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SAMR Holds Antitrust Compliance Lecture in Shaanxi to Guide Manufacturing Enterprises in Ration-
al Competition
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US Federal Court Rules That Yelp Can Pursue Claims Alleging Google Monopolized Local Search
Market
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UK's Competition Appeal Tribunal Holds that Apple Store's 30% Commission Violated Antitrust Law
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European Commission Carries out Unannounced Antitrust Inspections in the Ski Equipment Sector
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FTC Conditionally Approves the Synopsys and Ansys Deal, Requesting Both Parties to Divest Core
Assets
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Revised Draft of the Cybersecurity Law to Be Submitted for the Second Deliberation
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Supreme People's Procuratorate Releases New Characteristics and Trends of Crimes Infringing on Citi-
zens' Personal Information
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MIIT Notifies 20 Smart Terminals of Violations Infringing on Users' Rights and Interests
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CAC Announces List of Professional Institutions Certified for Personal Information Protection Compli-
ance Audit Services
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Shanghai Municipal Bureau of Communications Regulates and Notifies 42 Apps (SDKs) of Violations
Infringing on Users' Rights and Interests
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Australia: NAIC Releases Guidance for AI Adoption
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EU: EDPB Adopts Opinions on Extending the Validity of the UK Adequacy Decisions
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Nation's First Commercial Secrets Protection Standard for Online Gaming Sector Released
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Supreme People's Court: Improvements Solely Pertaining to Computer Software Programmes do not
Constitute Subject Matter Eligible for Utility Model Patent Protection
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Supreme People's Court: The Supreme People's Court Intellectual Property Tribunal Issues the Nation's
First Judgement Upholding a Reconsideration Decision on Interim Measures
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Beijing High Court: ‘BiQuGe’ Trademark Ruled Invalid as It has Become Synonymous with Online Lit-
erature Piracy
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Jinshan Court: Reselling NetEase Cloud Music 88VIP Memberships at Discounted Prices Constitutes
Unfair Online Competition
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Wuxi Intermediate Court: Using Al for Mass ‘Assessment’ to Drive Traffic Constitutes Unfair Compe-
tition

¥ [E 7% [ 4 4 InterDigital 5 T2 B b 47 57 81K & A 4 7] 24 4 & A AASI

The UK Courts have Issued an AASI in the Streaming Patent licensing Dispute Between InterDigital
and Amazon
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The Unified Patent Court of the European Union Issues a Cross-border Injunction Judgement Covering
14 Countries
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20254 10A24H, BEXTEEEELR (“TYRERR” ) ERBEETLZTF /202555
THIR ZWAMHE, RSV EZHANEIR, RALL KB AMEE S, RIF E LA
BATPREMUTAE. AP HENERE “REMAAT FHELLVERTESE” , REF
BVAFRATFESE, RNENREWEEEN, BHIHENTHEFHTHIE, 1004 K4HE L
Pl FERELL ERE TR S M. (EFES)

SAMR Holds Antitrust Compliance Lecture in Shaanxi to Guide Manufacturing
Enterprises in Rational Competition

On 24 October 2025, the State Administration for Market Regulation (“SAMR”) convened the tenth
Antitrust Compliance Lecture of 2025 in Xi’an, Shaanxi Province. The lecture aimed to strengthen en-
terprises’ awareness of antitrust compliance, enhance their capacity of antitrust compliance, and foster
fair competition and innovative development in the manufacturing sector. Under the theme “Antitrust
Compliance: Guiding Manufacturing Enterprises toward Rational Competition,” the lecture focused on
fair competition in manufacturing, provided in-depth instruction on antitrust laws and regulations, and
promoted the establishment of a fair and orderly market environment. More than 100 manufacturing en-
terprises participated either on-site or online. (More)
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2025410 A 24 H, HEHEEMERE, = E M B A H X % K Keulenik B # E 1.9 Yelp%t 4 Google i
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OneBox B NE#E ER WG| S B F LE T ROMER, EIHEET I Yelpt & 5 89 F 12415 K
VAERAA A EIRE P Bh A ERERW TN, SHEAPRAEEEESRAEAN
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US Federal Court Rules That Yelp Can Pursue Claims Alleging Google Monopo-
lized Local Search Market

On 24 October 2025, according to media reports, Judge Keulen of the U.S. District Court for the North-
ern District of California issued a decision allowing Yelp’s antitrust claims against Google to move for-
ward. In this case, Yelp alleged that Google used its dominance in general search to unfairly suppress
competition in the local search market: Google intergrated local business listings into its “OneBox” dis-
play, which effectively directed users to Google’s own services while burying competitors’ results.
Judge Keulen concluded that Yelp’s revised caliphs establish a plausible “theory of coercion”, suggest-
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ing that users were steered toward Google’s local content by design, and that the OneBox feature
played a central role in the alleged steering. Accordingly, the judge found that Yelp’s refined claims
sufficiently demonstrated how Google’s interface could limit user exposure to non-Google listings, and
that Google’s conduct of keeping users within its own ecosystem could restrict both market competi-
tion and consumer choice. (More)

FE 4 LR E AR E RN E E30% M4 XK 28T

20254 10A23H, #(EFS LIFEE ( “CAT”) EHH®, ATFXERINAFERTLE
EW30%H & MAT A R IR T LM, AZREZFAEFEFHEL, HREKH36007
HEFEFREAERIRD, BEFERNEEOSK AL LRS- T, iOSKF N XA RS 975
TWRAXEHMAWATY, CATARREREN AT AE, AEEREI L HEELEE. WH
HHAEANFNBETHAHFREXTIANES, EREE (1998F7F %) F -5/ (KH
EATH29) #1025, CATIA A RE 7 AR EREZ, HAKEINATEFEREZLTNITE.
T LR FIERAE XA, (EEES)

UK’s Competition Appeal Tribunal Holds that Apple Store’s 30% Commission Vi-
olated Antitrust Law

On October 23, 2025, the UK Competition Appeal Tribunal (“CAT”) issued the judgment holding that
Apple’s conduct of charging developers a 30% commission through App Store constituted an abuse of
market dominance. The plaintiff of this case is scholar Dr. Kent, who represented approximately 36
million class members consumers to raise this class action, alleging that Apple implemented conduct
abusing it market dominance in both the 10OS app distribution services market and the iOS in-app pay-
ment services market. The CAT accepted the plaintiff’s market definition, finding that Apple’s tying
conduct and the imposition of excessive and unfair prices had excluded competition in the relevant
market, thereby violating Chapter Il of the Competition Act 1998 and Article 102 of the Treaty Func-
tioning of the European Union. The CAT held that the plaintiff was entitled to damages, and that the
CAT would convene a hearing in November to hear submissions on any matters including the calcula-
tion of quantum and applications for permission to appeal. (More)

KEZRMNBXBEXENARTRRIATIRE

2025F10A20H, MBAZE R~ “KREL”) EAHAEAEXNZ FETREIHN F09E W3 frit
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European Commission Carries out Unannounced Antitrust Inspections in the Ski
Equipment Sector

On October 20, 2025, the European Commission (“the Commission”) released that it was carrying out
unannounced inspections at the premises of several companies active in the ski equipment sectgg The



2025.10 NO.409

3

1| LirANG & PARTNERS
Bz » 2w % 5 m

NI

Commission has concerns that the inspected companies may have violated EU antitrust rules, namely
the prohibition of cartels and restrictive business practices stipulated in Article 101 of the Treaty on the
Functioning of the European Union. The Commission officials were accompanied by their counterparts
from the relevant national competition authority. Unannounced inspections are a preliminary step into
suspected anticompetitive practices. The fact that the Commission carries out such inspections does not
mean that the companies in question are guilty of anticompetitive behaviour, nor does it prejudge the
outcome of the investigation itself. (More)

XEFTCH &R RS ZHMBAY, BERKF B LK

20254F10H17H, =EHFARH LG ZE F & (“FTC?) % i F &4 (consent decree) , [ff & tF#h
#EFHH (Synopsys) 5% HT 4 (Ansys) PI35012% TTH W, FHER N 73 & 20 % 7= LU#E
FE IV ZR G R ZWET . RAEZF 4 (consent order) , FTEMF KR E H b F
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FTC Conditionally Approves the Synopsys and Ansys Deal, Requesting Both Par-
ties to Divest Core Assets

On October 17, 2025, the US Federal Trade Commission (“the FTC”) issued the consent decree, which
conditionally approved the $35 billion merger between Synopsys and Ansys by requiring both parties to
divest certain assets to resolve the antitrust concerns by the regulator regarding this deal. According to
the consent decree, Synopsys would divest its optical software tools and its photonic software tools,
while Ansys would divest a power consumption analysis tool, both would divest their assets
to Keysight Technologies, Inc.. Without the divestitures, the FTC alleged that the deal would ultimate-
ly harm device manufacturers and consumers. Following a public comment period, the FTC voted 3-0
to approve the final order. (More)

W 4 2% 2 5 % # & #. Cybersecurity and Data Protection
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Revised Draft of the Cybersecurity Law to Be Submitted for the Second Delibera-
tion

From October 24 to 28, 2025, the 18th session of the Standing Committee of the 14th National Peo-
ple’s Congress was held in Beijing. The Revised Draft of the Cybersecurity Law (Draft) is to be sub-
mitted for the second deliberation. Based on opinions from all parties, the following major revisions
are proposed: (1) Enrich the guiding principles for cybersecurity work; (2) Add content to promote the
security and development of Al; (3) Further strengthen the connection with the Civil Code and the Per-
sonal Information Protection Law in terms of personal information protection; (4) Further improve the
relevant penalty provisions. To address the reality that Al brings both unprecedented development op-
portunities and hitherto unknown risks and challenges, the Draft intends to add a framework provision
on the security and development of Al. Its main contents include: supporting the research on basic Al
theories and the R&D of key technologies such as algorithms; advancing the construction of Al infra-
structure; improving Al ethical norms; strengthening the monitoring and assessment of security risks;
innovating and enhancing Al security supervision; and promoting the healthy development of Al
(More)

wEA R ER AR RAMSARBWEHF T SFT LD

20256 10A23H, Zm ARRERAT T ELLARMAGELRAFT FRFTLE, AF:
(D ffEH&% “THFR” BERENER, AHNERTRARMIAGRE. 21 Es FTEEE
BRCBARFTY HARMAGREAER, A4AHEHER. KRE. 2T 2RIMAELE, £
BRENRERSE, H THELERBR M “BER” & Q) WERALERESR, LF
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Supreme People’s Procuratorate Releases New Characteristics and Trends of
Crimes Infringing on Citizens’ Personal Information

On October 23, 2025, the Supreme People’s Procuratorate released the new characteristics and trends
of crimes infringing on citizens’ personal information, including: (1) Targeting specific groups based
on “market demand” to obtain citizens’ personal information in a targeted manner. Some lawbreakers
closely track the demand for citizens’ personal information in the “black and gray industry market”,
hunt, sort out and analyze citizens’ personal information in a targeted way, and even form specialized
data service providers to provide customized “raw material” support for downstream crimes; (2) The
iteration and update of criminal technologies, with criminal methods becoming more intelligent and
concealed. Some lawbreakers use hacking technologies such as web crawlers, Trojan viruses and pene-
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tration tools to invade various systems storing citizens’ personal information, obtain information in
batches and then sell it to make illegal profits. After being sold, part of the personal information is used
or illegal and criminal activities such as telecom fraud; (3) Online “doxxing” promotes the escalation
of online violence and seriously infringes on citizens’ legitimate rights and interests. Online “doxxing”
behaviors have diverse purposes. Perpetrators of “doxxing” illegally obtain others’ private information
through “social engineering databases” (databases built by lawbreakers through illegal means to collect
citizens’ personal information), and spread such information to guide netizens to attack and harass the
victims, causing serious harm to society, individuals and the online ecology. (More)

THEHBMOKF RO FEERERN P RAETH

202510 A22H, THEHERT20XE LA FLEGEHNF NmTH, PEAXEREL. LE
HiEFR, BRREA. Tl FRNEA. T E, FRFILmEra. THHAEL
B (D ARBENAGERLENN; Q) kEAREBEEREMES;, Q) BHEKEFLE
MAER; W) BZAERMIAGREEZN; (5 KRRERREZENF; (6 RALAFEHA
AR (D) BE AR, FEFANS LR NET AT HTER, ERELEMQ
o, TEHERERALRTRERAETNE. (EFEESL)

MIIT Notifies 20 Smart Terminals of Violations Infringing on Users’ Rights and In-
terests

On October 22, 2025, the Ministry of Industry and Information Technology (MIIT) notified 20 smart
terminals of violations infringing on users’ rights and interests. These terminals cover products such as
home cameras, children’s smartwatches, smart speakers, smart locks, smart robots, smart toys, and
smart learning terminals. The involved issues include: (1) Failure to provide personal information pro-
cessing rules; (2) Collecting facial information without separate notification; (3) Collecting unnecessary
personal information beyond the specified scope; (4) Illegally transmitting personal information to the
cloud; (5) Failure to provide a permission management mechanism; (6) Inadequate explicit information
on application distribution platforms; (7) Forced automatic renewal. Smart terminals with the above
issues shall rectify in accordance with relevant regulations. If the rectification is not implemented
properly, MIIT will organize and carry out relevant disposal work in accordance with laws and regula-
tions. (More)

FREAGEANTEBENAGRRF AT IHRF ML T AL L 2

202510 A21H, #RWNEA AN T BLEPMAGCERFAAF RS NN T LML L E, A
B A(FRARKMEMABELERFE) (MPAGERFEMAFUHERESE) HXER, ¥4
FEIF=AZEEE (FPEAREXMEVDGEAT LD DURARNEAR, XREFTES
WA IETAE, LT VM NETFE R, BEERTANNESERZ2EE T,
FEEEEGHAREANDBIAERIENAGEERFEAF RS IEILES. (EEESL)

CAC Announces List of Professional Institutions Certified for Personal Information
Protection Compliance Audit Services
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On October 21, 2025, the Cyberspace Administration of China (CAC) announced the list of profession-
al institutions that have obtained certification for personal information protection compliance audit ser-
ices. To implement the relevant requirements of the Personal Information Protection Law and
the Measures for the Administration of Personal Information Protection Compliance Audits, three enti-
ties including the CAC carried out the certification work for professional institutions in accordance
with the Regulations of the People’s Republic of China on Certification and Accreditation, as well as
relevant certification rules and practice guidelines. The certification work for the first batch of profes-
sional institutions has been completed, and 13 institutions including the National Computer Network
and Information Security Management Center and the China Academy of Information and Communica-
tions Technology have obtained the certification certificate for personal information protection compli-
ance audit services. (More)

L+ TREE RER4A2ZKApp (SDK) BEEER P RETH

20254610 A20H, bWl e FmAEM T422%App (SDK) HFEEER P EAT A, B la
B (D RAFMAGELAEAN; (20 kZE2ABAPFHF; Q) KFTEHE;, D
Appia . %, HEREMIR. 77 A App (SDK) S 4t 77 72 el 8] B or BU & %, 3 %%
App (SDK) MAGGRFEF NG TEFELEE TS, BRRZ HRSATHERNEER
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Shanghai Municipal Bureau of Communications Regulates and Notifies 42 Apps
(SDK5s) of Violations Infringing on Users’ Rights and Interests

On October 20, 2025, the Shanghai Municipal Bureau of Communications Regulates notified 42 Apps
(SDKs) of violations infringing on users’ rights and interests. The involved issues include: (1) Failure
to explicitly state personal information processing rules; (2) Failure to properly handle user complaints;
(3) Difficulty in account cancellation; (4) Apps compulsorily, frequently, or excessively demanding
permissions. The problematic Apps (SDKs) shall immediately rectify the existing issues, conduct a
comprehensive self-assessment on the protection of personal information and users’ rights and interests
for the respective Apps (SDKs), and submit the rectification report and self-assessment report in writ-
ing to the Shanghai Municipal Bureau of Communications Regulates within 5 working days from the
date of the notification. For those that fail to complete rectification and submit the reports within the
time limit, the Shanghai Municipal Bureau of Communications Regulates will handle them in accord-
ance with laws and regulations. (More)

WAFT: NAICK A (ALM A4
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Australia: NAIC Releases Guidance for AI Adoption

On October 21, 2025, Australia’s National Al Centre (NAIC) released the Guidance for Al Adop-
tion (Guidance), which aim to support both Al developers and deployers in embedding responsible Al
practices throughout the lifecycle of Al systems. The Guidance introduces six fundamental practices
that organizations should adopt: (1) Decide who is accountable; (2) Understand impacts and plan ac-
cordingly; (3) Measure and manage risks; (4) Share essential information; (5) Test and monitor; (6)
Maintain human control. The Guidance is structured in two versions: (1) Foundations: A foundational
guide tailored for organizations at the early stages of Al adoption; (2) Implementation Practices: De-
tailed guidance for governance professionals and technical experts which is aligned with ISO/IEC
42001 and the NIST AI Risk Management Framework, ensuring consistency with international stand-
ards. To support adoption, the NAIC has also released a suite of practical tools, including: (1) An Al
screening tool; (2) A policy guide and template; (3) An Al register template; (4) A glossary of terms
and definitions. These resources aim to lower the barrier to responsible Al use, particularly for small
and medium-sized enterprises. (More)

KH: EDPBEN X THEKZEE R, HRERNHENL
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20254210 A20H, BRMBiERIPZ R4 (EDPB) B TR AL R4 x FTRIE (FEAKERP
%) (GDPR) 1 (Fhik#54) (LED) ¥ E m4 AR ALK E20314F12 A B9 H T
B, 3 E 0tk B B FE KK BN 5 A B A £ AL K B 4 4 e 3 B A A
MAGE 0 4E, WL ERBASMEEHR . EDPBE KU E R 2% — S m LT, L&
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BB R, MARFIFEER L ENENFER. (EEEL)

EU: EDPB Adopts Opinions on Extending the Validity of the UK Adequacy Deci-
sions

On October 20, 2025, the European Data Protection Board (EDPB) adopted two opinions of the Euro-
pean Commission on extending the validity of the UK adequacy decisions until December 2031 in
accordance with the General Data Protection Regulation (GDPR) and the Law Enforcement Di-
rective (LED). The extension of the validity of the UK adequacy decisions will allow organizations
and competent authorities based in Europe to continue transferring data to UK-based organizations
and authorities without implementing additional guarantees. The EDPB encourages the Commission
to further elaborate its assessment and monitor the rules on transfers from the UK to third countries.
The new adequacy test, introduced by the Data (Use and Access) Act 2025, requires the level of pro-
tection of the third country to be not materially lower than the one provided for data subjects by the
UK framework, but this test does not refer to the risk of government access, the existence of redress
for individuals and the need for an independent supervisory authority. (More)
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Nation's First Commercial Secrets Protection Standard for Online Gaming Sector
Released

Recently, the Xuhui District Market Regulation Authority in Shanghai issued the ‘Guidelines for the
Management of Trade Secrets in Online Gaming Enterprises’ (hereinafter referred to as the
‘Guidelines’). As the nation's first standardised technical guidance document for trade secret manage-
ment in the online gaming sector, its core focus addresses industry pain points such as the difficulty in
obtaining evidence, slow enforcement of rights, and challenges in defining the nature of trade secrets,
thereby providing a Shanghai-based solution for industry protection.

Jointly drafted by the Xuhui District Market Regulation Bureau and multiple stakeholders, the Speci-
fications precisely align with industry characteristics. They systematically define the scope of trade
secrets for the first time: operational information includes undisclosed characters, skill effects, etc.,
while technical information encompasses source code, core design documents, and more. A dynamic
classification adjustment mechanism is also established. Representing an upgrade to prior industry
protection guidelines, the Specifications propel enterprises from ‘reactive rights enforcement’ towards
‘proactive safeguarding’. They clarify collaborative governance procedures involving government,
enterprises and law firms, thereby furnishing a standardised model for the digital cultural and creative
sector.

Source: Shanghai Xuhui District Market Supervision Bureau
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Supreme People's Court: Improvements Solely Pertaining to Computer Software
Programmes do not Constitute Subject Matter Eligible for Utility Model Patent
Protection

Recently, the Intellectual Property Tribunal of the Supreme People's Court (SPC) concluded an appeal
concerning the invalidation of a utility model patent for an ‘intelligent weighing device based on com-
puter vision technology’. The second-instance judgement overturned the original decision, determining
that the patent did not fall within the scope of subject matter protected by utility model patents.

In this case, the contested patent was formally drafted as product claims but essentially concerned the
architecture of computer program modules. The SPC noted that the core elements within the patent
claims essentially constituted limitations on the computer program modules themselves, rather than be-
ing realised solely through hardware connection relationships. Under patent law provisions, claims sole-
ly involving improvements to computer programs themselves do not fall within the scope of utility
model protection. Although the court of first instance deemed the relevant program to be prior art, the
SPC pointed out that this finding lacked evidentiary support, and that the distinguishing features pre-
cisely reflected improvements to the computer program itself. The SPC overturned the first-instance
judgment and the contested decision, directing the National Intellectual Property Administration to con-
duct a fresh examination.

This case clarifies the examination criteria for such patent applications, emphasising that the focus of
examination must be on whether the claims contain improvements to computer programs.

Source: SPC
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Supreme People's Court: The Supreme People's Court Intellectual Property Tribu-
nal Issues the Nation's First Judgement Upholding a Reconsideration Decision on
Interim Measures

Recently, the Intellectual Property Tribunal of the SPC concluded the nation's first case involving a re-
view of interim measures concerning integrated circuit layout design exclusive rights. It issued the inau-
gural judgement upholding interim measures to cease infringing activities.

In this case, Ze Company sued Xin Company and Chi Company for infringing its integrated circuit lay-
out design exclusive rights, applying to the Wuxi Intermediate People's Court for interim measures. The
court ordered both defendants to suspend production and sales of the implicated chips during litigation.
The defendants contested the judgement and sought reconsideration from the SPC.

The SPC upheld the original injunction, reasoning that: Ze Company had registered its layout de-
sign;Preliminary evidence indicated substantial similarity between the infringing products and the de-
sign;The allegedly infringing chips were imminent for market release, posing irreparable harm to the
rights holder through price erosion and lost commercial opportunities; Ze Company had provided ade-
quate security; and sufficient market substitutes existed, ensuring the injunction did not harm public
interest. Accordingly, the SPC ruled to dismiss the reconsideration. As the nation's first case involving
provisional measures for integrated circuit layout design exclusive rights, the court's timely injunction
effectively halted the expansion of infringing harm, safeguarding the innovative achievements and mar-
ket rights of semiconductor enterprises.

Source: SPC
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Beijing High Court: ‘BiQuGe’ Trademark Ruled Invalid as It has Become Synony-
mous with Online Literature Piracy

Recently, the Beijing High Court issued its second-instance judgement in the administrative dispute
concerning the invalidation request for the“BiQuGe”trademark. The focal point of contention in this
case was whether the disputed“BiQuGe”’trademark constituted a mark*“detrimental to socialist morals or
having other adverse effects”as stipulated in Article 10(1)(viii) of the Trademark Law.

The court determined that, from the perspective of general public perception within the online literature
sphere, “BiQuGe”had become widely recognised as a“hub for pirated online literature”or a“search term

for pirated online texts”, effectively forming a code word synonymous with“piracy”.Its registration

and use undermined public order in copyright management and harmed the public interest of the indus-
try. Regarding the assessment criteria, while the factual status at the time of application or registration
generally determines whether a trademark has adverse effects, evidence demonstrating that the trade-
mark's meaning or continued registration violates public order and good morals after registration may
be considered to uphold public interests. Furthermore, the assessment should be based on the perception

of the“relevant public within the online literature sector”, rather than generalised public perception.

Regarding the trademark proprietor's claims, the evidence submitted by the proprietor remains insuffi-
cient to demonstrate that the“BiQuGe”trademark has, through usage, established a close association
with the proprietor or developed a new positive connotation detached from “piracy”’among the relevant
public. In summary, the court ruled to dismiss the appeal and uphold the original judgment.

Source: Beijing High Court
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Jinshan Court: Reselling NetEase Cloud Music 88VIP Memberships at Discounted
Prices Constitutes Unfair Online Competition

Recently, the Shanghai Jinshan Court concluded a case concerning unfair competition, clarifying that
the resale of NetEase Cloud Music 88VIP memberships at below-market rates constitutes unfair online
competition.

The court determined that both the Taobao platform and NetEase Cloud Music stipulate that 8§VIP
members may not transfer or assign their obtained vinyl membership privileges to others for use. As
providers of paid membership services for music applications, music platforms rely on the sale of such
subscriptions as their primary revenue model. By selling NetEase Cloud Music paid memberships to
internet users at prices significantly below official rates and in violation of platform rules, online store
operators enabled users to access the plaintiff's services without payment. This conduct disrupted nor-
mal market order. The transfer or assignment of membership rights obtained through Taobao 88VIP
membership benefits to third parties compels the online platform to incur substantial additional costs in
screening users who have acquired membership services through non-compliant means and freezing
their privileges. This increases the plaintiff's operational expenses, heightens security risks, and im-
pedes the normal operation of the plaintiff's online products or services, constituting unfair competition
in the online sphere.

Source: Shanghai Jinshan Court
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Wuxi Intermediate Court: Using Al for Mass ‘Assessment’ to Drive Traffic Consti-
tutes Unfair Competition

Recently, the Wuxi Intermediate People's Court concluded a case concerning unfair competition, clari-
fying that competitors utilising Al to mass-generate review articles without factual basis and publishing
them to divert traffic towards their own products or services constitutes unfair competition.

The court held that while the law does not prohibit operators from evaluating others' products or ser-
vices — with peer evaluation serving as a vital means to regulate industry conduct — such commentary or
criticism must be objective and truthful. Where operators provide genuine, fair assessments based on
authentic experience, rather than false or disparaging remarks, judicial intervention to restrict free com-
petition between operators is unnecessary even if their own products are mentioned in the content. Nev-
ertheless, the articles mass-published by the defendant in this case were entirely Al-generated and did
not reflect views formed through actual software usage. This conduct essentially constituted promotion-
al activity aimed at generating profit by disseminating numerous articles containing keywords of com-
petitors' software while embedding references to its own software. This redirects users searching for
‘Plaintiff Company's inventory management software’ or other branded inventory management solu-
tions to the Defendant's website. Consequently, it diminishes user traffic and transactional opportunities
for the Plaintiff and other competitors, thereby harming their commercial interests. Simultaneously, this
practice disseminates substantial low-quality information, polluting data sources and complicating con-
sumers' access to accurate information, thus undermining societal interests. In summary, the court finds
that the aforementioned conduct by the defendant company violates the principles of good faith and
commercial ethics, transgresses the boundaries of free competition, and constitutes unfair competition.

Source: Wuxi Intermediate Court
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5 JE: PRIP Research

The UK courts have Issued an AASI in the Streaming Patent licensing Dispute Be-
tween InterDigital and Amazon
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Recently, Lord Justice Mead of the High Court of Justice issued an Anti-Injunctions Application
(AASI) concerning the streaming patent licensing dispute between InterDigital and Amazon.

The case arose from unsuccessful negotiations between the parties over streaming patent licensing: in
August 2025, Amazon filed suit in the UK courts seeking confirmation of RAND licensing terms for
four European patents, while simultaneously initiating a non-essentiality declaration action in Brazil.
Concerned that the UK court might grant provisional licences, InterDigital applied for an Anti-
Injunctions in Licence (AILI) order in Germany and the Unified Patent Court (UPC). Both courts up-
held the application, imposing penalties including substantial fines and administrative detention.

The UK court's recent Anti-Injunctions in Licence order explicitly permits applications for its amend-
ment or revocation, with a hearing scheduled for late October. More significantly, the accompanying
final relief provisions strike at the heart of the matter: declaring that coding patents must comply with
RAND obligations. Should InterDigital or the original rights holder Thomson refuse to grant licences,
the court may declare the patents invalid, revoke them, or award damages for breach of contract. This
will shatter attempts by companies such as InterDigital or Nokia to evade RAND obligations and set
prices freely, while also carrying significant implications for similar multinational patent disputes.

Source: PRIP Research
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#J8: EPLAW

The Unified Patent Court of the European Union Issues a Cross-border Injunction
Judgement Covering 14 Countries

Recently, the UPC District Court in The Hague delivered a landmark judgment finding that shelf acces-
sory systems manufactured by Dutch company Black Sheep infringed a European patent held by Swe-
dish firm HL Display, issuing an injunction covering 14 countries. This judgement represents a ground-
breaking first in adjudicating patent validity defences against non-UPC member states and non-Lugano
Convention signatories, significantly expanding the UPC's jurisdictional reach.

The court established distinct examination criteria for different non-member states: for non- UPC EU
member states, it requires an assessment of the ‘reasonable likelihood’ of the patent being in
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by their domestic courts; for other non-EU countries, validity determinations may be made between the
parties. Based on the circumstances of this case, the court ultimately upheld this extensive injunction
panning eight UPC member states and six additional non-member states.

Pursuant to the judgment, Black Sheep must immediately cease all infringing activities across 14 juris-
dictions, recall and destroy infringing products within one week, and disclose full supply chain infor-
mation within three weeks. Violations of the injunction will incur daily penalties of up to €25,000 or
€250 per infringing item, capped at a cumulative maximum of €2 million.

Source: EPLAW
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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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