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Prior art for international search
(Article 15(2) and Rule 33)

M Prior art:

 everything which has been made available to the
public,

d anywhere in the world,

o

by means of written disclosure,

 which is capable of being of assistance in determining
that the claimed invention is or is not new and that it
does or does not involve an inventive step,

 provided the making available to the public occurred
prior to the international filing date.

WIPOIPCT

B PCT Minimum Documentation (Rule 34) PatontSystom
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International Search Report (ISR)
(Rules 42 and 43)

B Contains:

 IPC (International Patent Classification) symbols
iIndications of the technical areas searched
iIndications relating to any finding of lack of unity
a list of the relevant prior art documents

U 0O 0O O

indications relating to any finding that a meaningful search
could not be carried out in respect of certain (but not all)
claims

B Time limit to establish ISR and written opinion of the ISA:

3 months from the date of receipt of the search copy by
the ISA (usually within approximately 16 months from the
priority date if priority is claimed); or

WIPO I PCT

9 months from the priority date, whichever time limit e neratona
-l expires later



International Search Report (ISR
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PATENT COOPERATION TREATY

PCT

INTERNATIONAL SEARCH REPORT
(PCT Adicle 18 and Rules 43 and 44)

APpPICant's or agent's fe reference FOR FURTHER SR
P08017 ACTION s well as, whero appiicable, item 5 below.
Intgrnational 3ppication No, tling date i (Earkest) Prionty Date (day/month/year)
PCT/EP2009/060890 24/08/2009 25/08/2008
Applicant

RATIOPHARM GMBH

This intemasonal earch repor has been prepared by this Authorty and is to the applicant
according to Aricio 18. A copy Is being ransmitied 10 e International Bureau.

This intemasional search report consistsofatotalol 4 sheets.
[X]  nis a0 accompanied by a copy of each prior art document ced in Bis report.

1. Basis of the report
a. With regard 1o the language, the international search was carrled out on the basis of:
the in the language In which it was fled

a of he Into , which is the
of a ranslation fumished for the purposes of intemational search (Rules 12.3(a) and 23.1(d))

b. D This intemational search report has been establishod taking Into account the rectification of an obvious mistake
authorized by o notfied 10 this Aushority under Rule 91 (Rule 438bis(a)).

e [[]  wm regard to any nuceotide andior amino acid

2. [[] Certain claims wore found unsearchable (Sae Box No. Ii)
3. [ unityof invention is lacking (see Box No Ii)

4. With regard to the title,
[X] e toxtis approved as submitied by the applicant
[C]  the sext has boon established by this Aumorty % read as folows:

5. With regard to the abstract,
[X]  the sextis approved as submitied by the applicant

[ the sext has boon established, acoordng to Rule 38.2(b), by this Authority as it agpears in Box No. IV. The appiicant
may, within ongé month om he date of maling of this search repon, 10 s Authority

6. With regard to the drawings,
a. he figue of he drawings 10 be published with the absvact is Figure No
[[]  sssuggested by the appicant
[[] s selected by this Authoray, because the applicant aled 1o suggest a figure
[[]  asselected by this Authorty, bacauss this figure better characterizes the invention
b. [X]  none ot the tigures is 1 be published with the abstract

q in the see Box No. I

Form PCT/ISA/210 (first sheet) (Aprit 2007)

WIPOIPCT

The International
Patent System



International Search Report (ISR)

C. DOCUMENTS CONSIDERED TO BE RELEVANT
Category® | Ceaton of document, with indication, where appropriate, of the relevant passages Redevant 1o caim No.

A WO 2007/143483 A (SMITHKLIN RP 1-9
; |USI WHITEHEAD BONNIE F [US]; HO PETER T
C [U) 13 December 2007 (2007- 12-13)
page 8, paragraph 3; table 1

R WO 2006/113649 A (SMITHKLINE BEECHAM CORK 1-9
LID LIE); CA 5;
CAMPBELL D) 26 October 2006 (2006-10-26)
cited in the application
the whole document
/=
Category : A ] Relevant
Claims : 1-9
|
m Further documents are listed in the continuation of Box C. [EASoomlthumn.
WIPOIPCT

The International
Patent System
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International Search Report (ISR)
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INTERNATIONAL SEARCH REPORT

R International application No
R SR PCT/EP2009/060890
Patent document Publication Patent tamily Publication
cited in search report date member(s) date
W0 2007143483 'A 13-12-2007 NONE
W0 2006113649 A 26-10-2006 AR 054252 Al 13-06~2007
AU 2006236423 Al 26-10-2006
CA 2606207 Al 26-10-2006
CN 101203211 A 18-06-2008
EA 200702253 Al 28-04-2008
EP 1871347 Al 02-01-2008
JP 2008536931 T 11-09-2008
KR 20080005557 A 14-01-2008
US 2008206330 Al 28-08-2008
WO 2008067144 A 05-06-2008 EP 2088862 A2 19-08-2009
WIPO | PCT

The International
Patent System



International Search Report (ISR)

Category : X, Y

C. DOCUMENTS CONSIDERED TO BE RELEVANT

Category”

Citation of document, with indication, where appropriate, of the relevant passages

Relevant to claim No.

1-3,5-12

US 20047189715 Al (MATTHEWS JOSEPH H [US]
mmﬂm AL)

20 _Sentemher 2004 _(2004-00-20)
paragraphs [0011], [0019], [0021],
[0022], |[0044], [0060] - [0062],

[0068], [0074], [0076], [0077]; figures

1,9,13~16

EP 2 053 850 Al (VESTEL ELEKT SANAYI VE
TICARET [TR]) 29 April 2009 (2009-04-29)
colum 9, line 51 - column 10, line 6;
figures 4,5,9

1-4,6-11

US 6 552 738 B1 (LIN WALTER C [US] ET AL)
22 April 2003 (2;63-61-22)

column 1, Tine 22 - line 39; figures 1-4
column 1, Tine 67 - line 15

column 3, line 66 - column 5, line 59

-/--

5,12 \\\\
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X Further documents are listed in the continuation of Box C. X

( .
See patent family annex. L Relevant CIaImS
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Written opinion of the ISA (Rule 43bis) (1)

M [nitial preliminary non-binding opinion on:
L novelty (not anticipated)
O inventive step (not obvious)
O industrial applicability

B A written opinion will be established for all international
applications at the same time as the ISR

B The written opinion is sent to applicant and the
International Bureau together with the ISR

WIPO I PCT
The International
Patent System
KR Workshop
Topic 1-13



Written opinion of the ISA (Rule 43bis) (2)

B The written opinion is made publicly available on
PATENTSCOPE in its original language as of the date of
publication of the international application

B No formal procedure for applicants to respond to written opinion
of the ISA

B Possibility to submit informal comments to the International
Bureau

d They are made publicly available together with the written
opinion in their original language

1 They are communicated to the DOs together with the IPRP
(Chapter ) if and when it is sent

B Note: The IPRP Chapter | and its translation are established at
30 months from the priority date WIPO | PCT

The International

Patent System
KR Workshop

Topic 1 -14



Written opinion of the ISA
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PATENT COOPERATION TREATY

From the
INTERNATIONAL SEARCHING AUTHORITY

~ PCT

WRITTEN OPINION OF THE
. mad INTERNATIONAL SEARCHING AUTHORITY
(PCT Rule 43bis.1)
Date of masling o o
l (daymonthyear) see form PCTISAR10 (second sheet)
Applicant’s or agents o reforence FOR FURTHER ACTION o
see form PCTASA220 See paragrach 2 below
Intemational application No. filng date Prionity date (daymonthyear)
PCTIEPZOOOBGOBOO 24.08.2009 25.08.2008
Patent Classification (IPC) or both nasional classification and IPC
INV. AB1K31517
| —
Apphcant
RATIOPHARM GMBH
—)
=
1. This opinion contains indications relating to the following items:
& BoxNo.l  Basis of the opinion
0 BoxNo. Il Priority
[J Box No.ll  Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, step and industrial y
0 BoxNo. IV Lack of unity of invention
B BoxNo.V mmummunm)(ummbw mmmmamdmw
applicabilty; citations and
O Box No. VI Caertain documents cited
B 8ox No. VIi an-nwmmm
D) Box No. Vill Certai on the i
2. FURTHER ACTION
¥ a demand for s made, this opinion will usually be considered to be a
wrlnon opinion of the International Prﬁmnuy xamining Authority ("IPEA") except that this does not apply where
the applicant chooses an Authority other. m&hmbuhlmwhm Pumwm
hmmndsunwm&heelhu(b)mmmm pinions of this i Y
will not be so considered.
If this opinion is, nmmmnouamuonopmumlmmmmmb
submit fo the IPEA a written reply together, where with befor of3
lmnlhodahdmaimdFumPCYASAkzoabefonmooxpkmol&monmmmmdm
whichever exprres later.
For further options, see Form PCTASAR20.
3. For lurther details, see notes to Form PCTASAR20.
Name and mading address of the ISA: Date of completion of Authorized Officer
Euwropean Patent Office 3
’ el Zimmer, Barbara { 7
== D-80298 Munich s, &
Tol 449892399 -0 Telephone No. +49 89 2399-8600 N ot
Fax: +49 69 2399 - 4465

Form PCTISA237 (Cover Sheet) (Apri 2005)

WIPO I PCT

The International
Patent System



Written opinion of the ISA

WRITTEN OPINION OF THE International application No.
INTERNATIONAL SEARCHING AUTHORITY PCT/EP2009060890

Box No.V  Reasoned statement under Rule 43bis.1(a)(i) with regard to novelty, inventive step or
industrial applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement

1. Statement
Novelty (N) Yes: Claims 19
No: Claims
Inventive step (IS) Yes: Claims 19
No: Claims
Industrial applicability (IA) Yes: Claims 19
No: Claims
2. Citations and explanations T TR
it ot 2. Novelty : ¢
T ———— Prior art document D1 discloses unit dosage forms comprising 0.5mg to 1000mg

of lapatinib, which is below the amount claimed in the present application (p. 8,
para. 3). Furthermore, a daily dose of 1250mg or 1500mg lapatinib is disclosed in
D1 without, however, further specifying the amounts of active agent per unit dose
(Table 1). Tablets comprising 250mg lapatinib are further known from D2 (ex. 1)
and D3 is the package leaflet of Tyverb® 250mg, of which 5 tablets have to be
administered per day.

Thus, in view of the cited prior art, the subject-matter of claims 1-9 seems to be
novel (Art. 33(2) PCT).

KR Workshop
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Written opinion of the ISA

3.

KA

Inventive Step

D3, which is regarded as closest prior art, differs from the subject-matter of the
present application in the amount of active agent per unit dose.

In view of the cited prior art, the technical problem of the present application
seems to be the provision of an alternative dosage form of lapatinib, which is
convenient to administer and which contains the whole daily lapatinib medication
in a unit dose.

~The provision of a unit dose comprising between 1200 and 1300mg lapatinib is

not obvious in view of the cited prior art. As shown in the examples, the lapatinib

formulations of the present application are even superior compared to the
reference with regard to in-vitro parameters (fig. 1).

As a result, the subject-matter of claims 1-9 of the present application seems to

“involve an inventive step (Art. 33(3) PCT).

Topic T-17




Written opinion of the ISA

Box No.V Reasoned statement under Rule 43bis.1(a)(i) with regard to novelty, inventive step or
industrial applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement

1. Statement

Novelty (N) Yes: Claims 4,59, 11,12

No: Claims 1-3,6-8. 10
Inventive step (IS) Yes: Claims

No: Claims 1-12
Industrial applicability (1A) Yes: Claims 1-12

No: Claims

2. Citations and explanations

see separate sheet

WIPO I PCT
The International
Patent System
KR Workshop
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Written opinion of the ISA
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3

3.1

Novelty

Furthermore, the above-mentioned lack of clarity notwithstanding, the subject-
matter of independent claims 1, 6 and 7 and dependent claims 2, 3, 8 and 10
is not new in the sense of Article 33(2) PCT, and the criteria of Article 33(1)
PCT are therefore not met.

Claim 1: Document D1 discloses:

A method for displaying an on-screen display (Fig. 13-15) comprising the
steps of:

determining at least one display parameter (paragraph [0022]: "...the
various applications present a GUI tailored for control via a limited input
device from a distance) of an on-screen display (paragraph [0022]: GUI;
Fig. 13-15: 1302, 1402, 1502) based upon the type (paragraph [0021]: "...to
switch between the first and second graphical user interface modes
based on the input device used to control the operating system"”;
paragraph [0076]; Fig. 16) of user interface device (Fig. 1: 40, 42, 55;
paragraph [0044]) used;

displaying said on-screen display according to said determined at least one
display parameter (paragraphs [0022], [0062], [0077]).



Written opinion of the ISA

4.1

4.2

KF
Topic™

Inventive Step

Furthermore, the subject-matter of dependent claims 4, 5, 9, 11 and 12 does
not involve an inventive step in the sense of Article 33(3) PCT, and the criteria
of Article 33(1) PCT are therefore not met. Document D1 is considered to
represent the closest prior art to the subject-matter of these claims.

Claim 4: Document D1 does not disclose determining the dimension of the on-
screen display based on the distance between the remote control device and
display of said on-screen display. Nevertheless, this practice is known from
e.g. document D2, and the skilled person would simply adopt such known
practice with corresponding effect starting from D1 in order to achieve
constantly good readability of the OSD when the distance of the user from the
display device is variable.

Claims 5. 9. 12: Document D1 is not specific about the location of the "local
control device". Nevertheless, the skilled person would choose as Monitor 47
in Fig. 1 of D1 among any known display devices, among which are display
devices with built-in USB ports as well as touch-screens. Therefore displays
with built-in touch-screens or with a mouse/keyboard connected to the display
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International preliminary examination (1)

B Results in the establishment by the IPEA of a non-
binding opinion on

L novelty (not anticipated) (Article 33(2) and Rule 64)

dinventive step (not obvious) (Article 33(3) and
Rule 65)

Windustrial applicability (Article 33(4))

B International preliminary examination provides an
opportunity to make amendments and to address
patentability issues raised by the ISA

WIPO I PCT
The International
Patent System
KR Workshop
Topic 1 -22



International Preliminary Examination (2)

B Only claims relating to the invention(s) searched by the
ISA will be examined by the IPEA (Rules 66.1(e)
and 66.2(a)(vi))

WIPO I PCT
The International
Patent System
KR Workshop
Topic 1 -23



The International Preliminary Report on
Patentability (Chapter Il

PATENT COOPERATION TREATY

. PCT

INTERNATIONAL PRELIMINARY REPORT ON PATENTABILITY
(Chapter II of the Patent Cooperation Treaty)

(PCT Asticle 36 and Rule 70)
Applicand's o ageat’s filereference | pog U RTHER ACTION  ScoForm PCTAPEA416
1099 PCT
Intemational spplication No. [ iing & Prioriy
PCT/SE2007/000669 09-07-2007 -

Patcot Classification (IPC) or ratioaal classifcation s0d IPC.

See Supplemental Box

Applicant
Flir Systems AB et al

1. 'This report is shed by this ional Preliminary
Mwm;sum»uwmbmw

2. ‘This REPORT consistsof atotal of _ 5 MWMMM

3. This report is also ied by
a E (sent to the applicant and to the International Bureau) atotal of __4 shects, as follows:

E muummmwmmmwunumamm
andor sh ized by this Authority (soc Rale 70,16 and Section 607 of the
Administrative Instructions).

D MMWWMNMM thoc iders in an that goes
beyond the discl ion as filed, as indicated in item 4 of Box No. [ and the
Supplemental Box.

b D (m»mwumm).mamw-«wumwm

listing tables related thereto, in clectronic
ﬁmmly,smﬁumlmhwﬂ MM»MM(—WMMM

4, mmmmmmuum-m

Box No. 1 Basis of the report
D Box No. It Priority
D Box No. IlI Non-cstablishment of opinion with regard to novelty, tep industrial
D Box No. [V Lack of unity of invention
& Box No. V Reasoned statement under Articlo 35(2) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial
D Box No, V1 Certain documents cited
D Box No. VI Certain defects in the international application
D BoxNo. VIl Certain ions oa the i tional i
Date of submission of the demand Date of completion of this report
28-01-2009 19-10-2008
Name and mailing address of the IPEA/SE Authorized officer
::q;:;soa rogistreringsverket
8-102 42 STOCKHOLM Alexander Lakic / MRo
22 Nooeds 8 7 WIPO | PCT
Form PCT/IP! -
EAT409 (cover sheet) (Jaauary 2009) The International
Patent System
KR Workshop

Topic 1 -24



The International Preliminary Report on
Patentability (Chapter Il)

2. With regard to the elements of the international application, this report is based on (replacement sheets which have been furnished to the
receiving Office in response to an invitation under Article 14 are referred to in this report as “originally filed” and are not annexed to
this report):

the international application as originally filed/furnished

the description:
pages 1-4,6-14 as originally filed/furnished
pages* 5 received by this Authorityon  09.02.2009
pages* received by this Authority on

x the claims:
nos. 3-5 as originally filed/furnished
nos.* as amended (together with any statement) under Article 19
nos.* 1-2 received by this Authorityon _ 09.02.2009
nos.* received by this Authority on

& the drawings:
sheets 1-4 as originally filed/furnished
sheets* received by this Authority on
sheets* received by this Authority on




The International Preliminary Report on
Patentability (Chapter Il)

I . gy
Box No. V Reasoned statement under Article 35(2) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial applicability;
citations and explanations supporting such statement
1.  Statement
Novelty (N) Claims 1=5 YES
Claims NO
Inventive step (IS) Clatiis 1=5 YES
Claims NO
Industrial applicability (IA) Claims 1-5 YES
Claims NO

WIPOIPCT

The International
Patent System

KR Workshop
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The International Preliminary Report on
Patentability (Chapter Il)

Claims 1-5

“A means for selecting a device to be operated,
which selects an external device corresponding to a
physical address designated in a first CEC message when a
device not compatible with CEC is included in the input
path via which a second CEC message is transmitted,”
described in claim 1, is not mentioned in the above
document, nor would a person skilled in the art having
reference to the above document easily conceive of said
means.

Accordingly, the novelty and inventive step of the

invention as set forth in claims 1-5 are not denied by

the above document.

WIPOIPCT

The International
Patent System
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Challenges for National Examination
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Amendments before / at the entry into
National Phase

B Claim
B Description
B Drawings

B \When can applicants make amendments?

WIPO I PCT
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Before/After Amendments

Before Amendment ‘ After Amendment

/l Invention composed (? /I Invention composed}

U Element 1 JdElement 1
U Element 2 L Element 2
U Element 3 U Element 3
K U Element 4 / dElement 4

\ OdElement 5 /

WIPO I PCT
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Other Challenges

B Patentability Requirements (ISR, WOISA, IPRP Ch. Il)

L methods for treatment of the human or animal body
by surgery or therapy, as well as diagnostic methods

O Computer programs
JBusiness Method

B Insufficient Search Results (e.g. lack of unity)

WIPO I PCT
The International
Patent System
KR Workshop
Topic 1-33



Practical Approach for Better Quality

M Different size of the Office (could be different
approach)

(11000 examiners or 10 examiners (for the
whole technological fields)

JExamination by its own examiners,
outsourcing, temporary examiners ...

M Utilization of the results from other Offices
JdWait for such results?

WIPOIPCT
The Internation

ent System



