Procedures to file a request to the Federal Servider Intellectual Property,
of the Russian Federation (ROSPATENT) for the PatetProsecution
Highway Pilot Programs (PPH and PCT-PPH) between th ROSPATENT
and the SIPO (State Intellectual Property Office bthe

P. R. China)

|. Patent Prosecution Highway Pilot Program

Where Rospatent is the Office of first filing (OFk)d the Russian application
contains claims that are determined to be patesfaldwable, the applicant
may request accelerated examination at the SIP@éocorresponding
application filed with the SIPO as the Office o€ard filing (OSF). The
procedures and requirements for filing a requett thie SIPO for participation
in the PPH pilot program will be available from tBHPO Web-site.

Where Rospatent is the OSF and the correspondplgaton filed with the
SIPO as the OFF contains claims that are determmbd patentable/allowable,
the applicant may request participation in the PiRét program in Rospatent
and petition to make the RU application specialeurtde PPH pilot program.
The procedures and requirements for filing a regmeRospatent for
participation in the PPH pilot program are setHdrélow.

The PCT-PPH pilot program was established to explamgotential of the PPH
pilot program and to enable an appligawho has received a Written Opinion
from an International Searching Authority (WO/ISA$A must be
ROSPATENT or SIPO), a Written Opinion from an Imi@ional Preliminary
Examining Authority (WO/IPEA) (IPEA must be ROSPANE or SIPO), or an
International Preliminary Examination Report (IPERZA) (IPEA must be
ROSPATENT or SIPO) from an International PrelimynBxamining Authority
to file a corresponding request to the Office af@wl Filing and a petition for
accelerated examination, allowing the Office of @&tLFiling to use the result
of the international search and examination.

ll. Trial Period for the PPH Pilot Program

The PPH pilot program will commence on 01.07.2042af period of one year
ending on 30.06.2013. The trial period may be aadrfor up to an additional
year if necessary to adequately assess the fetysdfithe PPH program. The
SIPO and the Rospatent will evaluate the resulte@pilot program to
determine whether and how the program should I ifaplemented after the
trial period. The Offices may also terminate thédR#ot program earlier if the
volume of participation exceeds manageable levdhroany other reason.
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Notice will be published if the PPH pilot progranilwe terminated before
30.06.2013

Part |
PPH using the national work products from the SIPO

Applicants can request accelerated examination fmgscribed procedure
including submission of relevant documents on apliegtion which is filed
with the Rospatent and satisfies the following regraents under the Rospatent-
SIPO Patent Prosecution Highway pilot program basethe SIPO application.

When filing a request for the PPH pilot programag@plicant must submit
a request form “The Explanation of Circumstancesid@oning Examination
under PPH Program”.

1. Requirements
(a) Both the Rospatent application on which PPH is requested and the

SIPO application(s) forming the basis of the PPH request shall have the

same earliest date (whether thisbe a priority date or a filing date).

For example, the Rospatent application (includigI Fhational phase
application) is either:

(Case I) an application which validly claims prigriunder the Paris
Convention from the SIPO national application/(sxamples are
provided in ANNEX I, Figure A, B, C), or

(Case Il) a national filed application which vajidtlaims priority under
the Paris Convention from a PCT application whi@s Imo priority
claims (example is provided in ANNEX [, Figure Dy,

(Case Ill) a PCT national phase application whae RCT international
application has validly claimed priority from thelP® national
application/(s) (example is provided in ANNEX |lgkre E), or

(Case IV) a PCT national phase application wheeeRET international
application has no priority claims (example is pded in ANNEX I,
Figure F)

(Case V) a PCT national phase application whereP@& international
application has validly claimed priority from theCP international
application which has no priority claims (exameprovided in
ANNEX I, Figure G)

(Case VI) a divisional of an application referredanhy of (1) to (V)
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(an example is provided in ANNEX I, Figure H).

(b) At least one corresponding application exists in the SI PO and has one or

more claims that are determined to be patentable/allowable by the S| PO.

Claims clearly identified to be patentable/alloveatnl the latest office action

at examination stage are able to be a base of wesedor an accelerated
examination under the PPH pilot program, even g #pplication, which
includes those claims is not granted for patentlj¢he SIPO office action does
not explicitly state that a particular claim isaallable, the applicant must
include a statement in the request for participatiothe PPH program or in the
transmittal letter accompanying the request foe fharticipation that no
rejection has been made in the SIPO office acteyanmding that claim, and
therefore the claim is deemed allowable/patentaypline SIPO.

(c) All claims on file, as originally filed or as amended, for examination

under the PPH must sufficiently correspond to one or more of those
claimsindicated as patentable/ allowable in the SIPO.

Claims are considered to “sufficiently corresponaVhere,
accounting for differences due to translations @adn format, the claims
in the Rospatent are of the same or similar scegheaclaims in the SIPO,
or the claims in the Rospatent are narrower in e¢bpn the claims in the
SIPO.

In this regard, a claim that is narrower in scopeuss when a SIPO
claim is amended to be further limited by an addgil feature that is
supported in the specification (description andlaims).

A claim in the Rospatent which introduces a neviddent category
of claims to those claims indicated as patentald@/able in the SIPO is
not considered to sufficiently correspond. For eglenwhere the SIPO
claims only contain claims to a process of manufamg a product, then
the claims in the Rospatent are not consideredftiently correspond if
the Rospatent claims introduce product claims #natdependent on the
corresponding process claims.

A request on the amendment of the dossier of tipécapion shall
be filed in case the claims of the initial applioatdo not sufficiently
correspond to the claims of the invention considgratentable/allowable
in the SIPO. If the claims in the initial PPH Rosrda application do not
sufficiently correspond to the claims indicatedpasentable/allowable in
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the SIPO, the applicants need to amend the cladmendment should
meet the requirement of Article 1378 of the Civibde of Russian

Federation (RF) and a request on the amendmertieoflossier of the
application shall be filed.

Any claims amended or added after the grant of rdgpest for
participation in the PPH pilot program but befole tRospatent first
action must sufficiently correspond to the claimedicated as
patentable/allowable in the in the SIPO applicatibny claims amended
or added after the first Rospatent action need tootsufficiently
correspond to the claims indicated as patentalde/able in the SIPO in
order to overcome the reasons for refusal raisé@dspatent examiners.”

(d) The Rospatent has not begun the examination of the application (an
example is provided in ANNEX I, Figure. )

2. Documents to be submitted
Documents (a) to (e) below must be submitted bgchthg to “The
Explanation of Circumstances Concerning Examinatiomder PPH
Program”. Note that even when it is not needed ubnst certain
documents below, the name of the documents musitbd.

(@) Copies of all office actions®in the SIPO, which were sent for the
corresponding application by the SIPO, and translations of them?.
Both Russian and English are acceptable as tramslanguage

(b) Copies of all claims determined to be patentable/allowable by the SI PO,
and translations of them®,

Both Russian and English are acceptable as tramslanguage.

(c) Copies of references cited by SI PO examiner

1 Office actions are documents which relate to substantive examination.

2 Machine translations will 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.

3 Machine translations will not admissible.
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If the references are patent documents, the applcczesn’t have to
submit them because the Rospatent usually poskess. tWhen the
Rospatent does not possess the patent documengpfilieant has to
submit the patent document at the examiner’s reguden-patent
literature must always be submitted.

The documents to be submitted are those cited e ahove-
mentioned office actions. Documents which are ordferred to as
references and consequently do not consist oféhsons for refusal do
not have to be submitted.

The translations of the references are unnecessatry.

(d) Claim correspondence table
Applicant must submit a claim correspondence tabidich
indicates how all claims in the Rospatent applaratisufficiently
correspond to the patentable/allowable claims &énSHO application.
When claims are just literal translation, the aggoiit can just write
down that “they are same” in the table. When claares not just literal
translation, it is necessary to explain the sugfiticorrespondence of each
claim based on the criteria 1.(c).

(e) Theapplicant must file the request for substantive examination

It is required to file the request for substangx@mination and to pay the fee
for filing of this request in compliance with paragh 1 Article 1386 of the
Civil Code of the Russian Federation.

When the applicant has already submitted above mdents 2.(a) to
2.(e) to the Rospatent through simultaneous or pastedures, the applicant
may incorporate the documents by reference andmiadsave to attach them.

When the application doesn't fulfill the requirerh@h 1. and 2. above,
the request of an examination is not acceptechdh d¢ase, the Rospatent will
notify that and the reason for it to the applic@ntthe representative).

The applicant will be given onepportunity to perfect the request. As an
exception an applicant may have one more oppoytunitperfect the PPH
request. Action on the application by the examimdéirnot be suspend awaiting
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a reply by the applicant to perfect the requestairrenewed request for
participation. That is, if the application is pickep for examination by the
examiner after the applicants has been notifieth@fdefects in the request, any
renewed request will be dismissed. If the reneweguest is perfected and
examination has not begun, the special statusbeilfjranted and the Rospatent
application will be advanced out of turn for exaatian. If the request will not
perfected the application will await action inrnegular turn.



Part Il
PPH using the PCT international work products fromthe SIPO

Applicants can request accelerated examination fmgscribed procedure
including submission of relevant documents on apliegtion which is filed
with the ROSPATENT and satisfies the following regments under the
Rospatent-SIPO Patent Prosecution Highway pilogqaom based on PCT
international work products (PCT-PPH pilot program)

When filing a request for the PCT-PPH pilot program applicant must
submit a request form “The Explanation of Circumst&s Concerning
Examination under PCT-PPH Program”.

1. Requirements

The application which is filed with the Rospatent ad on which the
applicant files a request under the PCT-PPH must dsfy the following
requirements:

(1)The latest work product in the international phaseof a PCT
application corresponding to the application (“international work
product”), namely the Written Opinion of Internatio nal Search
Authority (WO/ISA), the Written Opinion of Internat ional Preliminary
Examination Authority (WO/IPEA) or the Internationa | Preliminary
Examination Report (IPER), indicates at least one laim as
patentable/allowable (from the aspect of novelty,nventive steps and
industrial applicability ).

Note that the ISA and the IPEA which produced théNSA,
WO/IPEA and the IPER are limited to the SIPO, lupriority is claimed,
the priority claim can be to an application in ddffice, see example A'in
Annex Il (application ZZ can be any national apgiion).
The applicant cannot file a request under PCT-PRPHthe basis of an
International Search Report (ISR) only.

In case any observation is described in Box VIII \WO/ISA,
WO/IPEA or IPER which forms the basis of a PCT-PRHjuest, the
applicant must explain why the claim(s) is/are subject to the observation
irrespective of whether or not an amendment is #idanto correct the
observation noted in Box VIII. The application witlot be eligible for
participating in PCT-PPH pilot program if the ajggint does not explain why
the claim(s) is/are not subject to the observatinrthis regard, however, it
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does not affect the decision on the eligibilitytbé application whether the
explanation is adequate and/or whether the ameridsaémitted overcomes
the observation noted in Box VIII.

(2)The relationship between the application and the aoesponding
international application satisfies one of the fothwing requirements:

(A) The application is a national phase application tloé
corresponding international application. (See Daawg A, A, and A’ in
Annex Il)

(B) The application is a national application as a dadi the
priority claim of the corresponding internationappéication. (See
Diagram B in Annex 1)

(C) The application is a national phase application aof
international application claiming priority from dh corresponding
international application. (See Diagram C in Anhigx

(D) The application is a national application claiming
foreign/domestic  priority from the corresponding temmational
application. (See Diagram D in Annex II)

(E) The application is the derivative application (dighal
application and application claiming domestic gtioretc.) of the
application which satisfies one of the above regjaents (A) — (D). (See
Diagrams E1 and E2 in Annex II)

(3)All claims on file, as originally filed or as amened, for
examination under the PCT-PPH must sufficiently corespond to one or
more of those claims indicated as allowable/pateritée in the SIPO as
ISA/IPEA.

Claims are considered to "sufficiently correspomdiere, accounting
for differences due to translations and claim fdrnthe claims in the
Rospatent are of the same or similar scope as It indicated to be
patentable/allowable in the latest internationatkmoroduct or the claims in
the Rospatent are narrower in scope than the clanmdgated to be
patentable/allowable in the latest internationatknmroduct.

In this regard, a claim that is narrower in scopeuss when a claim
indicated to be patentable/allowable in the lat@srnational work product is
amended to be further limited by an additionaldeathat is supported in the
specification (description and/or claims).
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A claim in the Rospatent which introduces a neviédent category of
claims to those claims indicated as patentablefalde in the latest
international work product is not considered tofisigintly correspond. For
example, the claims indicated to be patentabledalbde in the latest
international work product only contain claims tpracess of manufacturing
a product, then the claims in the Rospatent arecosidered to sufficiently
correspond if the Rospatent claims introduce prbdoiaims that are
dependent on the corresponding process claims.

If the claims in the Rospatent application do ndtisiently correspond to
the claims indicated as patentable/allowable in ldtest international work
product, the applicants need to amend the claimsemment should meet the
requirement of Article 1378 of the Civil Code of $&ian Federation (RF) and a
request on the amendment of the dossier of thecapiph shall be filed.

Any claims amended or added after the grant ofeleest for participation
in the PPH pilot program but before the Rospatest &ction must sufficiently
correspond to the claims indicated as patentalde/able in the latest
international work product. Any claims amended aded after the first
Rospatent action need not to sufficiently corresptinthe claims indicated as
patentable/allowable in latest international workduct in order to overcome
the reasons for refusal raised by ROSPATENT exarsine

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

2. Documents to be submitted

The applicant must submit the following documentisced to the
request form in filing a request under PCT-PPH.

Some of the documents may not be required to subnuértain cases.
Please note that the name of the documents omdtedbmit still have to be
listed in “The Explanation of Circumstances CongggnExamination under
PCT-PPH Program”.

(1). A copy of the latest international work guat which indicated the
claims to be patentable/allowable and their EnglisRussian translatiors.

In case the application satisfies the relationsli@)(A), the applicant
need not submit a copy of the International Prelany Report on
Patentability (IPRP) and any English translatidmsréof because a copy of
these documents is already contained in the filepper of the application. In
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addition, if the copy of the latest internationadrw product and the copy of
the translation are available via “PATENTSCOPE igtged trademark)’
an applicant need not submit these documents, sintéerwise requested by
the Rospatent.

(WOI/ISA and IPER are usually available as “IPRP iZéal” and
“IPRP Chapter II” respectively in 30 months aftee priority date.)

(2). A copy of a set of claims which the latestemational work
product of the corresponding international appiaatindicated to be
patentable/allowable and their Russian and Engflistslations.

If the copy of the set of claims which are indicatéo be
patentable/allowable is available via “PATENTSCOPFEegistered
trademark)” (e.g. the international Patent Gazhte been published), an
applicant need not submit this document unlessraibe requested by the
Rospatent.

(3).A copy of references cited in the latest inéional work product of
the international application corresponding todpelication.

If the reference is a patent document, the applisamot required to
submit it. In case the Rospatent has difficultyobtaining the document,
however, the applicant may be asked to submit an-Natent literature
must always be submitted.

The documents to be submitted are those cited e ahove-
mentioned latest international work product. Docaoteewhich are only
referred to as references and consequently doamsist of the reasons for
refusal do not have to be submitted.

Translations of cited documents are unnecessatry.

(4). A claims correspondence table which indicdtew all claims in the
application sufficiently correspond to the claimsdicated to be

1 Machine translations will 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.
2 Machine translations will not admissible.
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patentable/allowable.

When claims are just literal translation, the aggoit can just write
down that “they are the same” in the table. Whennt$ are not just literal
translation, it is necessary to explain the sugfiticorrespondence of each
claim based on the criteria 1.(3).

(5). It is required to file the request for substam examination and to pay
the fee for filing of this request in compliancehvparagraph 1 Article 1386
of the Civil Code of the Russian Federation.

When an applicant has already submitted the abowmtiomed
documents (1) - (5) to the Rospatent through sengibus or past procedures,
the applicant may incorporate the documents byreafie and is thus not
required to attach the documents.

When the application doesn't fulfill the requirerh@h 1. and 2. above,
the request of an examination is not acceptechdh d¢ase, the Rospatent will
notify that and the reason for it to the applic@ntthe representative).

The applicant will be given onepportunity to perfect the request. As an
exception an applicant may have one more oppdytuni perfect the PPH
request. Action on the application by the examimdéirnot be suspend awaiting
a reply by the applicant to perfect the requestairrenewed request for
participation. That is, if the application is pickep for examination by the
examiner after the applicants has been notifieth@fdefects in the request, any
renewed request will be dismissed. If the reneweguest is perfected and
examination has not begun, the special statusbeilfjranted and the Rospatent
application will be advanced out of turn for exaatian. If the request will not
perfected the application will await action inrnegular turn.
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ANNEX |

- Paris route -

(Case |)

7Z7: Patent Office other than SIPO

12

STPO
application —.—4 Patentable/Allowable ‘ OK
E Priority
E claim
v
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SIPO
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Application2 | |
I H
: 1 Priority
Priority I ! claim
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.
Rd6patent Request
application for PPH




(Case I)

- Paris route & Domestic priority-

SIPO |
Application ‘Patentable/AIIowabIe ‘
D il
Cl;):’:qes IC priority O K
SIPO S S
Application '
i Priority
| claim
i
1
\4
Rospatent Request
application for PPH
(Case Il)
- Direct PCT route -
Patentable/Allowable
SIPO
DO application O K
PCT o
application : Request
X <
Ithout priority claim : N
! Plriopity for PPH
claim
v
Rospatent
application
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SIPO

(Case llI)
- PCT route -

OK

application 4‘ Patentable/Allowable ‘\

=]

v

riority

claim

PCT
application

Rospatent

Request

DO application for PPH

(Case V)
- Direct PCT route -
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application

SiPO

Patentable/Allowable

DO application

Without priority claim

Rospatent

Request

DO application

for PPH
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PCT

(Case V)
- Direct PCT & PCT route -

—— SIPO
DO application

Patentable/Allowable

application

ithout priority claim

| Priority

U clai Rospatent —
1 clam DO application Request
v for PPH
PCT
application O K

(Case VI)
- Paris route g divisional application -
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Patentable/Allowable ‘
application !
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\4
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application !
| Divisional
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application for PPH
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A case not meeting requirement (d)
Examination has begun before a request for PPH

SIPO
application i Patentable/Allowable N O
i Priority
1 claim
i
1
v
Rospatent First office Request
application action for PPH
(examination)

16



ANNEX II

(A) The application is a national stage entry
of the corresponding PCT application.

PCT ISA/CN DO
RO/' IPFAI/CNI EI

(A") The application is a national stage entry of the
corresponding PCT application.
(The corresponding PCT application claims priority toa
national application filed anywhere.)

ZZ Application O K

Priority
Claim

<_______________

WO
IPER
DO/RU PPH

PCT
ISA/CN
RO/-- IPEA/CN

bl
™
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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
RO/--

é

Priority O K

1
1
:
! Claim
i WO
: IPER DO/RU PPH
v
PCT ISA/CN
- DO
RO/ IPEA/CN

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

OK

PPH
Priority /

RU Application

Claim
wO I
IPER
v
PCT ISA/CN
RO/-- IPEA/CN
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(C) The application is a national phase application of an
international application claiming priority from th e
corresponding international application.

PCT SAICN
RO/-- IPEA/CN

Priority

Claim

1_______________

PCT

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

PCT ISAICN
RO/-- - IPEA/CN
i
1
! Priority Claim —
i
1
4 !
RU Application PPH
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(E1) The application is a divisi onal application of
an application which satisfies the requirement (A).

\Wie} |
IPER

PCT |__[I1sAiCN |
RO/-- IPEA/CN

Divisional
application

RU Application | —| PPH |

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

OK

Domestic

RU Application

i
1
H Priority
' Priority L Claim
1 Claim
1 . .
E WO RU Application | —— PPH
: IPER
¥

PCT ISAICN

RO/ IPEA/CN
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SAABJIEHUE
0 IIPOBEJIEHUY JKCIEPTHU3EI 3asIBKY HA H300peTeHne B COOTBETCTBHUH C
IImnorHo# mporpammoit PPH mexmy
SIPO u PocriarerTOM

1. Homep 3asBrn

2. JlaTa mogauu 3aABKHU

3. 3aaBuresan

4. Haspaume u3obperenns

5. IlaTeHTHEIH TOBEPEHHEIH/TIPEICTABUTEh

6. PagbsicHeHre 06CTOATEILCTE B OTHOIIEHHH IIPOBENEHHA YCKOPEHHOM SKCIIEPTHU3EI

HO,D:aHHaH B POCHaTeHT 3adBKa Ha I/I306peTeHI/Ie ABJIAETCA SaHBROﬁ, II0 KOTOpOfI IIpaBOMEPHO
HCIIpAIIUBAETCA IIPHUOPUTET B COOTBETCTBHUM C HapH?KCKOfI KOHBeHHHefI II0 OXpaHe HpOMBIH.U'IeHHOﬁ
CO6CTB€HHOCTI/I Ha OCHOBaHUU O,HHOﬁ NI HECKOJIBKHX COOTBETCTBYIOIIIHMX 3aABOK, IIOJAHHBIX B
BeJOMCTBO nepBoﬁ IIogavu, IIpu YCJIOBHK YCTAHOBJIECHHA Be€JOMCTBOM HepBOfI II0o a4 COOTBETCTBHUA
YCJIOBUAM TATEHTOCIIOCOOHOCTH, IO KpaliHedl Mepe, OJHOTO HE3aBUCHMOTO IIYHKTA (DOPMYJIBI
n300peTeHusI, CONEPKALIEICA B TAKOM 3asBKe.

Homep saasxu SIPO/PCT
Jara momaum 3aasku SIPO /PCT

7. IlpunaraemMele JOKYMEHTEI:

7.1. Tabimita, NOSACHSAOMIAS COOTBETCTBHME IIyHKTOB (POPMYJIBI COOTBETCTBYIONIEH 3asIBKH,
MPU3HAHHEIX maTeHTocnocoOHEiMA B SIPO, m myHKTOB OpMYJIEI, comepikaleiics B 3afdBKe,

noxauHo#i B Pocmatent Ha I
7.2. Kortus oruera o moucke B SIPO Ha (yxasars nary) Ha JI.
7.3. Kommuu u mepeBops! Beex Aeiicremii (yBemomienuis) SIPO HaA .
7.3.1. Komus pemenus o Beigave natenTta B SIPO Ha JI.
7.3.2. IIy6auxamus ommcanua K maTesTy SIPO (rasars xomep narernra) Ha L.
7.3.3. Komma unoro geiicrus (yBegomrerus) SIPO (yxasas neticrsne) Ha JI.

7.4. Kommnsa m mepeBon MyHKTOB (hpOopMYJIEI M300peTeHHA, NMPU3HAHHLIX ITATEHTOCIOCOOHBIMHU B
SIPO Ha JI.

7.5. HematenrHas 1utepaTypa, muTupyemas axcaeprom SIPO
B OCHOBaHHSX JJIS OTKA3a HA 1.

7.6. XomaTaiicTBO 0 MPOBEIEHNH IKCIEPTU3EI 3AIBKY II0 CyIIECTBY B JIOKYMEHT,
IIOATBEPSKOAIOIIHU OIJIATY COOTBETCTBYIOIIEH ITATEHTHON ITOILIMHBI Ha JI.
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COOTBETCTBUS IIYHKTOB (POPMYJIBI

TABJIUIIA,

M300peTeHusd,

ITPU3HAHHBIX

nateHTocriocooupiMu B 3assBke DKPTO, u myHKTOB (POpMYJIBI, B
3asgBKe, nogaHHoi B Pocmarent

IIyHKTEL hopMyIED
n300peTeHnus B 3asBKe,
nomaHuoi B PocmaTeHt

IIyHxTE hopMyTEL
COOTBETCTBYIOIIEN
3a5IBKH, IPU3HAHHEIE
IIATE€HTOCIIOCOOHBIMU

B DKPTO

KommenTapuu mo
COOTBETCTBUIO IIyHKTOB

dopmy

Ilpamevanme’

VemoBre coOTBETCTBHUSA MyHKTOB (DOPMYJI CUATAETCS COOJIIOJEHHBIM, €CJIM HE3aBUCUMBIN IIyHKT (DOPMYJIBI H300PETeHHS 10
3asBKe, OJaHHOM B PocrmaTeHT, oTm4aeTcs OT MyHKTA (pOPMYJIBI COOTBETCTBYIOIIEH 3asIBKU HAJIMYUEM JIOTIOJHATEIHLHOTO
KOMIIOHEHTa B BHJe IpuaHaka (Ipm3HakxoB) 3aBucHMOro (3aBmcHMMEIX) myHETa (TyHKTOB), MO0 JOMOJHEHHEM 3aBHCHMOTO
IIyHKTa KOMIIOHEHTOM M3 OIICAHUS M300peTeHNA B BHU/e NMpuaHaka (ITPM3HAKOB) WM B BHUJE YACTHOH (DOPMEI BEIPAKEHHUS
MPU3HAKA, BBIPAYKEHHOIO B HE3aBHUCHMOM IIyHKTE OOLIUM IOHATHEM, WJIM UCKJIIOUeHUEeM MPU3HAKA M3 3aBUCUMOIO IIYHKTA
dopmysr (myExT 2(c) HacToamero ITopamka).
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