
17 Oct 2025 was 2nd day of a very interesting #EQE Tutors Meeting, with the very
welcome possibility to have breakout sessions with each exam committee. We 
covered #EQE2025, with a look ahead to #EQE2026, including #M1 & #M2. And 
#EQE2027, including #M3 & #M4. Unfortunately, the slides will not be made public
(new policy?). There will be an official Tutors Report, in the Q4 2025 epi 
information. 
Here are my takeaways based on my notes / memory. 

- Meeting is still online instead of in-person because EPO participants are 
limited in their time. So, Examination Board prioritizes these hours for 
in-person marking discussions and exam drafting.
- A lot of questions were submitted beforehand, they were all read, some were 
answered (not enough time for everything)

General:
- They caught some candidates in an attempt to cheat last year. Candidates were 
banned from taking this year's exams. Make sure to read Instructions to 
Candidates, and check before exam for updates: 
https://www.epo.org/en/learning/eqe-epac/european-qualifying-examination-eqe 
(under Notices). They will probably be very strict going forward. Don't wear ear
buds, don't talk, no telephones on the table etc. 
- If you cannot comply, you have to let them know (eg if you need hearing aids 
or dark glasses during the exam. Or you cannot stay seated for the parts of exam
where no breaks are allowed.

- all exams are tested in WISEflow at a late stage by people not in the 
committees

- Complaints on day of exam are mainly meant for personal technical issues. The 
recent amendment to Rule 19 IPREE does not mean that you will not be able to 
respond with additional arguments if an issue is detected later, or for an 
appeal.

- Complaints and any appeals must be personalized. There is little point in just
submitting a generic template. General "appeal" rules apply - you need to show 
that YOU are adversely affected

- Tutor's should try WISEflow for a couple of exams to get a feel of the issues 
that candidates can have. 

- I recommend also doing the EPAC exam - it is 100 EUR, and you get to 
experience WISEflow in an exam environment. You can take it every year without 
anything at stake. (some candidates do it for EQE preparation)

- They use a didactic theory that more explanatory text means that candidates 
who are non-native speakers can read faster. I don't believe this works in 
practice on these exams, where you cannot distinguish between just explanation 
and exam "hints"/ "traps". Particularly for resitters, who have learned the hard
way that they failed because they misread or missed something the first time.

- the length of the B & C exams will be discussed shortly by the Examination 
Board
 



New exams:
- after 3 exams of the new system, there will be a fundamental review to see if 
tweaks are needed.
- in the new exams, the Examination Board is free to set the passing mark 
differently each year. It will be more sophisticated than just shifting the bell
curve. They will take into account how questions were actually answered, and how
relevant each question is for fit to practice.
- for F, M1, M3, you will need to get enough marks to pass each level 
separately. So, you can theoretically fail on 1 part. But you can only resit a 
paper as a whole. 
- compensation between parts is not excluded by new regulations. The general 
principle of judging whether candidates are fit to practice will remain.

A 2025:
- seemed to be a good exam. Tutor benchmarkers were very positive.
- this year, no copy/paste claim language. Candidates were expected to define 
claim terms themselves
- need to claim a working configuration, not just loose features
- always seriously consider a claim in each category - if you miss one, you lose
a lot of marks
- you are not penalised for not using a 2-part claim if the description includes
brief references to prior art (similar to real life). You are penalised if you 
use the 2-part claim wrongly.
- you don't need to recite the claims in the description summary.

B 2025:
- Committee acknowledged that B was a little long. They will keep this in mind 
next year. 
- claims were long and complex
- in all cases, the exam marking is adapted based upon what candidates hand-in, 
and alternatives are accepted.
- this year the solution proposed by the client was not at all suitable, but 
this has hinted at by the client
- non-unity seems to have confused a lot of candidates
- you don't need to address any potential objections not mentioned in the EPO 
communications, such as R43(2) in this exam
- try and give a little more explanation about features not being disclosed
- if you state that 3-4 features are not disclosed, and is actually disclosed, 
you get zero marks for this! Better is to just mention 1x and double check! 
- argumentation paper - so make sure this is covered

C 2025:
- length and workload imbalance (Part 1 & Part 2) was not considered a problem 
by the committee. 
- many tutors saw many good candidates overwhelmed and failing this year.
- Committee does not think it is a problem that many candidates reread 
everything in their lunch break

F 2025:
- considered straightforward by candidates
- F questions are based on a reduced syllabus, defined in REE. Ignore "at least"
in IPREE 22(5) - in practice, it is only those documents. 
IPREE R22(5) Candidates are expected to be familiar with () the documents listed



in Rule 21(1)(a), (b), (e), (g), (h), (i), (j), (m) and (o).
IPREE R21(1) (a) the EPC, (b) the Implementing Regulations to the EPC, (e) the 
Rules relating to Fees, (g) the PCT,  
(h) the Regulations under the PCT, (i) the PCT Applicant's Guide, (j) the Paris 
Convention for the Protection of Industrial Property, (m) the Guidelines for 
Examination in the EPO, (o) the Guidelines for Search and Examination at the EPO
as PCT Authority
- so no case law except for what is in the Guidelines, no national law tables
- no "exotic" cases (very vague definition)
- "PCT Applicant's Guide" includes all Annexes

D 2025:
- I thought it was a good D exam. D2 was long, but most candidates scored 
reasonably.
- there was a strange double bell-curve, which means that a lot of people either
passed easily or just failed. We are not sure why.
- D passing rate was lower, but it was not clear why. 
- A few people complained that the D1 questions were exotic. It is difficult for
experienced tutors to judge this. But if there were 2x subjects that you did not
know well, then you could have lost a lot of time and missed marks when there 
are only 5x D1 questions. According to the average marks per question, there was
no question answered poorly by everybody. 
- because of the delay in loading a compensation of 15 minutes was awarded based
upon the formula from the DBoA. This extrapolates from the marks achieved, so it
was about 3 marks extra for someone in 40-50 range. 
- abbreviation in D2 were added to make things easier, but they confused many. 
In future, only logical abbreviations will be given
- PCT Applicant's Guide can now be cited as legal basis where appropriate
- When answering questions, always indicate where you find something. I 
personally also recommend including the main Articles & Rules from the margin, 
and any G decisions.
- We had a long discussion on D1 Q5. If you find it in the EPO-PCT Guidelines, 
then you can answer it quite quickly. GL/PCT-EPO B-XII, 11 Although it was not 
stated explicitly that EPO will examine the results of the SIS (even if not 
searched by the ISA), that is what will happen and that is how you should read 
this section. Note that requesting SIS is a separate request/payment
- make sure you know the EPO-PCT Guidelines - they ask a lot of D1 questions 
from here (Guidelines for Search and Examination at the EPO as PCT Authority)

2026:
- M2 will be the same as D1 2026, except there will be 1x question less. So, the
style of questions will be exactly the same in 2026. 

- M1, M2, M3 & M4 mocks are here: 
https://www.epo.org/en/learning/eqe-epac/european-qualifying-examination-eqe
- epi will make more mock M1's, but they will charge for them.

- D2 will be shorter than 2025 (because of fewer marks - D1 is bigger).

- M3 (2027) is seen as solution to all current B & C complexity/length issues. 
Based on people involved, I sure that it will be much better (at least for a few



years)

- C paper split is likely to be same as 2025. A chance that the marking will be 
a little more lenient. marking is always adapted based upon what is submitted. 
- No problem with people rereading part 1 during their lunch break (on their 
own). 
- You will see straight away if part 2 is the same subject matter by the empty 
pages/missing claims in part 1.

- B will probably be a little shorter than 2025.
- follow hints by client
- try and read through technical explanations as quickly as possible

- M1: level is difficult to define, but it is about level of 2 yr trainee or 
junior EPO examiner. Best preparation is to go through real cases with your 
mentor, and discuss basic argumentations skills against typical EPO objections. 
And study relevant sections of EPC/PCT and the Guidelines. Need to know basic 
steps in EPO procedures.
- I was impressed by how practical the examples were - they fee like real-life!
- technology should not be relevant - just look for words like "polyester" 
repeating. This is just feature P.
- no tricks or vague hints
- Questions will give answers to choose from. Candidates will not have to 
completely formulate answers
- Exam will be presented in language indicated during enrolment, but other 2x 
languages will also be available
- attachments will open in new tabs (this is something that they already have in
EPAC exam)

2027:
- M2 will use the new allowed formats for questions. If you want to see 
something similar, look at EPAC in Wiseflow
- M3 - compensation between M3 parts is not excluded by new regulations. The 
general principle of judging whether candidates are fit to practice will remain.
- All 3x parts of M3 will be made by 1x team. The mock is 1x subject, but it 
seems unlikely that this will be done on ethe actual exam because you cannot 
unread something from an earlier part.
- M3 is currently planned as 3 parts over 2x days

Good luck in 2026! Pete Pollard


