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PATENTSCOPE COVERAGE 

NEWS



Coverage News

Collections published in 2021: New Zealand, Finland, Estonian Full text, 

Kazakhstan and Poland

Improved Coverage page: 
Latest Biblio

Update Frequency

Chemical Data

Chemical Indexed
https://patentscope.wipo.int/search/en/help/data_coverage.jsf

Coming soon: Austria, Norway and Switzerland

https://patentscope.wipo.int/search/en/help/data_coverage.jsf


Non-Patent Literature in Patentscope

Patent and non-patent literature can be searched and consulted in the same 

way

More than 175k documents (biblio and full-text) available and indexed

Open access (OA) content on Nature.com

Wikipedia

More NPL sources will follow

All documents have been classified, using AI, under the IPC classification

Full-text available in English and can be translated into other 11 other 

languages with the help of WIPO Translate

https://www.nature.com/
https://www.wikipedia.org/




DEEP LINKING



Deep Linking - Coverage

Deep Linking enabled for 32 authorities:

Australia

Canada

Czech Republic

Germany

Denmark

Dominican Republic

Euro-Asian Patent Office

Egypt

European Patent Office

Spain

Finland

France

Great Britain

Georgia

Greece

Israel

South Korea

Kazakhstan

Latvia

Lithuania

Morocco

Mexico

Netherlands

Panama

Philippines

Poland

Portugal

Russia

Saudi Arabia

Sweden

Slovakia 

United States 



Deep Linking - Access

PATENTSCOPE IP Office



Deep Linking – Access to Additional Information

Citations

Other Patent Families

Legal Status



PATENT FAMILIES



Groups of unique filings  Families of filings

99.5 million filings translates into 124,5 million 

publications

PATENTSCOPE Patent Families Definition



PATENTSCOPE Patent Families Definition

•Built on strong links between a PCT application and it national entries

•A combination of

•national phase entry data as received by participating offices

•prior PCT links in the bibliographic data

• first and only priority included

PCT Patent Families

•Provisionals, re-issues, republications, divisionals, continuations and continuations in part considered

•Grouping based on the calculation of first parent

• all re-issues, republications, divisionals and continuations of an application and the application itself grouped 
in a single family. The continuations in part are not included in that family

PCT Patent Families enriched with US related documents

• Include families via both PCT and Paris route

• based on priority data

PATENTSCOPE  Patent Families

•Considers IP office specific practices

•DPMA – Divisionals

•NZ - Divisionals, Provisional

•EG - Divisionals

•JPO – Divisionals

•PL – Divisionals

•EP national entries from ES, DK, PT, LT and PL 

Enriched PATENTSCOPE Patent Families

PCT Patent families
PCT Patent Families 

enriched with US 
related documents

PATENTSCOPE 
Patent Families

Enriched
PATENTSCOPE 
Patent FamilliesTimeline

Scope

February 2020 October 2020 December 2020 Ongoing



PATENTSCOPE Patent Families – Inclusion 

Criteria

Inclusion 
Criteria

IC1 - PCT application from which the family originated

IC2 - National entry of a PCT application

IC3 - National entry of a PCT application not found in 
PATENTSCOPE

IC4 - US application related to another US application already 
included in the family

IC5 - Sole priority inside the family

IC6 – Connected by priority field

IC7 -National application related to another application of the 
same national office already included in the family



PCT application  IC1

PCT NPE

NPE found in Patentscope  IC2

NPE not found in Patentscope  IC3

NPE does not meet the requirements

National Prior PCT  IC2

PCT priorities, sole priority  IC5

PATENTSCOPE Patent Families – Inclusion 

Criteria (first Release)



PATENTSCOPE Patent Families – Inclusion 

Criteria (second Release)

Treated separately because of complexity

Consider

Provisional applications for future referencing

Republications & Reissue  IC4

Continuations & Divisionals  IC4, defined as pairs of a 

parent and a child and attached to an application in a recursive manner

Continuations-in-part, not part of the same family



PATENTSCOPE Patent Families – Inclusion 

Criteria (second Release) - Example

Enrichment via US related documents – An example

10732326 - priorities=related documents

11367134 - priorities=related documents + application itself

12023431 - no priorities

12023416 - priorities=related documents + application itself

13247241 - no priorities

14601340 - no priorities



PATENTSCOPE Patent Families – Inclusion 

Criteria (third Release)

Consider

Sole priority (PCT or national)   IC5

Matching priorities (PCT and national)  IC6

Exceptions

US Provisional 

JP Withdrawn

Circular priorities 



PATENTSCOPE Patent Families – Inclusion 

Criteria (third Release) - Example



PATENTSCOPE Patent Families – Inclusion 

Criteria (continuous enrichment)

US Application with PL priority in 

PATENTSCOPE

The PL priority and its divisionals

in the patent search tool of the 

Polish Patent Office



PATENTSCOPE Patent Families - Interface



DocDB Patent 
Families

PATENTSCOPE 
Patent Families



PATENTSCOPE vs. DOCDB Patent families

Comparing PATENTSCOPE patent families to DocDB

families is necessary because DocDB patent families 

have been the most widely accepted patent families by 

the user community

Disclaimer: The numbers in the slides below are based on unique

filings. In DocDB multiple versions of the same filing exist while in

PATENTSCOPE they are aggregated in one record. For the

purposes of this comparison the counts shown for DocDB are also

aggregated values. It is possible that due to formatting issues and in

exceptional cases some filings are being counted more than once.

Therefore the numbers below should be read as closest

approximation rather than exact numbers. In order to do this

comparison with grater certainty the numbers calculated should be

provided by each authority for its own data.



PATENTSCOPE vs. DOCDB Patent families* -

coverage differences

PATENTSCOPE

• 100 million distinct filings

• 99 million present in PATENTSCOPE and an 
additional 1 million national entries not found 
in PATENTSCOPE

ESPACENET

• 104.7 million distinct filings

• At the top of the list of authorities not 
present in PATENTSCOPE is Taiwan with 
1,5 million distinct filings, Austria with 1 
million and Switzerland with 0,7 million 
filings

This doesn’t mean that differences in the coverage counts are due to the missing 
authorities! On the contrary the coverage differences come in many flavours!!



PATENTSCOPE vs. DOCDB Patent families* -

coverage differences

16k 14k

290k190k

EG
2020-12 2016-06

ZA
NPE

2020-10 2021-102015-07

156k

160k

TH

HK

PATENTSCOPE Espacenet

NPE AO,IR



PATENTSCOPE vs. DOCDB Patent families -

coverage differences

• Majority of IP offices including:IP5, Latipat, Arabpat Australia, Russia, Canada

MATCHING COVERAGE

• Matching coverage in most major collections such as France, Germany, Great Britain, 
Denmark, Finland etc..

• Lack of a few additional collections compensated with National Entries

EPO MEMBER STATES

• National Collections from Southeast Asian Countries and India

• National entry phase from Iran, Angola, Sri Lanka etc..

PATENTSCOPE’S STRENGHTS

• ARIPO member states

LACK OF DATA ON BOTH SIDES

The lists above are only random examples and are not exhaustive!!



PATENTSCOPE vs. DOCDB Patent families* - the 

counts! 

PATENTSCOPE DocDB

Unique filings 100 million 104.7 million

Number of patent family ids 71.5 million 75 million

Multi-member families Total 8.93 million 8.98 million

Number of distinct filings in 

family
37.3 million 37.8 million

Single-member families With members published 

more than once
9.5 million 11.9 million

With members published 

only once
53 million 54.1 million 

Total 62.5 million 66 million

* (on 19.11.2021)



PATENTSCOPE vs. DOCDB Patent families – the 

case of being complementary…

PATENTSCOPE AND DocDB families  

complement each other!

PATENTSCOPE only

• ID2016/04223

• IN2435/KOLNP/2015

•MYPI 2015001901

•TH171317

•VN45030

•VN1201503122

PATENTSCOPE & Espacenet

• AR094676A1

• AU2014211583A1/AU2014211583B2

• CA2899013A1/CA2899013C

• CN105229736A/CN105229736B

• CN110517700A

• EP2951820A1/EP2951820B1

• ES2616434T3

• JP2016505902A/JP6148810B2

• KR20150108848A/KR101701081B1

• MX2015009745A/MX347410B

• PT2951820T

• PL2951820T3

• RU2015136467A/RU2618848C2

• SG11201505947XA

• WO2014118136A1

• US2015332698A1

• US2020227059A1

• US2019103121A1/US10622000B2

Espacenet Only

•HK1218461A1

•TW201434037A/TWI549120B

PATENTSCOPE: https://patentscope.wipo.int/search/en/detail.jsf?docId=WO2014118136

Espacenet: https://worldwide.espacenet.com/patent/search/family/050033499/publication/WO2014118136A1?q=WO2014118136

https://patentscope.wipo.int/search/en/detail.jsf?docId=WO2014118136
https://worldwide.espacenet.com/patent/search/family/050033499/publication/WO2014118136A1?q=WO2014118136


PATENTSCOPE vs. DOCDB Patent families – the 

case of almost identical but not quite…

PATENTSCOPE also shows national 

entries before publication!

PATENTSCOPE: https://patentscope.wipo.int/search/en/detail.jsf?docId=AU339282652&_cid=P21-KWAUG4-01982-11

Espacenet: https://worldwide.espacenet.com/patent/search/family/065802011/publication/WO2020182993A1?q=WO2020182993A1

https://patentscope.wipo.int/search/en/detail.jsf?docId=AU339282652&_cid=P21-KWAUG4-01982-11
https://worldwide.espacenet.com/patent/search/family/065802011/publication/WO2020182993A1?q=WO2020182993A1


PATENTSCOPE vs. DOCDB Patent families – the 

case of merging families…

PATENTSCOPE sometimes merges 

multiple DocDB families!

PATENTSCOPE; https://patentscope.wipo.int/search/en/detail.jsf?docId=WO2009154616&tab=FAMILY&_cid=P10-KNR6F3-57691-1

Espacenet: https://worldwide.espacenet.com/patent/search/family/040084270/publication/WO2009154616A1?q=WO2009154616

In the same 

family both in 

PATENTSCOPE 

and DocDB

In the same 

family both in 

PATENTSCOPE 

and DocDB

https://patentscope.wipo.int/search/en/detail.jsf?docId=WO2009154616&tab=FAMILY&_cid=P10-KNR6F3-57691-1
https://worldwide.espacenet.com/patent/search/family/040084270/publication/WO2009154616A1?q=WO2009154616


PATENTSCOPE vs. DOCDB Patent families – the 

case of merging families…

PATENTSCOPE sometimes merges 

multiple DocDB families!

PATENTSCOPE: https://patentscope.wipo.int/search/en/detail.jsf?docId=WO2009154616&tab=FAMILY&_cid=P10-KNR6F3-57691-1

Espacenet: https://worldwide.espacenet.com/patent/search/family/040084270/publication/WO2009154616A1?q=WO2009154616

In the same 

family both in 

PATENTSCOPE 

and DocDB

Not In the 

same family in 

DocDB

https://patentscope.wipo.int/search/en/detail.jsf?docId=WO2009154616&tab=FAMILY&_cid=P10-KNR6F3-57691-1
https://worldwide.espacenet.com/patent/search/family/040084270/publication/WO2009154616A1?q=WO2009154616


Summary: things to remember

The most fundamental difference between 

PATENTSCOPE and Espacenet is in the way they count 

coverage. 

The coverage of the two differs significantly and results in 

patent families which are rarely identical, but very often 

complementary!!!

PATENTSCOPE’s patent families strong point is the 

inclusion in the patent families members from authorities 

not present or poorly represented in Espacenet such as 

the Southeast Asian countries and India.



MARKUSH SEARCH



Access

Released on September 13th 2021

Available freely at https://patentscope.wipo.int

Access only with a WIPO account

Two ways to carry out a Markush Search

https://patentscope.wipo.int/


Markush search: Using enumerated markush

structures







Advantages

Simplicity

Response times

Combination with other fields





Disadvantages

Limited recall

Only exact compound



Markush search: By Matching Structures















Advantages

Recall

Search scope

Search options



Disadvantages

Long response times

Complex 

No repeating group



Repeating groups

all repeating groups in the indexed Markush structures are standardized to 

one repetition

Manual edition



Variable groups



Resources/Information

PATENTSCOPE

https://patentscope.wipo.int

PATENTSCOPE Team

patentscope@wipo.int

patentscope-data@wipo.int

PATENTSCOPE Webinars

https://www.wipo.int/meetings/en/topic.jsp?group_id=312

https://patentscope.wipo.int/
mailto:patentscope@wipo.int
mailto:patentscope-data@wipo.int
https://www.wipo.int/meetings/en/topic.jsp?group_id=312

