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IN SUMMARY:

This artic.e eIp.ores patent acce.eration programmes in leIicoL qt detai.s the mechanisms, 
beneEts and re•uirements of each programme, inc.uding how they faci.itate faster patent 
grants by uti.ising eIamination resu.ts pub.ished by other patent o’cesL qt a.so addresses the 
hand.ing of divisiona. app.ications and the differences in reciprocity among the programmesL 
qn addition, it considers recent .ega. and administrative changes that have introduced shorter 
prosecution time.ines and a reduced number of substantive o’ce actions in leIico, making 
ear.y c.aim strategy increasing.y important for app.icants seeking patent protection in the 
countryL The aim is to he.p app.icants make informed decisions on the most effective 
strategies to obtain •uicker and commercia..y meaningfu. patent protection in leIicoL

DISCUSSION POINTS:

H leIicoUs Erst PPS pi.ot with the O1PT4 began in 2055, becoming permanent in 2052L

H Around %jJ of patent app.ications E.ed in leIico originate from O1 app.icantsL

H qlPq has signed PPS agreements with maNor o’ces, inc.uding O1PT4, MP4, 8P4, 
6/qPA and others

H /ear.y G0J of PPS re•uests )particu.ar.y O1PT43MP4-basedC obtain a..owance within 
two to three monthsL

H 1ince  2020,  over  %,000  app.ications  have  been  processed  through  the  PPF 
programme

H The APF programme, .aunched in /ovember 202D, eIc.usive.y app.ies to O1PT4 
patentsL

H (ecent administrative ru.es reduced the number of substantive o’ce actions for 
patent and uti.ity mode. app.ications from four to two for app.ications E.ed on or after 
52 larch 202xL

H The 202x amendments to leIicoUs :edera. Baw for the Protection of qndustria. 
Property introduced a one-year time frame for qlPq to issue a Ena. decision once 
substantive eIamination beginsL

REFERENCED IN THIS ARTICLE:

H Patent Prosecution Sighway )PPSC

H Para..e. Patent Frant )PPFC

H Acce.erated Patent Frant )APFC

H 202x amendments to leIicoUs patent prosecution framework

qn the Ee.d of inte..ectua. property, obtaining a patent •uick.y and e’cient.y can be crucia. 
for protecting innovation and securing a competitive position in the marketL (ecognising 
this need, leIico has imp.emented different mechanisms to eIpedite the patent-granting 
processL Particu.ar.y, these mechanisms inc.ude the Patent Prosecution Sighway )PPSC, the 
Para..e. Patent Frant )PPFC and the Acce.erated Patent Frant )APFCL
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Mach of these programmes offers distinct advantages and re•uirements, addressing the 
speciEc needs of app.icantsL This artic.e eIp.ores how these programmes function and 
compares their particu.arities to he.p app.icants make informed decisions about the best 
strategy to acce.erate the granting of their patent app.icationsL

(ecent .ega. and administrative changes have made this ana.ysis even more re.evantL 
leIico has introduced a more time-bound prosecution framework, inc.uding a maIimum 
period of one year for qlPq to issue a Ena. decision once substantive eIamination begins 
and a reduction in the number of substantive o’ce actions for patent and uti.ity mode. 
app.ications E.ed on or after 52 larch 202xL These changes do not rep.ace the eIisting 
acce.eration programmes, but they affect how and when app.icants shou.d consider using 
themL

PPH

The PPS is a cooperative initiative among severa. patent o’ces wor.dwideL qt a..ows for 
eIpedited eIamination processes for corresponding patent app.ications that have a.ready 
received a favourab.e resu.t from the eIamination performed by another patent o’ceL 
Mssentia..y, if a patent app.ication is deemed patentab.e in one member country, it can be 
fast-tracked in another, reducing redundancy and speeding up the processL This means that 
another o’ce can reduce the work needed to eIamine the same invention by uti.ising the 
eIamination resu.t from the initia. o’ceL

This agreement has gained signiEcant popu.arity in recent years because it reduces the 
time each o’ce spends ana.ysing and eIamining patent app.ications, which are increasing 
g.oba..y each yearL

MEXICO’S INVOLVEMENT WITH THE PPH

leIicoUs invo.vement with the PPS began as a way to stream.ine patent processes and 
increase the e’ciency of the leIican qnstitute of qndustria. Property )qlPqCL The Erst PPS 
agreement in leIico was signed by qlPq in larch 2055 as a pi.ot programme with the Onited 
1tates Patent and Trademark 4’ce )O1PT4C, becoming a permanent programme in 2052L

Fiven that the Onited 1tates is leIicoUs principa. trading partner, and that around %jJ of 
the patent app.ications E.ed in leIico in recent years have come from O1 app.icants, this 
programme has proven to be an eIce..ent mechanism for acce.erating the eIamination of 
patent app.ications in leIico when a favourab.e resu.t is obtained from the O1PT4L

EVOLUTION OF PPH AGREEMENTS

;ue to the success of this programme, qlPq has signed PPS agreements with many of the 
wor.dUs maNor patent o’ces over the years, reducing the time needed to grant a patent among 
the participating o’cesL qnitia..y, the PPS was restricted to app.ications c.aiming priority from 
countries that had signed the agreementsL Sowever, the PPS has evo.ved to inc.ude three 
key types–

H PPS– a..ows the app.icant to re•uest acce.erated eIamination in the 4’ce of 1econd 
:i.ing using the eIamination resu.ts from the 4’ce of :irst :i.ingK

H PPS lottainai– a..ows the app.icant to re•uest acce.erated eIamination in the 
4’ce of Bater MIamination using the eIamination resu.ts from the 4’ce of Mar.ier 
MIamination, regard.ess of which o’ce conducted the Erst E.ingK and
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H P6T-PPS–  a..ows  an  app.icant  who  has  obtained  a  favourab.e  resu.t  in  the 
internationa. phase under a P6T app.ication to re•uest acce.erated eIamination of 
the corresponding app.ication in an 4’ce of Bater MIaminationL

PPS agreements signed by qlPq with each o’ce are different, so it is necessary to consu.t 
the app.icab.e ru.es for each of themL

leIico has estab.ished PPS agreements with severa. foreign patent o’ces, inc.uding–

H PaciEc A..iance )6o.ombia, 6hi.e and PeruCK

H Austria )Austrian Patent 4’ce ñ AP4CK

H 6anada )6anadian qnte..ectua. Property 4’ce ñ 6qP4CK

H 6hina )6hina /ationa. qnte..ectua. Property Administration ñ 6/qPACK

H éorea )éorean qnte..ectua. Property 4’ce ñ éqP4CK

H 1pain )4Ecina MspaWo.a de Patentes y larcas ñ 4MPlCK

H Onited 1tates of America )Onited 1tates Patent and Trademark 4’ce ñ O1PT4CK

H :rance )qnstitut /ationa. de .a Propri9t9 qndustrie..e ñ q/PqCK

H 8apan )8apan Patent 4’ce ñ 8P4CK

H Murope )Muropean Patent 4’ce ñ MP4CK

H 1ingapore )qnte..ectua. Property 4’ce of 1ingapore ñ qP41CK and

H Portuga. )Portuguese qnstitute of qndustria. Property ñ q/PqCL

qn practice, qlPqUs criteria often a.ign with the resu.ts from the O1PT4 or the MP4, resu.ting in 
the issuance of a /otice of A..owance in most casesL This contrasts with PPS re•uests based 
on patents granted by other o’ces with PPS agreements, where it is common to receive 
a substantive o’ce action re•uesting additiona. c.ariEcations before issuing the /otice of 
A..owanceL

CONDITIONS FOR PPH PARTICIPATION

qn genera. terms, to re•uest the participation of a leIican patent app.ication in a PPS 
agreement, the fo..owing conditions must be metL

H The leIican app.ication must have a.ready been pub.ished, the two-month period for 
third-party observations must have passed and the substantive eIamination by qlPq 
must not have begunL

H The c.aims of  the leIican app.ication must su’cient.y  correspond to those 
considered patentab.e by the 4’ce of Mar.ier MIaminationL qt is possib.e to submit an 
amendment a.ong with the PPS re•uest so that the c.aims match those considered 
patentab.e by the corresponding foreign o’ceL Additiona..y, this opportunity can be 
used to amend any other part of the app.ication if necessaryL qn the conteIt of 
su’cient correspondence, it is important to note that O1 patents often contain c.aims 
directed to non-patentab.e subNect matter in leIico, such as methods of treatment 
or softwareL :or software c.aims, they must be amended to e.iminate any references 
to software, computer programmes, eIecutab.e instructions or app.icationsL :or 
method of treatment c.aims, these shou.d be reformu.ated under the format of 
purpose-.imited product c.aims or 1wiss-type c.aimsL qf these amendments are not 
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made, qlPq wi.. issue a substantive o’ce action obNecting to these c.aims, and the 
app.icant wi.. need to amend the c.aims in response to this o’ce actionL

zhi.e acce.erated routes such as the PPS often .ead to the issuance of a /otice of 
A..owance, this is not a.ways the caseL qf qlPq considers that the subNect matter does 
not fu.E. the patentabi.ity re•uirements under leIican .aw, instead of issuing a /otice of 
A..owance, a Erst substantive o’ce action wou.d be issuedL qn this scenario, the app.icant is 
re•uired to address the eIaminerUs obNections by E.ing a time.y response with the necessary 
c.ariEcations, amendments or argumentsL

This part of the process is of utmost importance because, even though the eIamination 
route is acce.erated, qlPq retains fu..  discretion to ensure comp.iance with leIican 
patentabi.ity standardsL 6onse•uent.y, the issuance of a Erst substantive o’ce action shou.d 
not be seen as a fai.ure of the acce.eration route, but rather as part of the regu.ar prosecution 
process in which app.icants must carefu..y adapt their c.aims to a.ign with leIican practiceL

This consideration has become particu.ar.y re.evant in .ight of recent changes to leIican 
patent prosecution practice, which have reduced the number of opportunities avai.ab.e 
to app.icants to address substantive obNections during eIaminationL :or patent and uti.ity 
mode. app.ications E.ed on or after 52 larch 202x, qlPq may issue up to two substantive 
o’ce actions during eIamination, fo..owed by a Ena. action either a..owing or reNecting the 
app.icationL Ry contrast, app.ications E.ed before that date shou.d continue to be eIamined 
under the ru.es in force at the time of E.ing, under which qlPq may issue up to four substantive 
o’ce actions before issuing a Ena. decisionL According.y, particu.ar.y when re.ying on an 
acce.erated route such as the PPS, it is increasing.y important to ensure at an ear.y stage 
that the c.aims are appropriate.y adapted to leIican patent practice, since app.icants now 
have fewer opportunities to address substantive obNections during prosecutionL

Mven within this more .imited prosecution framework, eIperience shows that the PPS 
continues to provide signiEcant practica. advantagesL /ear.y G0J of app.ications invoking 
the PPS obtain a notice of a..owance within two to three months of E.ing the re•uest, 
particu.ar.y when the re•uest is based on patents granted by the O1PT4 or the MP4L

:ina..y, it shou.d be noted that app.icants may E.e up to two PPS re•uests for the same 
leIican patent app.icationL Reyond this .imit, the app.ication must continue under the 
regu.ar eIamination processL

STRATEGIC ROLE OF THE PPH AFTER THE 2026 PROSECUTION REFORMS

The ro.e of the PPS shou.d now be assessed different.y depending on the E.ing date and 
prosecution status of each caseL

:or app.ications E.ed before the Apri. 202x reform, the PPS remains a particu.ar.y va.uab.e 
mechanism to acce.erate substantive eIaminationL lany app.ications E.ed in prior years 
may sti..  be awaiting a Erst substantive o’ce action, and in those circumstances a 
PPS re•uest can continue to serve its traditiona. purpose– bringing the app.ication to 
the eIaminerUs attention and obtaining a faster eIamination based on favourab.e foreign 
prosecution resu.tsL

:or app.ications E.ed after the Apri. 202x reform, the ana.ysis may be differentL qf qlPq 
is a.ready issuing Erst substantive o’ce actions short.y after pub.ication in recent.y E.ed 
app.ications, the PPS may no .onger function primari.y as a mechanism to acce.erate the 
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start of eIaminationL qnstead, it may become a strategic too. to p.ace favourab.e foreign 
eIamination resu.ts before the leIican eIaminer and to a.ign the leIican c.aims with 
subNect matter that has a.ready been considered patentab.e by a foreign o’ceL This can 
be va.uab.e because it may positive.y inIuence the eIaminerUs ana.ysis, particu.ar.y where 
the app.icant uses the PPS re•uest as an opportunity to adapt the leIican c.aims to .oca. 
patentabi.ity standardsL

According.y, for new.y E.ed app.ications, app.icants shou.d not eva.uate the PPS so.e.y by 
asking whether it wi.. acce.erate eIaminationL They shou.d a.so consider whether it can be 
used to shape the eIamination record, strengthen the persuasive va.ue of foreign a..owance, 
and introduce c.aim amendments that increase the .ike.ihood of a..owance in leIicoL This is 
particu.ar.y important under the current framework, where fewer substantive o’ce actions 
may be avai.ab.e and prosecution may move faster than app.icants historica..y eIpectedL

BENEFITS AND DRAWBACKS OF THE PPH

The PPS offers signiEcant advantages for both app.icants and patent o’cesL :or app.icants, 
the primary beneEts are faster processing times and reduced eIamination costsL This 
acce.erated process can be critica. for businesses needing time.y protection to stay 
competitive in fast-moving marketsL :or patent o’ces, the PPS he.ps manage work.oads by 
taking advantage of eIamination work a.ready done by other o’ces, promoting co..aboration 
and consistency in patent eIaminationL

Sowever, there are a.so .imitationsL /ot a.. patent app.ications are e.igib.e for the PPS, and 
speciEc procedura. re•uirements can be barriersL The PPS does not app.y to uti.ity mode.s 
or industria. designs, .imiting its scopeL 6oordination between different patent o’ces can 
re•uire additiona. administrative efforts and costsL There can a.so be inconsistencies in how 
different o’ces interpret patentabi.ity criteria even with the standardised processL

qn the current leIican conteIt, another practica. .imitation shou.d be consideredL :or new.y 
E.ed app.ications that are eIamined more •uick.y under the recent prosecution framework, 
the PPS may not a.ways provide a meaningfu. acce.eration beneEtL /everthe.ess, it may sti.. 
be va.uab.e as a strategic mechanism for presenting favourab.e foreign eIamination resu.ts 
and a.igning the leIican c.aim set with a..owed subNect matter abroadL

PPG

The PPF programme is designed to strengthen technica. and strategic cooperation between 
qlPq and the O1PT4 or the MP4 to acce.erate the patent grant process in leIico by reusing 
search and eIamination resu.ts from these o’cesL The agreement with the O1PT4 came 
into effect on 2G 8anuary 2020, and the agreement with the MP4 on 5j /ovember 205JL

The PPF app.ies to leIican patent app.ications c.aiming priority from a O1 app.ication 
or a Muropean app.icationL qt is a co..aborative agreement between industria. property 
o’ces, meaning that no app.ication for participation is re•uired from the app.icantL qnstead, 
participation in this programme is through an invitation issued by qlPq when, during the 
substantive eIamination, a granted patent or a..owed app.ication re.ated to a leIican 
app.ication is identiEedL qn this case, qlPq wi.. issue a substantive o’ce action re•uesting 
that the c.aims be amended according to what was granted or a..owed by the O1PT4 or the 
MP4L

qf the app.icant agrees to participate in the programme, they must respond to the o’ce action 
by amending the pending c.aims to conform to the c.aims approved by the O1PT4 or the MP4L 
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4nce the response is submitted, the estimated response time from qlPq is approIimate.y 
two or three months, after which the app.icant wi.. receive the notice of a..owanceL qf the 
patentabi.ity re•uirements estab.ished in leIican .egis.ation are not met, qlPq wi.. issue a 
substantive o’ce action with obNections, and the app.ication wi.. fo..ow its norma. courseL

A.ternative.y, if qlPq does not invite the app.icant to participate through a substantive o’ce 
action, the app.icant can participate in the programme by submitting a vo.untary amendment 
a.igning the c.aims to those approved by the O1PT4 or the MP4L This vo.untary participation 
can be done at any stage of prosecution but before the issuance of the /otice of A..owance, 
provided that the patentabi.ity re•uirements of leIican .egis.ation are metL

1ince the imp.ementation of the PPF, over %,000 patent app.ications have been processed 
under this programmeL

qn view of the reduced number of substantive o’ce actions now avai.ab.e for new.y E.ed 
patent and uti.ity mode. app.ications, the PPF can be particu.ar.y re.evant where the app.icant 
is wi..ing to a.ign its leIican c.aims with the c.aims a..owed in the Onited 1tates or MuropeL 
qn such cases, the programme may he.p focus the eIamination on subNect matter a.ready 
considered a..owab.e by a maNor foreign o’ce, whi.e a.so a..owing the app.icant to adapt the 
c.aim set to leIican practiceL

APG

The APF programme aims to acce.erate the patent grant process in leIico by re.ying on the 
eIamination resu.ts from the O1PT4 through co..aboration between qlPq and the O1PT4L

To beneEt from the APF, app.icants must meet the fo..owing re•uirements–

H c.aim priority under the Paris 6onvention from a O1 app.ication or have a common 
priority with the corresponding O1 app.icationK

H the corresponding O1 patent must have been pub.ished in the O1PT4 Patent FaKetteK

H ensure a.. c.aims in the leIican patent app.ication correspond to those in the Onited 
1tates granted patent or amend them according.yK and

H comp.ete the necessary forma.ities and have the leIican app.ication pub.ished in the 
qndustria. Property FaKette, with the two-month period for third-party observations 
having passedL

Onder the APF ru.es described in the prior version of this artic.e, participation cou.d be 
re•uested even after substantive eIamination had started, and the Ena. opportunity to 
re•uest APF was .inked to the response period for an eventua. third substantive o’ce actionL 
Sowever, in view of the recent reduction in the number of substantive o’ce actions for patent 
app.ications E.ed on or after 52 larch 202x, app.icants shou.d assess APF e.igibi.ity as ear.y 
as possib.e and shou.d not assume that the same number of eIamination opportunities wi.. 
be avai.ab.e as under prior practiceL

Additional Considerations

Re.ow are some additiona. considerations–

H Oti.ity  mode.  and  industria.  design  app.ications  are  not  e.igib.e  for  the  APF 
programmeL

H
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Acceptance of the participation re•uest for an initia. patent app.ication does not 
automatica..y transfer to a divisiona. app.icationL A new re•uest must be submitted 
for each divisiona. app.ication, meeting a.. estab.ished conditionsL

H There is no .imit on the number of attempts to participate in the APF programme, and 
re•uests can be submitted even if the substantive eIamination has a.ready begunL

H The APF programme is not reciproca. and app.ies on.y to patents granted by the 
O1PT4L

The APF represents a va.uab.e too. for app.icants seeking a •uick and e’cient grant of their 
patents in leIicoL

1ince the imp.ementation of the APF on 5D /ovember 202D, very few app.ications have been 
submitted to participate in this programmeL

RECENT PROSECUTION TIMELINE REFORMS AND STRATEGIC IMPLICATIONS

qn addition to the acce.eration routes discussed above, recent amendments to leIicoUs 
industria. property framework have introduced a more time-bound prosecution environmentL 
The 202x amendments to the :edera. Baw for the Protection of qndustria. Property provide 
that qlPq shou.d issue a Ena. decision in patent,  uti.ity mode. and industria.  design 
app.ications within one year from the start of substantive eIaminationL 1eparate.y, the 
app.icab.e administrative ru.es now .imit the number of substantive o’ce actions in patent 
and uti.ity mode. app.ications E.ed on or after 52 larch 202x to twoL These measures are 
intended to reduce prosecution times and increase procedura. e’ciencyL

Sistorica..y, app.icants in leIico often eIpected the Erst substantive o’ce action to issue 
three to four years after E.ing, depending on the technica. Ee.d and the eIaminerUs work.oadL 
Onder the new framework, however, app.icants shou.d be prepared for the possibi.ity of 
ear.ier substantive eIamination in recent.y E.ed cases, particu.ar.y where qlPq seeks to 
comp.y with the new one-year decision time.ineL

This deve.opment may have important strategic imp.icationsL App.icants may have fewer 
opportunities to reEne their c.aims once substantive eIamination begins, and .ess time to 
determine which embodiments or c.aim sets are of greatest commercia. importanceL This is 
especia..y important for app.ications re•uiring c.aim adaptation to leIican practice, such as 
cases invo.ving software-re.ated inventions, methods of treatment, or other subNect matter 
that may be treated different.y from O1 or Muropean practiceL

At the same time, not a.. app.ications are moving under the same practica. time.ineL 
App.ications  E.ed  before  the  recent  reforms  may  continue  to  fo..ow  the  historica. 
eIamination rhythm, whi.e more recent app.ications may enter substantive eIamination 
ear.ier than eIpectedL This means that app.icants may face para..e. prosecution rea.ities 
in leIico– o.der cases in which acce.eration programmes may sti.. be usefu. to advance 
eIamination, and newer cases in which the app.icant may need to use those same 
programmes more strategica..y to inIuence the merits of the eIamination rather than mere.y 
to acce.erate itL

According.y, app.icants shou.d consider reviewing leIican c.aim strategy ear.ier in the 
prosecution time.ine, c.ose.y monitoring counterpart prosecution abroad, and assessing 
whether a vo.untary amendment or an acce.eration route is appropriate before eIamination 
narrows the avai.ab.e opportunities for argument or amendmentL zhi.e the recent changes 
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are intended to stream.ine prosecution in leIico, they a.so make ear.y and coordinated 
prosecution p.anning more important than everL

COMPARISON OF PATENT ACCELERATION PROGRAMMES IN MEXICO

;ue to the simi.arities among the PPS, PPF and APF programmes, we present the fo..owing 
comparison tab.e to he.p app.icants determine which programme best suits their needsL

6omparative tab.e of patent acce.eration programmes

6riteria PPS PPF APF

(e•uest for 
participation

(e•uires a written 
re•uestL

qlPq wi.. invite 
app.icants to 
participate, or the 
app.icants can do 
so vo.untari.yL

(e•uires a written 
re•uestL

6o..aboration basis /ot .imited to the 
O1PT4L qlPq has 
PPS agreements 
with the most 
important foreign 
patent o’cesL

Bimited to qlPq - 
O1PT4 or qlPq - 
MP4L

Bimited to qlPq - 
O1PT4L

Rasis for 
acce.eration qlPq can use the 

resu.ts of different 
foreign o’ces with 
whom it has a PPS 
agreementL

6an be based 
on a granted 
patent or an o’ce 
action recognising 
patentab.e c.aimsL

6an be based on 
the resu.ts of patent 
o’ces in capacity 
as a nationa. o’ce 
or as P6T q1A3qPMA 
depending on each 
agreementL

qf /on - 
Patent Biterature 
documents were 
considered in the 
foreign o’ceUs 
eIamination and 
qlPq does not have 
access to them, 
qlPq may re•uest 

6an be based on the 
positive search and 
eIamination resu.ts 
from the O1PT4 or 
MP4L

6an be based on.y 
on a pub.ished O1 
patentL
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these documents to 
thorough.y ana.yse 
the subNect matterL

App.ication stage Traditiona..y usefu. 
before substantive 
eIamination 
beginsL :or pre - 
reform app.ications 
sti.. awaiting 
eIamination, it 
remains a va.uab.e 
acce.eration routeL 
:or new.y E.ed 
app.ications that 
may be eIamined 
more •uick.y, it may 
be more usefu. as a 
strategic too. to 
present favourab.e 
foreign resu.ts and 
a.ign c.aimsL

App.ies even if 
the substantive 
eIamination has 
startedL

App.ies even if 
the substantive 
eIamination has 
started, but 
e.igibi.ity shou.d be 
assessed as ear.y 
as possib.e in view 
of the reduced 
number of o’ce 
action for new.y 
E.ed app.icationsL

ApproIimate 
response time from 
qlPq

4ne to three 
monthsL

4ne to three 
monthsL

4ne to three 
monthsL

Attempt .imit Bimited to two 
attemptsL

/o eIp.icit .imitL /o eIp.icit .imitL

Onderstanding the differences between the PPS, PPF and APF is essentia. for app.icants 
aiming to eIpedite their patent app.ications in leIicoL zhi.e the PPS and the APF re•uire 
a written re•uest for participation, the PPF does notL Additiona..y, each programme varies 
in terms of co..aboration basis, basis for acce.eration, app.ication stage and the number 
of attempts a..owedL 1e.ecting the most appropriate programme depends on the speciEc 
circumstances of the patent app.ication and the strategic goa.s of the app.icantL

The PPS, PPF and APF programmes remain usefu., but their strategic va.ue shou.d now 
be assessed in .ight of the app.icationUs E.ing date and procedura. postureL :or app.ications 
E.ed before the 202x reforms, PPS may sti.. be an effective way to acce.erate the start of 
substantive eIaminationL :or newer app.ications, where substantive o’ce actions may be 
issued sooner, the va.ue of the PPS may .ie .ess in acce.erating eIamination and more in 
providing the eIaminer with a c.ear foreign a..owance framework that supports patentabi.ity 
and faci.itates c.aim a.ignmentL

Handling Divisional Applications Within Patent Acceleration Programmes

zhen seeking eIpedited eIamination of divisiona. app.ications under the PPS, PPF and APF 
programmes, there are additiona. considerations to keep in mindL

:irst, the acceptance of the participation re•uest for an initia. patent app.ication does not 
automatica..y transfer to a divisiona. app.icationL The app.icant must submit an independent 
re•uest or receive an invitation from qlPq )in the case of PPFC to participate in the divisiona. 
app.ication and meet a.. estab.ished conditionsL
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:or the APF speciEca..y, if the patent app.ication is divisiona., participation in the programme 
wi.. be suspended unti. the initia. app.ication has been deEnitive.y reso.vedL This restriction is 
uni•ue to the APF, ensuring that the initia. app.ication must be reso.ved before the divisiona. 
app.ication can proceed under the programmeL

This re•uirement is not eIp.icit.y stated for the PPS and PPF programmes, which may offer 
more IeIibi.ity in hand.ing divisiona. app.ications concurrent.y with the initia. app.icationL

Additiona..y, a.. other re•uirements of any of the three acce.eration programmes app.y 
e•ua..y to divisiona. app.ications as to parent app.icationsL

qn the current prosecution environment, divisiona. strategy shou.d a.so be considered ear.ierL 
qf substantive eIamination is initiated sooner in recent.y E.ed cases, app.icants may have 
.ess time to eva.uate whether a divisiona. app.ication is needed to protect a.ternative 
embodiments or c.aim setsL This reinforces the importance of reviewing c.aim scope and 
commercia. priorities at an ear.y stageL

Reciprocity

qn terms of reciprocity, the PPS programme a..ows for mutua. use of eIamination resu.ts 
between participating patent o’cesL This means that qlPq can re.y on eIamination resu.ts 
from foreign o’ces, and vice versaL

qn contrast, the PPF and APF programmes do not offer this mutua. beneEtL zhi.e the PPF 
and APF re.y on search and eIamination resu.ts from foreign patent o’ces, such as the 
O1PT4 and the MP4, they do not provide an agreement for foreign patent o’ces to use qlPqUs 
eIamination resu.tsL

CONCLUSION

leIicoUs patent acce.eration programmes provide va.uab.e options for app.icants seeking to 
shorten the time re•uired to obtain a patentL The PPS programme, with its reciproca. nature, 
offers an e’cient route for patents a.ready deemed patentab.e in other countriesL 4n the 
other hand, the PPF and APF programmes, whi.e re.ying on foreign eIamination resu.ts, 
do not offer mutua. beneEts but sti.. provide signiEcant advantages in reducing prosecution 
timesL

Sowever, recent .ega. and administrative reforms have changed the broader prosecution 
environment in leIicoL The introduction of a one-year time frame for qlPq to issue a Ena. 
decision once substantive eIamination begins, together with the reduction in the number 
of substantive o’ce actions for new.y E.ed patent and uti.ity mode. app.ications, re•uires 
app.icants to adopt a more proactive approach to leIican prosecutionL

:or app.ications E.ed before the Apri. 202x reform, acce.eration routes such as the PPS may 
continue to serve their traditiona. purpose of advancing eIamination in cases that have not 
yet received a Erst substantive o’ce actionL :or app.ications E.ed after the reform, where 
substantive eIamination may occur ear.ier, these programmes may sti.. be va.uab.e, but 
their main ro.e may shift toward supporting the eIaminerUs patentabi.ity ana.ysis, a.igning 
leIican c.aims with foreign a..owed c.aims, and improving the app.icantUs position within a 
more compressed prosecution frameworkL

Onderstanding the speciEc re•uirements of each programme is therefore essentia.L The 
decision to use PPS, PPF or APF shou.d be considered together with an ear.y assessment of 
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c.aim scope, counterpart prosecution and leIican patentabi.ity re•uirementsL Ry se.ecting 
the appropriate acce.eration route and preparing the leIican c.aim strategy at an ear.y 
stage, app.icants can better position their cases for e’cient eIamination whi.e preserving 
the opportunity to obtain commercia..y meaningfu. protectionL
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