Report on the India-Denmark Bilateral Session on Computer-Related Inventions (CRI)

Date: 21 November 2025
Mode: Online
Duration: 02:30 PM - 04:30 PM IST (10:00 AM – 12:00 PM CEST)
Participants: Approximately 25-30 officers, including around 20 representatives from IPO India and 4 from DKPTO Denmark.
Introduction: The Office of the Controller General of Patents, Designs and Trade Marks (CGPDTM), India, and the Danish Patent and Trademark Office (DKPTO) jointly conducted an online technical exchange session on Computer-Related Inventions (CRI), with a special focus on practical scenario-based examination practices. The objective was to foster collaboration, strengthen examination consistency, and enhance mutual understanding of CRI frameworks across jurisdictions.
Technical Presentation by IPO Delhi: Following the opening remarks, the Indian delegation delivered a detailed presentation on the updated CRI Guidelines and their practical application in AI-ML cases. Key points included:
· Understanding assessment of Mathematical Method exclusions
· Understanding assessment of Algorithm exclusions
· Assessing whether the claimed invention falls under the exclusion of computer programme per se
· Demonstration of Flow charts showing assessments of above three exclusions.
The presentation offered practical clarity and helped contextualize the application of guidelines in real examination workflows.
Technical Presentation by DKPTO Denmark: The DKPTO examiners provided insights into their examination methodology using real case examples. Their presentation focused on:

· Alignment with EPC Framework & Two-Hurdle Approach
· Treatment of Mixed-Type Claims
· Determining Technical Effect for CIIs
· Use of Problem–Solution Approach Focused on Technical Contribution
This segment enabled participants to appreciate procedural differences and similarities in CRI examination across jurisdictions.
Open Floor Discussion: Participants from Indian offices engaged in a meaningful exchange of experiences and challenges which were addressed to satisfaction by speakers from both sides. The open discussion was highly interactive and well appreciated by participants.
Conclusion: Closing remarks reaffirmed the importance of bilateral cooperation and the success of the session. Both sides expressed interest in continuing such exchanges and exploring future deep-dive sessions on advanced CRI topics. A feedback form was circulated to gather participant insights for refining upcoming engagements.
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Receiving input parameters defining a target position for the end effector of the
robotic arm, the parameters including three-dimensional coordinates (x, y, z) and
optionally orientation data (pitch, yaw, roll) to specify the position and alignment
of the end effector relative to a reference frame;

calculating the required joint angles for the robotic arm using inverse kinematics
equations, based on the input parameters, the arm’s kinematic model (including
segment lengths and joint types), and constraints such as joint angle limits and
collision avoidance, to determine the precise angles for each joint to position the
end effector at the target location;

c) generating control signals based on the calculated joint angles and transmitting
the signals to actuators of the robotic arm to move its joints to the calculated
angles, using feedback from sensors to ensure accurate positioning, thereby
positioning the end effector at the specified target position.
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Analysis of Example 2:

Step 1- Construing the substance of claimed invention:The primary objective is to
control a robotic arm to achieve precise positioning of its end effector in a physical
workspace enabling tasks. The method uses inverse kinematics equations to determine
the angles for each joint of the robotic arm (e.g, shoulder, elbow, wrist) required to
place the end effector at the target position. This calculation accounts for the arm’s
physical structure (lengths of segments, joint types) and constraints (e.g, maximum
joint angles, avoiding collisions with obstacles). The calculated joint angles are
translated into control signals that drive the arm’s actuators.

Rahul Gahlan, Assistant Controller of Patents and (Guest)
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Agenda

1. Legal and policy framework

2. Two hurdle approach
3. How to handle mixed-type claim

4. Examples of mixed-type claim
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« Discoveries

Invention

+ Scientific theories

+ Mathematical methods

Patents can only be granted for inventions. «  Aesthetic creations

The EPC contains in Article 52(2) a non-exhaustive « Methods for performing mental acts

list of subject matter which is not an invention |

when claimed as such. « Methods for playing games SS

+ Business methods
« Programs for computers e

« Presentations of information
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How to handle mixed-
type claims

Can all technical (physical)
features be considered
notoriously known?

&
Are all technical features .
known from one prior-art

Ct ?
If a convincing prior-art document?

document has been found,
alternatively:

Are the non-technical features 14 >
dominating?
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