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Un’introduzione all’OMPI  

e ai suoi principali studi economici sulla proprietà 

intellettuale 
 



WIPO 
 

MISSIONE: Promuovere 

innovazione e creatività 

attraverso lo sviluppo di un 

sistema di proprietà 

intellettuale (PI) equilibrato 

ed efficace, a vantaggio di 

tutti. 

 

STATI MEMBRI: 188 

OSSERVATORI: + 390 (ONG, 

OIG, gruppi industriali, etc.) 

PERSONALE: + 1200  

TRATTATI AMMINISTRATI: 26  

PRINCIPALI ORGANI 

DIRETTIVI: Assemblee 

Generali, CC, Conferenza 

WIPO 

 



Un’orientazione ai servizi e allo sviluppo  

Sviluppo Economico 

Attività 

normativa 

Servizi per 

l’industria 

Infrastruttura 

globale 



PRESENZA DELL’OMPI NEL MONDO 

Ginevra HQ 
Giappone Cina 

Singapore 

Brasile 

USA 

Russia 



WIPO 
Arbitration 

and 
Mediation 

Center 

Hague 
System 

(Industrial 
Designs) 

Madrid 
System 

(Trademarks) 

Patent 
Cooperation 

Treaty 
(Patents) 

Servizi di punta a livello globale 



Banche dati 
specializzate   

• Banche dati, p.e. . 
Patentscope, Global 
Brand Database  

Piattaforme   

• Piattaforme comuni per 
scambio dati fra Uffici PI: 
IPAS, DAS 

• Altre piattaforme : WIPO 
GREEN,  WIPO 
Re:Search 

Trattamento 
dell’informazione   

• Classificazioni internazionali 
(organizzano il reperimento dati 
su brevetti, marchi e DI in 
strutture di facile accesso e 
uso) 

• Standard di qualità (sistema 
comune di gestione dati 
contenuti in documenti di PI) 

Infrastruttura 

globale per 

la PI   



Bilancio OMPI 2016 - 2017: 756,3 M. CHF 
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Entrate PCT (brevetti) per paese nel 2014 

(milioni CHF) 
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Entrate Madrid (marchi) per paese nel 
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Principali studi economici sulla PI  

DIVISIONE DI ECONOMIA E DI STATISTICA – Riflette un consenso 
generale sull’importanza della dimensione economica della PI.  

 

Analisi economica e statistica dell’uso  

dei servizi offerti dall’OMPI 

Visione economica dell’OMPI sullo 
sviluppo della PI  



World Intellectual Property Report 

(2015): Breakthrough Innovation and 

Economic Growth 

The PCT Yearly Review provides an 

overview of the performance and 

development of the PCT system: 

http://www.wipo.int/ipstats/en/statistics/p

ct/ 

Madrid Yearly Review:  

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

Hague Yearly Review:  

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

The WIPO IP Facts and Figures 

provides an overview of IP activity based 

on the latest available year of statistics. 

It serves as a quick reference guide for 

statistics:  http://www.wipo.int/ipstats/en/ 

World Intellectual Property Indicators 

(WIPI) provides an overview of latest 

trends in IP filings and registrations 

covering more than 100 offices:  

http://www.wipo.int/ipstats/en/wipi/index.

html 

WIPO IP Statistics Data Center 

http://ipstatsdb.wipo.org/ipstatv2/ipstats/

patentsSearch 

 

 

 

 

http://www.wipo.int/ipstats/en/statistics/pct/
http://www.wipo.int/ipstats/en/statistics/pct/
http://www.wipo.int/ipstats/en
http://www.wipo.int/ipstats/en/
http://www.wipo.int/ipstats/en/wipi/index.html
http://www.wipo.int/ipstats/en/wipi/index.html
http://www.wipo.int/ipstats/en/wipi/index.html


 

 

Profilo paese 



Utilizzo servizi OMPI in Italia (2014) 

PCT  

(Brevetti) 
Sistema di Madrid 

(Marchi) 
Sistema dell’Aia 

(Disegni Industriali) 

3,058 domande 

+6.6% (dal 2013) 

Posizione:  12 

Dalla 11 alla 12 
(dal 2013) 

2,742 registrazioni 

-1.5% (dal 2013) 

Posizione: 6 

Dalla 5 alla 6  
(dal 2013) 

197 registrazioni 

-53% (dal 2013) 

Posizione: 5 

Dall 4 alla 5  
(dal 2013) 



Domande italiane attraverso servizi OMPI 



Richiedenti Pubblicazione Rank 

G.D SOCIETA' PER AZIONI 63 376 

NUOVO PIGNONE SRL 51 455 

PIRELLI TYRE S.P.A. 43 537 

CONSIGLIO NAZIONALE DELLE RICERCHE 34 679 

INDESIT COMPANY S.P.A. 32 734 

ENI S.P.A. 27 868 

BASELL POLIOLEFINE ITALIA S.R.L. 24 964 

SOLVAY SPECIALTY POLYMERS ITALY S.P.A. 24 964 

DANIELI & C. OFFICINE MECCANICHE S.P.A. 23 1009 

FONDAZIONE ISTITUTO ITALIANO DI TECNOLOGIA 20 1145 

Principali utilizzatori sistema PCT  

(pubblicazione 2014) 



Università 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 

POLITECNICO DI MILANO 12 3 8 7 5 11 

ALMA MATER STUDIORUM-UNIVERSITA DI BOLOGNA 7 7 2 8 7 10 

POLITECNICO DI TORINO 3 7 11 9 9 6 

UNIVERSITA DEGLI STUDI DI GENOVA 3 5 3 4 5 

SCUOLA SUPERIORE DI STUDI UNIVERSITARI E DI 

PERFEZIONAMENTO SANT'ANNA 7 5 9 8 6 4 

UNIVERSITA DEGLI STUDI DI MILANO-BICOCCA 2 3 8 3 5 4 

UNIVERSITA DEGLI STUDI DI PADOVA 5 6 6 7 3 4 

UNIVERSITA POLITECNICA DELLE MARCHE 3 2 4 

UNIVERSITA DEGLI STUDI DI FIRENZE 3 4 1 2 3 3 

UNIVERSITA DEGLI STUDI DI ROMA 'LA SAPIENZA' 7 9 5 7 11 3 

UNIVERSITA DEGLI STUDI DI SIENA 2 4 2 3 

Total in Italy 105 87 104 106 101 83 

Domande PCT pubblicate dalle prime 10 

università italiane* 

* University and PRO patents are not automatically identified in patent data – that keyword searches need to be applied, with potential institutions missed 



Struttura e criteri del Global Innovation Index (GII) 



GII Rankings 

      RANKING 2015      RANKING 2016 

1. SWITZERLAND 

2. SWEDEN 

3. UNITED KINGDOM 

4. UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

5. FINLAND 

6. SINGAPORE 

7. IRELAND 

8. DENMARK 

9. NETHERLANDS 

10. GERMANY 

11. KOREA, REPUBLIC OF 

12. LUXEMBOURG 

13. ICELAND 

14. HONG KONG (CHINA) 

15. CANADA 

29. ITALY 

1.  SWITZERLAND 

2. UNITED KINGDOM 

3. SWEDEN 

4. NETHERLANDS 

5. UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

6. FINLAND 

7. SINGAPORE 

8. IRELAND 

9. LUXEMBURG 

10. DENMARK 

11. HONG KONG (CHINA) 

12. GERMANY 

13. ICELAND 

14. KOREA, REPUBLIC OF 

15. NEW ZEALAND 

31. ITALY 

 



L’Italia nel GII 2016 

Tra i 30 paesi con più innovazione 

 

La spesa nazionale lorda per R&S e la spesa del settore privato per R&S non è 

diminuita durante la crisi: 

 

 

 

 

 

Rapporto di Efficenza: dalla posizione 57 nel 2015 alla 33 nel 2016.  

 

Qualità dell’innovazione: posizione 16 tra i paesi ad alto reddito (su 49 in totale) /  

     posizione 16 in assoluto (su 128 paesi). 

 

Punti forza:   2 pilastri di input (Infrastruttura e Sviluppo dei mercati ) 

 1 pilastro di output (Conoscenza e Tecnologia) 

 

 

 

 

2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 

GERD 100 102 104 107 112 114 114 

BERD 100 102 105 109 113 117 118 



L’Italia nel GII 

Punti forti Punti deboli 
 

 

• 3. Infrastructure (18th) 

• 3.3. Ecological sustainability (2nd) 

• 3.3.3 ISO 14001 environmental certificates

 (5th) 

• 4.2.3 Total value of stocks traded (13th) 

• 4.3. Trade, competition, & market scale

 (7th) 

• 4.3.3 Domestic market scale (12th) 

• 5.2.2 State of cluster development

 (4th) 

• 6.1.5 Citable documents H index (7th) 

• 6.2. Knowledge impact (14th) 

• 6.2.4 ISO 9001 quality certificates (1st) 

• 7.1.2 Industrial designs by origin (2nd) 

• 7.3.3 Wikipedia monthly edits (13th) 

  

 

 

• 1.3.3 Ease of paying taxes (95th) 

• 2.1.1 Expenditure on education (80th) 

• 3.2.3 Gross capital formation (109th) 

• 4.1.1 Ease of getting credit (81st) 

• 4.2.2 Market capitalization (62nd) 

• 5.1.5 Females employed with advanced 

degrees (60th) 

• 5.2.4 Joint venture/strategic alliance deals

 (45th) 

• 5.3.4 Foreign direct investment net inflows

 (111th) 

• 6.2.1 Growth rate of GDP per person 

engaged (97th) 

• 7.1.4 ICTs and organizational model 

creation (82nd) 



http://www.wipo.int/edocs/pubdocs/en/wipo_pub_gii_2016.pdf 

 

http://www.wipo.int/edocs/pubdocs/en/wipo_pub_gii_2016.pdf


 

• 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 

 



 
E-mail:  Francesca.Toso@wipo.int 

 

 





Speaker:  Christine Bonvallet, Senior Legal Officer, 

 PCT Legal Division 

 

 

Bologna, October 19, 2016 

 

The Patent Cooperation Treaty (PCT)  
and its advantages for business 



Seeking patents multinationally: 

traditional patent system  

(“Paris Route”)  vs. PCT system 
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Traditional patent system: “Paris Route” 

Local patent application followed within 12 months by 

multiple foreign applications claiming priority under Paris 

Convention: 

 multiple formality requirements 

 multiple searches 

 multiple publications 

 multiple examinations and prosecutions of applications 

 translations and national fees required at 12 months 

Some rationalization because of regional arrangements: 

ARIPO, EAPO, EPO, OAPI 
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1 country = 1 filing 



The PCT system 
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PCT Coverage Today  



=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  

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   

Kazakhstan  

Kenya 

Kuwait  

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 

151 PCT States Recent accessions: 

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 

 

Jordan* 

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 

 

(42) 

*preparing to accede **PCT discussions ongoing 



PCT Applications 
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•2015: 218,000 (+1.7%) 

•WIPO Chief Economist predicting +3.3% in 2016 
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International applications received in 
2015 by country of origin  

• 26+% originating in US 

• 75% from top 5 countries; 92+% of filings from top 15 countries 

• PCT applications filed by applicants from 132 countries 

• Very close to having 80% of UN member countries in the PCT 

US: -6.7% 

JP: +4.4% 

CN: +16.8% 

DE: +0.5% 

KR: + 11.5% 

FR: + 2.6% 

GB: + 0.8% 

NL: + 3.6% 

CH: +4.4% 

SE: -1.4% 

IT: +0.8% 

CA: -7.2% 

AU: + 1.7% 

IL: + 7.4% 

FI: -12.1% 



PCT use in IT 
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• Joined PCT effective March 28, 1985 

• 3,083 PCT applications filed by IT applicants in 2015 with RO/IT  



 

 
Most businesses worldwide which seek and use patents 

wish to:  

 

■ control costs while preserving options 

■ make informed business decisions  

■ use the best tools available when seeking 

protection 

 

 

 
The PCT responds to these objectives 

The PCT… and business 



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 



Traditional patent system 

vs. PCT system 
Fees for: 

--translations 

--Office fees 

--local agents 
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■ postpones the major costs associated with internationalizing a 

patent application 

 

■ 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 



Documents relevant to 

whether or not your 

invention may be 

patentable 

Symbols indicating 

which aspect of 

patentability  

the document cited is 

 relevant to (for example, 

novelty, inventive step, 

etc.) 

The claim numbers 

in your application to 

which the document is 

relevant 

Example:  PCT International Search Report (PCT/ISA/210) 

http://www.wipo.int/export/sites/www/pct/en/forms/isa/isa210.pdf


Example:  PCT Written opinion of the International Searching 

Authority (PCT/ISA/237) 

Patentability 

assessment 

 of claims 

Reasoning 

supporting the 

assessment 

http://www.wipo.int/export/sites/www/pct/en/forms/isa/isa237.pdf


International Searching Authorities (21) 

■ AU – Australia 

■ AT – Austria 

■ BR – Brazil 

■ CA – Canada 

■ CL – Chile  

■ CN – China 

■ EG – Egypt  

■ ES – Spain 

■ FI – Finland 

■ IN – India  

■ IL – Israel 

 

 

■ JP – Japan 

■ KR – Republic of Korea 

■ RU – Russian Federation 

■ SE – Sweden 

■ SG – Singapore 

■ UA –  Ukraine  

■ US – United States of America 

■ EP – European Patent Office 

■ XN – Nordic Patent Institute 
(Denmark, Iceland, Norway) 

■ XV – Visegrad Patent Institute 
(Czech Republic, Poland, Hungary 
and Slovakia)   

 *  Office of filing (Receiving Office)  decides  on which ISAs is/are available 



Choice of RO(s), language(s) of filing 

and ISA(s), IT applicant(s)) 

■   Receiving Offices RO/IT RO/EP RO/IB

 (UIBM) (EPO) (WIPO) 

 

■   Filing language(s) English, English, Any  

 French, French, language 

 German, German 

 Italian   

 

■   ISA(s) EP  EP  EP  

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


■ postpones the major costs associated with internationalizing a 

patent application 

 

■ provides a strong basis for patenting decisions 

 

■ harmonizes formal requirements 

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.” 

 



■ postpones the major costs associated with internationalizing a 

patent application 

 

■ provides a strong basis for patenting decisions 

 

■ harmonizes formal requirements 

 

■ 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 



Protection from inadvertent errors 

■ invited corrections of defects & fee payments 

■ non-competent receiving Office 

■ double formality review 

■ restoration of the right of priority 

■ missing parts/incorporation by reference 

■ rectification of obvious mistakes 

■ excuse of national phase entry delay 

 



■ postpones the major costs associated with internationalizing a 

patent application 

■ provides a strong basis for patenting decisions 

■ harmonizes formal requirements 

■ protects applicant from certain inadvertent errors 

■ evolves to meet user needs 

■ 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 



Distribution of PCT Applicants in 2015 

Businesses

Individuals

Universities

Government and
Research Institutions

Top Applicants 
 

•   Businesses: Huawei Technologies CN – 3,898 applications published  

•   Universities:  University of California US – 361 applications published 

•   Government and Research Institutions – Commissariat à l’Énergie 

         Atomique et aux Énergies Alternatives FR – 409 applications published 

 



Top PCT Applicants 2015* 
1. Huawei Technologies—CN (3,898)**     +450 

2. Qualcomm—US (2,442) 

3. ZTE—CN (2,155) 

4. Samsung—KR (1,683)                          +300, up from #11 

5. Mitsubishi Electric—JP (1,593) 

6. Ericsson—SE (1,481) 

7. LG Electronics—KR (1,457)                 +320, up from #16 

8. Sony—JP (1,381)                                 +400, up from #21 

9. Philips—NL (1,378) 

10. Hewlett-Packard—US (1,310)              +485, up from #25 

11. Siemens—DE (1,292)  

12. Intel—US (1,250) 

13. Bosch—DE (1,247) 

14. Boe Technology—CN (1,227) 

15. Toyota—JP (1,214) 

16. Panasonic—JP (1,185) 

17. Hitachi—JP (1,165) 

18. Halliburton—US (1,121) 

19. Sharp—JP (1,073) 

20. Tencent Technology—CN (981) 

() of published 

PCT applications 

**more than 15 

per WIPO working 

day 

*48,539 total PCT 

applicants in 2015  

2015: 

•  85% businesses 

•  8% individuals 

•  5% universities 

•  2% government and 

research institutions 

20% of PCT 

applicants were 

responsible for more 

than 80% of the 

published applications 



Top PCT IT Applicants 2014 

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

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


Top University PCT Applicants 2015 
1. University of California (US) 

2. MIT (US) 

3. Johns Hopkins (US) 

4. University of Texas (US) 

5. Harvard University (US) 

6. University of Michigan (US) 

7. University of Florida (US) 

8. Tsinghua University (CN) 

9. University of Tokyo (JP) 

10. Stanford University (US) 

11. Seoul National University (KR) 

12. Peking University (CN) 

13. Columbia University (US) 

14. Isis Innovation Limited (GB) 

15. Cornell University (US) 

16. University of Pennsylvania (US) 

17. Kyoto University (JP) 

18. Korea University (KR) 

19. CalTech (US) 

20. Danemarks Tekniske Universitet (DK) 



■ postpones the major costs associated with internationalizing a 

patent application 

■ provides a strong basis for patenting decisions 

■ harmonizes formal requirements 

■ protects applicant from certain inadvertent errors 

■ evolves to meet user needs 

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

research institutions when they seek multinational patent 

protection 

■ can result (if PCT reports are positive) in accelerated national 

phase processing (PCT-PPH)    

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 



Patent Prosecution Highway (PPH) and PCT 

■ Accelerated examination in the national phase based on a positive 

work product of an International Authority (written opinion of the ISA or 

the IPEA, IPRP (Chapter I or II)) 

■ Conditions:   

■ At least one claim has been determined by the ISA or the IPEA to 

meet the PCT criteria of novelty, inventive step and industrial 

applicability;  and  

■ ALL the claims must sufficiently correspond to the claims deemed 

to meet the PCT criteria (they are of the same or similar scope or 

they are of narrower scope than the claims in the PCT application) 

■ Global PPH and PCT: 

■ Introduction of Global PPH Pilot in January 2014 

■ Single set of qualifying requirements that simplifies the existing 

PPH network so that it is more accessible for users 

 



Various PCT services  

■ New ISAs/IPEAs: ISA/XV 

■ PCT Highlights 

■ PCT Direct 

■ Licensing availability 

■ ePCT 

■ Third Party Observations 

■ PATENTSCOPE  

■ WIPO Pearl 

■ Arbitration and Mediation Center Fee Reductions 

■ PCT training options 

 

http://www.wipo.int/pct/en/highlights/
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


Indication of availability for license 

■ PCT applicants can indicate in relation to their published 

applications that the invention is available for license 
■ How? Applicants may submit a “licensing request” (see PCT Form PCT/IB/382) 

directly to the IB 

■ When? At the time of filing or within 30 months from the priority date 

■ Free of charge 

■ Applicants can file multiple licensing requests or update previously submitted 

ones (within 30 months from the priority date); such requests may be revoked by 

the applicant at any time, that is, also after 30 months from the priority date 

■ Submitted licensing indications made publicly available after 

international publication of the application on PATENTSCOPE 

under “Bibliographic data” tab with a link to the submitted 

licensing request itself 

■ International applications containing such licensing indication 

requests can be searched in PATENTSCOPE 

■ Most use thus far from universities/research institutions 
 

http://www.wipo.int/export/sites/www/pct/en/forms/ib/editable/ed_ib382.pdf


ePCT 
■ WIPO online portal that provides PCT Services for both 

applicants and Offices  

■ User interface available in all (10) PCT publication languages 

■ Provides secure and direct electronic access to/interaction 

with International Bureau’s PCT application files by 

applicants/agents 

■ Applicants/agent can conduct most PCT transactions 

electronically with the International Bureau 

■ 30’000 users (5’000 very active in Private Services) in over 

100 countries (e.g. US, CA AU, TR, IN, SE, FI and BR), 67 

offices 

■ ePCT-Filing: -based electronic filing of new PCT applications 
■ 42 ROs accepting ePCT Filings  

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

 

 

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


3rd Party Observation System 
■ Allows third parties to submit prior art observations relevant 

to novelty and inventive step as to published PCT 

applications 
■ Goal: Improve patent quality--give national offices (and PCT Authorities) 

better/more complete information on which to base their decisions 

■ Web-based system using in PATENTSCOPE or via ePCT 

public services 

 

■ Free-of-charge 

■ Submissions possible until the expiration of 28 months from 

the priority date 

■ Applicants may submit comments in response to submitted 

observations until the expiration of 30 months from the 

priority date 

■ Anonymous submission of third party observations possible 

 



PCT training options 
■ 29 PCT training videos on WIPO’s Youtube channel and 

WIPO’s PCT page 

■ PCT distance learning course content available in the 10 
PCT publication languages 

■ PCT webinars  

■ providing free updates on developments in PCT 
procedures, and PCT strategies—previous webinars are 
archived and freely available 

■ upon request also for companies or law firms, for 
example, for focused training on how to use ePCT  

■ In-person PCT seminars and training sessions  

■ Advanced PCT Seminar on WIPO premises (in Fall) 

 

http://www.wipo.int/pct/en/training/index.html
http://www.wipo.int/pct/en/distance_learning/index.html
http://www.wipo.int/pct/en/seminar/webinars/index.html
http://www.wipo.int/pct/en/seminar/basic_1/index.html


For further information about the PCT, see 

            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   

 

  

 

  

PCT Resources/Information 

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


Questions?  

 

Thank you for your attention ! 

 
Christine Bonvallet 

Senior Legal Officer 

PCT legal Affairs Section -- PCT Legal Division 

+ 41 22 338 70 67 

+ 41 22 910 00 30 

Christine.Bonvallet@wipo.int  

 

mailto:Christine.Bonvallet@wipo.int




Overview of the Madrid and the 

Hague Systems 

Bologna 

October 18
th

 2016 

Speaker: Asta Valdimarsdottir 

  Director, Madrid Operations Division 



It begins with a trademark and a plan to 

export… 



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 offers  

Broad Geographic Coverage 
■ Protect your trademark/s simultaneously in the 113 

countries covered by the 97 members of the System 
 

■ Access markets that represent in excess of 80% of world 

trade, with potential for expansion as membership grows 
 

■ Recent accession include – 

■ 2012: Colombia, Mexico, New Zealand and the 

Philippines 

■ 2013: India, Rwanda and Tunisia 

■ 2014: OAPI and Zimbabwe 

■ 2015: Algeria, Cambodia, The Gambia  

■              and Lao PDR 

 



97 members* (including EU and OAPI)  

covering 113 countries 

Members of the Madrid System 

*All are party to the Protocol, the governing 

treaty, while 55 are also party to the Agreement 



Top Applicants  

# Name Origin Applications 

1 NOVARTIS Switzerland 197 

2 LIDL Germany 152 

3 L'ORÉAL France 130 

4 PHILIPS Netherlands 126 

5 RICHTER GEDEON NYRT Hungary 124 

6 

BOEHRINGER INGELHEIM 

PHARMA Germany 90 

7 APPLE USA 85 

8 DAIMLER Germany 83 

9 BIOFARMA France 81 

10 GLAXO GROUP  United Kingdom 68 



… More than 1.25 Million International 

Registrations 

■ This LONGINES mark is the oldest 

trademark still in effect  

■ Originally registered in Switzerland 

in 1889, then internationally in 

1893 

■ MICROMAX is international 

trademark registration 1.25 million 

■ Originally registered in India in 

2011, then internationally in 2014 



How the Madrid System Works 

The International Trademark Registration Process 

 



Stage 1 

Application through your National or Regional IP 

Office (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 of your international 

application 

 

■ 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, 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 designated Contracting Party) 
■ 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 designated Contracting Parties 

 



Timeline  

The International Trademark Registration Process 

Basic 

application 

or 

registration 

Maintenance:

Renewal 

every 10 

years 

Date of 

International 

Registration 

Substantive 

examination 

IRN 

Certificate 

Recorded at 

WIPO and 

communicated 

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 



Costs 

Fees are payable to WIPO in Swiss francs 
■ Basic fee*, which includes 3 classes of goods/services 

■ 653 Swiss francs - b/w reproduction of mark 

■ 903 Swiss francs - color reproduction of mark 
 

■ Fees for designating 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/


WIPO Resources and E-Services 

■ The Madrid Website provides resources and E-Services 

to assist you to search before filing, file an application 

and to monitor and manage your registration 

 

■ In summary, these resources include… 

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/manage/


SEARCH 
 

ROMARIN – database of international 

registrations 
 

Member Procedures  
 

Global Brand Database – search marks by 

text and image from national/international 

sources, including trademarks, appellations of 

origin and official emblems  

FILE 
 

Forms and E-Forms 
 

Madrid Goods & Services Manager – correct 

good & service specifications and translation  
 

International Application Simulator  
 

Fee Calculator 
 

E-Payment – online payment system by credit 

card/WIPO current account 

MONITOR 
 

Madrid Real-Time Status of international 

applications and progress of requests being 

processed by WIPO 
 

Madrid Electronic Alert – monitor changes to 

international registrations 
 

Madrid Monitor (Beta) – search and access 

all information on international registrations 

 

MANAGE 
 

Madrid Portfolio Manager – access  

registration documents, uploading of requests 

for recording, payments  
 

Forms and E-Forms – E-Subsequent 

Designation and E-Renewal 
 

 

Extracts from the International Register 

WIPO Resources and E-Services  

http://www.wipo.int/romarin/
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/members/ipoffices_info.html
http://www.wipo.int/branddb/en/
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/forms/
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/forms/
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/forms/
http://www.wipo.int/mgs/index.jsp?lang=en
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/madrid_simulator
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/fees/calculator.jsp
https://webaccess.wipo.int/epayment
https://webaccess.wipo.int/epayment
https://webaccess.wipo.int/epayment
http://www.wipo.int/about-wipo/en/finance/account.html
http://www.wipo.int/mrs/IndexController?lang=EN
http://www.wipo.int/mrs/IndexController?lang=EN
http://www.wipo.int/mrs/IndexController?lang=EN
https://www3.wipo.int/mea
http://www.wipo.int/branddb/wo/en/
https://www3.wipo.int/mpm
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/forms/
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/forms/
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/forms/
https://www3.wipo.int/osd/?lang=en
https://www3.wipo.int/osd/?lang=en
https://www3.wipo.int/osd/?lang=en
https://www3.wipo.int/osd/?lang=en
https://webaccess.wipo.int/trademarks_ren/?lang=EN
https://webaccess.wipo.int/trademarks_ren/?lang=EN
https://webaccess.wipo.int/trademarks_ren/?lang=EN
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/extracts/


WIPO Resources and E-Services 

CONSULT 
 

E-Services overview and tutorials 
 

Legal texts – Agreement/Protocol, 

Regulations, Administrative Instructions 
 

Declarations made under the Madrid 

Agreement and the Madrid Protocol 
 

Guide to the International Registration of 

Marks 
 

 
 

WIPO Gazette of International Marks 
 

Office practices on replacement 
 

Statistics 
 

Making the Most of the Madrid System  
– Web publication 
 

Warning – misleading invoices 
 

UPDATES 
 

Information Notices 
 

Madrid Highlights – quarterly newsletter for 

Madrid System users 

 
 

Subscribe to receive news and updates on the 

Madrid System by e-mail 

http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/services/
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/services/
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/services/
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/legal_texts/
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/madridgazette/remarks/declarations.html
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/madridgazette/remarks/declarations.html
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/guide/
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/guide/
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/madridgazette/
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/madridgazette/
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/madridgazette/
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/members/replacement.html
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/statistics/
http://www.wipo.int/export/sites/www/madrid/en/forms/docs/making_the_most_of_the_madrid_system_mm_forms.pdf
http://www.wipo.int/export/sites/www/madrid/en/forms/docs/making_the_most_of_the_madrid_system_mm_forms.pdf
http://www.wipo.int/export/sites/www/madrid/en/forms/docs/making_the_most_of_the_madrid_system_mm_forms.pdf
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/fees/warning.html
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/fees/warning.html
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/fees/warning.html
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/fees/warning.html
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/fees/warning.html
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/notices/
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/highlights/
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/#regular_users


Top Filing Contracting Parties 

    

Contracting Parties 2013 2014 2015 

United States of America 5,893 5,414 8,486 

European Union 6,814 6,996 8,131 

Germany 4,357 3,883 4,603 

France 3,514 3,377 3,718 

Switzerland 2,885 2,994 3,128 

Japan 1,855 1,729 2,407 

China 2,455 1,738 2,231 

Australia 1,195 1,246 2,229 

Italy 2,118 2,070 2,165 

United Kingdom 1,580 1,560 2,068 



Top Designated Contracting Parties  

   

Contracting Parties 2013 2014 2015 

China 20,275 20,309 24,849 

United States of America 17,322 17,268 21,996 

European Union 17,598 17,270 21,721 

Russian Federation 18,239 16,573 17,436 

Japan 13,179 12,814 15,776 

Switzerland 13,215 12,759 14,584 

Australia 11,675 11,533 14,292 

Republic of Korea 10,967 10,402 12,997 

India 1,916 8,138 11,391 

Mexico 5,095 8,533 10,569 



International applications from Italy 



Designations and subsequent 

designations to Italy 



Recent Developments 

■ Madrid Monitor (Beta) – integrates ROMARIN, the WIPO 

Gazette, Madrid E-Alert and Real-time Status 

■ New or improved E-Services 

■ Madrid E-Filing (Australia and Benelux) 

■ E-Subsequent Designation and E-Renewal 

■ Algeria’s accession to Protocol 

■ Madrid operating, for practical purposes, as single-

treaty system 

■ One form needed for international applications (MM2)  

■ Publication of Madrid System Pendency Rates at WIPO 

 

 

 

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
https://www3.wipo.int/osd/
https://www3.wipo.int/osd/
https://www3.wipo.int/osd/
https://webaccess.wipo.int/trademarks_ren/
https://webaccess.wipo.int/trademarks_ren/
https://webaccess.wipo.int/trademarks_ren/
http://www.wipo.int/export/sites/www/madrid/en/docs/madrid_pendency_rates.pdf


Short-term Future of the System (2-3yrs) 

■ Enlarging Membership  

■ ASEAN countries -  Brunei Darussalam, Indonesia, 

Malaysia and Thailand 

■ Canada 

■ Caribbean countries – Trinidad and Tobago, and 

Jamaica 

■ African countries – Malawi and South Africa 

■ Latin American countries 

■ Arab Countries  

■ Broad-based review of E-Services and development of 

an online Customer Resources Center 

 

 



Keep Updated on the Madrid System 

■ Visit the Madrid Website www.wipon.int/madrid/en 

    

■ Subscribe to 

    Madrid Notices,  

    our regular legal  

    and news updates 

 

■ Sign up for 

    Madrid Highlights,   

    our quarterly  

    newsletter  

http://www.wipon.int/madrid/en
https://www.wipo.int/newsletters/en/
https://www.wipo.int/newsletters/en/


 

 

 

  



Hague Union (2016) 

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

14 Hague Act (1960) 
 

65 Contracting Parties 



Geneva Act (1999) 

Recent Accessions Potential accessions 

Turkmenistan 

(March 16, 2016) 

D.P.R. of Korea 

(September 13, 2016) 

United States of America 

(May 13, 2015) 

Japan 

(May 13, 2015) 

Republic of Korea 

(July 2014) 

China 

Russian Federation 

Morocco 

ASEAN countries 

Israel 

Belize  

Mexico 

Madagascar 



Designating the USA 

                            One design per in a single application 

MANDATORY!                      A claim defining the design 

MANDATORY!                    The oath or declaration of inventorship         

                                             for each creator 

Three levels of individual designation fee: 

default (CHF 733/540)                                                                                                        
small entity (CHF 367/270)                                                                                                  
micro entity (CHF 183/135) 



Designating Japan 

one independent and distinct 
design per a single application 

Section «Creator» in application 
form must be filled in 

Indication of the principle design 
in the international application 

Special requirement  to 
reproductions 



Designating the Republic of Korea 

For products belonging to Locarno classes 2, 5, or 19 the 
level three of the standard designation fee shall apply 

Products belonging to Locarno class 32 are not subject to 
registration under the legislation of the Republic of Korea 

(i) for a design of a set of articles: one view of the 
coordinated whole and corresponding views of each of its 
components, and 

(ii) for a design for typefaces: views of the given 
characters, a sample sentence, and typical characters;  



Priority Documents 

Republic of Korea 

• Priority documents may be attached to the IA at the time of filing. 

• When failed to attach the priority documents to the IA, these documents 
shall be submitted directly to KIPO through a local agent within three 
months of publication of the IR. 

United States of America 

Japan 

• Original priority documents have to be sent directly to the JPO 
through a local agent within three months of publication of the IR. 

• Original priority documents have to be sent directly to the USPTO at 
the latest before “the date the issue fee is paid”.  



Using the Hague as a First-filing system  

■ Since an international application for registration of 

industrial designs may be a first application under the 

Hague System, it may itself also serve as a basis for 

claiming priority with regard to a subsequent national or 

regional application. 

 

■ Using the Hague as a first-filing system may help to 

bypass the inconvenience of claiming priority, when 

designating the USA, Japan and the Republic of Korea 



Guidance for reproductions 
(http://www.wipo.int/export/sites/www/hague/en/how_to/pdf/guidance.pdf) 

■ Prepared under the Rule 9(4) of the Common 

Regulations under the 1999 Act and the 1960 Act of the 

Hague Agreement in consultation with the Examining 

Offices under the Hague System; 

■ The purpose of this guidance is to help the applicant to 

avoid a possible refusal. 

■ Contains a table which indicates whether a specific 

guidance is recommended by a given Examining Office 

■ Available for the users as from August 10, 2016 

 

http://www.wipo.int/export/sites/www/hague/en/how_to/pdf/guidance.pdf
http://www.wipo.int/export/sites/www/hague/en/how_to/pdf/guidance.pdf
http://www.wipo.int/export/sites/www/hague/en/how_to/pdf/guidance.pdf


 
Most designated Contracting Parties 

in 2015 

(international registrations) 

 

* Since  May 13, 2015 
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Most Designated Contracting Parties in 

2015 (International Registrations) 



 

2015: Origin of Filers of International 

Applications  
(by country of address of the applicant) 

 
18.2%

15.7%

13.3%

9.5%

7.2%

5.1%

4.0%

3.0%

2.7%

2.3%

19.0%
Switzerland

Germany

Republic of Korea

France

Italy

United States of America

Netherlands

Japan

United Kingdom

Turkey

Others



Latest Developments 

New Hague Express Database since January 
2015 

Global Design Database launched in January 2015 

Improvement of E-filing interface 

Developments in the legal framework 



New Features of the  

E-Filing Portfolio Manager 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Send corrections to irregularities or defects  

Receive and download notifications from 
the IB relating to international applications 

Retrieve in real-time current status of IA 



E-Filing Portfolio Manager 



 

 

Thank you  

for your attention 

 

Asta.valdimarsdottir@wipo.int 
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Global Databases for IP Platforms and 

Tools for the Connected Knowledge 

Economy  

Speaker: Christophe Mazenc, Director,  

  Global Databases Division, Global Infrastructure Sector 

Bologna 

October 18
th

 2016 



Strategic Goals of Global Databases and 

Tools  

2 related goals: 

 

■ “Coordination and Development of Global IP Infrastructure” 

 

■ “World Reference Source for IP Information and Analysis” 

 



Benefits to Stakeholders  

■ For Business/Research:  

 

■ Providing search facilities for IP collections (patents, trademarks, 

industrial designs) 

■ Simplifying application procedures to multiple IP authorities 

■ Providing IP related matchmaking services 

 

■ For IP offices:  

 

■ Assisting automation, IP information dissemination to the public, and 

exchange of IP documents with other offices 

 



GLOBAL DATABASES, TOOLS, AND 

PLATFORMS FOR IP BUSINESS (FREE)  

PATENTSCOPE  

Global Brand Database 

Global Design Database 

WIPO Lex 

WIPO Pearl 

 



PATENTSCOPE Summary 

2.9 million published PCT applications (first 

publish every week, high quality full text) 

57 million patent applications from 40+ countries 

or regions 

Full text data from 20 countries or regions 

15,000 pageviews per hour 

Analyze results by graphs and charts 

Search and read in your language 

 



PATENTSCOPE Key features 





Electric car  - 

only 16,000 

hits 

 

 

Search Query  

(synonyms & 

technologicall

y related 

terms) 





??? 





WIPO Translate 







PATENTSCOPE what’s new? 

Coverage: A lot of progress in the last years: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Coverage published at 
https://patentscope.wipo.int/search/en/help/data_coverage.jsf 
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PATENTSCOPE

Global Brand Database

https://patentscope.wipo.int/search/en/help/data_coverage.jsf


PATENTSCOPE coverage 

Today: Almost 57 million patent applications from 45 

patent authorities 

 

Corresponds to ~65-70 million patent publications 

 

97,5% of the applications have a searchable title 

75,6% of the applications have a searchable abstract 

66,5% of the applications have searchable descriptions 

and/or claims 



Germany: 1877 to 2015: 5.5 million applications 

 

Portugal: 1967 to 2016: 109’000 applications 

 

Republic of Korea: 1979 to 2016: 2.8 million full text 

added 

 

Great Britain: 1782 to 2016: 2.3 million applications (with 

full text from 1900) 

 

Chinese utility models: 1996 to 2016: 5 million utility 

models 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

PATENTSCOPE latest additions (last 24 

months) 



PATENTSCOPE – what’s new? 

 Possibility to export first 10,000 bibliographic 

results of any query in excel format  



German decompounder 

Example: WO2014/00729  

Gasballongetragener Flugroboter  

 

 

 

 

Special care has been taken to index efficiently compound 

words in German language 

 

 

 

 With decompounding, any of the following 

queries will match the WO2014/00729 

document: 
  

 “gasballon” AND “roboter” 

 “gasballon” AND “flugroboter” 

“ballon“ AND “roboter” 

“getragener” AND “roboter” 

 

 



PATENTSCOPE Graphical User Interface available in 

Arabic 

 

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



ALL accesses to PATENTSCOPE are through https 

 

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



WIPO Translate now works with long Chinese, Japanese 

and French  documents 

 

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Competitive translation quality: BLEU scores: 

 

WIPO Translate 



Two new supported languages in CLIR: Danish and 

Polish 

 

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 





Principle: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

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 

Search chemical compounds 



PATENTSCOPE 
Documents 

Enriched PATENTSCOPE 
Documents 

(…) At the moment the surgical 

procedure starts, benzodiazepin, e.g. 

diazepam, is administered in a dose of 

no more than 5 mg. (…) 

(…) At the moment the surgical procedure 

starts, benzodiazepin, e.g. 

@AAOVKJBEBIDNHE-UHFFFAOYSA-N@, 

is administered in a dose of no more than 5 

mg. (…) 

AAOVKJBEBIDNH

E-UHFFFAOYSA-N 



Standardization 

IUPAC name 

N-(4-hydroxyphenyl)acetamide 

 

 

INN 

paracetamol 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Other names 

Acetaminophen, panadol, tylenol, … 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

RZVAJINKPMORJF-UHFFFAOYSA-N 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

Access only with the PATENTSCOPE account 

 



How does it work? 



How does it work? 

 



Its chemical formula is C7H8N4O2 and IUPAC name:  

3,7-dimethyl-1H-purine-2,6-dione 

 

 

Theobromine is found in the seeds of the plant 

Theobroma Cacao, which is the well-known source of 

chocolate and cocoa. It has a bitter flavor, which gives 

dark chocolate its typical bitter taste. 

 

Example 1: Theobromine 













 



Combine chemical search criteria with other 

criteria 



WIKIPEDIA: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

INNs are official generic and non proprietary names 

given to a pharmaceutical drug or active ingredients 

issued by the World Health Organization (WHO). 

 

Growing need to be able to search INNs in patent texts 

 

PATENTSCOPE supports the search of 6917 INNs by 

Inchikey  

International Non proprietary Names 



Example 2: ritonavir 







Scope 
 

Works on developed complete exact formulas ≠ Markush 

structures (-R) that are chemical symbols used to indicate a 

collection of chemicals with similar structures. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Chemical elements, short names (less than 4 characters), common 

solvents and polymers are not annotated by design 

PCT and US national collections with IPC codes related to chemistry 

Languages: English and German 

 



Warning 

 

Based on state of the art fully automated chemical recognition 

algorithms: the technology is NOT 100% accurate  

 

OCR errors in the available patent full texts make the recognition of 

chemical compound even more challenging 

 

 

 

=>  Use it as a discovery tool knowing that the results are not exhaustive, 

nor all exact (precision, recall) 

 



PATENTSCOPE what’s next? 

 

Future Coverage: 

 

DK , FR, NZ , AU, old JP documents (between 1993 and 2003, and 

later after 1971)  



Monthly webinar 



GLOBAL DATABASES, TOOLS, AND 

PLATFORMS FOR IP BUSINESS (FREE)  

PATENTSCOPE  

Global Brand Database 

Global Design Database 

WIPO Lex 

WIPO Pearl 

 



GLOBAL BRAND DATABASE  

Over 25 million records relating to internationally-

protected trademarks, etc. 

Goal is to include all brand-related information from all 

sources 

Currently searches across multiple collections, including: 

 Trademarks registered under Madrid System 

 Appellations of Origin registered under Lisbon System 

 Emblems protected under the Paris Convention 6ter  

 Algeria, Australia, Brunei, Canada, Cambodia, Denmark, 

Egypt, Estonia, Indonesia, Israel, Japan, Laos, Mexico, 

Morocco, New Zealand, Oman, Papua New Guines, 

Philippines, Singapore, Switzerland, Tonga,  UAE, US – 

with many more coming soon 

 



Global Brand Database 

 

Video demo: 

http://www.wipo.int/pressroom/en/articles/2014/article_000

7.html 

 





Global Brand Database – Features 

Single intuitive interface to search 30 data collections 

Image Search by example 

Interactive & dynamic search with immediate feedback 

Fuzzy, phonetic and word-stem matches 

Automatic term suggestion 

Easy search of US or Vienna image class  

Full Boolean, proximity and range options 

Unlimited, customizable results browsing 

Saved searches and record sets 

Instant, graphical data analysis 

 

 



IMAGE SEARCH 

• Sort your results by their visual similarity to an 

image you provide 

• World’s first public trademark database to 

provide search by image 

• Choose the search strategy best suited to your 

particular mark 

Search 

For 

Find (in top results – without Vienna Class) 



How it works – Looking for logos similar to ‘Arla’ 







Using Vienna Class – 05.05.20 (stylized flowers) and 

26.01.18 (circles or ellipses containing one or more 

letters) 



Using Image Search – drag image from results to 

image filter 



Select a search strategy and, 

optionally, what type of image to 

look for and all images are sorted 

by similarity to your source image 



Combine with Vienna class – or 

any other terms or filters.  The 

image filter will sort matching 

records accordingly. 



GLOBAL DATABASES, TOOLS, AND 

PLATFORMS FOR IP BUSINESS (FREE)  

PATENTSCOPE  

Global Brand Database 

Global Design Database 

WIPO Lex 

WIPO Pearl 

 



GLOBAL DESIGN DATABASE  

URL: http://www.wipo.int/designdb 

 

Launched on January, 9th 2015. 

 

Free of charge simultaneous design-related searches 

across multiple collections, including: 

 

■ designs registered under the Hague System 

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

■ other national collections, including DE, KR and EM 

coming soon 

http://www.wipo.int/designdb
http://www.wipo.int/designdb
http://www.wipo.int/designdb
http://www.wipo.int/designdb
http://www.wipo.int/designdb
http://www.wipo.int/designdb
http://www.wipo.int/designdb
http://www.wipo.int/designdb




Search by national classification as well as 

Locarno 





GLOBAL DATABASES, TOOLS, AND 

PLATFORMS FOR IP BUSINESS (FREE)  

PATENTSCOPE  

Global Brand Database 

Global Design Database 

WIPO Lex 

WIPO Pearl 

 











GLOBAL DATABASES, TOOLS, AND 

PLATFORMS FOR IP BUSINESS (FREE)  

PATENTSCOPE  

Global Brand Database 

Global Design Database 

WIPO Lex 

WIPO Pearl 

 



WIPO Pearl 

WIPO’s online terminology database 

16’000 concepts, 110’000 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
http://www.wipo.int/wipopearl/search/home.html


Other systems 

WIPO IPAS, WIPO DAS 

WIPO CASE 

WIPO RE:SEARCH 

WIPO GREEN… 

 



Take home highlights 

PATENTSCOPE: very powerful full text patent 

prior art search engine: advised to be used in 

conjunction with fee-based professional 

systems for comprehensive searches 

 

Try WIPO*Translate for Chinese/Japanese 

patent texts 

 

Global Brand Database: use for internet 

domain names and trademark searches. Try 

Image similarity search when Vienna 

classification searches do not perform  

 



Thank you for your attention  


