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No. of Domestic Filings

318,479 (2017)
318,381 (2016)
318,721 (2015)

No. of Decisions of Grant

183,919 (2017)
191,032 (2016)
173,015 (2015)

Court’s Decision

Objections to Patent in Japan

Applicant’s Opinion

Patent Application
(Patent Law §36)

Third-Party Initiated Objection

\ 4

JPQO’s Decision

Opposition to a Granted Patent
(Patent Law §113)

Decision of Grant
(Patent Law §51)

Suit for Reversal of

) Decision to
Revoke Patent

128 (2017)
155 (2016)
(2015)

(11) Decision to
Uphold Patent

1085 (2017)
645 (2016)
5 (2015)

Objection Initiated by Interested
Parties

Invalidity Trial

(Patent Law §123)

0
Trial Decision @
(Patent Law §178)

(i) Reversal of Trial (i1) Request Denied

becison (i)=(()+(ii)) 35 (2017) 108 (2017)
36 (2017) 58 (2017)  38.3%(2017) 56 (2016) 125 (2016)
23 (2016) 54 (2016)  29.9%(2016) 39 (2015) 144 (2015)
30 (2015) 48 (2015)  38.5%(2015)

*Compiled by: Koji SUGIMURA (Attorney-at-law, Japan)

Statistics data adapted from: JPO, “Annual Report on Patent Administration, 2018 edition”

(i) Request allowed (ii) Request denied

Note: The data items do not necessarily have strict correspondence relationships.
For example, an application filed in a certain year would not necessarily be subjected to a decision or objection within the same year.

, (July 2018).

No. of Opposition
Petitions

1,251 (2017)
1,214 (2016)
364 (2015)

(1)=((1)+(11))
10.6%(2017)
19.4%(2016)

0%(2015)

No. of Trial Requests

161 (2017)
140 (2016)
231 (2015)

(1)=((1)+(11))
24.5%(2017)
30.9%(2016)
21.3%(2015)



Objections to Misleading Representations in Japan under
the Act Act against Unjustifiable Premiums and Misleading Representations of Japan

Independent Investigation by

the Consumer Affairs Agency (CAA) (ii) No. of Investigations
Pertaining to Voluntary

(i) No. of Ex Officio

Investigations Ex Officio Investigation by Voluntary Report by | reports

93 (2017) CAA the Acting Entity 9 (2017)
45 (2016) (See, §29, UPMR Act) (§9, UPMR Act) 11 (2016)
129 (2015) 0 (2015)

. . . (iii) No. of Investigations
Information Provision by | pertaining to Info.
Third Party Provisions
< (E.g. UPMR Violation Allegation 323 (201 7)
Info. Provision Form, etc.) 310 (201 6)
301 (2015)

No. of Orders for Final Decision of CAA

Action
: Percentage of Info. Provision Related
;3 (%8:: Z) Ordg; SUTDCI\)A'I; ﬁcc,:c:“on Cases out of all Investigations
! (2015) ({if)+ (1) +(ii)+ (iii))
(2015) 76.0%(2017

84.7%(2016)
70.0%(2015)
* Compiled by: Koji SUGIMURA (Attorney-at-law, Japan)
Statistics data adapted from: CAA, “Report on UPMR implementation and measures geared at normalization of Representations etc. - 2017
Edition”, (June 2018).
Note: The data items do not necessarily have strict correspondence relationships.
For example, an investigation launched in a certain year would not necessarily be subjected to an Order for Action within the same year
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 The cases introduced here assume relationships between the two parts.

 For the purpose of simplicity, the piece of information transmitted by F, the article
distributed by W, the objection raised by O, the piece of information transmitted
by Q, and the article distributed by W; are respectively called EW;, O, Q and W;.

No node reaches O within 2 degree
of distance.

No node reaches Q within 2 degree
of distance.



(Case - |)

* Assume that O raises an objection against Wi.

* It implies that O depends on Wi; to reach such article.

« Therefore, in the model, this behavior of O is denoted by the arc sent by O to W..
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of distance.
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(Case - 2)
 Assume that O raises an objection against W, and that O cites Q.

* This condition is denoted by the arc sent by O to W, and the arc sent by O to Q.
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(Case - 3)
« Assume that O raises an objection against Wi, that O does not cite Q, and that Wi, curates and disseminates O.

- This condition is denoted by the arc sent by O to W;and the arc sent by W; to O.

* No arc is sent by O to Q.
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(Case - 4)
* Assume that O raises an objection against W;, that O cites Q, and that W; curates and disseminates O.
* This condition is denoted by the arc sent by O to W, the arc sent by O to Q, and the arc sent by W, to O.

* Note that W; depends on Q indirectly through O.
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(Case - 5)

+ Assume that O raises an objection against W;, that O cites Q, that W; curates and disseminates O, and that W;

directly cites Q.

- This condition is denoted by the arc sent by O to W;, the arc sent by O to Q, the arc sent by W;j to O, and the arc

sent by W, to Q.

« Note that W depends on Q directly.
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reaches O within 2 degree of distance.
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The change in Pagerank
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« Shinto Teramoto, Yuriko Haga, “Informed Consent in

Building Big data in Healthcare: The Essential Role of
Hubs in Curating and Disseminating Knowledge”, 4th
International Social Sciences and Business Research
Conference, Palermo, Italy, November 23

* Shinto TERAMOTO and Yuriko HAGA, The Essential

Role of Objections from Outsiders in Improving the
Quality of Information that is Curated and Disseminated
by Websites, The RCSL-SDJ Lisbon Meeting 2018 “Law
and Citizenship Beyond The States”, Lisbon, 12 Sep.
2018.

« Shinto TERAMOTO, Designing a Smarter Law that

Enables Smart Contracts that are Useful in Everyday
Life, Emerging Legal Issues for Artificial Intelligence (%

EREPRMEEZMPO) . &L 2018F11H268

+ Shinto Teramoto, Yuriko Haga, “Informed Consent in

Building Big data in Healthcare: The Essential Role of
Hubs in Curating and Disseminating Knowledge”, RJSH
Vol.4, No.2, July- December 2017

* Shinto TERAMOTO and Koji SUGIMURA, “The Essential

Role of Objections from Outsiders in Improving the
Quality of Information that is Curated and Disseminated
by Websites”, JOURNAL OF INTELLECTUAL
PROPERTY STUDIES, Volume Il, Issue 2, pp.00®-0@,
2019 [[RfeREP)
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