Part I PPH using the national work products from the CNIPA

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

The pilot period of this PPH pilot program commenced on November 1, 2011 and ending on
October 31, 2023. The pilot period may be extended if necessary until the CNIPA and JPO receive
the sufficient number of PPH requests to adequately assess the feasibility of PPH program.

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

program is terminated.

Part |
PPH using the national work products from the CNIPA

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

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

Concerning Accelerated Examination”.

1. Requirements
(a) Both the JPO application on which PPH is requested and the CNIPA application(s)

forming the basis of the PPH request shall have the same earliest date (whether this

be a priority date or a filing date).

For example, the JPO application (including PCT national phase application) may be
either:

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

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

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

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

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

(Case IV) a PCT national phase application where both the JPO application and the
CNIPA application(s) are derived from a common PCT international application

having no priority claim (an example is provided in ANNEX I, Figure K).

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

(a) Decision to Grant a Patent,

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

(c) Decision of Refusal,

(d) Reexamination Decision, and

(e) Invalidation Decision.
Claims are also “determined to be allowable/patentable” in the following circumstances: If
the CNIPA office action does not explicitly state that a particular claim is
patentable/allowable, the applicant must include explanation accompanying the request for
participation in the PPH pilot program that no rejection has been made in the CNIPA office
action regarding that claim, and therefore, the claim is deemed to be patentable/allowable
by the CNIPA.
For example, if claims are not shown in the item of “6. the Opinion on the Conclusion of
Examination (GE#MUFERRIER R) about Claims (FEFIZ k) in the “First Notice of the
Opinion on Examination(;—¥ 3 B HLisA15E)” or “5. the Opinion on the Conclusion of
Examination (5% A0 mEE H) about Claims (MFZE:k#E)” in the “Second/Third!...
Notice of the Opinion on Examination(5§ k& #& FLif%iE)” of the CNIPA, those claims
may be deemed to be implicitly identified to be patentable/allowable and then the applicant

must include the above explanation.
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(c) All claims in the JPO application (for which an accelerated examination under the

(d)

(e)

PPH pilot program is requested) must sufficiently correspond to one or more of
those claims determined to be patentable/allowable in the CNIPA.

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

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

Any claims amended or added after the grant of the request for participation in the PPH
pilot program need not to sufficiently correspond to the claims indicated as
patentable/allowable in the CNIPA application.

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

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

the time of the PPH request or previously.

2. Documents to be submitted

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

Concerning Accelerated Examination”.

Note that even when it is not needed to submit documents below, the name of the documents

must be listed in “The Explanation of Circumstances Concerning Accelerated Examination”

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

(a

Copies of all office actions (which are relevant to substantial examination for
patentability in the CNIPA), which were sent for the corresponding application by the
CNIPA, and translations of them.
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Either Japanese or English is acceptable as translation language. Machine translation will
be admissible, but if it is impossible for the examiner to understand the outline of the
translated office action due to insufficient translation, the examiner can request the
applicant to resubmit translations.

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

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

now.

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

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

(c) Copies of references cited by the CNIPA examiner

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

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

unnecessary.

(d) Claim correspondence table

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

When claims are just literal translation, the applicant can just write down that “they are the
same” in the table. When claims are not just literal translation, it is necessary to explain the
sufficient correspondence of each claim based on the criteria 1. (c) (Please refer to the

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

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

3. Example of “The Explanation of Circumstances Concerning Accelerated

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

(1) Circumstances

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

the Accelerated Examination and Appeal™.

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

be written.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

applicant can request the PPH again.

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

(E%2)] RAEEICRTOERGHE

| Thename of thispaper

H?.#E_]_ e - :"L_'}F_IJ_QQ% O0AO00H ____ \ Bibliographical items
| Dateof filing :

(bTH]  WETRER

| Destination

EXOELS

(HFEES] B8 0000—000000

(1REE)
[(FAES] 000000000
(EFXIEER] OOROOMOTE
[E£&X(F£#] OO000O0

i The name and address of who submit this E

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

(EREEICET SF1FEHA]

N R e N N e R e e Y e N R e e e e e

The explanation of circumstances concerning accelerated examination [

1. B1F
BEBENAITAIZEICRPBEDBHELIT,
AHFAIEPEERIFEER~ O X HFE (FFEFHEEFE S 000000000000. 0) % /\) FHIZHE
HKELAEOEBEREETIEBETHD BZPERRBEICHL T, FEERMBEERICKYIFF
M S@EMELNFKITINTLS,

1. Circumstances

E The accelerated examination is requested under the PPH program.

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

_______________________________________________________________________________
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UTICEWT, M5 AR X1 | &S THREF—ZF . [OVE1— 3 ATV RAKREHEEE 11 5)
AVEA—RT—FTOF v F 2R BRXSERRFEE 1985 F 11 B.p. 123 - 1271 TH 5.

_______________________________________________________________________________

, In what follows, “non-patent literaturel” is “Yoichi Muraoka, Lecture of Computer E
i Science (vol.11) computer architecture, 2nd edition, Scientist com, Nov. 1985, |
' p.123-127.7 ;

<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 “[#44])” Please write down the full
name of the document in the column “[ REAEEICEE T 5F1FFA)” and name it
properly. Then write the name in the column “[¥{44]”

(20 B %) < ~=—__| List up the documents to be
E b

————————————————————————————————————————— | submitted

(4] PPH BEEZE 1

(4] »*Ex BB DE—RBEERBHMNEDHR 1
(8] G Bxx BT DS EFEMF SBMZEDFIERT 1
(R ] $SFrTReEHIMSN =B RIEBDEIER 1

(4] 5IAIESEFCEkT 1

______________________________________________________________________________________

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

0000000 1
3 (The name of the document) Cited non patent literaturel 1

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

accompanying sheets at each attached document.

Use the same name as “[#114)” under
‘(RO B ]

(A i)

[(¥11442]) PPH HZEE
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Attach the document here as image file or

text.

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

A EB5EEl (Bibliographic  Data)

HEEES  (Application Number) |ﬁﬁ0000_000000

B. hEFHE (Request)

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

SEATIT
(EFEAEHE X IERT HEEHEAEE L) P EERMAEER (CNIPA)
(Office of Earlier Examination (OEE))

B EREEOZEREEFE (PPHXEPPH MOTTAINAD
STFOEEEELR (National /Regional Office Action(s))

(ORE Workc Produsts Typed O PCTEIRBREREMERF (PCT—PPH)
(WO-ISA, WO-IPEA or IPER)

BT ONG L EE @R EES ST [000000000000.0 |
(OEE Application Number)
{Incl. PCT Apchication Mumbsr) | |

C. HEEHN (Required Documents)

L EITFOAT74RT7H2a>OEL, R U, TOFRI
(OEE Work Products and, if required, Translations)

L O%FFOAT4RT2LavOELERATS
(A copy of OEE work products is attached: or)
B YT FOER-LRATLRIZPATENTSCOPEIZE VT, A7 A7V a3V DIERARBEh TS
(The office is requested to retrieve documents via the Dossier Access System or PATENTSCOPE)

2 W LR OBFRENERBOMAXERTTE
(A translation of documents in 1 in a language accepted by the Office is attached; or)
ORI FOER- VAT LRIEZPATENTSCOPEIZHSNT., £E1. DEFBHRSRMBII TN
(The office is requested to retrieve documents via the Dossier Access System or PATENTSCOPE)

IL BfTFICE 5455 e aARE., RU . TOERI
(Patentable/Allowable Claims Determined by OEE and, if required, Translations)

3. O ZATFHREICEWN T TRELHIEN -2 ERBEOELERMTT S
(A copy of all claims determined to be patentable/allowable by OEE is attached; or)

BRI POEX- VAT LRIEPATENTSCOPEIZH T, HEFARELH SN - 2FREOBERMSMRESA TS
(The office is requested to retrieve documents via the Dossier Access System or PATENTSCOPE)

4 W LE3 OBFRBXIEFBORRIERMTTS
(A translation of documents in 3 in a language accepted by the Office is attached; or)
ORI PR VAT LXIEPATENTSCOPEIZEINT, £33, OEEMRASRHEIA TS
(The office is requested to retrieve documents via the Dossier Access System or PATENTSCOPE)

II. 5| FA3C#HEE (Documents Cited in OEE Work Products (if required))

5 M SIREEHFXEHERNTS

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

O 51 FAEREr Xt 5| At oL

(No references cited
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V. EORHEEFOERDEXT (Previously submitted documents)

6. O ERICBVTIHERFTBIEFvILE-BEDOSS, RICREL-FHEERTS

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

(EAFOATR7 223> OEL, BT, ZORRK)

(EITFICET R A SERE. RU. E0OHRD)

(51 R IERe 5F 3CHR)

V. BREYEERT 5294 1XE2 <) (List of names of documents submitted)
RHNEERICHTLIERGHAESICEREOLBY.,

VI. BHEZHKB T 59H (List of names of documents omitted for submission)

(RITFOAT1RT7223vDEL, RU . TOFRD)

PocofF00A00E E—REEERBANENEL |

|ooooﬁooﬁ 00B {1 HFFEMTEEMEOSL |

(EITFICET SR A RS KE. RU . EOFHRD)

[ % #F 30000000005 BF ¥R B |

(51 A% EFXik)

|7 B 4% 5% 11 4 B 50000000005 43 4R |

[3# %5 ¥ 1 3.0000,/0000000 512 3R |

D. A RE@Ox GBI (Claims Correspondence)

B EfITORHRLEEFRRETRIC—HID
(FERIEOHIRE, B, BUEZ AR FHREOXESTEI—KT D)

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

O FFREO R EER (L, LT DFIZELH (Claims correspondence is explained in the following table)

LD FRIE FATToH L#EkE HIGMFBCHAT 304 (EHRo M EEAET 218 E8E. DAV MRISHET
(Application Claims) (Corresponding OEE ZEEBESLIEHL TFIL,)
claims) (Explanation regarding the correspondence)

E.RBE. FRHEERSOZEWH(ERERICE T H2ER) ST 2RHA
(explaining any Box VII observations of WO/ISA, WO/IPEA or IPER)

HEREAXIZKE AN (Name(s) of applicant(s) or representative(s))
BHEEICR Y 2B ERAEICREBOLEY,

{2 A (Date)
BHEEICHT 2B ERAFICREOLELY.,

12153 (Signature(e) of the applicant/representative)
BEHEEICATHEESRAEICRBEOLEY.,

10
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(#R] Fe BB FOE—REEERBMNEDHE

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

2] ek BxxB i DI EENR 5 BN EOBRy | CEHUEOBE]”

Attach the copy of the document.

(8] 51REREFCRRT

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

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

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

Concerning Accelerated Examination”.

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

PCT-PPH must satisfy the following requirements:

(1) The latest work product in the international phase of a PCT application corresponding
to the application (“international work product”), namely the Written Opinion of
International Search Authority (WOI/ISA), the Written Opinion of International
Preliminary Examination Authority (WO/IPEA) or the International Preliminary
Examination Report (IPER), indicates at least one claim as patentable/allowable (from
the aspect of novelty, inventive steps and industrial applicability).

Note that the ISA and the IPEA which produced the WO/ISA, WO/IPEA and the IPER are
limited to the CNIPA, but, if priority is claimed, the priority claim can be to an application in any
Office, see example A’ in Annex Il (application ZZ can be any national application).

The applicant cannot file a request under PCT-PPH on the basis of an International Search
Report (ISR) only.

In case any observation is described in Box VIII of WO/ISA, WO/IPEA or IPER which forms the
basis of a PCT-PPH request, the applicant must explain why the claim(s) is/are not subject to
the observation irrespective of whether or not an amendment is submitted to correct the
observation noted in Box VIII. The application will not be eligible for participating in PCT-PPH
pilot program if the applicant does not explain why the claim(s) is/fare not subject to the
observation. In this regard, however, it does not affect the decision on the eligibility of the

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

1 https://www.jpo.go.jp/system/laws/rule/guideline/patent/document/index/guideline.pdf
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overcomes the observation noted in Box VIII.

(2) The relationship between the application and the corresponding international
application satisfies one of the following requirements:

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

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

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

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

(E) The application is the derivative application (divisional application and application
claiming domestic priority etc.) of the application which satisfies one of the above
requirements (A) — (D). (See Figures E1 and E2 in Annex Il)

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

patentable/allowable in the latest international work product.

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

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

time of the PCT-PPH request or previously.

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

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

cases.

(1) A copy of the latest international work product which indicated the claims to be
patentable/allowable and their Japanese or English translations if they are not in
English.

In case the application satisfies the relationship 1.(2)(A), the applicant need not submit a copy
of the International Preliminary Report on Patentability (IPRP) and any English translations
thereof because a copy of these documents is already contained in the file-wrapper of the
application. In addition, if the copy of the latest international work product and the copy of the
translation are available via “PATENTSCOPE (registered trademark)”, an applicant need not
submit these documents, unless otherwise requested by the JPO.

(WO/ISA and IPER are usually available as “IPRP Chapter I’ and “IPRP Chapter II”
respectively in 30 months after the priority date.)

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

examiner can request the applicant to resubmit translations.

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

corresponding international application indicated to be patentable/allowable and their

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

If the copy of the set of claims which are indicated to be patentable/allowable is available via
“PATENTSCOPE (registered trademark)” (e.g. the international Patent Gazette has been
published), an applicant need not submit this document unless otherwise requested by the
JPO. Where the set of claims is written in Chinese, the translations thereof must be still
submitted by the applicant. Machine translations will be admissible, but if it is impossible for
the examiner to understand the outline of the translated claims due to insufficient translation,

the examiner can request the applicant to resubmit translations.

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

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

Example form below).

When an applicant has already submitted the above mentioned documents (1) - (4) to the JPO
through simultaneous or past procedures, the applicant may incorporate the documents by
reference and is thus not required to attach the documents.

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

(1) Circumstances

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

number(s) of the corresponding international application(s) also must be written.

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

subject to the observation.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

applicant can request the PCT-PPH again.

3 https://www.jpo.go.jp/system/laws/rule/guideline/patent/document/index/guideline.pdf
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Example form of “The Explanation of Circumstances Concerning Accelerated Examination”
(Example of the request based on the claims indicated patentable/allowable in the IPER)

(E%2)] RAEEICRTOERGHE

| Thename of thispaper

H?.#E_]_ e - :"L_'}?P_QQ% O0RO00H ____ \ Bibliographical items
| Dateof filing :

(bTH]  WHTRER

: Destination

EXOELS

(B EEES] PCT/XX0000/000000
(HREEDOX7] 45EF

(IR %]
(FEAES] 000000000
[FATXIEEFR] ocoBoomoTH
[K&XIEZFR] ooooo

i The name and address of who submit this E

CGEEDN)|
[(EAES] 000000000
(EFFXIEEFR]  coBootioTH j
[&%Xli%ﬁ-‘] 00 0O

_______________________________________________________________________________

1. =

BEBENAITAIZEICRPBEDBHELIT,

AHFEL. EHEE(HEEEES PCT/XX0000/000000) DEIRNMTHETHY . LXE M HEEED
B EERDERICHLTE. P EERNBEERNMERL-RHERERBER RSO THESSSR
YEDHIERABATREINTINS,

1. Circumstances

i The accelerated examination is requested under the PPH program.

i This application is a national phase application of a PCT international application
i (the application number is PCT/XX0000/000000), and the latest work product has
! been issued by CNTPA.
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UTICEWT, M5 AR X1 | &S THEFE—ZF Q13 A TV RAKREHEE(E 1 5)
AVEA—2T—FTIFv] . E 2R HRASAERMFEE 1985 £ 11 A, p. 123- 127 TH%,
 In what follows, “non-patent literaturel” is “Yoichi Muraoka, Lecture of Computer |

i Science (vol.11) computer architecture, 2nd edition, Scientisk com, Nov. 1985, i
| p.123-127. !

______________________________________________________________________________

<In case of on-line procedure>

If the name of the document is long (over than 50 letters), it is impossible to
write it down directly to the column “[¥)#4])” Please write down the full
name of the document in the column “[ REABEICEE Y 5F1FEEA)” and name it
properly. Then write the name in the column “[¥){44]”

HI-?%_H_:I'F_%_{&_F_O_)E_?_%_] ___________________________ , List up the documents to be
| The list of submitted documents ! submitted
4] PPH SR E 1 D

<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.

[%@_ﬁ_’r_@_{fﬂ _________________________________ . | Use the same name as “[##&]” under
. The list of attached documents D o E8)

(tra] PPHEEE
! PPH request form ' ()

W\T’é]
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Attach the document here as image file or

text.

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

A BEEE (Bibliographic Data)

HEEES  (Application Number) PCT/XX0000,/000000

B. »EFIE (Request)

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

FATFT
(ERAEHEY IERTREE/EEET) hEERMBEER (CNIPA)
(Office of Earlier Examination (QEE))

O BREEOEEEREFIA(PPHR(EPPH MOTTAINAI)
AAFOEERERR (National/Regional Office Action(s))

(OEE Werk Beatkicta Tyia) W PCTEIRRERRS AL W% FIf (PCT—PPH)
(WO-ISA, WO-IPEA or IPER)

FATFO NG HEE S (DR HEES [PCT/XX0000/000000 |
(OEE Application Numbker)
(Incl. PCT Application Number) ‘ I

C. HEEH (Required Documents)

L &fTFDAT74XAT722a0DEL, RU., TOERX
(OEE Work Products and, if required, Translations)

L O%\AFOFI4RT7IavNELER TS
(A copy of OEE work products is attached; or)
B RFOIT-7H9ER D ATLARIEPATENTSCOPEIZE T, A 21 A7 73  DERMNMRHSh TLVS
(The office is requested to retrieve documents via the Dossier Access System or PATENTSCOPE)

2 0OLR. OBXREBEXIFHEBEOHRXERTTS
(A translation of documents in 1 in a language accepted by the Office is attached; or)
B FYI- 7oAV ATALARIEPATENTSCOPEIZE T, Eit1. ORERMRARBEh TS
(The office is requested to retrieve documents via the Dossier Access System or PATENTSCOPE)

I RFTFICE DRI AELFERE. RU. TOERX
(Patentable/Allowable Claims Determined by OEE and, if required, Translations)

3. O RATFHBEICEWTHEFTREL YIS h -2 RBEDOELEFTTD
(A copy of all claims determined to be patentable/allowable by OEE is attached; or)

BRI PRV ATLRIEPATENTSCOPEIZENT ., 5l A& E‘a“réhtﬁl*ﬁ@ﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁtéhn\%
(The office is requested to retrieve documents via the Dossier Access System or PATENTSCOPE)

4 M LEE3. OBRARBNIIHBOMRERTTS
(A translation of documents in 3 in a language accepted by the Office is attached; or)

OFYIT-7OVR D ATLXIZPATENTSCOPEIZELVT., LiE3. OEEBFRMFMRESATLS
(The office is requested to retrieve documents via the Dossier Access System or PATENTSCOPE)

II. SIAX#E (Documents Cited in OEE Work Products (if required))

5 W SRR XHERTTS

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

O 5IAFERaT Xt s | A Er Xk bl

(No references cited)

19




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

IV. 6 QIRHEFTOERDE TR (Previously submitted documents)

6. W ERICBVLTIRHTRIEFIvIL-BEDSS, KITRHEL-BELIERTS

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

(TR DAT1RAT22a2DEL., BU. TOERK)

[ |

(EATFISB R ATREGFHRE., RU. TORRN)

[EI/AB30000/000000%5 ABOBIR K ]

[(#F3) PCT/XX0000/000000F %0000 A 00 B 1 EIFR tH ERMIER ST IR tH ]

(51 FFEF T 3CHK)

| |

V. RBP4 (BT 594 X <) (List of names of documents submitted)
BHEEICEAILIERGAESICEROLELY,

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

(TR OAZ1RT7 923> DEL, BU. TOERN)

(00004200 A 00 B 1 OWO/ISADE L B UEDBIERS }

(EATFICE T HEEF ARG RE., RU. TORR)

[EIBEE 4 B 3E0000,/0000005 4 ¥R ]

(51 AR 3THK)

BB/ 800000005 A |

[P % 2% LB 4 B 550000000005 A 3R ]
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D. SERED ¥ K> B{E (Claims Correspondence)

O AT OEF i 2R RALERIT—HTH
GERIADHIRR. B, LUEZ LR FHFREOXELNRRI—HT D)

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

B FRBEORGEFREL., LLTFOFEIZERH (Claims correspondence is explained in the following table)

AHEOH KA KT O kA HIGRRICET 204V (RO BEERIGT 2BEE. DAV KT S
(Application  Claims) (Corresponding OEE HEHESS EHL TFSEWL,)
claims) (Explanation regarding the correspondence)

i 1 | | mEREEE—TH3 |
2 1B | Rz ERERORR A EREROR R AR EELD |
[ |l |58 |
B | | | mREEE—cHs ]
P 1B || R ERREORR RS AR EOR R RS ED |
l |l | |[c®3 l
5 | |8 | | AasREIEE—TH3 ]
6 16 | | oRe . ERREOR R A R ROR R (R UEE0 |
[ |l e |
7 [P | |mEERAEE—TH3 ]
] |B | | FAsRIES(E . EIRRERPEDIRIA | 02 EIFRERRE OB R BBICHEMS Tt |
l J|l | |oTas J
o ||B | | R0l . EFREEFE QR H 102 EFREFEOMR ROICHEME LS ]
l |l | |oTEs |
10 || | | R 1013 . EIRREXFEDRRIABICALL SR E ML L DTHE |

E.RRE. PREZERSOSWH(BEREERBISHTLER) IS HREA
(explaining any Box VIII observations of WO/ISA, WO/IPEA or IPER)

HEEA TR A (Name(s) of applicant(s) or representative(s))
BEEEICHTIBERAEICEROLEY.,

{2 8 (Date)
BHEEICHTIBERAEICEROELY,

2 3F (Signature(e) of the applicant/representative)
BHIEE T R RHRAFIEBOLEY.

(-] 5IRIFREFXEk

(M=) Use the same name as “[#1#4]” under
Attach the copy of the document. “[IBEEn BER)”
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i Priority
' claim

v | Request
JPO application | for PPH

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

CNIPA
application 4{ Patentable/Allowable \\

i Priority
1 claim
! JPO DO Request
v application for PPH
PCT
application
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A case meeting requirement (a) (1)

- PCT route, Domestic priority -

CNIPA
application

1

i Domestic
! Priority
\'4

CNIPA —{ Patentable/Allowable ‘

application

<______

Priority

claim

— Request
| JPO application I—— for PPH

N
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- Paris route -

JPO application

1

i

1

! Priority
' claim
1

1

1

1
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Request
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application
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A case meeting requirement (a) (I1)
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Request

JPO application |—

E Priority

! claim

v
PCT

for PPH

N

CNIPA
DO application

t——| Patentable/Allowable

application
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A case meeting requirement (a) (lI)

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

XX application

JPO application

Priority
claim
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CNIPA
application

—{ Patentable/Allowable ‘

Priority
claim

Request

XX : the office other than the CNIPA

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

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

XX application

T

|

|

|

i

|
\'4

—{ Patentable/Allowable

Request
for PPH

H Priority
i claim
i CNIPA
! application
Priority | JPO DO
claim v application
PCT
application

XX : the office other than the CNIPA
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A case meeting requirement (a) (1)
- Paris route & Complex priority -

application

i | ZZ application

1
| 1
| 1
Priority | | Priority
claim | 1 claim
i i
I

v v

CNIPA _,—‘ Patentable/Allowable |

JPO application

ZZ : any office
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A case meeting requirement (a) ()
- Paris route & divisional application -

CNIPA
application

.4{ Patentable/Allowable ‘

1
| Priority
i claim

\

| JPO application |

Divisional

<_________

JPO application I
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A case meeting requirement (a) (I)
- PCT route -

—{ Patentable/Allowable ‘

CNIPA
application .

E Priority

1 claim

! CNIPADO

\4 application

PCT
application .
JPO DO

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

- Direct PCT route -

PCT
application

CNIPADO
application

—— Patentable/Allowable |

Without priority claim

JPO DO
application

Request

for PPH
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A case meeting requirement (a) (Il)
- Direct PCT & Paris route -

CNIPADO
application

—{ Patentable/Allowable ‘

PCT
application

1
Without priority claim [ S
1

1

i Priority
i claim
\4

Request

JPO application

for PPH
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A case meeting requirement (a) (I1l)
- Direct PCT & PCT route -

CNIPADO —{ Patentable/Allowable ‘

application
PCT .
application | | :
Without priority claim E

\ Priorit
i claimy JPO DO Request

v application | | for PPH
PCT .
application :
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A case meeting requirement (a) (l1l)
- Direct PCT & PCT route -

PCT

application

1
Without priority claim :

1

: Priority

i claim

1

\4

CNIPADO
application

—{ Patentable/Allowable ‘

PCT
application

JPODO ||

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

CNIPA
application —.—{ Patentable/Allowable

1
1
I Priority
I claim

1

1

1

\4

JPO application

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

OK

— DO/JPO |—— PPH |

PCT

RO/--

ISA/CNIPA
IPEA/CNIPA

DO

b

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

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

ZZ Application

OK

Priority
Claim

WO ||
IPER DO/JPO PPH

PCT
RO/--

ISA/CNIPA
IPEA/CNIPA @I

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

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

PCT

PCT YVl

RO/-- ||SA- |
Priority O K
Claim

ISA/CNIPA

——— DO/MPO |—{PPH |

RO/--

IPEA/CNIPA

b

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

| JPO Application |

OK

PPH

Priority
Claim

[

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

PCT ISA/CNIPA
RO/-- | | IPEA/CNIPA
. Priority
. Claim
i DO/JPO PPH
PCT Mon |
ROJ-- | ISA-- | DO |

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

PCT ISA/CNIPA
RO/--| 1 |IPEA/CNIPA
| Priority Claim —
v
JPO Application I PPH
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(E1) The application is a divisional application of
an application which satisfies the requirement (A).

PCT

RO/--

ISA/CNIPA
IPEA/CNIPA

Divisional
application
JPO Application | — PPH |

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

| JPO Application I

i E Domestic
: ' Priority
' Priority ' Claim
 claim JI:’OA | PPH
! ication
| wo [JPOApp |
5 IPER
v
PCT ISA/CNIPA
RO/-- IPEA/CNIPA
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