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SAMR Issues Regulative Industry Standard Specification for Notification of Concentration of Under-
takings
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SAMR Conducts Administrative Interview with Huolala and Reminds the Company of Implementing
Anti-monopoly Compliance Work
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SAMR Holds Antitrust Compliance Lecture for Funeral Services Industry
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SAMR Holds Antitrust Compliance Lecture for Foreign-funded Enterprises
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SAMR Initiates Further Investigation into NVIDIA for Its Antitrust Law Violation
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European Commission fines fashion brands Gucci, Chloé and Loewe over €157 Million for Imple-
menting Resale Price Maintenance Practices
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German FCO Launches Antitrust Investigation against Temu
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The Supreme People's Court Issues Provisions of the Supreme People's Court on Jurisdiction of Internet
Courts

CEWEFHEA R R ls RENA R EELAA) EX LA

The Regulations on the Management of Clinical Research and Clinical Translation of New Biomedical
Technologies Formally Issued

FRAES. BXRARERAH L (RFTRA T AR IE N AT

CAC and NDRC Jointly Issue the Guidelines for Deployment and Application of Large Al Models in
Government Affairs

ETTBR AR (R TRARS & D ovE TR REH)
Nine Departments Jointly Issue Several Policy Measures to Promote Service Exports

FEMNE=EZe LT (ATERRS R KEARENTHR)

The Cyber Security Association of China Publishes the Consensus on Ethical Guidelines for AI Services
for Minors

SENZIREZRAN (FMERZLTELZREFT ——ERAATTRRS L2 MR MNIES)

TC260 Issues Practical Guide to Cybersecurity Standards: Emergency Response Guidelines for Genera-
tive Al Services

PRREABET R “HE - ERTERA A EEE R £ 473
The CAC Launches Clear and Bright Campaign to Tackle Malicious Incitement of Negative Sentiment
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National Computer Network Emergency Response Technical Team/Coordination Center of China Noti-
fies 34 Apps for Illegal Collection and Use of Personal Information

BR¥. BREZ R4 5EDPBR (DMALSGDPRYMEEFIEH) EEE N

EU: European Commission and EDPB Gather Feedback on Draft Guidelines on Interplay between DMA
and GDPR
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Ireland: the Irish Data Protection Commission Published the Full Text of the 530 Million Euro Penalty
Decision Made against TikTok
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USA: California Signed the Transparency in Frontier Artificial Intelligence Act
RE: KEZRL2AAMRT T EAIFFEEMREERER

EU: European Commission Issues Draft Guidance and Reporting Template on Serious Al Incidents,
and Seeks Stakeholders' Feedback

#19R F= X Intellectual Property

Ko ARERAFT LM ERZHEREAR

Supreme People's Court issues Provisions on Jurisdiction of Internet Courts
rEmbt: —FRA, AT A LR A AT

Beijing High Court: Appeal court overturns department, clarifying standards for assessing evidence of
trademark use in foreign trade goods

mmm ki R “HF7 LRAF &0V CRS BT KR4

Beijing Intellectual Property Court: Determination that the core service trademark of the Douyin inter-
net platform enterprise constitutes a well-known trademark

LHEBEAFKER: XTAIBERLEGRNZ S, ERAK4107 T

Shanghai Pudong New Area Court: Court awards RMB 4.1 million in damages over Al roadshow
memorandum infringement dispute

Mk FlE: ERASERFERXEAN, HEARTS0T

Shantou Intermediate Court: The court discourages the practice of mass image copyright infringement
for profit, awarding damages of RMB 50

PRI FEER —REFANE “BBHE TAREGHET LSS

Nanping Yanping District Court: Exercise caution in applying general provisions to determine whether
“scratch-off sales” constitute unfair competition

m = &8 wfEARERNER S B EZEFERK

Beijing Third Intermediate Court: First criminal case in China involving service marks in the theme
park sector becomes final
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The Court of Appeal clarifies the principle of disclosure of confidential third-party information
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SAMR Issues Regulative Industry Standard Specification for Notification of Con-
centration of Undertakings

On 29 September 2025, the State Administration for Market Regulation (“the SAMR”) promulgated the
regulatory industry standard Specification for Notification of Concentration of Undertakings (“the
Specification™). The Specification, regarding the notifications of concentration of undertakings, defini-
tively stipulates requirements related to the notification thresholds, documentary requirements and pro-
cedural sequence, specifically encompassing the scope, normative documents references, terms and def-
initions, notification thresholds for filing notifications, filing materials, filing processes and annexes.
The Specification’s promulgation is expected to standardise and streamline administrative services, in-
vigorate merger-and-acquisition activities and stimulate market investment incentives, actively respond
to enterprises’ demands by reinforcing supportive services for enterprises, and further improve the regu-
latory framework governing the notification of concentration of undertakings. The Specification shall be
effective from 1 October 2025. (More)

THRERRARRER, RAEEHELRK ZY AN
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SAMR Conducts Administrative Interview with Huolala and Reminds the Compa-
ny of Implementing Anti-monopoly Compliance Work

On September 23, 2025, the SAMR announced that it had conducted an administrative interview with
Huolala. The SAMR requires the company to strictly adhere to the Anti-Monopoly Law of the People’s
Republic of China and other relevant laws, fulfill its primary responsibility for antitrust compliance,
promptly standardize its operating practices, ensure fair participation in market competition, safeguard
the legitimate rights and interests of relevant parties such as truck drivers and consumers, promote fair-
ness, impartiality, and transparency in platform rules and algorithms, and contribute to the healthy and
orderly development of the industry. (More)



https://www.samr.gov.cn/zw/zfxxgk/fdzdgknr/wszx/art/2025/art_1963f6e4cab24ed3be8b8d9f0f6b7e01.html
https://www.samr.gov.cn/zw/zfxxgk/fdzdgknr/wszx/art/2025/art_1963f6e4cab24ed3be8b8d9f0f6b7e01.html
https://www.samr.gov.cn:3030/xw/zj/art/2025/art_dc1090ffa0d143699aad412d25c7654a.html
https://www.samr.gov.cn:3030/xw/zj/art/2025/art_dc1090ffa0d143699aad412d25c7654a.html
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SAMR Holds Antitrust Compliance Lecture for Funeral Services Industry

On September 22, 2025, the SAMR organized the ninth Antitrust Compliance Seminar of 2025 under
the theme Strengthening Antitrust Compliance in the Funeral Services Sector. The Lecture employs a
combined approach of “policy interpretation and case analysis” to systematically outline conduct sus-
pected of violating antitrust laws within the industry, guide industry participants in enhancing compli-
ance awareness, prevent monopoly risks, and safeguard the legitimate rights and interests of the people
and the public. (More)

W E R R | A 2 R 2T e
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SAMR Holds Antitrust Compliance Lecture for Foreign-funded Enterprises

On September 18, 2025, the SAMR organized the eighth Antitrust Compliance Lecture of 2025 in Bei-
jing; the SAMR invited experts from the Expert Advisory Group of the State Council’s Anti-
Monopoly and Anti Unfair Competition Committee to provide guidance on competition compliance
concerns faced by foreign-funded enterprises operating in China against the backdrop of economic
globalization. Through analysis of representative antitrust enforcement cases from both domestic and
international jurisdictions, the lecture delivered an in-depth examination of common forms of monopo-
listic conduct and key aspects of corporate compliance management, assisting enterprises in accurately
understanding the legislative intent and enforcement trends, establishing sound antitrust compliance
mechanisms, and maintaining a market environment characterized by fair competition. (More)
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https://www.samr.gov.cn:8085/xw/sj/art/2025/art_36fca4a8d2e246a0b81efd1a45238156.html
https://www.samr.gov.cn:8085/xw/sj/art/2025/art_36fca4a8d2e246a0b81efd1a45238156.html
https://www.samr.gov.cn/xw/sj/art/2025/art_490d05f1b03d479c9433090b1b88f2a0.html?sessionid=
https://www.samr.gov.cn/xw/sj/art/2025/art_490d05f1b03d479c9433090b1b88f2a0.html?sessionid=
https://www.samr.gov.cn/xw/zj/art/2025/art_66b8363c3a194ba0a394a843d6cf3fd1.html
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SAMR Initiates Further Investigation into NVIDIA for Its Antitrust Law Violation

On September 15, 2025, the SAMR released information regarding initiating further investigation into
NVIDIA. Based on the preliminary investigation, NVIDIA Corporation has violated the Anti-
Monopoly Law of the People’s Republic of China and the Announcement of the State Administration
for Market Regulation on Approving the Acquisition of Equity in Mellanox Technologies Ltd. by
NVIDIA Corporation Subject to Restrictive Conditions, and the State Administration for Market Regu-
lation has decided to implement a further investigation into NVIDIA according to the law. (More)
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European Commission fines fashion brands Gucci, Chloé and Loewe over €157 Mil-
lion for Implementing Resale Price Maintenance Practices

On October 14, 2025, the European Commission (“the Commission”) announced that it has fined fash-
ion brands Gucci, Chloé and Loewe over €157 million, because the three companies have engaged in
the resale price maintenance practice in breach of the European Union’s competition policy. The Com-
mission’s investigation revealed that these three fashion companies restricted the ability of both their
online and brick-and-mortar retailers (both categories being independent resellers), to set their own re-
tail prices for almost the entire range of products designed and sold by Gucci, Chloé and Loewe under
their respective brand names, such as requiring them to not deviate from recommended retail prices,
maximum discounts rates and specific periods for sale etc.; the covered products including apparel,
leather goods, shoes and fashion accessories, and the infringements covered the whole territory of the
European Economic Area. The Commission holds that such anticompetitive practices deprived the re-
tailers of their pricing independence and reduced competition between them; meanwhile, the three com-
panies aimed to protect their own sales from competition from their retailers. The Commission
launched formal proceedings in July, 2024, considering the cooperating manners by the three compa-
nies, the Commission has applied a 50% or 15% reduction of the fines, with the ultimate fines totalling
€157 million. (More)

18 B B A AR R TemuJT & R 2 W7 R &
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https://www.samr.gov.cn/xw/zj/art/2025/art_66b8363c3a194ba0a394a843d6cf3fd1.html
https://ec.europa.eu/commission/presscorner/detail/en/ip_25_2361?sessionid=
https://ec.europa.eu/commission/presscorner/detail/en/ip_25_2361?sessionid=
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German FCO Launches Antitrust Investigation against Temu

On October 8, 2025, according to media reports, the German competition regulator, German Federal
Cartel Office has opened an investigation into e-commerce platform Temu to determine whether the
company is exerting undue influence over how third-party merchants set prices on its marketplace. The
specific target under investigation is Whaleco Technology Limited, the Dublin-based entity operating
Temu in Germany. Andreas Mundt, president of the Federal Cartel Office, stated that authorities sus-
pect Temu may be enforcing “inadmissible requirements” on merchants’ pricing, and warned that such
actions could limit fair market competition and lead to higher prices across other sales channels.
(More)

W %% 4 5 $ 3 & . Cybersecurity and Data Protection
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The Supreme People’s Court Issues Provisions of the Supreme People’s Court on
Jurisdiction of Internet Courts

On October 11, 2025, the Supreme People’s Court promulgated the Provisions of the Supreme Peo-
ple’s Court on Jurisdiction of Internet Courts (Provisions), which shall come into effect on November
1, 2025. Cases already accepted prior to implementation shall continue to be heard by the original ac-
cepting people’s court. Comprising four articles, the Provisions clarify the scope of jurisdiction for in-
ternet courts, rules on agreed jurisdiction, and appeal hearing mechanisms. The Provisions introduce
four new categories of online cases to be centrally adjudicated by internet courts. Following implemen-
tation, cases involving online data ownership, infringement, and contractual disputes, online personal



https://www.pymnts.com/cpi-posts/germany-launches-antitrust-probe-into-temus-pricing-practices/
https://www.pymnts.com/cpi-posts/germany-launches-antitrust-probe-into-temus-pricing-practices/
https://mp.weixin.qq.com/s/nts9ZDou6-X3daVZ-H38yg
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information protection and privacy rights disputes, online virtual property ownership, infringement,
and contractual disputes, and online unfair competition disputes that would otherwise fall under the
jurisdiction of primary-level courts in Beijing, Hangzhou, and Guangzhou shall instead be centrally ad-
judicated by the respective internet courts in those cities. The Provisions also remove certain cases from
the jurisdiction of internet courts. Following implementation, traditional online infringement disputes
concerning defamation, general personality rights, and property rights in Beijing, Hangzhou, and
Guangzhou shall be accepted by relevant primary-level courts based on territorial and designated juris-
diction criteria. Regarding administrative cases, the Provisions stipulate those administrative cases in-
volving online data regulation, online personal information protection oversight, online unfair competi-
tion supervision, online transaction management, and online information service administration within
the jurisdiction of cities where internet courts exercise centralized jurisdiction shall be accepted by pri-
mary-level courts. (More)
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The Regulations on the Management of Clinical Research and Clinical Translation of
New Biomedical Technologies Formally Issued

On October 10, 2025, the Regulations on the Management of Clinical Research and Clinical Transla-
tion of New Biomedical Technologies (Regulations) were formally promulgated. Comprising 7 chapters
and 58 articles, the Regulations shall come into force on May 1, 2026. The Regulations stipulate that
clinical research institutions conducting clinical research on biomedical new technologies must obtain
written informed consent from participants. Where participants are persons without or with limited ca-
pacity for civil conduct, written informed consent from their legal guardians must be obtained in ac-
cordance with the law. The Regulations stipulate that clinical research institutions shall promptly, accu-
rately, and comprehensively document the implementation of clinical research involving biomedical
technologies, retaining all relevant original materials. Such records and original materials shall be pre-
served for 30 years following the conclusion of the clinical research; where the research involves off-
spring, the records and original materials shall be preserved indefinitely. The Regulations emphasize
that clinical research sponsors, clinical research institutions, and other entities involved in clinical re-
search concerning biomedical technologies shall protect the personal privacy and information of sub-
jects in accordance with the law. (More)

PRAEA. BRRRZRANR (RHEFBRATE AR HENAET)



https://mp.weixin.qq.com/s/nts9ZDou6-X3daVZ-H38yg
https://www.gov.cn/zhengce/content/202510/content_7043790.htm
https://www.gov.cn/zhengce/content/202510/content_7043790.htm
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CAC and NDRC Jointly Issue the Guidelines for Deployment and Application of
Large AI Models in Government Affairs

On October 10, 2025, the CAC and the NDRC jointly issued the Guidelines for Deployment and Appli-
cation of Large Al Models in Government Affairs (Guidelines), aiming to provide government depart-
ments at all levels with a working orientation and fundamental reference for deploying and applying
large Al models. The Guidelines emphasize scenario-driven approaches. Government departments may
select typical scenarios for exploring Al large model applications based on common, high-frequency
needs within public services, social governance, administrative operations, and decision support, adapt-
ing to local conditions and practical circumstances. The Guidelines emphasize standardized deploy-
ment. Government departments should prudently select implementation pathways for large Al models
based on the requirements of different administrative scenarios and existing technological foundations.
The Guidelines stress operational management. Government departments should balance the reduction
of administrative burdens with the empowerment of services, avoiding blind pursuit of technological
leadership or conceptual innovation, and effectively guard against ‘digital formalism’. The Guidelines
indicate that organizational implementation should be strengthened, accelerating the development of a
national standard system for large Al models in the government sector and the formulation of key
standards, while promptly summarizing and promoting typical scenarios and innovative applications.
(More)
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Nine Departments Jointly Issue Several Policy Measures to Promote Service Ex-
ports

On September 24, 2025, the Ministry of Commerce, the CAC and seven other departments jointly
issued the Several Policy Measures to Promote Service Exports (Measures), aiming to further boost
service exports and advance the high-quality development of service trade. The eleventh point of the
Measures proposes promoting and standardizing cross-border data flows: Establish a catalogue of im-
portant data and issue more operational guidelines for identifying such data. Optimize, adjust and dy-
namically update the negative list for data outbound transfers in pilot free trade zones, and explore
establishing a unified national negative list for data outbound transfers across all pilot free trade
zones. Support eligible regions in exploring streamlined arrangements for cross-border transfers of
personal information within multinational corporations, permitting the free cross-border flow of per-
sonal information within such corporations upon assessment or certification. Subject to compliance
with national cyber management systems, support relevant enterprises and research institutions in
more conveniently utilizing networks for international trade and academic research, and participating
in international competition. The twelfth point of the Measures states that the development of interna-
tional data services should be accelerated: Support should be provided for the development of interna-
tional data services in qualified regions such as the Lingang New Area of the Shanghai Pilot Free
Trade Zone and the Hainan Free Trade Port. To meet the needs of new forms and models of service
trade development, support should be given to establishing international data centers and cloud com-
puting centers in pilot free trade zones, the Hainan Free Trade Port, and national comprehensive pilot
demonstration zones for expanding service sector opening-up, providing data processing services to
enterprises with diverse requirements. (More)
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The Cyber Security Association of China Publishes the Consensus on Ethical
Guidelines for AI Services for Minors

On September 23, 2025, the Cyber Security Association of China published the Consensus on Ethical
Guidelines for Al Services for Minors (Consensus), aiming to further strengthen online protection for
minors and promote the healthy and orderly development of Al technology. The Consensus addresses
the practical challenges faced by Al services for minors, proposing industry standards across seven
key areas: prioritizing health, safeguarding content, protecting privacy, ensuring clear rules, promot-
ing transparency and trustworthiness, fostering collaborative governance, and upholding ethical prin-
ciples. It advocates that Al service providers diligently fulfil their social responsibilities in product

11
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design, content management, privacy protection, and mental health guidance, collectively cultivating
a secure, healthy, and trustworthy digital environment. (More)
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TC260 Issues Practical Guide to Cybersecurity Standards: Emergency Response
Guidelines for Generative AI Services

On September 22, 2025, the TC260 released the Practical Guide to Cybersecurity Standards: Emer-
gency Response Guidelines for Generative Al Services (Guidelines). The Guidelines outline classifi-
cation and grading methodologies for security incidents involving generative Al services, alongside
management measures and technical approaches for emergency response processes. They apply to
generative Al service providers and relevant authorities conducting security emergency response ac-
tivities. The Guidelines specifie that security incidents involving generative Al services shall be grad-
ed based on three factors: the criticality of affected assets (business applications and data of genera-
tive Al services), the severity of operational losses, and the magnitude of societal harm. Combining
the levels of these three factors, such incidents are categorized into four tiers: Extraordinary Major
Incident, Major Incident, Significant Incident, and General Incident, corresponding to Levels 1, 2, 3,
and 4 respectively in descending order of severity. (More)
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The CAC Launches Clear and Bright Campaign to Tackle Malicious Incitement of
Negative Sentiment
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On September 22, 2025, the CAC announced a nationwide two-month special campaign titled Clear
and Bright: Tackling Malicious Incitement of Negative Sentiment. The campaign will focus on address-
ing the following issues: (1) Inciting extreme group antagonism: Forcibly linking social hot topics to
identity, regional, or gender-based information for labelling, stigmatization, and denationalization,
thereby provoking inter-group conflicts. (2) Propagating panic and anxiety: Maliciously fabricating and
disseminating false information about disasters, emergencies, or police incidents that may impact public
safety, including forging and publishing fake government announcements. (3) Inciting online violence
and hostility: Orchestrating and dramatizing scenarios involving physical altercations or malicious har-
assment, while promoting the notion of countering violence with violence. (4) Excessively amplifying
pessimistic sentiments: Concentrated dissemination and one-sided promotion of absolutist, negative
narratives such as the futility of effort or the futility of education. (More)
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National Computer Network Emergency Response Technical Team/Coordination
Center of China Notifies 34 Apps for Illegal Collection and Use of Personal Infor-
mation

On October 10, 2025, the National Computer Network Emergency Response Technical Team/
Coordination Center of China notified 34 Apps for illegally collecting and using personal information.
The issues involved include: (1) Failure to itemize the purpose, method, and scope of collecting and us-
ing personal information; (2) Failure to concurrently inform users of the purpose when requesting per-
missions to access personal information; (3) Failure to concurrently inform users of the purpose when
requesting collection of sensitive personal information such as user data; (4) Commencing collection of
personal information prior to obtaining user consent; (5) Actual collection of personal information ex-
ceeding the scope authorized by users; (6) Personal information protection policies describing required
data collection exceeding the necessary scope for relevant functions; (7) Permissions declared in the
configuration file for collecting personal information exceeded the necessary scope for relevant func-
tions; (8) The actual personal information collected exceeded the necessary scope for relevant func-
tions; (9) The frequency of actual personal information collection exceeded the necessary scope for rel-
evant functions; (10) Users were required to enable permissions for collecting personal information not
required for the current function in advance; (11) Compulsory requirement for users to provide non-
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essential personal information; (12) Failure to provide users with complaint channels or functions con-
cerning personal information; (13) Failure to provide users with specific means to rectify or supplement
heir personal information; (14) Imposition of unreasonable conditions or additional requirements dur-
ing account cancellation procedures; (15) Advertising containing misleading or deceptive practices to-
wards users. (More)
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EU: European Commission and EDPB Gather Feedback on Draft Guidelines on In-
terplay between DMA and GDPR

The European Commission and the EDPB have launched a public consultation to gather feedback on
draft guidelines on the interplay between DMA and GDPR. The guidelines will aid companies to inter-
pret and comply with the two sets of rules and the points in which they intersect. This includes provi-
sions in the DMA on the combination and portability of users’ data, which involve processing personal
data and therefore require compliance with GDPR. Also, the DMA foresees alternative app stores and
distribution channels for apps, for which gatekeepers may put in place strictly necessary and propor-
tionate measures that must also comply with GDPR. Interested parties have until December 4, 2025, to
submit their input. Following the assessment of the feedback collected, the final guidelines will be
adopted in 2026. (More)
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Ireland: the Irish Data Protection Commission Published the Full Text of the 530
Million Euro Penalty Decision Made against TikTok

On October 2, 2025, the Irish Data Protection Commission (DPC) released the full text of the 530 mil-
lion euro penalty decision made against TikTok. The transfers of personal data considered in the Deci-
sion consisted of TikTok’s transfers of EEA User Data to China by way of remote access to that person-
al data by personnel of the ByteDance group of companies in China. The Decision considered whether
those transfers complied with Chapter V of the GDPR. The Decision also considered whether TikTok’s
provision of information to users in relation to such transfers met TikTok’s transparency requirements
as required by the GDPR. The decision concluded that: (1) The DPC found that TikTok infringed Arti-
cle 46(1) GDPR during the temporal scope of the Inquiry by carrying out the Data Transfers while fail-
ing to verify, guarantee and demonstrate that that the personal data of EEA users subject to the Data
Transfers was afforded a level of protection essentially equivalent to that guaranteed within the EU. (2)
From July 29, 2020 to December 1, 2022, TikTok infringed Article 13(1)(f) GDPR that fails to provide
data subjects with required information on the Data Transfers and also fails to explain how the employ-
ees based in China can remotely access the personal data stored in Singapore and the United States.
(More)
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USA: California Signed the Transparency in Frontier Artificial Intelligence Act

On September 29, 2025, California’s governor signed the Transparency in Frontier Artificial Intelli-
gence Act (SB 53, Act), establishing a regulatory framework for developers of advanced Al systems.
The Act imposes new transparency, reporting, and risk management requirements on entities develop-
ing high-capacity Al models. It is the first of its kind in the United States. The Act is meant to cover
only certain powerful Al models and it defines Al models generally as computer systems that can make
decisions or generate responses based on the information they receive. Such systems can operate with
varying levels of independence and are designed to affect real-world or digital environments, such as
controlling devices, answering questions, or creating content. The Act provides some key compliance
requirements including: (1) Large frontier developers must publish and maintain a documented frame-
work outlining how they assess and mitigate catastrophic risks associated with their models. (2) Trans-
parency Reporting: Prior to deploying a new or substantially modified frontier model, developers must
publish on their websites a report detailing the model capabilities and intended uses, risk assessments
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and mitigation strategies, and involvement of third-party evaluators. (3) Incident and Risk Reporting:
Critical safety incidents must be reported to the Office of Emergency Services (OES) within 15 days.
More)
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EU: European Commission Issues Draft Guidance and Reporting Template on Seri-
ous Al Incidents, and Seeks Stakeholders’ Feedback

On September 26, 2025, European Commission issued draft guidance and reporting template on serious
Al incidents, and seeks stakeholders’ feedback. According to its Article 73, providers of high-risk Al
systems will be required to report serious incidents to national authorities. It aims to detect risks early,
ensure accountability, enable quick action, and build public trust in Al technologies. While the rules
will only become applicable from August 2026, the draft guidance and reporting template can already
be download and both these documents will help providers to prepare. The draft guidance clarifies defi-
nitions, offers practical examples, and explains how the new rules relate to other legal obligations. The
EU’s approach also seeks alignment with international initiatives, such as the OECD’s Al Incidents
Monitor and Common Reporting Framework. (More)
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Supreme People's Court issues Provisions on Jurisdiction of Internet Courts

On 11 October 2025, the Supreme People's Court (SPC) issued the ‘Provisions of the SPC on the Juris-
diction of Internet Courts’, which refined and adjusted the scope of jurisdiction for cases handled by
internet courts. The Provisions came into effect on 1 November 2025.

In September 2018, the SPC formulated and issued the SPC Provisions on Several Issues Concerning
the Trial of Cases by Internet Courts , which specified that internet courts shall have exclusive jurisdic-
tion over eleven categories of disputes within the jurisdiction of the city where the court is located, in-
cluding online shopping, online services, online financial loans, online micro-loans, online copyright,
online domain names, online infringement, online product liability, and online public interest litigation,
which should be accepted by the basic-level people's courts. Building upon the jurisdiction scope estab-
lished by the 2018 Provisions, the Regulations optimise and refine the types of cases under the jurisdic-
tion of internet courts in accordance with the Central Committee's requirements for the development,
construction and reform of internet courts, while integrating new developments in cyberspace govern-
ance and the evolving demands of digital economic growth. This approach both consolidates and en-
hances the efficient and convenient mechanism of ‘online adjudication for online disputes’ and pro-
motes a focus on adjudicating novel, cutting-edge, complex and rule-significant internet cases.

Comprising four articles, the Regulations clarify the jurisdiction scope of internet courts, rules on con-
tractual jurisdiction, and appeal adjudication mechanisms.

Source: SPC
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Beijing High Court: Appeal court overturns department, clarifying standards for
assessing evidence of trademark use in foreign trade goods

In the administrative dispute concerning the revocation review of Lin Moumou's trademark, the Beijing
High People's Court stated that where goods bearing the disputed trademark have not been circulated
within China and were directly exported, the registrant's claim to maintain registration may be upheld.
The court further clarified the standards for assessing evidence of trademark use on foreign trade goods.

In this case, the disputed trademark was ‘ELEPHANT JUMEL’, registered for use on goods in Class
16, namely: paper lithographic printed articles; paper or plastic bags for packaging (envelopes, pouches,
etc.). The court held that evidence submitted by Mr Lin during the second-instance proceedings demon-
strated that during the relevant period, staff of Brooks Company (established by Mr Lin) and Jufeng
Company (a domestic foreign trade factory specialising in plastic product manufacturing) communicat-
ed via WeChat regarding the negotiation and fulfilment of foreign trade orders for customised and pro-
cured plastic bags bearing the disputed trademark. The aforementioned communication records une-
quivocally documented objective transaction evidence concerning the production, transportation, and
overseas export of plastic bag products bearing the disputed trademark, including: the disputed trade-
mark logo, trademark registration number, customs filing number, product designs, photographs of
batch production, production videos, and images of goods packed for export. This evidence was corrob-
orated by account transaction statements. Although the customs export declaration forms submitted by
Lin Moumou for the aforementioned orders did not display the disputed trademark or brand, when con-
sidered alongside the content of the notarised WeChat chat records, the manifest (bill of lading) infor-
mation queried from the official customs website, transaction statements, various deduction notices, and
the customs export declaration forms bearing the disputed trademark brand submitted by Lin Moumou
in another case, the evidence on file, absent other clear contradictory evidence, forms a complete chain
of evidence sufficient to prove that the disputed trademark was used within the meaning of the Trade-
mark Law on the goods ‘paper or plastic bags for packaging (envelopes, pouches)’ during the specified
period. The registration of this trademark for these goods should therefore be upheld. Given that the
goods ‘paper or plastic refuse bags; plastic film for packaging; paper’ and ‘paper or plastic bags for
packaging (envelopes, pouches)’ belong to the same similarity group under the Classification of Goods
and Services for the Purposes of the Registration of Marks, the registration of the disputed trademark
for the aforementioned goods should also be upheld. The first-instance judgment erred in this determi-
nation, which this Court hereby corrects.

Source: Beijing High Court
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Beijing Intellectual Property Court: Determination that the core service trademark
of the Douyin internet platform enterprise constitutes a well-known trademark

In the administrative dispute concerning the request for invalidation of the ‘Dou Hai Yin’ trademark
rights, a technology company applied to register the ‘Dou Hai Yin’ trademark on 31 August 2018, ap-
proved for use in Class 39 services including ‘travel booking’. On 4 January 2022, a certain internet
company filed a request for invalidation of the disputed trademark, alleging it violated Article 13 of the
Trademark Law of the People's Republic of China prohibiting the imitation of others' well-known trade-
marks. After examination, the National Intellectual Property Administration determined that the internet
company's claimed well-known ‘Douyin’ trademark had been in use for an insufficient period to estab-
lish well-known status, and ruled to uphold the disputed trademark.

The Internet Company appealed to the Beijing Intellectual Property Court. The court's first-instance
judgment acknowledged that although the ‘Douyin’ trademark had been in use for less than two years
prior to the disputed trademark's application date, the Douyin app had operated since its September
2016 launch with short videos and social networking as its core business. It experienced explosive
growth after 2018, topping China's short video app rankings by June with a market penetration rate of
29.8%. by July its monthly active users exceeded 500 million, and by September its cumulative down-
loads surpassed 3.1 billion. In this case, the technology company's promotional copy such as ‘Take
Douyin with you to check-in’ clearly demonstrated malicious intent to free-ride on the internet compa-
ny's goodwill. Therefore, the “Douhaiyin” trademark should be deemed an imitation of the ‘Douyin’
trademark, violating Article 13(3) of the Trademark Law. The Beijing Intellectual Property Court is-
sued a first-instance department overturning the contested decision and ordering a retrial. Subsequently,
the Beijing Higher People's Court dismissed the appeal and upheld the original judgment.

Source: Beijing Intellectual Property Court
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Shanghai Pudong New Area Court: Court awards RMB 4.1 million in damages
over Al roadshow memorandum infringement dispute

Recently, the first-instance judgment was delivered in the unfair competition dispute between Jinmen
Platform and XunTu Technology. The civil judgment reveals that the court ordered XunTu Technology
to immediately cease the unfair competition practices in question, delete all infringing online roadshow
meeting data content, and compensate Jinmen for economic losses and reasonable expenses totalling
RMB 4.1 million. Additionally, XunTu must publish a statement on designated platforms to mitigate
adverse effects.

The Shanghai Pudong New Area Court held that XunTu Technology's subsequent improper use of the
plaintiff's online meeting data—without the rights holder's authorisation and circumventing the whitelist
mechanism—constituted an unlawful provision of specific data to the general public. This violated prin-
ciples of good faith and commercial ethics, disrupted market competition order, harmed the plaintiff's
legitimate competitive interests, and constituted unfair competition. The judgment revealed that the de-
fendant's actions rendered the whitelist mechanisms of securities firms and other sellers ineffective, al-
lowing meeting data to be disseminated beyond authorised scope. This directly jeopardised the plain-
tiff's competitive interests as an online meeting service provider, warranting negative evaluation. Re-
garding another point of contention—whether Al-generated meeting minutes also constituted infringe-
ment—the court ruled that employing artificial intelligence technology could not serve as a pretext to
evade liability. XunTu Technology had defended itself on grounds of ‘technological neutrality’, assert-
ing that its content was Al-generated. However, the court determined that Al, at its current developmen-
tal stage, remains a tool. The choice of tool does not affect the assessment of the legitimacy of competi-
tive conduct. To some extent, more efficient tools may even amplify the detrimental consequences of
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unfair competition. The court held that while addressing the ‘pain point’ of enabling efficient buyer par-
ticipation, one must not create another ‘pain point’ or even a ‘blockage’.

Source: Shanghai Pudong New Area Court
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Shantou Intermediate Court: The court discourages the practice of mass image
copyright infringement for profit, awarding damages of RMB 50

In the case concerning copyright ownership and infringement between Lu Moumou and Dongjishu
Company, the Shantou Intermediate People's Court held that Lu Moumou's act of disseminating images
identical to the work in question to unspecified persons via information networks constituted an in-
fringement of Dongjishu Company's economic rights over the work. Lu Moumou was therefore legally
liable for corresponding civil compensation. Considering the degree of Lu Moumou's subjective fault
and the circumstances of the infringement, Lu's actions constituted a general infringement, warranting
the application of compensatory damages.

In the absence of evidence demonstrating that Dongjisha Co., Ltd. had suffered significant losses due to
the infringement in this case, and given that its enforcement costs were substantially reduced by the
batch litigation approach, coupled with Lu's very limited illegal profits, this Court applied the calcula-
tion of damages based on the profits derived from the infringement. Taking into account Dongjisha Co.,
Ltd.'s reasonable enforcement expenses, it was determined that Lu should compensate Dongjisha Co.,
Ltd. for economic losses, including reasonable enforcement expenses, amounting to RMB 50. The court
of first instance failed to adequately consider factors such as Dongjisha Company's initiation of batch
litigation, the notably minor nature of Lu's infringement, and the low cost of rights protection in this
case when calculating Lu's compensation amount. The imposition of an excessively high liability on Lu
that was disproportionate to the severity of his infringement was inappropriate, and this Court hereby
adjusts it accordingly.

Source: Shantou Intermediate Court
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Nanping Yanping District Court: Exercise caution in applying general provisions to
determine whether “scratch-off sales” constitute unfair competition

A certain tea company is an enterprise integrating tea cultivation, processing, sales, scientific research,
export, and the promotion of white tea culture. The packaging boxes of its tea products feature anti-
counterfeiting traceability QR codes, serving dual functions of anti-counterfeiting and traceability. Luo
Moumou operated an online store on an e-commerce platform run by a certain internet company,gelling
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products from the aforementioned tea company with their anti-counterfeiting traceability codes
scratched off. The tea company contended that Luo's ‘scratch-off sales’ constituted trademark infringe-
ent and unfair competition, demanding compensation for damages.

The Yanping District Court of Nanping ruled that: Firstly, Luo's scratch-off sales practice aligns with
the principle of exhaustion of trademark rights and does not constitute trademark infringement.

Secondly, given that Luo's scraping-off practice clearly did not constitute typical unfair competition
acts such as counterfeiting or commercial bribery, the applicability of Article 2 of the Anti-Unfair Com-
petition Law required assessing whether the conduct disrupted market competition order or harmed the
legitimate rights and interests of other operators or consumers. The court analysed the matter from three
perspectives: market competition order, legitimate rights and interests of operators, and legitimate rights
and interests of consumers, based on the dual functions of traceability and anti-counterfeiting inherent
in the square anti-counterfeiting traceability codes removed by Luo.

Regarding the traceability function: Firstly, operators bear no obligation to uphold other operators' busi-
ness models to maintain existing competitive order. Secondly, in the stage where a certain tea company
sells goods to distributors, it has already obtained its due sales profit. Subsequent price control in the
goods sales chain constitutes merely its business model and should not be protected under the Anti-
Unfair Competition Law. As for any potential indirect competitive disadvantage to downstream distrib-
utors, this constitutes internal competitive behaviour not warranting external regulatory intervention.
Finally, consumers' legitimate rights and interests remain unaffected by the disruption of traceability
functions. Therefore, Luo's code-scraping sales practices, viewed solely through the lens of traceability
disruption, do not necessitate regulation under the Anti-Unfair Competition Law.

From the perspective of anti-counterfeiting functions: Firstly, the disruption of anti-counterfeiting func-
tionality deprived a certain tea company of its rapid product authentication channel, objectively and un-
necessarily increasing the company's operational costs and thereby infringing upon the lawful rights and
interests of its operators. Secondly, Luo's scratch-off sales practice prevented consumers from swiftly,
conveniently, and accurately verifying product authenticity through anti-counterfeiting features, or de-
termining whether products were recycled or subject to secondary sales. Luo's actions thus demonstra-
bly harmed consumers' lawful rights and interests. Finally, Luo Moumou's destruction of the anti-
counterfeiting traceability square code's security features has indeed harmed both the legitimate rights
and interests of the business operator and those of consumers. This conduct has, to a certain extent, dis-
rupted the order of market competition. Therefore, from the perspective of undermining anti-
counterfeiting functionality, Luo Moumou's practice of selling goods with scratched codes constitutes
unfair competition.

Source: Fujian High Court
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Beijing Third Intermediate Court: First criminal case in China involving service
marks in the theme park sector becomes final

In the case prosecuted by the Tongzhou District People's Procuratorate of Beijing against defendants
Zhang Moumou, Zhao Moumou, and others for infringing registered trademarks, as heard by the
Tongzhou District People's Court of Beijing, Universal Studios holds registered trademarks including
‘UNIVERSAL RESORT’ in Class 41 for ‘tour guide services’. The defendants sold ‘Beijing Universal
Studios VIP Packages’ on their operated website ‘Beijing Universal Studios VIP Booking Centre’.
prominently displayed images and text bearing identifiers such as ‘Beijing Universal Resort’ and
‘Universal Studios Resort’, alongside promotional images of classic Universal Resort attractions. They
advertised and sold Universal Studios packages—including guided tours—via self-created webpages
and Baidu promotions.

The Beijing Tongzhou District Court at first instance held: The trademarks used by the defendants on
their webpage constituted ‘identical trademarks’ to the registered trademarks of the rights holder. The
‘guidance services’ provided by the defendants constituted ‘the same services’ as those approved for
use under the rights holder's registered trademarks. Furthermore, the defendants' use of Universal Studi-
os-related images and text on their webpage constituted ‘trademark use’. Therefore, the first-instance
judgment held that all six defendants, without the permission of the registered trademark owner, used a
trademark identical to the registered trademark on the same services for profit by charging service fees,
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constituting particularly serious circumstances. The actions of all six defendants constituted the crime
of counterfeiting a registered trademark.

Five defendants appealed against this department. The Beijing Third Intermediate People's Court issued
a department affirming the first-instance court's determinations regarding the ‘identical trademark’,
‘same type of service’, and ‘trademark-related use’, while supplementing as follows: Firstly, the guided
tour services offered in the Universal Studios VIP package on the appellants' self-created website con-
stituted ‘the same type of service’ as the guided tour services covered by the victim company's regis-
tered trademark, whether in terms of the name used, the specific description of the package items, or the
actual tour guide services provided. This was misleading to consumers. The offence of counterfeiting a
registered trademark infringes upon the exclusive right of the trademark owner to use the registered
trademark; the establishment of this offence does not require actual damage to the rights holder as an
essential element. Secondly, regarding ‘trademark-like use’: evidence in the case demonstrates that the
‘Universal Studios’ text and images bearing ‘Universal Studios’ used on the defendant's self-created
website constitute ‘identical trademarks’ to the victim organisation's registered trademark. Both provid-
ed identical tour guide services, which was sufficient to mislead the public and thus constitutes trade-
mark-like use. Furthermore, the defendant's confessions and documentary evidence demonstrate that
their self-created website did not prominently display their company name. Instead, they developed a
fixed ‘script’ to deflect consumer enquiries about their lack of official authorisation. Ultimately, the
Beijing Third Intermediate People's Court ruled to dismiss the appeal and uphold the original judgment.

Source: Beijing Third Intermediate Court
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The Court of Appeal clarifies the principle of disclosure of confidential third-party
information

On 7 October 2025, the Court of Appeal of England and Wales delivered a significant judgment clarify-
ing the standard for disclosure of confidential third-party information in FRAND litigation before the
English courts. The Court of Appeal held that confidential third-party licensing information must be
redacted from the publicly available version of the judgment. Disclosure would cause commercial detri-
ment to both licensor and licensee, as it could lead to one party demanding lower rates or less favoura-
ble terms in future licensing negotiations. However, the absence of such details does not impede the
public's understanding of the reasoning behind the judgment.

Source: PRIP Research
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This Newsletter has been prepared for clients and professional associates of Lifang & Partners. Whilst every effort
has been made to ensure accuracy, no responsibility can be accepted for errors and omissions, however caused.
The information contained in this publication should not be relied on as legal advice and should not be regarded as
a substitute for detailed advice in individual cases.
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