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Experimental results submitted after the filing date of the patent cannot be

taken into account where they confirm an effect that has not been described in

the patent application.

The description of a patented invention about an ‘‘antibacterial, antiviral and

antimycotic composition’’, in which one of the components specified by the claim

should be selected among several metallic ion compounds, provided concrete data

only for the composition comprising a certain compound (copper) in the detailed

explanation of the invention. Referring to this disclosure, a person skilled in the art

could determine whether the expected effect could be achieved over the entire range

of the compounds specified by the claim. As such, the patent lacked sufficient

disclosure for the whole range claimed. The experimental results supplied only after

the patent application date with respect to matters not described in the original

specification could not be taken into account to the extent that they referred to the

experimental data for compositions comprising other compounds.

Summarised by Hisayoshi Yokoyama.
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