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The Search Division considers that the present application, or one or more of its claims, does/do not comply with
the EPC so that only a partial search (R. 62a, 63) has been carried out.

Claim(s) completely searchable:1-3, 5-13
Claim(s) searched incompletely:4

Claim(s) not searched:
Reason for the limitation of the search:

[0001] Claim 4 (g) and (h) aim at providing an antigen-binding domain that binds to the same epitope
on PDGF-D with any one of the antigen-binding domains of (e) to (f); or (h) an antigen-binding domain
that competes for binding to PDGF-D with any one of the antigen-binding domains of (e) to (f).

[0002] Claim 4 (g) tries to define the antibody by an unusual parameter and is therefore not
searchable. The antibody is defined as binding to the same epitope as an antigen binding domain
according to claim 4(e) to (f). The application fails however to disclose the epitope to which these
antibodies, according to claim 4(e) to (f), bind. Assuming that in the prior art antibodies against PDGF-
D were disclosed for which the exact epitope is known, it is not possible to determine whether these
antibodies fall under the present claims or not. Without the disclosure of the exact epitopes of the
antibodies, present claim 4(g) cannot be searched in meaningful manner. In addition the claims do not|
define by which method and under which conditions the epitopes will have to be determined. It is
general knowledge that different methods provide different epitopes. For example an peptide
scanning experiment generally results in a different epitope than an epitope determined by X-ray
crystallography.

[0003] Therefore the definition by an antibody through undefined epitopes is an unusual parameter
which is not searchable. Claim 4 (g) is inherently unclear and the subject-matter of claim 4 (g) is not
searched and thus not examined in the present ESOP. See Guidelines: B-VIII-3 "The applicant's
choice of parameter to define his invention renders a meaningful comparison with the prior art
impossible, perhaps because the prior art has not employed the same parameter, or has employed no
parameter at all. In such a case, the parameter chosen by the applicant may lack clarity (see Art. 84 ;
F-1V, 4.11). It may be that the lack of clarity of the parameter is such as to render a meaningful
search of the claims or of a claim or of a part of a claim impossible, because the choice of parameter
renders a sensible comparison of the claimed invention with the prior art impossible. If so, the
application of Rule 63 and the issuing of a subsequent incomplete search report (or, in exceptional
cases, no search at all) under Rule 63(2) (according to the procedures defined in B-VIIl, 3.1 t0 3.3)
may be appropriate, the search possibly being restricted to the worked examples, as far as they can
be understood, or to the way in which the desired parameter is obtained (any response from the
applicant to the invitation under Rule 63(1) being taken into account in determining the subject-matter
to be searched to the extent indicated in B-VIII, 3.2).
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[0004] Moreover, feature (h) of claim 4 lacks clarity as the the term "competes for binding" is an
unusual parameter. The use of this unusual parameter in the present context is considered to lead to
a lack of clarity because the claim does not clearly identify the antigen-binding domains encompassed
by it, as the parameter cannot be clearly and reliably determined by indications in the description or
by objective procedures which are usual in the art. This makes it impossible to compare the claim to
the prior art.

[0005] In reply to the invitation to provide informal clarification, the applicant provided passages in the
application as well as arguments as to why the claims were searchable.

[0006] The Search Division carefully studied the arguments presented by the applicant. The Search
Division is of the opinion that although not explicitly mentioned, claims 4(c) and 4(d) suffer from the
same deficiencies like 4(g) and 4(h) for the same reasons as provided herein above. The objections
are not linked only to the reference antibody but relate to the features " binds to the same epitope on
PDGF-D" or "competes for binding".

[0007] The search division could not find the arguments presented by the applicant persuasive, for
the reasons provided in the ESOP, and has therefore, regarding claim 4, restricted the subject matter
of present search to the subject matter relating to multispecific antigen-binding molecules according to
claim 4(a)-(b), 4(e)-(f).
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