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Introduction to WIPO: 

Major Intellectual Property Economic Studies 

 



About WIPO 

The World Intellectual Property Organization (WIPO) is 

the global forum for intellectual property services, policy, 

information, and cooperation. 

 

File, manage or search patents, trademarks, designs, 

and appellations of origin. 

 

WIPO's staff, member states and stakeholders share 

one goal: an efficient and accessible intellectual 

property system that provides benefits to all. 

 



WIPO a Service and Development 

Organisation 

Norm Setting 

Services to 
Industry 

Global 
Infrastructure 

Economic 
Development 



Global Reach 

MEMBER STATES: 188 

 

OBSERVERS: more than 390 (NGOs, IGOs, industry 

groups, etc.) 

 

STAFF: more than 1,200  

 

ADMINISTERED TREATIES: 26  

 

MAIN BODIES: General Assembly, CC, WIPO 

CONFERENCE 



Newest Treaties 

Marrakesh: Its main goal is to create a set of mandatory 

limitations for the benefit of the blind, visually impaired, 

and otherwise print disabled, and to permit exchange of 

these works across borders by organizations that serve 

those beneficiaries. 

 

Beijing: It deals with the intellectual property rights of 

performers in audiovisual performances 

 



WIPO’s Budget: 756,3 Million CHF for 2016 - 2017 

 

 



THE ECONOMICS AND STATISTICS 

DIVISION 
The Division applies statistic and 

Economic analysis to the use of 

WIPO services. 

This structure also improves 

WIPO economic insight on IP 

Development.  

Reflects the Growing 

Consensus on the 

importance of the 

Economic 

Dimension of IP.  



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


Country Profile  



The Global Innovation Index (GII) 



The Global Innovation Index 

      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 

 

 

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 



Denmark in the Global Innovation Index 2016 

Ranked 8th Globally in 2016 

 

Strong in Input Sub-Index (at 8th place) and the Output Sub-Index 

(13th) 

 

Denmark did not experience a fall in Gross domestic expenditure on 

R&D (GERD) or in Business enterprise expenditure on R&D 

(BERD), during the crisis and after: 

 

 

 

 

 

Denmark ranks within the top 25 in all pillars and in 15 out of 21          

sub-pillars in the GII 

 

 

 

 

2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 

GERD 100 108 109 115 118 122 125 

BERD 100 108 105 110 111 111 115 



Denmark  

■ one of the most 

efficient innovators 

(Output Sub-Index 

score over Input 

Sub-Index score) 

■ ranks as a ‘Leader’ 

in terms of GII 

score over GDP 

 



Strengths and weaknesses in GII 

Strengths (Global Ranking) Weaknesses 

1 Institutions (4th) 2.2.2 Graduates in science & engineering,% 

1.1.2 Government effectiveness (3rd) 3.1.4 E-participation 

1.2 Regulatory Environment (2nd) 3.2.3 Gross capital formation,% GDP 

1.2.1 Regulatory quality (6th) 5.2.3 GERD financed by abroad, % 

1.2.2 Rule of law (4th) 5.3.2 

High-tech imports less re-imports,% total 

trade 

2 Human capital & research (3rd) 7.2.4 

Printing & publishing output 

manufactures,% 

2.1.1 Expenditure on education,% GDP (3rd) 

2.1.3 School life expectancy, years (4th) 

2.3 Research & development (R&D) (3rd) 

3.1.2 ICT use (1st) 

4.1 Credit (5th) 

4.1.2 

Domestic credit to private sector,% 

GDP (3rd) 

5.1 Knowledge workers (6th) 

6.1.4 

Scientific & technical articles/bn PPP$ 

GDP (2nd) 



Denmark and the use of WIPO Systems (2014) 

PCT applications: Denmark made 1,301 applications, a 2.93% 

increase on 2013 (however, dropped one place in country rankings, 

18th to 19th) 

 

The Madrid system: number 18 in International registrations, an 

decrease of 5.83% on 2013 (also a drop of one place in country 

rankings, 17th to 18th) 

 

The Hague system: 41 registrations, an increase of 133% on 2013 

(rise in country rankings from 20th to 13th) 

 

PCT top 3 applicants: Novozymes A/S, Danmarks tekniske 

universitet, Vestas wind systems A/S 



Danish International Applications via WIPO 

Administered Treaties 



Published PCT Applications by Danish 
Universities* 

2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 

AALBORG UNIVERSITET 4 6 4 6 5 3 

AARHUS UNIVERSITET 19 8 12 17 14 8 

COPENHAGEN BUSINESS SCHOOL 

DANMARKS TEKNISKE UNIVERSITET 24 35 36 48 81 74 

IT-UNIVERSITY OF COPENHAGEN 1 2 1 1 

ROSKILDE UNIVERSITET 1 

SYDDANSK UNIVERSITET 4 6 8 9 7 4 

UNIVERSITY OF COPENHAGEN 10 3 3 2 5 26 

TOTAL 62 58 65 83 113 116 

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



 

• 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 

 





The Patent Cooperation 

Treaty (PCT) -  
Introduction and Future 

Developments 

Ikast, Denmark 

13 October 2016 

Thomas Marlow  

Policy Officer, PCT Business 

Development Division 



What is a patent? 

A patent is an exclusive territorial right granted for an 

invention – a product or process that provides a new way 

of doing something, or that offers a new technical 

solution to a problem 

A patent provides patent owners with protection for their 

inventions: 

right to prevent others from making, using, 

distributing, selling or importing the invention without 

the patent owner’s consent 

granted for a limited period, generally 20 years  





Traditional Patent System 

Local patent application followed within 12 months by 

multiple foreign applications claiming priority under the 

Paris Convention (1883) 

Multiple formality requirements, searches, publications, 

examinations, prosecutions 

Translations and national fees at 12 months 

0 12 

File 

application 

locally 

File 

applications 

abroad 

(months) 



What is the PCT? 

An international treaty facilitating the process of seeking 

patent protection internationally 

An efficient and advantageous procedure for users of the 

patent system and patent Offices 

Signed in June 1970 and became operational in June 

1978 with 18 Contracting States 

Entered into force in Denmark on December 1, 1978  

(20th Contracting State) 

Currently 151 Contracting States 



PCT Coverage Today 

151 PCT Contracting States 



General Remarks on the PCT 

The PCT System is a patent “filing” system, not a patent 

“granting” system.  There is no “PCT patent”. 

The PCT System consists of 

an international phase, and  

a national phase.  

The decision on granting patents is taken exclusively by 

national or regional Offices in the national phase. 

Only inventions may be protected via the PCT by 

applying for patents, utility models and similar titles. 

 



PCT Basics 

Basic idea:  simplify procedure for obtaining patent 

protection in many countries, making it more efficient 

and economical 

filing tool applicants;  and 

work-sharing tool for Offices 

 



PCT – Filing Tool for Applicants 

One international application for protection in all 

designated States filed with one Office 

Effect of regular national filing in each designated State 

One set of formality requirements 

Delays national processing until 30 months from priority 

date 

International search and (optional) preliminary 

examination improve basis for decision making 

International application can be put in order before 

national phase 

 

 



PCT – Work-sharing Tool for Offices 

Central formality checking 

Central international publication 

International search report  

International preliminary report on patentability 

preliminary, non-binding opinion on novelty, inventive 

step (non-obviousness) and industrial applicability 

 



Traditional Patent System vs. PCT System 

0 

File local  

application 

File 

applications 

abroad 
(months) 

Traditional 

Fees for: 

- translations 

- Office fees 

- local agents 

(months) 

 

File PCT 

application 

12 30 

International  

search report & 

written opinion 

16 18 

International 

publication 

(optional) 

File demand for 

International 

preliminary 

examination 

 

File local 

application 

 

Enter 

national 

phase 

22 28 

(optional) 

International  

preliminary 

report on 

patentability 

PCT 0 

Fees for: 

- translations 

- Office fees 

- local agents 



Filing a PCT Application 

(months) 

 

File PCT 

application 

12 30 

International  

search report & 

written opinion 

16 18 

International 

publication 

(optional) 

File demand for 

International 

preliminary 

examination 

 

File local 

application 

 

Enter 

national 

phase 

22 28 

(optional) 

International  

preliminary 

report on 

patentability 

PCT 0 

Typically filed in same 

national/regional patent office (known 

as the receiving Office) –  

one set of fees, one language, 

one set of formality requirements – 

and legal effect in all PCT States 



International Search 

(months) 

 

File PCT 

application 

12 30 

International  

search report & 

written opinion 

16 18 

International 

publication 

(optional) 

File demand for 

International 

preliminary 

examination 

 

File local 

application 

 

Enter 

national 

phase 

22 28 

(optional) 

International  

preliminary 

report on 

patentability 

PCT 0 

Report from International 

Searching Authority on state of 

the art (prior art documents 

and their relevance) + initial 

patentability opinion 

Helps applicant to know whether  

he is likely to obtain a patent 



PCT International Searching Authorities 

The Patent Offices (21 in total) of 

Australia, Austria, Brazil, Canada, Chile, China, 

Egypt, Finland, Japan, India, Israel, Republic of 

Korea, Russian Federation, Spain, Singapore, 

Sweden, Ukraine, United States of America, 

European Patent Office, Nordic Patent Institute, 

Visegrad Patent Institute 

Competent Authority depends on receiving Office (RO) 

RO - Danish Patent and Trademark Office 

European Patent Office, Nordic Patent Institute, or 

Swedish Patent and Registration Office 

RO – European Patent Office 

European Patent Office 

 



International Publication 

(months) 

 

File PCT 

application 

12 30 

International  

search report & 

written opinion 

16 18 

International 

publication 

(optional) 

File demand for 

International 

preliminary 

examination 

 

File local 

application 

 

Enter 

national 

phase 

22 28 

(optional) 

International  

preliminary 

report on 

patentability 

PCT 0 

By the International Bureau 

of WIPO - disclosing 

application to the world in a 

standardized way 



International Preliminary Examination 

(optional) 

(months) 

 

File PCT 

application 

12 30 

International  

search report & 

written opinion 

16 18 

International 

publication 

(optional) 

File demand for 

International 

preliminary 

examination 
 

File local 

application 

 

Enter 

national 

phase 

22 28 

(optional) 

International  

preliminary 

report on 

patentability 

PCT 0 

Additional patentability 

analysis on basis of amended 

application by International 

Preliminary Examining 

Authority 

Allows applicant to correct 

defects or refute arguments 

in written opinion  



National Phase Entry 

(months) 

 

File PCT 

application 

12 30 

International  

search report & 

written opinion 

16 18 

International 

publication 

(optional) 

File demand for 

International 

preliminary 

examination 

 

File local 

application 

 

Enter 

national 

phase 

22 28 

(optional) 

International  

preliminary 

report on 

patentability 

PCT 0 

Express intention 

and take steps  

to pursue to grant  

in selected states 
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Source: WIPO Statistics Database 

PCT Applications 

218,000 PCT applications in 2015 (+1.7% from 2014) 



Top 10 Filing Countries in 2015 

Denmark filed 1,327 applications, 0.61% share of world total 
Source: WIPO Statistics Database 



Top PCT Applicants from Denmark in 2015 

http://www.maerskoil.com/
http://www.ku.dk/
http://www.ku.dk/
http://www.flsmidth.com/


The PCT Market Share 

Source: WIPO Statistics Database 



PCT Key Advantages 

Postpones major costs of international patent protection 

Translations 

Fees at patent offices 

Local patent agent fees 

Strong basis for patenting decisions 

International search, written opinion and (optional) 

international preliminary examination 

Harmonizes formal requirements 



Future Developments 

Exploitation of work-sharing possibilities 

Quality of international work products 

Timeliness in the international phase 

Accessibility for developing countries and all types of 

applicants (SMEs, universities, individual applicants) 

Applicants using PCT system efficiently 

ePCT and other IT platforms 

 

 



Further Information 

For further information about the PCT, see  

 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 Applicant’s Guide (updated weekly) 

 www.wipo.int/pct/guide/en  

 



Thank you! 

Thomas Marlow 

thomas.marlow@wipo.int 





Ikast, Denmark 

October 13, 2016 

Debbie Roenning 

Director, Legal Division 

Madrid Registry 

 

Global IP Systems:  

The Madrid System  

The Hague System 



 

 

The Madrid System for the 

International Registration of Marks 
 

 

 

 



It begins with a product and a trademark 
EVA SOLO 

STELTON 

PANDORA 



Protection Options 

Then a choice must be made regarding the best way to 
protect your trademark abroad: 

 

The national route: File trademark application with the 
Trademark Office of each country in which you want 
protection 

 

The regional route: Apply in countries which are 
members of a regional trademark registration system 
with effect in all member states (ARIPO, Benelux 
Trademark Office, EUIPO and OAPI) 

 

The international route: File through the Madrid Protocol 



What is the Madrid System? 

A centralized filing and management procedure 

It is convenient: 

A one-stop shop for trademark holders to obtain and 

maintain trademark protection in export markets 

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

fees for protection in multiple markets 

It is cost-effective:  

One international application is equivalent to 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 Coverage 

Protect your trademark/s simultaneously in the 113 countries 

covered by the 97 members of the System 

Recent accessions: 

2012: Colombia, Mexico, New Zealand and Philippines 

2013: India, Rwanda and Tunisia 

2014:  OAPI and Zimbabwe 

2015: Cambodia: Algeria, The Gambia, Lao PDR 

Future accessions: 

ASEAN countries 

Latin America and Caribbean countries 

African countries 

Arabic region 

 



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 



How the Madrid System Works 

The International Trademark Registration Process 

 

Video: 

http://www.wipo.int/multimedia-video/en/madrid/use_madrid_system.ogg
http://www.wipo.int/multimedia-video/en/madrid/use_madrid_system.ogg


Costs 

Fees payable to WIPO in Swiss francs 

 

Basic fee* includes 3 classes of goods/services 

653 Swiss francs - b/w reproduction of mark 

903 Swiss francs - color reproduction of mark 

 

Fees for designating CPs: 

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 LDCs benefit from 90% reduction of the basic fee 

 



Key Features of the Madrid System 

One registration covering multiple territories  

Fixed time limit for refusal – 12 or 18 months 

WIPO examines only for formalities 

Expand protection to new export markets (subsequent 

designations) 

Tailor the list of goods and services for the different markets 

Centralized management of portfolio 

Dependency and transformation 

 

 

 

 



WIPO Resources and E-Services (1) 

Visit the Madrid Website www.wipo.int/madrid/en 

 

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
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 (over 17,880,000 

records) 

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 (third party tool) 

MANAGE 
 

Madrid Portfolio Manager access  

registration documents, uploading of requests 

for recording, payments  
 

Forms and E-Forms – E-Subsequent 

Designation and E-Renewal 
 

Translation request into official Madrid 

working languages 
 

Extracts from the International Register 

WIPO Resources and E-Services (2)  

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
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/
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/services/translation_form.jsp
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/extracts/


WIPO Resources and E-Services (3) 
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 publications 
 

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 20: Countries of Origin 

    



Top 20: Designations 

   



Top Filers 



51,938 International Registrations 

Average Number of Designations 6,75 

Average Number of Classes 2,49 

Average Fee 3,102 CHF 

All Fees 70% < 3,000 CHF 

General Profile 2015 



Local Businesses and Industries 

Trademark protection in Denmark  

Important to ensure protection in the home market 

 

Trademark protection abroad 

Various routes for protecting your trademark  

The Madrid System facilitates easy access to potential 

export markets 

It is possible to expand the geographical coverage later on 

Centralized management of trademark portfolio 



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 via the WIPO e-newsletter distribution platform  

 

Sign up to receive our quarterly e-newsletter, Madrid 

Highlights  

http://www.wipon.int/madrid/en
https://www.wipo.int/newsletters/en/
https://www3.wipo.int/newsletters/en/
https://www3.wipo.int/newsletters/en/
https://www3.wipo.int/newsletters/en/
https://www3.wipo.int/newsletters/en/
https://www3.wipo.int/newsletters/en/
https://www.wipo.int/newsletters/en/
https://www.wipo.int/newsletters/en/


Contact Details 

For general questions about the Madrid System 

Madrid Customer Service intreg.mail@wipo.int 

Telephone: + 41 22 338 8686 

 

For questions regarding specific international 

applications or international registrations 

Madrid Team 3: madrid.team3@wipo.int 

Telephone: + 41 22 338 750 3 

 

mailto:intreg.mail@wipo.int
mailto:madrid.team3@wipo.int


The Hague System for the 

International Registration of 

Industrial Designs  
 



Examples of Danish Industrial Designs 



Why protect Industrial Designs? 

Exclusive right to prevent 
unauthorized copying or 
imitation of the product 

Strengthening competitive 
positions of the company 

Fair return on investment 
made in creating and 
marketing the product 

Encouraging fair competition 
and honest trade practices  

Protection of 
industrial designs 



What is the Hague System? 

A centralized filing mechanism  

A closed system  

A one-stop shop to obtain and maintain design 

protection in export markets 

An option to the national route 

A purely procedural treaty 

The domestic legislations of the designated Contracting 

Parties set the conditions for protecting the design and 

determine the rights which result from protection 

See Hague website - http://www.wipo.int/hague/en/ 

 

 

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


Key Features of the Hague System 

 

Entitlement, but no basic design 

Direct filing with the International Bureau 

One application – one language – one set of fees 

One registration covering multiple territories   

«Self-designation» is possible 

Possible deferment  

Fixed time limit for refusal –  6 or 12 months  

Renewal – every 5 years – 15 years for the 1999 Act 

Centralized management of portfolio 



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 

D.P.R. of Korea 

(September 13, 2016) 

Turkmenistan 

(March 16, 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 



2015:  International Applications 

4,111 international applications were received 
containing 16,435 designs (max. 100 designs / 
application) 

40.59% growth compared to 2014 in the number 
of applications 

13.80%  growth compared to 2014 in the number 
of designs 

 



 

2015:  International Registrations 
 

3,581 international registrations were inscribed 

containing 14,484 designs 

32.48% growth compared to 2014 in the 
number of registrations 

7.25%  growth compared to 2014 in the 
number of designs 



2015: Most designated CPs (IRs) 
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2015: Most designated CPs (No of designs) 

* Since May 13, 2015 



2015: Origins of Holders in IRs 
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2015: IR - by Country of the Holder 
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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 



Hague Express Database 



Global Design Database 



E-Filing Portfolio Manager 



 

E-Filing Platform 
 

a WIPO User account 

 

facilitated downloading of reproductions 

 

real time checking of certain formalities 

 

saving of applications in progress 

 
fully integrated fee calculator 

 
 

payment of fees by credit card 

 

and much more… 

 

The E-filing platform includes the following features: 



 

 

Thank you  

for your attention 

 

debbie.roenning@wipo.int 





Global IP Databases, Platforms and 

Tools for the Connected 

Knowledge Economy 

 
Ikast 

13 October 2016 

Irene Kitsara, IP Information Officer, 

Access to Information and Knowledge Division,  

Global Infrastructure Sector 



Outline 
A. Global IP Databases 

PATENTSCOPE  

Global Brand Database 

Global Design Database 

WIPO Lex 

 

B. Tools facilitating access to, understanding and use of IP information 

Patent Analytics 

Patent Landscape Reports (PLR) 

Guidelines for Preparing PLR  

Manual on the use of open source tools for patent analytics 

 

C. Collaboration platforms 

WIPO RE:SEARCH 

WIPO GREEN 

 

 

 

 



The importance of infrastructure in a knowledge 

economy  

Challenges of: 

Access to relevant 

information (information 

sources, tools and search 

skills) 

Analysis, understanding 

and strategic use of 

information (content 

understanding, decision-

making, establishment of 

partnerships) 

“Just as participation in the physical 

economy requires access to roads, bridges, 

and vehicles to transport goods, similar 

infrastructure is needed in the virtual and 

knowledge economy. However, here the 

highway is the Internet and other networks, 

bridges are interoperable data standards, 

and vehicles are computers and 

databases”  Director General Francis Gurry 



A. Global IP Databases: Access point 



Growing importance of patent information 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Increase in patent applications worldwide and in the 

information included therein 

PATENTSCOPE: 58 mio patent documents 

Challenge: acess to the information and pertinence of 

the information found  



WIPO’s Patent Database: PATENTSCOPE 



PATENTSCOPE and its search 

functionalities 

https://patentscope.wipo.int   

 3 million published PCT applications 

 58 million patent documents (regional and national 

collections) 

https://patentscope.wipo.int/


PATENTSCOPE and some          

Danish examples 

1958: 1st patent 1954: First trademark registration  

94 

LEGO factory in Billund 

The LEGO block 



And after the patent expiration? 
Other products, other 

IPRs... 

Same products, different 

IPRs? 

3D trademark for Lego 

minifigures 

European Court of Justice: 

Lego vs. Best-Lock confirmed 

the IP protection (June 2015)  

Effort to register the block as a 

trademark 

Mega Bloks – EUIPO: 

invalidaded the trademark 

European Court of Justice: 

functional aspects already 

covered by the expired patent. 

No grounds for a trademark. 

More than 600 US design patents 



PATENTSCOPE: Advanced search 

LEGO store in Copenhagen 



Example of a search result 



Example of a PCT document 



PATENTSCOPE: Field combination 



PATENTSCOPE: the search results 
Registered 

PATENTSCOPE 

users can: 

- Save their 

queries 

- Export up to 

10.000 

records in 

.csv/.xls 



A PCT document 



CLIR: Cross Lingual Expansion  



Drones on CLIR 



Drones on CLIR (2) 



Search results including all variations and 

translation of variations 



PATENTSCOPE: learning resources 

Video tutorials Webinars 

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

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


Global Brand Database 



Global Brand Database and 



Geographical distribution of trademark 

protection 



Example of a trademark entry 



Image similarity search feature 



Select your similarity search strategy 



Combination with Nice classification 



Try different combination of strategies for 

optimal results 



Global Design Database 

Launched in 2015 

Simultaneous search of 

more than 1,6 million 

industrial designs 

registered in the 

available national 

collections or under the 

Hague System 

http://www.wipo.int/designdb  

http://www.wipo.int/designdb


Bang&Olufsen in the Global Design Database 



Search by national/Locarno Classification 



WIPO Lex 

www.wipo.int/wipolex  

http://www.wipo.int/wipolex


WIPO Lex - Denmark 



B. Tools facilitating access to, understanding 

and use of IP information 

Patent Landscape Reports 

Guidelines for Preparing Patent Landscape Reports 

Manual on Open Source Tools for Patent Analytics 



What is patent analysis? 

After the patent search result what??? 

 

 



How are decisions taken in a knowledge economy? 

Cross sectoral/disciplinary effort: many aspects taken into 

account (Science/Policy/Economics/Business/Marketing) 

Policy/Regulations  

Relevant market definition and analysis 

Competitors activity and analysis 

Economic/financial aspect  

Risk  

Data-driven decisions 

 

Patent Information: important source of: 

 Technical 

 Business      information 

 Legal  

 

Patent/IP 
Analytics 

Patent 
Information 
Search and 

manual 
results 

analysis 

Consultation 
of individual 

scientific 
literature 

Tradition/ 

Intuition/ 

Rumors 



What is a Patent Landscape Report (PLR)? 

Research and analysis of innovation patterns and 
patenting trends in a specific technological 
field/geographical area using patent information  

 

Transformation of raw patent data through patent 
search (patent databases) into comprehensive for 
non- experts patent analysis (breakdown and analysis 
of the results, visualization, conclusions) 

 

 

 

Facilitates dialogue between various stakeholders, 
creating easily understood by non-experts data 

 

Raw 
Data  

Patent 
Search 

Patent 
Analysis 



What kind of questions can a PLR answer? 

(The Answer to The Ultimate Question of Life, the Universe, and Everything, The 

Hitchhiker's Guide to the Galaxy, Douglas Adams) 

Which technology trends exist in which geographical areas and how have they 

developed over time?  

Are there gaps or white spaces, i.e. areas with little patent protection, that permit 

business opportunities or give them an added value? 

Which players are the most active in a said technical area and what is their 

specific focus and strategy? 

Which other patents are relevant for a company’s activities or a product 

development/commercialization? (Infringement/FTO, licensing-in, collaborations) 

Which patents are about to expire ? Which technologies move in the public 

domain and provide business opportunities ? 

What is the patent portfolio of competitors and what is the impact on the 

company’s portfolio and activities? Correlation and effect on value 

 

 

 

 



WIPO Patent Landscape Reports Topics 



Variety in the analysis types and tools used 



Unique compilation of PLR prepared by other 

organizations 

www.wipo.int/patentscope/en/programs/patent_landscapes/published_reports.html  

Over 170 PLR 

available (July 

2016) 

http://www.wipo.int/patentscope/en/programs/patent_landscapes/published_reports.html


Guidelines for Preparing Patent Landscape Reports 
 

Published in September 2015 and available on 
http://www.wipo.int/patentscope/en/programs/patent_landscapes 

 

Structure: 

Background information on patent information 

Objectives and motivations for preparing PLRs 

Different types of patent analysis 

Tasks associated with the preparation of PLRs  

Stages in the preparation of PLRs 

Examples and experience from WIPO’s work in PLR 

http://www.wipo.int/patentscope/en/programs/patent_landscapes


The Manual on Open Source Tools for Patent 

Analytics 

Project launched in May 

2015, funded by FIT-JP 

  

Aimed at exploring: 

 various free and open 

source tools which could 

be used for various patent 

analysis tasks by users in 

developing countries 

 

 

 



Which analytics tasks, databases and 

tools does the Manual cover? 

Obtaining Data 

 

Cleaning Data 

 

Visualizing Data 

 

Sharing Data 

 

https://github.com/wipo-analytics/opensource-patent-analytics  

https://github.com/wipo-analytics/opensource-patent-analytics
https://github.com/wipo-analytics/opensource-patent-analytics
https://github.com/wipo-analytics/opensource-patent-analytics
https://github.com/wipo-analytics/opensource-patent-analytics
https://github.com/wipo-analytics/opensource-patent-analytics
https://github.com/wipo-analytics/opensource-patent-analytics
https://github.com/wipo-analytics/opensource-patent-analytics


C. Multi-stakeholder Platforms 

WIPO GREEN WIPO Re:Search 



WIPO Re:Search  

Initiative in the field 

of neglected 

deseases, 

tuberculosis and 

malaria 

Includes a database 

with information on 

availability of IP 

rights and other 

information 

Based on the 

principle of voluntary 

contribution 



WIPO Green 

The marketplace for 

sustainable technology: 

search functionality for 

technology providers 

and seekers  

Network of green 

technologies 

stakeholders 

Grouped in 9 

technology areas 

https://www3.wipo.int/wipogreen  

https://www3.wipo.int/wipogreen
https://www3.wipo.int/wipogreen
https://www3.wipo.int/wipogreen
https://www3.wipo.int/wipogreen


 

 

Thank you! 

Irene.Kitsara@wipo.int  

mailto:Irene.Kitsara@wipo.int




How WIPO Alternative Dispute Resolution 

(ADR) services may be used to more efficiently 

settle IP disputes 

Ikast, Denamrk 

13 October 2016  

 

Speaker: Ms. Irene Kitsara, Industrial Property Information Officer, 

 Innovation and Technology Support Section, Global 

 Infrastructure Sector, WIPO  

    

E-mail:   irene.kitsara@wipo.int 



Top Ten Priorities in Choice of IP Dispute 

Resolution Contract Clause (WIPO Survey) 

WIPO Center Report on International Survey of Dispute Resolution in Technology 

Transactions  
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International Contracts

Domestic Contracts



WIPO Alternative Dispute Resolution (ADR) 



WIPO Arbitration and Mediation Center 

■ Facilitates the resolution of commercial disputes between 

private parties involving IP and technology, through procedures 

other than court litigation (alternative dispute resolution: ADR) 

■ Offices in Geneva and Singapore   

■ ADR of IP disputes benefits from a specialized ADR provider 

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

■ Competitive WIPO fees 

■ International neutrality 

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

 

 



WIPO ADR 

Mediation, Arbitration, Expert Determination 
 

Mediation: informal consensual process in which a neutral 
intermediary, the mediator, assists the parties in reaching a settlement 
of their dispute, based on the parties’ respective interests. The 
mediator cannot impose a decision. The settlement agreement has 
force of contract. Mediation leaves open available court or agreed 
arbitration options. 

Arbitration: consensual procedure in which the parties submit their 
dispute to one or more chosen arbitrators, for a binding and final 
decision (award), internationally enforceable, based on the parties’ 
rights and obligations,.  Arbitration normally forecloses court options. 

Expert Determination: consensual procedure in which the parties 
submit a specific matter (e.g., technical question) to one or more 
experts who make a determination on the matter, which can be 
binding, unless the parties have agreed otherwise. 



Why Consider IP ADR? 
Cost of IP court litigation 

Calls for expedient solutions 

Internationalization of creation/use of IP 

Calls for cross-border solutions, consolidated in a single 
procedure 

Technical and specialized nature of IP 

Calls for specific expertise and neutrality 

Short product and market cycles in IP 

Calls for time-efficient procedures 

Confidential nature of IP 

Calls for private procedures 

Collaborative nature of IP creation and commercialization 

Calls for mechanisms that preserve relations 

 

 



Routes to WIPO ADR 

ADR contract clause electing WIPO Rules 

WIPO Mediation, and/or 

WIPO (Expedited) Arbitration, and/or 

WIPO Expert Determination 

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

Parties can shape the process via the clause (e.g., 
location, language, law) 

ADR submission agreement electing WIPO Rules, e.g., in 
existing non-contractual disputes 

Unilateral request for WIPO Mediation by one party 

WIPO Clause Generator 

Court referrals 

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


WIPO ADR Options 

Expedited 

Arbitration 

Arbitration 

 

WIPO Contract 

Clause/ Submission 

Agreement 

Expert 

Determination 

Determination 

(Negotiation) 

Mediation 

Award Settlement 

Party 

Agreement 

Outcome 

Procedure 

First Step 



WIPO Model Clause Example: Mediation  
followed by Expedited Arbitration 

"Any dispute, controversy or claim arising under, out of or relating to this contract and 

any subsequent amendments of this contract, including, without limitation, its 

formation, validity, binding effect, interpretation, performance, breach or termination, as 

well as non-contractual claims, shall be submitted to mediation in accordance with 

the WIPO Mediation Rules. The place of mediation shall be [specify place]. The 

language to be used in the mediation shall be [specify language]” 

If, and to the extent that, any such dispute, controversy or claim has not been 
settled pursuant to the mediation within [60][90] days of the commencement of 
the mediation, it shall, upon the filing of a Request for Arbitration by either party, 
be referred to and finally determined by arbitration in accordance with the WIPO 
Expedited Arbitration Rules. Alternatively, if, before the expiration of the said period 
of [60][90] days, either party fails to participate or to continue to participate in the 
mediation, the dispute, controversy or claim shall, upon the filing of a Request for 
Arbitration by the other party, be referred to and finally determined by arbitration in 
accordance with the WIPO Expedited Arbitration Rules. The place of arbitration shall 
be [specify place]. The language to be used in the arbitral proceedings shall be 
[specify language]. The dispute, controversy or claim referred to arbitration shall be 
decided in accordance with [specify jurisdiction] law." 

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

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


The Role of WIPO Center Case 
 

■ Case administration: 

■  Under WIPO Rules, or under special procedures 

■  Active management:  containing time and costs 

■  WIPO ECAF (optional online case management) 

 

■ Facilitating selection and appointment of mediators, 

arbitrators, experts 

■  WIPO list of 1,500+ neutrals  

■  From numerous countries in all regions 

■  Specialized in different areas of IP and IT 

 

 

 

 

 

■   





WIPO Electronic Case Facility (ECAF) 

■ Simple; secure; instant; location-independent; optional 



WIPO Arbitration 

Final award 

Closure of Proceedings 

Hearings  

Written and Witness Statements 

Statement of Defense 

Statement of clause 

Appointment of Arbitror(s) 

Answer to request 

Request for arbitration 

WIPO Expedited Arbitration 

Request for Arbitration  
and Statement of Claim 

Answer to Request for Arbitration 
and Statement of Defense 

Appointment of Arbitrator(s) 

Hearing   

Closure of 
Proceedings 

Final award 

 One exchange of 
pleadings 

 Shorter time limits 

 Sole arbitrator 

 Shorter hearings  

 Fixed fees 



WIPO Mediation, Arbitration and Expert 

Determination Cases 

IP/IT disputes and commercial disputes: 

Contractual:  patent licenses, software/ICT, R&D and 

technology transfer agreements, patent pools, distribution 

agreements, joint ventures, copyright collecting societies, 

trademark coexistence agreements, settlement 

agreements 

Non-contractual:  infringement of IP rights 

Domestic and international disputes  (25/75%) 

Amounts in dispute from USD 50,000 to USD 1 billion 

 



Dispute Areas in WIPO Mediation and 

Arbitration Cases 



How Are Technology Disputes 

Resolved? 

WIPO Center Report on International Survey of Dispute Resolution in Technology 

Transactions  

 



Relative Time and Cost of Technology 

Dispute Resolution 

WIPO Center Report on International Survey of Dispute Resolution                                                        

in Technology Transactions  

 



153 

Fee Calculator 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
www.wipo.int/amc/en/calculator/adr.jsp 



Uniform Domain Name Dispute Resolution Policy 
(UDRP) 

1999:  WIPO-created international administrative ADR 

procedure 

Allows trademark owners to resolve “clear cut” cases of 

abusive domain name registration and use 

(“cybersquatting”) 

Operates outside the courts, but preserves party court 

option 

Uniform:  applicable to all gTLDs “old” (.com, .net, .org, 

etc.) and “new” (.bike, .fail, .nyc, etc.) 

Applicable via mandatory “contract web” between ICANN, 

registrars, and registrants 



UDRP:  Principal Advantages 

Significantly quicker and cheaper than court litigation 

Two-month average 

Fixed fees (USD 1,500) 

Predictable criteria and results 

Decision (transfer) implemented directly by registrar 

Prevents consumer confusion/brand abuse 

 



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. 

 



Domain Name Dispute Filing with 

WIPO 
16 years’ experience as the global leader in domain name 

dispute resolution 

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

 2015 total: 2,754 cases 

Involving parties based in 177 countries 

Multilingual case administration (21 languages to date) 

Paperless filing: WIPO-initiated eUDRP 

Provides dispute resolution services to 75 ccTLDs 

 

 

 

 

 



Denmark among the top 10 domain name case filers  



WIPO UDRP Complainant Areas of Activity 



Key WIPO UDRP Resources 

WIPO Guide to the UDRP 
www.wipo.int/amc/en/domains/guide  

 

Model pleadings (complaint and response) 

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

 

Legal Index of UDRP Decisions 
www.wipo.int/amc/en/domains/search/index.html 

 
WIPO Jurisprudential Overview of Selected UDRP 
Questions 

www.wipo.int/amc/en/domains/search/overview/index.html 

 

 

 

http://www.wipo.int/amc/en/domains/guide
http://www.wipo.int/amc/en/domains/complainant
http://www.wipo.int/amc/en/domains/search/index.html
http://www.wipo.int/amc/en/domains/search/overview/index.html




Further Information 

 

WIPO Arbitration and Mediation Center Offices 

 

Geneva, Switzerland 

Singapore, Singapore 

 

WIPO External Offices 

 

Rio de Janeiro, Brazil 

Beijing, China 

Tokyo, Japan 

Moscow, Russia 

Singapore, Singapore 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Further Information 

 

Queries and case filing:  

arbiter.mail@wipo.int 

 

Model clauses:  

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

 

Info on procedures, neutrals and  

case examples:  

www.wipo.int/amc/ 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

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

