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■ International 

intergovernmental 

organization 

■ Established in 1967 

■ 191 member states 

■ 350 + accredited 

observers 

■ 1300 staff from 120 

countries 

■ 26 treaties 

Who we are 



Where we are 

Geneva HQ 
Japan China 

Singapore 

Brazil 

New York 

Russia 

Algeria 

Nigeria 

WIPO main offices 



What we do 

We help governments,  

businesses and 

individuals make 

intellectual property  

work for innovation 

and creativity 



How we do it 

I 

Norm 

Setting 

II 

Services to 

Industry 

III 

Global 

Infrastructure 

Innovation and Economic 

Development 



Singapore Treaty on the Law of Trademarks (2006) 

Marrakesh Treaty for Visually Impaired Persons (2013) 

1. Normative Developments 



WIPO 
Arbitration 

and 
Mediation 

Center 

Hague 
System 

(Industrial 
Designs) 

Madrid 
System 

(Trademarks) 

Patent 
Cooperation 

Treaty 
(Patents) 

2. Provider of Premier Global IP Services 



3. Global IP Infrastructure 

Treatment 
of  

Information 

Platforms 

Repositories 
of Information 



6%

94%

Member States

Global Services

Sources of Income 



Past Events in Slovenia 

■         Sub-Regional Workshop on the PCT System and the 

Use of IT within the PCT System, Ljubljana, November 29 

and 30, 2016; 

■         Regional Conference on Collective Management of 

Copyright and Related Rights from the Regulators Point of 

View, Ljubljana, October 8 and 9, 2014; 

■         National Seminar on the Lisbon System for the 

International Registration of Appellations of Origin, 

Ljubljana, June 17, 2013; 

■         Regional Conference on IP Policy for Universities and 

Research Institutions, Portoroz, Slovenia, September 16 and 

17, 2013 



Upcoming Events in Slovenia 

■ Roving Seminar on WIPO Services and Initiatives, 

March 27, 2018. 

■ Study visit with a focus on awareness raising 

activities and SMEs to an IP office with a strong 

focus on these issues (to Danish IPO, tbc), May 

2018.  

■  Summer School on IP, September 2018 or 2019  

■ National Seminar on Collective Management of 

Copyright, November 2018. 

 



Everything you always wanted to 

know about WIPO 

www.wipo.int/pressroom/en/news/2016/news_

0009.html 

http://www.wipo.int/pressroom/en/news/2016/news_0009.html
http://www.wipo.int/pressroom/en/news/2016/news_0009.html


 

• Twitter: @wipo 
 

• WIPO Magazine 

 www.wipo.int/wipo_magazine/en/ 
   

• WIPO Wire: 

 www.wipo.int/newsletters/en 
 

• Press releases 

www.wipo.int/pressroom/en/  
 

 

 

 

Follow us 

 



Global Intellectual Property Systems    
Madrid System for the International Registration of Marks 

Hague System for the International Registration of  

Industrial Designs  

Ms. Tetyana Badoud, Senior Legal Officer, Madrid Information 

and Promotion Division, WIPO  
Ljubljana, Slovenia 

March 27, 2018 



MADRID SYSTEM 



Outline 

The Madrid System: key benefits 

Geographical scope and accession outlook 

Users of the System 

How the System works  

Use of the System 

Website/ new and improved e-services 

Recent developments 

Focus: Classification Guidelines, WIPO Current Account, 

Payments 

Keep updated on the Madrid System: new webinars  

 



It begins with a trademark and a plan 

to export… 



Protection Options 

…Then a choice must be made regarding the best way 

to protect your trademark/s abroad: 

The national route - file trademark application/s with the 

IP Office of each country in which you want protection 

The regional route - apply through a regional trademark 

registration system with effect in all member states 

(ARIPO, Benelux Office for IP, EUIPO and OAPI) 

The international route - file through the Madrid System 



The International Route 

The international route through the Madrid System 

may be the preferred option when you: 

Seek protection in multiple markets, particularly if these 

are in different regions 

Want flexibility to add new markets as your export plans 

develop 

Have limited budget and/or time to spend on registration 

and management of your trademarks 



The Madrid System is Convenient 

Access a centralized filing and management procedure 

 

File one application, in one language and pay one set of 

fees for protection in multiple markets 

 

Expand protection to new markets as your business 

strategy evolves 

 



The Madrid System is Cost-Effective 

File an international application, which is the equivalent 

of a bundle of national applications, effectively saving 

time and money 

 

Avoid paying for translations into multiple languages or 

working through the administrative procedures of 

multiple IP Offices 

 



The Madrid System is Global 

Currently: 116 countries covered by the 100 members 
 

Markets that represent more than 80% of world trade 
 

Recent accessions include: 

2014: OAPI and Zimbabwe 

2015: Algeria, Cambodia, The Gambia and 

             Lao People’s Democratic Republic 

2016: Brunei Darussalam 

2017: Thailand, Indonesia 

 



Accession Outlook – 2018/19 

Africa:  Ethiopia, Malawi, Mauritius, South Africa 

Arab region: Jordan, Saudi Arabia 

Asia: Malaysia, Papua New Guinea, Samoa, Sri Lanka  

Europe: Malta 

Latin America and the Caribbean: Barbados, Brazil, 

Costa Rica, El Salvador, Jamaica, Trinidad and Tobago 

North America: Canada  

 



Members  

100 members* (including EU and OAPI)  

covering 116 countries 

*All are party to the Protocol, the governing treaty, while 55 are also party to the Agreement 



Legal Framework 

Madrid Agreement (1891)  

Madrid Protocol (1989)  

Common Regulations  

Administrative Instructions 
 

Laws and Regulations of each Contracting Party 

 

See http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/legal_texts/   

http://www.wipo.int/madrid/memberprofiles/#/  

http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/legal_texts/
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/legal_texts/
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/members/ipoffices_info.html


Madrid System Users:  

Business Sectors 

Madrid System users come from all corners of the globe 

and represent a broad cross-section of industries 



Top Five Classes 



Madrid System Users: Business Size 

Individual entrepreneurs, small and large businesses find 

the Madrid System to be a convenient and cost-effective 

means to protect marks in key markets throughout the 

world 

 



How the Madrid System Works 

The International Trademark Registration Process 



Stage 1 

Application through your Office of origin 

To be entitled to use the Madrid System, you must: 

Have a real and effective industrial or commercial establishment 

in, or 

Be domiciled in, or 

Be a national of a member of the Madrid System 

Before filing an international application, you need to have 

registered or filed an application (basic mark) in your Office of origin 

Submit an international application through this same IP Office, 

which will certify and forward it to WIPO 



Stage 2 

Formal examination by WIPO 

WIPO conducts a formalities examination 

Once requirements have been met, the mark is recorded in the 

International Register  

WIPO sends a certificate of international registration to the 

holder and notifies the IP Offices, of the designated Contracting 

Parties (dCP), in which protection is sought 

The scope of protection is not known at this stage. It is only 

determined after substantive examination and decision by the IP 

Offices, as outlined in Stage 3 

 



Stage 3 

Substantive examination by IP Offices (Office of the dCP) 

IP Offices make a decision within 12 or 18 months in accordance 

with their legislation. WIPO records the decisions and notifies you 

If an IP Office refuses to protect your mark, it will not affect the 

decisions of other offices. You can contest a refusal decision before 

the IP Office concerned 

If an IP Office accepts to protect your mark, it will issue statement 

of grant of protection 

The international registration is valid for 10 years. Renew directly 

with WIPO with effect in the dCPs 

 



Costs 

Fees are payable to WIPO in Swiss francs 

Basic fee* 

653 Swiss francs – b/w reproduction of mark 

903 Swiss francs – color reproduction of mark 
 

Fees for designated Contracting Parties (dCP) 

Standard fees – complementary (100 Swiss francs per dCP) and 
supplementary (100 Swiss francs per class beyond 3) 

 OR 

Individual fees where this is declared  
 

* Applicants from Least Developed Countries benefit from a 90% reduction in the basic fee 

http://www.unohrlls.org/about-ldcs/


Timeline 
The International Trademark Registration Process 

Basic 

application 

or 

registration 

Date of 

Internationa

l 

Registration 

Substantive 

examination 

IRN 

Certificat

e 

Recorded at 

WIPO and 

communicate

d 

Office of 

Origin 
WIPO Designated 

Office 

Decision of 

designated 

Office: Grant or 

Refusal 

Time limit for 

provisional 

refusal 

12 or 18 months 2 months 2 – 3 months 

10 years 

Maintenance:

Renewal 

every 10 

years 



Website and E-Services 

The Madrid Website provides information on how to 

search before filing, file an application, monitor and 

manage registrations, and how to pay fees. 
 

Madrid E-Services are available to assist users at each 

stage of their mark’s lifecycle.  

 

http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/how_to/search/
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/how_to/file/
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/how_to/monitor/
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/how_to/manage/
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/how_to/manage/
http://www.wipo.int/about-wipo/en/finance/madrid.html
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/#eservices
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/#eservices
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/#eservices


Recent Developments 

Rules Changes in the Common Regulations 

Classification Guidelines 

WIPO Current Account 

Madrid Monitor – integrates ROMARIN, the WIPO 

Gazette, Madrid E-Alert and Real-time Status 

Member Profiles Database 

New Contact Madrid service 

 

 

 

http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/news/2016/news_0011.html
http://www.wipo.int/romarin/search.xhtml
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/gazette/
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/gazette/
https://www3.wipo.int/mea/
https://www3.wipo.int/mea/
https://www3.wipo.int/mea/
http://www.wipo.int/mrs/IndexController
http://www.wipo.int/mrs/IndexController
http://www.wipo.int/mrs/IndexController
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/memberprofiles/#/
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/contact/


Classification Guidelines 

Purpose - to decrease irregularities 

Describes WIPO classification practices 
 

 

 

 

Divided into three sections: 

General information - Nice Classification and Madrid  

Classification principles applied by WIPO 

Practical information on the acceptable format to list 

indications of goods and services 



NEW – WIPO Current Account 

Changes 

No minimum number of transactions 

Initial payment of CHF 2,000 

Minimum balance – notification sent to users if balance 

is less than CHF 200 

A form to open the account available on the website 

Email address required 

Account statement sent by email only 



NEW – Payment Resources 

Need information about fee payments under the Madrid 

System? Browse our new webpages: 

How to calculate fees  

How to pay fees and request refunds or cancellation. 

Payment Methods  

Guide to the WIPO Current Account (updated terms and 

conditions) 

How to locate a WIPO reference number 

 

http://www.wipo.int/about-wipo/en/finance/madrid.html#amounts
http://www.wipo.int/about-wipo/en/finance/madrid.html#amounts
http://www.wipo.int/about-wipo/en/finance/madrid.html#amounts
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/how_to/file/fees.html
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/how_to/file/fees.html
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/how_to/file/fees.html
https://www3.wipo.int/finance/en/current_account_refund.jsp
https://www3.wipo.int/finance/en/current_account_refund.jsp
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/how_to/manage/payment.html
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/how_to/manage/guide.html
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/how_to/manage/guide.html
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/how_to/manage/guide.html
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/how_to/manage/locate.html
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/how_to/manage/locate.html
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/how_to/manage/locate.html


Keep Updated on the Madrid System 

Visit the Madrid Website 

    www.wipo.int/madrid/en 
 

Register to all-new  

    and free Madrid Webinars 
    

Subscribe to Madrid Notices,  

    our legal and news updates 
 

Sign up for Madrid Highlights 

http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/news/2017/news_0011.html
https://www.wipo.int/newsletters/en/
https://www.wipo.int/newsletters/en/


 HAGUE SYSTEM  



Industrial Designs 

DM/097114 DM/090520 

DM/097600 

DM/083330 



Why Protect Industrial Designs? 

Exclusive right to prevent 
unauthorized copying or 
imitation of the product 

Strengthening competitive 
positions of the company 

Profitability [Fair return] on 
investment made in creating 
and marketing the product 

Encouraging fair competition 
and honest trade practices  

Protection of 
industrial designs 



General Overview of the Hague System 

Basic features and advantages 

  Legal framework 

Going global – geographical scope 

Some statistics 

Latest developments and  
upcoming features 



Basic Features and Advantages 

of the Hague System 



Hague System:  A Simple But  

Timeless Concept 

The centralized acquisition and maintenance of industrial 
design rights by filing a single international application for a 

single international registration with effect in one or more 
designated Contracting Parties 

 



Independent filings vs. Hague Route 
Direct/Paris Route 

The Hague System 

                                                                                                                     
                    

                                                                                                                      

                                                                                                                       
 

                                                Industrial design applications         National/Regional IP Office(s)               Registrations               
 
 
 
 

Industrial 
designs 

                                                                                                               
                         
 

                                 Industrial design application                               International registration                                                  National/Regional IP Office(s)                
 

Industrial 
designs 

International 
Designs 
Bulletin 



Who Can Use the System? 

Nationality Domicile 

Real and effective 
industrial/commercial 

establishment 

Habitual residence 
Geneva (1999) Act only 

Attachment to a 
Contracting Party 



Main Features of the Hague System 

Simplicity  

The Hague System enables holders to obtain protection for 
their designs with a minimum of formality  

Cost-effectiveness 

Payment of a single set of fees in one currency 

Efficiency 

Considerable facilitation of the subsequent management of 
the registration  

Flexibility 
Right holders have more opportunities in targeting national, 
regional or global markets 



What is the Hague System? 

One to many relationships 

• File a single international application for a single 
international registration in which one or more 
Contracting Parties  are designated 

“Bundle of rights” 

• If no refusal, the resulting international registration 
has the effect of a grant of protection in each 
designated Contracting Party 



The Hague System is a Procedural 

Arrangement 

Issues such as: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

are governed by the law of each Contracting Party 
designated in an international registration 

 

the conditions for protection 

the refusal procedure to be applied when 
deciding whether a design may be protected 

the rights which result from protection 



The International Application 

In English, French or Spanish 

May be filed directly with the International 
Bureau through the E-filing interface but also on 
paper 

May comprise several different designs up to a 
maximum of 100 if they belong to the same 
class of the International Classification (Locarno) 

One set of fees (in CHF) is to be paid 
 



The Hague System Procedure:  

Role of the International Bureau 
Formal examination 

Recording in the International Register  

Sending the certificate to the holder 

Publication in the International Designs Bulletin 

Notification to members through the publication in the Bulletin  

If the International Bureau finds that the international  application does not fulfill the applicable 

requirements, it invites the applicant to make the required corrections within three months from the 

date of invitation sent by the International Bureau. 

International registration has the same effect as a regularly-filed application in all designated 

Contracting Parties. 



The Hague System Procedure (II) 

Refusal by a designated Contracting Party 

on same substantive 
grounds as for 

national/regional 
filings 

must be 
communicated 

within time limit 

effect limited to 
territory of the 

member that has 
refused 

International registration (where not refused) 

no refusal = same 
rights as a local design 

registration 

a bundle of 
independent 

national/regional 
rights 

advantages of central 
management 



The Hague System Procedure (III) 

Longer renewal 
period, if allowed 
by the law of the 
designated 
Contracting Party  

Renewable at 
least once     
(1960 Act) or 
twice (1999 Act) 

Duration of 
protection:  
five years 



General Advantages of the  

Hague System 

Hague System (international route) 

 

one Office for filing 

one language 

one currency 

one international registration 

one renewal 

one modification 

foreign attorney or agent 

(first needed if refused) 

National/regional route 

 

many Offices for filing 

many languages 

many currencies 

many registrations 

many renewals 

many modifications 

foreign attorney or agent 

(first needed at filing) 



Legal Framework 



Hague 
Agreement 

Hague Act (1960) Geneva Act (1999) 

■  Common Regulations (1996), last revised:   January 1, 2017 (in force) 

■  Administrative Instructions (2002), last revised:    July 1, 2014 

■  National Laws and Regulations  



Going Global –  

Geographical Scope of the  

Hague System 



Hague Union 

54  Geneva Act (1999) (including EU and OAPI)  

14 Hague Act (1960) 
 

68 Contracting Parties 



Hague Union Members According to 

the Most Recent Applicable Act 

•African Intellectual Property Organization, Albania, Armenia, Azerbaijan, Bosnia 
and Herzegovina, Botswana, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Cambodia, Croatia, 
D.P.R. of Korea, Denmark, Egypt, Estonia, European Union, Finland, France, 
Georgia, Germany, Ghana, Hungary, Iceland, Japan, Kyrgyzstan, Latvia, 
Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Monaco, Mongolia, Montenegro, Namibia, Norway, 
Oman, Poland, Republic of Korea, Republic of Moldova, Romania, Russian 
Federation, Rwanda, Sao Tome and Principe, Serbia, Singapore, Slovenia, 
Spain, Syrian Arab Republic, Switzerland, Tajikistan, the former Y.R. of 
Macedonia, Tunisia, Turkey, Turkmenistan, Ukraine, United Kingdom and the 
United States of America (54)  

Geneva Act 
(1999) 

•Belgium, Belize, Benin, Côte d’Ivoire, Gabon, Greece, Italy, Luxembourg, Mali, 
Morocco, Netherlands, Niger, Senegal and Suriname (14) 

Hague Act 
(1960) 

* The Geneva (1999) Act of the Hague Agreement Concerning the International 

Registration of Industrial Designs will come into force in respect of the United Kingdom on 

June 13, 2018. 

 



Geneva Act (1999) 
Recent Accessions Potential Accessions 

 

Russian Federation 

(February 28, 2018) 
 

 

The Kingdom of Cambodia 

(November 25, 2016) 
 

United Kingdom 

(March 13, 2018) 

 

D.P.R. of Korea 

(June 13, 2016) 
 

 

United States of America 

(February 13, 2015) 
 

Japan 

(February 13, 2015) 

Republic of Korea 

(March 31, 2014) 

China 

Morocco 

ASEAN countries 

Israel 

Canada 

Mexico 

Madagascar 

    The Geneva (1999) Act of the Hague Agreement Concerning the International Registration of Industrial Designs 

will come into force in respect of the United Kingdom on June 13, 2018. 



Latest Developments  

 



Latest Developments 

Regularization of international applications online  
(since March 2016) 

Guidance on reproductions 

New Hague Express Database since January 2015 

Improvement of the E-filing interface 

Developments in the legal framework 



Prepared in consultation with Examining Offices under the Hague 
System and several user organizations 

Disclosure criteria may differ depending on jurisdiction. This new Guidance is a 

useful tool to help applicants forestall possible refusals on the ground of 

insufficient disclosure of an industrial design by Examining Offices. 

Detailed guidance on how to prepare and provide reproductions to 
overcome the most common refusal issues 

 Not enough views 

 Unclear representations of the claimed design 

 Unclear relief or contours of surfaces of a three-dimensional product 

 Difference in form/color between the representations of the claimed design 

 Information on which guidance should be taken into account when 
designating specific Contracting Parties 

Not self-sufficient or all inclusive 

Guidance on Preparing and Providing Reproductions in Order to Forestall Possible Refusals on the Ground of 

Insufficient Disclosure of an Industrial Design by Examining Offices available at: 

http://www.wipo.int/edocs/hagdocs/en/2016/hague_2016_9.pdf  

Guidance on Reproductions 

http://www.wipo.int/edocs/hagdocs/en/2016/hague_2016_9.pdf


Reproduction Examples That Have Passed the 

Disclosure Test Before All Concerned Offices (1) 

D087535 – Softbank Robotics 

D089713 – Hilti Aktiengesellschaft 



D089858 – Ninebot (Beijing) Tech D086974 – Babybjörn AB 

Reproduction Examples That Have 

Passed the Disclosure Test Before All 

Concerned Offices (2) 



Hague Express Database 



Global Design Database 



Improvement of the E-Filing Interface 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Receive and download notifications from 
the IB relating to international applications 

Send corrections to irregularities or defects  

Retrieve in real-time current status of IA 

Indication of access code obtained  from 
the IP office of first filing, so that the IP 
office of the designated Contracting Party 
is able to access the priority document via 
the WIPO Digital Access Service (DAS). 



E-Filing Portfolio Manager 



E-Filing Interface 



Termination of the London (1934) Act of the Hague Agreement 
Concerning the International Deposit of Industrial Designs took 
place in October 2016 

Amendments to the Common Regulations Under the 1999 Act 
and the 1960 Act of the Hague Agreement concerning a 
safeguard against non-delivery of an electronic communication 
entered into force on 1.1.2017 

Entry into force of the eleventh edition of the Locarno 
Classification on 1.1.2017 

Developments in the Legal 

Framework 



New Hague Information Tools 

  
New functionalities available at www.wipo.int/hague 

 

■ Contact Hague Form 

1. Single point of contact for users;  

2. History 

 

■ Hague Member Profiles Database  

1. Compilation of data; 

2. Search tool 

 

 

http://www.wipo.int/hague


Some Statistics 



 

 

Hague Membership 

Status as of December 31, 2017 

(by most recent Act) 

 

2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

1999 Act 11 15 18 20 23 33 36 39 42 45 46 47 50 52 53

1960 Act 21 21 21 21 21 19 18 17 16 15 15 15 15 14 14
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International Registrations - 2017 

 
5,041international registrations were inscribed 

containing 19,241 designs 

3.66% decrease compared to the respective 
period in 2016 in the number of registrations 

9.3%  increase compared to the respective 
period in 2016 in the number of designs 



International Applications - 2017 

5,213 international applications were received 
containing 19,429 designs (max. 100 designs / 
application) 

6.27 % decrease compared to the respective 
period in 2016 in the number of applications 

3.8%  growth compared to the respective period 
in 2016 in the number of designs 

 



2017 - Five Most Popular Classes in 

International Registrations 

Class 10 

Clocks and watches and other 
measuring instruments, checking 

and signaling instruments 

363 registrations (7.2%) 

Class 6 

Furnishing 

368 registrations (7.3%) 

Class 12 

Means of transport or hoisting 

451 registrations (9.0%) 

Class 26 

Lighting apparatus 

326 registrations (6.5%) 

Class 14 

Recording, communication or 
information retrieval equipment  

579 registrations (11.5%) 



 

International Registrations Recorded 

2010-2017  

 

 

International 

Registration

s Recorded 

 

 

 

2216 

 

 

 

2363 

 

 

 

2440 

 

       

 

       2734 

 

          

 

         

2703          

 

                  

 

3581 

 

 

 

5233 

 

 

 

5041 

Growth 

 

 

11.7% 

 

 

6.6% 

 

 

3.3% 

 

 

      12.0% 

 

 

         -

1.1% 

  

 

32.5% 

 

 

46.1% 

 

 

-3.7% 
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Designs in International Registrations 

2010-2017 
 

0

5000

10000

15000

20000

25000

2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

Designs in Int. 
Registrations 11238   11077 11971 12806       13504 

                                                                       
14484 17601 19241 

Growth 11.7% -1.4% 8.1% 7.0% 5.5% 

                            
7.3%                  21.5% 9.32% 



Designs per International Registration 

(2017) 

 

International 
Registrations 2671   686 853   476   225 93 37 

% 53%   14%     17%   9%    4%   2%   1% 

0
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1 2 3 to 5 6 to 10 11 to 20 21 to 40 more than 40



 

Amount of Fees Paid per International 

Registration (2017) 

 

IR 1653 2154 652 339 243 

% 33.8% 42.7% 12.9% 6.7% 4.8% 

0
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Designations in International 

Registrations (2017) 

 

IR 1703 1280 1378 467 247 13 42 

% 32.3% 25.0% 26.9% 9.1% 4.8% 0.3% 0.8% 
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* Since the effective accession (May 13, 2015) 

Most Designated Contracting Parties 

in 2017 (international registrations) 
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Most designated Contracting Parties 

in 2017 (number of designs recorded) 
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Industrial designs

by right-holder

1 design

2 designs
3-10 designs

11-100 designs

> 100 designs

All

67.19%

13.87%

15.28%

3.35%

0.32%

100.00%

6558
1360
1498

328

31

9805

Number of

right-holders

Right-holders
(9,805)



Registrations
in force
(34,324)



1 design
19.19%

3-10 designs
20.21%

2 designs
7.92%

11-100 designs
24.13%

> 100 designs
28.54%

Industrial Designs

International Registrations in Force in the 

International Register (on December 31, 

2017) 

 



31.2%

19.7%

14.6%

7.8%

7.4%

6.9%

6.7%

2.8%

1.5%
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Origin of Holders of  International Registrations  

(by country of address of the holder) - 2017 
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Origin of Holders per Designs in 

International Registrations by Country of the 

Address of the Holder- 2017 
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Origin of Filers of International 
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Party - 2017 
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Origin of Filers per Designs in 

International Applications by Applicant’s 

Contracting Party - 2017  
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Origin of Filers of International Applications  

(by Country of Address of the Applicant) - 2017 
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Origin of Filers per Designs in  

International Applications  

(by Country of Address of the Applicant) - 2017  
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Seeking patents multinationally today - 

Paris system vs. PCT system 
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Paris route vs. PCT national phase 

“Market share” 

* 

Share of non-resident PCT National phase entries in total non-resident applications (%)
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File PCT 

application 

12 0 30 

International  

search report 

& written 

opinion 

16 18 

International 

publication 

(optional) 

File 

 demand for 

International 

       preliminary 

      examination 

 

File local 

application 

 

Enter 

national 

phase 

22 28 

(optional) 

International  

preliminary 

report on 

patentability Typically filed in same 

national patent office--one 

set of fees, one language, 

one set of formality 

requirements--and legal 

effect in all PCT States 

Using the PCT system to seek 

multinational patent protection 



Choices for SI applicants 

  Receiving Offices  RO/SI RO/EP RO/IB

 (SIPO) (EPO) (WIPO) 

  Filing languages English, English, Any  

 French, French, language

 German, German 

 Slovene   

  Filing mode ePCT CMS, ePCT ePCT 

 International EP  EP  EP  

(ROs) 

Searching 

Authorities (ISAs) 

http://www.wipo.int/pct/guide/en/gdvol1/annexes/annexc/ax_c_it.pdf
http://www.wipo.int/pct/guide/en/gdvol1/annexes/annexc/ax_c_ep.pdf
http://www.wipo.int/pct/guide/en/gdvol1/annexes/annexc/ax_c_ib.pdf


=PCT 

Albania   

Algeria   

Angola 

Antigua and Barbuda  

Armenia   

Australia   

Austria   

Azerbaijan   

Bahrain  

Barbados   

Belarus   

Belgium   

Belize   

Benin   

Bosnia and Herzegovina  

Botswana  

Brazil   

Brunei Darussalam 

Bulgaria   

Burkina Faso   

Cambodia (8 Dec. ‘16) 

Cameroon   

Canada   

Central African Republic  

Chad 

Chile 

China  

Colombia  

Comoros  

Congo 

   

Costa Rica   

Côte d'Ivoire   

Croatia   

Cuba   

Cyprus   

Czech Republic   

Democratic People's  

   Republic of Korea  

Denmark   

Djibouti (23 Sept. ‘16) 

Dominica 

Dominican Republic  

Ecuador 

Egypt 

El Salvador 

Equatorial Guinea  

Estonia   

Finland   

France,   

Gabon 

Gambia 

Georgia  

Germany 

Ghana  

Greece  

Grenada  

Guatemala 

Guinea  

 

 

 

Guinea-Bissau   

Honduras 

Hungary  

Iceland  

India   

Indonesia  

Iran (Islamic Republic of) 

Ireland   

Israel   

Italy   

Japan  

Jordan (9 June 17) 

Kazakhstan  

Kenya 

Kuwait (9 Sept. ‘16) 

Kyrgyzstan 

Lao People’s Dem Rep. 

Latvia   

Lesotho  

Liberia  

Libyan Arab Jamahiriya 

Liechtenstein  

Lithuania  

Luxembourg  

Madagascar 

 

 

  

Malawi  

Malaysia 

Mali   

Malta 

Mauritania   

Mexico   

Monaco   

Mongolia   

Montenegro 

Morocco   

Mozambique   

Namibia  

Netherlands   

New Zealand 

Nicaragua 

Niger 

Nigeria 

Norway 

Oman 

Panama 

Papua New Guinea 

Peru 

Philippines  

  

   

 

Poland 

Portugal 

Qatar 

Republic of Korea  

Republic of Moldova  

Romania   

Rwanda 

Russian Federation  

Saint Lucia   

Saint Vincent and 

      the Grenadines  

San Marino 

Sao Tomé e Principe 

Saudi Arabia 

Senegal   

Serbia 

Seychelles 

Sierra Leone   

Singapore   

Slovakia   

Slovenia   

South Africa   

Spain   

Sri Lanka   

Sudan   

Swaziland 

St. Kitts and Nevis 

Sweden 

Switzerland 

Syrian Arab Republic 

Tajikistan  

Thailand 

The former Yugoslav   

     Republic of Macedonia  

Togo   

Trinidad and Tobago  

Tunisia 

Turkey   

Turkmenistan   

Uganda   

Ukraine   

United Arab Emirates 

United Kingdom   

United Republic of Tanzania  

United States of America  

Uzbekistan   

Viet Nam   

Zambia 

Zimbabwe 

152 PCT States Recent 

accessions: 

Jordan 

Kuwait 

Djibouti 

Cambodia 



UN Member States not yet in PCT 
Afghanistan 

Andorra* 

Argentina** 

Bahamas 

Bangladesh* 

Bhutan 

Bolivia 

Burundi 

Cape Verde 

Democratic Republic of 

Congo 

Eritrea 

Ethiopia 

Fiji 

Guyana 

Haiti 

Iraq 

Jamaica 

 

Kiribati 

Lebanon 

Maldives 

Marshall Islands 

Mauritius** 

Micronesia 

Myanmar 

Nauru 

Nepal 

Pakistan 

Palau 

Paraguay** 

Samoa 

Solomon Islands 

Somalia 

South Sudan 

Suriname* 

 

Timor-Leste 

Tonga 

Tuvalu 

Uruguay** 

Vanuatu 

Venezuela 

Yemen 

 

(41) 

*preparing to accede **PCT discussions ongoing 

Also in 

discussions with 

GCC Patent 

Office about 

linking its system 

to PCT  



PCT Applications 
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2017: 243,500 (+4.5%) 
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International applications received in 
2017 by country of origin  

• ~50% from Asia; ~25% originating from North America; ~25% from Europe 

• +75% from top 5 countries; 90+% of filings from top 15 countries  

CN: +13.4% 

SE: +7% 

JP: +6.6% 

SI:  +43.5% 

  

Asia:   49.1% 

Europe:   24.9% 

North America:  24.2% 

 



PCT use by SI applicants 
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■ Slovenia joined PCT in 1994: EPC in 2002 and closed national 

route 

■ 2017: Around 45% filed with RO/SI, 30%: RO/EP; 25%: RO/IB 



1. postpones the major costs associated with internationalizing a 

patent application  

The PCT, as the cornerstone of the international patent system, 

provides a worldwide system for simplified filing and processing 

of patent applications, which— 

 

 Certain PCT Advantages 
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Nokero (produces solar-powered lights which replace kerosene lamps and 

candles used in developing and least -developed countries--it has so far 

distributed over 1.4 million lights in 120 countries and won a United States 

Patent and Trademark Office's Patents for Humanity Award) 

Source: WIPO Magazine, February 2016 

 PCT Testimonial: Start-up 

“When it comes to patenting, because we operate in so many 

different markets, we use WIPO’s Patent Cooperation Treaty 

(PCT). Every start-up has limited funds and the PCT is a great 

mechanism for delaying patent filing costs, allowing time to test 

the market and overcome any unforeseen technical problems. 

Without the PCT, protecting an invention in international 

markets would be a high-risk strategy with huge upfront costs.” 

 



PCT Testimonial: Inventor 

Professor Shuji Nakamura—co-winner of 

the 2014 Nobel Prize for Physics for his 

work on blue LED technology—is quoted 

in a December 2014 WIPO Magazine 

article:  

“… The PCT is critical for these early stage  

technologies because it gives us the opportunity to 

protect our patents globally while allowing the market 

and the technology to mature further before 

determining which countries might be most valuable 

to commercial partners.” 

 



PCT Success: Slovenian Company 

ELAN, founded 1945 founded by Rudi Finzgar, famous ski 

jumper 

 

 

 

 

Source Patentscope; Wikipedia; further examples : WIPO IP Advantage database; 

WIPO Magazine 4/2005 

Started at the end of Second 

World War for skis for military 

purposes 

Production of sports equipment  

Known for branding (trademarks 

and industrial designs)  

Progressive use of the PCT 

system since 1998 

So far 10 PCT applications 
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1. postpones the major costs associated with internationalizing a 

patent application 

2. provides a strong basis for patenting decisions 

The PCT, as the cornerstone of the international patent system, 

provides a worldwide system for simplified filing and processing 

of patent applications, which— 

 

 Certain PCT Advantages 
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1. postpones the major costs associated with internationalizing a 

patent application 

2. provides a strong basis for patenting decisions 

3. harmonizes formal requirements 

4. protects applicant from certain inadvertent errors 

The PCT, as the cornerstone of the international patent system, 

provides a worldwide system for simplified filing and processing 

of patent applications, which— 

 

 Certain PCT Advantages 



Harmonization of formal requirements 

PCT Applicant’s Guide, paragraph 4.011: “There is a 

prescribed form for the international application. This form 

must be accepted by all designated Offices for the purposes of 

the national phase, so that there is no need to comply with a 

great variety of widely differing formal requirements in the 

many countries in which protection may be sought.” 

 

PCT Article 27(1): “No national law shall require compliance 

with requirements relating to the form or contents of the 

international application different from or additional to those 

which are provided for in this Treaty and Regulations.” 

 



Protection from inadvertent errors 

Examples of procedures added to PCT which protect 

applicants from mistakes they sometimes make:  

 invited corrections of defects & fee payments 

 non-competent receiving Office 

 double formality review 

 restoration of priority 

 missing parts/incorporation by reference 

 rectification of obvious mistakes 

 excuse of national phase entry delay 

 removal of sensitive information 

 



1. postpones the major costs associated with internationalizing a 

patent application 

2. provides a strong basis for patenting decisions 

3. harmonizes formal requirements 

4. protects applicant from certain inadvertent errors 

5. evolves to meet user needs 

6. is used by the world’s major corporations, universities and 

research institutions when they seek multinational patent 

protection   

The PCT, as the cornerstone of the international patent system, 

provides a worldwide system for simplified filing and processing 

of patent applications, which— 

 

 Certain PCT Advantages 



Top PCT Applicants 2017 

■ 1. Huawei Technologies Co. Ltd (CN)  4,024 

■ 2. ZTE Corporation (CN)    2,965 

■ 3. Intel Corporation (US)    2,637 

■ 4. Mitsubishi Electric Corporation (JP)  2,521 

■ 5. Qualcomm Incorporated (US)   2,163 

■ 6. LG Electronics Inc. (KR)    1,945 

■ 7. BOE Technology Group Co., Ltd (CN)  1,818 

■ 8. Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd (KR)  1,757 

■ 9. Sony Corporation (JP)    1,735 

■ 10. Telefonaktiebolaget LM Ericsson (Publ) (SE) 1,564 

() of published 

PCT applications 



Top Ten SI PCT users 2016 
  

Rank Applicant’s name 2016 applications 

2838 LEK PHARMACEUTICALS D.D. 7 

3812 KRKA, D.D., NOVO MESTO 5 

4608 JOZEF STEFAN INSTITUTE 4 

4606 UNIVERSITY OF LJUBLJANA 4 

5894 GORENJE GOSPODINJSKI APARATI, D.D. 3 

5894 KEMIJSKI IN TITUT 3 

5894 
RAZVOJNI CENTER ENEM NOVI MATERIALI 
D.O.O. 

3 

5894 SEAWAY YACHTS, D.O.O. 3 

8243 3S SPORT D.O.O. 2 

8243 ALPINA, TOVARNA OBUTVE, D.O.O. 2 

http://www.wipo.int/ipstats/en/statistics/country_profile/profile.jsp?code=SI  

 

276 different applicants last 12 years; mainly SMEs; around 10-15 applications per year by 

universities and  public research institutions 

http://www.wipo.int/ipstats/en/statistics/country_profile/profile.jsp?code=SI
http://www.wipo.int/ipstats/en/statistics/country_profile/profile.jsp?code=SI
http://www.wipo.int/ipstats/en/statistics/country_profile/profile.jsp?code=SI


Various new PCT services  

PCT Direct 

Licensing availability 

ePCT 

Third Party Observations 

PATENTSCOPE  

WIPO Pearl 

Arbitration and Mediation Center Fee Reductions 

PCT training options 

 

http://www.epo.org/law-practice/legal-texts/official-journal/2014/09/a89.html
https://pct.wipo.int/ePCT
http://www.wipo.int/patentscope/search/en/structuredSearch.jsf
http://www.wipo.int/reference/en/wipopearl
http://www.wipo.int/amc/en/calculator/adr.jsp


ePCT 

WIPO online portal   

User interface in 10 languages 

Provides secure electronic access to files 

Applicants/agent can conduct most PCT transactions 

electronically with the International Bureau 

45’000 users (5’000 very active) in over 100 countries (e.g. 

US, CA, AU, TR, IN, SE, FI and BR), 74 offices 

ePCT-Filing: -based electronic filing of new PCT applications 

55 ROs accepting ePCT Filings  

More information: https://pct.wipo.int/ePCT 

 

 

https://pct.wipo.int/ePCT
https://pct.wipo.int/ePCT


PCT Information and Training 

29 Videos about individual PCT topics 

PCT Distance learning course in 10 PCT publication 
languages 

PCT Webinars  

free updates on developments in PCT procedures  

upon request also for companies or law firms  

Videoconference and audio possibilities also available 

 In-person PCT Seminars and training sessions: see PCT 
seminar calendar 
(http://www.wipo.int/pct/en/seminar/seminar.pdf)  

Monthly Newsletter (http://www.wipo.int/pct/en/newslett/) 

Extensive information resources on PCT website 
(http://www.wipo.int/pct/en/) 

 

http://www.wipo.int/pct/en/seminar/seminar.pdf
http://www.wipo.int/pct/en/seminar/seminar.pdf
http://www.wipo.int/pct/en/newslett/
http://www.wipo.int/pct/en/newslett/
http://www.wipo.int/pct/en/
http://www.wipo.int/pct/en/


For general questions about the PCT, contact the PCT 

Information Service at: 

 
Telephone: +41-22 338 83 38  

Facsimile: +41-22 338 83 39  

E-mail: pct.infoline@wipo.int  

 

 thomas.henninger@wipo.int (+41 22 338 84 29) 

 

  

PCT Resources/Information 

mailto:thomas.henninger@wipo.int


Future Developments 

(Overview for experienced users) 

 



Reminder of PCT Changes as of 2016: 

sensitive information 
2 additional protections/safeguards for applicants 

Mistakenly filed/submitted “sensitive” information 

 

• the ability to effectively remove from filed PCT applications 

and WIPO’s publicly accessible application-related documents 

(even before international publication) “sensitive” information 

mistakenly submitted (amendments to PCT Rules 9, 48 & 94) 

 

• the information which is sought to be removed must be 

irrelevant to the disclosure, prejudicial to personal or economic 

interests and there must be no prevailing public interest in its 

access 

 

• Takeaway/Action item: make sure your 

staff/colleagues/outside counsel are aware of this new 

procedure 



Reminder of PCT Changes 2016: 

Internet outages 
additional protections/safeguards for applicants 

 

Missed time limits due to large-scale Internet outages 

 

■ extension of force majeure excuse of delay provision to time 

limits missed due to “general unavailability of electronic 

communications services” (amended Rule 82quater) 

 

■ covers outages that affect widespread geographical areas or 

many individuals, as distinct from localized problems 

associated with a particular building or single user 

 

■ Takeaway/Action item: make sure your 

staff/colleagues/outside counsel are aware of this new 

basis 

 



PCT Changes as of July 1, 2017 (1) 

PCT national phase to become more transparent 

 

designated Offices will be required to provide IB with timely national 

phase entry and related data (Rules 86 & 95) 

 

■ within 2 months from expiry of national phase deadline or asap 

thereafter 

■ date national phase entered, national application number, 

number and date of any national publication, and date of grant 

 

PATENTSCOPE “National phase” tab will contain more information 

than it currently  does 

 

Applies to applications which have entered the national phase on or 

after 1 July 2017 

 

Takeaway/Action item: make sure your staff/colleagues/outside 

counsel are aware of this upcoming change 

 



PCT Changes as of July 1, 2017 (2) 

PCT “Receiving Offices” will be required to forward any earlier search or 

classification results on priority applications to the PCT ISA (amendments 

to Rules 12bis, 23bis & 41) 

 

a work-sharing/efficiency measure 

 

ROs were allowed to effectively opt out if this procedure was 

incompatible with national law when the amendments were introduced  

USPTO (and 10 other ROs) made this notification 

Certain ROs offer applicants the possibility to opt out 

 

Applies to applications filed on or after July 2017 

 

Takeaway/Action item: make sure your staff/colleagues outside 

counsel are aware of this new procedure 

 
 



PCT Rule Changes 2018 

Amendment to the Schedule of Fees 

Clarification that the 90% fee reduction is intended only for 

persons filing PCT applications in their own right and not those 

filing PCT applications on behalf of a person or entity which is 

not eligible for the fee reduction (e.g. the director or employee of 

a company where the application is made for the benefit of the 

company) 

Amendment to PCT Rules 4.1(b)(ii) and 41.2(b) 

Correction of references regarding provisions which entered into 

force on 1 July 2017 relating to the transmittal of earlier search 

and/or classification results 

 



PCT Issues under discussion 

IP5 collaborative search and examination 

 

Preparatory phase of 3rd pilot started in 2017  

Operational phase for three years from mid 2018 (IP5 offices will 

have applicants select PCT applications; 100 applications each 

Office; collaboratively search them and measure the effects and 

benefits even into the national phase) 

full test (including national phase impact) will take several years, but 

could then be discussed for PCT integration   

 

Discussions on diverging practices for incorporation by reference 

proposed ePCT national phase entry functionality 

color drawings available in ePCT and on Patentscope 

possible fee reduction for universities and public research organizations 

attempts to optimize PCT data and financial flows 

 



Continued areas of PCT focus (1) 
Quality: 

Improve the quality and consistency of PCT international phase 

reports 

Develop quality metrics for measuring usefulness of international 

phase reports 

Develop quality feedback system for offices (e.g., DO to ISA) 

Explore collaborative search and examination 

Improve timeliness of issuance of PCT workproducts 

Help designated Offices to better understand reports  

Search strategies, standardized clauses, explanations of relevance of 

cited documents, etc. 

Improve timeliness of actions in international phase 

ISAs/IPEAs, ROs (eSearchCopy) 

Improve access to national search and examination reports 

PATENTSCOPE, WIPO-CASE, Global Dossier 

Make progress against misleading invitations sent to PCT users 

 







Continued areas of PCT focus (2) 

Help developing countries benefit from the PCT 

top 15 countries responsible for more than 90% of IAs filed 

in 2017 

improve training for patent examiners (especially in 

developing and least developed countries), and better 

coordinate training already provided 

including more easily identifying public domain technologies 

Making PCT accessible to applicants of all types from all 

Contracting States  

fee reductions (SMEs, universities, research institutes, 

individual applicants) 

 



Continued areas of PCT focus (3) 

■ ePCT:  electronic interface to entire PCT international phase 

process 

■ real time access to IB files and bibliographic data 

■ notifications of significant events and approaching deadlines 

■ Online electronic preparation and filing with real-time 

validations (currently with 55 receiving offices, including IB, Algeria, Austria, 

Australia, Azerbaijan, Brazil, Brunei, Bulgaria, Canada, Chile, Colombia, Croatia, Cuba, 

Czechia, Denmark, Dominican Republic, EAPO, Estonia, EPO, Finland, Georgia, Hungary, 

Iceland, India, Indonesia, Israel, Iran, Italy, Jordan, Latvia, Malaysia, Mexico, Morocco, 

New Zealand, Norway, Oman, Panama, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Portugal, Qatar, 

Republic of Korea, Russian Federation, Saudi Arabia, Serbia, Slovakia, Slovenia, 

Singapore, South Africa, Sweden, Turkey, South Africa, Switzerland, and the United 

States of America) 

■ Multilingual (10 language) interface available 

■ Working on centralized fee payment mechanisms 

 



The PCT of the Future 
■ Should include: (in the view of the IB) 

■ Renewed emphasis of the “Cooperation” element in PCT: 

■ Offices and Authorities performing their roles in a timely way and to the level of quality 

necessary to allow other Offices and the public to trust the work performed by them 

■ Increase the capacity to measure that quality 

■ Full faith and credit should be given by Offices to their own ISA work products 

■ Further consider allowing the market/competition (e.g., greater ISA choice for 

applicants) to exert an effect here   

■ Make use of DO feedback on ISA/IPEA work products, as particularly interested 

consumers of PCT reports 

■ Development of IT systems and standards to support sharing information with other 

Offices more effectively 

■ Build on WIPO IPAS, WIPO-CASE and ePCT 

■ Review data flows between offices and enable e-communication with all Offices 

(PCT was designed in another era) 

■ Centralized fee payment mechanism?  

■ Establishment of appropriate applicant incentives so that they play a more effective 

part in the cooperation 

■ Provision of training and assistance to Offices from all Contracting States so that they 

are able to perform their roles effectively 

■ The PCT System: - Overview and Possible Future Directions and Priorities 

 

 

 

http://www.wipo.int/export/sites/www/pct/en/3million/pdf/memo.pdf
http://www.wipo.int/export/sites/www/pct/en/3million/pdf/memo.pdf
http://www.wipo.int/export/sites/www/pct/en/3million/pdf/memo.pdf
http://www.wipo.int/export/sites/www/pct/en/3million/pdf/memo.pdf


PCT-Patent Prosecution Highway (PPH) 
Accelerated national phase examination based on positive 
work product of PCT International Authority (written opinion 
of the ISA or the IPEA, IPRP (Ch. I or II)) 

MANY individual PCT-PPH pathways 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Reduction in # of office actions can result in savings between 
USD 2,500 & 6,500 per application (2009 AIPLA  Survey) 

 



PCT Best practices/ reminders 

The PCT contains useful mechanisms, such as: 

third party observations 

restoration of priority procedures 

mechanism to draw attention to individual applications by including 

licensing-related information 

being able in theory to request excuse of delay in meeting national 

phase entry deadline 

Always:   

view and review filed application online asap after filing 

review published application immediately after publication 

always respect national phase entry time limit 

request RO to prepare and transmit priority document 

consider submitting any restoration of priority requests to RO/IB 

file 92bis requests only with IB directly 

call/email when you have a doubt or question 

Never: 

submit a notice of withdrawal to the RO or any authority other than 

the IB 



WIPO ARBITRATION AND 

MEDIATION CENTER 

Mr. Vazquez Lopez, Head, Section for Coordination with 

Developed Countries, Department for Transition and 

Developed Countries  

 
Ljubljana, Slovenia 

March 27, 2018 



Top Ten Priorities in Choice of 

Dispute Resolution Clause 

WIPO Center Report on International Survey of Dispute Resolution in Technology Transactions  



Relative Time and Cost of 

Technology Dispute Resolution 

WIPO Center Report on International Survey of Dispute Resolution in Technology Transactions  

 



WIPO Arbitration and Mediation Center 

■ Facilitates the resolution of commercial disputes between 

private parties involving IP and technology, through procedures 

other than court litigation (alternative dispute resolution:  ADR) 

■ Offices in Geneva and Singapore 

■ Users around the world   

■ ADR of IP disputes benefits from a specialized ADR provider 

■ WIPO mediators, arbitrators and experts experienced in IP 
and technology - able to deliver informed results efficiently 

■ Competitive WIPO fees 

■ International neutrality 

■ Services include mediation, (expedited) arbitration, expert 
determination, and domain name dispute resolution 

 

 



       WIPO ADR 

Mediation, Arbitration, Expert Determination 

Mediation: informal consensual process in which a neutral 

intermediary, the mediator, assists the parties in reaching a 

settlement of their dispute, based on the parties’ respective 

interests. The mediator cannot impose a decision. The settlement 

agreement has force of contract. Mediation leaves open available 

court or agreed arbitration options. 

Arbitration: consensual procedure in which the parties submit their 

dispute to one or more chosen arbitrators, for a binding and final 

decision (award) based on the parties’ rights and obligations and 

enforceable internationally.  Arbitration normally forecloses court 

options. 

Expert Determination: consensual procedure in which the parties 

submit a specific matter (e.g., technical question) to one or more 

experts who make a determination on the matter, which can be 

binding unless the parties have agreed otherwise. 

 

 



Why Consider IP ADR? 
Cost of IP court litigation 

Calls for cost- efficient solutions 

Internationalization of creation/use of IP 

Calls for cross-border solutions; consolidate in one procedure 

Awards enforceable under the New York Convention 

Technical and specialized nature of IP 

Calls for specific expertise of the neutral 

Short product and market cycles in IP 

Calls for time-efficient procedures 

Confidential nature of IP 

Calls for private procedures 

Collaborative nature of IP creation and commercialization 

Calls for mechanisms that preserve relations 

 

 



Routes to WIPO ADR 
ADR contract clause electing WIPO Rules 

WIPO Mediation, and/or 

WIPO Arbitration / Expedited Arbitration, and/or 

WIPO Expert Determination 

Model clauses: www.wipo.int/amc/en/clauses/index.html  

Parties can shape the process through the clause 

(e.g., location, language, law) 

ADR submission agreement electing WIPO Rules, e.g., in 

existing non-contractual disputes 

Referral by a court or by parties in court litigation 

Unilateral request for WIPO Mediation by one party (Art. 4 

WIPO Mediation Rules) 

 

http://www.wipo.int/amc/en/clauses/index.html


WIPO ADR Options 

Expedited 

Arbitration 

Arbitration 

 

WIPO Contract 

Clause/ Submission 

Agreement 

Expert 

Determination 

Determination 

(Negotiation) 

Mediation 

Award Settlement 

Party 

Agreement 

Outcome 

Procedure 

First Step 



WIPO Center Case Role 

Administering cases 

Under WIPO Rules, or under special procedures 

Active management:  containing time and costs 

WIPO ECAF (optional online case management) 

 

Facilitating selection and appointment of mediators, 

arbitrators, experts 

WIPO list of 1,500+ neutrals  

From numerous countries in all regions. 

Specialized in different areas of IP and IT 

 





WIPO Mediation, Arbitration and 

Expert Determination Cases 

Domestic and international disputes  (25/75%) 

Case venues around the world 

Amounts in dispute from USD 20,000 to USD 1 billion 

IP/IT disputes and commercial disputes 

Contractual 

Non-contractual (infringement of IP rights) 

 



Dispute Areas in WIPO Mediation and 

Arbitration Cases 



WIPO Cases: Typical Time and Cost 
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** WIPO Fee Calculator available online 

 



Party Settlement under WIPO Rules 



WIPO Recommendations from  

Survey Results 

Contracting on technology should anticipate disputes 

Dispute policy should prepare for likelihood of 
international challenges in regard to parties, jurisdiction, 
and law 

Dispute policy should be designed to minimize time and 
cost, more than other considerations 

Dispute policy should include mediation 

Between arbitration and court litigation, consider 
(expedited) arbitration as time- and cost-effective option 

In non-contractual disputes, there appears to be scope 
for greater use of party negotiation and mediation 

 



Resolving Cybersquatting Disputes 

at WIPO 
WIPO has created and operates the Uniform Domain Name 

Dispute Resolution Policy (UDRP) 

An international administrative ADR procedure that allows 

trademark owners to file “clear cut” cases of abusive 

domain name registration and use (“cybersquatting”) 

without going to court 

Uniform:  applicable to all international domains “old” (.com, 

.net, etc.) and “new” (.bike, .xyz, etc.) 

Also available for 74 national domains. 

Since 1999:  39,000 WIPO cases covering 73,000 

domain names 

 2016 total:  3,074 cases 

 



UDRP:  Principal Advantages 

Significantly quicker and cheaper than court litigation 

Two-month average;  fixed fees (USD 1,500) 

Predictable criteria and results 

Decision (transfer) implemented directly by registrar 

Prevents consumer confusion/brand abuse 



WIPO UDRP Complainant  

Areas of Activity 



Further WIPO ADR Information 

Queries:  

arbiter.mail@wipo.int 

 

Clauses:  

www.wipo.int/amc/en/clauses/ 

 

Rules:  

http://www.wipo.int/amc/en/rules/ 

 

Case examples:  

www.wipo.int/amc/ 

 

WIPO domain name dispute resolution: 

www.wipo.int/amc/en/domains/ 

 

mailto:arbiter.mail@wipo.int
http://www.wipo.int/amc/en/clauses/
http://www.wipo.int/amc/en/rules/
http://www.wipo.int/amc/
http://www.wipo.int/amc/en/domains/


Global Databases for Intellectual 

Property Platforms and Tools for the 

Connected Knowledge Economy  

Ms. Sandrine Ammann, Marketing and Communications 

Officer, Office of the Assistant Director General (GIS), WIPO  

Ljubljana, Slovenia 

March 27, 2018 









WIPO Global Databases for IP: Platforms & 

Tools for the Connected Knowledge Economy 

Patents: PATENTSCOPE  

 

Brands: GBD 

 

Designs: GDD 

 

IP National laws: WIPO Lex 

 

Terminology: WIPO Pearl 

 

IP on NTD, tuberculosis, and malaria: WIPO Re:Search 

 

Green technologies marketplace: WIPO Green 

 

 



PATENTSCOPE 

https://patentscope.wipo.int  

https://patentscope.wipo.int/
https://patentscope.wipo.int/


Search 



Simple Interface: company search 









Analysis 





Interface : Field Combination - Structured 

Additional search fields can be selected 



Interface : Advanced 

Full flexibilities are enabled 



Example: national phase entry 

All applications that entered national phase in China in 

2012 



Example: wind turbine technologies 



Coverage: what is included? 

PCT published applications 

National/regional patent collections 



Coverage : Details of collections 



National/regional collections 



National/regional collections vs 

national phase 

https://patentscope.wipo.int/search/en/nationalphase.jsf 



Useful tools: CLIR & WIPO Translate 



Available in the Search menu 



CLIR: the interface 



CLIR: an example 



CLIR: an example 



Translate 



32 Technical domains from the IPC 

[ADMN] Admin, Business, Management & Soc Sci 

[AERO] Aeronautics & Aerospace Engineering 

[AGRI] Agriculture, Fisheries & Forestry  

[AUDV] Audio, Audiovisual, Image & Video Tech 

[AUTO] Automotive & Road Vehicle Engineering 

[BLDG] Civil Engineering & Building Construction 

[CHEM] Chemical & Materials Technology 

[DATA] Computer Sci, Telecom & Broadcasting 

[ELEC] Electrical Engineering & Electronics 

[ENGY] Energy, Fuels & Heat Transfer Eng 

[ENVR] Environmental & Safety Engineering 

[FOOD] Foods & Food Technology 

[GENR] Generalities, Language, Media & Info Sci 

[HOME] Home Contents & Household Maintenance 

[HORO] Precision Mechanics, Jewelry & Horology 

[MANU] Manufacturing & Materials Handling Tech 

[MARI]  Marine Engineering  

[MEAS]  Standards, Units, Metrology & Testing 

[MECH]  Mechanical Engineering 

[MEDI]  Medical Technology  

[METL]  Metallurgy 

[MILI]  Military Technology 

[MINE]  Mining, Oil & Gas Extraction & Minerals 

[NANO]  Nano Technology 

[PACK]  Packaging & Distribution of Goods 

[PRNT]  Printing & Paper 

[RAIL]  Railway Engineering 

[SCIE]  Optical Engineering 

[SPRT]  Sports, Leisure, Tourism & Hospitality 

[TEXT]  Textile & Clothing Industries 

[TRAN]  Transportation 



WIPO Translate: how does it work? 







Browse 







Most active 



Most active last 5 gazettes 



Most advanced 



Breakouts 





IPC Green Inventory 



Patent Register Portal 





PATENTSCOPE account 



Https protocol 



PATENTSCOPE what’s new? 

 

Addition of chemical compound search: 

 

Recognize chemical compounds in patent texts and 

from embedded drawings included in patent texts; 

Standardize all the different representations of 

chemical structures into Inchikeys; 

Implement search functions for Inchikeys that can be 

used by non chemists 

 

 

 



Chemical Search function 







Example: Viagra 

Chemical names: Sildenafil; 139755-83-2; Revatio; 

VIAGRA; Sildenafil [INN:BAN]; CHEMBL192  

 

Molecular formula: C22H30N6O4S 

https://pubchem.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/search/#collection=compounds&query_type=mf&query=C22H30N6O4S&sort=mw&sort_dir=asc
https://pubchem.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/search/#collection=compounds&query_type=mf&query=C22H30N6O4S&sort=mw&sort_dir=asc
https://pubchem.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/search/#collection=compounds&query_type=mf&query=C22H30N6O4S&sort=mw&sort_dir=asc
https://pubchem.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/search/#collection=compounds&query_type=mf&query=C22H30N6O4S&sort=mw&sort_dir=asc
https://pubchem.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/search/#collection=compounds&query_type=mf&query=C22H30N6O4S&sort=mw&sort_dir=asc
https://pubchem.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/search/#collection=compounds&query_type=mf&query=C22H30N6O4S&sort=mw&sort_dir=asc
https://pubchem.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/search/#collection=compounds&query_type=mf&query=C22H30N6O4S&sort=mw&sort_dir=asc
https://pubchem.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/search/#collection=compounds&query_type=mf&query=C22H30N6O4S&sort=mw&sort_dir=asc
https://pubchem.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/search/#collection=compounds&query_type=mf&query=C22H30N6O4S&sort=mw&sort_dir=asc


Chemical compound search  





Advanced Search 





Example: Ritonavir 
Antiretroviral drug from the protease inhibitor class used to treat HIV infection and AIDS 





Patent Landscape Report on 

Ritonavir- October 2011 
http://www.wipo.int/edocs/pubdocs/en/patents/946/wipo_pub_946.pdf 

  

The originator company is Abbott Laboratories, which 

markets Ritonavir under the brand name Norvir, or in 

combination with the protease inhibitor Lopinavir, as 

Kaletra or Aluvia. The U.S. Food and Drug Administration 

(FDA) approved the drug in March 1996 for oral solution 

and in June 1999 for capsules.  



Can I search? 

Stereoisomer  

Monomer 

Enantiomer 

CAS name 

Polymer, Poly(vinyl alcohol)  

Inorganic cluster  

Metal-organic framework  

Transformable into InchI reactions  

CAS number 

DNA sequence listing 

 

 



Future plans   

Make the chemical search feature available for other 

collections and languages 



Monthly webinar 

http://www.wipo.int/patentscope/en/webinar/  

http://www.wipo.int/patentscope/en/webinar/
http://www.wipo.int/patentscope/en/webinar/


Global databases, tools, and platforms 

for IP business (free)  

PATENTSCOPE  

Global Brand Database 

Global Design Database 

WIPO Lex 

WIPO Pearl 

WIPO Re:Search 

WIPO Green 

 



 

Global Brand Database 
http://www.wipo.int/branddb/en/index.jsp  

 

Free of charge searches in multiple collections: 

 

■ Trademarks under Madrid System 

 

■ Appellations of Origin under Lisbon System 

 

■ Emblems under the Paris Convention 6ter  

 

■ Algeria, Australia, Brunei, Canada, Cambodia, Denmark, 

Egypt, Estonia, Indonesia, Israel… many more coming 

soon 

 

 

http://www.wipo.int/branddb/en/index.jsp


The Interface 



Image Search 

Your search 

The results  











Example:   



Results: list view 



Results: grid view 





Combining many search criteria 

Brand Arla  

2 Nice classifications: 20 & 43 

2 designating countries: Japan & Denmark 

 

 



Webinar 

http://www.wipo.int/reference/en/branddb/webinar   

http://www.wipo.int/reference/en/branddb/webinar
http://www.wipo.int/reference/en/branddb/webinar


Global databases, tools, and 

platforms for IP business (FREE)  

PATENTSCOPE  

Global Brand Database 

Global Design Database 

WIPO Lex 

WIPO Pearl 

WIPO Re:Search 

WIPO Green 

 

 



 

GLOBAL DESIGN DATABASE  
http://www.wipo.int/designdb  

 
 

Free of charge searches in multiple collections, 

including: 

 

■ designs under the Hague System 

 

■ national design collections: CA, ES, JP, NZ, US 

 

■ other national collections: DE, KR and EM coming soon 

 

    

http://www.wipo.int/designdb








Example: cross-country skiing boot 



National Classification and  

Locarno Searches 



Webinar 

http://www.wipo.int/reference/en/designdb/webinar  

http://www.wipo.int/reference/en/designdb/webinar
http://www.wipo.int/reference/en/designdb/webinar


Global databases, tools and 

platforms for IP business (FREE)  

PATENTSCOPE  

Global Brand Database 

Global Design Database 

WIPO Lex 

WIPO Pearl 

WIPO Re:Search 

WIPO Green 

 

 



 

WIPO Lex 

http://www.wipo.int/wipolex/en/  

 
 

Free-of-charges searches in:  

 

IP National laws & treaties:WIPO, WTO, UN members 

 

Related information  

 

http://www.wipo.int/wipolex/en/


The Interface 





Slovenia – Genetic Resources 



Global databases, tools and 

platforms for IP business (FREE)  

PATENTSCOPE  

Global Brand Database 

Global Design Database 

WIPO Lex 

WIPO Pearl 

WIPO Re:Search 

WIPO Green 

 

 



WIPO Pearl 
http://www.wipo.int/wipopearl/search/home.html  

 
WIPO’s online terminology database 

 

18’000 concepts, 145’000 terms 

10 languages 

 

Contents validated by WIPO 

language experts and terminologists 

 

http://www.wipo.int/wipopearl/search/home.html
http://www.wipo.int/wipopearl/search/home.html
http://www.wipo.int/wipopearl/search/home.html


Example: bicycle fork 





Global databases, tools and 

platforms for IP business (FREE)  

PATENTSCOPE  

Global Brand Database 

Global Design Database 

WIPO Lex 

WIPO Pearl 

WIPO Re:Search 

WIPO Green 

 

 



Access to IP, including pharmaceutical compounds, 

technologies, and – most importantly – know-how and data 

available for research and development for neglected 

tropical diseases (NTDs), tuberculosis, and malaria. 



WIPO Re:Search in numbers 



 

Get involved 

 
 

As a user 

As a provider 

As a supporter 

 

Contact email: re_search@wipo.int  

… 

mailto:re_search@wipo.int


Global databases, tools and 

platforms for IP business (FREE)  

PATENTSCOPE  

Global Brand Database 

Global Design Database 

WIPO Lex 

WIPO Pearl 

WIPO Re:Search 

WIPO Green 

 

 









Get Involved 

as partner to shape the further development of WIPO 

GREEN 

 

register to:  

communicate your green innovation and technology 

needs 

advertise your inventions, technologies, products 

and services 

connect with the innovation and business 

communities globally 

 

 

 

 

 



sandrine.ammann@wipo.int 



Major Intellectual Property 

Economic & Statistics Studies 

Mr. Vazquez Lopez, Head, Section for Coordination with 

Developed Countries, Department for Transition and 

Developed Countries  

 

Ljubljana, Slovenia 

March 27, 2018 



The Economics and Statistics Division 

The Division applies Statistic and 

Economic Analysis to the use of 

WIPO services. 

This structure also improves 

WIPO economic insight on IP 

Development.  

Reflects the Growing 

Consensus on the 

importance of the 

Economic 

Dimension of IP 



WIPO Economics & Statistics 

Program 

Set up in 2009, as part of WIPO’s Strategic Realignment 

Program 

Key objectives: 

■ Provide accurate, comprehensive, and timely statistical 

information on the performance of the IP system 

■ Provide high quality economic analysis on how IP policy 

choices affect innovation and overall economic 

performance 



Economic analysis 

■ Key questions: 

■ What are elements of successful innovation systems? 

■ How do IP policy choices affect economic performance? 

■ Flagship reports 

■ Global Innovation Index (annual) 

■ World Intellectual Property Reports (biannual) 

 



WIPO Economics & Statistics 

Program 

Data development 

Collect and publish statistics on intellectual property (IP) activity 

worldwide 

Development of unit record data for economic analysis 

■ IP offices generate rich “big” data 

■ Combine IP data with economic performance data 



Economics and Statistics Division 

Statistics  

World IP Indicators 

IP Facts and Figures 

The Services reports: 

PCT 

Hague 

Madrid 

Economics 

World IP Report 

Development Studies 

Global Innovation 

Indicators 

Creative industries (watch 

this space) 

 





World Intellectual Property 

Indicators 
An authoritative annual survey of IP activity  

around the globe 

 

■ Overview of IP filing activity 

■ Key numbers 

■ Highlights and standard figures of: 

■  Patents 

■  Trademarks 

■  Industrial Designs 

■  Plant Varieties 

■  Geographical Indications 

 





WIPO IP Facts and Figures 

An overview of intellectual property activity based on the 

latest available year of complete statistics 

 

■ Global Intellectual Property applications and active IP 

rights 

■ Patents and Utility Models 

■ Trademarks 

■ Industrial Designs 





Patent Cooperation Treaty-  

Yearly Review 

Comprehensive facts, figures and analysis of the 

international patent system 

 

■ Statistics on the international phase: PCT applications 

■ Statistics on PCT national phase entries 

■ Statistics on the performance of the PCT System 

■ Highlights and standard figures tables 

 

This Study exists for the Madrid and Hague System as well  





Intangible Capital in Global  

Value Chains   

Examines the crucial role of intangibles such as 

technology, design and branding in international 

manufacturing 

 

■ Global Value Chains: the face of 21st century 

international commerce 

■ Coffee: how consumers choices are reshaping the global 

value chain 

■ Photovoltaics: technological catch up and competition in 

the global value chain 

■ Smartphones: what’s inside the box? 





Previous Studies 



Previous Studies 



SLOVENIA 



The Global Innovation Index* 

19. AUSTRALIA 

20. AUSTRIA  

21. ISRAEL 

22. NORWAY 

23. BELGIUM 

24. ESTONIA 

25. CHINA 

26. MALTA 

27. CZECH REPUBLIC 

28. SPAIN 

29. ITALY 

30. PORTUGAL 

31. CYPRUS  

32. SLOVENIA  

19. NORWAY 

20. AUSTRIA 

21. NEW ZEALAND 

22. CHINA 

23. AUSTRALIA 

24. CZECH REPUBLIC 

25. ESTONIA 

26. MALTA 

27. BELGIUM 

28. SPAIN  

29. ITALY 

30. CYPRUS 

31. PORTUGAL  

32. SLOVENIA  

RANKING 2016  RANKING 2017 RANKING 2015  

15. NEW ZEALAND  

16. CANADA 

17. AUSTRALIA 

18. AUSTRIA 

19. JAPAN  

20. NORWAY 

21. FRANCE 

22. ISRAEL 

23. ESTONIA 

24. CZECH REPUBLIC 

25. BELGIUM 

26. MALTA 

27. SPAIN 

28. SLOVENIA  

 

*Authors: Cornell University, INSEAD, WIPO 



  
Strengths Challenges 

Institutions 1. Ease of starting a business 

2. Ease of paying taxes 

1. Expenditure on education, % GDP 

Human capital & 

research 

3.    Pupil-teacher ratio, secondary 2. Gross expenditure on R&D 

3. Global R&D companies 

4. QS university ranking 

Infrastructure 4.    Gross capital formation 5. Logistics performance 

Market sophistication 5.    Ease of getting credit 

6.    Ease of protecting minority           

investors 

6. Market capitalization 

Business 

sophistication 

7.     FDI net inflows 7. Firms offering formal training 

8. University/industry research 

collaboration 

9. State of cluster development 

10. Intellectual property payments 

Knowledge & 

technology outputs 

9.    Printing & publishing 

manufactures 

  

Creative outputs 10.    Trademarks by origin 

11.    National feature films/mn pop.  


