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1. This opinion contains indications relating to the following items:

DI Box No. | Basis of the opinion

0 BoxNo. Il Priority

LI BoxNo.lll  Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial applicability

O Box No. IV Lack of unity of invention

Box No. V  Reasoned statement under Rule 43bis.1(a)(i) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial
applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement

L Box No. VI  Certain documents cited

Box No. VIl Certain defects in the international application

X

Box No. VIl  Certain observations on the international application

2.  FURTHER ACTION

If a demand for international preliminary examination is made, this opinion will usually be considered to be a
written opinion of the International Preliminary Examining Authority ("IPEA") except that this does not apply where
the applicant chooses an Authority other than this one to be the IPEA and the chosen IPEA has notifed the
International Bureau under Rule 66.1bis(b) that written opinions of this International Searching Authority

will not be so considered.

If this opinion is, as provided above, considered to be a written opinion of the IPEA, the applicant is invited to
submit to the IPEA a written reply together, where appropriate, with amendments, before the expiration of 3 months
from the date of mailing of Form PCTASA/220 or before the expiration of 22 months from the priority date,
whichever expires later.

For further options, see Form PCTASA/R20.
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WRITTEN OPINION OF THE International application No.
INTERNATIONAL SEARCHING AUTHORITY PCT/EP2007/051421

Box No. | Basis of the opinion

1. With regard to the language, this opinion haé been established on the basis of:
X the international application in the language in which it was filed

O atranslation of the international application into , which is the language of a translation furnished for the
purposes of international search (Rules 12.3(a) and 23.1 (b)).

2. With regard to any nucleotide and/or amino acid sequence disclosed in the international application and
necessary to the claimed invention, this opinion has been established on the basis of:

a. type of material:
O asequence listing
L1 table(s) related to the sequence listing
b. format of material:
0  on paper
O in electronic form
c. time of filingfurnishing:
O contained in the international application as filed.
00 filed together with the international application in electronic form.
L1 furnished subsequently to this Authority for the purposes of search.

3. O In addition, in the case that more than one version or copy of a sequence listing and/or table relating thereto
has been filed or furnished, the required statements that the information in the subsequent or additional
copies is identical to that in the application as filed or does not go béyond the application as filed, as
appropriate, were furnished.

4. Additional comments:

Form PCTASA/237 (April 2005)
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International application No.

INTERNATIONAL SEARCHING AUTHORITY PCT/EP2007/051421

Box No.V Reasoned statement under Rule 43bis.1(a)(i) with regard to novelty, inventive step or
industrial applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement

1. Statement

Novelty (N)

Inventive step (IS)

Industrial applicability (IA)

2. Citations and explanations

see separate sheet

Yes:

No:

Yes:

No:

Yes:

No:

Claims
Claims

Claims
Claims

Claims
Claims

Box No. Vil  Certain defects in the international application

The following defects in the form or contents of the international application have been noted:

see separate sheet

Box No. VIll  Certain observations on the international application

The following observations on the clarity of the claim
claims are fully supported by the description, are ma

see separate sheet
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WRITTEN OPINION OF THE International application No.
INTERNATIONAL SEARCHING
AUTHORITY (SEPARATE SHEET) PCT/EP2007/051421

Reference is made to the following documents:

D1: EP 1331791 A2
D2: US2003/0091011 A1

Re ltem V
Reasoned statement with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial applicability;

citations and explanations supporting such statement

1. The present application does not meet the requirements of Article 33 PCT because
the subject-matter of claim 1 does not imply an inventive step. This will be
discussed in the following.

Document D1 cited in the search report (applying the terminology of present claim 1
and references of or to D1) discloses a communication system for performing a
seamless handover of a mobile station between at least a first wireless access point
and a second wireless access point within wireless LAN (paragraphs 10 and 25),
wherein, the mobile station is coupled with at least the first wireless access point for
receiving and/or sending the data from and/or to the first wireless access point
(paragraphs 26 and 27), the communication system comprises:

a first server for storing data from a data source (paragraph 28; "20" in figure 1; "202"
in figure 5);

a network architecture for exchanging data between the first server and the first and
second wireless access points (paragraphs 22-27 and 90; "12" in figure 5);

and a second server (paragraph 28; "202" in figure 1; "202" in figure 5), coupled with
the network architecture, for storing the data from the first server when the mobile
station roams from the first access point to the second access point, and transferring
the stored data to the mobile station through the network architecture, so as to
avoid the packet loss of the mobile station during the handover.

The communication system of claim 1 differs from that of document D1 solely in that

it is explicitly stated that the access points and the servers are connected through a
switch, whereas in D1 it is just disclosed that they are connected through a network

Form PCT/ISA/237 (Separate Sheet) (Sheet 1) (EPO-April 2005)




\ WRITTEN OPINION OF THE International application No.
INTERNATIONAL SEARCHING
AUTHORITY (SEPARATE SHEET) PCT/EP2007/051421

architecture. However, the network architecture of D1, as it is disclosed in paragraph
21, lines 4-10, may include many number of subnets characterized by the access
nodes (paragraph 27, lines 38-45) and that include routers (which are packet
switches) and any other devices capable of being coupled via the network
architecture. On the other side, as can be seen in figure 5, the servers of D1 are also
connected to each other through the network architecture.

Therefore, even if in document D1 it is not explicitly disclosed that the switch to which
the two access points and the two servers are connected is one and the same, itis
disclosed that all these nodes are connected to one and the same network
architecture. And the network architecture of D1 comprises switches to connect these
nodes. Therefore, a characterizing feature, for which this switch would be one and
the same for all four nodes can not be considered as to imply an inventive step.

As a consequence, claim 1 does not meet the requirements of Article 33(3) PCT for
its lack of inventive step.

Furthermore, document D2, that belongs to the same technical field as D1 and that
aims to solve the same technical problem (D2, the abstract) as the current application
discloses also a similar system in a similar node configuration also connected by a
switch (D2, paragraphs 25-28 and 42-45). Therefore, the subject-matter of claim 1
cannot be considered inventive over the disclosure of document D2 either.

2. Independent claim 10 is a mere reformulation of claim 1 in order to define the
corresponding communication method. Therefore, the same arguments with regard
to inventive step apply. Thus, claim 10 does also not meet the requirements of
Article 33 (3) PCT.

3.  Furthermore, dependent claims 2 to 9 and 11 to 21 do not appear to contain any
additional features which, in combination with the features of any claim to which they
refer, involve an inventive step for the reason that the subject-maiter of said claims is
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WRITTEN OPINION OF THE International application No.
INTERNATIONAL SEARCHING
AUTHORITY (SEPARATE SHEET) PCT/EP2007/051421

either in principle directly derivable from the disclosure of document D1 (see for
claims 2 and 11 paragraph 33, lines 1-6; for claims 3, 4, 12 and 14 paragraph 33,
line 6 - paragraph 36; for claims 4, 8, 13 and 17 paragraphs 25-29: for claims 6 and
15 paragraph 39) or represents simple design details which are generally known to
the person skilled in the field of mobile communication systems.

As a consequence, claims 2 to 9 and 11 to 21 do not meet the requirements of
Article 33(3) PCT for lack of inventive step of their subject-matter.

Re ltem VII
Certain defects in the international application

The independent claims are not in the two-part form in accordance with Rule 6.3(b)

PCT.

Re ltem VIII
Certain observations on the international application

The feature "...for performing the seamless handover..." defined in claims 1 and 10 is not
clear, no seamless handover having been defined before.

Form PCT/ISA/237 (Separate Sheet) (Sheet 3) (EPO-April 2005)




