=

WIPO | PCT

The International
Patent System

Regional Workshop on the Use of
g PCT Products

Session 1
Use of PCT Products and Other Offices’ Work Products

Tokyo, Japan
September 13-14, 2016

Mr. Kenichiro NATSUME
Director

PCT International Cooperation Division
Patents and Technolegy Sector



Goal of This Workshop

B Obtain (Learn) skills to
JAccess to PCT Products
JAccess to work products by other offices

B Enhance abillity to
JAnalyze work products (e.g. prior art, office action)
JApply to actual examination

B Share experiences

WIPO I PCT
The International
Patent System



Patent Examination and PCT Products

B Patent Examination (Substantive Examination)
dPrior Art Search
J Examination (novelty, inventive step ...)

B PCT Products
ISR
dWO
JIPRP Chapter Il

B Work Products by Other Offices

WIPOIPCT



Outline of the Workshop

B Background Information
JReview of the PCT system

B Access to the information
dPatentscope, WIPO-CASE, AIPN ...

B Work on Cases

WIPOIPCT



Traditional

Traditional

PCT
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The PCT system
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The International Searching Authority (1)

B Checks unity of invention (Rules 13 and 40)
B Checks title (Rule 37); checks abstract (Rule 38)
B Searches claimed invention (Article 15(3), Rule 33.3)

B Authorizes rectification of obvious mistakes if the
mistake Is:

 in any part of the international application other
than the request, (Rule 91.1(b)(ii)) or

L in any paper submitted to that Authority
(Rule 91.1(b)(iv))

WIPOIPCT



The International Searching Authority (2)

B Establishes international search report (ISR) (Rules 42
and 43) and/or declaration that no international search
report will be established (Article 17(2))

B Establishes written opinion of the ISA (Rule 43bis):
non-binding first opinion on novelty, inventive step
(non-obviousness) and industrial applicability of
claimed invention

WIPO I PCT
The International
Patent System



International Searching Authorities

(21 In total)
B AT — Austria B KR — Republic of Korea
B AU - Australia B RU - Russian Federation
B BR - Brazil B SE - Sweden
B CA — Canada B SG - Singapore
B CL - Chile B UA - Ukraine
B CN - China B US - United States of America
B EG - Egypt B EP - European Patent Office
B ES - Spain B XN — Nordic Patent Institute
B El - Finland (Denmark, Iceland, Norway)
BIL — Israel B XV — Visegrad Patent Institute (VPI)
_ (Czech Republic, Hungary, Poland,
B IN - India Slovakia)
M JP - Japan WP PoT

The International
Patent System

. Receiving Office decides on which ISAs is/are competent

Session 1 -9



Prior art for international search
(Article 15(2) and Rule 33)

B Prior art:

L everything which has been made available to the
public,

J Where??
J What kind of disclosure??

 which is capable of being of assistance in determining
that the claimed invention is or is not new and that it
does or does not involve an inventive step,

 provided the making available to the public occurred
prior to the what date? (priority/international filing date).

WIPOIPCT

B PCT Minimum Documentation (Rule 34) Pavent aysiom
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Written opinion of the ISA (Rule 43bis) (1)

B |nitial preliminary non-binding opinion on:
 novelty (not anticipated)
 inventive step (not obvious)
 industrial applicability

B A written opinion will be established for all international
applications at the same time as the ISR

B The written opinion is sent to applicant and the
International Bureau together with the ISR

WIPOIPCT



Written opinion of the ISA (Rule 43bis) (2)

B The written opinion is made publicly available on
PATENTSCOPE in its original language as of the date of
publication of the international application

B No formal procedure for applicants to respond to written opinion
of the ISA

B Possibility to submit informal comments to the International
Bureau

 They are made publicly available together with the written
opinion in their original language

O They are communicated to the DOs together with the IPRP
(Chapter 1) if and when it is sent

B Note: The IPRP Chapter | and its translation are established at
30 months from the priority date WIPO|PCT

The International
Patent System
JP
Session 1 -12



Prior art for written opinion of the ISA
(Rules 43bis.1(b) and 64.1)

M Prior art:
] same as for international search purposes; BUT:

 relevant date: everything made available to the public
prior to what date??

B The ISA may request a copy of a priority document from the
International Bureau (Rule 66.7(a)); however, even if, at the
time of establishment of the written opinion of the ISA, a copy
cannot be made available to the ISA, the written opinion will
nevertheless be established on the assumption that the priority
date is the relevant prior art date, except if the applicant had
failed to comply with his obligations under Rule 17.1

WIPO I PCT
The International
Patent System



International preliminary report on
patentability (IPRP) (Chapter | of the PCT)

(Rule 44bis)

M If applicant does not file a demand for international preliminary
examination:

d IB establishes the IPRP (Chapter I) on the basis of the
written opinion of the ISA

O IPRP (Chapter I) and its translation
= are sent to designated Offices

= are made publicly available on PATENTSCOPE (but not
“‘published” like the international application and ISR) at
the expiry of 30 months from the priority date

WIPO I PCT
The International
Patent System



Use of the written opinion of the ISA for

the purposes of the Chapter Il procedure
(Rule 66.1bis)

M If applicant files a demand for international preliminary
examination:

L written opinion of the ISA becomes written opinion
of the IPEA (exception: IPEA decides not to accept
written opinions by certain ISAS)

 informal comments by applicant on written opinion
of ISA will not be sent to IPEA (Article 34
amendments/arguments only)

A if an international preliminary examination report
IS established, any informal comments
submitted to the IB will not be sent to S e

The International |

DOS Or EOS Patent System
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earch Report (ISR)

PATENT COOPERATION TREATY
PCT

INTERNATIONAL SEARCH REPORT

{PCT Article 18 and Rules 43 and 44)
Applicant's or agents fle raference FOR FURTHER JUR—
POBOLT ACTION as well as, whese applicabls, Hem 5 balow.
TniErmasonal appicaton No. Intematonal ing Oale (daymenivyear] (Eariest] Prionty Date (dapmontyear
PCT/EP2005/ 060830 24/08/2009 25/08/2008

Applicant

EATIOPHARM GMEH

Thig intgrnational search report has been prepared by this Intemational smg Authomty and is transmitted to the apglicant
according to Artcle 18. A copy ks baing fransmisied 1o he Intermational Bure

This imgmasional search f‘oﬂﬂ congsts of a total of L3 snests.
[£] s aiso accompanied by a copy of sach prior art document ciled in Bis repart.

1. Basis of the repart
a. With regard to the language, the international search was carrded cut on the basis of
the infernalional applcation in the larguags In which it was fled

D a U‘amnan of the intermational appication into hich i e languags:
7 fumished for the purposes of intemalional search (Fules 12. :ﬁa] and 2318}
b. []  Trisintemational search report has b of an obwious mistake

autharized by or nolified ko this Authority under Rule 91 (Aule a:am:n

2. D Certain claims were found unsearchable |Sas Box MNo. 1)
3 []  unity of invention is lacking {see Box No lI)

4. With regard to the title,
[E]  the toxtis approvad as submitted by the applicant
[C] e text has besn estabiisned by this Aumority 1o resd as tolows:

*'5. Wilh regard o the abstract,
[X]  the textis approved as submitted by the applicant

] the sext has been established, according to Aule 38.2(L), by this Aulhorily 6= it agpears in Bex Ne. IV, The applicant
may, within ong month from Be date of mailing of this inermasaonal saarch repor, submit commeants 1o this Authardty

6. Wilh regard ta the drawings,
a. e figure of he drawings 1o ba published with the abstaet is Figure No,
[[] s suggested by the appscant
[] s selected by this Authorsy, becauss the applicant taled to suggest a figurs
[[] s selected by this Authority, bacauss tis figure betisr charactarizes the invention

b [E]  neneof the figures is to be published with the abstract

[ D With regard o any nucieotide andior amino acid sequence dsclosed in the insemational application, see Box No. |

- Form PCTASA/Z10 (tirs! sheet) (April- 2007)

WIPOIPCT

The International
Patent System



International Search Report (ISR)

€. DOCUMENTS CONSIDERED TO BE RELEVANT
Calegory” | Citabon of document. with indicaion, whara appeopeisle, of the relavan passanges Faderrant 19 claim Mo,
A WO 2007/143483 A (SMITHELIN 1-9
' |I.I5i; WHITEHEAD BONNIE F [US]; HO PETER T
C [U) 13 December 2007 (2007-12-13)
page 8, paragraph 3; table 1
A WO 2006/113649 A (SMITHKLINE BEECHAM CORK 1-9
CT0 [TE]; CARTER BARRY HOWARD LUSI;
CAMPBELL D) 26 October 2006 (2006-10-26)
cited in the application
the whole document
-f =
Category : A } Relevant
Claims : 1-9
|
m- Frurfhas doaaments am listed in the conSinuation of Box O E | Sam paten | famiy annex,

JP
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International Search Report (ISR)

JP
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INTERNATIONAL SEARCH REPORT

Information on patent family members miemations pplication Mo
PCT/EP2009/060890
Paten dooument Publcation Patent family Pubscation
cited in search raport data memben|s) data
WO 2007143483 _.ﬂ. 1_3-12-?:'!]{]? NONE
W0 2006113649 A 26-10-2006 AR 054252 Al 13-06-2007
AU 2006236423 Al 26-10-2006
CA 2006207 Al 26-10-2006
CN 101203211 A 18-06-2008.
EA 200702253 Al Z28-04-2008
EP 1871347 Al 02-01-2008
JP 2008536931 T 11-09-2008
KR 20080005557 A 14-01-2008
Us 2008206330 Al 28-08-2008
WO 2008067144 A 05-06-200 1‘3-03-2{]1]';

EP 2088862 A2

WIPOIPCT

The International
Patent System



International Search Report (ISR)

Category : X, Y

C. DOCUMENTS CONSIDERED TO BE RELEVANT

Category”

Citation of dosument, with indication, where appropriate, of the relevant passages

Relevant to claim No.

X

1-3,5-12

US 2004/189715 Al (MATTHEWS JOSEPH H [US]
ET AL MATTHEWS III JOSEPH H [US] ET AL)

|y

K

20 _Septemhar 2004 (2004-00-20)

paragraphs [0011], [0019], [0021],
|0022], [0044], |0060] - |[006Z2],

[0068], [0074], [0076], [0077]; figures
1,9,13-16

EP 2 053 850 Al (VESTEL ELEKT SANAYI VE
TICARET [TR]) 29 April 2009 (2009-04-29)
column 9, line 51 - column 10, line 6;
figures 4,5,9

1-4,6-11

US 6 552 738 B1 (LIN WALTER C [US] ET AL)
22 April 2003 (2003-04-22)
column 1, line 22 - line 39; figures 1-4

column 1, line 67 - line 15
column 3, line 66 - column 5, line 59

_/-_

5,12

.

JP
Session 1 -19

X | Further documents are listed in the continuation of Box C. X See patent family annex.

L Relevant Claima

WIPO I PCT
The International
Patent System
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ritten opin

ion of the ISA

PATENT COOPERATION TREATY

1N'I‘EFI NA'I‘ION&L SEARCH ING AUTHORITY

: e
PCT
WRITTEN OPINION OF THE
see form FCTASAZ20 INTERNATIONAL SEARCHING AUTHORITY
(PCT Rule 43bis.1)
Date e mailing o o
. E - {dapmonthirear) see form PCTISAR0 (second sheal)
Anplicani's or agants We foloronce FOR FURTHER ACTION o
| see form PCTASAR20 ) See paragraph 2 below
" Intemational application No: T intamational fiing date ] Priority date jdaymonthyear)
PCTEEP2008060800 24.08 2009 ) 25.08.2008
I Patent Classification (IPG) ar bath | classification and IPC

|N\Ir ABIK31517.

Applicant
RATIOPHARM GMBH

ORO BEOOO0OR

This opinion contains indications relating to the following items:

Box No. | Basis of the opinion

Box No. 1l Priority .

Box No. Il Mon-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial apphcability
Box No. IV Lack of unity of invention '

Box No. V' Reasoned statemeant under Rule l3bval (a){i) with regard te nevelty, inventive sIap-ut industrial
applicability; citations and pportng such

Box No. VI Cartain documents cited
Box No. VIl Certain defects in the internatienal application
Box No. Vil Certain observalions on the international application

FURTHER ACTION

L} adtmandfu imi ination is made, this epinion \I‘II|IlBua.‘rmeld9fﬂd|Db.a
written opinion of the International Prafiminary Examining Authority ("IPEA") except thal this does not apply whers
the applicant chooses an Authority other than this cne 1o be the IPEA and the chosen IREA has notifed the
International Bureau under Rule 868.1bislb) that written opink of this I I S«arahrq y

will not be so considered.

If this opinion s, as provided above, considered to be a writlen opinion of llla IFEA. the applicant i invited to
submit o the IPEA a wrillen reply together, where appropriate, with before the ion of 3 months
fram the date of mailing of Form PGTASAZ20 or before the expiration of 22 months from the pririty date,
whx:nevar expies laber.

For Iurmer options, see Form PCTASAZ20.
Far turthar details, see notes to Form PCTASAZ20,

MName and mading address of the 15A: Dats of compietion of HAuthorized OMicar
fhis epinion f"""’“\ “
Europaan Patent Office see form . . ;
@ ) . | peTisazia Zimmer, Barbara i ;
e D-B0258 Munich %, o+
Tol. +4589 2399 -0 Telephone No. +43 83 2399-8500 i s
Fax: +49 B9 2399 - 4465 .

Form PCTASARST (Cover Sheet) (Agr 2005)

WIPOIPCT

The International
Patent System



Written opinion of the ISA

WRITTEN OPINION OF THE International application No.
INTERNATIONAL SEARCHING AUTHORITY PCT/EP20030860890

Box No.V  Reasoned statement under Rule 43bis.1(a)(i) with regard to novelly, inventive step or
industrial applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement

1. - Statement
Mowvelty (N) ) Yes: Claims 18
Mo:  Claims
Invern'ru;e step (15) Yes: Claims 18
Mo:  Claims
Industrial applicability (1A) Yes: Claims 19
. ) Mo:  Claims
2. Citations and explanations I _
see separate sheet 2. Novelty SO '
T —— Prior art document D1 discloses unit dosage forms comprising 0.5mg to 1000mg

of lapatinib, which is below the amount claimed in the present application (p. 8,
para. 3). Furthermore, a daily dose of 1250mg or 1500mg lapatinib is disclosed in
D1 without, however, further specifying the amounts of active agent per unit dose
(Table 1). Tablets comprising 250mg lapatinib are further known from D2 (ex. 1)
and D3 is the package leaflet of Tyverb® 250mg, of which 5 tablets have to be
administered per day.

Thus, in view of the cited prior art, the subject-matter of claims 1-9 seems to be
novel (Art. 33(2) PCT).

JP
Session 1 -21




Written opinion of the ISA

J

Inventive Step

D3, which is regarded as closest prior art, differs from the subject-matter of the
present application in the amount of active agent per unit dose,

In view of the cited prior art, the technical problem of the present application
seems to be the provision of an alternative dosage form of lapatinib, which is
convenient to administer and which contains the whaole daily lapatinib medication
in a unit dose.

' The provision of a unit dose comprising between 1200 and 1300mg lapatinib is

not obvious in view of the cited prior art. As shown in the examples, the lapatinib

formulations of the present application are even superior compared to the
reference with regard to in-vitro parameters (fig. 1).

As a result, the subject-matter of claims 1-8 of I:he present applmatlnn seems 1o

“involve an inventive step (Arl. 33(3) PCT).

Session 1 -22




Written opinion of the ISA

Box No.V  Reasoned statement under Rule 43bis.1(a)(i) with regard to novelty, inventive step or
industrial applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement

1. Statement

Novelty (N) Yes: Claims 4,59 11,12

No: Claims 1-3, 6-8, 10
Inventive step (1S) Yes: Claims

No: Claims 1-12
Industrial applicability (1A) Yes: Claims 1-12

No: Claims

2. Citations and explanations

see separate sheet

WIPOIPCT

The International
Patent System
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Written opinion of the ISA

JP
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3

3.1

3.2

Novelty

Furthermore, the above-mentioned lack of clarity notwithstanding, the subject-
matter of independent claims 1, 6 and 7 and dependent claims 2, 3, 8 and 10
is not new in the sense of Article 33(2) PCT, and the criteria of Article 33(1)
PCT are therefore not met.

Claim 1: Document D1 discloses:

A method for displaying an on-screen display (Fig. 13-15) comprising the
steps of:

determining at least one display parameter (paragraph [0022]: "...the
various applications present a GUI tailored for control via a limited input
device from a distance) of an on-screen display (paragraph [0022]: GUI;
Fig. 13-15: 1302, 1402, 1502) based upon the type (paragraph [0021]. "...to
switch between the first and second graphical user interface modes
based on the input device used to control the operating system™,
paragraph [0076]; Fig. 16) of user interface device (Fig. 1: 40, 42, 55;
paragraph [0044]) used;

displaying said on-screen display according to said determined at least one
display parameter (paragraphs [0022], [0062], [0077]).

Claim 6 is directed to a computer program product for carrying out the method
af claim 1 _and ic therafare ennialhy anticinated hw dAactimant 01




Written opinion of the ISA

4 Inventive Step

Furthermore, the subject-matter of dependent claims 4, 5, 9, 11 and 12 does
not involve an inventive step in the sense of Article 33(3) PCT, and the criteria
of Article 33(1) PCT are therefore not met. Document D1 is considered to
represent the closest prior art to the subject-matter of these claims.

4.1 Claim 4: Document D1 does not disclose determining the dimension of the on-
screen display based on the distance between the remote control device and
display of said on-screen display. Nevertheless, this practice is known from
e.g. document D2, and the skilled person would simply adopt such known
practice with corresponding effect starting from D1 in order to achieve
constantly good readability of the OSD when the distance of the user from the
display device is variable.

4.2 Claims 5. 9. 12: Document D1 is not specific about the location of the "local
control device" Nevertheless, the skilled person would choose as Monitor 47
in Fig. 1 of D1 among any known display devices, among which are display
devices with built-in USB ports as well as touch-screens. Therefore displays

with built-in touch-screens or with a mouse/keyboard connected to the display
% LISR narte fully fallwithin tha cona af tha "lacal cantral doyvice Incatod an caid

Session 1 -25
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International preliminary examination
(1)

B Results in the establishment by the IPEA of a non-
binding opinion on

dnovelty (not anticipated) (Article 33(2) and Rule 64)

dinventive step (not obvious) (Article 33(3) and
Rule 65)

Qindustrial applicability (Article 33(4))

B International preliminary examination provides an
opportunity to make amendments and to address
patentability issues raised by the ISA

WIPO I PCT
The International
Patent System



International Preliminary Examination

(2)

B Only claims relating to the invention(s) searched by the
ISA will be examined by the IPEA (Rules 66.1(e)
and 66.2(a)(vi))

WIPOIPC

llllllllllllllll



Prior art for IPE (Rule 64.1) (1)

B What is considered prior art?

Everything made available to the public anywhere in the
world by means of written disclosure (including drawings
and other illustrations) provided that such making
available occurred prior to what date??

WIPO I PCT
The International
Patent System



Prior art for IPE (Rule 64.1) (2)

B \What Is the relevant date?

1 the date of the earlier application of which priority Is
claimed unless the IPEA considers that the priority
claim is not valid for reasons other than the fact that
the international filing date is later than the date on
which the priority period expired, but is within two
months from that date; or

 the international filing date of the international
application in all other cases

WIPO I PCT

The International
Patent System



Mandatory top-up search (Rule 66.1ter)

B Aims at uncovering any prior art not available at the time
when the ISR was established, in particular “secret” prior art
(patent applications published on or after the date of
establishment of the ISR but which have an earlier
priority date)

B Exceptions:

L Only in respect of claims for which the IPEA establishes an
IPRP Chapter Il

dWhere a search would serve no useful purpose, e.g.
where the IPEA considers that the documents cited in the
ISR are sufficient to demonstrate lack of novelty of the
entire subject matter

WIPO I PCT

The International
Patent System
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Written opinion of IPEA (Rules 66.2
and 66.6)

B The written opinion of the ISA is considered to be the
written opinion of the IPEA (exception: IPEA decides
not to accept written opinions by certain other ISAS)

B Where the written opinion of the ISA is taken as the
written opinion of the IPEA, no second written opinion
has to be issued

M If a second written opinion is issued, the applicant may
respond within the time limit fixed in that second written
opinion

B Possibility to request an interview with the examiner at
the IPEA (RUIG 666) WIPO|PCT

The International
Patent System



The Iinternational preliminary report on
patentability (Chapter II) (1)

B Must be established by the IPEA within:

28 months from the priority date

d 6 months from the time provided under Rule 69.1 for
the start of the international preliminary examination

6 months from date of receipt by IPEA of translation
under Rule 55.2,

whichever expires last (Rule 69.2)

WIPO I PCT
The International
Patent System



The international preliminary report on
patentability (Chapter Il) (2)

B May contain “annexes” (Rule 70.16):

] replacement sheets containing amendments under
Art. 19 or Art. 34 and any letter indicating the basis for
the amendments

] replacement sheets containing rectifications of
obvious mistakes authorized under Rule 91 by the
IPEA and accompanying letter

 when referred to in the report, any sheet and letter
concerning the rectification of an obvious mistake
which has not been taken into account because it was
not available in time (Rule 66.4bis)

WIPOIPCT



The international preliminary report on
patentability (Chapter II) (3)

B May contain “annexes” (Rule 70.16):

 earlier amendments when later amendments are not
used as a basis for the report because they are

= considered to go beyond the disclosure Iin the
International application or

* not accompanied by a letter indicating the basis for
the amendments

B Not annexed to the report: any other correspondence or
copies of amendments superseded by later amendments

WIPO I PCT
The International
Patent System



The international preliminary report on
patentability (Chapter II) (4)

B No provisions for appeal or further proceedings during the
International phase before the International Authorities

B Sent to the applicant and the IB (Rule 71.1)

M |IB forwards copies of the report, and any required
translation of the report into English (prepared by the IB),
to the elected Offices (Article 36(3)(a) and Rule 72.1)

B The annexes are not translated by the IB
(Article 36(3)(b))

WIPO I PCT
The International
Patent System



The international preliminary report on
patentability (Chapter Il) (5)

B Calls attention to:
[ non-written disclosures (see Rules 64.2 and 70.9)

[ certain published documents (see Rules 64.3 and 70.10)

B Shall cite (Rule 70.7):

d all documents considered to be relevant for supporting
statements made concerning claims

L documents whether or not they are cited in the ISR

J documents cited in the ISR when the IPEA considers them
relevant WIPOIPCT

The International
Patent System



The International Preliminary Report on
Patentabllity (Chapter II)

PATENT COOPERATION TREATY

i PCT

INTERNATIONAL PRELIMINARY REPORT ON PATENTABILITY
{Chapter II of the Patent Cooperation Treaty)

(PCT Article 36 and Rule 70)
Applis " s file reference
PRllchar's or aget's e FOR FURTHER ACTION  Sec Form PCT/IPEA/16
1099 PCT
Intemational application No onal filing date Priority da
POT/SE2007 /000669 09-07-2007 -

International Patent Classification {IPC} or national classification and IPC
gee Supplemental Box

Applicant
Flir Systems AB et al

1. This report is the i i e ination Tepart, by this
Autharity under Article 35 and transmitted to the applicant sccording to Article 36.

2. 'This REPORT consists of a total of 5 sheets, including this cover sheel.

3. This report is also by ANNEXES, i

2 X oot o the appiicant and to the International Burecu) a toal of __4 sheets, as follows:
E shemnfm:dm:r'qztinn,clmmand!urdnwiuaswhid!hv:bmannndadandmlhzhulsnfddsmpm
andlor shests eontaining rectifications auhorized by this Authority (see Rule 70.16 and Section 607 of the
Administrative Instruetions).
D sheets which supersede earlier sheets, but which this Authority considers contain un emendment that goes
beyond the disclosure in the i i jcation as filed, as indicated in itern 4 of Box No, [ and the

b, I:l (went to the International Bureaw only) a total of (indicate type and numiber of electronic carrien(s))
, conaining a sequencs listing andfor tables related thereto, in electronic

Torm only, as indicated in the Suppiemental Box Relating to Sequence Listing (see Section 302 of the
Administrative [nstructions).

4, This report contains indications relating to the following items:

Box Ne. 1 Basis of the report

Bax No, [T Priority

BoxNo. Il Mon-cstablishment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and indusrial applicebility
Bex No. [V Lack of unity of invention

Box No. ¥ Rensoned statement under Article 35(2) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial
ivabiliby: citath g
Box No. V1 Certein docaments cited

Box Mo, VIL  Certain defests in the intemational application

OO0 KOO0

HoxNo. VNI Cenain ons on the i ional
Date of submriszion of the demand Dt of completion of this report
28-01-2009 19-10-200%
Name and mailing address of the IPEASE Anghorized officer
Fatent- och registreringsverket
Box 5058
5-102 43 STOCKHOLM Alexander Lakic / MRo

Facsimile Mo, +46 8 657 73 88 Telephone No. +46 8 782 25 00 WIPO PCT

Form PCT/IPEA/09 (cover sheet) {January 2009)

The International

Patent System
JP

Session 1 -38




The International Preliminary Report on
Patentabllity (Chapter II)

2 With regard to the elements of the international application, this report is based on (replacement sheets which have been furnished to the
receiving Office in response to an invitation under Article 14 are referred to in this report as “oviginally filed” and are not annexed to
this report):

the international application as originally filed/furnished

the description:
pages 1-4,6-14 as originally filed/furnished
pages* _ 5 received by this Authorityon  09.02.2009
pages* received by this Authority on

E the claims:
nos. 3-5 as originally filed/furnished
nos.* as amended (together with any statement) under Asticle 19
nos.*  1=2 received by this Authoritvon  09.02.2009
nos. * received by this Authority on

N
M the drawings:

sheets 1-4 as originally filed/furnished
sheets* received by this Authority on
sheets® received by this Authority on
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Box No. V Reasoned statement under Article 35(2) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial applicability;
citations and explanations supporting such statement
1. Statement
Novelty (N) Claims 1-5 YES
Claims NO
Inventive step (IS) Claims 1-5 YES
Claims NO
Industrial applicability (LA) Claims 1-5 YES
Claims NGO
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Claims 1-5

“A means for selecting a device to be operated,
which selects an external device corresponding to a
physical address designated in a first CEC message when
device not compatible with CEC is included in the input
path via which a seccond CEC message is transmitted,”
described in c¢laim 1, is not mentioned in the above
document, nor would a person skilled in the art having
reference to the above document easily conceive of said
means.

Accordingly, the novelty and inventive step of the

invention as set forth in claims 1-5 are not denied by

the above document.
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