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C A S E  S T U D Y

Beyond the Original Filing: Strengthening Telecom Patent 
Protection Through Continuation Strategy
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P R O B L E M  S T A T E M E N T K E Y  C H A L L E N G E S

A telecommunications product company with a strong 
patent portfolio had filed a patent application 
corresponding to its technical proposal submitted 
during a 3GPP standardization meeting. As the 
technology evolved toward implementation, the client 
sought to strengthen its patent protection by developing 
continuation applications that could cover a broader 
range of implementation scenarios.

The objective was to revisit the existing claims, identify 
unnecessarily restrictive terminology, and uncover 
implementation details that could support additional claim 
coverage. The client wanted to ensure that its patent 
protection extended beyond the specific implementation 
described in the original claims to encompass alternative 
ways of implementing the underlying technology.

  ▸ Restrictive claim terminology: Certain keywords and 
technical expressions in the existing claims could 
unnecessarily limit the scope of protection.

  ▸ Understanding functional significance: Determining 
which claim limitations were essential to the technology's 
operation and which could potentially be broadened or 
omitted.

  ▸ Identifying implementation gaps: Detecting relevant 
technical details and alternative implementation scenarios 
not adequately captured by the original claims.

  ▸ Developing a layered protection strategy: Designing 
continuation claims that balanced broader coverage of the 
underlying technology with protection directed toward 
specific implementation scenarios.

S O L U T I O N  A P P R O A C H    —   Claim Scope Optimization & Continuation Strategy

1
Detailed Keyword-Level Claim Analysis
Examined every keyword and technical expression featured in the existing claims to understand its contribution to the 
claimed invention and its potential impact on the scope of protection.

2
Interpretation of Claim Terminology
Reviewed how individual keywords and expressions could be interpreted in the context of the claims and the overall 
technical disclosure. Identified terminology that could potentially introduce unintended restrictions or narrow the 
range of covered implementations.

3
Assessment of Functional Significance
Evaluated the significance of each claim limitation in the overall functioning of the system. Distinguished between 
features central to the underlying technical concept and details associated with particular implementation choices.

4
Broadening and Refinement of Claim Language
Identified opportunities to broaden selected terms, remove non-essential limitations where supported by the original 
disclosure, and refine claim language to capture the underlying technical functionality more comprehensively.

5
Identification of Missing Implementation Details
Compared the existing claims against the disclosed technology and relevant implementation scenarios to identify 
technical aspects that were not adequately represented in the original claim set.

6
Development of a Multi-Layered Continuation Claim Strategy
Designed four continuation claims with complementary coverage objectives: one broader claim directed toward the 
underlying technology across a wider range of implementation scenarios, and three additional claims directed toward 
specific implementations. This approach sought to establish broader protection while retaining implementation-
specific coverage.
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C A S E  S T U D Y      Telecom Continuation Strategy Continued

⚡ B R E A K T H R O U G H  I N S I G H T

The key insight was that the original patent claims did not necessarily capture the full scope of protection potentially 
available from the disclosed technology.

B R O A D E R  C O N T I N U AT I O N  C L A I M
Directed toward the underlying technology across a wider range of implementation scenarios

IMPLEMENTATION-SPECIFIC 
CLAIM 1

Targeted coverage of a specific technical 
configuration

IMPLEMENTATION-SPECIFIC 
CLAIM 2

Targeted coverage of a specific technical 
configuration

IMPLEMENTATION-SPECIFIC 
CLAIM 3

Targeted coverage of a specific technical 
configuration

A systematic review of claim terminology, functional limitations, and implementation details revealed opportunities to 
refine the claim structure and develop a more comprehensive continuation strategy.

Rather than simply reproducing the original claims with minor modifications, IIPRD developed a four-claim approach 
combining a broader claim directed toward the underlying technological concept with three implementation-specific 
claims.

This layered strategy was designed to extend protection across multiple implementation scenarios while preserving targeted 
coverage for specific technical configurations.

I M P A C T  O N  C L I E N T K E Y  T A K E A W A Y S

Broader protection strategy: Developed a broader claim 
directed toward the underlying technology, subject to support 
in the original disclosure.

Implementation-specific coverage: Designed three 
additional claims targeting distinct implementation scenarios.

Reduced dependence on restrictive terminology: 
Identified opportunities to remove or broaden non-essential 
claim language where legally and technically supportable.

Improved claim architecture: Established complementary 
coverage objectives across the proposed continuation claims.

Stronger long-term portfolio positioning: Created a 
structured basis for pursuing protection across alternative 
implementations of the technology.

Patent claims should be evaluated at the level of individual 
limitations, not merely as complete technical descriptions.

The functional significance of each limitation can help identify 
opportunities for claim refinement.

Continuation strategy can be used to pursue different claim 
scopes based on the original disclosure and the evolving 
prosecution context.

A combination of broader and implementation-specific claims 
can provide complementary layers of protection.

For telecommunications inventions associated with standards 
development, claim strategy should account for both the 
underlying technical concept and the different ways the 
technology may be implemented.

V A L U E  D E L I V E R E D

By conducting a detailed, keyword-level review of the client's telecommunications patent claims, IIPRD identified opportunities to 
refine claim language, address implementation gaps, and develop a structured continuation strategy.

The engagement resulted in four proposed continuation claims: one broader claim intended to cover a wider universe of 
implementations and three implementation-specific claims. This provided the client with a more deliberate approach to extending 
patent protection around its technology and strengthening its long-term intellectual property position.
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