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Re.: OXITENO S.A. INDÚSTRIA E COMÉRCIO
Patent Application - WIPO- Nº. PCT/BR2015/050096
N/Ref.: PE2045
_________________________________________

Dear Sirs/Madams,

We hereby refer to the Written Opinion issued by the Brazilian Patent and 
Trademark Office (INPI), as International Search Authority (ISA), which was sent 
on October 8, 2015.

Pursuant to Article 34 and Rules 43 bis. (a) (i) 54 bis.1 (a) (i), 66.1bis.b) and 66.8 
of the PCT, the Applicant submits together with the INTERNATIONAL 
PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION APPLICATION ,attached herein, the remarks laid 
down below.

Charts IV and V – Remarks on the international application

On December 18, 2015, the Applicant submitted amendments to the specification, 
based on Article 19. With regard to these amendments, the Applicant clarifies that: 

 Claims 1 and 9: They were amended to clearly and precisely define the 
claimed fluid compositions as free of this compound and, thus, they are totally 
different from the cited prior art.

 Claim 9: to better define and specify this claim, differentiating it from the 
indicated prior art, item a) was amended to make the number of polar solvent 
limited to only one, that is, formulation containing two, three or more polar 
solvents are not claimed by said claim.

The amendments submitted in the set of claims are based on the specification, 
including the examples laid down. Thus, no novel subject matter was added to the 
present application.

Considering the foregoing clarifications, the Applicant believes that the present 
application complies with the requirement of inventive step, because a person 
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skilled in the art would not deem it obvious, based on the teachings of documents D1-D8, when 
taken alone or in combination, to attain the results achieved by the present invention.

To highlight the differences of the subject matter of the present invention in relation to the cited 
prior art documents, the Applicant submitted a new set of claims on December 8, 2015, which is 
submitted again herein together with new copies of the specification and of the abstract. 

With the cited amendments, the Applicant believes to have proven that the prior art documents 
mentioned in the Search Report do not compromise either the novelty or the inventive step of the 
invention under examination.

Wherefore, based on Rule 66.4 (b) of the PCT, The Applicant respectfully request the re-
examination of application Nº. PCT/BR2014/050040, and expects a favorable opinion or the 
issuance of a second written opinion, should further clarifications be necessary.

Kind Regards,

KASZNAR LEONARDOS
Intellectual Property  


