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How is Darts-ip different?

What is Darts-ip? What is "reinventing
the game"?

Global IP cases and analytics. It took
ten years to collect, analyze and build

the right platform for users to access Being IP-centric has allowed us to

and benefit from millions of court reinvent IP legal research. We enable
documents from all over the world. research from an IPcentric perspective.
How is Darts-ip How Darts-ip

different? can help you?

We are IP-centric/ All of our cases Efficiency and thoroughness.

and analysis is centered around the Use Darts-ip to better serve your
underlying IP assets in a case. own clients. Find more data,

useful data, and find it faster.
Since IP assets are often asserted in
multiple jurisdictions being IP-centric
necessitates having global coverage!



IP centric case
law and analysis
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Court

Search decisions
of specific courts

Type of action

Search by: infringement
action, cancellation
action, opposition,
revocation action, etc.
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Relevant public

Search decisions
discussing the level
of attention of the
relevant public
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Points of law

Search decisions by legal
topic (distinctiveness,
reputation, defenses,
similarity between
trademarks, etc.)
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Dates and reference
Search decisions

by date, date range
or reference

Trademark
Search by

trademark name or
figurative element

®

Product compared
Search decisions based
onthe set of products

or services compared
inthe decision
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Outcome

Who lost or won the case

o
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Party names

Search by name (as
plaintiff or defendant)

%
Nice classes
Search cases by

selecting or excluding
Nice classes

Settlement

Was the action
withdrawn, and was it
through a settlement?



Four ways to use Darts-ip
case law and analysis
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Risk management Portfolio analysis
Handicap likely outcomes, Monitor global activity on any
manage expectations. grouping of patents or tech areas.
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Legal arguments Business intelligence

Find winning arguments Track competitors and adversaries as
from cases like yours. well as, collaborators and associates.



Save time find amazing data

“..find cases that match your situation;
the same decision maker, considering
the same technology, and the same
point of law."

Search with IP-centric data
technology - inventor / owner,
read the original decisions

. Defendant from ltaly

. Technology area
Biochemistry...wine IPC C12

Point of Law non-obvious
35USC 103

0 395

47% non obvious

W B 2068
47% non obvious

Pro-tip: B

53% non obvious

Use alerts to send search
updates to your inbox



Verbal comparison tool

No matter how far down the road you are, the question
is the same, "Are these marks similar?" Darts-ip can help
you find out how others have answered in similar cases.

For example: Zhalux v. Haluz
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, Use our internal reference option

to recall searches & bill clients.
case(s), 1,566 document(s)
as of november 2020

(Overall similarity of trade marks / Overall dissimilarity of trade marks)

Country / Court

» All 88% 12% 1,556 Documents
» Brazil 93% 7% 662 Documents
» Europe 84% 16% 422 Documents
» LatAm 84% 16% 266 Documents
» Commonwealt... 96% 4% 50 Documents
» United States  96% 4% 46 Documents
» China 98% 2% 32 Documents
» Commonw. of |...90% 10% 30 Documents
» Asean (Civil) 78% 22% 25 Documents
» Japan 30% 70% 11 Documents
» South Korea 20% 80% 4 Documents
» Africa (excl. C... 100% 0% 4 Documents
» Middle East & ... 100% 0% 4 Documents

100% similarity in China, 81% similarity in Europe
85% similarity in U.S., 71% similarity in Japan



About Clarivate | Darts-ip

Darts-ip collects information from
over 140+ countries around the
world, encompassing 3,800+
courts and offering access to
documentation from over 5 million
cases through the Darts-ip platform.

The purpose of this document is to
provide a consolidated summary of
the scope of collection activity. This
summary is comprehensive, though
nonexhaustive, in its scope, giving an
overview of the collection status of IP
litigation and prosecution information
in each country. The countries in

this document are grouped by legal
perspective — with the aim to provide
an overview of collection declining
from the same legal structures.

Within the legal perspective, countries
are ordered alphabetically.

For each individual country, there
is a breakdown of the IP domains
(Trademark, Patent, Copyright,
Domain Names, Design and Model,
Unfair Competition) we gather
data from, as well as a highlighted

Contact our experts today:

(+32) 2896 47 00 (Europe)

clarivate.com/darts-ip

section of the key courts for each
jurisdiction. In addition, this provides
information on the document types
(for example: complaints, hearings,
main proceedings, etc...) collected
along with the frequency of their
collection (daily, weekly, monthly,
quarterly, semesterly) and timeframe
for availability in the Darts-ip
platform from time of publication to
processing, analysis and upload.

Darts-ip has been collecting case
documents since 2006, but our
collection reaches back into the
historical archives of many jurisdiction,
therefore in addition to collection
rate, this document provides the first
year from which our collection begins
and indicates the start date of reqgular
collection. This document is revised
on a regular basis to ensure an up

to date repository of all of Darts-ip’s
collections activities of a global scale.

For any questions you may have about
the collection activity of Darts-ip, or
region-specific requests, please do
reach out to info@darts-ip.com
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