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Introduction to the PCT System



40 Years of the PCT

24 January 2018:  40th anniversary of the entry into force of 

the Patent Cooperation Treaty (PCT)



Patent systems

Patent systems before 1978 in industrialized countries

Increasing number of applications for multiple countries

Technology and inventions increasingly complex

Offices conducting searches in parallel

Multiplicity of languages

Backlogs and delays 

Offices lacking trust in each other’s results 

Inventions loosing economic value

Some relief by Paris Convention

Users and Offices had an interest in simplifying and 

streamlining procedures



The PCT in 1978 – 18 Member States



PCT Coverage Today

152 PCT Contracting States



PCT Applications
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2017: 243,500 (+4.5%) 



Why is the PCT so successful?



Traditional patent systems

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

0 12

File

application

locally

File

applications

abroad

(months)



Traditional patent system vs. PCT system
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PCT system

Local patent application followed within 12 months by 

international application under the PCT, claiming Paris 

Convention priority, with “national phase” commencing at 

30 months*:

one set of formality requirements

international search

international publication

international preliminary examination

international application can be put in order before 

national phase

translations and national fees required at 30 months,* 

and only if applicant wishes to proceed

* For exceptions, see 

http://www.wipo.int/pct/en/texts/reservations/res_incomp.html



One application, in one language, filed with one Office, 
replaces multiple foreign filings until entry into the national 
phase

International filing date has the effect of national filing date in 
all designated Offices

Uniform formal requirements accepted by all designated 
Offices

Decision on foreign filings can be postponed up to 30 months 
from the priority date at minimal cost

Enables assessment of economic value of the invention 
and the chances of obtaining a patent before entering 
national phase

Benefits from using the PCT:

a unique procedure



Overview of the PCT system 



International Search and Written 

Opinion of the ISA



International Searching Authorities

(23 in total)

■ AT – Austria

■ AU – Australia

■ BR – Brazil

■ CA – Canada

■ CL – Chile 

■ CN – China

■ EG – Egypt 

■ ES – Spain

■ FI – Finland

■ IL – Israel

■ IN – India 

■ JP – Japan

Receiving Office decides on which ISAs is/are competent

■ KR – Republic of Korea

■ PH – Philippines (not yet operational)

■ RU – Russian Federation

■ SE – Sweden

■ SG – Singapore

■ TR – Turkey

■ UA – Ukraine

■ US – United States of America

■ EP – European Patent Office

■ XN – Nordic Patent Institute

(Denmark, Iceland, Norway)

■ XV – Visegrad Patent Institute (VPI)

(Czech Republic, Hungary, Poland, Slovakia)



The International Searching Authority

Establishes international search report (ISR) (Rules 42 

and 43) and/or declaration that no international search 

report will be established (Article 17(2))

Establishes written opinion of the ISA (Rule 43bis):  

non-binding first opinion on novelty, inventive step 

(non-obviousness) and industrial applicability of 

claimed invention



Prior art for international search 

(Article 15(2) and Rule 33)
 Prior art: 

everything which has been made available to the 

public,      

anywhere in the world,

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.

 PCT Minimum Documentation (Rule 34)



Written opinion of the ISA (Rule 43bis)

 Initial preliminary non-binding opinion on: 

novelty (not anticipated)

inventive step (not obvious)

industrial applicability

 A written opinion will be established for all international 

applications at the same time as the ISR

 The written opinion is sent to applicant and the 

International Bureau together with the ISR



Example of an ISR

Documents relevant 

to whether or not 

your invention may 

be patentable

Symbols indicating

the relevance of the cited 

prior art to the  patentability 

of the international 

application (for example, 

novelty, inventive step, etc.)

The claim numbers

in your application to

which the document is

relevant



Example of the Written Opinion

Patentability 

assessment

of the claims

Reasoning 

supporting the 

assessment



Further developments



Objectives

Offices giving more credence to each other’s 

work products

Best quality and work-sharing



Quality of International Search

More competition ?

Statistics on timeliness

IP5 Collaborative Search and Examination (pilot)

“Centralized Access to Search and Examination” 

(CASE)

Quality reports to Meeting of International Authorities 

(MIA)



Work-sharing national–international 

procedures

Examples:

Use of results of earlier search for international search

“PCT Direct” at EPO

Patent Prosecution Highway (PPH) for national phase 



IT environment

Further efforts to streamline

Cooperation in developing IT tools and standards

Automation of workflows

“Quality at source”

“End-to-End” processing of data 

(electronic filing, common formats)

Real time access to data by users and Offices

Validation systems and “self-service” offers 

(example: recording of changes)

Machine translation

Fee incentives

Re-distribution of certain functions among Patent 

Offices and International Bureau?  



Statistics



International applications received 

in 2017 by country of origin
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• 23.3% originating in US, 20% in China, 19.8% in Japan

• 63% from the top 3 countries, 77% from top 5 countries, 93% of filings from 

top 15 countries

CN: +13.4%

SE: +7%

JP: +6.6%

Asia: 49.1%

Europe: 24.9%

North America: 24.3%



Top PCT Applicants 2017
1. Huawei Technologies—CN (4,024)     

2. ZTE—CN (2,965)

3. Intel—US (2,637)

4. Mitsubishi Electric—JP (2,521)

5. Qualcomm—US (2,163)

6. LG Electronics—KR (1,945)

7. BOE Technology Group—CN (1,818)

8. Samsung—KR (1,757) 

9. Sony—JP (1,735)

10. Ericsson—SE (1,564)

11. Microsoft—US (1,563)

12. Hewlett-Packard—US (1,519)

13. LE Holdings —CN (1,397)

14. Bosch—DE (1,354)

15. Panasonic—JP (1,280)

16. Philips—NL (1,077)

17. Siemens—DE (1,063)

18. Shenzhen China Star Optoelectronics—CN (972)

19. Fujifilm—JP (970)

20. Denso—JP (968)

() of published

PCT applications



Information and Training



PCT training options

“Learn the PCT” Video Series

(http://www.wipo.int/pct/en/training/index.html)

A series of 29 short videos designed to provide a basic 

introduction to important aspects and issues in the PCT 

system (in English)

PCT Distance Learning Course available in the 10 publication 

languages

(http://www.wipo.int/pct/en/distance_learning/index.html)

PCT Webinars 
(http://www.wipo.int/pct/en/seminar/webinars/index.html)

Free webinars on PCT topics for companies/law firms on 
request

More information on the PCT resources website: 
www.wipo.int/pct



Where to Get Help



PCT Resources/Information

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

Contact the speaker:

eva.schumm@wipo.int

+41-22-338-9393

* Note: Fax transmissions no longer recommended since January 1, 2018



The Madrid System
Introduction and Future Developments

Päivi Lähdesmäki, Senior Advisor

The Hague Registry, Brands and Designs Sector

World Intellectual Property Organization

Brussels, September 18, 2018



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: 117 countries covered by the 101 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

2018: Islamic Republic of Afghanistan



Accession Outlook 2018/ 2019

115 members* (including EU and OAPI) 

covering 131 countries



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



Timeline

The International Trademark Registration Process

Basic 

application 

or 

registration

Date of 

International 

Registration

Substantive 

examination

IRN 

Certificate

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 months2 months 2 – 3 months

10 years

Maintenance:

Renewal

every 10 

years



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/


General Profile

International Registrations

Average Number of Designations 6.7

Average Number of Classes 2.47

Average Fee CHF 2,968

All Fees 70% < CHF 3,000



International Applications and 

Registrations: Benelux 

International Applications and Registrations by Office of Origin:  Benelux
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Top Designated Contracting Parties: 

Belgium Holders

Designations in international 

registrations & subsequent 

designations by DCPs, Country 

of Holder: Belgium (2017)

Others
3,554
61%

European Union
379
7%

United  States 
of America

343
6%

Switzerland
318
6%

China
309
5%

Russian 
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262
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139
2%
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139
2% India

136
2%

Japan
128
2%

Ukraine
120
2%



Designations of Benelux in 

international registrations & 

subsequent designations by 

Country of Holder (2017)

Designations of Benelux by 

Country of Holder

Others
497
19%

France
522
20%

China
516
19%

Germany
345
13%

Swizerland
206
8%

Turkey
175
7%

United States of 
America

136
5%

Russian 
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93
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2%

Czech Republic
60
2%

Japan
55
2%



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/about-wipo/en/finance/madrid.html
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/#eservices


Global Brand 
Database

 search 
existing 
marks from 
national & 
international 
sources

 trademarks, 
appellations 
of origin and 
official 
emblems

Madrid Monitor

 track real-
time status of 
registration

 watch 
competitors’ 
marks 

 e-alerts 
 consult the 

WIPO 
Gazette

Madrid Portfolio 
Manager

 access 
documents

 request 
changes 

 modify, 
designate & 
renew

 pay fees
 obtain extracts 

Madrid Goods 
& Services 
Manager

 compile a list 
of approved 
goods & 
services 
terms in 18 
languages 

Member 
Profiles 
Database 

Fee Calculator

E-Services

http://www.wipo.int/branddb/en/
http://www.wipo.int/branddb/wo/en/
https://www3.wipo.int/mpm
http://www.wipo.int/mgs/index.jsp?lang=en
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/memberprofiles/#/
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/fees/calculator.jsp


E-filing - Benelux



Recent Developments

Accession of Islamic Republic of Afghanistan

Rule 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

Contact Madrid service (online form) – Nov.1, 2017

Madrid System webinars

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



WIPO Current Account

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



Contact Madrid

Single point of 

contact

Standardized input 

data

Mandatory fields

Input fields allow better

understanding of needs

Quick & automated 

distribution to 

relevant team

Speedy processing

of requests



Keep Updated on the Madrid System

Visit the Madrid Website

www.wipo.int/madrid/en

Register to 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/


Thank you 

for your attention 



Overview of The Hague System

Päivi Lähdesmäki, Senior Advisor

The Hague Registry, Brands and Designs Sector

World Intellectual Property Organization

Brussels, September 18, 2018



Industrial Designs

DM/101844

LENTO OBJEKT 
GMBH

DM/101165

SAMSUNG ELECTRONICS CO.,LTD. 

DM/100835

HERIS SERAMIK VE TURIZM SANAYI A.S.

DM/099943

SOCIÉTÉ NOUVELLE ROSSIGNOL

DM/101755

HERMES SELLIER 



General Overview of the Hague System

Basic features and advantages

Legal framework

Going global – geographical scope

Some statistics

Latest developments and 
upcoming features



Independent filings vs. Hague Route
Direct/Paris Route

The Hague System
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Basic Features and Advantages

of the Hague System



Application

Language (EN, ES, FR)

Set of fees & currency (CHF)

International Registration

Renewal

Main Features of the Hague System



Designs in one application

Main Features of the Hague System

100



Contracting Parties1

Main Features of the Hague System

69
1. Entry into force  (Canada): November 5, 2018



Simplicity

Main Features of the Hague System

Cost-Effectiveness

Efficiency Flexibility



Who Can Use the System?

Nationality Domicile

Real and effective 
industrial/commercial 

establishment

Habitual residence
Geneva (1999) Act only

Attachment to a 
Contracting Party



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



Geneva Act (1999)
Recent Accessions Potential Accessions

Canada1

(July 16, 2018)

Russian Federation

(November 30, 2017)

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

Mexico

Madagascar

1. Entry into force (Canada): November 5, 2018

Belize



Hague Membership

Status as of September 1, 2018

(by most recent Act)

2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

1999 Act 11 15 18 20 23 33 36 39 42 45 46 47 50 52 53 55

1960 Act 21 21 21 21 21 19 18 17 16 15 15 15 15 14 14 14
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Hague Union

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

14 Hague Act (1960)

69 Contracting Parties1

1. Entry into force  (Canada): November 5, 2018



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, Canada1,
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)

1. Entry into force (Canada): November 5, 2018



Some Statistics



INTERNATIONAL REGISTRATIONS INSCRIBED

International Registrations – 2017

5,041
DESIGNS CONTAINED IN INTERNATIONAL 

REGISTRATIONS INSCRIBED

19,241



International Registrations Recorded 

2010-2017 

International

Registrations 

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
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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%



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)

0

2000

4000

6000

8000

10000

12000

14000

16000

European
Union

Switzerland Turkey United
States of
America

Norway Singapore Ukraine Republic of
Korea

Japan Morocco

2016

2017



Designs per International Registration 

(2017)

International Registrations 2671 686 853 476 225 93 37

% 53% 14% 17% 9% 4% 2% 1%
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Amount of Fees Paid per International 

Registration (2017)

IR 1653 2154 652 339 243

% 33.8% 42.7% 12.9% 6.7% 4.8%
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2017 - Five Most Popular Classes
Number of designs in applications and share of total

105

Source: WIPO Statistics Database, May 2018.



International Registrations in Force 

in the International Register (on 

December 31, 2017)

Industrial designs

by right-holder
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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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International applications in 2017 

by country of address of the applicant

Belgium in the 13th position

Source: WIPO Statistics Database, May 2018.



Top applicants 

based on the number of designs, 2017

Drylock Technologies N.V., Belgium, in the TOP TEN

Source: WIPO Statistics Database, May 2018.



Latest Developments 



Guide for Users

Comprehensive Point of Reference 



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 



International Designs Bulletin

http://www.wipo.int/haguebulletin/?locale=en

http://www.wipo.int/haguebulletin/?locale=en


Hague Express Database

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

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


Global Design Database

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

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


Reference

Forms

http://www.wipo.int/hague/en/forms/

Hague System E-Filing Tutorial 

http://www.wipo.int/hague/en/how_to/efiling_tutorial/index.html

Hague System Fee Calculator

http://www.wipo.int/hague/en/fees/calculator.jsp

http://www.wipo.int/hague/en/forms/
http://www.wipo.int/hague/en/how_to/file/
http://www.wipo.int/hague/en/fees/calculator.jsp


Hague Information Tools 



New Hague Information Tools 

New functionalities available at www.wipo.int/hague

• Contact Hague Form

1. Single point of contact for users; 

2. Automated and history viewable

• Hague Member Profiles Database 

1. Compilation of data;

2. Search tool

http://www.wipo.int/hague


Thank You!

www.wipo.int/hague

http://www.wipo.int/hague


Global Databases for Intellectual 

Property Platforms and Tools for the 

Connected Knowledge Economy

Magdalena Zelenkovska, Senior Patent Data Manager

Patent Database Section, Global Database Division

Global Infrastucture Sector

Brussels, September 18, 2018



Global Databases: Rationale

As a response to two of the nine strategic goals of WIPO:

 Coordination and Development of Global IP Infrastructure

 World reference source for IP Information and Analysis

http://www.wipo.int/about-wipo/en/goals.html

http://www.wipo.int/about-wipo/fr/goals.html


Global Databases: Rationale

For the actors of economic development and research and the public in 

general: 

 By providing powerful tools for researching intellectual property data 

(patents, trademarks, industrial designs, laws, terminology)

 By simplifying the procedures for applying for international rights

 By providing tools for linking consumers and producers of IP rights



PATENTSCOPE

WIPO Translate 

Global Brand Database

Global Design Database

WIPO Lex

WIPO Pearl

Global Databases, 

free Intellectual Property data platforms 

and tools



Introduction and numbers

Search Examples

Latest developments 

(coverage/functionalities)

PATENTSCOPE



PATENTSCOPE: Introduction

Free and powerful patent search tool

https://patentscope.wipo.int

Descriptions and claims searchable in full text

Analysis of search results on the fly

Multilingual search and consultation

https://patentscope.wipo.int/


PATENTSCOPE in numbers

~ 3.4 million PCT applications (3500 new patent 

applications made public each Thursday)

~ 71 million patent applications from 52 countries or 

regions

15,000 views per hour



Searching with PATENTSCOPE: 

Field Combination









???





Searching with PATENTSCOPE: Cross 

Lingual Expansion





Cross lingual 

query with 

synonyms

«electric car »  

only results 

vs. cross 

lingual results



Searching with PATENTSCOPE: 

Advanced Search











Data Coverage

More than 71 million patent applications from 52 

authorities (including IP5)

Corresponds to more than 90 million patent publications

97.6% of requests have a searchable title

77.7% of requests have a searchable abstract

71.9% of claims have searchable claims

71.7% of requests have searchable descriptions



Data Coverage Latest News

great progress in recent years

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

Principle:

Identify chemical formulas in patent texts

Associate all the different representations of a chemical 

formula with a single representation(Inchikey) 

Provide search functions for these "Inchikeys" that can 

be used by the general public

Latest developments



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

Nom IUPAC

N-(4-hydroxyphenyl)acetamide

INN

paracétamol

Other denominations

Acetaminophen, 

panadol, tylenol, …

RZVAJINKPMORJF-UHFFFAOYSA-N



Access for registered 

PATENTSCOPE users



How does it work?



Chemical formula: C7H8N4O2 

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 gives dark chocolate its typical 

bitter taste. 

Example : Theobromine















Combine chemical search with other 

search criteria  



Scope

Works on developed complete exact formulas ≠ Markush (-R) 

structures (chemical symbols used to indicate a collection of 

chemicals with similar structure)

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

solvents and polymers are not annotated by design

PCT and US national collections

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 available patent full texts make the 

recognition of chemical compound even more 

challenging

To be used as a discovery tool knowing that the results 

are not exhaustive, nor all exact (precision, recall)



In development

In addition to English and German, chemical formulas 

recognition in texts in Japanese, Chinese, Korean, 

Russian and French.

Processing of the historical data of the corresponding 

collections (JP, CN, KR, RU, EA, EPO)

Search of chemical substructures



Global Dossier/WIPO CASE 

Integration in PATENTSCOPE

Global Dossier data is available in the « Documents » 

tab of PATENTSCOPE

The content is available for the collections of 

EPO, US, South Korea and Japan (Global Dossier)

Canada, Australia  and India (WIPO CASE)

Other collections are expected in near future – China in 

particular



Global Dossier/WIPO CASE 

Integration in PATENTSCOPE

The contents of the files available via PATENTSCOPE 

include non-confidential public documents relating to 

search and examination during the patent procedure in 

each Office, including

Search reports

Actions taken by the office

Correspondence between the applicant and the 

patent office



Global Dossier: An example



PATENTSCOPE Monthly Webinars 

and Tutorials
https://patentscope.wipo.int/search/en/tutorial.jsf



PATENTSCOPE

WIPO Translate 

Global Brand Database

Global Design Database

WIPO Lex

WIPO Pearl

Global Databases, 

free Intellectual Property data 

platforms and tools









NMT technology is gradually replacing SMT

Pilot system put into production in PATENTSCOPE for 

the ZH->EN language pair in October 2016

NMT: better translation quality, better fluidity, especially 

for remote language pairs

WIPO Translate: Neural Machine 

Translation (NMT)



How NMT differs from previous 

technologies?

发明公布了一种通过在不同位置摆放现实物体来演奏音乐的娱乐装置

发明公布
invention discloses

摆放现实物体
placing real object

不同位置
different location

演奏音乐
play music

娱乐装置
entertainment device

invention discloses  a by placing a real object   at a    different location to play a music entertainment device

PBSMT (previous WIPO translate)

the invention discloses   an entertainment device    for playing music  by placing real objects   at different positio

NMT (new WIPO translate)

one kind of by-this-
mean

by/for of

placing a real object different locationinvention discloses play a music entertainment device

invention discloses placing real objectsplaying musicentertainment device different position

发明公布
invention discloses

摆放现实物体
placing real object

不同位置
different location

演奏音乐
play music

娱乐装置
entertainment device



Comparison of quality of translation 

between WIPO*Translate et de 

Google*Translate (BLEU scores)
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PBSMT vs NMT
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PBSMT vs NMT
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PATENTSCOPE

WIPO Translate 

Global Brand Database

Global Design Database

WIPO Lex

WIPO Pearl

Global Databases, 

free Intellectual Property data 

platforms and tools



Global Brand Database

Over 36 million records relating to nationally and

internationally protected trademarks

Allows searches across multiple collections, including:

Trademarks registered under Madrid System and EUIPO

Appellations of origin registered under Lisbon System

Emblems protected under the Paris Convention 6ter

36 national collections with more to come soon

URL: http://www.wipo.int/branddb/en/

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


Demo

http://www.wipo.int/pressroom/en/articles/2014/article_0007.html

http://www.wipo.int/pressroom/en/articles/2014/article_0007.html




Characteristics

Searches

state of the art image similarity search

interactive with immediate answers

with keywords: fuzzy, phonetic and by root

simplified by classifications 

boolean, proximity and interval searches

Automatic suggestions of the search terms

Configurable result lists

Saving of searches and search resluts

Graphical analysis of the results



Image similarity search
Based on Image Features: shape, colour, texture 

Gives the choice between several similarity algorithms more or less 

relevant according to the image provided as a parameter

Can be very effective on simple geometric shapes

Search For Find (in top results – without Vienna Class)



How does it work?– Search for logos close to the 

trademark ‘Arla’









Search using Vienna Codes – 05.05.20 (stylized flowers) et 

26.01.18 (circles or ellipses containing one or more 

letters)



Choose a pick strategy 

and an image type to 

refine the results. As a 

result the images listed 

are retrieved by the 

degree of similarity with 

the reference image



Monthly Webinars



PATENTSCOPE

WIPO Translate 

Global Brand Database

Global Design Database

WIPO Lex

WIPO Pearl

Global Databases, 

free Intellectual Property data 

platforms and tools



Global Design database

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

In production as of January 9 2015.

Free searches for Industrial designs and models in

multiple collections:

 Designs registered under the Hague system

 National Design Collections for CA, FR, ES, ID, JP, NZ, 

US, MN, JO, DE, GE, EM

 Many other national collections planned to be added in 

the future

http://www.wipo.int/designdb




Search by national classifications 

and the Locarno classification





New Result List



Monthly Webinars



PATENTSCOPE

WIPO Translate 

Global Brand Database

Global Design Database

WIPO Lex

WIPO Pearl

Global Databases, 

free Intellectual Property data 

platforms and tools











PATENTSCOPE

WIPO Translate 

Global Brand Database

Global Design Database

WIPO Lex

WIPO Pearl

Global Databases, 

free Intellectual Property data 

platforms and tools



WIPO Pearl

WIPO’s terminology database

18’000 concepts, 145’000 terms

10 languages

Content validated by WIPO’s 

terminologists and translators

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

home.html

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


To remember

PATENTSCOPE: Free and powerful patent search system with a 

growing and significant data coverage: recommended to be used 

in addition to professional systems to guarantee a research as 

exhaustive as possible. Strong points: multilingual research and 

search for chemical formulas

Try WIPO * Translate for Patent Texts in Chinese and Japanese

Global Brand Database: Use to search for free names for domain 

names as well as for trademark infringement checks. Think about 

image similarity search when classification searches are not 

working well



Resolving IP Disputes 

outside the Courts

Monika Zikova, Program Officer 

Section for Coordination with Developed Countries, 

Department for Transition and Developed Countries 

Brussels, September 18, 2018



WIPO Arbitration and Mediation Center



Facilitates resolution of commercial disputes involving IP and 

technology, through procedures other than court litigation 

■ Offices in Geneva and Singapore

■ Users around the world 

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

■ Competitive fees

■ International neutrality

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



WIPO ADR Options

Expedited 

Arbitration

Arbitration

WIPO Contract 

Clause/ Submission 

Agreement

Expert 

Determination

Determination

(Negotiation)

Mediation

AwardSettlement

Party 

Agreement

Outcome

Procedure

First Step



What types of disputes

Contractual

o licensing agreement (patents, trademarks, copyright, sw)

o research and development agreement

o technology transfer/franchising agreement

o distribution agreement

o film production, TV distribution, art related agreement

o IT agreement, joint venture, consultancy agreement

Non-contractual

o IP infringement – patent, trademark, copyright



Mediation

 Informal consensual process 

 Neutral intermediary, the mediator, helps the 
parties in reaching a settlement while 
respecting their interests 

 The settlement agreement has force of 
contract 

 Mediation leaves open available court or 
agreed arbitration options



Arbitration

 Consensual procedure

 Parties submit their dispute to one or more 

chosen arbitrators, for a binding and final 

decision

 Based on the parties’ rights and obligations 

and enforceable internationally

 Arbitration normally forecloses court options



Expert Determination

 consensual procedure

 parties submit a specific matter

(e.g., technical question) to one or more 

experts 

 determination on the matter

 binding unless parties have agreed otherwise



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

Relative Time and Cost



Top 10 Priorities

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





WIPO Cases: Typical Time and Cost
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www.wipo.int/amc/en/calculator/adr.jsp



Dispute Areas in WIPO Mediation and 

Arbitration Cases



Cybersquatting



WIPO operates the Uniform Domain Name 

Dispute Resolution Policy (UDRP)

Allows trademark owners to file “clear cut” 

cases of abusive domain name registration and 

use without going to court

Applicable to all international domains “old” 

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

Also available for 74 national domains, 

including the .nl domain



The UDRP Test – Three Elements

Trademark must be identical or confusingly 

similar to the domain name;  and

The registrant of the domain name must have 

no rights or legitimate interests in the domain 

name;  and

The domain name must have been registered 

and used in bad faith.



Cybersquatting Areas



UDRP Advantages

 Quicker and cheaper than court litigation

 Two-month average;  

 Fixed fees (USD 1,500)

 Predictable results

 Decision (transfer) implemented directly by registrar

 Prevents consumer confusion and brand abuse



Domain Name Dispute Filing

■ 16 years experience 

■ the global leader in domain name dispute resolution

■ 35,000+ cases covering 65,000+ domain names

■ Involving parties based in 113 countries

■ Multilingual case administration (21 languages to date)

■ Paperless filing:  WIPO-initiated eUDRP










