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INTRODUCTION

1. The Committee of Experts of the IPC Union (hereinafter referred to as “the Committee”)
held its fifty-sixth session in Geneva in hybrid format from February 25 to 27, 2025. The
following members of the Committee were represented at the session: Armenia, Australia,
Austria, Belarus, Brazil, Bulgaria, Canada, China, Croatia, Czech Republic, Denmark, Egypt,
Estonia, Finland, France, Germany, Greece, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Japan, Kyrgyzstan, Mexico,
(Kingdom of the) Netherlands, Norway, Peru, Portugal, Republic of Korea, Republic of Moldova,
Romania, Russian Federation, Saudi Arabia, Serbia, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, Tirkiye,
United Kingdom, United States of America , Uzbekistan (40). Cyprus, India, European Patent
Office (EPO), European Law Students’ Association (ELSA International) were also represented.
The list of participants appears as Annex | to this report.

2.  The session was opened by Mr. K. Natsume, Assistant Director General, who welcomed
the participants.



IPC/CE/56/2
page 2

OFFICERS

3.  The Committee unanimously re-elected Mr. Fergal Brady (Ireland) as Chair and elected
Ms. Magalie Mathon (France) and Mr. Hee Sang Shin as Vice.Chairs.

4.  Ms. XU Ning (WIPO) acted as Secretary of the session.
ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA

5. The Committee unanimously adopted the agenda, which appears as Annex Il to
this report.

6. As decided by the Governing Bodies of WIPO at their tenth series of meetings held from
September 24 to October 2, 1979 (see document AB/X/32, paragraphs 51 and 52), the report of
this session reflects only the conclusions of the Committee (decisions, recommendations,
opinions, etc.) and does not, in particular, reflect the statements made by any participant,
except where a reservation in relation to any specific conclusion of the Committee was
expressed or repeated after the conclusion was reached.

REPORT ON THE TWENTY-SEVENTH SESSION OF THE IP5 WG1-WORKING GROUP ON
CLASSIFICATION

7.  The Committee noted an oral report by the Republic of Korea on behalf of the
FivelPOffices (hereinafter referred to as “the IP5 Offices”), on the twenty-seventh session of the
IP5 Working Group on Classification (IP5 WG1), held virtually on September 24 to 30, 2024.

8.  The IP5 Offices agreed to promote five IP5 projects (F projects) to the IPC phase, one of
which was from the IPC Revision Roadmap (hereinafter referred to as “Roadmap”) candidate
areas.

9. It was noted that KIPO, on behalf of the IP5 Offices, had posted to the IPC e-forum under
project CE 456, the updated lists of all ongoing IP5 projects and proposals (see Annex 48 to
project file) to avoid overlapping between the IPC revision requests and the IP5 ongoing
revision activities.

10. The Committee further noted that the twenty-eighth physical session of the IP5 WG1 will
be hosted by KIPO on March 24 to 28, 2025.

REPORT ON THE PROGRESS OF THE IPC REVISION PROGRAM

11. The Committee noted a comprehensive status report, presented in Annex 25 to project file
CE 462, prepared by the International Bureau containing an update on the activities of the IPC
Revision Working Group (hereinafter referred to as "the Working Group") up to early 2025.

12. The Committee noted that the total number of revision projects per IPC version remained
relatively stable, with an average of approximately 20 projects per version. The electrical field
continued to account for the highest proportion of projects, followed by mechanical and
chemical fields. The introduction of information on projects related to the new emerging
technologies (NETs) indicated the growing need to adapt IPC classifications to reflect
technological developments.

13. The participation of various national offices as Rapporteurs and Translators was
highlighted. In addition to the IP5 Offices, offices such as Brazil, Canada and Germany
submitted revision requests under the framework of the updated Roadmap. Translation
responsibilities were primarily handled by Canada, France, Switzerland and the EPO for the
French version of the IPC.


https://www3.wipo.int/classifications/ipc/ipcef/public/en/project/CE456
https://www3.wipo.int/classifications/ipc/ipcef/public/en/project/CE462
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14. The average IPC-phase period remained stable at around 9.4 months for F projects and
12.6 months for C projects. A slight increase in revision timelines was observed, particularly in
semiconductor-related projects, due to their inherent complexity.

15. The Committee took note of the suggestion from the EPO regarding the inclusion of
deleted IPC entries in future status reports. The Committee agreed that future reports should
aim to present an overall picture of the revision by including statistics on both new and deleted
entries, along with the net change in IPC classifications, which would reflect a more accurate
evolution of the IPC. The International Bureau was invited to consider the integration of this
information into the next report.

16. The Committee noted concerns expressed on the frequent application of “electronic
approvals” by the Working Group. The Working Group was invited to consider applying this
approach carefully, e.g. in special circumstances.

17. The Committee discussed the issue raised on the various terms used in Working Group
decisions. The Committee invited the Working Group to review and clarify the terminology used
in Working Group decisions to ensure transparency, for example, to avoid using “tentatively
approved” in its Working Group decision texts. Offices were encouraged to submit suggestions
or comments to the IPC e-forum under project WG 000.

18. The Committee also noted comments about making documents relating to IPC revision
strategies and procedures more obvious to offices. The International Bureau was then invited
to compile those relevant documents and investigate the ways to make them more visible, e.g.
for newcomers.

19. The Committee also acknowledged a proposal to schedule the spring session of the
Working Group earlier, preferably, in the second half of April or the very beginning of May. The
International Bureau was invited to consider this suggestion when planning future meetings,
while recognizing potential challenges due to WIPO and national official holidays.

20. The Committee expressed satisfaction with the efficiency and strategic direction of the
IPC revision conducted by the Working Group, encouraged further participation from offices in
the revision process under the Roadmap and emphasized the importance of maintaining a
balance between quality and efficiency of the IPC revision.

21. The Committee invited the Working Group to continue its efforts in ensuring that IPC
revisions remain reflective of technological development, with particular focus on the integration
of NETs and the continuous improvement of classification consistency.

REPORT OF THE EXPERT GROUP ON SEMICONDUCTOR TECHNOLOGY (EGST)
22. The Committee noted a status report made by the EPO, the leading office of the EGST.

23. The Committee was informed that three new subclasses under the new class H10, i.e.,
H10D, H10F and H10H, had been approved and entered into force in the IPC 2025.01. Two
more projects namely, C 517 and C 518, containing two new subclasses H10P and H10W, were
under discussion on the IPC e-forum targeting for IPC 2026.01.

24. The Committee noted that the EGST had almost accomplished all its objectives by
creating a Class H10 and its seven subclasses, while five subclasses entered into force in IPC
2023.01 and IPC 2025.01, another two subclasses targeting for IPC 2026.01, which would
make a significant milestone.


https://www3.wipo.int/classifications/ipc/ipcef/public/en/project/C517
https://www3.wipo.int/classifications/ipc/ipcef/public/en/project/C518
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25. The Committee expressed its deep and sincere appreciation to all the EGST members,
and, in particular, to the EPO, the leading office of the EGST, for their invaluable dedication and
contributions, as well as the remarkable outcomes over the past several years.

26. The Committee also noted a potential closing of project CE 481 at its next session.
REPORT ON THE PROGRESS OF THE CPC AND FI REVISION PROGRAMS

27. The Committee noted a presentation provided by the EPO on the recent updates of the
CPC and a presentation made by the JPO on the recent progress and developments of FI/F-
term.

28. The Committee noted that, as of February 2, 2025, the CPC data coverage was increased
to about 78 million patent documents, including 2.7 million NPL documents by using Atrtificial
Intelligence (Al).

29. The Committee was further informed about the integration of IPC 2025.01 into the
January 1, 2025-release of the CPC, resulting in only three CPC releases in 2025 instead of
four, i.e. January 1, May 1 and August 1.

30. The Committee was informed that the Fl revision in 2025.01 covered 300 main groups
while F-term revision related to 18 themes in 2024.04. The Committee was informed that a List
of candidate areas for Fl revision had been established, which is similar as the List of IPC
candidate areas under the IPC Revision Roadmap.

31. The Committee further noted that the FI reclassification methods continued to include
Machine learning, search logical expression and intellectual reclassification.

32. The Committee expressed its gratitude to the EPO and JPO for their efforts to integrate
IPC 2025.01 into the CPC and Fl in January 2025 and reconfirmed the shared understanding
that the coherency between the IPC and IPC-based classification schemes was important and
the efforts to enhance and maintain such coherency should continue, and, in particular, in NET-
related areas.

AMENDMENTS TO THE GUIDE TO THE IPC AND OTHER BASIC IPC DOCUMENTS

33. Discussions were based on Annex 109 to project file CE 454, containing a rapporteur

report with a compilation of proposed amendments, with comments, to the Guide to the IPC
(hereinafter referred to as the “Guide”), in particular in Annexes 98 to 108 to the project file,

submitted respectively by Canada, the EPO, the Russian Federation, the Republic of Korea,
China, the International Bureau and the United Kingdom.

34. The Committee adopted, with some modifications, the amendments to the heading on the
first page and to paragraphs 37, 37bis, 42, title of section VII, 72, 74bis and its heading, 107bis,
111, 182bis, 183 and 187 of the Guide, which appear in Annexes 111 and 112 to the project file.
These amendments will be included in the version 2025 of the Guide.

35. Discussions were based Annex 108 to project file CE 455, containing a rapporteur report
with a compilation of proposed amendments with comments to the Guidelines for Revision of
the IPC (hereinafter referred to as the “Guidelines”), in particular in Annexes 103 to 107 to the
project file, submitted respectively by Canada, China, the EPO, Republic of Korea and the
International Bureau.

36. The Committee adopted, with some modifications, the amendments to the heading on the
first page and to paragraphs 61bis, 70bis, 99, 109, 109bis and 109ter of the Guidelines, which
appear in Annexes 109 and 110 to the project file.


https://www3.wipo.int/classifications/ipc/ipcef/public/en/project/CE481
https://www.wipo.int/edocs/mdocs/classifications/en/ipc_ce_56/ipc_ce_56_p1.pdf
https://www.wipo.int/edocs/mdocs/classifications/en/ipc_ce_56/ipc_ce_56_p2.pdf
https://www3.wipo.int/classifications/ipc/ipcef/public/en/project/CE454
https://www3.wipo.int/classifications/ipc/ipcef/public/en/project/CE455
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INTEGRATION OF NEW EMERGING TECHNOLOGIES (NET) INTO THE CANDIDATE
AREAS FOR REVISION UNDER THE IPC REVISION ROADMAP

37. Discussions were based on a rapporteur report in Annex 5 by the International Bureau
containing a summary of comments by Brazil and China in Annexes 3 and 4 to project file
CE 551.

38. The Committee recalled the initial proposal by the International Bureau (Annex 1 to project
file CE 551) at its last session aiming at promoting the transparency and visibility of the NET-
related technologies by integrating them into the current IPC candidates for revision under the
IPC Revision Roadmap. The Committee noted a shared common understanding that it would
be important to tagging the NET-related areas in the context of the Roadmap, and
consequently, this would help visualize the revision activities by the Working Group in the NET-
related areas. However, certain offices also expressed concerns about whether it was worth
putting too much efforts in developing potential objective criteria for NET identification, since it
would be simply indicative, instead of binding.

39. The Committee reconfirmed the decision at its last session that current revision practice
for NETs should continue to be implemented and applied when submitting new revision
requests by using IPC revision template. The International Bureau would take necessary steps
to make those requests or projects visible on the IPC e-forum, while discussions on potential
objective criteria for identification of the NETs would still continue under project CE 551.

REPRESENTATION OF SUPPLEMENTARY CLASSIFICATION IN THE IPC

40. Discussions were based on Annexes 12 and 13 containing a rapporteur report and a
proposal from China regarding the representation and unification of numbering formats for
supplementary classification symbols in the IPC. The project aimed to address the
inconsistencies between secondary classification schemes and indexing codes, clarifying their
role and enhancing classification efficiency. The proposal reaffirmed that the proposed
unification would not change the function of indexing schemes or secondary classification but
would aim to standardize their representation for better usability. It also suggested that
automated methods could facilitate reclassification with minimal resource investment.

41. China presented a proposal to unify the numbering of supplementary classification
symbols, i.e. assigning 6,000 series numbers for symbols combined with primary classification
symbols of multiple sections and 8,000 series numbers for those combined with primary
classification symbols only of the same section. China emphasized that this approach would
improve classification accuracy, reduce misclassification errors, and enhance IPC usability for
public users and automated systems.

42. The Committee acknowledged the merits of the proposal by China to enhance the user-
friendliness of the IPC. However, it was also noted concerns raised by offices regarding the
necessity of the proposed changes, their impact on office IT systems, and the workload involved
in reclassification. Some offices questioned whether the potential benefits of the proposed
changes would outweigh the associated costs and efforts. Additionally, it was mentioned
whether Artificial Intelligence (Al) could eventually reduce the need for secondary classification
and indexing codes.

43. The Committee decided to keep project CE 552 active for further discussions, which
would provide valuable insights into broader classification challenges. It was further decided to
revise the title from " Representation of Supplementary Classification in the IPC " to "
Secondary Classification and Indexing Schemes in the IPC " to better reflect the scope of
discussions.


https://www3.wipo.int/classifications/ipc/ipcef/public/en/project/CE551
https://www3.wipo.int/classifications/ipc/ipcef/public/en/project/CE551
https://www3.wipo.int/classifications/ipc/ipcef/public/en/project/CE551
https://www3.wipo.int/classifications/ipc/ipcef/private/en/project/CE552
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44. The Committee noted with gratitude that Germany volunteered to compile a list of existing
indexing schemes (see Annex 14 under project CE 552) to facilitate further deliberations while
offices would continue gathering feedback, including from public users, regarding the usability
and potential improvements to the IPC.

45. The International Bureau was invited to compile a list of projects from the past covering
related issues to reflect all the historical discussions, to ensure continuity and to avoid
redundant efforts.

RECLASSIFICATION STATUS REPORT AND TREATMENT OF NON-RECLASSIFIED
PATENT DOCUMENTS

46. Discussions were based on Annex 5 to project file CE 532, containing a rapporteur report
by the International Bureau on “Al-based IPC reclassification and relevant documentation” and
Annex 3 to project file CE 569, containing a reclassification status report from IPCWLMS by the
International Bureau.

47. The Committee noted the update on the Al-based IPC reclassification service, aiming to
replace the " Default Transfer " mechanism with an automated system leveraging DocDB data
and IPCCAT technology.

48. The Committee acknowledged the achievements of the project to date, while also noted
the significant technical challenges, particularly the complexity of data processing and longer-
than-expected execution times.

49. The Committee expressed appreciation for the efforts made by the International Bureau
and encouraged further exploration of Al-based solutions while ensuring reliability and
transparency in the decision-making process.

50. The Committee also noted the latest IPC reclassification statistics from IPCWLMS, which
indicated an increasing backlog of patent families remained to be reclassified for certain IPC
versions, particularly from 2017 onwards. It was noted that the problem with increased backlog
might be the result of the data quality issue, such as, mis-formatted reclassification data or
incorrectly application of reclassification status indicators, e.g. using "B” instead of "R" for
reclassified symbols. It was further noted that the International Bureau would investigate such
increases in more detail, with help from the EPO and try to find a solution to the problem.

51. The Committee noted, with gratitude, the intention of the EPO to propagate CPC
reclassification data into the IPC, which might help mitigate reclassification burdens in the IPC.

52. Having reviewed the overall picture of the reclassification statistics and noted that certain
legacy IPC versions remained to be reclassified had been more than 10 years old and with no
significant intellectual reclassification progress in the past years, the Committee decided to
apply default transfers for IPC versions 2009.01 to 2015.01 to improve search efficiency and
reduce the backlog.

53. The Committee acknowledged concerns from offices about the lower accuracy of the
reclassification data after applying default transfers and confirmation from the EPO that it would
be possible to mark those default transfer families in DocDB for future review when a better
solution is found, e.g. when better reclassification tools become available.

54. The Committee also agreed to establish a Task Force, to review the current and future
reclassification challenges, report reclassification issues encountered in offices and propose
solutions, in which the following offices volunteered to participate: Brazil, China, the EPO, the
Republic of Korea and Sweden. The Committee agreed that its other members could join the


https://www3.wipo.int/classifications/ipc/ipcef/private/en/project/CE552
https://www3.wipo.int/classifications/ipc/ipcef/public/en/project/CE532
https://www3.wipo.int/classifications/ipc/ipcef/public/en/project/CE569
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Task Force at any later stage. New project CE 562 was created to facilitate the discussion, with
the EPO and the International Bureau as Co-Rapporteurs.

55. The Committee recognized the importance of ensuring the IPC remain a reliable and
effective classification system and reaffirmed its commitment to addressing reclassification
challenges through both immediate and long-term strategies. The Committee encouraged
offices to submit reclassification data to IPCWLMS in the correct format, including the
appropriate attributes for already reclassified and deactivated IPC symbols, along with
corresponding version indicators, to improve processing efficiency.

REPORT ON IPC-RELATED IT SYSTEMS

56. The Secretariat provided a general overview of ongoing developments in the IPC - related
IT systems and, in particular, about certain changes related to WIPO IPCPUB Common Look
and Feel (L&F), followed by a demonstration to visualize those changes.

57. The Committee noted concerns expressed by certain offices about the lower visibility of
several functions in the IPCPUB Common L&F which were better presented in the old IPCPUB.
The Committee invited offices to submit their comments or suggestions in writing to the IPC e-
forum under project CE 447 (“Comments for improving the IPC Internet publication”) for further
investigation by the International Bureau.

58. The Secretariat explained that the WIPO Common L&F was part of WIPO Official New IP
Portal launched all across the Organization for providing greater consistency, for example,
unified navigation to facilitate movement between WIPO IP services, and modernize look and
feel to implement a common user interface for a consistent and unified user experience, etc.

EXPERIENCE FROM OFFICES ON COMPUTER-ASSISTED (E.G., AI-BASED)
CLASSIFICATION

59. The Committee noted, with gratitude, the presentations on the experience with computer-
assisted (e.g. Al-based) classification provided by the EPO and JPO.

60. The Committee observed that both offices had made significant advancements in the
application of Al for pre-classification, classification and reclassification of patent documents.

61. The EPO presented its experience in Al-based classification, highlighting its structured
approach towards pre-classification, classification, and reclassification, including its further
improvement of the Al-powered “CPC Text Categoriser” available for the public for CPC pre-
classification, the reclassification process, where Al assists examiners in batch processing, and
its dynamic Al-generated tagging for Y section classifications.

62. The JPO presented its Al initiatives, including its machine learning models to allocate Fl
and F-Term symbols to foreign patent documents, enabling comprehensive prior art searches
for both Japanese and foreign documents and method for patent classification by machine
learning using F-value and the need for standardized metrics for Al-classification across offices.
The Committee welcomed the JPO's efforts in exploring the use of Al for creating new
classifications.

63. The Committee discussed the challenges faced by offices, including Al performance
disparities across different technical fields, limitations in handling certain classification areas
(e.g. those heavily reliant on figures), the necessity of high-quality training data and leveraging
examiner feedback for improving classification accuracy over time. The absence of
standardized quality assessment metrics for Al-based classification was also highlighted.


https://www3.wipo.int/classifications/ipc/ipcef/public/en/project/CE562
https://www3.wipo.int/classifications/ipc/ipcef/public/en/project/CE447
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64. The Committee acknowledged the importance of continued information exchange in this
field and encouraged further collaboration among offices. The JPO proposed the establishment
of standard criteria for Al classification, including standardized training data and evaluation
metrics, to ensure comparability of results across offices.

65. The Committee invited more offices to share their experiences and insights on Al-based
classification at its next session. It was informed that all presentation materials, including past
ones, are made available on the IPC e-forum under project CE 524.

NEXT SESSION OF THE COMMITTEE OF EXPERTS

66. The Committee noted that the next (fifty-seventh) session would be held in Geneva in
early 2026, subject to the schedule of WIPO meetings, including principal Committees.

CLOSING OF THE SESSION
67. The Chair closed the session.

68. The Committee of Experts
unanimously adopted this report by
electronic means on March 17, 2025.

[Annexes follow]


https://www3.wipo.int/classifications/ipc/ipcef/public/en/project/CE524
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LISTE DES PARTICIPANTS/
LIST OF PARTICIPANTS

. ETATS/STATES

(dans I'ordre alphabétique des noms francais des Etats/
in the alphabetical order of the names in French)

ALLEMAGNE/GERMANY

Oliver STEINKELLNER (Mr.), Head, Classification Systems Section, German Patent and Trade
Mark Office (DPMA), Munich

Stefanie GABRIEL (Ms.), Deputy Head, Classification Systems Section, German Patent and
Trade Mark Office (DPMA), Munich

ARABIE SAOUDITE/SAUDI ARABIA

Rawabi ALMUHIMED (Ms.), Patent Examination Specialist, Patent Department, Saudi Authority
for Intellectual Property (SAIP), Riyadh

Faisal ALOTAIBI (Mr.), Data and Atrtificial Intelligence Solution Specialist, Data and Artificial
Intelligence Solution, Saudi Authority for Intellectual Property (SAIP), Riyadh

ARMENIE/ARMENIA

Avetis PERYAN (Mr.), Head, Inventions and Industrial Designs Examination Department,
Intellectual Property Office, Yerevan

AUSTRALIE/AUSTRALIA
Thanh NGUYEN (Ms.), Patent Examiner, Patents Examination Group, IP Australia, Canberra

Andrew BURGESS (Mr.), Patent Examiner, Patents Examination Group, IP Australia, Canberra

AUTRICHE/AUSTRIA
Akos BAZSO (Mr.), Examiner, Austrian Patent Office, Vienna

BELARUS/BELARUS

Maria BASHKOVA (Ms.), Department of Mechanics, Physics and Electrical Engineering,
Department of Industrial Property Expertise, National Center of Intellectual Property (NCIP),
Minsk

Anna DANILCHENKO (Ms.), Department of Biology and Chemistry, Industrial Property
Examination Department, National Center of Intellectual Property (NCIP), Minsk

BRESIL/BRAZIL

Catia VALDMAN (Ms.), Head, Documentation Division, Head, Classification Group, Department
of Intellectual Property and Metrology, National Institute of Industrial Property (INPI), Ministry of
Development, Industry, Commerce and Services (MDIC), Rio de Janeiro

Rodrigo FERRARO (Mr.), Patent Examiner, Secretariat for Competitiveness and Regulation,
National Institute of Industrial Property (INPI), Ministry of Development, Industry, Trade and
Services (MDIC), Belo Horizonte

Cristina ALEXANDRE (Ms.), Counsellor, Permanent Mission to the WTO, Geneva
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BULGARIE/BULGARIA

Radoslava MLADENOVA (Ms.), Patent Examiner, Directorate "Examination and Protection of
Inventions, Utility Models and Industrial Designs", The Patent Office of the Republic of Bulgaria,
Sofia

CANADA

Nancy BEAUCHEMIN (Ms.), gestionnaire de programme-International, Direction des brevets,
Office de la propriété intellectuelle du Canada (OPIC), Innovation, Sciences et Développement
Economique Canada (ISDE), Gatineau

CHINE/CHINA

HU An (Ms.), Director, International Communication Division, Patent Documentation
Department, China National Intellectual Property Administration (CNIPA), Beijing

NING Linjian (Ms.), Expert, China Patent Technology Development Corporation, China National
Intellectual Property Administration (CNIPA), Beijing

LI Rong (Ms.), Expert, China Patent Technology Development Corporation, China National
Intellectual Property Administration (CNIPA), Beijing

CROATIE/CROATIA

Gordana RICIJAS (Ms.), Head, Patent Examiners, Patent Department, State Intellectual
Property Office of the Republic of Croatia (SIPO), Zagreb

Marija JAZVIC MIOKOVIC (Ms.), Senior Administrative Advisor, Mechanics and Related Fields,
Patents Department, State Intellectual Property Office of the Republic of Croatia (SIPO), Zagreb

DANEMARK/DENMARK

Sven NYTOFT RASMUSSEN (Mr.), Senior Examiner, Danish Patent and Trademark Office,
Ministry of Industry, Business and Financial Affairs, Hgje, Taastrup

EGYPTE/EGYPT

Heba ABO MOHAMED (Ms.), Senior Pharmaceutical Patent Examiner, Patent
Technical Examination, Higher Education and Scientific Research Egyptian Patent Office, Cairo

Marwa HOSNY (Ms.), Senior Pharmaceutical Patent Examiner, Patent Technical Examination,
Higher Education and Scientific Research Egyptian Patent Office, Cairo

ESPAGNE/SPAIN

Mario CANADAS-CASTRO (Sr.), Jefe del Servicio de Documentacién, Departamento de
Patentes y Tecnologias de la Informacion, Oficina Espafiola de Patentes y Marcas (OEPM),
Ministerio de Industria, Comercio y Turismo, Madrid

Otén FERNANDEZ (Sr.), Examinador de Patentes, Departamento de Patentes y Tecnologias
de la Informacién, Oficina Espafola de Patentes y Marcas (OEPM), Ministerio de Industria y
Turismo, Madrid

Ledn MENA (Sr.), Examinador de Patentes, Departamento de Patentes, Oficina Espafiola de
Patentes y Marcas (OEPM), Ministerio de Industria y Turismo, Madrid

ESTONIE/ESTONIA
Aare ABRAMS (Mr.), Chief Examiner, Patent Department, Estonian Patent Office, Tallinn
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ETATS-UNIS D’AMERIQUE/UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

David LE (Mr.), Acting Director, Classification Quality and International Coordination Division,
Office of International Patent Cooperation (OIPC), United States Patent and Trademark Office
(USPTO), Department of Commerce, Alexandria

FEDERATION DE RUSSIE/RUSSIAN FEDERATION

Zoya VOYTSEKHOVSKAYA (Ms.), Senior Researcher, IPC Section, Federal Service for
Intellectual Property (ROSPATENT), Moscow

Anastasiia TOROPOVA (Ms.), Second Secretary, Legal, Permanent Mission, Geneva

Nataliya ALISOVA (Ms.), Senior Researcher, IPC Section, Federal Service for Intellectual
Property (ROSPATENT), Moscow

Andrey SHPIKALOV (Mr.), Senior Researcher, IPC Section, Federal Service for Intellectual
Property (ROSPATENT), Moscow

Lada TSIKUNOVA (Ms.), Senior Researcher, IPC Section, Federal Service for Intellectual
Property (ROSPATENT), Moscow

FINLANDE/FINLAND

Antti HOIKKALA (Mr.), Senior Patent Examiner, Finnish Patent and Registration Office (PRH),
Helsinki

FRANCE

Magalie MATHON (Mme), chargée de mission CIB, Département des Brevets, Institut national
de la propriété industrielle (INPI), Courbevoie

GRECE/GREECE

Dimitrios STAFYLAS (Mr.), Head of Search Directorate, Search Directorate, Hellenic Ministry of
Development /Hellenic Industrial Property (OBI), Athens

Aristeidis PITTARAS ( Mr.), Head of Application and Grants Directorate, Hellenic Ministry of
Development, Hellenic Industrial Property Organization (OBI), Athens

IRLANDE/IRELAND

Fergal BRADY (Mr.), Examiner of Patents, Patent Examination, Intellectual Property Office of
Ireland, Department of Enterprise, Trade and Employment, Kilkenny

ISRAEL/ISRAEL

Orit REGEV (Ms.), Deputy Superintendent of Examiners, Israel Patent Office, Ministry of
Justice, Jerusalem

Yoav SIN MALIA (Mr.), Information Systems Manager, Patents, Israel Patent Office, Ministry of
Justice, Moddiin

ITALIE/ITALY
Felice PISCITELLO (Mr.), Scientific Attaché, Permanent Mission, Geneva

Vittorio RAGONESI (Mr.), Expert, Copyright, Minister of Culture, Rome
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JAPON/JAPAN

Norihisa KATO (Mr.), Director, Examination Policy Planning Office, Japan Patent Office (JPO),
Tokyo

Masato MIYACHI (Mr.), Deputy Director, Examination Policy Planning Office, Japan Patent
Office (JPO), Tokyo

Kengo SHIMIZU (Mr.), Assistant Director, Examination Policy Planning Office, Japan Patent
Office (JPO)), Tokyo

Ayane TAKAKUSAKI (Ms.), Assistant Director, Examination Policy Planning Office, Japan
Patent Office (JPO, Tokyo

KIRGHIZISTAN/KYRGYZSTAN

Artyk BAZARKULOQV (Mr.), Head, Examination Department, State Agency of Intellectual
Property and Innovation under the Cabinet of Ministers of the Kyrgyz Republic, Bishkek

MEXIQUE/MEXICO

Pablo ZENTENO MARQUEZ (Sr.), Especialista A en Propiedad Industrial, Direccién Divisional
de Patentes, Instituto Mexicano de la Propiedad Industrial (IMPI), Ciudad de México

Rodrigo Alonso LOPEZ TOVAR (Sr.), Segundo Secretario, Propiedad Intelectual, Misién
Permanente, Ginebra

NORVEGE/NORWAY

Bente AARUM-ULVAS (Ms.), Chief Examiner, Process and Industry, Patent, Norwegian
Industrial Property Office (NIPO), Oslo

OUZBEKISTAN/UZBEKISTAN

Muzraf IKRAMOV (Mr.), Deputy Minister, Ministry of Justice of the Republic of Uzbekistan,
Tashkent

Karel-leronim MAVLYANQOV (Mr.), Group of Industrial Technologies and Construction,
Department of Inventions and Utility Models Department, Center for Intellectual Property State
Institution under the Ministry of Justice of the Republic of Uzbekistan, Tashkent

NILUFAR RAKHMATULLAEVA (Ms.), Top Examiner, Invention and Utility Model Department,
Center for Intellectual Property State Institution under the Ministry of Justice of the Republic of
Uzbekistan, Tashkent

Boburkan ABBASOV (Mr.), Senior Consultant, Intellectual Property Department, Center for
Intellectual Property State Institution under the Ministry of Justice of the Republic of Uzbekistan,
Tashkent

PAYS-BAS (ROYAUME DES)/NETHERLANDS (KINGDOM OF THE)

Mark PETERS (Mr.), Examiner, Electrical Engineering, Netherlands Patent Office, Ministry of
Economic Affairs, The Hague

PEROU/PERU

Belen GONZALEZ (Sra.), Coordinador técnico del area farmacéutica, Direccidén de Invenciones
y Tecnologias Informativas, Instituto Nacional de Defensa de la Competencia y de la Proteccion
de la Propiedad Intelectual (INDECOPI), Lima
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PORTUGAL

Roxana ONOFREI (Ms.), Patent Examiner, Patents and Utility Models Department, Portuguese
Institute of Industrial Property (INPI), Ministry of Justice, Lisbon

Fedra OLIVEIRA (Ms.), Patent Examiner, Patents and Utility Models Department, Portuguese
Institute of Industrial Property (INPI), Ministry of Justice, Lisbon

REPUBLIQUE DE COREE/REPUBLIC OF KOREA

SHIN Hee Sang (Mr.), Deputy Director, Patent Examination Policy Coordination Division,
Korean Intellectual Property Office (KIPO), Daejeon

JUNG Byungte (Mr.), Director, Industrial Property Information Infrastructure Bureau, Korea
Institute of Intellectual Property Promotion (KIPRO), Daejeon

JEONG Jieun (Ms.), Team Leader, International Cooperation Team, Industrial Property
Information Infrastructure Bureau, Korea Institute of Intellectual Property Promotion (KIPRO),
Daejeon

KIM Juhyeok (Mr.), Researcher, International Cooperation Team, Industrial Property Information
Infrastructure Bureau, Korea Institute of Intellectual Property Promotion (KIPRO), Daejeon

KIM Youngji (Ms.), Senior Researcher, International Cooperation Team, Industrial Property
Information Infrastructure Bureau, Korea Institute of Intellectual Property Promotion (KIPRO),
Daejeon

LEE Jaeheon (Mr.), Researcher, International Cooperation Team, Industrial Property
Information Infrastructure Bureau, Korea Institute of Intellectual Property Promotion (KIPRO),
Daejeon

PARK Hyunsoo (Mr.), First Secretary (IP Attache), Economy, Intellectual Property, Permanent
Mission, Geneva

REPUBLIQUE DE MOLDOVA/REPUBLIC OF MOLDOVA

Inesa COLESNIC (Ms.), Lead Specialist, Patents Department, Examination Division, State
Agency on Intellectual Property (AGEPI), Chisinau

REPUBLIQUE TCHEQUE/CZECH REPUBLIC

Jarmila AVRATOVA (Ms.), Engineer, Patent Information, Industrial Property Office of the Czech
Republic, Prague

ROUMANIE/ROMANIA

Anca IONESCU (Ms.), Examiner, Patents, State Office for Inventions and Trademarks (OSIM),
Bucharest

Anca POPESCU (Ms.), Examiner, Electricity, State Office for Inventions and Trademarks
(OSIM), Bucharest

ROYAUME-UNI/UNITED KINGDOM

Jeremy COWEN (Mr.), Senior Patent Examiner, Secure Patents, Patent Examination Division,
United Kingdom Intellectual Property Office (UKIPO), Newport

SERBIE/SERBIA

Zorica PETROVIC (Ms.), Patent Examiner, Patent Sector, The Intellectual Property Office,
Belgrade
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SUEDE/SWEDEN

Anders BRUUN (Mr.), Patent Expert, Swedish Patent and Registration Office, Patent Division,
Stockholm

Moa EMLING (Ms.), Senior Examiner, Chemistry, Swedish Patent and Registration Office,
Patent Division, Taby

Tomas LUND (Mr.), Senior Patent Examiner, Patent, Swedish Patent and Registration Office,
Patent Division, Stockholm

Felix NYSTROM (Mr.), First Secretary, Permanent Mission, Geneva

SUISSE/SWITZERLAND

Pascal WEIBEL (M.), chef Examen, Division des brevets, Institut fédéral suisse de la propriété
intellectuelle, Berne

TURKIYE

Atalay Berk DAMGACIOGLU (Mr.), Industrial Property Expert, Patent Department, Turkish
Patent and Trademark Office (TURKPATENT), Ankara

Il. ETATS OBSERVATEURS/OBSERVER STATES

CHYPRE/CYPRUS

Savvakis HADJIMINAS (Mr.), Attaché, Digital and Intellectual Property Affairs, Permanent
Mission

INDE/INDIA

Seetha Raman ARUMUGANAINAR (Mr.), Assistant Controller of Patents and Designs, Office of
the Controller General of Patents, Designs and Trade Marks, Department for Promotion of
Industry and Internal Trade, Ministry of Commerce and Industry, Government of India, Chennai

Sreedhar PANCHUMARTHI (Mr.), Assistant Controller of Patents and Designs, Office of the
Controller General of Patents, Designs and Trade Marks, Department for Promotion of Industry
and Internal Trade, Ministry of Commerce and Industry, Government of India, Chennai

Sai Santhosh Kumar IRRINKI (Mr.), Examiner of Patents, Office of the Controller General of
Patents, Designs and Trade Marks, Department for Promotion of Industry and Internal Trade,
Ministry of Commerce and Industry, Government of India, Chennai

Praveen KUMAR GOND (Mr.), Examiner of Patents and Designs, Mechanical, Patent Office,
Office of the Controller General of Patents, Designs and Trade Marks, Department for
Promotion of Industry and Internal Trade, Ministry of Commerce and Industry, Government of
India, New Delhi

Sai Santhosh Kumar IRRINKI (Mr.), Examiner of Patents, Patent Office, Office of the Controller
General of Patents, Designs and Trade Marks, Department for Promotion of Industry and
Internal Trade, Ministry of Commerce and Industry, Government of India, Chennai

Saikat Saikat GAYEN (Mr.), Examiner of Patents and Designs, Patent Office, Office of the
Controller General of Patents, Designs and Trade Marks, Department for Promotion of Industry
and Internal Trade, Ministry of Commerce and Industry, Government of India, Chennai
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. ORGANISATION INTERGOUVERNEMENTALE/INTERGOVERNMENTAL
ORGANIZATION

ORGANISATION EUROPEENNE DES BREVETS (OEB)YEUROPEAN PATENT
ORGANISATION (EPO)

Pierre HELD (Mr.), Administrator, European and International Affairs, Rijswijk

Roberto IASEVOLI (Mr.), Head, Classification Board, Classification and Documentation, Rijswijk

IV. ORGANISATION NON GOUVERNEMENTALE/NON-GOVERNMENTAL
ORGANIZATION

ASSOCIATION EUROPEENNE DES ETUDIANTS EN DROIT (ELSA
INTERNATIONAL)YEUROPEAN LAW STUDENTS' ASSOCIATION (ELSA INTERNATIONAL)

Roksana Inga RYBICKA (Ms.), Head of Delegation, Brussels
Ana-Maria TUDOR (Ms.), Delegate, Brussels

V. BUREAU/OFFICERS

président/Chair: Fergal BRADY (M./Mr.) (Irlande/Ireland)
vice-présidents/Vice-Chairs: Magalie MATHON (Mme/Ms.) (France)

SHIN Hee Sang (M./Mr.)(République de Corée/Republic of Korea)
secrétaire/ Secretary: XU Ning (Mme/Ms.) (OMPI/WIPO)

VI. BUREAU INTERNATIONAL DE L’ORGANISATION MONDIALE DE LA PROPRIETE
INTELLECTUELLE (OMPI)/INTERNATIONAL BUREAU OF THE WORLD
INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY ORGANIZATION (WIPO)

Ken-Ichiro NATSUME (M./Mr.), sous-directeur général du Secteur de l'infrastructure et des
plateformes/Assistant Director General, Infrastructure and Platforms Sector

Kunihiko FUSHIMI (M./Mr.), directeur de la Division des classifications internationales et des
normes, Secteur de linfrastructure et des plateformes/Director, International Classifications and
Standards Division, Infrastructure and Platforms Sector

XU Ning (Mme/Ms.), chef de la Section de la classification internationale des brevets (CIB),
Division des classifications internationales et des normes, Secteur de l'infrastructure et des
plateformes/Head, International Patent Classification (IPC) Section, International Classifications
and Standards Division, Infrastructure and Platforms Sector

Olivier COLLIOUD (M./Mr.), administrateur de projets de la Section des systémes
informatiques, Division des classifications internationales et des normes, Secteur de
linfrastructure et des plateformes/Project Officer, IT Systems Section, International
Classifications and Standards Division, Infrastructure and Platforms Sector

Rastislav MARCOK (M./Mr.), administrateur principal de la classification des brevets de la
Section de la classification internationale des brevets (CIB), Division des classifications
internationales et des normes, Secteur de l'infrastructure et des plateformes/Senior Patent
Classification Officer, International Patent Classification (IPC) Section, International
Classifications and Standards Division, Infrastructure and Platforms Sector
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Isabelle MALANGA SALAZAR (Mme/Ms.), assistante a I'information de la Section de la
classification internationale des brevets (CIB), Division des classifications internationales et des
normes, Secteur de de l'infrastructure et des plateformes/Information Assistant, International
Patent Classification (IPC) Section, International Classifications and Standards Division,
Infrastructure and Platforms Sector

Caroline SCHLESSINGER (Mme/Ms.), secrétaire Il de la Division des classifications
internationales et des normes, Secteur de de l'infrastructure et des plateformes/Secretary Il,
International Classifications and Standards Division, Infrastructure and Platforms Sector

[L’annexe Il suit//
Annex |l follows]
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AGENDA

10.

11.

12.

13.
14.
15.

Opening of the session
Election of a Chair and two Vice-Chairs

Report on the twenty-seventh session of the IP5 WG1-Working Group on Classification
Oral report by KIPO on behalf of the FivelPOffices.

Report on the progress of the IPC revision program
See project CE 462.

Report of the Expert Group on Semiconductor Technology (EGST)
See project CE 481.

Report on the progress of the CPC and Fl revision programs
Reports by the EPO and the USPTO on the CPC and by the JPO on the FlI.

Amendments to the Guide to the IPC and other basic IPC documents
See projects CE 454 and CE 455.

Integration of New Emerging Technologies (NET) into the Candidate Areas for Revision
under the IPC Revision Roadmap
See project CE 551.

Representation of supplementary classification in the IPC
See project CE 552.

Reclassification status report and treatment of non-reclassified patent documents
See projects CE 569 and CE 532.

Report on IPC-related IT systems
Presentation by the International Bureau.

Experience from offices on computer-assisted (e.g., Al-based) classification
Presentations by offices and see project CE 524.

Next session of the Committee of Experts
Closing of the session
Adoption of the report

[End of document]


https://www3.wipo.int/classifications/ipc/ipcef/public/en/project/CE462
https://www3.wipo.int/classifications/ipc/ipcef/public/en/project/CE481
https://www3.wipo.int/classifications/ipc/ipcef/public/en/project/CE454
https://www3.wipo.int/classifications/ipc/ipcef/public/en/project/CE455
https://www3.wipo.int/classifications/ipc/ipcef/public/en/project/CE551
https://www3.wipo.int/classifications/ipc/ipcef/public/en/project/CE552
https://www3.wipo.int/classifications/ipc/ipcef/public/en/project/CE569
https://www3.wipo.int/classifications/ipc/ipcef/public/en/project/CE532
https://www3.wipo.int/classifications/ipc/ipcef/public/en/project/CE524
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