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 International intergovernmental 

organization 

 Established in 1967 

 191 member states 

 350 + accredited observers 

 1300 staff from 120 countries 

 26 treaties 

Who we are 



Where we are 

Geneva HQ 
Japan China 

Singapore 

Brazil 

New York 

Russia 

Algeria 

Nigeria 

WIPO main offices 



What we do 

We help governments,  

businesses and 

individuals make 

intellectual property  

work for innovation 

and creativity 



How we do it 

I 

Normative 

Setting 

II 

Services to 

Industry 

III 

Global 

Infrastructure 

Innovation and Economic 

Development 



Singapore Treaty on the Law of Trademarks (2006) 

Marrakesh Treaty for Visually Impaired Persons (2013) 

1. Normative Developments 



WIPO 
Arbitration 

and 
Mediation 

Center 

Hague 
System 

(Industrial 
Designs) 

Madrid 
System 

(Trademarks) 

Patent 
Cooperation 

Treaty 
(Patents) 

2. Provider of Premier Global IP Services 



3. Global IP Infrastructure 

Treatment 
of  

Information 

Platforms 

Repositories 
of Information 



6%

94%

Member States

Global Services

Sources of Income 



Major Economic Studies on IP 



Major Economic Studies on IP 

 



Major Economic Studies on IP 

 



Major Economic Studies on IP 

 



United Kingdom 



The Global Innovation Index* 

RANKING 2016  RANKING 2017 RANKING 2015  

1. SWITZERLAND 

2. UNITED KINGDOM 

3. SWEDEN 

4. NETHERLANDS 

5. UNITED STATES OF 

AMERICA 

6. FINLAND 

7. SINGAPORE 

8. IRELAND 

9. LUXEMBOURG 

10. DENAMRK 

11. HONG KONG (CHINA) 

12. GERMANY 

13. ICELAND 

14. REPUBLIC OF KOREA 

15. NEW ZEALAND 

 

 

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. REPUBLIC OF KOREA 

12. LUXEMBOURG 

13. ICELAND 

14. HONG KONG (CHINA) 

15. CANADA 

1. SWITZERLAND 

2. SWEDEN 

3. NETHERLANDS 

4. UNITED STATES OF 

AMERICA 

5. UNITED KINGDOM 

6. DENMARK 

7. SINGAPORE 

8. FINLAND 

9. GERMANY 

10. IRELAND 

11. REPUBLIC OF KOREA 

12. LUXEMBOURG 

13. ICELAND 

14. JAPAN 

15. FRANCE 



  

Strengths Challenges 

Institutions 1. Regulatory quality 

Human capital & 

research 

2.    QS university ranking 1. Gov’t expenditure/pupil 

2. Pupil-teacher ratio 

3. Tertiary enrolment 

Infrastructure 3.    ICT access 

4.    Government’s online service 

5.  E-participation 

4.   Gross capital formation 

Market sophistication 6.     Intensity of local competition 5.    Applied tariff rate 

Business 

sophistication 

6. FDI net inflows 

7. Research talent, in business enterprise   

Knowledge & 

technology outputs 

 

7.  Citable documents H index 

8.  Computer software spending 

 

8. Growth rate of PPP$ GDP/worker 

9.    FDI net outflows    

Creative outputs 

 

9.  ICTs & business model creation 

10.  ICTs & organization model 

creation 

11. Video uploads on YouTube 

 

10.   Trademarks by origin 



Everything you always wanted to 

know about WIPO 

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

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




 

• 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 

 



Introduction to the 

Patent Cooperation Treaty (PCT) 

Mr. Michael Richardson, Director,  

PCT Business Development Division,  

PCT Legal and International Affairs Department, 

Patents and Technology Sector (PTS), WIPO 

Newcastle, 26 April 2018 



WHY INTERNATIONAL 

PROTECTION? 



International Patent Protection 

Attract investors 

Increase bargaining power 

Strengthen your market position 

Licensing opportunities 



WHY PCT? 



Questions 

Do you really know whether your invention is new and 

patentable? 

Do you really know whether there is a market? 

Do you really know where that market could be? 

Do you have a realistic strategy to develop that market? 

Including enough consideration of design and branding? 

Do you have the capacity or partners to finalize a 

product and supply the market? 



Postpone Costs 

0 12 

File local  

application 

File 

applications 

abroad 

(months) 

Traditional/

Paris 

(months) 

 

File PCT 

application 

12 30 

International  

search report & 

written opinion 

16 18 

International 

publication 

(optional) 

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 

30 months vs 12 months 



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 

Strong Basis for Patenting 

Decisions 



Summary of Advantages 

Not an international patent, but (for most) a safer and more 

efficient route into the international patent system 

 

Postpone costs 

Strong basis for patenting decisions 

Opportunity for centralized amendments 

Protection from certain inadvertent errors 

Harmonizes formal requirements 

Can result (if PCT reports are positive) in accelerated 

national phase processing  



Key Messages 

Study the market properly 

Get professional assistance early 

Find good partners 

But don’t disclose your invention before filing your 

application without a non-disclosure agreement 

Think about the effect of branding and appearance as 

well as technical functionality 

Consider the differences in markets worldwide 

 

Use the PCT if it helps you to do this effectively 

 



PCT TESTIMONIALS 



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

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

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

Patent and Trademark Office's Patents for Humanity Award) 

Source: WIPO Magazine, February 2016 

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

many different markets, we use WIPO’s Patent 

Cooperation Treaty (PCT). Every start-up has limited 

funds and the PCT is a great mechanism for delaying 

patent filing costs, allowing time to test the market and 

overcome any unforeseen technical problems. Without 

the PCT, protecting an invention in international markets 

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

 

Testimonial: Start-up 



Professor Shuji Nakamura—co-winner of 

the 2014 Nobel Prize for Physics for his 

work on blue LED technology 

“… The PCT is critical for these early stage  technologies 

because it gives us the opportunity to protect our patents 

globally while allowing the market and the technology to 

mature further before determining which countries might be 

most valuable to commercial partners.” 

 

Testimonial: Inventor 

December 2014 WIPO Magazine  



Qualcomm: 

• Started in 1985 with 7 people 

• Today more than 170 offices in more than 40 countries, and 

33,000 employees 

• $25.3 billion in revenue in FY 2015 

• #5 user of PCT in 2017: 2,163 PCT applications published 

 

 

“Over the past 25 years, Qualcomm has been one of the largest 

users of the PCT system. To date we have filed more than 9,000 

patent applications. International patent applications are 

important to the protection of innovations around the globe. The 

PCT helps put innovation into practice by providing a simple and 

cost-effective way to file international patent applications. The 

PCT is critical for Qualcomm because we are, above all, an 

innovation company.…[PCT] has been a vital partner in the 

success of our company and the growth of the wireless 

industry.” 

Testimonial: Large Company 

CEO Paul Jacobs, 2011 



RECENT AND FUTURE 

DEVELOPMENTS 



PCT Changes from July 2017 

National Offices required to provide national phase entry 

information (Rules 86 and 95) 

better information on worldwide scope of protection 

 

Receiving Offices required to forward search and 

classification information from priority applications 

(Rules 12bis, 23bis & 41) 

Intended to improve work-sharing 

Some exceptions 



Future Developments 

Further improvements to electronic filing and processing 

Don’t use fax! 

Better integrated payment systems 

Integration with patent management systems 

Color drawings 

Full text applications 

Continued efforts towards quality of international search 

IP5 collaborative search and examination 

Fee reductions for universities? 



More Information 

www.wipo.int/pct/en 

 

Applicant’s Guide 

Monthly Newsletter 

Videos 

Distance learning course 

Webinars  

Seminar calendar 

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


The Madrid System 
Introduction and Future Developments 

Mr. Matthew Forno, Senior Counsellor,  

Madrid Information and Promotion Division,  

Madrid Registry, Brands and Designs Sector 

(BDS), WIPO 

Newcastle, 26 April 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 2018/19 

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 

Internationa

l 

Registration 

Substantive 

examination 

IRN 

Certificat

e 

Recorded at 

WIPO and 

communicate

d 

Office of 

Origin 
WIPO Designated 

Office 

Decision of 

designated 

Office: Grant or 

Refusal 

Time limit for 

provisional 

refusal 

12 or 18 months 2 months 2 – 3 months 

10 years 

Maintenance:

Renewal 

every 10 

years 



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: United Kingdom  
International Applications and Registrations by Office of Origin:  UK 
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Top Designated Contracting Parties: 

UK Holders 

Designations in international 

registrations & subsequent 

designations by DCPs, Country 

of Holder: United Kingdom 

(2016) 

Others 
3,486 
37% 

European 
Union 
1072 
11% 

United 
States of 
America 

974 
10% 

China 
826 
9% 

Australia 
815 
9% 

Japan 
597 
6% 

Switzerland 
402 
4% 

India 
358 
4% 

Mexico 
322 
4% 

Russian Federation 
314 
3% Singapore 

312 
3% 



Designations of United Kingdom 

in international registrations & 

subsequent designations by 

Country of Holder (2016) 

Designations of United Kingdom by 

Country of Holder 

Others 
710 
19% 

United States of 
America 

824 
22% 

China 
596 
16% 

Australia 
369 
10% 

France 
313 
9% 

Switzerland 
267 
7% 

Germany 
199 
5% 

Turkey 
123 
3% 

Japan 
106 
3% Russian Federation 

105 
3% 

Benelux 
96 
3% 



Website and E-Services 

The Madrid Website provides information on how to 

search before filing, file an application, monitor and 

manage registrations, and how to pay fees. 
 

Madrid E-Services are available to assist users at each 

stage of their mark’s lifecycle.  

 

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


Global Brand 
Database  

 search 
existing 
marks from 
national & 
internationa
l 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/en/
http://www.wipo.int/branddb/wo/en/
http://www.wipo.int/branddb/wo/en/
https://www3.wipo.int/mpm
https://www3.wipo.int/mpm
https://www3.wipo.int/mpm
http://www.wipo.int/mgs/index.jsp?lang=en
http://www.wipo.int/mgs/index.jsp?lang=en
http://www.wipo.int/mgs/index.jsp?lang=en
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/memberprofiles/#/
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/memberprofiles/#/
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/memberprofiles/#/
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/fees/calculator.jsp
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/fees/calculator.jsp


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/
https://www3.wipo.int/mea/
https://www3.wipo.int/mea/
https://www3.wipo.int/mea/
http://www.wipo.int/mrs/IndexController
http://www.wipo.int/mrs/IndexController
http://www.wipo.int/mrs/IndexController
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/memberprofiles/#/
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/contact/
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 Changes 

No minimum number of transactions 

Initial payment of CHF 2,000 

Minimum balance – notification sent to users if balance 

is less than CHF 200 

A form to open the account available on the website 

Email address required 

Account statement sent by email only 



NEW – 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 

matthew.forno@wipo.int 
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mailto:matthew.forno@wipo.int


The Hague System: Introduction and  

Future Developments 

Ms. Päivi Lähdesmäki 

Head, Development and Promotion Section  

The Hague Registry                                                   

World Intellectual Property Organization (WIPO) 

Newcastle, 26 April 2018 



Hague System:  A Simple But  

Timeless Concept 

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

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

 



Independent filings vs. Hague Route 
Direct/Paris Route 

The Hague System 

                                                                                                                     
                    

                                                                                                                      

                                                                                                                       
 

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

Industrial 
designs 

                                                                                                               
                         
 

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

Industrial 
designs 

International 
Designs 
Bulletin 



Main Features of the Hague System 

Simplicity  

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

Cost-effectiveness 

Payment of a single set of fees in one currency 

Efficiency 

Considerable facilitation of the subsequent management of 
the registration  

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



What is the Hague System? 

One to many relationships 

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

“Bundle of rights” 

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



The Hague System is a Procedural 

Arrangement 

Issues such as: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

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

 

the conditions for protection 

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

the rights which result from protection 



The International Application 

In English, French or Spanish 

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

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

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



The Hague System Procedure:  

Role of the International Bureau 
Formal examination 

Recording in the International Register  

Sending the certificate to the holder 

Publication in the International Designs Bulletin 

Notification to members through the publication in the Bulletin  

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

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

date of invitation sent by the International Bureau. 

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

Contracting Parties. 



The Hague System Procedure (II) 

Refusal by a designated Contracting Party 

on same substantive 
grounds as for 

national/regional 
filings 

must be 
communicated 

within time limit 

effect limited to 
territory of the 

member that has 
refused 

International registration (where not refused) 

no refusal = same 
rights as a local design 

registration 

a bundle of 
independent 

national/regional 
rights 

advantages of central 
management 



The Hague System Procedure (III) 

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

Renewable at 
least twice 

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) 



Going Global –  

Geographical Scope of the 

 Hague System 



Hague Union 

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

14 Hague Act (1960) 
 

68 Contracting Parties 



Hague Union Members According to 

the Most Recent Applicable Act 

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

Geneva Act 
(1999) 

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

Hague Act 
(1960) 

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

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

June 13, 2018. 

 



Geneva Act (1999) 
Recent Accessions Potential Accessions 

 

Russian Federation 

(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 

Canada 

Mexico 

Madagascar 

Belize 

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

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



Coming soon !  

Hague System : Current and Foreseen Coverage  



UK Filings in 2017-2018  

(Jan.2017-Mar.2018)  

12th⃰⃰⃰ ⃰



Designations in 2017-2018 UK Filings:  

Top 10 



 

 

UK Filings in Examining 

Jurisdictions:  

  

How Have They Been Faring? 



Source: Internal WIPO statistics  

Insufficient
disclosure

Unity of Design Conflict Appl/Reg Lack of Novelty
Ambiguous

Product
Designation

Definition of
Design

USPTO 25.90% 74.61% 0.00% 2.07% 5.18% 1.55%

JPO 59.18% 2.04% 20.40% 26.53% 10.20% 2.04%

KIPO 77.10% 1.20% 22.89% 6.02% 4.82% 3.61%

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

50%

60%

70%

80%

90%

USPTO, JPO & KIPO -  Refusal Grounds 
Representative sample of refusal recorded  up to March 

13, 2018 against UK-origin designs 



WIPO’s Reaction to Help Users 

 

Intelligent E-filing system to keep it simple 

 

Prevention of omission or systemic mistakes 

Prepopulated declarations and claim 

Links to national websites for guidance 

 on prior art issues 

 the applicable level of fees (USPTO) 

 on related design practice (JPO and KIPO) 

 



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

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

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

insufficient disclosure of an industrial design by Examining Offices. 

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

 Not enough views 

 Unclear representations of the claimed design 

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

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

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

Not self-sufficient or all inclusive 

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

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

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

Guidance on Reproductions 

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


Hague Express Database 



Global Design Database 



E-Filing Portfolio Manager 



Improvement of the E-Filing Interface 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Receive and download notifications from 
the IB relating to international applications 

Send corrections to irregularities or defects  

Retrieve in real-time current status of IA 

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



New Hague Information Tools 

  
New functionalities available at www.wipo.int/hague 

 

• Contact Hague Form 

1. Single point of contact for users;  

2. History 

 

• Hague Member Profiles Database  

1. Compilation of data; 

2. Search tool 

 

 

http://www.wipo.int/hague


Success Stories from the UK 

DM/92589  DM/92567 DM/95951 

DM/92108  DM/96359  DM/91433 

http://www.wipo.int/haguebulletin/image/D092108/001_001/2017/04


 
Thank You! 

  
www.wipo.int/hague/en 



Annex: Some Statistics 



 

International Registrations - 2017 

 
5,041international registrations were inscribed 

containing 19,241 designs 

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

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



International Applications - 2017 

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

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

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

 



2017 - Five Most Popular Classes in 

International Registrations 

Class 10 

Clocks and watches and other 
measuring instruments, checking 

and signaling instruments 

363 registrations (7.2%) 

Class 6 

Furnishing 

368 registrations (7.3%) 

Class 12 

Means of transport or hoisting 

451 registrations (9.0%) 

Class 26 

Lighting apparatus 

326 registrations (6.5%) 

Class 14 

Recording, communication or 
information retrieval equipment  

579 registrations (11.5%) 



 

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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Designations  

in International Registrations (2017) 

 

IR 1703 1280 1378 467 247 13 42 

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

Most Designated Contracting Parties in 2017  

(international registrations) 
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Most designated Contracting Parties in 2017 

(number of designs recorded) 
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International Registrations in Force in the 

International Register (on December 31, 2017) 

 
Industrial designs

by right-holder

1 design

2 designs
3-10 designs

11-100 designs

> 100 designs

All

67.19%

13.87%

15.28%

3.35%

0.32%

100.00%

6558
1360
1498

328

31

9805

Number of

right-holders

Right-holders
(9,805)



Registrations
in force
(34,324)



1 design
19.19%

3-10 designs
20.21%

2 designs
7.92%

11-100 designs
24.13%

> 100 designs
28.54%

Industrial Designs



 

Origin of Filers of International Applications  
(by Country of Address of the Applicant) - 2017 

 

24.8%

14.1%

13.5%
8.0%

7.8%

6.5%

5.3%

4.8%

2.8%

2.2%

17.0% Republic of Korea

Germany

Switzerland

France

United States of America

Japan

Italy

Netherlands

United Kingdom

Turkey

Others



 

Origin of Filers per Designs in International 

Applications  

(by Country of Address of the Applicant) - 2017  

 

22.8%

15.7%

9.3%

8.9%

7.5%

5.7%

4.4%

4.3%

2.4%

2.2%

20.6%

Germany

Switzerland

Republic of Korea

United States of America

France

Italy

Japan

Netherlands

Belgium

Turkey

Others



Panel Discussion:  

Protecting Designs Internationally 

– Challenges and Successful 

Experiences 

Ms. Päivi Lähdesmäki 

Head, Development and Promotion Section  

The Hague Registry                                                   

World Intellectual Property Organization (WIPO) 

London, April 30 2018 



 

 

 

ISSUE COMMON TO ALL 

EXAMINING JURISDICTIONS : 

HOW TO ACHIEVE APPROPRIATE 

DISCLOSURE? 

1 



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  



 

 

 

ISSUE COMMON ALL : 

PRODUCT INDICATION 

2 



 

 

 

ISSUE SPECIFIC TO THE USA (AND 

NOW ALSO RUSSIA): 

 

UNITY OF DESIGN 
 

3 



Unity of Design 

DM/086900 

  Indistinct designs or obvious variations:  

  
Group 1: 

Designs 1,2,5,6 

Group 2: Designs 3, 4, 7-11 

Designs grouped  together have the same 

basic design characteristics: 

 similar in overall appearance  

 similar in visual impression 

 similar in shape/ configuration 



 

 

ISSUES SPECIFIC TO  

JAPAN AND THE REPUBLIC OF 

KOREA: 

CONFLICT WITH OTHER 

APPLICATION AND 

LACK OF NOVELTY 

4 



Surprise: it’s almost never prior art 

What destroys your novelty in KR and JP is almost always 

your own design… 

 

 when designs are similar they destroy each 

other’snovelty 

 

That’s easy to avoid! 

Identify one as the «principal design» 

Identify the others as «related designs» 



Identify the Principal and Related Designs 

in the dedicated e-filing tab 

1.1 

…think about it even if the first design was  
filed in another Hague or domestic application! 

2.1 

1.1 
1.1 

2.1 



DM/92589  DM/95101 DM/89713 

DM/92108  DM/89858  DM/89019 

Success Stories:  

These cases accepted by all of the US, JP 

and KR Offices ! 

http://www.wipo.int/haguebulletin/image/D092108/001_001/2017/04


 

 

MOST REFUSALS CAN BE EASILY 

OVERCOME…  

BUT COULD HAVE BEEN EASILY 

AVOIDED TOO! 



Defending your Rights: Alternative 

Dispute Resolution (ADR) 

Mr. Vazquez Lopez, Head,  

Section for Coordination with Developed Countries, 

Department for Transition and Developed Countries  

 

Newcastle, 26 April 2018 



Top Ten Priorities in Choice of 

Dispute Resolution Clause 

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



Relative Time and Cost of 

Technology Dispute Resolution 

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

 



WIPO Arbitration and Mediation Center 

■ Facilitates the resolution of commercial disputes between 

private parties involving IP and technology, through procedures 

other than court litigation (alternative dispute resolution:  ADR) 

■ Offices in Geneva and Singapore 

■ Users around the world   

■ ADR of IP disputes benefits from a specialized ADR provider 

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

■ Competitive WIPO fees 

■ International neutrality 

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

 

 



       WIPO ADR 

Mediation, Arbitration, Expert Determination 

Mediation: informal consensual process in which a neutral 

intermediary, the mediator, assists the parties in reaching a 

settlement of their dispute, based on the parties’ respective 

interests. The mediator cannot impose a decision. The settlement 

agreement has force of contract. Mediation leaves open available 

court or agreed arbitration options. 

Arbitration: consensual procedure in which the parties submit their 

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

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

enforceable internationally.  Arbitration normally forecloses court 

options. 

Expert Determination: consensual procedure in which the parties 

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

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

binding unless the parties have agreed otherwise. 

 

 



Why Consider IP ADR? 
Cost of IP court litigation 

Calls for cost- efficient solutions 

Internationalization of creation/use of IP 

Calls for cross-border solutions; consolidate in one procedure 

Awards enforceable under the New York Convention 

Technical and specialized nature of IP 

Calls for specific expertise of the neutral 

Short product and market cycles in IP 

Calls for time-efficient procedures 

Confidential nature of IP 

Calls for private procedures 

Collaborative nature of IP creation and commercialization 

Calls for mechanisms that preserve relations 

 

 



Routes to WIPO ADR 
ADR contract clause electing WIPO Rules 

WIPO Mediation, and/or 

WIPO Arbitration / Expedited Arbitration, and/or 

WIPO Expert Determination 

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

Parties can shape the process through the clause 

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

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

existing non-contractual disputes 

Referral by a court or by parties in court litigation 

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

WIPO Mediation Rules) 

 

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


WIPO ADR Options 

Expedited 

Arbitration 

Arbitration 

 

WIPO Contract 

Clause/ Submission 

Agreement 

Expert 

Determination 

Determination 

(Negotiation) 

Mediation 

Award Settlement 

Party 

Agreement 

Outcome 

Procedure 

First Step 



WIPO Center Case Role 

Administering cases 

Under WIPO Rules, or under special procedures 

Active management:  containing time and costs 

WIPO ECAF (optional online case management) 

 

Facilitating selection and appointment of mediators, 

arbitrators, experts 

WIPO list of 1,500+ neutrals  

From numerous countries in all regions, including 

The Netherlands 

Specialized in different areas of IP and IT 

 





WIPO Mediation, Arbitration and 

Expert Determination Cases 

Domestic and international disputes  (25/75%) 

Case venues around the world 

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

IP/IT disputes and commercial disputes 

Contractual 

Non-contractual (infringement of IP rights) 

 



Dispute Areas in WIPO Mediation and 

Arbitration Cases 



WIPO Cases: Typical Time and Cost 
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* Excluding cost of parties legal representation 

** WIPO Fee Calculator available online 

 



Party Settlement under WIPO Rules 



Resolving Cybersquatting Disputes 

at WIPO 
WIPO has created and operates the Uniform Domain Name 

Dispute Resolution Policy (UDRP) 

An international administrative ADR procedure that allows 

trademark owners to file “clear cut” cases of abusive 

domain name registration and use (“cybersquatting”) 

without going to court 

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

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

Also available for 74 national domains, including (in 

adapted form) the .nl domain 

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

domain names 

 2016 total:  3,074 cases 

 



UDRP:  Principal Advantages 

Significantly quicker and cheaper than court litigation 

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

Predictable criteria and results 

Decision (transfer) implemented directly by registrar 

Prevents consumer confusion/brand abuse 



WIPO UDRP Complainant  

Areas of Activity 



Further WIPO ADR Information 

Queries:  

arbiter.mail@wipo.int 

 

Clauses:  

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

 

Rules:  

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

 

Case examples:  

www.wipo.int/amc/ 

 

WIPO domain name dispute resolution: 

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

 

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


IP Infrastructure 

Databases and Platforms 

Mr. Paul Halfpenny, Senior Administrator,  

Office of the Assistant Director General,  

Global Infrastructure Sector, (GIS), WIPO 

Newcastle, 26 April 2018 



Strategic Goals of Global Databases 

and Platforms  

■ Two related goals: 

■ Coordination and Development of Global IP 

Infrastructure 

■ World Reference Source for IP Information and Analysis 

 



TOOLS, PLATFORMS FOR IP 

BUSINESS AND GLOBAL 

DATABASES  

International Classifications and Standards 

WIPO Access to Knowledge and Information 

WIPO Platform (IPAS, DAS, CASE, Connect) 

WIPO Lex 

Global Brand Database 

Global Design Database  

PATENTSCOPE  



Classifications 

 





Standards 



Access to Knowledge and 

Information 

TISC - Technology and Innovation Support Centers 

ASPI - Access to Specialized Patent Information 

ARDI - Access to Research for Development and 

Innovation 

IAP – Inventor Assist Program 

 

 



TISC Services 

Core services 

Access to patent and non-patent 

databases 

Assistance in using databases  
 

Additional services (based on user 

need and office capacity) 

Technology search services 

Patent analytical services 

Awareness-raising and training 

services 

Photo source: Office Marocain de la Propriété Industrielle et Commerciale 



Regional distribution 



TISC Results to date 

71 national projects and over 600TISCs worldwide 

> 600’000 inquiries supported annually (data as of 2017) 



Resources 

Print resources Electronic resources 



Patent Landscape Reports 

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

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


WIPO-WEF Inventor Assistance 

Program (IAP) 

Pro bono legal assistance in filing and prosecution of 

patent applications for under-resourced inventors and 

small enterprises 

Pilot projects in Colombia, Morocco, and Philippines in 

2015/16 

Global launch October 17, 2016 

Program launch in South Africa in 2017  

 

 



IAP: Process 

Inventor 

• Participates in 
preparatory 
course 

• Submits request 

TISC 

• Reviews and 
transmits 
requests 

WIPO 

• Matches inventor 
with advisors 

• Administers cases 

Advisor 

• Provides legal 
advice 

• Coordinates with 
WIPO and other 
advisors 



Access to Commercial Patent 

Database Systems 

Partnership with 8 patent database service providers 

AmberCite  AmberScope 

LexisNexis  TotalPatent 

Minesoft  PatBase 

PatSnap Analytical/Insights/Chemical 

Questel  Orbit 

Thomson Reuters  Thomson Innovation 

WIPS  WIPS Global 

Gridlogics  PatSeer 

www.wipo.int/aspi 

 

http://www.wipo.int/aspi


Access to Scientific and Technical 

Journals 

Partnership with 31 major publishers 

Free or low-cost access for 117 least developed and developing 

countries to over 28,800 books, journals, and reference works in 

various fields of research including: 

applied physics 

engineering 

chemistry 

traditional knowledge 

www.wipo.int/ardi 

 

http://www.wipo.int/ardi


The Manual on Open Source Tools for 

Patent Analytics 

 

Aimed at exploring: 

 various free and open 

source tools which could 

be used for various patent 

analysis tasks by users in 

developing countries 

Includes walkthrough for 

using selected software for 

various analytics tasks 

 

 

 https://wipo-analytics.github.io  

https://wipo-analytics.github.io/
https://wipo-analytics.github.io/
https://wipo-analytics.github.io/


WIPO Platforms 

IPAS - Industrial Property Administration System 

DAS - Digital Access System 

CASE - Centralized Access to Search and Examination Reports 

WIPO Connect 



IPAS  

IPAS used by 70 IPOs 

 

 A WIPO software enabling small IPOs to electronically 

process patent, trademark, design applications and 

automatically provide the data to WIPO for inclusion in IP 

databases 

 

 



IPAS Usage 



WIPO Digital Access System (DAS) 

DAS (Digital Access System) used by 14 IPOs 

A System that allows IPOs and applicants to securely 

exchange or submit a digital copy of priority documents 

to multiple IPOs   

 



Over 30 million patent applications searchable in WIPO CASE (access  given to 

participating IPOs only).   

WIPO CASE Membership –  

Providing Offices 
Providing Offices Notes 

Australia   

Brunei Darussalam Final technical preparation 

Canada   

Chile Final technical preparation 

China 

EPO 

Israel   

Japan   

Republic of Korea   

IB (PCT) Providing office only, for PCT documentation. 

United Kingdom   

United States of 

America 

Initially a providing office only. 



WIPO CASE Membership –  

Accessing Offices 

Accessing-only 

Offices 

Notes 

Cambodia   

Eurasian Patent 

Organization 

(EAPO) 

  

India   

Indonesia   

Lao PDR   

Malaysia 

Mongolia 

New Zealand Indicated willingness 

to become a providing 

office. 

Accessing-only 

Offices 

Notes 

Papua New 

Guinea 

  

Philippines 

Singapore Indicated willingness 

to become a providing 

office. 

Thailand   

Viet Nam 



Public Access 

Status 
 

IP5 “Global Dossier” available to public in EP, JP and US 

Offices allowing public access: IP5, plus WO/PCT, AU, CA 
(more to confirm soon) 

Public access via PATENTSCOPE 

IP 5 Public Dossier 
Patentscope Public Access 

Public Users 



WIPO CASE Integration in 

PATENTSCOPE 

Dossier content available via PATENTSCOPE contains 

non-confidential public documents related to the search 

and examination of patent applications during the 

patenting process in each office including: 

search reports 

office actions and 

correspondence between the applicant and the patent 

office, relating to a particular patent application 



WIPO CASE Integration in 

PATENTSCOPE - Example 



WIPO CASE Integration in 

PATENTSCOPE - Example (cont’d) 



WIPO Connect 

WHAT 

 

WHY 

 

WHEN 

 

WHERE 

COLLECTIVE MANAGEMENT SOLUTION 

 

WIPO'S MANDATE 

 

2017 (MUSIC) 2018 (RECORDING) 

 

EVERYWHERE / LDCs 



Collective Management  

(music copyright) 
Michael Joe Jackson 

 

 

 

James Brown 

 

 

 

Tracy Chapman 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

... 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Mark Knopfler 

Record Labels 

 

 

 

Movie Producers 

 

 

 

Radios - TVs 

 

 

 

Live Events/Venues 

 

 

 

Bars/Coffees 

 

 

 

Restaurants 

 

 

 

... 

Collective 

Management 

Organization 

CMO 



Connect Coverage 

48 «LDCs»...   

ASPAC 

14 countries 

Africa 

33 countries 

Caribbean 

1 country 

... and additional priorities based on industry related indicators  



Global Databases 

ATAC – Advanced Technology Applications Center 

WIPO Lex 

Global Brand Database 

Global Design Database 

PATENTSCOPE 

 

 



Global IP Databases: Access Point 



Use Global Databases to increase IP 

Intelligence for Your Business Strategy 

Find a good name for your company and product/service 

 Global Brand Database 

Design your new product  

 Global Design Database 

Make sure that your idea/technology is new 

 PATENTSCOPE 

Check if your target markets protect your IP 

 WIPO Lex 



 

 

Explore the use of machine learning and other new technologies to 
improve current and future WIPO applications 

Machine translation 

WIPO has been an early adopter of the new technology 
Neural Machine Translation 

Speech 

Use machine learning to learn from conference records and 
transcript to build automatic transcription (Speech to text) 

Similarly try to apply it to transcription of interpretation 
(speech to translated text) 

Image classification 

Automatic classification of trademark images  

Advanced  Technology  Applications 

Center (ATAC) 



WIPO Lex – WIPO’s IP Laws Database 

IP Treaties 

National IP laws and regulations (more than 200 nations) 

Bibliographic data and a brief note of explanation 

Full text in the original language and in English 

Machine translation available 

More than 14,000 records 







Global Brand Database 

■ Over 28 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  

■ 31 national collections, with 

more to come soon 





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) 









Global Design Database 

Launched in 2015 

Simultaneous search of 

more than 1.7 million 

industrial designs 

registered in 6 national 

collections or under the 

Hague System 

http://www.wipo.int/designdb  

http://www.wipo.int/designdb


iWatch in the Global Design Database 



An example of a Design Database Entry  



PATENTSCOPE 

3.1 million published PCT applications (first 

publish every week, high quality full text) 

68 million patent applications Full text data from 

20 countries or regions 

15,000 page views per hour 

Analyze results by graphs and charts 

Search and read in your language 

Chemical Structure and Name Search 

 





Cross Lingual Search 





Electric car  - 

only 16,000 hits 

 

 

Search Query  

(synonyms & 

technologically 

related terms) 





??? 







WIPO Translate 





NMT replaces SMT 

 Pilot system put in production in October 2016 on 

PATENTSCOPE for the ZHEN language pairs 

Sixteen language pairs now in operation 

NMT: better translation quality, better fluency, especially 

for “distant” language pairs  

 

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Neural Machine Translation 



Why is NMT different? 

(Phrase-based vs Neural-net) 

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 location invention discloses play a music entertainment device 

 invention discloses  placing real objects  playing music entertainment 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 

 



Principle: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Standardize all the different representations of chemical 

structures into Inchikeys 

Recognize chemical compounds in patent texts and from 

embedded drawings included in patent texts 

Implement search functions for Inchikeys that can be 

used by non chemists 

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Chemical Compound Search 



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 



 Example: Panadol® 

(1) IUPAC name 

N-(4-hydroxyphenyl)acetamide 

(2) Skeletal formula 

 

 

(3) International Non proprietary Name (INN) 

Paracetamol 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

(4) Trademark, generic name, other names 

Panadol, Tylenol, Acetaminophen, etc. 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

InchiKey 

RZVAJINKPMORJF-UHFFFAOYSA-N 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 





Draw or edit: 

■ Chemical 

structures 

■ Reactions 

■ Fragments 

similar to 

chemical 

sketches on 

paper 



Convert Structure 

PCT/US chemically indexed since 1978(PCT) and 1979(US) 

Code/clinical/chemical/commercial/CAS/INN names 

Exact compounds can be searched – no Markush structures  



Example: Panadol (Paracetamol) 











PATENTSCOPE: Learning Resources 
Video tutorials Webinars 



Multi-stakeholder Platforms 

WIPO GREEN WIPO Re:Search 



WIPO Green 

The marketplace for 

sustainable technology: 

search functionality for 

technology providers 

and seekers  

Network of green 

technology 

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


WIPO Green example: Energy 



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 



 

 

Thank you! 
paul.halfpenny@wipo.int  

mailto:paul.halfpenny@wipo.int
mailto:paul.halfpenny@wipo.int

