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Introduction

Why is “standardized applicant name” important?

= |P information is effectively managed and searched by applicant names

Applicants

Management of their own
patent applications

Prior art search and
business trends analysis

Applicant management,

Industry
Reliable statistics
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KIPO'’s Progress on “Applicant Name Standardization” G'«Po.

< Progress on "Applicant Name Standardization” project >

¢ Collection of information on applicant management in
various organizations

- EPO, OECD, Eurostat
- OROPO(open register of patent ownership) Jul-Aug

-JPO, SIPO, USPTO, WIPO etc.

. Co,;ﬁ-parison_:and analysis of each information on applicant

b Jul-Sep
management
_? Surveys on the project from industries Sep-Oct
i ES;cab'lT\sh,,_strategic plan on the project Oct-Dec
+ Presentation on the progress of the project at 374 GD TF 16 Feb

meeting
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Standardization procedure

Step 1. Intra-office standardization
- Standardized applicant names in KIPO and EPO can be extended to JPO, SIPO, and
USPTO based on family information
2X Premise: applicants are same among family patents
Step 2. Inter-office standardization
- Standardized applicant names in IP5 offices are grouped in the mapping table

KIPO Intra-office EPO JPO Intra-officeSIPO USPTO
dandardizatioh rﬁrdizatih _n
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Standardization procedure (revised)

@] Applicant name should be standardized based on both family information and
time information
- Applicants may not be same among family patents, when applicants are changed after

application by right transfer, company M&A, etc.
X Premise: applicants are same among family patents at the time of application

e.g. applicant name of family patents
- EPO | USPTO
A 4
B TR &t
INVE Tp—Ia—T4 (2008.10.16)
hIL hoi=—— YsFyKk
(2008.11.07)
SHO|E YA FAIZ|AL
(2008.12.13) l
l Hanmi Holdings Co. Ltd
(2009.01.20)
SHO|ALO| AA =M B|AL
(2009.04.03)
v 1
/\‘/E_'U‘*(I_‘J_Z ?J>l\° Hanmi Science Co. Ltd
=— USTwF (2009.05.20) Hanmi Science Co. Ltd
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standardization procedure — global mapping table G

[m] Applicant names at the time of application are matched and the data set are
accumulated to build ‘Global Mapping Table(Database) of Applicant Name’

e.g. global mapping table

otO| % E N2 TF LAVER  EERAR T
T AID| AL ) A= YSTFUR Rt et

Ll E—a T Hanmi Holdings Co. |+ -
FAN .

o|olA ) i _ Hanmi Science Co.
2| At Ltd.

[m] Standardization does not actually change applicant name itself !!!
—> Only ‘Mapping table’ is shared among IP5 offices, to manage applicants,
to produce statistics, and to provide reliable search results
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standardization procedure — global mapping table Gro

m] Global Mapping Table can also be utilized to check applicant’s identity
in GD Active component

4 N

Applicant

Global Doccier

sho|Qk= Hanmi Pharma-
Z= M| A} ceutical Co.Ltd.
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Tentative schedule for applicant name standardization &GP

(@] KIPO would like to know if IP5 offices trace the change of applicant name
- KIPO wiill circulate a survey on its management on March, 2016

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12

Survey on applicant name C Modeling and linking of

2016 change management collection family and time Modeling

Pilot project

Feedback ™ . . . ' Evaluation Refinement of )
companies

Feedback Global Mapping Table for IP5 Applicant name Distribution p Global
2018 ) .
from industr mapping table

[m] By the end of 2018, KIPO hopes to complete the project and show a fruitful
result to IP5 offices and industry group
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Thank You
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