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INTRODUCTION

1. The Committee of Experts of the IPC Union (hereinafter referred to as “the Committee”)
held its forty-third session in Geneva from February 14 to 16, 2011. The following
members of the Committee were represented at the session: Australia, Austria, Brazil,
Canada, China, Czech Republic, Estonia, Finland, France, Germany, Ireland, Israel,
Japan, Mexico, Netherlands, Norway, Portugal, Republic of Korea, Romania,

Russian Federation, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, The former Yugoslav Republic of
Macedonia, Turkey, Ukraine, United Kingdom, United States of America (28). The
African Regional Intellectual Property Organization (ARIPO), Eurasian Patent
Organization (EAPO) and the European Patent Office (EPO) were also represented. The
list of participants appears as Annex | to this report.

2. The session was opened by Mr. Yo Takagi, Assistant Director General, WIPO, who
welcomed the participants.



IPC/CE/43/2
page 2

OFFICERS

3. The Committee unanimously elected Mr. Anders Bruun (Sweden) as Chair and
Mr. John Salotto (United States of America) and Mr. John Kabare (ARIPO) as
Vice-Chairs.

4. Mr. Antonios Farassopoulos (WIPO) acted as Secretary of the session.

ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA

5. The Committee unanimously adopted the agenda, which appears as Annex Il to
this report.

DISCUSSIONS, CONCLUSIONS AND DECISIONS

6. As decided by the Governing Bodies of WIPO at their tenth series of meetings held from
September 24 to October 2, 1979 (see document AB/X/32, paragraphs 51 and 52), the
report of this session reflects only the conclusions of the Committee (decisions,
recommendations, opinions, etc.) and does not, in particular, reflect the statements made
by any participant, except where a reservation in relation to any specific conclusion of the
Committee was expressed or repeated after the conclusion was reached.

REPORT ON THE THIRD AND THE FOURTH SESSIONS OF THE IP5 WG1-WORKING
GROUP ON CLASSIFICATION

7. The Committee noted brief oral reports by the United States of America and by the
Republic of Korea on the third and fourth sessions, respectively, of the IP5 WG1-Working
Group on Classification.

ORAL REPORT ON THE COOPERATIVE PATENT CLASSIFICATION (CPC)

8. The United States of America and the EPO made a joint oral presentation on the recent
developments concerning the Cooperative Patent Classification (CPC)
9. The USPTO and the EPO have agreed on the principles of the new CPC which would

use the European Classification System (ECLA) as a basis and incorporate the best
classification practices of the USPTO. The transition from ECLA to CPC would be an
opportunity to ‘clean up’ and to better document classification practices and rules.
Renumbering would be needed to bring the CPC more in line with the IPC.

COMBINED CPC/FI INTRODUCTION INTO THE IPC

10. The Secretariat made an oral presentation of a proposal submitted by the International
Bureau on a combined introduction of the CPC and the File Index (FI) into the IPC.

11. The purpose of this proposal would be to allow users, in particular from small- and
medium-sized patent offices, the public and industry, to:

(@) consult the IPC, the CPC and the FI in one place; and

(b) use a combination of IPC, CPC and FI symbols in a simple manner for searching
international patent collections.

12. In this respect, IPC, CPC or FI symbols would be published in one common ‘International
Classification’ field on patent documents. By adopting a common numbering system and
common classification rules, the combined use of the three systems would improve the
precision in searching international collections in global databases (e.g., Espacenet,
Patentscope or Depatisnet). It would also allow offices currently using the IPC for
classification to adopt either CPC or FI, according to their needs, without having to wait
for a complete harmonization of the existing classification systems.
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The FivelPOffices would consider this proposal at the fifth session of the IP5 WG1, which
would take place this March in Beijing. If the FivelPOffices accepted a concept based on
this proposal, then the International Bureau would submit, by end-April, a more detailed
proposal on the IPC e-forum for discussion and consideration by the forty-fourth session of
the Committee in 2012.

AMENDMENTS TO THE IPC

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

Discussions were based on project file CE 432, in particular, on Annex 17 to the project
file containing amendments to the IPC approved by the IPC Revision Working Group and
amendments to the French version of projects F 002, F 003 and A 040 approved
electronically, and the latest rapporteur report of project F 005 prepared by the EPO on
behalf of the FivelPOffices.

With respect to project F 005, having noted the request to restrict its scope and introduce
the project into the next version of the IPC without further delay, the Committee agreed to
consider this project as proposed in Annex 20 to the project file.

The Committee adopted, with some modifications, the proposed amendments, which
appear in the Technical Annexes to this report. It was decided that these amendments
would be included in the next version of the IPC which would enter into force on
January 1, 2012.

Concerning the Revision Concordance List (RCL), discussions were based on Annex 18
to the project file containing a compilation of RCL for each revision project. The
International Bureau was requested to include each revision project number in the RCL.
The Committee adopted, with some modifications, the proposed RCL, which appears in
Annex IV to this report.

The Committee also adopted the List of Cross References (CRL) for projects F 002,
F 003, F 005 and A 040 (see Annexes 7, 17, 11 and 10 to the corresponding project file)
proposed by the International Bureau.

REQUESTS FOR REVISION OF THE IPC

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

Discussions were based on two revision requests submitted by the EPO and Israel
(see Annexes 39 to 40 to project file WG 020).

The Committee approved the revision request submitted by the EPO on how to resolve
the overlap between groups GO1P 9/00 and GO1C 19/00 resulting from project A 040,
and agreed to create new revision project C 458 with the EPO as Rapporteur.

Israel requested the Committee to consider a simplification on how to classify “Markush
formulae” in class C 07. The considerable amount of time spent in classifying related
applications according to paragraph 100 of the Guide to the IPC (Guide) was counter
productive, since tools other than classification were used for searching in this area.

It was noted that the level of detail in class C 07 was sufficient and further simplification
was not needed. On the other hand, said paragraph 100 gave instructions on how to
avoid an elevated number of classification symbols.

It was therefore decided that any revision of class C 07 was not needed. Israel was
invited to submit, if necessary, a concrete proposal for simplification of paragraph 100 of
the Guide to be considered in the framework of project CE 421.
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AMENDMENTS TO THE GUIDE TO THE IPC, GUIDELINES FOR REVISION OF THE IPC AND
IPC-RELATED WIPO STANDARDS

24. Discussions were based on project file CE 421 containing proposed amendments to the
Guide submitted by Sweden and comments submitted by Japan (see Annexes 20 and
21), and a proposal prepared by the International Bureau (see Annex 22) including
additional amendments to the Guide and possible future revision of the Guide,
IPC-related WIPO Standards and other basic IPC documents.

25. The Committee adopted, with some modifications, the proposed amendments to
paragraphs 41, 69 and 71 of the Guide submitted by Sweden, taking into account
comments by Japan, which appear in Annex Il to this report. These amendments would
already be included in Version 2011 of the Guide.

26. The Committee also agreed to include an example of classification at subclass level in
the Version 2011 of the Guide, as adopted by the Committee on WIPO Standards (CWS).

27. The Committee recalled that at its forty-second session in February 2010, it had
requested the International Bureau to review the use of the term “subject of invention” in
the Guide and to either clarify its use or to replace it as needed.

28. The Committee agreed that a term “technical subject(s) of invention(s)” should be created
in the Glossary of the Guide and the International Bureau was therefore invited to submit
a detailed proposal on a definition of the said term to the e-forum under project CE 421
for consideration by the Committee at the next revision of the Guide.

29. The Committee noted that it might need to decide, at its next session, on a possible
combined CPC/FI integration into the IPC (see paragraphs 10 to 13, above), and if that
were the case, the Guide, IPC-related WIPO Standards, Guidelines for the Revision of
the IPC and other basic IPC documents should be reviewed. The International Bureau
was therefore invited to submit a proposal with the necessary amendments to projects
CE 421 and QC 011.

30. The Committee noted a request by the CWS on the possibility of revising WIPO
Standard ST.10/C for the presentation of IPC symbols in order to include an alternative
method of presentation, for instance, to allow display/print of the parameters by clear text
(see paragraphs 9 and 10 of Annex 22 to project file CE 421).

31. The Committee took note of this request. However, in the absence of clear evidence that
the current presentation created an accessibility problem, the Committee agreed that
there was no immediate need for amending ST.10/C. The Committee further invited the
CWS to submit, if needed, a concrete proposal to amend ST.10/C that could be
examined at its next session.

MASTER CLASSIFICATION DATABASE AND RECLASSIFICATION STATUS REPORT

32. Discussions were based on Annex 4 to project file QC 013 prepared by the EPO
containing a tabular status report on the Mater Classification Database (MCD)
coverage statistics.

33. It was noted that all rolled-up core level symbols had been removed from the MCD. The
EPO would further investigate the reason for those remaining core level symbols in the
MCD attributed to some documents of offices using the full IPC.

34. The Committee also noted that the percentage of unclassified patent documents in the
MCD published before 2006 remained unchanged since 2008, and that 98% of patent
documents in the MCD published in 2010 had received valid IPC symbols.

35. It was noted that the number of documents published in 2010, which was shown in
the statistics, seemed unexpectedly low for certain offices, e.g. Brazil, Italy or
Switzerland. The EPO was invited to investigate the reasons for such low figures for
each individual office.
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The EPO informed the Committee that it was too early to provide reclassification statistics
for 2011. Such statistics would be provided to the International Bureau gradually and
would then be published in the reclassification warnings of the scheme. The Committee
recalled that, at its last session, offices had been invited to submit reclassification status
information to the e-forum, under project CE 423, such as lists of projects where
reclassification was not yet completed, with internal target dates for completion of
reclassification. The Committee renewed its invitation to offices to submit such
information to project CE 423.

The Committee was grateful to the EPO for preparing the MCD status report and invited
the EPO to also provide, in the future, classification statistics for those offices classifying
at subclass level.

The Committee recalled that project QC 015 had been created at its last session to
investigate the reasons why reclassification had not been completed. Discussions were
based on Annexes 2 to 4 to project file QC 015 containing comments submitted by Brazil
and Japan, and a rapporteur report prepared by the EPO on an analysis of
incompleteness of reclassification.

The Committee noted the QCTF conclusions on the incompleteness of reclassification
that most of the families remaining to be reclassified were on the working lists of big
offices. The main reason for incompleteness appeared to be a different perception of
project scope. Families that had received an “in-scope” symbol by an office other than the
reclassifying office, have been considered “out-of-scope” and have so far not been
treated by the reclassifying office.

Having noted the difficulties for further reviewing those families remaining to be
reclassified, the Committee decided that additional analysis was not needed. These
families would be moved to Stage Il and therefore included in the working lists of the
offices having attributed the symbols to be reclassified.

MODIFICATION OF THE RECLASSIFICATION DISTRIBUTION ALGORITHM

41.

42.

43.

Discussions were based on Annex 3 to project file QC 017 containing an initial rapporteur
proposal, prepared by the EPO, relating to possible new criteria for inclusion in the
reclassification distribution algorithm.

The Committee noted that the QCTF had identified the following three criteria for potential
inclusion in the algorithm:

(@) an office should be able to specify that it does not want to receive a family on its
working lists if the family does not contain one of the office’s documents with
classification symbol to be revised;

(b) the algorithm should take into account the presence of relevant symbols in a patent
family from internal classification schemes, e.g. ECLA or Fl, when determining which
office would reclassify the family; and

(c) the algorithm should refer to a table showing which offices were able to perform an
administrative transfer for particular projects based on internal schemes.

Having noted the USPTQO'’s position with regard to propagation of classification symbols
within families which the USPTO regarded as “out-of-scope”, the Committee invited the
EPO to work closely with the USPTO to further revise criterion (a). The Committee
agreed on criteria (b) and (c). The EPO was invited to implement the criteria in the order
of (c), (b) and “revised (a)” for selected revision projects, and to provide statistics on the
impact of each criterion on the reclassification workload of each office.
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Offices were also invited to comment on the current distribution algorithm as described in
the Concept of Operations (CONOPS) (see Section 2.5.2 of Annex X to

document IPC/CE/36/11) by October 2011. The EPO was then invited to submit a
revised proposal for criterion (a) and the result of statistics when implementing the new
algorithm by December 2011.

The Committee noted that Canada and Brazil volunteered to reclassify all families
including a national document which would not then be included in the United States of
America’s working lists. This information should already be included in criterion (a).

TREATMENT OF NON-RECLASSIFIED PATENT DOCUMENTS IN THE MASTER
CLASSIFICATION DATABASE

46.

47.

48.

49.

50.

Discussions were based on project file CE 381, in particular, on Annex 11 to the project
file, submitted by Sweden, containing an evaluation of the concept of default transfers
using some completed revision projects.

It was recalled that the QCTF, at its session held in May 2010, had endorsed the
proposal of the “best fit” approach by Sweden for the creation of default transfer tables to
be used during the third stage of reclassification process (see Annex 3 to project file

QC 000).

The Committee agreed with the “best fit” approach and invited Sweden to submit, under
project CE 381 by the end of April 2011, a comprehensive document with detailed
procedures on how to apply the “best fit” approach in practice, which would then be
included in the Guidelines for Revision of the IPC.

It was further agreed to prepare default transfer columns to be included in the RCL by
rapporteurs for each revision project. For those projects that have already entered in
force, each project Rapporteur would be invited to submit a table with default transfers.
For projects that would enter in force in 2012 and all pending and new projects,
Rapporteurs would be invited to include the default transfers in an additional column in
the RCL. These default transfers should be submitted to the twenty-sixth session of the
IPC Revision Working Group in November 2011. It was also agreed that this matter
would be brought to the attention of the IPC Revision Working Group at its next session
in May 2011.

Brazil provided a study of an automatic classification tool (see Annex 12 to the project
file). It was noted that Brazil offered to run a test of a modified version of this tool
adapted to reclassification, in order to make a comparison with the “best fit” approach as
analyzed by Sweden in said Annex 11 (see paragraph 46, above).

NEXT SESSION OF THE COMMITTEE

51.

The Committee noted the following tentative dates for its next regular session:

Geneva, February 27 to March 2, 2012.

52. This report was unanimously adopted
by the Committee by electronic means on
March 9, 2011.

[Annexes follow]
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ANNEXE I/ANNEX |

LISTE DES PARTICIPANTS/LIST OF PARTICIPANTS

|. ETATS MEMBRES/MEMBER STATES

(dans I'ordre alphabétique des noms frangais des Etats/
in the alphabetical order of the names in French of the States)

ALLEMAGNE/GERMANY
Klaus HOFKEN, Head, Classification Systems Section, German Patent and Trade Mark Office, Munich

AUSTRALIE/AUSTRALIA

Charles BERKO, Coordinator, IPC Operations, Executive Officer, Patent Examinations, Electronics and
Computing, IP Australia, Phillip

AUTRICHE/AUSTRIA

Burkhard SCHLECHTER, IPC Expert, Classification Systems and Databases, Austrian Patent Office,
Vienna

BRESIL/BRAZIL

Catia VALDMAN (Miss), Patent Examiner, Telecommunications Division, National Institute of Industrial
Property (INPI), Rio de Janeiro

CANADA

Nancy BEAUCHEMIN (Mme), chef de Section, Classification, Direction des brevets, Office de la
propriété intellectuelle du Canada (OPIC), Gatineau

CHINE/CHINA

ZHANG Ke (Ms.) Official, Patent Documentation Department, State Intellectual Property Office
(SIPO), Beijing

ZHANG Jumin (Ms.), Project Officer, International Cooperation Department, State Intellectual Property
Office (SIPO), Beijing

ESPAGNE/SPAIN

Amaya EZCURRA MARTINEZ (Sra.), Jefe, Servicio Técnicas Industriales, Departamento de Patentes e
Informacién Tecnoldgica, Oficina Espaiola de Patentes y Marcas (OEPM), Ministerio de Industria,
Turismo y Comercio, Madrid

ESTONIE/ESTONIA
Anne ERLACH (Ms.), Deputy Head, Patent Department, The Estonian Patent Office, Tallinn
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ETATS-UNIS D’AMERIQUE/UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

John SALOTTO, International Patent Classifier, IP5 Harmony Manager, Commissioner for Patents,
United States Patent and Trademark Office (USPTO), Department of Commerce, Arlington

EX-REPUBLIQUE YOUGOSLAVE DE MACEDOINE/THE FORMER YUGOSLAV REPUBLIC OF
MACEDONIA

Ismail JASHARI, Patent Examiner, State Office of Industrial Property (SOIP), Skopje

FEDERATION DE RUSSIE/RUSSIAN FEDERATION

Gennady NENAKHOV, Head, Information Resources Development Department, Federal Service for
Intellectual Property, Patents and Trademarks (ROSPATENT), Federal State Institution, Federal Institute
for Industrial Property (FGU FIPS), Moscow

Gennady NEGULYAEYV, Senior Researcher, Information Resources Department, Federal Service for
Intellectual Property, Patents and Trademarks (ROSPATENT), Federal State Institution, Federal Institute
for Industrial Property (FGU FIPS), Moscow

Valeria CHERDANTSEVA (Mrs.), Head, Post-Graduate Study Department Head, Russian State Institute
of Intellectual Property (RGIIS), Federal Service for Intellectual Property, Patents and Trademarks
(ROSPATENT), Moscow

FINLANDE/FINLAND
Pekka LAIHANEN, Patent Examiner, National Board of Patents and Registration of Finland, Helsinki

Antti HOIKKALA, Patent Examiner, National Board of Patents and Registration of Finland, Helsinki

FRANCE

Céline MAGOU-SANTIANO (Mme), ingénieur examinateur, Département des brevets, Institut national de
la propriété industrielle (INPI), Paris

IRLANDE/IRELAND

Michael LYDON, Head, Patent Examination, Irish Patents Office, Department of Enterprise, Trade and
Employment, Kilkenny

ISRAEL/ISRAEL

Orit REGEV (Ms.), Deputy Superintendent of Examiners, Israel Patent Office (ILPO), Ministry of Justice,
Jerusalem
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JAPON/JAPAN

Futoshi YASUDA, Director, Examination Policy Planning Office, Administrative Affairs Division, Japan
Patent Office (JPO), Tokyo

Ichiro KOHARA, Deputy Director, Patent Classification Policy Planning Section, Administrative Affairs
Division, Japan Patent Office (JPO), Tokyo

Kazuyuki TANJI, Assistant Director, Patent Classification Policy Planning Section, Examination Policy
Policy Planning Office, Administrative Affairs Division, First Patent Examination Department, Japan
Patent Office (JPO), Tokyo

MEXIQUE/MEXICO

Pablo ZENTENO MARQUEZ, Especialista ‘A’ en Propiedad Industrial, Direccién divisional de Patentes,
Instituto Mexicano de la Propiedad Industrial (IMPI), México

NORVEGE/NORWAY

Line M. NICOLAYSSEN (Ms.), Senior Examiner, Patent Department, Norwegian Industrial Property
Office (NIPO), Oslo

Natalia ERDOGAN (Mrs.), Senior Examiner, Chemical Industry, Patent Department, Norwegian Industrial
Property Office (NIPO), Oslo

PAYS BAS/NETHERLANDS
Robert SHOUWENAARS, Patent Examiner, Netherlands Patent Office, Rijswijk

PORTUGAL

Roxana loana ONOFREI (Ms.), Patent Examiner, National Institute of Industrial Property (INPI), Ministry
of Justice, Lisbon

REPUBLIQUE DE COREE/REPUBLIC OF KOREA

HAN Ju-Chull, Deputy Director, Patent Examination Support Division, Electric and Electronic
Examination Bureau, Korean Intellectual Property Office (KIPO), Daejeon

LEE Sang-Ouk, Manager, IPC Revision, Information and Communications Team, Korea Institute of
Patent Information (KIPI), Seoul

REPUBLIQUE TCHEQUE/CZECH REPUBLIC

Simon BEDNAR, Patent Examiner, Patent Department, Industrial Property Office, Prague

ROUMANIE/ROMANIA

Adrian NEGOITA, Head of Mechanical Department, Patent Directorate, State Office for Inventions and
Trademarks (OSIM), Bucharest

Lavinia Ramona CORNEA, Head, Electric Engineering, Physics Examination Division, Patent
Directorate, State Office for Inventions and Trademarks (OSIM), Bucharest
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ROYAUME-UNI/UNITED KINGDOM

Peter Richard SLATER, Deputy Director, Patents Directorate, Intellectual Property Office, Newport

Brendan CHURCHILL, Senior Patent Examiner, Classification, Patents Directorate, Intellectual Property
Office, Newport

SUEDE/SWEDEN
Anders BRUUN, Patent Expert, Swedish Patent and Registration Office, Stockholm

SUISSE/SWITZERLAND

Pascal WEIBEL, expert principal en brevet et technologie, Division des brevets, Institut fédéral de la
propriété intellectuelle (IPI), Berne

TURQUIE/TURKEY
Ragip Emre BEYIN, Patent Examiner, Patents Department, Turkish Patent Institute, Ankara

UKRAINE

Liudmyla PLIUTO (Mrs.), Head, Pharmaceutical Division, Ukrainian Industrial Property Institute, Ministry
of Education and Science of Ukraine, Kyiv

Kateryna ZHADANENKO (Mrs.), Head, Mechanical Engineering Division, Ukrainian Industrial Property
Institute, Ministry of Education and Science of Ukraine, Kyiv

Il. ORGANISATIONS INTERGOUVERNEMENTALES/
INTERGOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS

OFFICE EUROPEEN DES BREVETS (OEB)YEUROPEAN PATENT OFFICE (EPO)
Roberto IASEVOLI, Coordinator IPC and ECLA, Directorate Classification, Rijswijk

Pierre HELD, IP5 CHC and Trilateral Harmony Project Manager, Directorate Classification, Rijswijk
Trevor WATSON, Application Manager, Directorate Classification, Rijswijk

ORGANISATION EURASIENNE DES BREVETS (OEAB)/EURASIAN PATENT ORGANIZATION
(EAPO)

Victor I. SURIKOV, Chief Specialist, Automation Department, Moscow
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ORGANISATION REGIONALE AFRICAINE DE LA PROPRIETE INTELLECTUELLE (ARIPOYAFRICAN
REGIONAL INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY ORGANIZATION (ARIPO)

John Ndirangu KABARE, Patent Examiner, Technical Department, Harare

[l BUREAU/OFFICERS

Président/Chair: Anders BRUUN (Suéde/Sweden)

Vice-président/Vice-Chair:  John SALOTTO (Etats-Unis d’Amérique/United States of America)
John Ndirangu KABARE (ARIPO)

Secrétaire/Secretary: Antonios FARASSOPOULOS (OMPI/WIPO)

V. BUREAU INTERNATIONAL DE L’'ORGANISATION MONDIALE DE LA PROPRIETE
INTELLECTUELLE (OMPIYINTERNATIONAL BUREAU OF THE WORLD
INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY ORGANIZATION (WIPQO)

Yo TAKAGI, sous-directeur général/Assistant Director General

Antonios FARASSOPOULOQOS, chef du Service des classifications internationales et des normes de
'OMPI/Head, International Classifications and WIPO Standards Service

Patrick FIEVET, chef de la Section des opérations et de I'appui informatiques/Head, IT Operations and
Support Section

XU Ning (Mme/Mrs.), chef par interim de la Section de la classification internationale des
brevets (CIB)/Acting Head, International Patent Classification (IPC) Section

Koichi MATSUSHITA, administrateur principal de la classification des brevets de la Section de la
classification internationale des brevets (CIB)/Senior Patent Classification Officer, International Patent
Classification (IPC) Section

[L’annexe Il suit/
Annex Il follows]



IPC/CE/43/2

ANNEX 11

AGENDA

1.

10.

11.

12.

Opening of the session

Election of a Chair and two Vice-Chairs

Adoption of the agenda

Report on the third and the fourth sessions of the IP5 WG1-Working Group on
Classification

Oral report on the Cooperative Patent Classification (CPC) — a joint classification system
to be developed by the USPTO and the EPO

Combined CPC/FI Introduction into the IPC

Amendments to the IPC

See project CE 432.

Requests for revision of the IPC

See project WG 020.

Amendments to the Guide to the IPC, Guidelines for Revision of the IPC and
IPC-related WIPO Standards

See projects CE 421 and QC 011.

Master Classification Database and reclassification status report

See project QC 013.

Modification of the Reclassification Distribution Algorithm

See project QC 017.

Treatment of non-reclassified patent documents in the Master Classification Database

See project CE 381.


http://www.wipo.int/ipc-ief/index.php?ProjectID=1432
http://www.wipo.int/ipc-ief/index.php?ProjectID=1060
http://www.wipo.int/ipc-ief/index.php?ProjectID=1364
http://www.wipo.int/ipc-ief/index.php?ProjectID=1340
http://www.wipo.int/ipc-ief/index.php?ProjectID=1367
http://www.wipo.int/ipc-ief/index.php?ProjectID=1379
http://www.wipo.int/ipc-ief/index.php?ProjectID=1097
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13. Next session of the Committee

14. Adoption of the report

15. Closing of the session.

[Annex I follows]
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ANNEX 111

CHANGES TO THE GUIDE TO THE IPC

INTERNATIONAL PATENT CLASSIFICATION
(Version 2011)

GUIDE

NOTES

41.

Notes define or explain specific words, phrases or the scope of places, or indicate how
subject matter is classified. Notes may be associated with sections, subsections, classes,
subclasses or groups.

Examples: F42 This class covers also means for practice or training which may have
aspects of simulation, although simulators are generally covered by
class G09.

B22F “Metallic powder” covers powders containing a substantial proportion
of non-metallic material.
B01J 31/00 In this group, the presence of water is disregarded for
classification purposes.

Notes apply only to the places concerned, and their subdivisions, and override any general

guidance in case of conflict. For example, Note (1) following the title of subclass CO8F

overrides the Note following the title of section C.

Any information that is found in notes that are associated with the section, subsection, or
class level of the Classification is also provided within subclass definitions (see paragraphs
45 to 47, below) that have their scope impacted by this information.

SUBCLASSES

69.

The scope of a subclass is defined by the following, taken together:

(&) The subclass title which describes, as precisely as is possible in a small number of

words, the main characteristic of a portion of the whole body of knowledge covered by
the Classification, this portion being the field of the subclass to which all its groups
relate.

(b)  Any limiting references which follow the subclass title.. These references indicate

certain parts of the field described by the title which are covered by other subclasses
and are therefore excluded. These parts may constitute a substantial part of the field
described by the title and, thus, the limiting references are in some respects as
important as the title itself. For example, in subclass A47D — FURNITURE
SPECIALLY ADAPTED FOR CHILDREN - a considerable part, namely school
benches or desks, of the subject matter covered by the title is excluded in view of a
reference to particular groups of subclass A47B, thus considerably altering the scope
of subclass A47D.

(c)  Any limiting references which appear in groups of a subclass and which refer subject

matter to another class or subclass also restrict the scope of the subclass in question.
For example, in subclass B43K — IMPLEMENTS FOR WRITING OR DRAWING —
writing points for indicating or recording apparatus are referred out of group 1/00 to
group 15/16 of subclass G01D, thereby reducing the scope of the subject matter
covered by the title of subclass B43K.

(d)  Any notes appearing under the subclass title or its class, subsection or section title.

Such notes may define terms or expressions used in the title, or elsewhere, or clarify
the relation between the subclass and other places.
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Examples:

0] The Notes following the title of the subsection “"ENGINES OR PUMPS”,
embracing classes FO1 to FO4, which notes define the terms or expressions
used throughout the subsection.

(i) Note (1) following the title of subclass FO1B, which defines its scope in relation
to subclasses FO1C to FO1P.

(i)  The Note following the title of section C which defines groups of elements.

The titles of subclasses sometimes do not embrace the titles of all main groups under
them. However, the scope of a subclass should always be understood to include all
subject matter specifically stated in the titles of its main groups.

MAIN GROUPS

The scope of a main group is to be interpreted only within the scope of its subclass (as
indicated above). Subject to this, the scope of a main group is determined by its title as
modified by any associated references or notes. For example, a group for “bearings” in a
subclass whose title is limited to a particular apparatus must be read as covering only
features of bearings peculiar to that apparatus, for example, the arrangement of bearings in
the apparatus.

Attention is drawn to the fact that guidance headings are intended to be only informative
and, as a rule, do not modify the scope of the groups covered by them. A more detailed
explanation of the scope of a main group is provided by its classification definition where it
is available.

[Annex IV follows]
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IPC 2! Official IPC 22! Adopted | Project information |
A | |
| A63 | |
| AB3C | |
| AB3C9/00  |AB3C 9/00, A63C 10/00 - A63C 10/28 IA030
| A63C 9/02  |AB3C 9/02, A63C 10/00 - A63C 10/10 /A030
| AB3C 9/04  |AB3C 9/04, A63C 10/00 - A63C 10/10 |A030
| AB3C 9/06 |AB3C 9/06, A63C 10/00 - A63C 10/10 IA030
| AB3C 9/08  |AB3C 9/08, A63C 10/12 \A030
| A63C 9/081  |AB63C 9/081, A63C 10/12 |A030
| AB3C 9/082  |AB3C 9/082, A63C 10/12 /A030
| AB3C 9/083  |AB3C 9/083, A63C 10/12 |A030
| A63C 9/084  |AB3C 9/084, A63C 10/12 |A030
| AB3C 9/085  |AB3C 9/085, A63C 10/12 /A030
| A63C 9/086  |AB63C 9/086, A63C 10/10, A63C 10/12 /A030
| A63C 9/088  |AB3C 9/088, A63C 10/12 |A030
| A63C9/10  |AB3C 9/10, A63C 10/00 - A63C 10/10 |A030
| AB3C9/12  |AB3C 9/12, A63C 10/00 - A63C 10/10 \A030
| A63C 9/14  |AB3C 9/14, A63C 10/00 - A63C 10/10 |A030
| A63C9/16  |AB3C 9/16, A63C 10/00 - A63C 10/10 |A030
| AB3C 9/18  |AB3C 9/18, A63C 10/00 - A63C 10/10 IA030
| AB3C 9/20  |AB3C 9/20, A63C 10/00 - A63C 10/10 |A030
| AB3C9/22  |AB3C 9/22, A63C 10/16 - A63C 10/22 |A030
| AB3C 9/24  |AB3C 9/24, A63C 10/02 - A63C 10/06 IA030
B | |
| B24 | |
| B24B | |
R A A U e
B24B 37/02 |B24B 37/005 - B24B 37/015, B24B 37/02, 7033

B24B 37/025, B24B 37/11, B24B 37/27

B24B 37/005 - B24B 37/015, B24B 37/04 -
B24B 37/04 B24B 37/10, B24B 37/12 - B24B 37/26, A033
B24B 37/28 - B24B 37/32

| B24B 41/00 | |
| B24B 41/06  |B24B 37/27 - B24B 37/32, B24B 41/06 |A033
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IPC 2! Official IPC 22! Adopted | Project information |
| B24B 53/00 | |
| B24B 53/02  |B24B 53/017, B24B 53/02 \A033
| B24B 53/04  |B24B 53/017, B24B 53/04 |A033
| B60 | |
| B6OW | |
| B60W 10/00 | |
| B60W 10/10  |B60W 10/10 - B6OW 10/119 |A038
| B60W 10/12  |B60W 10/12 - B6OW 10/16 |A038
| B60W 10/18  |B60W 10/18 - B6OW 10/198 |A038
| B60W 30/00 | |
| B60W 30/02  [B60W 30/02, B6OW 30/045 - B6OW 30/055 |A038
| B60W 30/08  |B60W 30/08 - B6OW 30/095 |A038
| B60W 30/16  |B60W 30/16 - B6OW 30/17 |A038
| B60W 30/18  |B60W 30/18 - B6OW 30/194 |A038
| B60W 40/00 | |
| B60W 40/06  |B60W 40/06 - B6OW 40/076 |A038
| B60W 40/08  [B60W 40/08 - B6OW 40/09 /A038
| B60W 40/10  |B60W 40/10 - BEOW 40/114 |A038
| B60W 40/12  |B60W 40/12 - B6OW 40/13 |A038
| B60W 50/00 | |
| B60W 50/02  |B60W 50/02 - B6OW 50/038 |A038
| B60W 50/08  |B60W 50/08 - B6OW 50/016 |A038
. B65 | |
| B65B | |
| B65B 9/00 | |
| B65B 9/06  |B65B 9/06 - B65B 9/073 |A034
| B65B 9/08  |B65B 9/08 - B65B 9/093 |A034
| B65B 9/20  |B65B 9/20 - B65B 9/213 |A034
C | |
. C10 | |
| c10 | |
| C10J 3/00 | |
| C10J 3/68 (C10J 1/207 IM713
| C10J 3/70 (C10J 1/213 IM713
D | |
. D04 | |
| DO4H | |
| DO4H 1/00 | |
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IPC 2! Official IPC 22! Adopted | Project information |

| DO4H 1/04  |DO4H 1/04 - DO4H 1/32 [F003
| DO4H 1/06  |DO4H 1/06 - DO4H 1/073 IF003
| DO4H 1/08  |DO4H 1/08 - DO4H 1/09 IF003
| DO4H 1/40  |DO4H 1/40 - DO4H 1/655 IF003
| DO4H 1/42  |DO4H 1/42 - DO4H 1/4391 IF003
| DO4H 1/46  |DO4H 1/46, DO4H 1/492 - DO4H 1/498 IF003
| DO4H 1/48  |DO4H 1/48 - DO4H 1/49 IF003
| DO4H 1/50  |DO4H 1/482, DO4H 1/50 IF003
| DO4H 1/54  |DO4H 1/54 - DO4H 1/559 IF003
| DO4H 1/58  |DO4H 1/58 - DO4H 1/68 IF003
| DO4H 1/64  |DO4H 1/64 - DO4H 1/68 IF003
| DO4H 1/66  |DO4H 1/645 - DO4H 1/66 IF003
| DO4H 1/68  |DO4H 1/645 - DO4H 1/655, DO4H 1/68 IF003
| DO4H 1/70  |DO4H 1/70 - DO4H 1/76 IF003
| DO4H 1/72  |DO4H 1/72 - DO4H 1/736 IF003
| DO4H 3/00  |DO4H 3/00 - DO4H 3/16 IF003
| DO4H 3/03  |DO4H 3/03 - DO4H 3/037 IF003
| DO4H 3/04  |DO4H 3/04 - DO4H 3/045 IF003
| DO4H 3/07  |DO4H 3/07 - DO4H 3/077 [F003
| DO4H 3/10  |DO4H 3/10 - DO4H 3/115 IF003
| DO4H 3/14  |DO4H 3/14 - DO4H 3/153 IF003
| DO4H 5/00  |DO4H 5/00 - DO4H 5/12 IF003
| DO4H 5/02  |DO4H 5/02 - DO4H 5/03 IF003
| DO4H 5/08  |DO4H 5/08 - DO4H 5/10 IF003
| DO4H 18/00  |DO4H 18/00 - DO4H 18/04 IF003
E | |

| E21 | |

| E21B | |

| E21B 47/00  |E21B 47/00 - E21B 47/26 \A037
| E21B 47/01  |E21B 47/01 - E21B 47/017 |A037
| E21B 47/022 |E21B 47/022 - E21B 47/0236 \A037
| E21B 47/04  |E21B 47/04 - E21B 47/053 |A037
| E21B 47/06  |E21B 47/06 - E21B 47/07 \A037
| E21B 47/08  |E21B 47/08 - E21B 47/085 |A037
| E21B 47/09  |E21B 47/09 - E21B 47/098 |A037
| E21B 47/10  |E21B 47/10 - E21B 47/117 |A037
| E21B 47/12  |E21B 47/12 - E21B 47/24 |A037
| E21B 47/18  |E21B 47/18 - E21B 47/24 \A037
F \ \
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IPC 2! Official IPC 22! Adopted | Project information |
. F16 | |
| F16D | |
| F16D 65/00 | |
| F16D 65/20  |F16D 65/18 |A039
| F16D 65/21  |F16D 65/18 |A039
| F16D 65/24  |F16D 65/22 |A039
| F16D 65/26  |F16D 65/22 |A039
| F16D 65/27  |F16D 65/22 |A039
| F16D 65/30  |F16D 65/28 |A039
| F16D 65/32  |F16D 65/28 |A039
| F16D 65/34  |F16D 65/28 |A039
| F16D 65/35  |F16D 65/28 |A039
| F16D 65/36  |F16D 65/28 |A039
| F16H | |
| ruaono |FAO0 FIG 4908 LG 1090, FIOR 4930,
| F16H 48/02  |F16H 48/00, F16H 48/05 - F16H 48/42 \A036
| F16H 48/04  |F16H 48/00, F16H 48/05 - F16H 48/42 |A036
| F16H 48/10  |F16H 48/10, F16H 48/11 \A036
| F16H 48/12  |F16H 48/12, F16H 48/19 \A036
| F16H 48/20  |F16H 48/20, F16H 48/27, F16H 48/295 |A036
| F16H 48/28  |F16H 48/28, F16H 48/285, F16H 48/29 \A036
| F16H 48/30  |F16H 48/30, F16H 48/32, F16H 48/34 \A036
| F16H 57/00  |F16H 57/00, F16H 57/01 |A035
| F16H 57/02  |F16H 57/02 - F16H 57/039 \A035
G | |
| Go1 | |
| Go1C \ |
| GO1C 19/00 | |
| G01C 19/56  |GO1C 19/56 - GO1C 19/5783 |A040
| GO1P | |
| GO1P 9/00 | |
| GO1P 9/04  |GO1C 19/56 - GO1C 19/5783 \A040
| GO3 | |
| GO3F | |
| GO3F 1/00  |GO3F 1/00 - GO3F 1/86 |A023
| GO3F 1/02  |GO3F 1/88 \A023
| GO3F 1/04  |GO3F 1/90 |A023
| GO3F 1/06 \GO3F 1/92 \A023
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IPC 2! Official IPC 22! Adopted | Project information |

| GO3F 1/08  |GO3F 1/00 - GO3F 1/86 1A023
| GO3F 1/10  |GO3F 1/00 - GO3F 1/86 |A023
| GO3F 1/12  |GO3F 1/00 - GO3F 1/86 |A023
| GO3F 1/14  |GO3F 1/00 - GO3F 1/86 1A023
| GO3F 1/16  |GO3F 1/00 - GO3F 1/86 |A023
| GO06 \ |

 G06Q | |

| G06Q 10/00  |G06Q 10/00 - GO6Q 10/10 |A032
| G06Q 20/00  |GO6Q 20/00 - GO6Q 20/42 |A032
| G06Q 30/00 |GO6Q 30/00 - GO6Q 30/08 |A032
| G06Q 40/00  |GO6Q 40/00 - GO6Q 40/08 |A032
| G06Q 50/00  |G06Q 50/00 - GO6Q 50/34 |A032
- Gu | |

| G11B | |

| G11B 7/00 | |

| G11B 7/12  |G11B 7/12 - G11B 7/1245 IF002
| G11B 7/125  |G11B 7/125 - G11B 7/128 IF002
| G11B 7/13  |G11B 7/13 - G11B 7/133 IF002
| G11B 7/135  |G11B 7/135 - G11B 7/1398 IF002
| G11B 7/16  |G11B 7/1381 IF002
| G11B 7/18  |G11B 7/1381 IF002
| G11B 7/20  |G11B 7/12 - G11B 7/14 IF002
H | |

| Ho1 | |

| HO1J | |

| HO1J 11/00  |HO1J 11/00, HO1J 11/10 - HO1J 11/54 |A031
| HO1J 11/02  |HO1J 11/00, H01J 11/10 - HO1J 11/54 |A031
| HO1J 11/04  |HO1J 11/00, HO1J 11/10 - HO1J 11/54 |A031
| HO1J 17/00 | |

| HO1J 17/04  |HO1J 11/22 - HO1J 11/32, HO1J 17/04 |A031
| HO1J 17/16  |HO1J 11/34 - HO1J 11/44, HO1J 17/16 |A031
| HO1J 17/18  |HO1J 11/46 - HO1J 11/48, HO1J 17/18 |A031
| HO1J 17/20  |HO1J 11/50, H01J 17/20 |A031
| HO1J 17/22  |HO1J 11/54, HO1J 17/22 |A031
| HO1J 17/24  |HO1J 11/52, HO1J 17/24 |A031
| HO1J 17/26  |HO1J 11/54, H01J 17/26 |A031
| HO1J 17/49  |HO1J 11/10 - HO1J 11/18, HO1J 17/49 |A031
| HO1L | |

| HO1L 31/00 | IFO05
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| HO1L 31/06  |HO1L 31/06 - HO1L 31/061, HO1L 31/078 IF005
| HO1L 31/062 |HO1L 31/062, HO1L 31/078 IF005
| HO1L 31/065 |HO1L 31/065, HO1L 31/078 IF005
| HO1L 31/068 |HO1L 31/068 - HO1L 31/0693 IF005
| HO1L 31/07  |HOLL 31/07, HO1L 31/078 IF005
| HO1L 31/072 |HO1L 31/072 - HO1L 31/0749 IF005
| HO1L 31/075 |HO1L 31/075 - HO1L 31/077 IF005
| HO1L 31/078 |HO1L 31/078 IF005

[End of Annex IV and of document/
Fin de I'annexe IV et du document]
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