Part I PPH using the national work products from the SIPO

Procedures to file a request to the JPO (Japan Pate  nt Office) for
Patent Prosecution Highway Pilot Program betweenth e JPO and
the SIPO (State Intellectual Property Office of the  P. R. China)

The pilot period of this PPH pilot program commence on November 1, 2012, for a duration of
one year and ending on October 31, 2013. The pilot period may be extended if necessary until the
SIPO and JPO receive the sufficient number of PPH requests to adequately assess the feasibility
of PPH program.

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

program is terminated.

Part |
PPH using the national work products from the SIPO

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

When filing a request for the PPH pilot program, an applicant must submit a request form “The
Explanation of Circumstances Concerning Accelerated Examination” based on the procedure
prescribed in “the Guidelines of the Accelerated Examination and Appeal"’. Under the PPH pilot
program, an applicant is not required to fill in the section “2. the disclosure of prior arts and
comparison between the claimed invention and prior art” in “The Explanation of Circumstances

Concerning Accelerated Examination”.

1. Requirements
(&) The JPO application (including PCT national phase application) is

(i) an application which validly claims priority under the Paris Convention to the SIPO
application(s) (examples are provided in ANNEX |, Figure A, B, C, F, G and H), or

(i) a PCT national phase application without priority claim (examples are provided in
Annex |, Figure | and K), or

(iii) an application which validly claims priority under the Paris Convention to the PCT
application(s) without priority claim (examples are provided in ANNEX I, Figure J
and L).

The JPO application, which validly claims priority to multiple SIPO or direct PCT

! http://www.jpo.go.jp/torikumi/t_torikumi/souki/pdfiv3souki/guideline.pdf

1



(b)

(c)

Part I PPH using the national work products from the SIPO

applications, or which is the divisional application validly based on the originally filed

application that is included in (i) to (iii) above, is also eligible.

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

(a) Decision to Grant a Patent,

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

(c) Decision of Refusal,

(d) Reexamination Decision, and

(e) Invalidation Decision.
Claims are also “determined to be allowable/patentable” in the following circumstances: If
the SIPO office action does not explicitly state that a particular claim is
allowable/patentable, the applicant must include explanation accompanying the request for
participation in the PPH pilot program that no rejection has been made in the SIPO office
action regarding that claim, and therefore, the claim is deemed to be allowable/patentable
by the SIPO.
For example, if claims are not shown in the item of “6. the Opinion on the Conclusion of
Examination (FFZEMUfEmIEE ) about Claims (HEF]ZRKE)” in the “First Notice of the
Opinion on Examination(— 3 B HLis A1) or “5. the Opinion on the Conclusion of
Examination (M55 PEE ) about Claims (FEF|Z Rk ZE)” in the “Second/Third/...
Notice of the Opinion on Examination(5 k%4 & WiskE)” of the SIPO, those claims
may be deemed to be implicitly identified to be allowable/patentable and then the applicant

must include the above explanation.

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

Claims are considered to “sufficiently correspond” where, accounting for differences due to

translations and claim format, the claims in the JPO are of the same or similar scope as
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Part I PPH using the national work products from the SIPO

the claims in the SIPO, or the claims in the JPO are narrower in scope than the claims in
the SIPO. In this regard, a claim that is narrower in scope occurs when a SIPO claim is
amended to be further limited by an additional technical feature that is supported in the
specification (description and/or claims). A claim in the JPO which introduces a
new/different category of claims to those claims determined to be patentable/allowable in
the SIPO is not considered to sufficiently correspond. For example, the SIPO claims only
contain claims to a process of manufacturing a product, then the claims in the JPO are not
considered to sufficiently correspond if the JPO claims introduce product claims that are
dependent on the corresponding process claims.

It is not necessary to include “all” claims determined to be patentable/allowable in the
SIPO in an application in the JPO (the deletion of claims is allowable). For example, in the
case where an application in the SIPO contains 5 claims determined to be
patentable/allowable, the application in the JPO may contain only 3 of these 5 claims.

Any claims amended or added after the grant of the request for participation in the PPH
pilot program need not to sufficiently correspond to the claims indicated as

patentable/allowable in the SIPO application.

(d) The JPO has not begun examination of the application at the time of request for the
PPH.

2. Documents to be submitted
Documents (a) to (d) below must be submitted by attaching to “The Explanation of Circumstances

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

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

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

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

The applicant does not have to submit copies of the office actions when those documents

are provided via SIPO’s dossier access system?. If they cannot be obtained by the JPO

2 http‘//cpquery.sipo.gov.cn/




Part I PPH using the national work products from the SIPO

examiner via the SIPO’s dossier access system, the applicant may be notified and
requested to provide them.

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

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

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

(c) Copies of references cited by the SIPO examiner
The documents to be submitted are those cited in the above-mentioned office actions.
Documents which are only referred to as references and consequently do not consist of
the reasons for refusal do not have to be submitted.
If the references are patent documents, the applicant doesn’t have to submit them
because the JPO usually possesses them. When the JPO does not possess the patent
document, the applicant has to submit the patent document at the examiner’s request.
Non-patent literature must always be submitted. The translations of the references are

unnecessary.

(d) Claim correspondence table
The applicant requesting PPH must submit a claim correspondence table, which indicates
how all claims in the JPO application sufficiently correspond to the patentable/allowable
claims in the SIPO application.
When claims are just literal translation, the applicant can just write down that “they are the
same” in the table. When claims are not just literal translation, it is necessary to explain the

sufficient correspondence of each claim based on the criteria 1. (c) (Please refer to the

3 http‘//cpquery.sipo.gov.cn/




Part I PPH using the national work products from the SIPO

Example form).
When the applicant has already submitted above documents (a) to (d) to the JPO through

simultaneous or past procedures, the applicant may incorporate the documents by reference
and does not have to attach them.

3. Example of “The Explanation of Circumstances Con cerning Accelerated

Examination” for filing request for an accelerated examination under the PPH
pilot program

(1) Circumstances

When an applicant files a request for an accelerated examination under the PPH pilot program
to the JPO, an applicant must submit a request form “The Explanation of Circumstances
Concerning Accelerated Examination” based on the procedure prescribed in “the Guidelines of

the Accelerated Examination and Appeal™.

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

written.

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

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

(2) Documents to be submitted
The applicant must list all required documents mentioned above 2. in an identifiable way, even

when applicant omits to submit certain documents.
(3) Notice
Please refer to the example of the form of “The Explanation of Circumstances Concerning

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

Note that in the case of paper procedure, the pendency period (the period between the request for
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PPH and the first office action) tends to be longer than on-line procedure.

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

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

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

applicant can request the PPH again.

4 http://www.jpo.go.jp/torikumi/t_torikumi/souki/pdf/iv3souki/guideline.pdf
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Example form of “The Explanation of Circumstances Concerning Accelerated Examination”

(E%2)] RAEEICRTOERGHE

| Thename of thispaper

H?.@E_] ____________ 58 _E&QQ% O0AO00H ____ \ Bibliographical items
| Date of filing :

(bTH]  WHTRER

: Destination

EXOELD

(HFEES] B8 0000—000000

(1RiEE)
[(EAES] 000000000
(EFXIEER] OOROOMOTE
[E£&X(F£F] OO000O0

i The name and address of who submit this E

[RIEA]
[(FAES] 000000000
(EFXIEER] OOROOMOTE
[K£&X(F£#] OO OO

_______________________________________________________________________________

1. =t

AHBEEITEERMEEER~DLREGFFEEES PO0O00—00000) %/ EHICEI(EL
*Ea);%gﬁﬁﬁﬁtﬁ'éﬂjﬁﬁ'@?ﬁ")s BB BRNIIARTTOISLICE K RHBEOHRFEEXTID
DTHB,

Circumstances

L1

i This application is an application validly claiming the priority under the Paris
' Convention to the corresponding SIPO application (the application number is
' 000000000), and the accelerated examination is requested under the PPH pilot

T O

LUTFIZEWT, I5I RIS 1& &, THEE—ZF . OV E2—3 YA TR KFEE (5B 11 &)
AVEA—2T—FTUFv]. F 2 iR XA REFEE 1985 F 11 B.p. 123 - 1271TH 5,

_______________________________________________________________________________

, In what follows, “non-patent literaturel” is “Yoichi Muraoka, Lecture of Computer '
. Science (vol. 11) computer architecture, 2nd edition, Sc1entlst com, Nov. 1985,
| p.123-127.”

t <In case of on-line procedure>

NJ If the name of the document is long (over than 50 letters), it is impossible to
write it down directly to the column “[#44])” Please write down the full
name of the document in the column “[ REAEEIZE Y 45F1FHA]” and name it
properly. Then write the name in the column “[##4 4]




Part I PPH using the national work products from the SIPO

(RHEZEHT 5%H)
(2) hEHREICHLTSIASn=hEHFEAFR000005 2%k
(a) HICHEHFEICHLTEIASh-BARERFFFE000005 24K

List up the documents which can be

omitted to submit

(Documents to be omitted to submit)
(The name of the document) Cited reference of the corresponding SIPO application:
Chinese Publication of application 0000000

(The name of the document) Cited reference of the corresponding SIPO application:
Japan Patent publication of application 0000000

_______________________________________________________________________________

— ~==—__| List up the documents to be

R e e e T | submitted

(##£] PEHBREALROFREOHIGERE TS ET |
(2] SISHEHREICH T S BB DE-—RBEERBENEDELRUZ DR

1
(2] i RE R T prrtErr Bk B H OBHFEES LV L OBRK 1
(48] S EHE TR TSRS N AREOELRUZOMRY 1
CLERIERT TS C

' (The name of the document) The table to explain how the claims indicated as allowable in E
I the SIPO sufficiently correspond to the claims in the JPO application 1 !
i (The name of the document) Copy and translation of the First Notice of the Opinion on |
' Examination in the SIPO on (date) 1 i
! (The name of the document) Copy and translation of grant in the SIPO on (date) 1 !
i (The name of the document) Copy and translation of the claims indicated patentable in !
i the report on the state of the art and written opinion in the SIPO on (date) 1 i

(The name of the document) Cited non patent literature 1




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

accompanying sheets at each attached document.

Use the same name as “[#1#4 )" under
‘Y0 B ]

(]

Attach the document here as image file or

text.

The table to explain how the claims indicated as allowable in the SIPO sufficiently
correspond to the claims in the JPO application

GE)
AHED | PEERMSEE AGERICET 534>k
BRI | BOHHARL S
| The | | _nf-3RIE
i claim | |1 The patentable | | Comments about the correspondence |
, in the 1 |! claim in the b e e e e e !
. JPO_1 [1SIPO !
1 1 MY L—LBRA—-T®HB.
| Both claims are thesame. | 5
2 "
3 MY L—LF, REPAEZRERA-—THD.
| Both claims are the same except the claim format. |
2 "
5 1 ERIES (L, #ET S SIPO HEEDHERE1ICAE NS
e EmLZs0THL,
i Claim 5 in the JPO adds feature A to Claim 1 in the i
swo i

X 1

Copy and translation of the First Notice of the Opinion on Examination in the SIPO on
(date) 1

Use the same name as “[###4])” under
“[IBHYHED B ]

(m&] Attach the copy of the document.

(8] xS SIPO HRAISH T S Frk Ak BT DRHABEL SV ETDFERX 1

[(RZ&E] | Attach the copy of the document.
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(4R] S PEHETRIFATRRSHIMESNFERBENDELRVZOFRI 1

Copy and translation of the claims indicated patentable in the report on the state of i
the art and written opinion in the SIPO on (date) 1

Attach the copy of the document.

(Y#2] 51FIEREF Tk

Attach the copy of the document.
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Part II PPH using the PCT international work products from the SIPO

Part Il
PPH using the PCT international work products from the SIPO

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

When filing a request for the PCT-PPH pilot program, an applicant must submit a request form
“The Explanation of Circumstances Concerning Accelerated Examination” based on the procedure
prescribed in “the Guidelines of the Accelerated Examination and Appeal*l. Under the PCT-PPH
pilot program, an applicant is not required to fill in the section “2. the disclosure of prior arts and
comparison between the claimed invention and prior art” in “The Explanation of Circumstances

Concerning Accelerated Examination”.

1. Requirements
The application which is filed with the JPO and on which the applicant files a request under the

PCT-PPH must satisfy the following requirements:

(1) The latest work product in the international ph ase of a PCT application corresponding
to the application (“international work product”), namely the Written Opinion of
International Search Authority (WO/ISA), the Writte n Opinion of International
Preliminary Examination Authority (WO/IPEA) or the International Preliminary
Examination Report (IPER), indicates at least one ¢ laim as patentable/allowable (from
the aspect of novelty, inventive steps and industri al applicability).
Note that the ISA and the IPEA which produced the WO/ISA, WO/IPEA and the IPER are
limited to the SIPO, but, if priority is claimed, the priority claim can be to an application in any
Office, see example A’ in Annex Il (application ZZ can be any national application).
The applicant cannot file a request under PCT-PPH on the basis of an International Search
Report (ISR) only.
In case any observation is described in Box VIII of WO/ISA, WO/IPEA or IPER which forms the
basis of a PCT-PPH request, the applicant must explain why the claim(s) is/are not subject to
the observation irrespective of whether or not an amendment is submitted to correct the
observation noted in Box VIII. The application will not be eligible for participating in PCT-PPH
pilot program if the applicant does not explain why the claim(s) is/are not subject to the
observation. In this regard, however, it does not affect the decision on the eligibility of the

application whether the explanation is adequate and/or whether the amendment submitted

1 http://www.jpo.go.jp/torikumi/t_torikumi/souki/pdf/v3souki/guideline.pdf
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overcomes the observation noted in Box VIII.

(2) The relationship between the application and th e corresponding international
application satisfies one of the following requirem ents:

(A) The application is a national phase application of the corresponding international
application. (See Figures A, A', and A”in Annex | )

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

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

(D) The application is a national application claim  ing foreign/domestic priority from
the corresponding international application. (See F igure D in Annex II)

(E) The application is the derivative application (  divisional application and application
claiming domestic priority etc.) of the application which satisfies one of the above
requirements (A) — (D). (See Figures E1 and E2in A nnex II)

(3) All claims on file, as originally filed orasa  mended, for examination under the PCT-PPH
must sufficiently correspond to one or more of thos e claims indicated to be
patentable/allowable in the latest international wo  rk product of the corresponding
international application.

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

In this regard, a claim that is narrower in scope occurs when a claim indicated to be
patentable/allowable in the latest international work product is amended to be further limited by
an additional feature that is supported in the specification (description and/or claims) of the
application.

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

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

12



Part II PPH using the PCT international work products from the SIPO

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

Any claims amended or added after the grant of the request for participation in the PCT-PPH
pilot program need not to sufficiently correspond to the claims indicated as

patentable/allowable in the latest international work product.

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

2. Documents to be submitted
The applicant must submit the following documents attached to the request form in filing a

request under PCT-PPH. Some of the documents may not be required to submit in certain

cases.

(1) A copy of the latest international work product which indicated the claims to be

patentable/allowable and their Japanese or English translations if they are not in
English.

In case the application satisfies the relationship 1.(2)(A), the applicant need not submit a copy
of the International Preliminary Report on Patentability (IPRP) and any English translations
thereof because a copy of these documents is already contained in the file-wrapper of the
application. In addition, if the copy of the latest international work product and the copy of the

"2 an applicant need not

translation are available via “PATENTSCOPE (registered trademark)
submit these documents, unless otherwise requested by the JPO.
(WO/ISA and IPER are usually available as “IPRP Chapter I” and “IPRP Chapter II”
respectively in 30 months after the priority date.)

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

examiner can request the applicant to resubmit translations.

(2) A copy of a set of claims which the latest inte  rnational work product of the
corresponding international application indicated t 0 be patentable/allowable and their
Japanese or English translations if they are not in English
If the copy of the set of claims which are indicated to be patentable/allowable is available via
“PATENTSCOPE (registered trademark)” (e.g. the international Patent Gazette has been

2 http://www.wipo.int/pctdb/en/index.jsp
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published), an applicant need not submit this document unless otherwise requested by the
JPO. Where the set of claims is written in Chinese, the translations thereof must be still
submitted by the applicant. Machine translations will be admissible, but if it is impossible for
the examiner to understand the outline of the translated claims due to insufficient translation,

the examiner can request the applicant to resubmit translations.

(3) A copy of references cited in the latest intern  ational work product of the international
application corresponding to the application.
Documents which are only referred to as references and consequently do not consist of the
reasons for refusal do not have to be submitted.
If the reference is a patent document, the applicant is not required to submit it. In case the JPO
has difficulty in obtaining the document, however, the applicant may be asked to submit it.
Non-patent literature must always be submitted. Translations of cited references are

unnecessary.

(4) A claims correspondence table which indicates h ow all claims in the application
sufficiently correspond to the claims indicated to be patentable/allowable.
When claims are just literal translation, the applicant can just write down that “they are the
same” in the table. When claims are not just literal translation, it is necessary to explain the
sufficient correspondence of each claim based on the criteria 1. (3) (Please refer to the

Example form below).
When an applicant has already submitted the above mentioned documents (1) - (4) to the JPO
through simultaneous or past procedures, the applicant may incorporate the documents by

reference and is thus not required to attach the documents.

3. Example of “The Explanation of Circumstances Con cerning Accelerated

Examination” for filing request for an accelerated examination under the
PCT-PPH pilot program
(1) Circumstances

The applicant must indicate that the application is included in (A) to (E) of 1. (2), and that the
accelerated examination is requested under the PCT-PPH pilot program. The application
number(s) of the corresponding international application(s) also must be written.

In case any observation is described in Box VIII of WO/ISA, WO/IPEA or IPER which forms
the basis of a PCT-PPH request, the applicant must explain why the claim(s) is/are not

subject to the observation.

14
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(2) Documents to be submitted
The applicant must list all required documents mentioned above 2. in an identifiable way, even

when applicant omits to submit certain documents.
(3) Notice

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

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

Note that in the case of paper procedure, the pendency period (the period between the request

for PPH and the first office action) tends to be longer than on-line procedure.

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

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

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

applicant can request the PPH again.

3 http://www.jpo.go.jp/torikumi/t_torikumi/souki/pdf/iv3souki/guideline.pdf
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Example form of “The Explanation of Circumstances Concerning Accelerated Examination”
(Example of the request based on the claims indicat  ed patentable/allowable in the IPER)

(E%2)] RAEEICRTOERGHE

| Thename of thispaper

H?.#E_]_ I & _E’_E_O_in_ O0A00H ____ \ Bibliographical items
| Date of filing :

(bTH]  WHTRER

: Destination

EXIOELS

(HFEES] B8 0000—000000

(fRH#&]
(EIEE=) 000000000
(FRAXIEERT] ocoRoomoTH
[K&XIEZFR] ooooo

i The name and address of who submit this E

[RIEA]
[(FAFES] 000000000
(FFAXIEERT] ocoBoomoTH
[&%Xli%ﬁ-‘] OO0 0O

_______________________________________________________________________________

1. =

AHEEIZERHEE (HEEE PCT/CNOOOO/000000) DERBITHETHY . FEFBE/N\1YT
MIZEHKBYPEEDHBEEFTIDTHS,

LERHEIC OV TERE P HEE#BALLTOTEERNBEERINMERL-ERFHERIR
EIZHEWT, FIFE RO LS TR L DRI A BATRESN TLVS,

' 1. Circumstances

i This application is a national phase application of a PCT international application
! (the application number is PCT/CN0000/000000), and the accelerated examination
i is requested under the PPH program.

i The IPER issued by the SIPO as an IPEA indicates at least one claim to be
' allowable.

(RHEZEEET 5%H)
(g) g~ A*B A O G ERHEICN TS IPER DELEIUEDFIERX
(-2) A ERRERRY TR ERY LHiSn L —LDEL
(%) WG ERRHREICH LTI ASh = REREF 500000052404k
(%) G ERREREICH LTI ASh =B RERFFE0000005 4%,
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List up the documents which can be \

i (Documents to be omitted to submit)

! (The name of the document) Copy and its translation of IPER on (date)

i (The name of the document) Copy of the claims indicated patentable in the latest
i international work product of the corresponding PCT international application WO
' 0000/000000
i (The name of the document) Cited reference of the corresponding PCT
i international application: United States Publication of application 0000000

' (The name of the document) Cited reference of the corresponding PCT
! international application: Japan Patent publication of application 0000000

omitted to submit i

UTIZEWT, TSI IS XE 1 1& &, THEE—F . OV E1—3 YA IR KRFHEE(F 11 &)
AVEA—RT7—FTIUF v, F 2. %kAEERFFEHE, 1985 F 11 A.p. 123 -127]TH 5.

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

P123127§ _________________

<In case of on-line procedure>

If the name of the document is long (over than 50 letters), it is impossible to
write it down directly to the column “[¥)#4])” Please write down the full
name of the document in the column “[ REIEE(ICBI I 5FFERAA]” and name it
properly. Then write the name in the column “[¥{44]”

(B VI RIZEESIN-ERICDOWLTOIREA)

T VI RRIZIE, FBERIB7IEBEHEICL O THAICEMFTEINTWVEWEDERMNEH INTINS, £
CT.EEKRIB7IZ XXX OEMHEHEZEML TR ET SHIEEITo=D T, FHERE7IXHMEICLHT
+HIZEfFITON=EBHET S,

(Explanation why the claim(s) is/are not subject to the observation noted in Box VIII )

There 1s an observation noted in the Box VIII that claim 7 is not supported by the
description. Claim 7 is amended to be further limited by an additional feature XXX.
Therefore we assume that amended claim 7 is supported by the description.

RbwoBEEl
i The list of submitted documents |

The table to explain how the claims indicated as allowable in the international
phase sufficiently correspond to the claims in the JP application 1

Translation of the claims indicated patentable in the latest international work
product of the corresponding PCT international application 1

e N SN R R e e N N R e e e R N R e e e e e

List up the documents to be

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

accompanying sheets at each attached document.

Use the same name as “[###4])” under
“[IBHYHED BEX]”

—| Attach the document here as image file or |
e N e
| The list of attached documents :
[(#r2] EREBEALBOBRAONEREIEm
i The table to explain how the claims indicated as allowable in the international
| phase sufficiently correspond to the claims in the JPO application =
)
AHEED | EREERRS AT AE SHBERICET 534 2k
R & ENF-EERIE
| The ! | The allowable |
claim | ! claim  in  the | Comments about the correspondence |
! in the 1 | international phase e .
VJPO v ]
1 1 MYV LEE-THB. .
. Both claims are the same. | 5
2 "
3 1 WY L—LlE, BEMAZREEA-—THDL.
| Both claims are the same except the claim format. _|
2 "
5 1 HORIES (E. ERSBRBEOERIE 112 A &£ 0S5 HfiEE
fAmL-d0THd,
i Claim 5 in the JPO has additional feature A on the i
| Claim 1in the international phase. 5
6 5 My VLR THB. .
. Both claims are the same. | ’
7 7 ERIE 7 1%, ERRERFEDEERIE 7 12 XXX & LS HiffTaoss
BefmLi0oTHd,
i Claim 7 in the JPO has additional feature XXX on i
| Claim 7in the international phase. 5
(2] SFEREEMTHTERY LTSN — LR 1
| Translation of the claims indicated patentable in the latest international work |
| product of the corresponding PCT international application1
[(RZE] | Attach the copy of the document.

CEZARENEERSE S €4 Use the same name as “[#44])” under
| Non-patent literaturel | RO B 7).
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A case meeting requirement (a) (i)
- Paris route -

SIPO —:—{ Patentable/Allowable ‘

application !
! Priority
1 claim
1
1
1

4
JPO application I iﬁq;:;t

- PCT route -

e A case meeting requirement (a) (i)

SIPO .4{ Patentable/Allowable ‘
application : \

| Priority
! claim
! JPO DO Request
\2 application for PPH
PCT
application
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A case meeting requirement (a) (i)

SIPO
application

- Paris route, Domestic priority -

riority

v

Domestic
[=]

| SIPO application ———— Patentable/Allowable |

A case not meeting requirement (a)

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

XX application

A2

Priority
claim

| JPO application I_

=

Request
for PPH

T
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1

\4

A

Priority
claim

| SIPO application H Patentable/Allowable ‘

Priority
claim

| JPO application |

XX : the office other than the SIPO

20

Request
for PPH




A case not meeting requirement (a)

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

XX application

' Priority

| ; claim

. v

| SIPO — Patentable/Allowable

i application
Prio.rity : JPO DO Request
claim - ¢ application for PPH

PCT

application

XX : the office other than the SIPO

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

SIPO application I |

‘ Patentable/Allowable ‘

Priority
claim

Priority

T
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1 .
] claim
1

1

1

v v
I

ZZ application

JPO application |

ZZ : any office

21

Request
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A case meeting requirement (a) (i)
- Paris route & divisional application -

SIPO application l.—{ Patentable/Allowable ‘

1

: Priority
1 claim
\ 2

| JPO application I

1
1
1
1
1 Divisional
1

1

\4
1 Request
JPO application | for PPH

A case meeting requirement (a) (i)

- PCT route -
SIPO
application
: Priority
i claim
| SIPO DO —{ Patentable/Allowable ‘
\4 application
PCT .
application :
JPO DO Request
application for PPH
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A case meeting requirement (a) (ii)

- Direct PCT route -
SIPO DO
application —{ Patentable/Allowable ‘
PCT .
application JPO DO Request
. o application
Without priority claim

for PPH

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

SIPO DO

PCT

application

application

Without priority claim

1
1 Priority
\:, claim

JPO application I

—‘ Patentable/Allowable ‘

Request

23

for PPH




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

PCT
application

Without priority claim

JPO DO

application

Priority

Request
for PPH

ﬁ Patentable/Allowable

claim SlP_O D,O

v application
PCT .
application :

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

PCT

application

1
Without priority claim |

1

| Priority

, claim
v

SIPO DO
application

—{ Patentable/Allowable ‘

PCT

application

JPO DO
application

Request
for PPH

24
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A case not meeting requirement (d)
- Examination has begun before a request for PPH -

SIPO application |——————— Patentable/Allowable

I

1

i Priority
1 claim
I

I

I

U

v First office Request
JPO application l— action
(examination) for PPH
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(A) The application is a national phase application
of the corresponding international application.

PCT

RO/--

ISA/SIPO

OK

— DO/IPO |——{ PPH |

IPEA/SIPO

b

DO

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

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

ZZ Application

ZZ=any office

Priority
Claim

PCT
RO/--

ISA/SIPO
IPEA/SIPO

OK

—{ D0/IPO |——{ PPH |

26

DO

b



(A”) The application is a national phase applicati  on of
the corresponding international application.

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

PCT
Priority O K

Claim
IPER — DO/PO |—— PPH |

PCT ISA/SIPO DO
RO/-- IPEA/SIPO

- - - === =

b

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

OK

JPO Application | . PPH

i Priority
! Claim
WO |
: IPER
v

PCT ISA/SIPO

RO/-- IPEA/SIPO
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(C) The application is a national phase application of an
international application claiming priority from th e
corresponding international application.

—— DO/JPO |—— PPH |

DO

PCT ISA/SIPO
RO/-- | 1 | IPEA/SIPO
i Priority
. Claim
v
PCT Mo 1
RO ISA/--

b

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

PCT
RO/--

ISA/SIPO
IPEA/SIPO

1 Priority Claim

JPO Application |

28
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(E1) The application is a divisional application of
an application which satisfies the requirement (A).

PCT ISA/SIPO

RO/-- IPEA/SIPO

Divisional
application
JPO Application | — PPH |

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

OK

| JPO Application I

Priority
Claim

i Domestic
! Priority
! Claim

wO
IPER

PCT
RO/--

ISA/SIPO
IPEA/SIPO

| JPO Application |—| PPH |
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