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Huge acceleration of patent filing worldwide
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——China
—Germany
—European Patent Office

——France

United Kingdom
—Japan

———Russian Federation

United States of America

—Republic of Korea

Source : WIPO, 2008
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Catégorisation

« Clusterisation »

The New Paradigm
Look for the haystack, not the needle !
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Visualisation

« satellite »

Patent rating




Patent analytics modules on available tools
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PORTFOLIO CROSS-MAPPING
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Resources (% Revenue + % Locations + %o Litigation)

COMPARATIVE OVERVIEW OF THE PLAYERS (l)

Patents, Revenue, & Cases per Company

¥ision (% Patents + % Classifications + % Citations)
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Unknoen
Fuji Photo Filr Co, Ltd,
Srn Corupatey

Ivlatsushita Electtic Industrial
Co, Ltd

Hitto Denko Corporation
Hitachi, Ltd.

Diai Mippon Printing Co, Ltd.
Sory Corporation

Hitachi Cherndcal Clorapany, Ltd.
Canon Lid.

Fujitsu Lirnited

Seiko Epson Corporation
Toray Industries, Inc.

Toppan Printing Co., Ltd.
Toksro Shabaura Flectric Co Ltd
Selisni Cherrdeal Co., Lid.
Hippon Electrie Co Ltd

E.i Dmpont Die Mermours
Hippon Steel Corporation
Ricoh Corgpany Ltd.

INNOGRAPHY"



COMPARATIVE OVERVIEW OF THE PLAYERS (Il)
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2004
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e G OCERACORE, .,

2002

o LEXMARKINTINC,,,,
& MINOLTACOLTD,,,,

e NANODYNAMICASING,,,,

jlnlnin

o NIPPON ELECTRIC CO,,

¢ RICOHKK,,,,

1008 ® ROHM COLTI,,.

o SPECTRAINC,.,,,

MEAN AGE OF THE PATENT PORTFOLIO
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|dentification of
the players

CHANEL

CPI KOREA INC

FIGLA CO LTD

I5IN PLASTIC WORKS €O LTD

RISDON INTERMAT INC

RISDON INTERNATIONAL INC

SHINWE, ELEC WORKS

Partner
Selection
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The different meanings, criteria and
metrics of patent quality
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. Ability to
e Key technologies outperform

e New
e Inventive

e Future products competitors

Business
Strategy




Main patent rating metrics

» Number of claims

- Length of the independent claims
« Number of inventors

« Number of forward citations
 IPC classification

» Speed of prosecution

- Litigations

» Family size
00
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Intellectual Property Quotient ("IPQ")

A higher IPQ Score correlates to a higher
probability of patent maintenance in the US
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PATENT FACTOR INDEX
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IPQ SCORE

INTELLECTUAL CAPITAL EQUITY"

® Patent

81 e
o
o
= S
o
[
= o
o
Ty) o
e ° ¢
e O
o o0
o
o o o o o
o O O
[
o

<

AHavaoonni{(y) HLONIYLS NILVd



Limitations of patent rating metrics

» Based on a statistical model, limited value for a
single patent

» Limited to the US (so far)

- Strongly depends on the field of activity

» Limited connection with the company business
strategy



Conclusions

- Patent analytics allows a quick comparison of
the companies’ patent portfolio and make them
highly visible

- Patent rating metrics have not yet reached a
consensus

- However, the patent rating will have a strong
impact on companies’ IP policy



