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WIPO 

“Promuovere 

innovazione e creatività 

attraverso lo sviluppo di 

un sistema di proprietà 

intellettuale (PI) 

equilibrato ed efficace, a 

vantaggio di tutti.“ 

MISSIONE 



Fatti su WIPO 

STATI MEMBRI: 189 

 

OSSERVATORI: + 390 (ONG, OIG, gruppi industriali, 

etc.) 

 

PERSONALE: ca. 1200  

 

TRATTATI AMMINISTRATI: 26  

 

PRINCIPALI ORGANI DIRETTIVI: Assemblee Generali, 

CC, Conferenza WIPO 



PRESENZA DELL’OMPI NEL MONDO 

Ginevra HQ 
Giappone Cina 

Singapore 

Brasile 

USA 

Russia 



Orientamento ai servizi e allo sviluppo  

Sviluppo Economico 

Attività 

normativa 

Servizi per 

l’industria 

Infrastruttura 

globale 



Trattato di Pechino sulle intepretazioni ed esecuzioni audiovisive 

Trattato di Marrakech Treaty per facilitare l’accesso  ai testi pubblicati alle 

persone con incapacità visive 

1. Sviluppi Normativi 



Centro 
Arbitrato e 
Mediazione 

OMPI 

Sistema 

de l’Aja 

(Disegni 
Industriali) 

Sistema 
Madrid 

(Marchi) 

Trattato 
Cooperazione 

sui Brevetti  

Servizi di punta a livello globale 



Archivi 
informatici 

Trattamento 
delle 

informazioni 
Piattaforme 

3. Infrastruttura globale di PI 



Divisione Affari Economici e Statistici 

La Divisione svolge analisi 

economica e statistica sull’utilizzo 

dei servizi dell’OMPI 

Questo approccio migliora 

anche l’analisi sullo sviluppo 

della PI in generale  

L’analisi riflette il 

crescente consenso 

sull’importanza degli 

aspetti economici 

della PI  



I principali studi economici sulla 

proprietà intellettuale 



 

 

Profilo paese 



L’indice « Global Innovation » 

      Classifica 2016      Classifica 2017 

1. SWITZERLAND 

2. SWEDEN 

3. UNITED KINGDOM 

4. UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

5. FINLAND 

6. SINGAPORE 

7. IRELAND 

8. DENMARK 

9. NETHERLANDS 

10. GERMANY 

11. KOREA, REPUBLIC OF 

12. LUXEMBOURG 

13. ICELAND 

14. HONG KONG (CHINA) 

15. CANADA 

29. ITALY 

1.  SWITZERLAND 

2. UNITED KINGDOM 

3. SWEDEN 

4. NETHERLANDS 

5. UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

6. FINLAND 

7. SINGAPORE 

8. IRELAND 

9. LUXEMBURG 

10. DENMARK 

11. HONG KONG (CHINA) 

12. GERMANY 

13. ICELAND 

14. KOREA, REPUBLIC OF 

15. NEW ZEALAND 

29. ITALY 

 



Uno sguardo alle statistiche 
Le domande di brevetto sono cresciute di circa il 2,6% tra il 2007 and il 2014* 

Le domande di marchi sono cresciute di circa il 29% tra il 2009 e il 2014 * 

Le domande di disegno industriale sono cresciute di circa il 27% tra il 2008 e 

il 2014 * 

 
Domande titoli PI e crescita economica dal 2000  

al 2015 

*IP Filings (Resident + Abroad, Including Regional) 



Domande italiane attraverso servizi OMPI 



Conclusioni 

 

 

   PCT (Brevetti) 

 

 

   Madrid (Marchi) 

 

 

   l’Aja (Disegni industriali) 



 

• Twitter: @wipo 
 

• WIPO Magazine 

www.wipo.int/wipo_magazine/en/ 
   

• WIPO Wire: 

 www.wipo.int/newsletters/en 
 

• Comunicati stampa 

www.wipo.int/pressroom/en/  
 

 

 

 

Seguiteci su: 

 





Sources photos: http://www.earlyradiohistory.us/1901fae.htm 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/History_of_patent_law 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Helicopter 

 

http://www.earlyradiohistory.us/1901fae.htm
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https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/History_of_patent_law
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/History_of_patent_law
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/History_of_patent_law
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Helicopter
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The Patent Cooperation Treaty (PCT) –  

Introduction and Future Developments 

Speaker:  Mr. Thomas Henninger, Legal Information Officer, 

 PCT Legal Division, WIPO 



Seeking patents multinationally today - 

Paris system vs. PCT system 
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Paris route vs. PCT national phase 

“Market share” 

* 

Share of non-resident PCT National phase entries in total non-resident applications (%)
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(months) 

File PCT 

application 

12 0 30 

International  

search report 

& written 

opinion 

16 18 

International 
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(optional) 

File 

 demand for 

International 

       preliminary 

      examination 

 

File local 

application 

 

Enter 

national 

phase 

22 28 

(optional) 

International  

preliminary 

report on 

patentability 
Typically filed in same 

national patent office--one 

set of fees, one language, 

one set of formality 

requirements--and legal 

effect in all PCT States 

Using the PCT system to seek multinational 

patent protection 



Choices for IT applicants 

  Receiving Offices  RO/IT RO/EP RO/IB

 (UIBM) (EPO) (WIPO) 

 

  Filing languages English, English, Any  

 French, French, language

 German, German 

 Italian   

 

  International EP  EP  EP  

(ROs) 

Searching 

Authorities (ISAs) 

http://www.wipo.int/pct/guide/en/gdvol1/annexes/annexc/ax_c_it.pdf
http://www.wipo.int/pct/guide/en/gdvol1/annexes/annexc/ax_c_ep.pdf
http://www.wipo.int/pct/guide/en/gdvol1/annexes/annexc/ax_c_ib.pdf


=PCT 

Albania   

Algeria   

Angola 

Antigua and Barbuda  

Armenia   

Australia   

Austria   

Azerbaijan   

Bahrain  

Barbados   

Belarus   

Belgium   

Belize   

Benin   

Bosnia and Herzegovina  

Botswana  

Brazil   

Brunei Darussalam 

Bulgaria   

Burkina Faso   

Cambodia (8 Dec. ‘16) 

Cameroon   

Canada   

Central African Republic  

Chad 

Chile 

China  

Colombia  

Comoros  

Congo 

   

Costa Rica   

Côte d'Ivoire   

Croatia   

Cuba   

Cyprus   

Czech Republic   

Democratic People's  

   Republic of Korea  

Denmark   

Djibouti (23 Sept. ‘16) 

Dominica 

Dominican Republic  

Ecuador 

Egypt 

El Salvador 

Equatorial Guinea  

Estonia   

Finland   

France,   

Gabon 

Gambia 

Georgia  

Germany 

Ghana  

Greece  

Grenada  

Guatemala 

Guinea  

 

 

 

Guinea-Bissau   

Honduras 

Hungary  

Iceland  

India   

Indonesia  

Iran (Islamic Republic of) 

Ireland   

Israel   

Italy   

Japan  

Jordan (9 June 17) 

Kazakhstan  

Kenya 

Kuwait (9 Sept. ‘16) 

Kyrgyzstan 

Lao People’s Dem Rep. 

Latvia   

Lesotho  

Liberia  

Libyan Arab Jamahiriya 

Liechtenstein  

Lithuania  

Luxembourg  

Madagascar 

 

 

  

Malawi  

Malaysia 

Mali   

Malta 

Mauritania   

Mexico   

Monaco   

Mongolia   

Montenegro 

Morocco   

Mozambique   

Namibia  

Netherlands   

New Zealand 

Nicaragua 

Niger 

Nigeria 

Norway 

Oman 

Panama 

Papua New Guinea 

Peru 

Philippines  

  

   

 

Poland 

Portugal 

Qatar 

Republic of Korea  

Republic of Moldova  

Romania   

Rwanda 

Russian Federation  

Saint Lucia   

Saint Vincent and 

      the Grenadines  

San Marino 

Sao Tomé e Principe 

Saudi Arabia 

Senegal   

Serbia 

Seychelles 

Sierra Leone   

Singapore   

Slovakia   

Slovenia   

South Africa   

Spain   

Sri Lanka   

Sudan   

Swaziland 

St. Kitts and Nevis 

Sweden 

Switzerland 

Syrian Arab Republic 

Tajikistan  

Thailand 

The former Yugoslav   

     Republic of Macedonia  

Togo   

Trinidad and Tobago  

Tunisia 

Turkey   

Turkmenistan   

Uganda   

Ukraine   

United Arab Emirates 

United Kingdom   

United Republic of Tanzania  

United States of America  

Uzbekistan   

Viet Nam   

Zambia 

Zimbabwe 

152 PCT States Recent accessions: 

Jordan 

Kuwait 

Djibouti 

Cambodia 



UN Member States not yet in PCT 
Afghanistan 

Andorra* 

Argentina** 

Bahamas 

Bangladesh* 

Bhutan 

Bolivia 

Burundi 

Cape Verde 

Democratic Republic of  

Congo 

Eritrea 

Ethiopia 

Fiji 

Guyana 

Haiti 

Iraq 

Jamaica 

 

Kiribati 

Lebanon 

Maldives 

Marshall Islands 

Mauritius** 

Micronesia 

Myanmar 

Nauru 

Nepal 

Pakistan 

Palau 

Paraguay** 

Samoa 

Solomon Islands 

Somalia 

South Sudan 

Suriname* 

 

Timor-Leste 

Tonga 

Tuvalu 

Uruguay** 

Vanuatu 

Venezuela 

Yemen 

 

(41) 

*preparing to accede **PCT discussions ongoing 

Also in discussions 

with GCC Patent Office 

about linking its system 

to PCT  
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PCT Applications 

2016: 233,000 (+7.3%) 
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International applications received in 2016 
by country of origin  

• 25+% originating in US; 40+ % from Asia;  Italy 1,4% 

• 76% from top 5 countries; 92+% of filings from top 15 countries 

CN: +44.7% 

IT: +9.3% 

IL: +9.1% 

IN: +8.3% 

IT:  +9.3% 

Asia:   47.4% 

Europe:   25.6% 

North America:  25.3% 

 



PCT use by IT applicants 
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• Italy joined PCT in 1985: effective March 28,1985  

• 2016: 3,363; at: RO/EP: 837, RO/IB: 2,201, RO/IT 305 



1. postpones the major costs associated with internationalizing a 

patent application  

The PCT, as the cornerstone of the international patent system, 

provides a worldwide system for simplified filing and processing 

of patent applications, which— 

 

 Certain PCT Advantages 
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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 

 PCT Testimonial: Start-up 

“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.” 
 



PCT Testimonial: Inventor 

Professor Shuji Nakamura—co-winner of 

the 2014 Nobel Prize for Physics for his 

work on blue LED technology—is quoted 

in a December 2014 WIPO Magazine 

article:  

“… 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.” 
 



PCT Success: Italian Company 

GEOX™ (brand name is a combination of the Greek word 

“geo” (the earth) and “x”, symbolizing technology) 

Source: WIPO IP Advantage database http://www.wipo.int/ipadvantage/en/details.jsp?id=893 

PCT/EP2003/ 010395 (PATENTSCOPE) 

Mr. Polegato initially intended to 

sell the patented technology. 

In 1995 he entered in the shoe 

trade himself, with a bank loan 

and a workforce of five. 

In 2016 GEOX made 900 Mio 

Euros in Sales has more than 

5000 employees 



1. postpones the major costs associated with internationalizing a 

patent application 

2. provides a strong basis for patenting decisions 

The PCT, as the cornerstone of the international patent system, 

provides a worldwide system for simplified filing and processing 

of patent applications, which— 

 

 Certain PCT Advantages 
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1. postpones the major costs associated with internationalizing a 

patent application 

2. provides a strong basis for patenting decisions 

3. harmonizes formal requirements 

4. protects applicant from certain inadvertent errors 

The PCT, as the cornerstone of the international patent system, 

provides a worldwide system for simplified filing and processing 

of patent applications, which— 

 

 Certain PCT Advantages 



Harmonization of formal requirements 

PCT Applicant’s Guide, paragraph 4.011: “There is a 

prescribed form for the international application. This form 

must be accepted by all designated Offices for the purposes of 

the national phase, so that there is no need to comply with a 

great variety of widely differing formal requirements in the 

many countries in which protection may be sought.” 

 

PCT Article 27(1): “No national law shall require compliance 

with requirements relating to the form or contents of the 

international application different from or additional to those 

which are provided for in this Treaty and Regulations.” 

 



Protection from inadvertent errors 

Examples of procedures added to PCT which protect 

applicants from mistakes they sometimes make:  

 invited corrections of defects & fee payments 

 non-competent receiving Office 

 double formality review 

 restoration of priority 

 missing parts/incorporation by reference 

 rectification of obvious mistakes 

 excuse of national phase entry delay 

 removal of sensitive information 

 



1. postpones the major costs associated with internationalizing a 

patent application 

2. provides a strong basis for patenting decisions 

3. harmonizes formal requirements 

4. protects applicant from certain inadvertent errors 

5. evolves to meet user needs 

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

research institutions when they seek multinational patent 

protection   

The PCT, as the cornerstone of the international patent system, 

provides a worldwide system for simplified filing and processing 

of patent applications, which— 

 

 Certain PCT Advantages 



Top PCT Applicants 2016 
1. ZTE—CN (4,123) 

2. Huawei Technologies—CN (3,692)      

3. Qualcomm—US (2,466) 

4. Mitsubishi Electric—JP (2,053) 

5. LG Electronics—KR (1,888) 

6. Hewlett-Packard—US (1,742) 

7. Intel—US (1,692) 

8. BOE Technology Group—CN (1,673) 

9. Samsung—KR (1,672)  

10. Sony—JP (1,665) 

11. Ericsson—SE (1,608) 

12. Microsoft—US (1,528) 

13. Bosch—DE (1,274) 

14. Sharp—JP (1,205) 

15. Panasonic—JP (1,175) 

16. Shenzhen China Star Optoelectronics—CN (1,163) 

17. Siemens—DE (1,138) 

18. Philips—NL (1,137) 

19. Halliburton—US (1,097) 

20. Olympus— JP (1,077) 

() of published 

PCT applications 



Top Ten IT PCT users 2016 
  Rank Applicant’s name 2016 applications 

400 NUOVO PIGNONE SRL           57  

489 G.D SOCIETA' PER AZIONI           46  

632 SOLVAY SPECIALTY POLYMERS ITALY S.P.A.           36  

705 PIRELLI TYRE S.P.A.           32  

774 PRYSMIAN CAVI E SISTEMI ENERGIA S.R.L.           29  

800 ENI S.P.A.           28  

852 TELECOM ITALIA S.P.A.           26  

1126 BASELL POLIOLEFINE ITALIA S.R.L.           20  

1188 PIAGGIO & C. S.P.A.           19  

1239 SAIPEM S.P.A.           18  

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

jsp?code=IT 

 

1354 different applicants in 2016; mainly SMEs; 100 by universities 

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


Various new PCT services  

PCT Direct 

Licensing availability 

ePCT 

Third Party Observations 

PATENTSCOPE  

WIPO Pearl 

Arbitration and Mediation Center Fee Reductions 

PCT training options 

 

http://www.epo.org/law-practice/legal-texts/official-journal/2014/09/a89.html
https://pct.wipo.int/ePCT
http://www.wipo.int/patentscope/search/en/structuredSearch.jsf
http://www.wipo.int/reference/en/wipopearl
http://www.wipo.int/amc/en/calculator/adr.jsp


ePCT 

WIPO online portal   

User interface in 10 languages 

Provides secure electronic access to files 

Applicants/agent can conduct most PCT transactions 

electronically with the International Bureau 

30’000 users (5’000 very active) in over 100 countries (e.g. 

US, CA, AU, TR, IN, SE, FI and BR), 67 offices 

ePCT-Filing: -based electronic filing of new PCT applications 

47 ROs accepting ePCT Filings  

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

 

 

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


PCT Information and Training 

29 Videos about individual PCT topics 

PCT Distance learning course in 10 PCT publication 
languages 

PCT Webinars  

free updates on developments in PCT procedures  

upon request also for companies or law firms  

Videoconference and audio possibilities also available 

 In-person PCT Seminars and training sessions: see PCT 
seminar calendar 
(http://www.wipo.int/pct/en/seminar/seminar.pdf)  

Monthly Newsletter (http://www.wipo.int/pct/en/newslett/) 

Extensive information resources on PCT website 
(http://www.wipo.int/pct/en/) 

 

http://www.wipo.int/pct/en/seminar/seminar.pdf
http://www.wipo.int/pct/en/seminar/seminar.pdf
http://www.wipo.int/pct/en/newslett/
http://www.wipo.int/pct/en/newslett/
http://www.wipo.int/pct/en/
http://www.wipo.int/pct/en/


For general questions about the PCT, contact the PCT 

Information Service at: 

 
Telephone: +41-22 338 83 38  

Facsimile: +41-22 338 83 39  

E-mail: pct.infoline@wipo.int  

 

 thomas.henninger@wipo.int (+41 22 338 84 29) 

 

  

PCT Resources/Information 

mailto:thomas.henninger@wipo.int


Future Developments 

(Overview for experienced users) 

 



PCT Changes as of July 1, 2016 (1) 

2 additional protections/safeguards for applicants 

 

Mistakenly filed/submitted “sensitive” information 

 

• the ability to effectively remove from filed PCT applications and 

WIPO’s publicly accessible application-related documents (even 

before international publication) “sensitive” information mistakenly 

submitted (amendments to PCT Rules 9, 48 & 94) 

 

• the information which is sought to be removed must be irrelevant to 

the disclosure, prejudicial to personal or economic interests and there 

must be no prevailing public interest in its access 

 

• new procedures apply to applications filed on or after 1 July 2016 

 

• Takeaway/Action item: make sure your staff/colleagues/outside 

counsel are aware of this new procedure 



PCT Changes as of July 1, 2016 (2) 

2 additional protections/safeguards for applicants (cont.) 

 

Missed time limits due to large-scale Internet outages 

 

• extension of force majeure excuse of delay provision to time limits 

missed due to “general unavailability of electronic communications 

services” (amended Rule 82quater) 
 

• covers outages that affect widespread geographical areas or many 

individuals, as distinct from localized problems associated with a 

particular building or single user 

 

• applies to applications filed on or after 1 July 2016, and to applications 

filed before that date where the “event” occurred on or after that date 

 

• Takeaway/Action item: make sure your staff/colleagues/outside 

counsel are aware of this new basis 

 



PCT Changes as of July 1, 2017 (1) 
PCT national phase to become more transparent 

 

designated Offices will be required to provide IB with timely national phase 

entry and related data (Rules 86 & 95) 

 

• within 2 months from expiry of national phase deadline or asap thereafter 

• date national phase entered, national application number, number and 

date of any national publication, and date of grant 

 

PATENTSCOPE “National phase” tab will contain more information than it 

currently  does 

 

Applies to applications which have entered the national phase on or after 1 

July 2017 

 

Takeaway/Action item: make sure your staff/colleagues/outside 

counsel are aware of this upcoming change 
 



PCT Changes as of July 1, 2017 (2) 
PCT “Receiving Offices” will be required to forward any earlier search or 

classification results on priority applications to the PCT ISA (amendments to Rules 

12bis, 23bis & 41) 

 

a worksharing/efficiency measure 

 

ROs were allowed to effectively opt out if this procedure was incompatible with 

national law when the amendments were introduced  

USPTO (and 10 other ROs) made this notification 

Certain ROs offer applicants the possibility to opt out 

 

Applies to applications filed on or after July 2017 

 

Takeaway/Action item: make sure your staff/colleagues outside counsel 

are aware of this new procedure 

 
 



PCT Issues under discussion 

IP5 collaborative search and examination 

 

3rd pilot to be started in 2017 in which the IP5 offices will have applicants 

select minimum 500 PCT applications, collaboratively search them and 

measure the effects and benefits even into the national phase 

full test (including national phase impact) will take several years, but could 

then be discussed for PCT integration   

 

proposed ePCT national phase entry functionality 

color drawings 

possible fee reduction for universities and public research organizations 

potential measures to be taken to address “misuse” of existing 90% PCT fee 

reductions 

attempts to optimize PCT data and financial flows 

 

 



Continued areas of PCT focus (1) 
Quality: 

Improve the quality and consistency of PCT international phase 

reports 

Develop quality metrics for measuring usefulness of international phase 

reports 

Develop quality feedback system for offices (e.g., DO to ISA) 

Explore collaborative search and examination 

Improve timeliness of issuance of PCT workproducts 

Help designated Offices to better understand reports  

Search strategies, standardized clauses, explanations of relevance of cited 

documents, etc. 

Improve timeliness of actions in international phase 

ISAs/IPEAs, ROs (eSearchCopy) 

Improve access to national search and examination reports 

PATENTSCOPE, WIPO-CASE, Global Dossier 

Make progress against misleading invitations sent to PCT users 

 









Continued areas of PCT focus (2) 

■ Help developing countries benefit from the PCT 

■ top 15 countries responsible for 92% of IAs filed in 2015 

■ improve training for patent examiners (especially in developing and least 

developed countries), and better coordinate training already provided 

■ including more easily identifying public domain technologies 

■ Making PCT accessible to applicants of all types from all Contracting States  

■ fee reductions (SMEs, universities, research institutes, individual 

applicants) 



Continued areas of PCT focus (3) 

■ ePCT:  electronic interface to entire PCT international phase 

process 

■ real time access to IB files and bibliographic data 

■ notifications of significant events and approaching deadlines 
■ Online electronic preparation and filing with real-time validations (currently 

with 47 receiving offices, including IB, Algeria, Austria, Australia, Azerbaijan, Brazil, 

Brunei, Bulgaria, Canada, Chile, Colombia, Cuba, Czech Republic, Denmark, EAPO, 

Estonia, EPO, Finland, Georgia, Hungary, Iceland, India, Indonesia, Israel, Iran, Latvia, 

Malaysia, Mexico, Morocco, New Zealand, Norway, Oman, Panama, Philippines, Poland, 

Portugal, Qatar, Republic of Korea, Russian Federation, Saudi Arabia, Slovakia, Sweden, 

Singapore, Turkey, South Africa, Switzerland,and the United States of America) 

■ Multilingual (10 language) interface available 

■ Working on centralized fee payment mechanisms 

 



The PCT of the Future 

■ Should include: (in the view of the IB) 

■ Renewed emphasis of the “Cooperation” element in PCT: 
■ Offices and Authorities performing their roles in a timely way and to the level of quality 

necessary to allow other Offices and the public to trust the work performed by them 
■ Increase the capacity to measure that quality 

■ Full faith and credit should be given by Offices to their own ISA workproducts 

■ Further consider allowing the market/competition (e.g., greater ISA choice for applicants) to 

exert an effect here   

■ Make use of DO feedback on ISA/IPEA workproducts, as particularly interested consumers of 

PCT reports 

■ Development of IT systems and standards to support sharing information with other 

Offices more effectively 
■ Build on WIPO IPAS, WIPO-CASE and ePCT 

■ only 43% of offices use ePCT services or provide data in compatible formats 

■ Review data flows between offices and enable e-communication with all Offices (PCT was 

designed in another era) 

■ Centralized fee payment mechanism?  

■ Establishment of appropriate applicant incentives so that they play a more effective 

part in the cooperation 

■ Provision of training and assistance to Offices from all Contracting States so that they 

are able to perform their roles effectively 

■ The PCT System: - Overview and Possible Future Directions and Priorities 

 

 

 

http://www.wipo.int/export/sites/www/pct/en/3million/pdf/memo.pdf
http://www.wipo.int/export/sites/www/pct/en/3million/pdf/memo.pdf
http://www.wipo.int/export/sites/www/pct/en/3million/pdf/memo.pdf
http://www.wipo.int/export/sites/www/pct/en/3million/pdf/memo.pdf


PCT-Patent Prosecution Highway (PPH) 
Accelerated national phase examination based on positive 
work product of PCT International Authority (written opinion 
of the ISA or the IPEA, IPRP (Ch. I or II)) 

MANY individual PCT-PPH pathways 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Reduction in # of office actions can result in savings between 
USD 2,500 & 6,500 per application (2009 AIPLA  Survey) 

 



PCT Best practices/reminders 
The PCT contains useful mechanisms, such as: 

third party observations 

restoration of priority procedures 

mechanism to draw attention to individual applications by including 

licensing-related information 

being able in theory to request excuse of delay in meeting national 

phase entry deadline 

Always:   

view and review filed application online asap after filing 

review published application immediately after publication 

always respect national phase entry time limit 

request RO to prepare and transmit priority document 

consider submitting any restoration of priority requests to RO/IB 

file 92bis requests only with IB directly 

call/email when you have a doubt or question 

Never: 

submit a notice of withdrawal to the RO or any authority other than 

the IB 





 

The Madrid System 
International Registration of Trademarks 

The Hague System 
International Registration System of Designs 

 

Speaker:  Ms. Florence Rojal, Senior Legal Officer, Lisbon Registry, 

Law and Legislative Advice Division, Brands and Designs 

Sector 

 

 



Nature of IP 

What may be protected? 

  



 

 

The Madrid System for the International 

Registration of Marks 
 



Territorial Nature of IP  

Where should it be protected? 



Protection Options 

The national route - file trademark application/s with the 

IP Office of each country in which you want protection 

 

The regional route - apply through a regional trademark 

registration system with effect in all member states 

(ARIPO, Benelux Office for IP, EUIPO and OAPI) 

 

The international route - file through the Madrid System 

 

 



The International Route 

The Madrid System may be preferred when you: 

 

Seek protection in multiple markets, particularly if these 

are in different regions 

 

Want flexibility to add new markets as your export plans 

develop 

 

Have limited budget and/or time to spend on registration 

and management of your trademarks 



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 

 

It’s flexible  

Expand protection to new markets as your business 

strategy evolves 

It can be partially renewed, or assigned 

 



The Madrid System is Cost-effective 

File an international application, which is the equivalent 

of a bundle of national applications, effectively saving 

time and money 

 

Avoid paying for translations into multiple languages or 

working through the administrative procedures of 

multiple IP Offices 



The Madrid System Offers  

Broad Geographic Coverage 

Currently: 114 countries covered by the 98 members 
 

Markets that represent more than 80% of world trade 
 

Recent accessions include: 

2013: India, Rwanda and Tunisia 

2014: OAPI and Zimbabwe 

2015: Algeria, Cambodia, The Gambia and 

             Lao People’s Democratic Republic 

2016: Brunei Darussalam 

 



98 members* (including EU and OAPI)  

covering 114 countries 

Members of the Madrid System 

*All are party to the Protocol, the governing 

treaty, while 55 are also party to the Agreement 



Accession Outlook - 2017/19 

Africa 

Malawi 

Mauritius 

South Africa 

 

 

Arab Countries 

Jordan 

Saudi Arabia 

 

Latin America &  

the Caribbean 

Brazil 

El Salvador 

Trinidad and Tobago 

 

North America 

 Canada 

■ Asian 

■ Malaysia 

■ Sri Lanka 

■ Thailand 

■ Indonesia 
 

 



How the Madrid System Works 

The International Trademark Registration Process 

 



Costs 

Fees are payable to WIPO in Swiss francs 

Basic fee*, which includes 3 classes of goods/services 

653 Swiss francs - b/w reproduction of mark 

903 Swiss francs - color reproduction of mark 

 

Fees for designating Contracting Parties (dCP) 

Standard fees - complementary (100 Swiss francs per 
dCP) and supplementary (100 Swiss francs per class 
beyond 3) 

 OR 

Individual fees where this is declared  
 

* Applicants from Least Developed Countries 

   benefit from a 90% reduction in the basic fee 

http://www.unohrlls.org/about-ldcs/


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) 

Centralized management of portfolio 

 

 

 

 



Madrid System : Key Figures (2016) 

Description Number 

International registrations 44,726 

Renewals 29,546 

Active international registrations 641,587 

Designations in active international 

registrations 
5,688,043 



Top Ten Filing Origins (2016) 

 

Italy #6 with a 5.7% growth. 



Top 10 Designated Contracting Parties 

(2016) 
22,314 21,526 20,979 

14,604 14,522 13,984 
12,967 

11,105 11,089 
9,098 

Source: Annex 5 to WIPO Press Release PR/2017/804 
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Madrid member 



Top Five Classes (2016) 



Top Madrid Applicants 2016 



Top 10 Contracting Parties Designating 

Italy, 2016 
795 

350 

282 
243 

219 

170 

121 
99 

76 67 



Top Designations by Italy (2016) 
1,776 1,761 

1,287 

1,040 
993 982 

692 678 
635 

575 



Top Applicants 2016 (Italy) 

Applicant 2016 

# Applications 

BULGARI S.P.A 

 

19 

ISKO S.R.L. 
 

18 

SOCIETA AGRICOLA CIU CIU DI BARTOLOMEI 

MASSIMILIANO E BARTOLOMEI WALTER S.S. 
 

16 

FIDIA FARMACEUTICI S.P.A. 
 

14 

IVECO S.P.A. 
 

13 



Online Resources and E-Services 

The Madrid Website provides information on how to 

search before filing, file an application and how to 

monitor and manage your registration. 

 

Madrid E-Services are available to assist you at each 

stage of your 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/manage/
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/services/
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/services/
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/services/


Global 
Brand 

Database  

 search existing 
marks from 

national & 
international 
sources 

 trademarks, 
appellations of 
origin and 
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  

 designate, 
modify & renew 

 pay fees 

 obtain extracts  

Madrid 
Goods & 
Services 
Manager   

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

 Member 
Profiles 
Database 

Online Resources and E-Services 

http://www.wipo.int/branddb/en/
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/mgs/index.jsp?lang=en


Keep Updated on the Madrid System 

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

    

Subscribe to 

    Madrid Notices,  

    our regular legal  

    and news updates 

 

Sign up for 

    Madrid Highlights 

http://www.wipo.int/madrid/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 2: madrid.team2@wipo.int   

Telephone: + 41 22 338 750 1  

 

mailto:intreg.mail@wipo.int
mailto:madrid.team2@wipo.int


 



 

 

The Hague System for the International 

Registration of Industrial Designs 
 



Industrial Designs 

DM/074502                                                  DM/083330                                                               DM/081900 



What is the Hague System? 
 

A one-stop shop to obtain and maintain industrial 

design protection in export markets  

 

A practical business solution for registering up to 100 

designs in over 66 territories through one application 

 

A purely procedural treaty  

 

The domestic legislation of the designated Contracting 

Parties sets the conditions for protecting industrial 

designs and determines the rights which result from 

protection  

 



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 



Key Features of the Hague System 

Simplicity  

Right holders can obtain protection for their designs in 
multiple territories through a single registration 

Cost-effectiveness 

One application – one language –  one set of fees (in CHF) 

Efficiency 

Centralized management of the registration  

Flexibility 
Right holders have more opportunities to target national, 
regional or global markets 



Hague Union: Going Global 

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

14 Hague Act (1960) 
 

66 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, Rwanda, Sao 
Tome and Principe, Serbia, Singapore, Slovenia, Spain, Syrian Arab Republic, 
Switzerland, Tajikistan, the former Y.R. of Macedonia, Tunisia, Turkey, 
Turkmenistan, Ukraine and the United States of America (52)  

Geneva Act 
(1999) 

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

Hague Act 
(1960) 



Geneva Act (1999) 

Recent Accessions Potential Accessions 

The Kingdom of Cambodia 

(November 25, 2016) 

D.P.R. of Korea 

(June 13, 2016) 

Turkmenistan 

(March 16, 2016) 

United States of America 

(February 13, 2015) 

Japan 

(February 13, 2015) 

Republic of Korea 

(March 31, 2014) 

China 

Russian Federation 

Morocco 

ASEAN countries 

Israel 

Canada 

Mexico 

Madagascar 

United Kingdom 



Trend: Continuing Growth 

Applications grew by 35.3% in 2016.  

The 5,562 applications filed in 2016 contained 18,716 

designs   



Top 10 Filing Origins 

*Italy in top 10 



2016 - Five Most Popular Classes in 

International Registrations 

Class 10 

Clocks and watches and other 
measuring instruments, checking 

and signaling instruments 

266 registrations (6.8%) 

Class 15 

Machines, not elsewhere specified 

324 registrations (8.3%) 

Class 12 

Means of transport or hoisting 

339 registrations (8.7%) 

Class 6 

Furnishing 

249 registrations (6.3%) 

Class 14 

Recording, communication or 
information retrieval equipment  

551 registrations (14.1%) 



Top 10 Applicant’s 

* Fonkel Meubelmarketing 

(Netherlands)  No 1 Filer 



The International Application 

Filing modes: E-filing or paper, direct or 
indirect 

Up to 100 different designs, in a single 
class (Locarno classification) 

Photographs, drawings, CAD, in B&W or 
color 

Coverage: your selection of “designations” 

Payment: single payment, in CHF, to WIPO  
 



The Hague System Procedure :  

Role of the International Bureau 

Formal examination 

Recording in the International Register  

Issuance of the International Registration 
Certificate 

Publication in the International Designs Bulletin 

Bulletin = Legal notification to public and 
Offices   

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



The Hague System Procedure :  

DCP’s Level 

Refusal by a designated Contracting Party 

on same substantive 
grounds as for  

domestic filings 

must be 
communicated 

within time limit 

effect limited to 
territory of that CP  

International registration (where not refused) 

 same rights as a 
local design 
registration 

a bundle of 
independent 

domestic rights 

advantages of 
central 

management 



Latest Developments 

Regularization of international applications online  
(since March 2016) 

Guidance on reproductions* 

New Hague Express Database since January 2015 

Global Design Database launched in 2015 

Improvement of E-filing interface 

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

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


Hague Express Database 



Global Design Database 



 

 

Thank you  

for your attention 

 

florence.rojal@wipo.int 
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The Lisbon System 
International Protection of Appellations of Origin and Geographical Indications 

 

 

Speaker:  Ms. Florence Rojal, Senior Legal Officer, Lisbon Registry, 

Law and Legislative Advice Division, Brands and Designs 

Sector 

 

 



Subject-Matter of Protection (GIs and AOs)

   

 

 

 

 

UMBRIA 

Indication of a Connection between Characteristics  

of Products and their Geographical Origin 



Subject-Matter 

AO 

Protected Denomination  

Referring to a Geographical 

Area or known as doing so 

Designating a Good as 

Originating Therein 

Quality or Characteristics 

Reputation 

Due to the Geographical 

Environment (natural factors 

and human factors) 

GI 

Protected Indication 

Referring to a Geographical 

Area or known as doing so 

Identifying a Good as 

Originating Therein 

Quality, Reputation or Other 

Characteristic 

Attributable to its 

Geographical Origin 



Why Protect GIs and AOs? 

Benefits for the producers: differentiation and 

marketing tool, improved livelihood (quality products sold 

at a premium price) 

Benefits for the consumers: reduced search costs, 

guarantee to acquire unique high quality products 

Benefits for rural areas: stimulate rural development, 

value socio-cultural and agro-ecological characteristics 

of a particular place (help sustain production of 

traditional products) 

Benefits for regions and countries: positive spillover 

effects (tourism, additional income, improved reputation) 



How to protect geographical indications  

Sui generis legislation 

 

 

 

Collective or certification marks 

 

 

 

Administrative systems (labelling, etc.)  

 

Legislation on unfair competition 

 



Protection of GIs at the International Level? 

Bilateral or Pluri-lateral Agreements 

Under such agreements two or more States or trading 
partners agree to protect each other’s GIs or AOs 

 

Regional Systems of Protection (EU, OAPI…) 
 

Multilateral Agreements: 

■ TRIPS Agreement (WTO)  
 Protection of GIs  

■ Madrid Protocol/Agreement (WIPO)  
 Registration of TM  

■ Lisbon Agreement (WIPO)  
 Protection and registration of AOs  
 (and GIs under the Geneva Act) 



The Lisbon International Registration System 

The Lisbon Agreement for the 
Protection of Appellations of Origin and 
their International Registration (1958)  

International protection of AOs 

through a single registration 

procedure with WIPO  

 

All categories of products can 

be protected under Lisbon (food, 

beverages, handicrafts…) 

 

28 Contracting Parties 

 

1063 registrations – 958 in force 

(see Lisbon Express Database) 

 

The Geneva Act of the Lisbon Agreement 
on Appellations of Origin and 
Geographical Indications (2015) 

Revises and modernizes the 

Lisbon Agreement 

15 signatories 

Will enter into force with five 

ratifications or accessions 

Aim of the Revision: 

 extend scope of protection to GIs, 

in addition to AOs 

 allow the accession of IGOs 

 flexibility as to the type of 

legislation (sui generis/TM) under 

which AOs/GIs are protected at the 

national level 

http://www.wipo.int/ipdl/en/search/lisbon/search-struct.jsp


The Lisbon Agreement in a Nutshell… 

Established to facilitate the international protection of 

appellations of origin (AOs)  

through a single registration procedure (“simple and 

accessible”) 

 

Administered by WIPO, which keeps the International 

Register of Appellations of Origin 



The Lisbon Agreement in a Nutshell… 

Indefinite protection in all Contracting Parties  

 - exception: refusal, invalidation, enunciation of protection, and  

 - as long as the AO is protected in the Contracting Party of Origin 

High level protection of the registered AOs  

in the other Lisbon countries  

 (against any usurpation or imitation) 

Protection of registered AOs against  

becoming generic in the other Lisbon countries 

Provides standing for taking legal action 

 



Registration in the International Registry and Publication (WIPO) 

& 

Notification of the Registration to all Contracting Parties (WIPO) 

Application for an International Registration 

(by Competent Authority  of the Country of Origin) 

Refusal of Protection 

(total/partial) 

(one year) 

Notification of Grant of 

Protection (optional)  

Withdrawal of Refusal 

(total/partial) 

or 

Notification of 

Protection 

Transitional Period 

(2 years ) 

Invalidation 

or 

Renunciation 



States Party to the Lisbon Agreement 

(28 Contracting Parties) 



Lisbon Union: 28 Member States 

Africa (6) 

Algeria 

Burkina Faso 

Congo 

Gabon 

Togo 

Tunisia 

 

Asia (3) 

Islamic Rep. of Iran 

Israel 

DPR of Korea 

 

America (6) 

Costa Rica 

Cuba 

Haiti 

Mexico 

Nicaragua 

Peru 

 

Europe (13) 

Bosnia and 

Herzegovina 

Bulgaria 

Czech Rep. 

France 

Georgia 

Hungary 

Italy 

Moldova 

Montenegro 

Portugal 

Serbia 

Slovakia 

The FYR of 

Macedonia 

 



 

Algeria 7 

Bulgaria 51 

Costa Rica 1 

Cuba 20 

FYR of Macedonia 5 

France 509 

Georgia 28 

Hungary 28 

Iran (Islamic Rep.) 32 

Israel 1 

Italy 143 

 

 

 

Mexico 15 

Montenegro 2 

Peru 8 

Portugal 7  

Rep. of Moldova 1 

DPR of Korea 6 

Czech Rep. 76 

Serbia 3 

Slovakia 8 

Tunisia 7 

 

                            (Spring  2017) 

1063 registrations – 958 in force 



Examples of Italian Registrations  

under the Lisbon Agreement 
(AO 513) PARMIGIANO-REGGIANO 

Cheese (AO 526) PROSECCO DI 

CONEGLIANO-

VALDOBBIADENE   

Wine 

(AO 843) PROSCIUTTO DI PARMA 

Ham 

(AO 1052) LIMONE DI SIRACUSA 

Fresh lemons 



Registered Appellations of Origin 

The Bulletin “Appellations of origin” is 

the official publication of the Lisbon 

System. It is issued by WIPO for the 

publication of new registrations and 

other recordings in the International 

Register as well as information 

concerning changes in the legal 

framework of the Lisbon System. In 

addition, the Bulletin contains statistical 

information concerning registered 

appellations of origin. 

The LISBON EXPRESS database The AO Bulletin 



Geneva Act of the Lisbon Agreement  

on Appellations of Origin  

and Geographical Indications 

Adopted on May 20, 2015 

 

15 signatories 

(Bosnia and Herzegovina, Burkina Faso, Congo, 

Costa Rica, France, Gabon, Hungary, Italy, Mali, 

Nicaragua, Peru, Portugal, Republic of Moldova, 

Rumania, Togo) 

Will enter into force with five ratifications or 

accessions 

 



The New Features of the Geneva Act (1) 

Provides a definition & extends scope of protection to 

geographical indications 

Maximum flexibility as to the type of legislation under 

which a Contracting Party protects registered AOs/GIs (sui 

generis, TM, other)  

Possibility given to Contracting Parties to request payment 

of individual fees (subject to a declaration made at the 

time of accession) 

Possible accession of intergovernmental               

organizations 



Application Procedure 

Applications are filed by the Competent Authority of the 

CP of Origin in the name of: 

 

■  the beneficiaries 

 (those having the right to use the AO/GI)  

or 

■ a natural person or legal entity having legal 

standing to assert rights of the beneficiaries or other 

rights in the AO/GI  

 

Direct filings by these right holders (only if their country 

allows for it)  

 



The New Features of the Geneva Act (2) 

Clarification of the scope of protection                             

(in respect of goods of the same kind, goods that are not 

of the same kind or services and in respect of any use 

amounting to imitation) 

Notification of a refusal ex officio or at the request of any 

interested party  

Safeguards for prior trademarks rights, personal names 

used in business, and plant variety or animal breed 

denominations 



Generic Character 

 

Protection against becoming generic  

 

Exceptions:  

■ Prior use as a generic in a CP is a possible ground 

for refusal 

■ If the GI/AO contains a term that is considered 

generic in the CP of Origin, other Members are not 

obliged to protect such term (e.g. coexistence Brie 

and Brie de Meaux)  

 

 



Thank you! 

 

lisbon.system@wipo.int 





Topic 5:  

WIPO Arbitration and Mediation: 

Alternative Dispute Resolution  

 
 

 

Speaker: Dr. Luca Barbero,  

Studio Barbero, Turin 

 

Bari –  July 5, 2017 

 
© Luca Barbero 2017 

BARBERO & ASSOCIATES Ltd STUDIO BARBERO LUCA 



WIPO Arbitration and Mediation Center 
 

WIPO Mediation 
 

WIPO Arbitration and Expedited Arbitration 
 

WIPO Domain Name  

Dispute Resolution Services 

Agenda 

BARBERO & ASSOCIATES Ltd STUDIO BARBERO S.p.A. 

 



WIPO Arbitration and Mediation 

Center 

 Facilita la risoluzione di controversie commerciali in merito 
a questioni relative a diritti di Proprietà Intellettuale e 
Information Technology, attraverso procedure alternative 
rispetto alla magistratura ordinaria (“Alternative Dispute 
Resolution”:  ADR) 

 Gli Arbitri WIPO sono specializzati e con una solida 
esperienza in IP and IT e pertanto capaci di rendere 
decisioni e lodi molto accurati ed in modo efficiente 

 Le fees WIPO sono molto competitive anche in quanto si 
tratta di una struttura not-for-profit 

 Neutralità internazionale della WIPO 

 Sedi a Genevra e a Singapore 

 

STUDIO BARBERO S.p.A. 

 
BARBERO & ASSOCIATES Ltd 



Mediazione, Arbitrato, Determinazione 

di un Esperto 

 Mediation: an informal consensual procedure 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 the force of a 
contract.  Mediation leaves open court or agreed arbitration 
options. 

 

 Arbitration: a 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’ 
respective rights and obligations and enforceable 
internationally.  Arbitration normally forecloses court option. 

 

 Expert Determination: a 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. 

BARBERO & ASSOCIATES Ltd STUDIO BARBERO S.p.A. 

 



Motivi per ricorrere ad una WIPO 

ADR per controversie IP 

 Cost of IP court litigation 

 Calls for cost-effective procedures 

 Internationalization of creation/use of IP 

 Calls for cross-border solutions 

 Technical and specialized nature of IP 

 Calls for specific expertise of the neutral 

 Short product and market cycles 

 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  

 

 

BARBERO & ASSOCIATES Ltd STUDIO BARBERO S.p.A. 
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Esiti di un sondaggio WIPO 

BARBERO & ASSOCIATES Ltd STUDIO BARBERO S.p.A. 

 



Opzioni della WIPO ADR 
BARBERO & ASSOCIATES Ltd STUDIO BARBERO S.p.A. 

 



Esempi di clausole WIPO : 
Mediazione seguita da Arbitrato 
Accelerato 

"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." 

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

 General procedural information, training programs  

 Initiation of procedure and subsequent case 

communication (option of WIPO Electronic Case Facility) 

 Neutral appointment in full consultation with parties 

 Over 1,500 specialized neutrals from all over the 

world 

 Mediators, arbitrators, technical experts 

 All areas of IP/IT 

 New neutrals added in function of specific case needs 

 Setting fees, financial management 

 Availability of procedural guidance to neutral 

 At request, hearing/meeting logistical assistance 

STUDIO BARBERO S.p.A. 
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WIPO Electronic Case Facility 

(ECAF) 

Facile ed immediato accesso a tutti di documenti; 

Centralizzato; Sicuro; Disponibile su richiesta delle parti 

 

 

 

 

http://www.wipo.int/amc/en/ecaf/index.html 
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Esempi di tipiche materie del 

contendere in casi WIPO 

Contractual  

patent licenses 

software and other information technology 

research and development agreements  

trademark coexistence agreements 

distribution agreements 

joint ventures 

IP settlement agreements 

Non-contractual infringement of IP rights 
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Casi WIPO 
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Casi WIPO:  

Tempistiche e costi indicativi 
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Fee Calculator 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

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

 

 Unilateral Request for WIPO Mediation 

 In the absence of a mediation agreement, a party that 
wishes to propose submitting a dispute to mediation may 
submit a Request for Mediation to the Center 

 Art. 4 WIPO Mediation Rules (effective January 1, 2016) 

 

 WIPO Clause Generator 

 Allows parties to develop tailored WIPO clauses and 
submission agreements on the basis of the WIPO models  

 Select ADR procedure(s) and core elements, such as 
place and language of proceedings and applicable law, 
and, if desired, additional elements, including 
qualifications of neutral   

 

 

  

STUDIO BARBERO Srl 

 
BARBERO & ASSOCIATES Ltd 



BARBERO & ASSOCIATES Ltd 

http://www.wipo.int/amc-apps/clause-generator/  
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WIPO Mediation 
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COMMENCEMENT 

  

APPOINTMENT OF MEDIATOR 

INITIAL CONFERENCE 

MEETINGS 

CONCLUSION 

Procedura in una 

Mediazione 
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WIPO Mediation - Esempio (1) 
 Mediation of a Trademark Coexistence 

Dispute  
 

 North American company requested mediation 
with two Italian companies and one Spanish 
company on the basis of an agreement which the 
parties had reached for mediation under the 
WIPO Mediation Rules. 

 

 The goal of the mediation was to help the parties 
avoid confusion and misappropriation of their 
similar trademarks and to regulate future use of 
their marks. 

 

 Although Italian was agreed as the language of 
proceedings, any settlement agreement would be 
recorded in both Italian and English. 
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 The Center suggested to the parties potential 
mediators with specific expertise in European 
trademark law and fluency in Italian and English.  

 

 The parties selected an Italian mediator with a 
trademark practice.  

 

 The mediator conducted an initial telephone 
conference with the lawyers of the parties in 
which he scheduled the mediation timing, and 
agreed on the procedure. 

 

WIPO Mediation - Esempio (2) 
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 Two months later, the mediator met with the 

parties in a two-day session in Milan.  
 

 The meeting was held in joint session with the 

exception of two brief caucuses.  
 

 At the end of the second day the parties - with the 

assistance of the mediator - were able to draft and 

sign a settlement agreement covering all of the 

pending issues in dispute. 
 

http://www.wipo.int/amc/en/mediation/case-example.html  
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WIPO Arbitration and Expedited 

Arbitration 
 

BARBERO & ASSOCIATES Ltd STUDIO BARBERO S.p.A. 

 



WIPO ARBITRATION 
 

Request for Arbitration 

Answer to Request for 

Arbitration (30 days) 

Appointment of 

Arbitrator(s) 

Statement of Claim 

(30 days) 

Statement of Defense 

(30 days) 

 

 

Hearings 

Closure of Proceedings 

(9 months) 

 

Final Award (3 months) 

Further Written Statements 
and Witness Statements 

Request for Arbitration 

and Statement of Claim 

WIPO EXPEDITED ARBITRATION 

Answer to Request for 
Arbitration and 

Statement of Defense 
(20 days) 

Appointment of 

Arbitrator 

Hearing  

(maximum 3 days) 

Closure of Proceedings 

(3 months) 

 

Final Award (1 month) 

Procedura 
BARBERO & ASSOCIATES Ltd 

• One exchange of pleadings 
• Shorter time limits 
• Sole arbitrator 
• Shorter hearings  
• Fixed fees 
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 Arbitration of a Telecom Infrastructure Dispute (I) 

WIPO Arbitration - Esempio (1) 

 A company that provides wireless communication 

services and a company that sells, installs and 

maintains telecom infrastructures concluded an 

agreement for the purchase of infrastructure 

equipment for wireless communication networks.  

 Both companies were based in the United States.  

 The purchase agreement provided that any 

dispute arising out of or in connection with the 

agreement would be resolved under the WIPO 

Arbitration Rules. 
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 The seller delivered the equipment which was 

used by the purchaser despite alleged 

performance shortfalls.  

 Several years after the delivery of the system, the 

purchaser filed a request for arbitration including, 

inter alia, claims for breach of contract and 

damages.  

 The parties chose to appoint as sole arbitrator 

one of several candidates proposed by the WIPO 

Center: a lawyer with considerable experience 

with telecom infrastructure disputes.  

 

WIPO Arbitration - Esempio (2) 
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 The sole arbitrator considered substantial 

documentary evidence  

 

 Held a three-day hearing in California for the 

cross-examination of witnesses 

 

 Rendered a final award rejecting the claims. 

http://www.wipo.int/amc/en/arbitration/case-example.html   
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 Main features compared to regular arbitration: 

 Shorter procedural timelines 

 In principle, a sole arbitrator 

 When consider WIPO Expedited Arbitration? 

 Value in dispute does not justify the cost of more 

extensive procedures 

 Limited number of issues in dispute 

 Parties urgently need a final and enforceable decision 

 Parties wish to commence with an ambitious time/cost 

frame, subject to case developments  

 Trademarks and software disputes 

 

WIPO Arbitrato Accelerato 
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Suggerimenti “pratici” 

 La contrattualistica in materia di IP e IT deve prevedere e 
disciplinare in dettaglio l’insorgenza di controversie  

 Si devono contemplare tutti gli aspetti internazionali della 
disputa quali le parti in causa, i diritti violati e la legge 
applicabile 

 La Dispute policy deve essere strutturata per minimizzare il 
tempo e i costi, più che ogni altro aspetto. 

 La Dispute policy deve includere una prima fase dedicata 
alla mediazione 

 Fra l’arbitrato e la procedura davanti alle corti competenti, è 
opportuno considerare l’arbitrato come l’opzione più 
veloce e meno costosa, specie se si opta per la versione 
expedited. 
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WIPO Domain Name  

Dispute Resolution Services 
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L’esperienza WIPO  
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  Uniform Domain Name Dispute Resolution Policy adottata 

il 24 ottobre 1999 dall’ ICANN. 

 Adottata da tutti i Registrars accreditati  ICANN per i 

gTLDs (.com .net .org .biz .info .name) ed è efficace dal 1 

dicembre 1999.  

 UDRP incorporata in ogni contratto di registrazione di un 

nome a dominio generico (anche dei new Generic Top 

Level domains come i .store, .bike, .club) 

 La UDRP è stata in seguito adottata anche da 

settantacinque ccTLDs 

Uniform Dispute Resolution Policy 
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UDRP in ccTLDs 
.AC (Ascension Island) 

.AE and امارات) . United Arab Emirates) 

.AG (Antigua and Barbuda) 

.AO (Angola) 

.AS (American Samoa) 

.AU (Australia) 

.BM (Bermuda) 

.BO (Bolivia (Plurinational State of)) 

.BR (Brazil) 

.BS (Bahamas) 

.BZ (Belize) 

.CC (Cocos Islands) 

.CD (Democratic Republic of the Congo) 

.CH (Switzerland) 

.CO (Colombia) 

.CR (Costa Rica) 

.CY (Cyprus) 

.DJ (Djibouti) 

.DO (Dominican Republic) 

.EC (Ecuador) 

.ES (Spain) 

.EU (European Union) 

.FJ (Fiji) 

.FM (Micronesia (Federated States of)) 

.FR (France) 

.GD (Grenada) 

.GQ (Equatorial Guinea) 

.GT (Guatemala) 

.HN (Honduras) 

.IE (Ireland) 

.IO (British Indian Ocean Territory) 

.IR (Islamic Republic of Iran) 

.KI (Kiribati) 

.LA (Lao People's Democratic Republic) 

.LC (Saint Lucia) 

.LI (Liechtenstein) 

 

 

.MA (Morocco) 

.MD (Republic of Moldova) 

.ME (Montenegro) 

.ML (Mali) 

.MP (Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands) 

.MW (Malawi) 

.MX (Mexico) 

.NL (Netherlands) 

.NR (Nauru) 

.NU (Niue) 

.PA (Panama) 

.PE (Peru) 

.PH (Philippines) 

.PK (Pakistan) 

.PL (Poland) 

.PM (St. Pierre and Miquelon) 

.PN (Pitcairn Islands) 

.PR (Puerto Rico) 

.PW (Palau) 

.QA and قطر) . Qatar) 

.RE (Reunion Island) 

.RO (Romania) 

.SC (Seychelles) 

.SH (St. Helena) 

.SL (Sierra Leone) 

.SO (Somalia) 

.TF (French Southern Territories) 

.TJ (Tajikistan) 

.TK (Tokelau) 

.TM (Turkmenistan) 

.TT (Trinidad and Tobago) 

.TV (Tuvalu) 

.TZ (United Republic of Tanzania) 

.UG (Uganda) 

.VE (Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of)) 

.VG (Virgin Islands (British)) 

.WF (Wallis and Futuna Islands) 

.WS (Samoa) 

.YT (Mayotte) 
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Quando concorrono le seguenti condizioni:  

 

  i) the domain name is identical or confusingly similar to a 

trademark or service mark in which the Complainant has 

rights; and  

 

  ii) the holder of the domain name has no rights or legitimate 

interests in respect of the domain name; and  

 

 iii) the domain name has been registered and is being used 

in bad faith. 
 

Quando si può azionare una              

procedura ai sensi della UDRP? 
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Complainant presenta il ricorso presso un Resolution Service Provider 

in 5-10 giorni 

RSP lo notifica al titolare del DN invitandolo a presentare una replica 

entro 20 giorni 

Respondent presenta la replica (ma decorso il termine previsto si 

procede comunque in “default”) 

in 5-10 giorni 

RSP nomina il Panel traendo i nomi dall’elenco 

entro 14 giorni 

Panel decide la controversia.  

In assenza di ricorsi alla magistratura ordinaria entro 10 giorni, il 

Registrar attua la decisione trasferendo direttamente il DN in capo al 

titolare del marchio 

TEMPO TOTALE MEDIO = 50 – 70 GIORNI 

Procedura ai sensi della UDRP I tempi della procedura UDRP 
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 i) the request that the dispute be submitted for decision in 

accordance to the Uniform Domain Name Dispute Policy 

(www.icann.org/udrp/udrp-policy-24oct99.htm), Rules 

(www.icann.org/udrp/udrp-rules-24oct99.htm) and the 

supplemental rules of the dispute-resolution Provider 

selected;  

 

  ii) the full data of the Complainant or of the Agent  

 

  iii) the preferred mean of communication (usually e-mail) 

Il ricorso ai sensi della UDRP deve 

contenere (1) 
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  iv) The Complainant should elect to have the dispute 

decided by a single-member or a three-member panel and, 

in the case of the three-member panel, provide the names 

and contact details of three candidates to serve as one of 

the Panelist (the candidates may be drawn from any 

ICANN-approved Provider’s list of panelists; WIPO list is 

available at 

http://arbiter.wipo.int/domains/panel/panelists.html) 

 

  v) the name of the Respondent   

 

  vi) the domain name/s that is/are subject of the complaint 

Il ricorso ai sensi della UDRP deve 

contenere (2) 
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 vii) the Registrar with whom the domain name are registered. 

 

 viii) the trademarks or service mark on which the complaint is 

based,  

 

  ix) the grounds on which the complaint is made  

 

  x) the remedies sought  (…) 

Il ricorso ai sensi della UDRP deve 

contenere (3) 
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L’esperienza WIPO  
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L’esperienza WIPO  
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 L’esperienza WIPO  
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L’esperienza WIPO  

http://wipo.int/amc/en/domains/statistics/cases.jsp  
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L’esperienza WIPO  

http://wipo.int/amc/en/domains/statistics/decision_rate.jsp?year  
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WIPO UDRP: Settori di attività dei 

Ricorrenti 
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Suggerimenti “pratici” (1) 
BARBERO & ASSOCIATES Ltd 

 Ricerche esaustive sul titolare del nome a dominio 

al fine di acquisire ogni informazione rilevante, 

come ad esempio: 
 

 altri nomi a dominio in capo allo stesso titolare; 

 attività poste in essere dal titolare attraverso altri 

siti Internet; 

 decisioni arbitrali nei confronti dello stesso titolare;  

 altre informazioni utili per provare l’eventuale 

malafede del titolare. 
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Suggerimenti “pratici” (2) 
BARBERO & ASSOCIATES Ltd 

 Contatto attraverso una società fiduciaria allo scopo di 

accertare le intenzioni del titolare in relazione al nome a dominio 

(in particolare quando il nome a dominio non è utilizzato per un sito 

attivo). 

 Ogni informazione fornita direttamente dal titolare può essere utile al 

fine di provare la sua malafede. 

 Quando il primo contatto col titolare del marchio è esperito 

direttamente dal titolare del nome a dominio, è generalmente 

opportuno rispondere richiedendo di fornire spiegazioni sui motivi che 

hanno determinato la registrazione e la natura delle richieste. 

 Quando il corrispettivo richiesto è solo indicato sul sito Internet, si 

deve cercare di ottenere una conferma direttamente da parte del 

titolare del nome a dominio. 
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Suggerimenti “pratici” (3) 
BARBERO & ASSOCIATES Ltd 

 Invio al titolare del nome a dominio di una lettera di 

diffida (circa il 75% dei casi sono risolti con successo in 

questa fase). 

 Inviare una diffida è sempre opportuno in previsione di 

eventuali successive procedure arbitrali ai sensi della 

UDRP. 

 Nei casi in cui le violazioni dei diritti di privativa vengano 

posti in essere principalmente attraverso i contenuti 

pubblicati sul sito web corrispondente al nome a dominio, 

è opportuno inviare una lettera di diffida anche al web 

hosting provider. 
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BARBERO & ASSOCIATES Ltd 

 Procedure ai sensi della UDRP e altre procedure alternative 

di risoluzione delle controversie sono relativamente semplici 

e poco costose. 

 

  Conducono ad una rapida soluzione della controversia 

 

 Consentono di superare le incertezze legate alla scelta del 

foro ad alla legge applicabile  

 

  Decisioni anche in “default” del Respondent. 

Conclusioni (1) 
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 Insieme pertanto ad un’efficace strategia di 

registrazione preventiva di nomi a dominio nelle 

estensioni generiche (anche qualche New gTLDs) e 

anche come CC in tutti i paesi di potenziale interesse 

e  

 un’accurata sorveglianza sull’uso dei segni distintivi 

on line da parte di terzi,  

 le procedure alternative di risoluzione delle 

controversie forniscono alle imprese un valido 

strumento per tutelare efficacemente i propri diritti di 

privativa industriale, anche su Internet. 

Conclusioni (2) 
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Per ulteriori informazioni: 

 

WIPO Arbitration and Mediation Center Offices 

Geneva, Switzerland 

Singapore, Singapore 
 

WIPO External Offices 

Rio de Janeiro, Brazil 

Beijing, China 

Tokyo, Japan 

Moscow, Russia 
 

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/ 
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Vi ringrazio per l’attenzione 

STUDIO BARBERO S.p.A. 
DOMAIN NAMES AND INTERNET CONSULTING  

Corso Massimo d’Azeglio 57 - 10126 Torino, ITALY 

Tel.  +39 349 8847 686 

Tel.  +39 011 3810600 

Fax. +39 011 3810601 

http://www.studiobarbero.com 

luca.barbero@studiobarbero.com 

 

 

BARBERO & ASSOCIATES Ltd 
89 Chiswick High Road  

LONDON W4 2EF 

Tel. +44 779 6116112 

Tel. +44 788 1288718 

Tel. +44 780 3050843 

http://www.barbero.co.uk 

luca.barbero@barbero.co.uk 
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Dr. Luca Barbero 

STUDIO BARBERO LUCA 
Via Tripoli 104 - 10137 Torino, ITALY 

Tel.  +39 339 1412764 

Tel.  +39 011 353599 

http://www.studiobarbero.it 

luca.barbero@studiobarbero.it 





WIPO Global Databases for IP 

Speaker: Ms. Sandrine Ammann, Marketing & 

Communications Officer 









PATENTSCOPE 

https://patentscope.wipo.int  

https://patentscope.wipo.int/
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Search 



Simple Interface: company search 









Analysis 





Interface : Field Combination - Structured 

Additional search fields can be selected 



Interface : Advanced 

Full flexibilities are enabled 



Example: national phase entry 

All applications that entered national phase in China in 

2012 



Example: wind turbine technologies 



Coverage: what is included? 

PCT published applications 

National/regional patent collections 



Coverage : Details of collections 



National/regional collections 



National/regional collections  

vs national phase 

https://patentscope.wipo.int/search/en/nationalphase.jsf 



Useful tools: CLIR & WIPO Translate 



Available in the Search menu 



CLIR: the interface 



CLIR: an example 



CLIR: an example 



WIPO Translate 



32 Technical domains from the IPC 

[ADMN] Admin, Business, Management & Soc Sci 

[AERO] Aeronautics & Aerospace Engineering 

[AGRI] Agriculture, Fisheries & Forestry  

[AUDV] Audio, Audiovisual, Image & Video Tech 

[AUTO] Automotive & Road Vehicle Engineering 

[BLDG] Civil Engineering & Building Construction 

[CHEM] Chemical & Materials Technology 

[DATA] Computer Sci, Telecom & Broadcasting 

[ELEC] Electrical Engineering & Electronics 

[ENGY] Energy, Fuels & Heat Transfer Eng 

[ENVR] Environmental & Safety Engineering 

[FOOD] Foods & Food Technology 

[GENR] Generalities, Language, Media & Info Sci 

[HOME] Home Contents & Household Maintenance 

[HORO] Precision Mechanics, Jewelry & Horology 

[MANU] Manufacturing & Materials Handling Tech 

[MARI]  Marine Engineering  

[MEAS]  Standards, Units, Metrology & Testing 

[MECH]  Mechanical Engineering 

[MEDI]  Medical Technology  

[METL]  Metallurgy 

[MILI]  Military Technology 

[MINE]  Mining, Oil & Gas Extraction & Minerals 

[NANO]  Nano Technology 

[PACK]  Packaging & Distribution of Goods 

[PRNT]  Printing & Paper 

[RAIL]  Railway Engineering 

[SCIE]  Optical Engineering 

[SPRT]  Sports, Leisure, Tourism & Hospitality 

[TEXT]  Textile & Clothing Industries 

[TRAN]  Transportation 



WIPO Translate: how does it work? 







Browse 







Most active 



Most active last 5 gazettes 



Most advanced 



Breakouts 





IPC Green Inventory 



Patent Register Portal 





Languages of the interface 



PATENTSCOPE account 



Https protocol 



 

PATENTSCOPE what’s new? 

 

Addition of chemical compound search 

 

 

 

 



Chemical Search function 







Example: 

Chemical names: Sildenafil; 139755-83-2; Revatio; 

VIAGRA; Sildenafil [INN:BAN]; CHEMBL192  

 

Molecular formula: C22H30N6O4S 

https://pubchem.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/search/#collection=compounds&query_type=mf&query=C22H30N6O4S&sort=mw&sort_dir=asc
https://pubchem.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/search/#collection=compounds&query_type=mf&query=C22H30N6O4S&sort=mw&sort_dir=asc
https://pubchem.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/search/#collection=compounds&query_type=mf&query=C22H30N6O4S&sort=mw&sort_dir=asc
https://pubchem.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/search/#collection=compounds&query_type=mf&query=C22H30N6O4S&sort=mw&sort_dir=asc
https://pubchem.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/search/#collection=compounds&query_type=mf&query=C22H30N6O4S&sort=mw&sort_dir=asc
https://pubchem.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/search/#collection=compounds&query_type=mf&query=C22H30N6O4S&sort=mw&sort_dir=asc
https://pubchem.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/search/#collection=compounds&query_type=mf&query=C22H30N6O4S&sort=mw&sort_dir=asc
https://pubchem.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/search/#collection=compounds&query_type=mf&query=C22H30N6O4S&sort=mw&sort_dir=asc
https://pubchem.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/search/#collection=compounds&query_type=mf&query=C22H30N6O4S&sort=mw&sort_dir=asc


Chemical compound search  





Advanced search 





Example: Ritonavir 

Antiretroviral drug to treat HIV infection and AIDS.  





Ritonavir & the FDA 

 

“The U.S. Food and Drug Administration (FDA) approved 

the drug in March 1996 for oral solution and in June 1999 

for capsules.  
 

Patent Landscape Report on Ritonavir October 2011 http://www.wipo.int/edocs/pubdocs/en/patents/946/wipo_pub_946.pdf  

http://www.wipo.int/edocs/pubdocs/en/patents/946/wipo_pub_946.pdf
http://www.wipo.int/edocs/pubdocs/en/patents/946/wipo_pub_946.pdf
http://www.wipo.int/edocs/pubdocs/en/patents/946/wipo_pub_946.pdf


Future plans   

Make the chemical search feature available for other 

collections and languages 



Forum 



Monthly webinar 

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

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


Global databases, tools, and platforms 

for IP business (free)  

PATENTSCOPE  

Global Brand Database 

Global Design Database 

WIPO Lex 

WIPO Pearl 

WIPO Re:Search 

WIPO Green 

 



Global Brand Database 

free of charge 

simultaneous brand-related searches across multiple 

collections. 

 

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

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


Global Brand Database  

Over 28 million records  

 

Goal: include all brand-related information from all 

sources 

 

Searches across multiple collections 



The Interface 



Global Brand Database – Features 

Single intuitive interface to search 30 data collections 

Image Search  

Interactive & dynamic search with immediate feedback 

Fuzzy, phonetic and word-stem matches 

Automatic term suggestion 

Easy search of US or Vienna image class  

Full Boolean, proximity and range options 

Unlimited, customizable results browsing 

Saved searches and record sets 

 

 



Image search 

1st public brand database to provide image search 

 

Sort results by visual similarity to an image provided 

 

Choose search strategy best suited to particular mark 

 

 

 



Image search 

Your search 

The results  



Example: spaghetti 



Results: grid view 











Graphical analysis by Nice class. 



Global databases, tools, and platforms 

for ip business (free)  

PATENTSCOPE  

Global Brand Database 

Global Design Database 

WIPO Lex 

WIPO Pearl 

WIPO Re:Search 

WIPO Green 

 

 



Global Design Database  

 

Free of charge simultaneous design-related searches 

across multiple collections, including: 

 

■ designs registered under the Hague System 

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

■ other national collections, including DE, KR and EM 

coming soon 
 

   http://www.wipo.int/designdb  

 

 

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


Example: sandal 





National classification and Locarno searches 



Global databases, tools and platforms 

for IP business (FREE)  

PATENTSCOPE  

Global Brand Database 

Global Design Database 

WIPO Lex 

WIPO Pearl 

WIPO Re:Search 

WIPO Green 

 

 



WIPO Lex 

 

1 stop search facility for: 

IP National laws and treaties of WIPO, WTO and UN 

members 

Related information about those laws and treaties 

 

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

 

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


The Interface 





Example: Estonia – plant variety 

protection 



Global databases, tools and platforms 

for IP business (FREE)  

PATENTSCOPE  

Global Brand Database 

Global Design Database 

WIPO Lex 

WIPO Pearl 

WIPO Re:Search 

WIPO Green 

 

 



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

 

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


WIPO Pearl 

WIPO’s online terminology database 

 

17’000 concepts, 115’000 terms 

10 languages 

 

Contents validated by WIPO language experts & 

terminologists 

 



Example: bicycle fork 





Global databases, tools and platforms 

for IP business (FREE)  

PATENTSCOPE  

Global Brand Database 

Global Design Database 

WIPO Lex 

WIPO Pearl 

WIPO Re:Search 

WIPO Green 

 

 



WIPO RE: SEARCH  

A Global Database and Platform to bridge partners to use IP 

(including know-how and data) to facilitate R&D  on neglected 

tropical diseases, tuberculosis, and malaria. 

Royalty-free for R&D, manufacture and sale in LDCs 

Over 90 partners (pharmaceutical industry, research institutes such 

as NIH, Universities) 

As of June 2015, 89 collaborations 

 



 
Sharing Innovation in the Fight Against Neglected Tropical Diseases 

Get involved: 

As a user 

As a provider 

As a supporter 

 

Contact email: re_search@wipo.int  

mailto:re_search@wipo.int


Global databases, tools and platforms 

for IP business (FREE)  

PATENTSCOPE  

Global Brand Database 

Global Design Database 

WIPO Lex 

WIPO Pearl 

WIPO Re:Search 

WIPO Green 

 

 







7 Database categories 



The search result 



Get Involved 

Become a Partner and shape the further 

development of WIPO GREEN 

 

Register to:  

communicate your green innovation and technology 

needs 

advertise your inventions, technologies, products and 

services 

connect with the innovation and business communities 

globally 

 

 

 

 

 



sandrine.ammann@wipo.int 


