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Using Behavioral Economics to Enhance the Patent Examination Process: A Policy
Research Approach to Improve Efficiency and Quality.
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In this paﬁer, we study the unproductive procrastination behavior of patent
examiners, investigate whether such behavior is caused by present-biased preferences, and estimate
the magnitude of this behavior. We propose a quasi-hyperbolic discounting model in which a patent
examiner is assigned a biweekly quota of patent application reviews and determines the effort
required to meet the deadline.

Using U.S. patent prosecution data, we estimate the present-bias factor of each patent examiner and
find that the proportion of present-biased individuals exceeds the majority. We also show that less
present-biased patent examiners have higher job separation rates.

We suggest that a fragmented work quota can improve the quality and timeliness of patent
examination.
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