeRF S5 (R1.57(a)),

HEEITRFEUAOSEICL D LN TE D, KHFEIC S W TIX, #
RCFER 2w (R1.52(d),
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§ 111 Application.
(a) IN GENERAL.—
(1) WRITTEN APPLICATION.—An application for patent
shall be made, or authorized to be made, by the inventor,
except as otherwise provided in this title, in writing to the
Director.
(2) CONTENTS.—Such application shall include—

(A) a specification as prescribed by section 112;

(B) a drawing as prescribed by section 113; and

(C) an oath or declaration as prescribed by section 115.
(3) FEE, OATH OR DECLARATION, AND CLAIMS.—The
application shall be accompanied by the fee required by law.
The fee, oath or declaration, and 1 or more claims may be
submitted after the filing date of the application, within
such period and under such conditions, including the
payment of a surcharge, as may be prescribed by the
Director. Upon failure to submit the fee, oath or declaration,
and 1 or more claims within such prescribed period, the
application shall be regarded as abandoned.

<EP>

MR, EE, ME. 7 v—2a M, ZEHE20ELET5 (§78),

Under the EPC2000, the date of filing of a European patent
application shall be the date on which the documents filed by the
applicant contain (a) an indication that a European patent is
sought (b) information identifying the applicant or allowing the
applicant to be contacted and (c) a description or reference to a
previously filed application. (R40(1)) Where the application
contains a reference, a certified copy of the previously filed
application shall be filed within two months of filing the
application. (R40(3))

HbOoWwHEETHMENBEOIND I ERARBIZR T2, 2 4 H
DIWNIZEIRRSCR s E e iuid 72 6 720 (§14(2), R6(1)),

A E O —# IR EAREL TWD5E. HEBEAICEDO T OEHH
D7e S, HEBEAZ 2 » HURNICRE R 2T D LN TE 5,
M AL, ToRHOA 2D, HBEPELEEZ FRET HHETH -
T, REHLZNEOHFBEIZEENTWDIGE, YW OHFEB DR S
s (R56(1)-(3)),
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§ 14 Languages of the European Patent Office, European
patent applications and other documents

(1) The official languages of the European Patent Office shall
be English, French and German.

(2) A European patent application shall be filed in one of the
official languages or, if filed in any other language,
translated into one of the official languages in accordance
with the Implementing Regulations.

§ 78 Requirements of a European patent application
(1) A European patent application shall contain:

(a) a request for the grant of a European patent;

(b) a description of the invention;

(c) one or more claims;

(d) any drawings referred to in the description or the
claims;

(e) an abstract

§ 80 Date of filing

The date of filing of a European patent application shall be
the date on which the requirements laid down in the
Implementing Regulations are fulfilled.
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3. EICHE &R HI

<JP>

(1) /NUESR
NRUYEKOREESEOHBEA (B B) 226 12 0 A NI HARIZA

SN HEET, BEBOREAEZ T ENTE D (§43, §43-3,
UK 84),

(2) EWNEILHE
AARMEOHER (EHRHE) D 1AEDWNIS, B 2 0E EhEH 28 800

SN HARMBEIX, ZOHBICTRE SN TZRIFIZOWTESL B OF) 4%

EZITHIENTED (§41(),

PLT D& ANIZLDY, RO X IICFmPEMS LT,

B ME D FE (B (12 2 A) UNICHEE) X, BEAE»S 1
FAALURNIZT DL ENRAEETH D (§41(4), §43(1), R27-4-2(3)(1)) .
BRI (12 % A) oW Tix, T FRomEIE] OESMR,

SNUBEHEEAZEOROMMAR®E L & 2, FFiF T ITHBEANICHE
AL HBEATZ 2 DDAURNICZEOR-BERNT L2 R TE S (§43(2),
(6), (7), R27-3-3(5)), EILHELEAEDORITARNEILELZHE, 1 4
A (fE4hEF 2 » A) DURNICZORMEZEZT 52 R TE S (§43(8),
R27-3-3(6)),

(Procedures for a priority claim under the Paris Convention)
§ 43(1) A person desiring to take advantage of the priority
under + -+ - the Paris Convention regarding a patent
application shall :-- submit to the Commissioner of the
Patent Office a document stating thereof, and specify the
country --+ in which the application was first filed -+ and
the date of filing of the said application.

<US>

NUEMOREEEOMBEHR (BER) 26 122020 AUNICR I
ML, BRI OREEZZ TR TEx5 (§119(a)),

BEAEME TR, ROSNEHBEORBIEEARORE ML, EEOHER N
A TN EHBEOHER S 16 HD 5 b ofMAuniE W £ Tl
mEARNRTNIE RS2y (R1.55(d), (),

HA O FE N B HER LT 2 HIE & L Cy AR HFE O I E BN IFAE
T5, WHEIZZ Vv—2Z2EF < THL IV, KHFEZ, o HED
oM, IXEoHBEROREZZ T EnTcErvyy (§111(b)),
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RHREIZEEUNDOESGEBICLA2 2N T, FIRRITEREI W
(R1.52(d)(2)). 2015FY @i H BE o %1% 170,676 1+ T % (USPTO
PAR FY2015),

§ 111 Application.
(b) PROVISIONAL APPLICATION.—

(1) AUTHORIZATION.—A provisional application for
patent shall be made or authorized to be made by the
inventor, except as otherwise provided in this title, in
writing to the Director. Such application shall include—

(A) a specification as prescribed by section 112(a); and

(B) a drawing as prescribed by section 113.

(2) CLAIM.—A claim, as required by subsections (b)
through (e) of section 112, shall not be required in a
provisional application.

(4) FILING DATE.—The filing date of a provisional
application shall be the date on which a specification, with or
without claims, is received in the United States Patent and
Trademark Office.

(7) NO RIGHT OF PRIORITY OR BENEFIT OF EARLIEST
FILING DATE.—A provisional application shall not be
entitled to the right of priority of any other application
under section 119, 365(a), or 386(a) or to the benefit of an
earlier filing date in the United States under section 120,
121, 365(c), or 386(c).

§ 119 Benefit of earlier filing date; right of priority.

(a) An application for patent for an invention filed in this
country by any person ---: shall have the same effect as the
same application would have if filed in this country on the
date on which the application for patent for the same
invention was first filed in such foreign country, if the
application in this country is filed within 12 months from the
earliest date on which such foreign application was filed.
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<EP>

NURKORBESFOHBER (BXH) 226 12 A UNICR sz
HREIZ, BB &E2Z 52N T&5b (§87(1)), An applicant
claiming priority shall file a copy of the previous application within
sixteen months of the earliest priority date claimed. (R53(1))

EPC2000 (2 &V REDEL A NS 16 HLLN T H 1L ITHE i 3R
MNRO LD X o7 (R52(2), 12 » A OESEHIH NI HfE T
TR THEERORRZBIET 52 HFHEIRIT b2, all due
care xfh o T T EMNMFEESN A M ENDH D (§122),

§ 87 Priority right
(1) Any person who has duly filed, in or for

(a) any State party to the Paris Convention for the
Protection of Industrial Property or

(b) any Member of the World Trade Organization,
an application for a patent, --- shall enjoy, for the purpose
of filing a European patent application in respect of the same
invention, a right of priority during a period of twelve
months from the date of filing of the first application.

§122 Re-establishment of rights

(1) An applicant for or proprietor of a European patent who,
in spite of all due care required by the circumstances having
been taken, was unable to observe a time limit vis-a-vis the
European Patent Office shall have his rights re-established
upon request ---
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4. Fit O AI1E
PLT 21X, BEEALHEL LTFEROBEIHE SN T VD,

PLT

§12 Reinstatement of Rights After a Finding of Due Care or
Unintentionality by the Office

(1) [Requestl]

A Contracting Party shall provide that, where an applicant
or owner has failed to comply with a time limit for an action
in a procedure before the Office, and that failure has the
direct consequence of causing a loss of rights with respect to
an application or patent, the Office shall reinstate the rights
of the applicant or owner with respect to the application or
patent concerned, if:

§13 Correction or Addition of Priority Claim; Restoration of
Priority Right

(1) [Correction or Addition of Priority Claim]

Except where otherwise prescribed in the Regulations, a
Contracting Party shall provide for the correction or
addition of a priority claim with respect to an application
(“the subsequent application”), if:

<JP>
PLT (ICifn & 57202, L TOFREIEORENEANI N, &
WEIZED TR FRlichlERENGEAINTEN, BIENRDLND
DIlCiE, EYBEE bt AL EHBELZETS
NG L, TIEYRBE ] OB, KEOKEL Y LWV,

Bl Z 13X, PCT HEROFFRCIRE (BN EmEHNS 2 5 ), #%
MEERMEE (14). Berehem (6 » ), FAGHRK (34) 2HHNA
WCFRTE R0 E. TOMME ZiL# L7z B8P b E 4 pr & 9
NIZTRINT 2 2 & T, HETRAKFSNDAREEND D,

(2011 A 1F ]
(1) BHGR CiE M (PCT HFEE & Te) (§36-2(4)-(7), §184-4(4)(5),
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R25-7(5), R38-2(2)-(4))
GDRFFFEIFE OB (§112-2, R69-2)
[2014 # ik 1E]
() ELEHMEEEEEE(§41(1)30),(4), §43(1), §43-2(1), §17-4,
R27-4-2(1), (2), (3)(ii),Gv), (4)-(7))
(i) 7NV A ERFEE (§43(2),06),(7), R27-3-3(5))
(i) FE A FHERK (§48-3(5)~(7), R31-2(6),(7))
(2015 42 IF ]
PCT (58 o ¢ 77 5 BN AT Jm ) H T8 7% o> @ %0 ((§ 184-11(4)-(6))

<US>

PLT MAWZ XY, MAlOEEOZODOSEMED H> B, “unavoidable
delay” 23 kB & 1. “unintentional”’® —&fF iz EX 7= (8§27, §
41(a)(7)), “unintentional” O EHITHKR L VESNHLTH 5,

MERI O EIE T, B, EAeME TR, FirRIT FREOMAMT. R
APMERF PR oMM EICEBE s D (§41@)(D),0((1), §119(a),
R1.17(m). R1.55(c)-(e)), Bl 2 1%, EIEHEZ FET 5 HBEOELEIL,
WE TR 2MPALUANTOENIZRD LD (§119(a)),

HEFF TECEIOR T I % 24 A O IR b MBE Sz (§41(),
BF41£$1,700 TH 5,

§ 27 Revival of applications; reinstatement of reexamination
proceedings.

The Director may establish procedures, including the
requirement for payment of the fee specified in section
41(a)(7),to revive an unintentionally abandoned application
for patent, accept an unintentionally delayed payment of the
fee for issuing each patent, or accept an unintentionally
delayed response by the patent owner in a reexamination
proceeding, upon petition by the applicant for patent or
patent owner.

§ 119 Benefit of earlier filing date; right of priority.

(a) :++ The Director may prescribe regulations, including
the requirement for payment of the fee specified in section
41(a)(7), pursuant to which the 12-month period set forth in
this subsection may be extended by an additional 2 months if
the delay in filing the application in this country within the
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12-month period was unintentional.

<EP>

JF~OEHEE %, £ < OFFIC “further processing” Vil 5 1L
Lo MEEANZ, BHex2Mft L, 2 » AURNIZHTED Bz i v
(§121), AL, Zo®yFix, EBEMME, FHFERKRBEEIZON TR
RO By (§121(4), R135(2)),

Euro-PCT HJia T EPO s E N 7-HEN 31 » H O 7 £ T
CERNBITESR20WEA, HEACZORBETm SN, Fhokiro-
HIZ 2y Ao NEEI NS (GL E VIII 2.1.2),

FHOBITNRO LN WA (12 » A OB W, 535085 Rk 1
) TH, HUREBEEZH I L b TITF~OHRA2EF T&
oA, MR ERIET S ZENTE S (§122, R136(1), GL E
VII2.2.3) MHU REEEZHL > TV EOFFAEEE T US XLV &EV,
o 1%€640 TH 5,

§ 121 Further processing of the European patent application
(1) If an applicant fails to observe a time limit vis-a-vis the
European Patent Office, he may request further processing
of the European patent application.

§ 122 Re-establishment of rights

(1) An applicant for or proprietor of a European patent who,
in spite of all due care required by the circumstances having
been taken, was unable to observe a time limit vis-a-vis the
European Patent Office shall have his rights re-established
upon request if the non-observance of this time limit has the
direct consequence of causing the refusal of the European
patent application or of a request, or the deeming of the
application to have been withdrawn, or the revocation of the
European patent, or the loss of any other right or means of

redress.
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II1. KA

1. A& L FEARTEK
<JP>

FEIT, FEOHEREZF S THEEFICLVITOND (8§47, §48 D
2), AL, FEOFERIZ, HEBA S SELWNICITH) 2 ENTED
(§48 » 3(1)).

BakH AR (2016.5.1 HAET 10 #E) OFAEAREELH HEA.
FEEBEIZIZINOONEZBRHN L LT, EfTikiif& %2475 (GLI2-2
1,

(Examination by examiner)
§ 47(1) The Commissioner of the Patent Office shall direct
the examination of patent applications by an examiner.

(Examination of patent applications)
§ 48-2 The examination of a patent application shall be
initiated after the filing of a request for examination.

(Request for examination of application)

§ 48-3 (1) Where a patent application is filed, any person may,
within 3 years from the filing date thereof, file with the
Commissioner of the Patent Office a request for the
examination of the said application.

<US>

JP, EP L3870 | FBEFERSEIXGFEL 2V,

FBEEIX. TN EZRE L. HEA %A T 25 (R1.104(a)(1), MPEP
904),

§ 131 Examination of application.

The Director shall cause an examination to be made of the
application and the alleged new invention; and if on such
examination it appears that the applicant is entitled to a
patent under the law, the Director shall issue a patent
therefor.
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<EP>

JP, US L3Ry, FEAMICHINFHERSE DER S, A3
5(892) MO TIL . AE L ERERBFELZITOFEREE D D0V TN,
BAETIE, HELITOFRAENFEALZITS (GLBI2),

Euro—PCT HiJig (EBESHEZ EEE LEKINHE) o854, EEEH
BEREZDKMBEEDORDY L2505, EPO »EEEFMEKE TRV
%A (JP,US %) (X, asupplementary European search report 2% {E
b (GLBII4.3.2),

BN, BRI AR KINFAERESICS K LIZAE 6 5 HUWIZ
FEEZHERT DN TE D (§94(1), R70(1)),

The Examining Division shall examine the European patent
application (§94(1)), Examining Division I, #%, 3 4 O il
TEENPOHERINDN, FAIE LT, 140FEF(FELEFEAE)IC—ME
I 5, R EIE Examining Division (2 X Y 175 (GLC VIII 1, 6),

§ 92 Drawing up of the European search report

The European Patent Office shall, in accordance with the
Implementing Regulations, draw up and publish a European
search report in respect of the European patent application
on the basis of the claims, with due regard to the
description and any drawings.

§ 94 Examination of the European patent application

(1) The European Patent Office shall, in accordance with the
Implementing Regulations, examine on request whether the
European patent application and the invention to which it
relates meet the requirements of this Convention.
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2. HEE AT XD T H o
<JP>

MEANIL, BO2E 2 RBBICEE T 2 MM 2 HMEIciidl Lk
Fhid7e 3 (§36(4)3Gv)), B L CW AR WEAIZZOFBEBHMIND
(8§48 D7), EBICIX, ZTOBHADBEEINDIDOEIHTH D,

(Patent applications)

§ 36 (4) The statement of the detailed explanation of the
invention *-:* shall comply with each of the following items:
(i1) where the person requesting the grant of a patent has
knowledge of any invention(s) - - related to the said
invention, that has been known to the public through
publication at the time of filing of the patent application, the
statement shall provide the source of the information
concerning the invention(s) known to the public through
publication such as the name of the publication and others.

<US>

USPTO 1z % L. “Aduty of cantor and good faith” 2A:k®» b1, =
ERFEREZEBE L2 TIE R 5720 (R1.56), FFIC, FFRAICBWVWTAR
7 717 % (Inequitable conduct) D HLF 23 A < T 4L, BHERE RN R
SN mae. TR NniTlERrE s s, KEIZME
@ IDS (Information disclosure statement) (%, HFEAZFEIZ KX 2 E
HERoTWD,

R §1.56 Duty to disclose information material to
patentability.

(a) A patent by its very nature is affected with a public
interest. The public interest is best served, and the most
effective patent examination occurs when, at the time an
application is being examined, the Office is aware of and
evaluates the teachings of all information material to
patentability. Each individual associated with the filing and
prosecution of a patent application has a duty of candor and
good faith in dealing with the Office, which includes a duty
to disclose to the Office all information known to that
individual to be material to patentability as defined in this
section. The duty to disclose information exists with respect
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to each pending claim until the claim 1s cancelled or
withdrawn from consideration, or the application becomes
abandoned.

<EP>
BoEMHELZETETLIHEBE AL, LColBEoORESELIRE L2 TNIT
27 (R141), YEEEHM T T nwZ E 2o ae. H
FEANTREZRD 55 (R70b), JP, US FE—H DOEIZ DWW TILH®
frENTWD, ZOFEMIL USIE E R TIERW,

§ 124 Information on prior art

(1) The European Patent Office may, in accordance with the
Implementing Regulations, invite the applicant to provide
information on prior art taken into consideration in national
or regional patent proceedings and concerning an invention
to which the European patent application relates.
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3. BHOHE—M (1 >OHBEICEL I LN TX H%MH)
OB ML, HBEACIT - E®HEANORERHAZFTFA L, 1 HEY
Y OFEAHRZEB L., HFHROFNHZDELLTL2LDOTH D,
HHOB—MHEOBEMFIX, PR LELEORHETHDITED, FIFNfFH I
BIZIE, FFiF2 0T HEHB &R D 20,

<JP>

1 SOMEEIE, [F— XIS T 280 72 S es 692 o
WA G LN TE S (8§37, R25-8(1)), 2% % 1%, PCT. EPC

BET D,

DR B 22 BE AR O RE ) & k. RO TENIC R 9 2 'k A R
LW BB EEW®RT S (R25-8(2),

FEEBFF, GBEREL1LZNVCKERT A HE— BT IV —DOFHH, KW
%%ﬁ&ﬁ%%@%,ﬁfé%%%ﬁmﬁﬁﬂ%kb(&W%%@@
DIRWER IR N D) EHEESEOEHIER & & bIic@maT 5 (GLII
34243)

mREHZBT D 17— Y7y o&EHAEF, HEIHr»DLT
¥MMOT%50

§ 37 Two or more inventions may be the subject of a single
patent application in the same application provided that,
these inventions are of a group of inventions recognized as
fulfilling the requirements of unity of invention based on
their technical relationship designated in Ordinance of the
Ministry of Economy, Trade and Industry,.

<US>

PCTRHAEOHBEAZREZ., 1 DO HFEHITZ “independent and distinct
inventions”% 7 L — AT 5 Z L FCT&E RV, H L, HEEIZ., 3F I8
RBILGENDIBE B OB E G LA TED (§121, §372(00)(2),
R1.141),

HE DI D “independent and distinct inventions” TH VD . FH A
IZ “a serious burden” 234 U 2546 REE RN e d (MPEP 803,
808), “a serious burden” & L T. “Separate classification” , “A
separate field of search” , “A different field of search” Nz T 6 1
%5 (MPEP 808.02),

“a generic claim” NFFFAAIEER L D TR WA, “a species” %
BT 2 Lo ERSND (R1.146),
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ZEER 7 L— 21X, MOSEERE 7 L —20REBELELTHWS Z
LlxTcERWEYD (R1.75), JP., EP & R TEEREH N K 5 6
mNH 5,

ML V— BN 3 EBZOGA. $420 1 7 V—LA &7 L — L4
BN 20%8Bz25E, $80/ 127 L —2DFHEEZET
(R1.492(d),(e)).

§ 121 Divisional applications.

If two or more independent and distinct inventions are
claimed in one application, the Director may require the
application to be restricted to one of the inventions.

<EP>

1 ooHEIZ, 1 50%H, IHE—OafFEM RIS %Z Ak L3
SR 2 iR B e A T2 8AK 2L &P TE 5 (§82,
R44(1)),

The expression "special technical features" shall mean those
features which define a contribution which each of the claimed
inventions considered as a whole makes over the prior art. (R44(1)),

Where the Search Division finds that the claimed invention does
not meet the requirement of unity of invention, the Search Division
sends the applicant an invitation to pay additional search fees and
the partial search report relating to the invention or unitary group
of inventions first mentioned in the claims (GL B XI 5),

1 A7 FVICHEFA 1 DOMIE 7 L—A LR D LR

(R43(2)), 7 L — A% 16 HLL L4, €235/1 7 L— A, 51 H
U EDGE€585,/1 7L —LTHY, 7LV —LHPEALIC LR
T Claims fee IZm < 72 %5 (R45(1)),

§ 82 Unity of invention

The European patent application shall relate to one
invention only or to a group of inventions so linked as to form
a single general inventive concept.
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4 . JEHeE A GE g K OME A T
<JpP>

BEEFIX, RYUOFEIZEBWTCHEPAOBE M, LA, vk,
EHREFEORF 2TV, FHAl, BRI EEHREHOR2TE, YO
FEMER S LT+ 5 (§50, GLI2-33.1(2), HEMEHEIX., §49
IZHEEINTZLDOIZREN S,

MmN ME I TR E X REfREEEIND (§49, GLI2-5
3)

KYOHFMEBEHBEBMEZEOMEIC L THEHNTDHIIENMLEIIR -T2
FHFAANFEETIHS., KEOEHMEHR BT IND (GL I 2-3
3.2.1), BlziE. AOEMEAHIZMHE I, MEICLVHFZIC
HEHREDOHEMBEENGFETLI2HETH D,

MBI, HEARZOBRE 2 HAMICEM TX 5 X2 I AR
e L7t nid e o9, EHAERMOEHERICOWTIE, X O 5]
AEFT, ROZ7 L — Lo E5HEREOMOMERZAMICL T E
T 7 V=L B OESREZEET HmBft T4+ %5 (GLI2-34),

M B maIc k3 25 WMIX, B 60 B THHD., 2016 4 4
A1HEYDY 27 ADEERROOLND LI o= (FEEBEO L),
B4 13¥2,100/1 @8 CTH D, EAEFEOL AL, k@ RTCHM 2N 3 »
ATHRK3S,yHOREERRETH D, MMREE 2 » ALUNIZFERT
HZ EHLARETH DN, ¥51,000 DEEEFET 5,

(Examiner's decision of refusal)

§ 49 The examiner shall render an examiner's decision to
the effect that a patent application is to be refused where the
patent application falls under any of the following:

(1) an amendment made to the description, scope of claims
or drawings attached to the application of a patent
application does not comply with the requirements as
provided in Article 17-2(3) or (4);

(ii) the invention claimed in the patent application is not
patentable under Article 25, 29, 29-2, 32, 38 or 39(1) to 39(4);

(iv) the patent application does not comply with the
requirements under Article 36(4)(i), 36(6), or 37;

(Notice of reasons for refusal)
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§50 Where the examiner intends to render an examiner's
decision to the effect that an application is to be refused, the
examiner shall notify the applicant for the patent of the
reasons therefor and give the said applicant an opportunity
to submit a written opinion, designating an adequate time
limit for such purpose; ---

<US>

FHE L. Rejection or Objection WFET H & &, D F & HFEA
@S 5 (8132, R1.104 (a)), FEMBFLE & 72 2 BAIXRFFIEICHZ
Eh TRy, IRESMEE. FRI3 »ATHr»N, " K3»AEFTTF
B EET A LN TE 5 (MPEP 710-710.02), 1 » A OEE X
$200 THDH N, 2 » A T$600. 3 » A T$1400 TH 5 (R1.17(a)),

2 Bl H OEMER B X KRS 220 &R, HEEICBE T
LHFBOKRT ERREND (R1.113(a), R1.114(b)) . HEIEHITIT.
WHENAHEHEBEHOLETICOWVWTEFNLLZEH T 2B ZHATL LA
FhiEAR 572wy (R1.113(0D)),

&EERICIT T A3 & LT, FHFER, i E. Request for
continued examination (RCE) 2% % (R 1.113(a), 1.114(a),
1.116(a)), 2 F V., 2 M HOHEMIIEKE T, HENFLIBEIND
N, JP, EP S IFRELRVEEOMBLZHE R TL2FL DL, HHIT
$1,200 TH 5 (R1.17(e)),

RCE X7 &n/-HEOZ L—2nNEoHEBEEFELTTHY ., [F U EH
THEMBMINLIGA., ROV REEKE 72D 5% (First Action
Final : MPEP 706.07(b)), TN Z#ET -0 PHOMEEZ T 5 Z &0
T& % (R1.115),

§132 Notice of rejection; reexamination.

(a) Whenever, on examination, any claim for a patent is
rejected, or any objection or requirement made, the Director
shall notify the applicant thereof, stating the reasons for
such rejection, or objection or requirement, together with
such information and references as may be useful in judging
of the propriety of continuing the prosecution of his
application; and if after receiving such notice, the applicant
persists in his claim for a patent, with or without
amendment, the application shall be reexamined. No
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amendment shall introduce new matter into the disclosure of
the invention.

< EP>

If the examination reveals that the application or the invention
to which it relates does not meet the requirements of this
Convention, the Examining Division shall invite the applicant, as
often as necessary, to file his observations ( § 94(3), R71(1)), EPC
i, AR & R 2 BEAITSBE I TRV, JP DR K D RED
fEMEEH . US @ the Non-final Rejection, the Final Rejection & V9
FRATFIE L 220,

Communication ~® L Z ML, @ 4 22 H TH L 2. HIHw T Al
CFERT Lk viERTE » HE TR ENS (R132, GL E VII
1.2, 1.6),

The Examining Division will have to appoint oral proceedings
before issuing a decision to refuse if the applicant has requested
subsequent oral proceedings (GLCV 4.7.1), Z ® 7= A E % bt
AT, DEFRNAERINSD (§116), DT/ ITTLONTZYE
BlE, IREI, RETEWVWEIN, TokFEHTHEMIND (R111),

If the European patent application or the invention does not meet
the requirements of this Convention, the Examining Division shall
refuse the application. ( §97(2))

§ 94 Examination of the European patent application

(3) If the examination reveals that the application or the
invention to which it relates does not meet the requirements
of this Convention, the Examining Division shall invite the
applicant, as often as necessary, to file his observations and,
subject to Article 123, paragraph 1, to amend the
application.

§ 97 Grant or refusal

(2) If the Examining Division is of the opinion that the
European patent application or the invention to which it
relates does not meet the requirements of this Convention, it
shall refuse the application unless this Convention provides
for a different legal consequence.
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§ 116 Oral proceedings

(1) Oral proceedings shall take place either at the instance of
the European Patent Office if it considers this to be
expedient or at the request of any party to the proceedings.
However, the European Patent Office may reject a request
for further oral proceedings before the same department
where the parties and the subject of the proceedings are the

same.

<PLT>

Under the PLT, a Contracting Party may provide for the
extension, for the period prescribed in the Regulations, of a time
limit fixed by the Office for an action in a procedure before the
Office in respect of an application or a patent. (PLT §11),
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5. flfiiE
<JP>

HEEANIX., PO EEEE@EmE C, EEEE@EmICT 508
ML EHFERFFIC GEROFHELZMIET D2 N TEH(§1702(1)),

M E, BROMEXIHEICHRAFHEZEANT L Z LT TE RN
(§17 » 2(8)),

Bt OME @I T DM E, FHEREFEOMIET, RE
fMEEICHIRsND (8170 2(6), YHEHIRICER LeHE., FiflsE
ERNEBMENTZHE, FEFEFEH SRV EEICE., MEEAT
Enb (8§53(1), Hlx i, REOEMBHOBMBZOMEZ L — 4
WESEEZE SV UM EIXIH T INRERICEREE SIS,
HRE A X, UM IEORTO 7 L — AW T, FHFER L RIS
ETHZ ENTE S,

SEIHBIC T 2HEMEHEBNFEHBEEFRCTCHLIGH. KEOHE
A EFEEICHERHIRBIND (§17 @ 2(5), §50 @ 2),

=

il

(Amendment of Description, Claim or Drawing attached to
the application)

§ 17-2(1) An applicant for a patent may amend the
description, scope of claims, or drawings attached to the
application, before the service of the certified copy of the
examiner's decision notifying that a patent is to be granted;
provided, however, that following the receipt of a notice
provided under Article 50, an amendment may only be made
in the following cases:

(i) where the applicant has received the first notice ---
and the said amendment is made within the designated time
limit under Article 50;

(iii) where, following the receipt of the notice of reasons for
refusal, the applicant has received a further notice of
reasons for refusal and the said amendment is made within
the designated time limit under Article 50 with regard to the
final notice of reasons for refusal; and
(iv) where the applicant files a request for a trial against an
examiner's decision of refusal and said amendment is made
at the same time as said request for said trial.
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<US>

HUFE AT A O FEAE R R £ C IR R @ K OV R HE A
FHFERBEBMERHZIC, BROBEHELZMET L LN TS
(MPEP 714 1),

FEHORRICHHAFHRLZEAT LI LIXTET (§132(0).
objection DXt 5 L 72 % (RIRH SIFZ R EIZX$ % petition),

HEERF OB RIC L > TEMIT LN VWEE LR EZEANT D HH
DOXIFMESNT 7 b—2rFEmic#HEHFICER L (§112, MPEP
2163 1 B). rejection D%t G L7202 (ARRWSLIZFEHFER),

MEERZOMIEIX, FBREOHIBREICHEINS (R1.116(b)).
O, Mk (CA). RCEXRFIHEN D, Bz, CAIXIEME
HEABMENTWARAWZ L—2aZH-IcHET 5354, RCE X7 L
—LAERELTCEEOMEZERTIHGEICHVLONS,

§ 112 Specification.
(a) IN GENERAL.—The specification shall contain a written
description of the invention, ---

§ 132 Notice of rejection; reexamination.
(a) *++ No amendment shall introduce new matter into the

disclosure of the invention.

<EP>
ML, BRMNFAEREZZ TR DAL, HMEELAMEST S Z &
MTET, YERERGTOZHEHBRICHET L2 ENTED, ORI
Examining Division A E T 25 AICRVMIET 22 N TE 5, 4
W7 Lv—AEBE L TWARAWRFAREO TEHAEBEAT LI LI TE 20
(8§123(1), R137, GLHII 2),
BVHOHBENRZBZ DR EE O HMIE, L2 LIRS 5 M 1EIX
T (§123(2)(3)),

FE, RBERH L TCARVREDOE FH T, YFEHILTZHROZHEZ, 1
iz oM RERRHEIT L2 N TED (GLHIIL 3),

§ 123 Amendments

(1) The European patent application or European patent may
be amended in proceedings before the European Patent
Office, in accordance with the Implementing Regulations. In
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any event, the applicant shall be given at least one
opportunity to amend the application of his own volition.

(2) The European patent application or European patent may
not be amended in such a way that it contains subject-matter
which extends beyond the content of the application as filed.
(3) The European patent may not be amended in such a way
as to extend the protection it confers.
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6. FFFFDORIE & K B ]

<JP>

Where no reasons for refusal are found for a patent application,
the examiner shall render a decision to the effect that a patent is to
be granted. (§51) mn4$¢¢ﬁ?$i693%6%5 (2016 JPO
Annual report), US IZB 1T D2 RGLFTIEX° EP 2B 17 5 IESL DM & W
S T2 FReiL7e vy, fF%*alF@fEEH R NNy i %75314552 SNDHZ ERD LN
mcThsd (HB1212),

P WX D 20 CTH LD EEXKOARFICHH Z2ET 55
G, SEZREICERNABOOLND (§67),

(Examiner's decision to the effect that a patent is to be
granted)

§ 51 Where no reasons for refusal are found for a patent
application, the examiner shall render a decision to the
effect that a patent is to be granted.

(Duration of patent rights)

§ 67 (1) The duration of a patent right shall expire after a
period of 20 years from the filing date of the patent
application.

(2) Where there is a period during which the patented
invention is unable to be worked because approvals
prescribed by relevant Acts that are intended to ensure the
safely, etc. or any other disposition designated by Cabinet
Order as requiring considerable time for the proper
execution of the disposition in light of the purpose,
procedures, etc., of such a disposition is necessary to obtain
for the working of the patented invention, the duration of the
patent right may be extended, upon the filing of a request for
the registration of extension of the duration, by a period not

exceeding 5 years.

<US>

HBAPNRTFEZ TN LN G6, BTt HEr@mmaIn
% (§151(a). R1.311), 2014 F DO FEFFHEIL 70.9% ThH 5 (2016 JPO
Annual report), FEAE L. Bid. 2R 5 OEIES . examiner’s
amendment #ff 3+ Z LN TXx 3% (MPEP 1302.04),
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FEEEILIHFTOHEEB (reasons for allowance) #HFE AICHEET 5 2
LN TE 5 (R1.104(e) , MPEP 1302.14),

BEF I HEEN D 20 TH DN EEKOKREICHHE 2 ET 55
B OFEEMEICIEICRVEELNRBD N D (§156(a)),

USPTO IZ X 21T A D RNIEITOWIM . FiFHHPER SN D (8§
154()), Z D X5 7eHlEIL, JP, EPIZFEEL RV,

§ 154 Contents and term of patent; provisional rights.
(a) IN GENERAL.—

(2) TERM.—Subject to the payment of fees under this title,
such grant shall be for a term beginning on the date on which
the patent issues and ending 20 years from the date on which
the application for the patent was filed in the United States
or, if the application contains a specific reference to an
earlier filed application or applications under section 120,
121, 365(c), or 386(c) from the date on which the earliest
such application was filed.

§ 156 Extension of patent term.

(a) The term of a patent which claims a product, a method of
using a product, or a method of manufacturing a product
shall be extended in accordance with this section from the
original expiration date of the patent, which shall include
any patent term adjustment granted under section 154(b) if

(4) the product has been subject to a regulatory review
period before its commercial marketing or use;

(5)(A) except as provided in subparagraph (B) or(C), the
permission for the commercial marketing or use of the
product after such regulatory review period is the first
permitted commercial marketing or use of the product under
the provision of law under which such regulatory review
period occurred;

<EP>
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Examining Division iZ. HFE?S EPCO E 27T LR O -5
B TEOEXZMBANICE T D, A YL IET 2 MR L., ?
EmEUANDEEICLD2 7 LU —2 IR X2 L72% . Examining
Division 1% &t 5ok E %+ 5 (§97(1), R71(3), GLC V 1.1, 2),
2014 FEDOFFFFRIL 47.6% TH 5 (2016 JPO Annual report),

FEFHED AT 20 CTH A EHWNIEIC LY Y 2 &9
HZENED LD (§63), 1993 4 EU #HAJIZ Supplementary
Protection Certificates (SPC) 233 A 4. 5 % [RE IR M D
TR M EE DR b,

B VHBEALE 3EE D HFEKMER O 720 O B F OB Renewal
fees ZMfT T2 ENH 5 (§86, R51),

§ 63 Term of the European patent

(1) The term of the European patent shall be 20 years from
the date of filing of the application.

(2) Nothing in the preceding paragraph shall limit the right
of a Contracting State to extend the term of a European
patent, or to grant corresponding protection which follows
immediately on expiry of the term of the patent, under

the same conditions as those applying to national patents:

§ 97 Grant or refusal

(1) If the Examining Division is of the opinion that the
European patent application and the invention to which it
relates meet the requirements of this Convention, it shall
decide to grant a European patent, provided that the
conditions laid down in the Implementing Regulations are
fulfilled.
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7. FExOHE

<JP>

(1) Zr&IHRE
MEMMIcyBEHELsRET 2N TED (§44(DG), F72,
BEFEEND 30 HUW, HEEE»S 35 A (E4F 45 H) UW
b o EN R A2 SR T D0, HRA Y ) K O 50 B R 1 R o0 B R 2
O FIZFRE S NTEHNEN DEIHEO XKML 25 (§44(1)G1), Gil),
GLVI1-12.2, HBVI16108), 7=, HHER%OKFHFMN 5% (A
EHEAEST) IoEHELEHTE 20 (§44(DG), GLVI1-12.1.2),
SEIHBENFHFEEZGOSA, EOHBERIZREBLIZ D E LT
BY#Fbnd GLVI1-12.3),

R, Fl2 ., BHOR —MHOBEENHI-INRWESES,
MEERICERD 7 L—ATRFZEL ETIIHEGICHVLONS,
(2) EHEHESE

MEEH ™D SHFELNIC, EAFREGHBEZRFFHBEICAT L, X
TERFTEBEHICESO T RFHEE TN TE 5 (8§846(1), §
46 ® 2(1)), IO HFEAITEAHEEEKIT, B TFohizbo b A
mEINXITHESND (§46(4), §46-2(1)),

(3) ZEH £ E

BEROXRIL, L OER, #EXITMHEEThHY, FiEoh s
VIR o 57wy (Utility Model Act §3(1)), HEESNL7=E LRI
WTEREFEREITITDILR W HERIEIZ HENS 10FTh 5 (§15),
ERATHE T 21201, ERAFEEMFEMEL+RERLESE L2 TIE RS
720y (Utility Model Act § 29-2),

Utility Model Act

§3 A creator of a device that relates to the shape or
structure of an article or combination of articles and is
industrially applicable may be entitled to obtain a utility
model registration for said device, except when the following
applies: - --

§ 15 The duration of a utility model right shall expire after
a period of ten years from the filing date of the application
for utility model registration.

§29-2 A holder of a utility model right or an exclusive
licensee may not exercise his/her utility model right or
exclusive license against an Infringer, etc. unless he/she has
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given warning in the Report of Utility Model Technical
Opinion regarding the registered utility model.

Patent Act

(Division of patent applications)

§ 44 (1) An applicant for a patent may extract one or more
new patent applications out of a patent application
containing two or more inventions only within the following

time limits:- -

<US>
R T R O FR 37 A 5 XX B Tt O EER L < IXKAE O RIIC,
M e, B HRE, Wk EEsRE T2 2608 TEx 5 (§120,
R1.53(b)) . § 120 ITHLE S 4172 B A 2 ¥ 72 3 40 H R K OV foe HY JjE oD
BRHFEB I, FEBEOHBEB T©H 5 (R1.53(b), MPEP 706.02 VI(A))
(1) 470

2 LEDOMSE LeREOBBEN I L—A 3N TWnWDHELT1IHHIZ
RETHZEHEREINZSHEG, HBEAXSBIHBEALRI T2 2 &0
TXx%, ZOBA. FHBEIZZX AT RELTRHSRZR Y (§
121),

(2) fkfeiiE @ CA

B2 OHFED D7 L—ADEZFENED SR WEAIC,
W7 L— LB OHENOHIBR L TRt & L TRET A2 Z &0
TE %,

(3) — Bk : CIP

—HMERE B TIX, SEOHBICB RSN TWRWE-EE#MRL, 7
L—AT 252 ENTED (R1.530D)), Bl iX. JP o [E PN E I AHE G E
ERIBEIC, Bl EmAICk B AZ CIP & LCiRREHT A LN TE
%, CIP Tix, RAIKPIOITTESNR& LD Z Lid7ev (MPEP
706.07()), JRHFEICEM T OV L— 2%, CIP HEOHFED
HEERNAEHBEBR D BT THnD 7 L— ANEEHEOH
FEH N AZHEER & 725 (MPEP 706.02 VI(B)),

(M 55K : RCE)

o HBETIERWDS, HEFREAK T LEEE (RkfEi, #4
FoRL BEERAF S o) . HEE K, HEE O REE, BT TECRHR AT o i
ICHkfe R AR T2 &0 Tc&x % (§132(b), R1.114), Hi&iEH1%
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W2, Z L —AICHT-REEZNMz CEELZRDIBHRICIEHEIN S,
RCE ® 1[H H ®£H4:13$1,200.2 A H LI 13£$1,700 TdH 5 (R1.17(e))

§ 120 Benefit of earlier filing date in the United States.

An application for patent for an invention disclosed in the
manner provided by section 112(a) (+-+) in an application
previously filed in the United States, or as provided by
section 363 or 385 which names an inventor or joint inventor
in the previously filed application shall have the same effect,
as to such invention, as though filed on the date of the prior
application, if filed before the patenting or abandonment of
or termination of proceedings on the first application or on
an application similarly entitled to the benefit of the filing
date of the first application and if it contains or is amended
to contain a specific reference to the earlier filed application.

<EP>

HEANT, B LTS REBEICOWTOEHELZRHET 52 &0
TE5, EHENFHBONRTZEBZ2WIRY | RO HEBIZ
fEhEnzbobAesind (§76,R36(1)), 4 &I HFEO AR 238 %
LBICFEBPELS 2D (FEEHAIS2), RE) &3, BFFAHRT
Fedrft 5 ICE A LA X VETTH D 5 S 756 135 05 ks
oM EMNMEFTTH S (GLAIV 1.1.1, CIX 2.2),

SEIHFEICEHBEONE 2B 2 - TENBMENHIR SR VWES.
§76(DICESEHEMINDS (GL CIX 1.4),

SENHBEICOW TS A, A > T8 FH0R
Renewal fees Z #2520 E N H 5 (R51(3), GLAIV 1.4.3),

§ 76 European divisional applications

(1) A European divisional application shall be filed directly
with the European Patent Office in accordance with the
Implementing Regulations. It may be filed only in respect of
subject-matter which does not extend beyond the content of
the earlier application as filed; in so far as this requirement
1s complied with, the divisional application shall be deemed
to have been filed on the date of filing of the earlier
application and shall enjoy any right of priority.
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(2) All the Contracting States designated in the earlier
application at the time of filing of a European divisional
application shall be deemed to be designated in the
divisional application.
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8. FHEi%kA

PPH(Patent Prosecution Highway) #llEic kv, W AIZ. &I
WCHFE L7727 (55 1)7) TR E IR E2, B 2/T7IC8
WTCHRHBEET L2 LA2FERTE S, 2006 FFICJP 0L T, HAKM
TRt ENT-, PCTEEEEO RMELFHT LI ENTE D

(PCT-PPH).,

PPH /X, 2016 4 4 A 1 HEI/ET, 39 ETHEMI N, REREL,
BN 10 Ff &2 %27~ (2016 JPO Annual Report), 2015 4 ® H i 4
Fx., JP 3,790 . US 7,403 EP 1,925 £ 72> T % (PPH
Portal Site).

<JP>
[ 51 5% A il 2

BEIC 320 S A0 X FE i T8 O B, SMECHBE L T2 KR, o) -
Ry Fy—EHE, REBEENICETIHBESIZOW T, 1%
HaEMECHERTHILENTEXDH,2015FETLT,5111HDFERNH D |
FHRPOHE 1T 7 a rETCOHBIZ. FEY 231 A TH S (2016 JPO
Annual Report),

[ A — N — B 5 A i ]

320 B E R ) 2> [AVEBIE R 2 L0 EEMAEO & W HEE
LT, BFORMEEID GHICRMICEEREZIT O A— /" —HH%A
Wil A R CRERTHZ kD,

2015 T HBAFDFEERD BV GERPOHE 17 7 v a o TOHIRM
. ¥ 0.8 » HTH 5, (2016 JPO Annual Report),

[ B 2 55 4y |

BEENEL L CHBEICKRIEHZERBL TWHILE., BELEAEL
ERkTH LN kD, PPHRORMBEEHREND L0, ¥ EFH
STy (§48-6),

(Preferential examination)

§ 48-6 Where it is recognized that a person other than the
applicant 1s working the invention claimed in a patent
application as a business after the laying open of the
application, the Commissioner of the Patent Office may,
where deemed necessary, cause the examiner to examine the
patent application in preference to other patent applications.
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<US>

FBEMET 2 7T AZESNT, HBENORBE X IXFHE., RE DK
ERBIOE XX —ICHlT o8I, REPEOHBEHEIC, RWICHK
TNEFIND (“Make Special”), FEEI DML ERGA EARBRES
» & % (R1.102(c),(d), MPEP 708.02),

2011 FIZH RN S IE & v, 55 & (prioritized Examination) 73 &
AEZ 7z (“Track One”), B FEOXI SR L 25 HFEIX., M35 KRIA
WA RFEREH30OETTCOHBETHD, HERIKICFERI N D M E
NH D B4 13$4,000 TH H(R1.102(e)), Track One Pendency From
Petition Grant to First Office Action I%. ¥ 2.1 A T& %5 (USPTO
Data Visualization Center),

R§1.102 Advancement of examination.
(c) A petition to make an application special may be filed
without a fee if the basis for the petition is:

(1) The applicant’s age or health; or

(2) That the invention will materially:

(i) Enhance the quality of the environment;

(i1) Contribute to the development or conservation of energy
resources; or

(iii) Contribute to countering terrorism.

< EP>

HiFE N 1L, Program for accelerated prosecution of European
patent applications (PACE)IC 3 &, RUIE KA FHRITHZ &N T
&% (GLCVIZ2,EVII3.2), FAIWSTHEHERTE 208, 7HKMRE
HDHENLNENET, FEEFOHEBIEIA TV D,
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9. f Xt =2—
<JP>

L ERTEK L, FEABR»L, FEETHROATEFTAERSE X
TR ATEE TCOMICAEETH D (GL for Interview 2(1)), U H A ZE
NOMmBEOBEFENO-THA, FATIE., RA-FREEZZ#HET D
(GL for Interview 3.2),

<US>

An interview should be granted when the nature of the case is
such that the interview serves to develop or clarify outstanding
issues in an application. (MPEP 713)

2009 4= X » . Full First Action Interview Pilot Program 73 A &
. FBEEIC XD ATEIN AR R % 3 Pre-interview
Communication 2% L7-HBIC.BEAE A X a2—FT52 LRNT
D,

<EP>

HEEANEHEZ2ERTD2HAE, ToFERIEIHFTEIND, 2L,
FEBNZOLI)RFEBICL - TbE-o L AHTEAMEET D Z &
MTERNWEBZDLHEAEEHRL, BEITIHYEEENEHBEICISNT S
N, FBETOMOBFBEENLNSZMT H2HE5bH 5 (GL C VII 2, 2.3),
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10. F=2FICXk B EHEM
<JP>

AL, HEORBETF KOS GRICEREBEREZT HZENTE
Do FrEtE, ST TR, REES, TR FEECOVWTHIE
WERMITs L TE S (R13-2, R13-3),

fEHEFOERT, RAETATRTET H N TEDH (R13-2(4),
R13-3(3)).

FEHLFH R o FHi i /sy (HBI2 1202 6),

<US>
BoFIE, HEOREEICHEET DT ERZET 22N TE S,
ROOEAAMBE RN BN SN DAIEORFHAHIRLH 5 (§122(e)(1)),
10 CHRFEIC$180 L ETH 5 23, 3 LHRLL FIT R T H 5 (R1.290(),(g),
R1.17(p)),

§ 122 Confidential status of applications; publication of
patent applications.
(e) PREISSUANCE SUBMISSIONS BY THIRD PARTIES.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Any third party may submit for
consideration and inclusion in the record of a patent
application, any patent, published patent application, or
other printed publication of potential relevance to the
examination of the application, if such submission is made in
writing before the earlier of—

(A) the date a notice of allowance under section 151 is given
or mailed in the application for patent; or

(B) the later of—

(i) 6 months after the date on which the application for
patent i1s first published under section 122 by the Office, or

(i1) the date of the first rejection under section 132 of any
claim by the examiner during the examination of the

application for patent.

<EP>

EEEIT. A%, RHOKBEFMHICETIER AR N TE
H(8§115)  HBEANIZ. YZERICK L TERTDHZ LN TE 5 (R114),
FHME, EHRELT T, BRES, FRFEHSICOVWTHLERLE
wRpHZENTEDL (GLEV3),
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§ 115 Observations by third parties

In proceedings before the European Patent Office, following
the publication of the European patent application, any third
party may, in accordance with the Implementing Regulations,
present observations concerning the patentability of the
invention to which the application or patent relates. That
person shall not be a party to the proceedings.
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IV. ¥EMOREITHT D RARHE L
<JP>

A EOEEND 3 H (TEAE 4 A) DWNIC, HFEANITIEM
BEEAREFEHZERT LI EENTED (8§84, §121(1)), HEANHE
BoLAEIFZ, EETHRLA2TNE RS 22w (§132(3), #FHIX 3 A

XIZ5 NOFEHEOABEBRIZLVITO BEHTREIND(§136),
AE R E IS H V| 2015 O FE R EE., 21,858 TH B,
BRI X8 HR GERKI) X, 60% TH D (2016 JPO Annual
Report),

FHFEREFBEFIZZ V—AERHESNTESLA, BREEDSHEEA
325 (AiE%FA: §162), FAFIL, FFAEE2 T2 & & XEMRE
EXROVEL, ZRUAOEAIEEOR LTI TERICHRSE TS
(§164(1), (3)), ﬁﬁ%%ﬁf@%ﬁ#z\vzow FETHT%THD (2016
JPO Annual Report)

FHABERICLVBRIRDODONDGE, BRIIEEICELREIN
5z &ﬁ<%ﬁ®%&%ﬁoo

FHABHRICLVFERBIBDO N2 WGE L G R H TE S #
FITIZ A ik % H Lﬁfé TEMTED (§178(1))0

(Trial against examiner's decision of refusal)

§121 (1) A person who has received an examiner's decision
to the effect that an application is to be refused and is
dissatisfied may file a request for a trial against the
examiner's decision of refusal within 3 months from the date
the certified copy of the examiner's decision has been served.

<US>

NI, 2 riﬁ‘f@ X728 4. the Patent Trial and Appeal Board

(PTAB)IC ¥ 235k + 2 = & 75>“Cé° 5. (§134(a)), &R IT A
KeéenwHThd (R1.134>o Dl b 3ADHFEHEICK D AFMAENR
FHT 5 (§6), 2015 FE OG5 RIFHIT 8,055 - TH 5 (USPTO PAR
FY 2015).

AT AINEICR L CRFEMETHZ ENTERVEA,
FAE X, Advisory Action # =ff 95 (MPEP 706.07(f)), Advisory
Action IZ5FHIGE R WM I L 722 (MPEP 714.131),

ASEAME IS L T IE CE 2 RHIZRE SN TR Y . FHFERIC X
VEEEDORENBLIERNPENZD, RCEBFMEND Z LRZ 0,
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FBHFERIZH LT, FABENEZL L (Examiner’s action) . if K A
IR TS 2 LA TE D (R41.39, 41.41),

The Board, in its decision, may affirm or reverse the decision of
the examiner. The Board may also remand an application to the
examiner. (R41.50(a)(1)) 2014 4FE OFFFER GERK L) 1T 31%.
%LEL%Mk#ﬁi5Tﬁf%é(UﬁWOHmFYmM%

R RO bR WA FE R NI A R [E E A K [A] 2
R £ (CAFC) (AR Z B LI T 5 ZenTEsn (§141),

§ 134 Appeal to the Patent Trial and Appeal Board.

(a) PATENT APPLICANT.— An applicant for a patent, any of
whose claims has been twice rejected, may appeal from the
decision of the primary examiner to the Patent Trial and
Appeal Board, having once paid the fee for such appeal.

<EP>

HFE AL, BEBOREICH L, 253 AUNICEH ZFHRTH L
MTXx25 (§106(1), §108), IREMND 4 % HLUNIZ, FHFER OB
HeEzR#LecEmaEHLa0niE2sey (§108), 7 &8 3
LOFHBEICLDEHEAERNPFHRST D (§6), 2015 F DO FERM %1%, 864
HThsr (AEFElcd7d 55 KER<., EPO Annual Report 2015),
FEMIL 3 AUNICHEBEEICOWTHRBRF L, BEEEZEE LRV
La. FBHEHARNT D, HEEENFHHB CEINEZSA. HEIT
FEEWDICEZLRERSNL, BFFRIUUEEELPEELITS (§111,GLCV
14),

FHEIL, RO KR EHEZMEEERT D700, ITHEEREHEME
FEHT L0, MELZIERKEHHICHTET S (§112(D),

FHH P L FEL DA TIP, EP EMET S,

§ 106 Decisions subject to appeal

(1) An appeal shall lie from decisions of the Receiving
Section, Examining Divisions, Opposition Divisions and the
Legal Division. It shall have suspensive effect.

§ 112 Decision or opinion of the Enlarged Board of Appeal

(1) In order to ensure uniform application of the law, or if a
point of law of fundamental importance arises:
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(a) the Board of Appeal shall, during proceedings on a case
and either of its own motion or following a request from a
party to the appeal, refer any question to the Enlarged Board
of Appeal if it considers that a decision is required for the
above purposes.
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V. FFFF O BUH
<JP>

(1) Opposition

2016 4 A 1 H LV EFBERLHIENEREL. MAL, FFTFAHRDOI
ITENPL 6 » AUNICHRFEZEZB LYY THZ ENTES (§113),
MR H TR FFFEZ T HHEFEZA LR WE O HFEN R
SN2 Z LT EFEHEE TERY (§113), JTEHIL¥16500+ ¥2400 X
RKEETH D,
HBEOHRSTIZOWTORRIT, = AT HADOFHE OAEFZEMEN
19 (8§114(1)),

FHRIZ, BHREZ L LD T2 L&, FFOoBWLOMEH %
WIS (§120-5(1)),

FirMER 1L, BRAEZRE L, TEZHERT LI ENTEDIN, 4
MNTE;’E%&& 1 ok o> i P O E I HIR 24D (§120-5(2)),

S iﬂi{éﬂ%m IR USSR TICAIRER LYLTH Z &
DTEDLN, BEWRILNITHERFREICH L TARZHB LILTDHZ EIT
T2 (§114(4)(5), §178(1)),

(2) Invalidation

FIEBMAANIT, FFFICOWTENFRHZFERTH LN TE D, FF
FOWBHLFERT L ENTE S (§8123(1), (3)), JT & HI1E¥49,500
+¥5 500 XGEREHTH D,

FHEREIX, BOFHEREORALHEHFRAICEEL, BERELR
H+ 2842525 (§134(1),

BirtEE 1T, R EZRHEL. TEZHERITIZENTEDIN, Y
AT EIXFEFrsE R o fiH O HMEFE ICHI R S b (§134-2(1)),
N E G RN, FEFFHER (XIS x U @ S JCH T IS AR 2
LYY ThHZ EnTE? (§178(1)),

(Trial for patent invalidation)

§ 123 (1) Where a patent falls under any of the following, a
request for a trial for patent invalidation may be filed. In
the event of two or more claims, a request for a trial for
patent invalidation may be filed for each claim.- -

<US>
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ATAIC LV, Y EHFRFEAEICE Z T Post-Grant Review X T
Inter-Partes Review 233 A &4, & 5|2 Supplemental examination
BN E T,

(1) Ex-Parte Reexamination (EPR)

fMIANS, 725 & X, SIH IR T BATHIFICE S
T, 7 V—2OFFEELFERTLIZ LN TE L (§301, §302),
A9 R & H13$12,000 TH 5 (R1.20(c)) ., 2015 4F FE O §f K 150X
278 - C., =™ H H D 56 11X patent owner (2 L5 (USPTO PAR
FY2015),

EEMN., FFiFMEICBET 2 EZEMICH =725 M (a substantial
question of patentability) N E N TR WERET HIHE . Hi%
WETREZ2LDOTHY, 2RI LERAIZARELYETCET 5
ZemnTERy (§303(), (0),

EEN., BEARKORKZRET 2% 6. COREENFFITFES
WZEfT SN, BEAEPHBEAT D, FFiFEEIT 2 v A UNITHREF &
OMEZ#®RET 22 TE 5 (§304, R1.515, R1.530),

FEFFHER 1T AR 2R EICR LR ZFERT 22 &M TE5(8306),

(2) Inter-Partes Review (IPR)

All real party in interest {%. Post-Grant Review O i 3K K& OV5 B
OWHEZRE UYFEERHEELITICHRT L2208 TE5(8311),
WA X EEMH1X$23,000 TH D, 2015 FE OFERMAFFIE 1,737 4 T
» % (USPTO PAR FY2015),

R OB B I, FFFF O FIATICE S S FHME T A ISR E S
ns (§311(0)), FEM O FEUEL . “a preponderance of the evidence”
Th o (§316(e)),

FratbEF 13, RIS LR EEZ T 22 &n”T& 5 (§313), R
AR BFRT 5 “areasonable likelihood” 28 d %5 & BEENIRET 5545
ARE A FEERBEAORBET T 22 LN TERV(§314(a)),

[ & FLHY 72 A A (reasonable likelihood) | @ JE#E 1%, Post-Grant
Review (281 % 20720 O A[EEME] (“more likely than not”) X VK
W, BT 2 EDPOREIIREHNRLOTHY, 2L EFFT
LT &M TERY (§314),

HROBHIZ.ZOREFADEFICBWTCEERET LI T TERWV(SE
315(e)),

VEHERBFEORBNRRESND &, AR b 3ADEHEIZ
L oHmENFEET S (§316(c), §6), FrifEH ICE RLE X O IEE
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T%tﬂ?“é*%l%Ab§52 5nb (§8316(a)(13), (d)), BRE &7z discovery
NRHHND (§316(a)(5), IRTEIZARDOD D AU FEEILZ, LiF+ 52
EMTEDL (8319, fEFmN/HESINL TS (§8317),

(3) Post-Grant Review (PGR)

All real party in interest |X. FiF¥1T70 56 9 » HLLNIT, Rtk
RIMOEH (XA ME— FEEZERS) TEDSNT, FFORIE O
DO HEHZBEFEAEZITICHEKRTHZENTE S (§321), AEMLIEAE X
IPR & [AARIC THREHL O E B a preponderance of the evidence] T®H %

(§326(e)), M4 ~xHHIL$30,000 TH D, AxhHEEA N
2013.3.16 LIEDRFFHFN T O R LD T &b, 2015 F L DR R A
¥ix 11 TdH 5 (USPTO PAR FY2015),

Yl L 1O07 L= LARRKHFEZA SRV EWN SR OFEE
23 %5 (more likely than that) A Z2RE, EEITY FE REFE
E@Bﬁ#‘%ﬁjﬁ‘é Z N TERWV(§324(a)), BRE &7z discovery

NRd LD (§326(a)(5)),

BRE., FHEOAZEBRICL 2%, INE., MiEHS, fifig, R
AR SLIZ DWW T, Inter-Partes Review E R TH 5,

(4 ) Transitional Program for Covered Business Methods (CBM)

EWIERT O B R RAFERFFOAIMEEF VTV & WS HEIZIE R
T, 2020 9 H 15 HETOEHEMNRKIE L L TRIT LN
(R42.300(d)) .

FHHERFLZEZRINTWVDIEIE., FFEIT2»L 99 AL, BE
FEOL GHEME, EAME, SRS EF L RICEH KR TH D
(R43.302-43.304), M+ ~= & H1X$30,000 TH 5, 2015 FE D
iR HUE 149 TH 5 (USPTO PAR FY2015),

(Supplemental examinations)
A patent owner may request supplemental examination of a patent
in the Office to consider, reconsider, or correct information believed
to be relevant to the patent, in accordance with such requirements
as the Director may establish. (§257)

§ 302 Request for reexamination.
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Any person at any time may file a request for reexamination
by the Office of any claim of a patent on the basis of any prior
art cited under the provisions of section 301.

§ 311 Inter partes review.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the provisions of this chapter,
a person who is not the owner of a patent may file with the
Office a petition to institute an inter partes review of the
patent. The Director shall establish, by regulation, fees to be
paid by the person requesting the review, in such amounts as
the Director determines to be reasonable, considering the
aggregate costs of the review.

§ 321 Post-grant review.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the provisions of this chapter,
a person who 1s not the owner of a patent may file with the
Office a petition to institute a post-grant review of the
patent. The Director shall establish, by regulation, fees to be
paid by the person requesting the review, in such amounts as
the Director determines to be reasonable, considering the
aggregate costs of the post-grant review.

<EP>

[Opposition]

NS, FFTFAWMOREITEHNDL 95 AUWICHFFEZFZP LI TH
ZenTEDL (899, T XXHMITET’85 TH %,

§52~57 ORFFFEA: (CHrBiME, ESME, E¥E LRI T REMESE), £
fE TREEAE . IR FEAEREoHAB LTI N TEDS (§100), 7
L— DRI, BRBEPSZOEB TITRWA, iEZ L —AaZxt LT
XA Eh D (GLDIII5, V5), 2015 40 B & 50T 3,713 14
ThHO., FT0%DRHFPABMVEIIL, NIEFTECLVHEFEFINALTHD
(EPO Annual Report 2015),

HEOHRN TIZOWTORAET, BEASITV, BEBIT 3 A0
MBFEEBICLIOMERIND, RERGES, BEFEEESSZMNT D (§
101, GLDII 2),

B, AT LEAER VT EEZ2 RN T OS2 5
Z. BREFOTEEZEORIEN™D o772 & 213, BEP 7L AN mES
5z 2% (R79(1), (3)),
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If the Opposition Division considers it expedient, or if any party
requests oral proceedings, oral proceedings will be held before the
Opposition Division. (GL D VI 1)

BEEIL, FTESNTEMMNETFZME T 2F50RELE T LI, £
0)%#@1!53(%%%%&:@% L, BERAFEZRIET IS Z 525
(R82(1)),

HEMOPREIZH L TCHEHEHERTDIZENTES (§106(1)),

fotjb BRI %5 7F O Ff 7 &2 — 2 O B Fr THCY D fe — e 77 BCH AT O
RN CHEFE A ED 5TV D,

§ 99 Opposition
(1) Within nine months of the publication of the mention of
the grant of the European patent in the European Patent

Bulletin, any person may give notice to the European Patent

Office of opposition to that patent, in accordance with the
Implementing Regulations.- -
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VI. ¥iFOFTIE

<JP>

FERFHER T, FFRFa R OB E 2T ET 2B A EZHE KT L ENT
&5, AIER, FHFFEROBMAOWMEELHME T2 b0 TRINEF
2L MIEEAT b O TARATRIER L2 (§12600(T), R
RSL, BEEH O Fihid, Y% FROP CiTENRBOLNS (8§
120-5(2), §134-2(1)),

(Trial for correction)

§ 126 (1) The patentee may file a request for a trial for
correction with regard to the correction of the description,
scope of claims or drawings attached to the application;
provided, however, that such correction shall be limited to
the following:
(i) restriction of the scope of claims:;

(i1) correction of errors or incorrect translations; and - - -

<US>

HMEFICRIEDN -T2 B R EEZE2 NG AEFEITIT,
R OB ETEZRDD LN TED (§251(a),

JPLEP L3 EALY 2FEUANTHNITZ V—2d@ilEZIEKRT 5 &
MTED(8§251(d), BEATRTOMN GAIICEESE Y SNT-XEWIT,
fMewc L CHEHET 52N TE % (82525 Intervening right),

§ 251 Reissue of defective patents.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Whenever any patent is, through error,
deemed wholly or partly inoperative or invalid, by reason of
a defective specification or drawing, or by reason of the
patentee claiming more or less than he had a right to claim
in the patent, the Director shall, on the surrender of such
patent and the payment of the fee required by law, reissue
the patent for the invention disclosed in the original patent,
and in accordance with a new and amended application, for
the unexpired part of the term of the original patent. No new
matter shall be introduced into the application for reissue.
(d) REISSUE PATENT ENLARGING SCOPE OF
CLAIMS.—No reissued patent shall be granted enlarging the
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scope of the claims of the original patent unless applied for
within two years from the grant of the original patent.

<EP>

EPC2000 O F T, #FaFHEE 13, FFaF O MIH T 7 b — b OB & &

RKITHZENTED (§105a-105¢, R92)),
BERTYOFHRTIT., YETFHOFTHERNRDSNLD (R79(1)),

§ 105a Request for limitation or revocation

(1) At the request of the proprietor, the European patent may
be revoked or be limited by an amendment of the claims. The

request shall be filed with the European Patent Office in
accordance with the Implementing Regulations. It shall not
be deemed to have been filed until the limitation or

revocation fee has been paid.
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VII. FEETHE

1. ¥irHEDO N1 L IREFATS

KR OEMOEE L., EEICRM LS FRoBHE ORI
ESWTEDLIL, HMEORLELOKEEZBELT, 7L —20DH
FEOBEREN/MIREINDS (§70(1)(2)).

FeEFMER X, (L L TCExORAEEBTHZLENTED (§68),

MANDORFEORFHFFEAEZFNHT 2 & S ITRETFRAZERT 52 &N
TEhwy (§872),

MORHO TEf] X, TOWOAEE, F/H. FEE, @, @AX
FREEDO R Z T 2178205, MEAET LI HED THE] & iX,
FOHEEFERT 21748, ROFOFEICLIVAEESR WO,
EEEOITAEZ WD (821)), Tt 1X 2008 FFETCHA SN, 7
B, TAF) HEEBEREZFELELTHESINL TS (§101Gi11D ),

FirtEH 1T, B2 RETI2HICH L, HERBELOEIED 25
kForzEtnTcxsd (§100, §102, §103, Civil Code §709),

REZHICBWNT, FFEDOFFADE DO LND (§104 @ 3),

(Effect of patent right)

§ 68 A patentee shall have the exclusive right to work the
patented invention as a business; provided, however, that
where an exclusive license regarding the patent right is
granted to a licensee, this shall not apply to the extent that
the exclusive licensee is licensed to exclusively work the
patented invention.

(Technical scope of patented invention)

§ 70 (1) The technical scope of a patented invention shall be
determined based upon the statements in the scope of claims
attached to the application.

(2) In the case of the preceding paragraph, the meaning of
each term used in the scope of claims shall be interpreted in
consideration of the statements in the description and
drawings attached to the application.

<US>

J LV —AX S EORET, 7V—252HET52TCOEMEZRY
DEHE L TWDEDENTHB X115 (All Elements Rule), 7 L — A
fEBRIX RT3 B CTldZe < FHHIE 1T 9,
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[FE XV ERESINTZ L—20F, HMEICZH IS T
HEMRO e BEELZOHEMERNZLE LTSI LD EMIREND
(Means plus function: § 112(f)),

FERFHER 1, AN K DAoL EET L5 & 2R
LHEMZEZH TS (§154(a)(1)), Frir M2 A &ECAEE, M. KT
ORH, ke, MATLIITAEIRTFEZ2EEFET D (§271(), #WHix,
KENTIEORERLENITONTHGAICHEICEYT D EENT
Wb, FFifFah7cfkic Lo tllEsh /a2 KEICIA L, KE
THRBET HITHIIFTERETH (§271(2).

HHUFTEIREZMET 20+ RBEFERELLE L, LY ZE
BIXEHMe A Y LT A L FTHo TER L7220 (§284),

B R ELZIET 5720, HEoREANICHE-> T, BETAEDOEILEN
WO HILD (8§283), e-Bay ik # HIk (2006.05.15) 2B W T, KA
H R EE (equity) @ 4 FH] (SR EIEARATRARBTE2HL 2 &
F) EMAELTNIE s hnw ERHORE N,

B ENIT, TREFHHICBTI2HAFAELTED LN TR,
ZTO%, BHEASO FRABH I, EHRIIE =ZFICH LS,

§ 271 Infringement of patent.

(a) Except as otherwise provided in this title, whoever
without authority makes, uses, offers to sell, or sells any
patented invention, within the United States, or imports into
the United States any patented invention during the term of
the patent therefor, infringes the patent.

§ 283 Injunction.

The several courts having jurisdiction of cases under this
title may grant injunctions in accordance with the principles
of equity to prevent the violation of any right secured by
patent, on such terms as the court deems reasonable.

§ 284 Damages.

Upon finding for the claimant the court shall award the
claimant damages adequate to compensate for the
infringement but in no event less than a reasonable royalty
for the use made of the invention by the infringer, together
with interest and costs as fixed by the court.
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<EP>
BRMRFFF 1, A 5 S 7z B 2 b AR E IS B W TR AFFF & Rl — D
MR Z A L RTFEOREFEIZENEFICIVLE IS (§64(1), (3)),
R#EOHMIZ, 7V —2IlXoTRESN, 7 V—2DHROIZD
CHMEFEIHCOENLD (§69(1), FIFEMUBTIEOELE, €0F
B R > THEHEZEFONL 2/ E THREN LS (§64(2),

§ 64 Rights conferred by a European patent

(1) A European patent shall, subject to the provisions of
paragraph 2, confer on its proprietor from the date on which
the mention of its grant is published in the European Patent
Bulletin, in each Contracting State in respect of which it is
granted, the same rights as would be conferred by a national
patent granted in that State.

§ 69 Extent of protection

(1) The extent of the protection conferred by a European
patent or a European patent application shall be determined
by the claims. Nevertheless, the description and drawings
shall be used to interpret the claims.

(%)
< FA V>

FrdrbEBR OB PIE O CRT B 2R T 2R 2 H L, F5iF
LA R E, RAE. AR, BEH. WA, BTS2 &1, Bk
L, Mg IR Esh TRy, Tflk) g4+ ssanTn
5, FrRr AL v Eon R 2 M, Tk, . AL FrEf
THZEEEEEND (§9),

BEa#EoBRMEIT, BHF 71 —2IkoTHREIN., BHOHH
EOKEHEIZ, 7V — 2 OMIRICELEESINS (§14), EPC §69(1)
xS gL X HIWESNTZHLDOTH S,

HMEXITBRICEVREFRAZERT 281X, BEHEORE %
95 (8§1391)  BHEFIZIREDEILEZFERT LN TE S (§
139(1)).,

VR L ATECDOMEIR 3 FE S A T & 0 . 5 70 B 420 1308 5 4 3 200 BT
ODHBETETH D (§65(1)),
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2. MTRE

TE, FHRVAT 2EEOFERICE W T, EEEERNRFFIEHA O
REFDO —fzxzhThERT L5256, MERFFITEKLATLINE D
meFbndr—ARERIRTND,

<JP>
[ =51 &0 0 F) B2 4= 25

¥ L TRHRTFITHRIMOAERE T HIEDOHERIZO W5 % 4k

ST HTAIT. FTERETLILOLAREIND (§101(D3E), (v),
[ 355 an B [ #21=

(L L TRHHFICHRIDOEEICHCIZY (AEARAENIZBWTIAL —
ICHBL TWDEDERLS,) THODTEDRPIC L 5 RED MR
AAIRBREDICHE, TOFEHEANKFHAEHATHL Z L RO DOYN X
DIFEBFOEMIANENDZ EEZMVRNE, ETOAEPE, EESFE L
SITEAITEESORHAZT 2741, FrzRETLI26DL AR
Ehsd (§101(1)GED)),

If more than one person has inflicted damages on others by their
joint tortious acts, each of them shall be jointly and severally liable
to compensate for those damages. (Civil Code § 719), fH L. HH[FEFH
MICEEREEEN DD ZENBELINTVD,

<Us>
[Inducement #7512 &

Whoever actively induces infringement of a patent shall be liable
as an infringer. (§271(b) )., “actively’ & X, FFREL2HERT D Z
Lo TWEXFTMo TWEEZTF THLZ EBMETHLIEEIND,

FHESNTZHENEMTEEREZEL TORWVWEHEEIE., FolRE LK
L 72y (Limelight v. Akamai k),

[ Contributory Infringement % 5-12 & |

N EHOEET S THVREFIHEHT H2DICRHEINCHEIZ
EEHMVRDBLKRENTIRZEEL T HITHIT.FHRELHELT S5 (§
271(c)), HAOHEH MBI EREFICEMUT 208, THMoTWWS] Z &
LT D,

AAROMEREFELRRIC, TFHERFOMRNITIT, EHERFITHIDF
FEL2TniE el anTnsd (ER),
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[K[E A ToFAT ]
KESTHANTTONAERT SOy M4, KE»SEH L XX
S E7-FIL, BEZLLTOEDEZAS (§271(0).,

§ 271 Infringement of patent.

(b) Whoever actively induces infringement of a patent shall
be liable as an infringer.

(c) Whoever offers to sell or sells within the United States or
imports into the United States a component of a patented
machine, manufacture, combination, or composition, or a
material or apparatus for use in practicing a patented
process, constituting a material part of the invention,
knowing the same to be especially made or especially
adapted for use in an infringement of such patent, and not a
staple article or commodity of commerce suitable for
substantial noninfringing use, shall be liable as a
contributory infringer.

(%)

< KA >

FHOMHICHET 2 2D 2RO OREMNREBICERT ST
BrRftET L LI3ECLND, HL., S FENS — KMk T
bHrGAIT. ToHEEFEH Sy (§10),
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3. el M

<JpP>

BiFo HBERTIC, BHEZER L CWi=a (GHEREE) . T 08
FFHEICRI L ClmW EMiE A AT 5, LERAER T, FITFRAONRFE
HMORWTHLIRERAZ L, IXFFREA ORI LI ORI E 53
B2 2015 L TR ITAUIE e b eV, SERE F ME R 23 e 7 MR IRE L2 52 it Y
ELTWa2EALRDOLND (§79),

T, BEWEMMEIL, FELLBLICTIHA, HETIHASICE
RO Hivd (§94(1)),

<US>

A OFRIAIZIE VR AFIEICRES N TV, ATAIZEY 20
FRE D HEBR S iz,
FHEREETOMEEENICHEH L TV, Lo ENEHO
MApETDHIENTED, AL, EPOFZMEA XX §102(b)ICFA
VT LHAREORVCANSL 1THFEL RIS, fEHSNTWEZ & &Gk
THZLENERIND (§273(a)),

Premarketing regulatory review X°> Nonprofit laboratory use & .
P RICZE TS (§273(),

I TV EENRFTES IR ES Y FEZTERICHDLE
MHOHERLELDOTHLIGEE, Ltttz ERTHZENTE RN
(§273(e)(2)),

ZOPRIE, FEL2EKRDOEE (good faith) DFEEZLE DL A R &, i
NZBEST L Z &I TET, BPULERNT 25 bHIBREIND (§
273(e)(1)),

(%)

< KA >

HFERFIC A Y TEORPAZE L XITZD0HEfHE L TV FH I,
MW LZMEHAT 2NN EZAT 5, YE%EMNIZ, BHOFEEICRES
NHN, FELEELICHELEET S22 EBAETH DL, T DR
. BirEAR L EBERICEONEZb O TRITRIE RSy (§12),

4. ¥

<JP>

M= IWVAT T A HEO R mEmBHR (1998) (2 XV | B%55E O H
B AR S e, FHIP L. R & R AR S K D 5 o
DENE B TS A ERAEA S LA LT
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(1) FHEMSVDFRFEAOREH TRV &,

(1) MHESSZNLULFICBT2b0 BRI TH , FFTFREAD
HZET 22N TEA—DFEFHRZRT 20 THDLZ &,
(i) (DO LHIICEEHEZ D LI1C, BEED, XL ORERICE
WTEHEZHICEBE T HZ EnTET,

(iv) XG0 Feir R O RFF BRI 30 2 A F A & 7 — XXy
(BN NP O AHBRICEGICHBSTEL DO TRV,

(v) kbG8 55 23 e 5 8 W o0 R 37 (0 R T e 12 38 W TR R R oD i P
DHBEBICERIASNTELDICY 2 P0REOHEEFL 20,

QDT E TN, QIDITEBRAESE. GITARErosR. (WIiT
EREICHET D,

<US>

TS 7 B O R RmBHR (1950) THER O EENIR S
Ao, RPEIPR IR, FEFF R & PG O FEEE 43 S IR O 3 D D G % i
EIHEAaIcHEmPEAIND Z LA R LT, JP OF 2 BAEITHEET
%
O  FHIEEH . EEMICH — OB EE (substantially the same
function) = A3 %,
@  FHEH . FEEMIZE— DRV 5 (substantially the same way)
Th b,
@  FHEE N, FEEMICHE U2 % (substantially the same result)
HRT D,

Festo F D K@ #H M (2002) TIiX. 7 L— A& Wil L7256,
Al E U CHFERRE 2L 5 Prosecution File History Estoppel 75 i&
SNHZ ENR RSN, JPOFE 5 EHIZHYE T 5,

<EP>

§69 (Extent of protection) DR D 7/=d D 7 b a2 viziL, hi#
DHFFHIZZ V—LAICHWONT-HEDOHEZRLEBEY OFEWTH D &
t, M EENORFHEEDNER T 28 E T ATE EH, R
EhTiEhebn, LHESNTVWS, A XYV RERAYOEREH
ELEELOTH D,

ZOBEE I VAT 5720, EPC2000 (28T, £ PH o fiF
WEFICHFERIZOVWTHZE T RS THL I LA ED LN
(Protocol on the Interpretation of Article 69 § 2),
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Protocol on the Interpretation of Article 69

§1 General principles

Article 69 should not be interpreted as meaning that the
extent of the protection conferred by a European patent is to
be understood as that defined by the strict, literal meaning
of the wording used in the claims, the description and
drawings being employed only for the purpose of resolving
an ambiguity found in the claims. Nor should it be taken to
mean that the claims serve only as a guideline and that the
actual protection conferred may extend to what, from a
consideration of the description and drawings by a person
skilled in the art, the patent proprietor has contemplated.
On the contrary, it is to be interpreted as defining a position
between these extremes which combines a fair protection for
the patent proprietor with a reasonable degree of legal
certainty for third parties.

§2 Equivalents

For the purpose of determining the extent of protection
conferred by a European patent, due account shall be taken
of any element which is equivalent to an element specified in
the claims.

(%)
< KA >

FedF OB W E AR TOEEREHE THY . XEREFIZ

DWW TR FBE P FTIL R O 2h M &2 il T & 22,

BRI OWTIE, 74V by a XA FEED 1986 4F it i #0H ik
T, YEFEDPNSGEMORUREATHFEEL 7 V-6 RNTZ
ENTEDLINENTHB T RETHDLZ &, KRB EIR KIS
FOVRAMTHELEVWIIARHFIND I L, DI,

§69 7 ha V|l SOF | BKEFOMRIME L THERBEELH WD Z
ClxREO Lo nE IR TWD
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VIII. b Yz

PLEdR_TE72 X 9512, JP. US. EP O FrFFll EE 1% 40 a1 & b
HELLFAMSINTZLEWVWZ D, L LARL, £EH, ok 5
ERR, EXEEE, RFERE., FTHERBOBRLFEOENITLY
FTHESCZOERN IO OE, HIKTR 225076 3717
ET 5,

fih 5. JP. US. EPOHFEEAD 7 o — )L HFEER (% 8F T2
SNDLRFHEO S L AEICORTFHBE SN RO E) X, F4
HMARLTWD, 2O HFEANOMEF O Y) 72 R3S FEME O 72 D1
L, 5B IR AIETFHIEONN—FF AP - a U RNEEND,

86



LMW 555 >
JP : Japan H A

URL : http://www.jpo.go.jp/
JPO : Japan Patent Office

US : United States of America X

USPTO : United States Patent and Trademark Office
URL : http://www.uspto.gov/

USC : United States Code Title 35-Patents

37CFR : Title 37 - Code of Federal Regulations Patents,
Trademarks, and Copyright

PTAB : Patent Trial and Appeal Board USPTO

MPEP : Manual of Patent Examining Procedure

ATA : The Leahy-Smith America Invents Act (September 16, 2011)

USPTO PAR FY 2015 : UNITED STATES PATENT AND
TRADEMARK OFFICE PERFORMANCE AND
ACCOUNTABILITY REPORT FISCAL YEAR 2015

EP : Europe
EPC : European Patent Convention
EPO : European Patent Office
URL : https://www.epo.org/index.html

WIPO : World Intellectual Property Organization
PCT : Patent Cooperation Treaty

PLT : Patent Law Treaty

PPH : Patent Prosecution Highway

§ @ RK - ERDOERX

R: BAIDZ

GL: Examination Guidelines for Patent and Utility Model in Japan

(2015 4 10 H &3iT) X% Guidelines for Examination in the

EPO

MPEP : Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (US)

HB: & N> F7 v 7 (JP)

USPTO PAR FY2015 : USPTO Performance and Accountability
Report Fiscal Year 2015
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T HMBESOEZD, £XIT—HEBEINTWEEALND D,
E FEEHT. 2016410 H 1 HEEOLD ThHh S
E:1§29-2) 1% 1§29 » 2] % F T,
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