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State Agency of Science and Intellectual Property under the

Government of the Kyrgyz Republic
(1)
Unity of the Invention

Q1.
There are several normatives that regulate the matters of multiple inventions patenting by filing one application:

· Patent Law;

· The rules on compilation, filing and consideration of applications for preliminary patent granting and patent for invention;

· Regulations on fees for inventions patenting.

The main criteria allowing filing one application for group of inventions is “unity of the invention, which is determined by the solution of a particular technical task.

In accordance with legislation “unity of the invention considered as fulfilled” if:

· one of the inventions is aimed for creation (making) another one (for instance, device, substance, or method for getting (making) of a device or substance in principle or their parts;

· one of the inventions is aimed for the fulfillment of another one (for instance, method or device for the fulfillment of a method in principle or one of the actions that considered necessary for this concrete fulfillment); 

· one of the inventions is aimed for utilization of another one (“in another”) (for instance, method or substance aimed for utilization method;  method, device or its part;  application of a device or substance for new purposes;  device or composition which are considered as integral parts); 

· They pertaining to the similar type of subject matters, similar utilization, that provides for achievement of a particular technical result (variants).

Q2.
There are no problems for the time being encountered by the Office with application of the existing legislation on this matter.

Q3.
---

Q4.
Proposed concept contained in the draft SPLT concerning the unity of the invention considered acceptable.

(2)
Linking of claims

Q5.
Patent legislation allows usage of independent and dependent claim points.


“Independent point of the claim should relate only to one invention.  It characterize the invention in the totality of its features, which in its turn determines the scope of the protection requested, and presented in a form of logistic determination of the invention’s subject matter”.


“Dependent point of the claim contain development and/or clarification of the invention in its totality, presented in an independent point by the features that characterize the invention only in a separate, particular cases of its making or usage.” 

Q6.
In connection with limitations on independent and/or dependent points there are no any rules provided for in the legislation.

Q7.
There are no any kind of difficulties encountered by the Office with this respect.

Q8.
---

(3)
Number of claims/clear and concise claims

Q9.
Regarding the clarity and concise claims for the purpose of their limitation there are no any regulations provided for with this respect.

Q10.
There are no any kind of difficulties encountered by the office with this respect.

Q11.
In connection with the claim points limitation (for instance, “Markush” claim) there are no any regulations provided for in the legislation.

Q12.
There are no any kind of difficulties encountered by the Office with this respect.

Q13.
---

(4)
Special procedures to treat complex applications, such as mega-applications or large sequence listings

Q14.
There is no any experience of the Office on processing this type of applications.

Q15.
---

Q16.
---
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