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SAMR Holds Press Conference on Further Addressing “Rat-Race” Competition in the First Half of
2026

THREL AR (REEREHAATE ARETN) EFEEXFETELERERL

SAMR Seeks Public Comments on Recommended National Standard Project on “Anti-monopoly
Compliance Management for Undertakings Evaluation of Effectiveness”

WLy “—HEe” WEAFREFFESTReEEFTFEHEHIAILA

Zhejiang Establishes Coordinated Mechanism Linking Fair Competition Review and Administrative
Legality Review through “Three-Chains Integration”

THEER AR N TREFERE LT SRR, RITFERREHISST

SAMR Highlights Achievements of the Fair Competition Review System After Ten Years of Imple-
mentation, with Total Policy Measures Reviewed Reaching 1.88 Million

HENFHZZ RN FEERAFES B REZHEE
Korea Fair Trade Commission Opens Antitrust Investigation into Chinese Container Manufacturers
BEHR ZHBEERITRHTER B R ZHAE

Russia's Antitrust Authority Opens Investigation into Fuel Retailers over Alleged Price Coordination

W 4 %25 8 #EA M Cybersecurity and Data Protection
EXemEEEELRAN (RITLRERYHEZL2EHE % (EXRELR )

National Financial Regulatory Administration Releases the Administrative Measures for Cybersecurity
in the Banking and Insurance Industry (Draft for Comments)
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National Computer Virus Emergency Response Center Detects 72 Mobile Applications Collecting and
Using Personal Information in Violation of Laws and Regulations

NVDB# = [ # Al %2 T E Claude Code % 2 /5 | TH& &
NVDB Warns of Security Backdoor Risks in Al Programming Tool Claude Code
PR RN “VER c BIGAIN AELE” ETHATHE — & I

CAC Deeply Carries Out First-Phase Work of “Qinglang - Rectifying Al Application Disorder” Special
Action

I REPGE A BRISHEApp (B /MEF) FEANAE L REEA A

Guangdong Cyberspace Administration Office Reports that 18 Local Apps (Including Mini-programs)
Have Issues Regarding Personal Information Collection and Use

g R OPCAR A & Bl 45 5L MR $2 AT 47 v U 6y 3 45
Canada: OPC Releases New Guidance for Financial Reporting Entities on Submitting Codes of Practice
¥ [E: PIPC™F T [ ok [ £ F APT# 1 i 5 208y M A5 B

South Korea: PIPC Calls for Prevention of Personal Information Leakage Due to Use of API Interfaces

R =X Intellectual Property

WITEIFEAAMLALCF R AEFTFETETAIEE AT SNEHE, FEEMNAERCFHERE A
B

The priority examination program for Mainland invention patents filed by applicants from Macao will
transition to regular implementation on July 1, continuing to facilitate patent strategy planning for inno-
vators in the Greater Bay Area

WEEAERE: RFERERTAFTRAMBERANER, FTEZEEZRTHRERRK

Intellectual Property Court of the Supreme People's Court: Patents for electrical logic circuits require a
systematic interpretation of the claims; differences in signal logic do not constitute infringement by
equivalence.
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Shanghai Jinshan Court: The selection and arrangement of Party-building training course materials
constitute an original compilation; purchasing the course does not grant authorization for commercial
adaptation.

BACF IR KBRS EREHEAXT BR &g, TRAETMMRBATERN ST ELRES

Chengdu Intermediate People's Court: Where an affiliated company has a history of continuously using
its own brand containing the same text, and there is no likelihood of confusion, this does not constitute
trademark infringement or unfair competition.

bigrm ke RER (RERE) MEEFZE —FEOARHBEN, FellZ AT LuHET
% 3L
Shanghai Intellectual Property Court: In the appeal of the case involving the unauthorized online distri-

bution of the hit TV series I Am a Detective via cloud storage, the court reclassified the offense as con-
tributory infringement; the platform's “technological neutrality” defense was found to be invalid.

ekl AAREMABRER, SUAEEFEEAFREATLE, TEERFEER
A
Beijing Intellectual Property Court: Where the original trademark registrant has hoarded the trademark,

and the assignee has used it continuously from an earlier date and built up goodwill, the validity of the
disputed trademark should not be denied.

BrliFle: AV ERREBERATCEHBTAAELEL HER, EMFRE&EHNEKABRERET
E4w%#
Foshan Intermediate People's Court: A company's extensive commercial use of celebrities' names and

likenesses under a limited still-image license, coupled with the fabrication of a joint promotional cam-
paign, constitutes an infringement of personality rights and unfair competition.

ML A B & AT (20254 ERED , TAHEEH200 1, 2 HEMAIKT LLHFERR

The European Patent Office Releases its“2025 Annual Report”; Patent Applications Exceed 200,000
for the First Time; Al-Based Digital Patent Examination System Fully Implemented
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2026487H7H, BEXTHREERELA (“THBRERR” ) BIF20265F LFFHRENEE “N
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SAMR Holds Press Conference on Further Addressing “Rat-Race” Competition in
the First Half of 2026

On July 7, 2026, the State Administration for Market Regulation ("the SAMR") held a press conference
on further addressing “rat-race” competition during the first half of 2026. In the field of antitrust, the
SAMR disclosed the progress of supervising Huolala’s implementation of antitrust compliance rectifica-
tion measures, including ceasing the use of algorithms to improperly reduce freight rates, fully abolish-
ing mandatory exclusive vehicle sticker requirements, reducing the platform’s overall commission rate
from approximately 11% before rectification to approximately 9%, and refunding RMB 120 million in
unreasonable charges. The SAMR also approved Tencent Holdings Limited’s acquisition of equity in-
terests in Ximalaya Inc. subject to restrictive conditions, and steadily advanced the handling of the Ctrip
monopoly case. In addition, the SAMR launched a special campaign on antitrust enforcement to protect
enterprises, maintained stringent enforcement in key sectors such as pharmaceuticals and public utili-
ties, and concluded 12 monopoly cases. The SAMR also deployed a special campaign to enhance the
effectiveness of merger control enforcement and efficiently completed the review of 52 concentrations
of undertakings in sectors with prominent risks of rat-race competition, including automobiles, photo-
voltaics, and lithium batteries, during the first half of the year. (More)

WHEER AR (BREERZHaAEE ARME TN EFEERRETEEX
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20265 7TATH, WMHWERRENR (BEHREH e NEE FRMEFN) WL T E FATE I
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https://www.samr.gov.cn/xw/xwfbt/art/2026/art_3d37efec03df4181bdfb0e02b40e9204.html?sessionid=
https://www.samr.gov.cn/xw/xwfbt/art/2026/art_3d37efec03df4181bdfb0e02b40e9204.html?sessionid=
https://std.samr.gov.cn/gb/search/gbDetailed?id=52AF02E10FCB1E25E06397BE0A0A7406#:~:text=本文件拟规定经营者反垄断合规管理有效性评价的原则和评价指标框架，规定评价指标的取值规则，描述评价结果的形成规则%25E3%2580%2582,本文件适用于经营者进行反垄断合规管理有效性程度的自评，及第三方机构对经营者进行反垄断合规管理有效性的评价，并为市场监管机构在反垄断执法中适用合规激励提供参考%25E3%2580%2582
https://std.samr.gov.cn/gb/search/gbDetailed?id=52AF02E10FCB1E25E06397BE0A0A7406#:~:text=本文件拟规定经营者反垄断合规管理有效性评价的原则和评价指标框架，规定评价指标的取值规则，描述评价结果的形成规则%25E3%2580%2582,本文件适用于经营者进行反垄断合规管理有效性程度的自评，及第三方机构对经营者进行反垄断合规管理有效性的评价，并为市场监管机构在反垄断执法中适用合规激励提供参考%25E3%2580%2582
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SAMR Seeks Public Comments on Recommended National Standard Project on
“Anti-monopoly Compliance Management for Undertakings Evaluation of Effective-
ness”

On July 7, 2026, the SAMR announced that it was seeking public comments on a proposed national
standard project titled Anti-monopoly Compliance Management for Undertakings Evaluation of Effec-
tiveness, with the consultation period ending on July 12, 2026. The proposed standard is intended to
establish the principles and evaluation indicator framework for assessing the effectiveness of antitrust
compliance management by business operators, specify the rules for determining the figures of evalua-
tion indicators, and set out the rules for formulating evaluation results. The standard will primarily ap-
ply to self-assessments conducted by business operators regarding the effectiveness of their antitrust
compliance management, as well as evaluations conducted by third-party institutions on the effective-
ness of antitrust compliance management, and it will also provide guidance for market regulation au-
thorities on applying compliance incentives in antitrust enforcement. (More)
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Zhejiang Establishes Coordinated Mechanism Linking Fair Competition Review
and Administrative Legality Review through “Three-Chains Integration”

On July 6, 2026, the China Antimonopoly WeChat Official Account published an article introducing
Zhejiang Province’s establishment of a coordinated mechanism linking fair competition review and
administrative legality review through establishing “three chains”. The mechanism, jointly established
by the Zhejiang Administration for Market Regulation and the Zhejiang Provincial Department of Jus-
tice, is expected to enhance the combined institutional effects of the two review systems, strengthen
mandatory review constraints, and support the further development of a unified national market and a
government based on the rule of law. Specifically, the mechanism realizes the “standardization” of re-
view procedures by strengthening coordination before review, joint consultation during review, and
cooperation after review; realizes the “normalization” of communication and coordination by sharing
information on key issues, case leads, and policy developments; and realizes the “optimization” of re-
source utilization through joint supervision and guidance, joint cultivation of review professionals, and
deeper integration of digital technologies into review processes. (More)

THRERRAAANPREFERNELEAFRY, R FERKHEH188T
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https://std.samr.gov.cn/gb/search/gbDetailed?id=52AF02E10FCB1E25E06397BE0A0A7406#:~:text=本文件拟规定经营者反垄断合规管理有效性评价的原则和评价指标框架，规定评价指标的取值规则，描述评价结果的形成规则%25E3%2580%2582,本文件适用于经营者进行反垄断合规管理有效性程度的自评，及第三方机构对经营者进行反垄断合规管理有效性的评价，并为市场监管机构在反垄断执法中适用合规激励提供参考%25E3%2580%2582
https://mp.weixin.qq.com/s/mJtldlYlVl8xg8tg-JJXvQ?scene=25#wechat_redirect
https://mp.weixin.qq.com/s/mJtldlYlVl8xg8tg-JJXvQ?scene=25#wechat_redirect
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SAMR Highlights Achievements of the Fair Competition Review System After Ten
Years of Implementation, with Total Policy Measures Reviewed Reaching 1.88 Mil-
lion

On July 3, 2026, the SAMR published an article highlighting the significant achievements of the fair
competition review system after ten years of implementation. Over the past decade, totally 1.88 million
policy measures have been reviewed nationwide, with 123,000 policy measures that eliminated or re-
stricted competition being abolished or revised. The fair competition review system has played an im-
portant role in regulating local governments’ economic promotion activities, eliminating local protec-
tionism and market segmentation, and facilitating the establishment of a unified national market. Since
the implementation of the Fair Competition Review Regulation in 2025, market regulation authorities at
all levels have conducted fair competition reviews of 90,600 policy measures proposed to be issued by
their respective people’s governments, and provided review opinions requiring revisions to more than
15,000 policy measures. To address prominent issues involving local protectionism and administrative
monopolies, with the approval of the State Council, the SAMR, together with the National Develop-
ment and Reform Commission, the Ministry of Finance, the Ministry of Commerce, and other relevant
authorities, has conducted nationwide campaigns since 2019 and 2023 respectively to review and clean
up policy measures that impede the development of a unified national market and fair competition. In
2019, a total of 1.0698 million existing policy measures were reviewed nationwide, and approximately
6,000 policy measures that hindered the development of a unified national market and fair competition
were removed; in 2023, a total of 690,400 policy measures concerning the economic activities of busi-
ness operators were reviewed and approximately 4,200 problematic policy documents were removed.
(More)

HEANFHZZRaN T EHERARESCVEFR2ZHEE
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https://mp.weixin.qq.com/s/bOuAd-L1jIYeCyUHUfDpjQ?scene=25&sessionid=#wechat_redirect
https://mp.weixin.qq.com/s/bOuAd-L1jIYeCyUHUfDpjQ?scene=25&sessionid=#wechat_redirect
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Korea Fair Trade Commission Opens Antitrust Investigation into Chinese Con-
tainer Manufacturers

On July 7, 2026, according to media reports, the Korea Fair Trade Commission ("KFTC") has
launched a formal antitrust investigation into four major Chinese container manufacturers over allega-
tions that they colluded to limit production and raise prices. The four companies under investigation
are China International Marine Containers (Group) Co., Ltd., Singamas Container Holdings Limited,
Shanghai Universal Logistics Equipment Co., Ltd., and CXIC Group Containers Co., Ltd. The KFTC
will examine whether the four companies coordinated to restrict the production of standard dry con-
tainers and thereby violated South Korean competition law. In May 2026, the U.S. Department of Jus-
tice ("DOJ") announced the initiation of criminal antitrust litigation against the same four Chinese
container manufacturers, alleging that the above-mentioned companies engaged in a conspiracy to re-
strict output and fix prices for standard non-refrigerated containers from at least November 2019
through January 2024, and further alleged that the conduct affected nearly the entire global supply of
standard dry containers and violated Section 1 of the Sherman Act. The KFTC’s investigation further
highlights the competition concerns arising from the highly concentrated container manufacturing mar-
ket. (More)

REFR 2 EERTAMHEZER B R 2N RE

20269 THG6H, HEHAME, REMEBKAR LI A (“FAS?) T4 3 EH A MK KA E fn il
SSEEHEXLERE, BX, LRAFTAAEEH MK LT E25A frsh, 35 H i F
Ef. FEBBN AT, TRERTRKZHNWR 2N EE, ARFATEHE—FFT AT
FAS # B #T I RHAT W o W %8 77 . 31 JLEIFASTE 4 3t % 5 4k & ok 25 5 BT 95 k52 i R 4% R AT

AR EHAE, FEREFERHEZEFTREEN L, UFELIABENE LKA TR R
TABETHRN, TRETHENWEATY. (EEES)

Russia’s Antitrust Authority Opens Investigation into Fuel Retailers over Alleged
Price Coordination

On July 6, 2026, according to media reports, the Federal Antimonopoly Service of Russia ("FAS") has
formally opened an antitrust investigation into six privately owned fuel station operators in the Mos-
cow region. Reportedly, the six companies, which collectively operate 25 fuel stations in the Moscow
region, are suspected of engaging in coordinated pricing practices and increasing fuel prices, potential-
ly in violation of Russia’s antitrust laws. The investigation further expands FAS’s scrutiny of Russia’s
fuel sector. In recent weeks, FAS has also launched separate investigations into several wholesale fuel
traders over alleged cartel conduct and requested pricing information from major fuel retailers to assess
whether recent gasoline price increases reflect legitimate market conditions or results from unlawful
coordination. (More)



https://www.pymnts.com/cpi-posts/south-korea-opens-antitrust-probe-into-chinese-container-makers-over-covid-era-price-allegations/
https://www.pymnts.com/cpi-posts/south-korea-opens-antitrust-probe-into-chinese-container-makers-over-covid-era-price-allegations/
https://www.pymnts.com/cpi-posts/russia-expands-antitrust-probe-into-fuel-retailers/
https://www.pymnts.com/cpi-posts/russia-expands-antitrust-probe-into-fuel-retailers/
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National Financial Regulatory Administration Releases the Administrative Measures
for Cybersecurity in the Banking and Insurance Industry (Draft for Comments)

On July 10, 2026, the National Financial Regulatory Administration released the Administrative
Measures for Cybersecurity in the Banking and Insurance Industry (Draft for Comments) (Measures),
soliciting public comments, with the deadline for feedback being August 10, 2026. The Measures con-
sist of eight chapters and seventy-two articles, and put forward clear requirements regarding core areas
such as cybersecurity governance, cybersecurity construction and operation management, cybersecurity
risk monitoring, cybersecurity incident response and disposal, critical information infrastructure man-
agement, and supervision and administration. The Measures clarify that the principal person in charge
of a financial institution is the primary person responsible for cybersecurity, and the member of the
leadership team (senior management personnel) in charge of cybersecurity is the directly responsible
person. The Measures state that when a relatively serious (Level 3) or above cybersecurity incident oc-
curs, a financial institution shall report to the National Financial Regulatory Administration or its dis-
patched institutions within 2 hours, and submit a formal written report within 24 hours after the incident
occurs. Where a particularly serious (Level 1) cybersecurity incident occurs, a financial institution shall
immediately take disposal measures, inform users in a timely manner in accordance with regulations,
and report to the National Financial Regulatory Administration or its dispatched institutions, and report
the progress of disposal every 2 hours until the disposal is concluded. The Measures emphasize that fi-
nancial institutions shall, in accordance with information technology outsourcing supervision require-
ments, carry out relevant work such as outsourcing admission, service provider management, outsourc-
ing personnel management, and outsourcing risk assessment and inspection. (More)

ERTHEAFEL AL R F QRN RAZREZENREEHN AL RANB A
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https://www.nfra.gov.cn/cn/view/pages/ItemDetail.html?docId=1264207&itemId=951&generaltype=2
https://www.nfra.gov.cn/cn/view/pages/ItemDetail.html?docId=1264207&itemId=951&generaltype=2
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National Computer Virus Emergency Response Center Detects 72 Mobile Applica-
tions Collecting and Using Personal Information in Violation of Laws and Regula-
tions

On July 9, 2026, the National Computer Virus Emergency Response Center, upon testing, reported that
72 mobile applications had one or more instances of collecting and using personal information in viola-
tion of laws and regulations, including but not limited to: (1) Failing to prompt users to read privacy
policies and other collection and use rules through obvious means such as pop-up windows when the
App is first run; soliciting user consent through non-explicit means such as default selection of consent
to the privacy policy; the privacy policy being difficult to access; before processing personal infor-
mation, the personal information processor failing to inform the individual in a prominent manner and
in clear and understandable language, truthfully, accurately, and completely of the personal information
processor’s name or title, contact information, retention period of personal information, etc. (2) The
privacy policy failing to list one by one the purposes, methods, scope, etc. of the App’s (including en-
trusted third parties or embedded third-party code, plugins) collection and use of personal information.
(3) Where a personal information processor provides personal information it has processed to another
personal information processor, failing to inform the individual of the recipient’s name or title, contact
information, processing purpose, processing method, and types of personal information, and obtain the
individual’s separate consent; the App client providing personal information to third parties without
user consent and without anonymization. (4) Failing to provide users with means and methods to with-
draw consent to the collection of personal information; the personal information processor failing to
provide convenient means to withdraw consent. (5) Failing to adopt corresponding security technical
measures such as encryption and de-identification. (More)

NVDB# R & AIZ & T A Claude Code 4 5|14 &
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https://mp.weixin.qq.com/s/fdz9sgSDi_UA2ppQ2IeZMw
https://mp.weixin.qq.com/s/fdz9sgSDi_UA2ppQ2IeZMw
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NVDB Warns of Security Backdoor Risks in AI Programming Tool Claude Code

On July 8, 2026, the MIIT National Vulnerability Data Base (NVBD) issued a warning regarding se-
curity backdoor risks in the Al programming tool Claude Code. Claude Code can autonomously com-
plete code writing, fixing, and other tasks based on textual requirements. Due to its built-in monitor-
ing mechanism, it can transmit sensitive information such as user location and identity identifiers to
remote servers without user consent. The affected versions of Claude Code are 2.1.91 to 2.1.196.
NVBD recommends that relevant entities and users immediately conduct comprehensive inspections;
for development terminals with the above affected versions installed, immediately uninstall or up-
grade to the latest secure version that has removed the relevant backdoor code; and strengthen control
over outbound connection permissions and traffic monitoring for development tools within core busi-
ness network segments, to prevent unauthorized external transmission of sensitive data. (More)
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CAC Deeply Carries Out First-Phase Work of “Qinglang - Rectifying AI Applica-
tion Disorder” Special Action

On July 6, 2026, the Office of the Central Cyberspace Affairs Commission (CAC), since launching
the “Qinglang - Rectifying AI Application Disorder” special action in April 2026, has deeply carried
out the first-phase key rectification tasks. With the joint efforts of all parties, the first phase has cumu-
latively disposed of more than 14,000 non-compliant Al products such as websites, applications, and
intelligent agents, cleaned up more than 6 million non-compliant and illegal information items, dis-
posed of more than 26,000 accounts, removed more than 1,300 non-compliant Al products and 9 non-
compliant open-source datasets from shelves, and achieved positive progress in all work. In the next
step, CAC will focus on outstanding issues such as using Al technology to produce and publish false
information, disseminating violent and vulgar undesirable information, impersonating and counter-
feiting others, infringing upon the rights and interests of minors, and engaging in online troll activi-
ties, carry out the second-phase work of the “Qinglang - Rectifying Al Application Disorder” special
action, intensify the investigation and punishment of non-compliant accounts and institutions,
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strengthen management of key links in Al application, urge platforms to enhance Al prevention and
control capabilities, devote efforts to maintaining a clean and healthy cyberspace ecology, and pro-
mote the development of artificial intelligence toward the good and better. (More)
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Guangdong Cyberspace Administration Office Reports that 18 Local Apps
(Including Mini-programs) Have Issues Regarding Personal Information Collec-
tion and Use

On July 7, 2026, the Guangdong Cyberspace Administration Office reported that 18 local Apps
(including mini-programs) have issues regarding the collection and use of personal information, in-
cluding but not limited to: (1) Failing to list one by one in the privacy policy and other published texts
the purposes, methods, and scope of the third-party SDKs integrated by the App for collecting and
using personal information; (2) When applying to open permissions that can collect personal infor-
mation, failing to simultaneously inform users of the purpose; (3) During App operation, after users
have explicitly refused permission applications, still frequently popping up windows to apply to users
for opening permissions, affecting normal use by users; (4) Refusing to provide business functions
because users do not agree to open non-essential permissions; (5) During App operation, before users
use functions or services related to location and camera permissions, prematurely popping up win-
dows to apply to users for opening relevant permissions; (6) Failing to clearly indicate in the privacy
policy and other published texts the purposes, methods, and scope of third-party SDKs collecting OA-
ID, AndroidID, IMEI information, and sensor information; after users consent to the privacy policy,
third-party SDKs engage in the behavior of collecting relevant information; (7) Failing to explain the
retention period of personal information processed in the privacy policy; (8) Failing to prompt users
to read the privacy policy and other collection and use rules through obvious means such as pop-up
windows when the mini-program is first run; (9) When using the mini-program, after users log in to
their accounts and enter the main interface of the mini-program, no obvious access path to the mini-
program's privacy policy is found. The relevant operators shall complete rectifications within 15
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working days from the date of issuance of the report, and submit the rectification status to the Guang-
dong Cyberspace Administration Office, which will, together with relevant departments, conduct verifi-
ation, and carry out disposal and punishment in accordance with laws and regulations based on the rec-
tification status. (More)
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Canada: OPC Releases New Guidance for Financial Reporting Entities on Submit-
ting Codes of Practice

On July 9, 2026, the Office of the Privacy Commissioner of Canada (OPC) released guidance on sub-
mitting codes of practice for sharing personal information, as part of efforts to detect or deter money-
laundering, terrorist activity financing, and sanctions evasion. The guidance is intended for reporting
entities, such as banks, credit unions, trust companies, and providers of life insurance and loans that are
subject to the Proceeds of Crime (Money Laundering) and Terrorist Financing Act (PCMLTFA). It
clarifies what information is required to satisfy the Privacy Commissioner that a code of practice meets
the requirements for approval set out in the regulations. Following legislative changes in March 2025,
reporting entities under the PCMLTFA can share personal information among one another without an
individual’s knowledge or consent in certain circumstances, in accordance with regulations. However,
to do so, they must establish a code of practice to govern this information sharing and have the code
approved by the Privacy Commissioner of Canada. The purpose of a code of practice is to enable better
detection and prevention of money laundering, terrorist financing, and sanctions evasion while also en-
suring that there is the same or greater protection of personal information as is provided in the Personal
Information Protection and Electronic Documents Act (PIPEDA), Canada’s federal private-sector pri-
vacy law. (More)
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South Korea: PIPC Calls for Prevention of Personal Information Leakage Due to
Use of API Interfaces

On July 8, 2026, the Personal Information Protection Commission of Korea (PIPC) called on enterpris-
es to strengthen protective measures such as access control and minimization of personal information
transmission, as the scope of data processing through Application Programming Interfaces (APIs) is
expanding in the process of website and application upgrades, platform docking, and integration with
partner services. PIPC stated that API design should exclude personal information that is not visible on
user screens or not required for providing services, so that it is not included in response data. PIPC also
requested limiting batch data queries or repeated API calls, to prevent the query and leakage of large
amounts of personal information. PIPC emphasized that API permission granting and management
should follow the principle of least privilege. The scope of accessible APIs and personal information
should be differentiated according to user types (such as users, administrators, and partner collabora-
tors), and limited to the minimum necessary scope. PIPC clarified that requests that are unauthenticated
or unauthorized, or that do not comply with policies, should be blocked by default. PIPC pointed out
that the inventory of operational APIs should be identified, updated, and reviewed. Enterprises should
check whether APIs that are externally callable still exist after functional improvements, completion of
testing, or service transformations, and whether API responses contain unnecessary information, and
delete such unnecessary information. (More)

#1978 7= X Intellectual Property

R EANRZALAREFETETAIER A BINLH, FEEAABK
AIF E R LA A
2026 £7A1H, ERFRF=RAFATHE S EANBLALAGLFERABAEANE

1T, BRBBEARBRERAMAIME, AMEITCIH £ KA N AR AR R HEKEA &
W,

Yk 5 B2023 T A RN, RITHA S HHEEEA R TR DA M, FINFAEFR
AABEGEFERR, REZERHEFHRITEASNGETERE, EHELS £
B, AT B E A R A R SRR AL

13



https://www.digitaltoday.co.kr/en/view/79515/pipc-stresses-preventing-personal-data-leaks-as-api-use-spreads
https://www.digitaltoday.co.kr/en/view/79515/pipc-stresses-preventing-personal-data-leaks-as-api-use-spreads

2026.7 NO.424

4

=] LiraNG & PARTNERS
Sl z 5 2w E 5

Z 6706, ARETERMES. THEFLHLE K, HahEXHZIEAMERESLE
H, KIARITER., THZTHREHREAREHRRR S, TE2EFRBRZRIBPEAMRSFER, X
ERBRF W ELZE.

RiR: ERFRFAR A

The priority examination program for Mainland invention patents filed by appli-
cants from Macao will transition to regular implementation on July 1, continuing to
facilitate patent strategy planning for innovators in the Greater Bay Area

On July 1, 2026, the China National Intellectual Property Administration transitioned the pilot program
for priority examination of mainland invention patent applications filed by applicants from the Macao
Special Administrative Region into regular operation. This move implements relevant plans for the de-
velopment of the Guangdong-Hong Kong-Macao Greater Bay Area and provides a long-term, conven-
ient channel for intellectual property protection in the mainland for Macao’s innovation entities.

The pilot program was launched in July 2023, allowing eligible Macao invention patent applications to
submit requests for priority examination through the CNIPA’s two patent agencies in Guangzhou and
Shenzhen. Over the three years of the pilot program, nearly 100 Macao patent applications entered the
priority examination track, effectively shortening the examination cycle and helping Macao enterprises
and research institutions accelerate their patent portfolio development and the commercialization of re-
search outcomes in the Mainland.

Following a comprehensive evaluation, which confirmed that the pilot program had achieved positive
results and met all expected objectives, the CNIPA officially made this facilitation policy a permanent
measure. This will provide Macao residents and market entities with expedited patent validation ser-
vices on a long-term basis, improve the Guangdong-Macao intellectual property collaboration service
system, and support the coordinated innovative development of the Greater Bay Area.

Source: China National Intellectual Property Administration
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Intellectual Property Court of the Supreme People's Court: Patents for electrical
logic circuits require a systematic interpretation of the claims; differences in signal
logic do not constitute infringement by equivalence

Recently, the Intellectual Property Tribunal of the Supreme People’s Court concluded an appeal case
involving the infringement of a power management chip invention patent, establishing standards for
interpreting patent claims for logic circuits and determining equivalent infringement, and correcting the
first-instance court’s approach of comparing technical features in isolation.

The court found that Company X held an invention patent for a synchronous rectification control device
and sued Company Mao for infringing the patent through the production and sale of power management
chips, seeking 10 million yuan in damages. The first-instance court found that the circuit module in the
accused infringing technical solution constituted an equivalent feature to the pulse signal generation
feature in Claim 1, and ordered the defendant to cease infringement and pay 1.2 million yuan in damag-
es. Company Mao appealed the decision.

In its second-instance ruling, the Supreme People’s Court pointed out that logic circuit patents should
be interpreted holistically in terms of signal logic and timing relationships, and individual features
should not be isolated; equivalence infringement cannot be determined solely by the final function but
requires a comparison of the means of signal generation, function, and direct technical effects. Based on
a comprehensive assessment of the patent text, drawings, and common knowledge in electrical engi-
neering, the court determined that the patented pulse signal is triggered by two specific types of signals,
whereas the accused product relies on three signal paths or non-operational amplifier output signals.
There are substantial differences in the signal generation logic and functional division between the two,
meaning they do not constitute identical or equivalent features; therefore, the product does not fall with-
in the scope of the patent’s protection.

This case clarifies the rules for systematic interpretation of claims in electrical integrated circuit patents,
refines the multidimensional comparison standards for equivalence infringement, prevents the improper
expansion of patent protection scope based solely on end-user functions, and provides important judi-
cial guidance for infringement cases involving chip and circuit patents.

Source: Intellectual Property Court of the Supreme People's Court
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Shanghai Jinshan Court: The selection and arrangement of Party-building training
course materials constitute an original compilation; purchasing the course does not
grant authorization for commercial adaptation

Recently, the Jinshan District People’s Court of Shanghai concluded a copyright infringement dispute
involving Party-building course materials, clarifying that public Party-building materials, when ar-
ranged in an original manner, can constitute a compilation work, and that the mere purchase of a course
does not automatically confer the rights to reproduce, modify, or use the materials for commercial
teaching purposes.

The court found that in 2021, Qi XX independently created three sandtable course materials on the inte-
gration of Party building and business operations in state-owned enterprises and publicly taught them.
Zhou Mou purchased the complete set of course materials through a third party, then privately edited
and shortened them, changed their titles, and taught and sold them under his own name. Zhou Mou is
the legal representative of the educational company involved in the case and commingled his personal
and business accounts. The defendant argued that the course materials were all publicly available Party-
building resources lacking originality, and that purchasing the course entitled him to commercial adap-
tation in accordance with industry practice.

The court ruled that although the course materials drew from publicly available content such as the Par-
ty Constitution and the Report of the 19th National Congress, the plaintiff had selectively curated the
materials, designed a four-part progressive course framework, and combined text and images to create a
unique arrangement and expression, thereby meeting the originality requirements for a compilation
work. The defendant had access to the original course materials beforehand; the new version was highly
similar overall. By reproducing, adapting, and selling the materials commercially without permission,
the defendant infringed upon multiple copyrights. The commingling of Zhou’s personal assets with the
company’s assets constituted joint infringement.
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This case delineates the boundaries of copyright protection for Party-building training courseware, clar-
ifying that publicly available materials, when selected and arranged in an original manner, can consti-
ute a compilation work. It also points out that purchasing legitimate courseware does not automatically
grant authorization to reproduce, modify, distribute, or conduct commercial instruction, thereby provid-
ing a judicial reference for enforcing copyright protection of courseware in the training industry.

Source: Shanghai Jinshan District People's Court

BA R KBRSV FEESERSHAXTER &8, TREIMERKEFEX
EXEY#E4

TH, BNEERATFEARERFEBEFTENAALELEES LIRE, Z#FHH RN
Ak, BEREEHFR, BFTEALBATIREGEMBATAR R BARE .

EREH, RERENERR FARTEEE B AR %5 2L E A I A 5] K B £ R2004 4
R AEE TS, 2008FAZ T M kB B Ax, £F FHGMER AL EH « W
HE” AR R, BEAEURREERE N HRLF, —FAEEN, HALFLEER. BE107
. HE LG, ERAREMEZERGFTERE, #ARECEEFRS, HEBTELE
Ak A,

ZHFAN, BT RERX S EE. AXE “HE”, FeRFEXAFRMEREZTERF
T, HERF RS EAT G EEI, TRUERANKRIFRE, THEKBETREN; i, BR
Vel 4% T FE B B R LB B R R W B AR EM Z 5, EE KRB S RO AR T RE L S EY
BAREMETE, REFWHELADEENRE “HEFWHEE" A bF5, A= 7ENK
B, WARUIALARTERER, HEALLLYFINTAF L FRHMBRLANRESIR
W, ERAMRFIEL TS, —F A RRE—F WA, B E 2R RnE K.

ARBLBTAVREEERATE, ARIEERESZER GBI BRI NERNR, FEHTH
& A 7 S 6 i An PRE A3

iR T4 RAT AR

Chengdu Intermediate People's Court: Where an affiliated company has a history of con-
tinuously using its own brand containing the same text, and there is no likelihood of
confusion, this does not constitute trademark infringement or unfair competition

Recently, the Chengdu Intermediate People’s Court in Sichuan Province concluded an appeal case in-
volving hotel trademark infringement and unfair competition. The appellate court overturned the first-
instance infringement judgment, dismissed all of the plaintiff’s claims, and clarified the legal standards
for resolving conflicts between historically inherited business names and registered trademark rights.

The court found that the plaintiff, Yage Company, holds the “Yage” hotel trademark in Class 43. An
affiliate of the defendant, Liyuan Xiangli Yage Company, had been using the trade name “Li

17




1| LiFANG & PARTNERS 2026.7 NO.424

b = » = w 5 5

NI
=

Xiangli Yage” since 2004, obtained trademark registration for the corresponding class in 2008, and con-
sistently used the “Liyuan Xiang-Li Yage Hotel” logo in its business operations. Yage Company filed a
awsuit on the grounds that the mark contained “Yage.” The first-instance court found infringement and
ordered the defendant to cease use and pay 100,000 yuan in damages. After the defendant appealed, the
court sent a letter to the China National Intellectual Property Administration (CNIPA) to verify the
scope of services, confirming that hotels include lodging services and that the defendant’s trademark
had a legitimate basis.

The appellate court held that the contested mark possessed a high level of distinctiveness as a whole
and did not emphasize “Accord”; considering the origin and actual use of the allegedly infringing mark,
as well as the reputation of Accord Company’s trademark at issue, it was insufficient to cause confusion
among the public regarding the source of the goods and thus did not constitute trademark infringement;
Furthermore, although Liyuan Xiangli Yage Company was established after the registration of the
trademark in question, its affiliated company was established prior to the registration of Yage Compa-
ny’s trademark; Liyuan Xiangli Yage Company obtained the business name “Liyuan Xiangli Yage”
through authorization and possesses a certain historical background; this is insufficient to prove that it
acted with malicious intent to free-ride on the reputation of the registered trademark. Therefore, the use
of its business name would not lead to confusion or misidentification among the relevant public and
thus does not constitute unfair competition. The appellate court’s judgment set aside all rulings of the
first-instance court and dismissed all of Yage Company’s claims.

This case establishes a standard for comparing trademarks as a whole to determine similarity and likeli-
hood of confusion, clarifies that infringement is not readily found in cases where a brand has been
maintained in good faith over time, and strikes a balance between trademark exclusive rights and the
legitimate rights to use prior marks.

Source: Chengdu Intermediate People's Court, Sichuan Province
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hanghai Intellectual Property Court: In the appeal of the case involving the unau-
thorized online distribution of the hit TV series I Am a Detective via cloud storage,
the court reclassified the offense as contributory infringement; the platform’s
“technological neutrality” defense was found to be invalid

Recently, the Shanghai Intellectual Property Court concluded an appeal case regarding the right to dis-
seminate TV shows and movies over information networks. The court dismissed the appeals filed by
both iQIYI and Xunlei, upheld the original judgment, and clarified the boundaries of technical neutrali-
ty and liability exemptions for cloud storage aggregation and playback platforms.

The court found that iQIYT exclusively holds the right to disseminate the hit series / Am a Detective
over information networks. The Xunlei app, equipped with the “Smooth Play” and “Cloud Add” fea-
tures, batch-scraped pirated content from third-party websites and, relying on consolidated storage and
instant-transfer mapping technologies, provided ad-free playback and downloads, significantly lowering
the barrier to accessing pirated content. The case involved 196 instances of infringing content. iQIYI
filed a lawsuit seeking 8.18 million yuan in damages. The first-instance court found Xunlei guilty of
direct infringement and awarded 7.86 million yuan in damages, exceeding the statutory cap on damag-
es. Both parties appealed the decision.

The appellate court corrected the legal characterization, overturned the finding of direct infringement,
and determined that the platform merely performed slicing and transcoding, which did not constitute
reproduction infringement. However, the court found that the platform had used the features in question
to drive traffic and generate revenue through membership subscriptions, and had failed to implement
control measures after receiving copyright complaints, thereby constituting contributory infringement;
mere technological neutrality and consolidated storage could not exempt it from liability. Taking into
account the high copyright value of the TV series and the large-scale, full-cycle infringement damages,
the court upheld the 7.86 million yuan award.

This case clarifies the copyright control obligations of cloud storage aggregation and streaming plat-
forms, delineates the boundaries of “technological neutrality,” and provides a precedent for long-form
video platforms in combating bulk unauthorized streaming via cloud storage services.

Source: Shanghai Intellectual Property Court
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Beijing Intellectual Property Court: Where the original trademark registrant has
hoarded the trademark, and the assignee has used it continuously from an earlier
date and built up goodwill, the validity of the disputed trademark should not be de-
nied

Recently, the Beijing Intellectual Property Court concluded an administrative dispute case involving a
declaration of invalidity of a trademark in the medical aesthetics industry, clarifying that trademark
hoarding cases must be reviewed independently on a case-by-case basis, and that the validity of a trade-
mark acquired in good faith cannot be directly negated solely because the original registrant engaged in
bulk malicious registrations.

The court found that the original registrant of trademark No. 8125121, “Shuguang,” held more than 500
trademarks similar to well-known brands, constituting clear trademark hoarding. The trademark was
transferred to Guangzhou Shuguang Medical Aesthetics Company in 2018. A third party filed an appli-
cation to declare the trademark invalid on the grounds of the original registrant’s improper hoarding,
and the China National Intellectual Property Administration ruled the trademark invalid. The plaintiff
filed a lawsuit, submitting evidence to prove that it had continuously used the “Shuguang” medical aes-
thetics logo prior to the trademark application date, that the original registrant had authorized its use at
an early stage, and that it had continuously operated and built brand goodwill after the transfer, with no
instances of free-riding on another party’s goodwill.

The court held that the provision in the Trademark Law regarding “registration by other improper
means” is intended to regulate malicious hoarding for profit. The evidence submitted by the plaintiff
demonstrated that, prior to the application date of the disputed trademark, it had continuously used the
“Shuguang” trademark in connection with services such as beauty salons and had achieved a certain
level of recognition; furthermore, it continued to promote and use the trademark after the assignment.
and through long-term operations, the registrant has built its own goodwill; therefore, the validity of the
trademark in question should not be negated as a result. The court ruled to revoke the invalidation deci-
sion and ordered the China National Intellectual Property Administration to issue a new decision.

This case establishes criteria for case-by-case review of trademark invalidation, balancing the need to
combat trademark hoarding with the protection of brand rights accumulated over the long term by bona
fide operators, and provides a judicial reference for administrative cases involving the validation of
similar trademarks.
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Source: Beijing Intellectual Property Court
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Foshan Intermediate People's Court: A company’s extensive commercial use of ce-
lebrities’ names and likenesses under a limited still-image license, coupled with the
fabrication of a joint promotional campaign, constitutes an infringement of person-
ality rights and unfair competition

Recently, the Foshan Intermediate People’s Court concluded an appeal case involving a celebrity’s per-
sonality rights and unfair competition, clarifying that obtaining only a limited license for stills from a
film or television production does not authorize a company to publicly claim joint promotional partner-
ships with the celebrity or to use the celebrity’s name and likeness for large-scale commercial purposes
across multiple channels.

The court found that Company J, which operates in the door and window products industry, signed a
contract with Company W in 2024 to obtain only a short-term commercial license for stills of Jay
Chou’s character from the film *Love on the Rooftop*. However, since 2023, Company J had exten-
sively used Jay Chou’s name and likeness on its online store, short-video platforms, brick-and-mortar
stores, and Amap navigation pages, labeling them as “Jay Chou—Joint Product Promotion” to conduct
commercial promotions. The plaintiffs, Jay Chou and JVR Music, did not assert copyright claims re-
garding musical works but cited the relevant instances of unauthorized use as grounds for increased
damages.
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The court held that the authorization in question was limited to film stills and did not include the rights
to commercial use of the full name and likeness or to endorsement promotions. The two defendants’
nauthorized and widespread commercial use was likely to mislead the public into believing that an en-
dorsement partnership existed, thereby infringing upon the rights to name and likeness and constituting
unfair competition. Taking into account Jay Chou’s fame, the scale of the long-term, multi-channel in-
fringement, and the reasonable expenses incurred in asserting his rights, the appellate court dismissed
the appeal and upheld the first-instance judgment awarding 2 million yuan in damages.

This case clarifies the boundaries of authorization for film and television stills, serves as a warning to
businesses against fabricating celebrity endorsement associations based on limited material authoriza-
tions, and provides a precedent for protecting the commercial personality rights of celebrities.

Source: Foshan Intermediate People's Court
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The European Patent Office Releases its*“2025 Annual Report”; Patent Applications

Exceed 200,000 for the First Time; AI-Based Digital Patent Examination System
Fully Implemented
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On June 30, 2026, the European Patent Office (EPO) released its “2025 Annual Report,” detailing the
implementation results of the “EPO Strategic Plan 2028.” For the first time, the number of European
atent applications filed for the year exceeded 200,000, while the efficiency of patent grant processing
improved by 3.7% year-over-year. Operational quality, service timeliness, and user satisfaction re-
mained at high levels.

In 2025, the EPO processed 418,868 patent files, a 4% increase from the previous year, with innovation
concentrated in the digital, medical, and new battery materials sectors. The overall processing times for
patent searches, grants, and oppositions were reduced, and the on-time delivery rate for standard search-
es reached 86.8%. The EPO implemented a quality action plan, relying on quantitative metrics to con-
tinuously monitor examination quality.

The Office extensively introduced Al to enhance patent examination, upgrading its pre-search tools
with large language models; Al now covers the entire process, including document assignment, search-
ing, and document analysis. The unified online service portal, MyEPO, has over 10,000 registered us-
ers; the online 2.0 filing system was fully launched, and the standardization of DOCX filings was pro-
moted.

The adoption of the Unified Patent System exceeded expectations, with small and medium-sized enter-
prises (SMEs) and universities holding nearly half of all Unified Patents; the EPO launched multiple
intelligence tools, including a fee calculator, a standard patent search tool, and a digital library, and es-
tablished search databases for science and technology innovation enterprises and investment institutions
to strengthen the dissemination of global patent intelligence.

The report is accompanied by multi-dimensional transparency appendices that disclose operational data
across areas such as digitalization, sustainable development, and data compliance, thereby continuously
enhancing the transparency of global patent governance.

Source: Intellectual Property Information of the Chinese Academy of Sciences
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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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