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In India, there are no strict requirements regarding the structure of patent
specifications, and flexible drafting is permitted so long as the invention is clearly conveyed.
Among these, the drafting policy for the “Solution to Problem” section is a point where practical
ingenuity is required.

At the Indian Patent Office, it is common for a hearing (interview) between the Indian
patent agent and the examiner to be held following the issuance of the First Examination Report
(FER). In such hearings, examiners tend to request oral explanations from the agent regarding the
technical effects and functions of each claim. Therefore, although it is technically sufficient if the
specification mentions the technical effects somewhere, explicitly stating the independent claims
and their corresponding effects in the “Solution to Problem” section is extremely useful for
enabling the agent to grasp the explanation points immediately.

From the examiner’s perspective as well, having the asserted content clearly located
facilitates understanding and acceptance. On the other hand, a description that merely copies and
pastes the claim wording provides little technical value and is not recommended in practice.

In several cases handled by our office, this drafting approach has contributed to more
efficient responses to FERs and to expediting hearings, and its practical benefits have been
confirmed. Going forward, in order to balance the need to reduce the overall volume of
specifications with the demands of examination practice, the structure of “independent claims
only + explanation of effects” will likely become a more realistic strategy.
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