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The Beijing AMR Published the Status of Questionable Documents in the Fair Competition Review
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The Supreme People's Procuratorate Appoints the First Batch of 60 Technical Investigators Who Might
Participate Anti-Monopoly Cases Involving Technological Issues
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Turkey's Antitrust Regulator Imposes a $36 Million Antitrust Fine on PepsiCo Inc.'s Turkish Subsidi-
ary

Uber A& 1f DoorDash, 5% H 31T /)32 37 & |5 N F K7 F AT A4

Uber Sues DoorDash, Accusing it of Controlling the Food Delivery Market and Engaging in Anti-
Competitive Practices
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The Justice Department’s Antitrust Division and FBI Collaborate in Combating International Antitrust
Crime
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KFTC Initiated the Commitment Procedure to Access Broadcom's Proposed Commitments Related to
Its Conduct Abusing Market Dominance

W 4 %258 #EA M Cybersecurity and Data Protection
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NDA and MPS Issue the National Data Resource Statistical Survey System
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CAC Releases the Key Points of the Clear and Bright 2025 Series of Special Campaigns
EI RN EXBEFEFELCFEHTIAIE LLRIEAT

The National Public Data Resource Registration Platform Set for Trial Launch on 1 March
Bl X 7 2 0 3 4R 143K 35 SLAPP

The National Computer Virus Emergency Response Center Reports 14 Non-compliant Mobile Applica-
tions

BEEAN (BHEERAZBERELREERFE (AEFE) (2024510 )

Hainan Province Releases the Hainan Free Trade Port Data Exit Management List (Negative List)
(2024)
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Poland: UODO Updates Guidance on Data Breach Handling
#HE: HEECZERARCMFERQAALFARTIHAT —RUAFEECHRSNEFTERL

Korea: Communications Commission Issues Guidance to Apple for Introduction of Next Generation
Text and Data Transmission Services

R =X Intellectual Property
KEte: PR EBRERE. A& FELMARFRNE

Supreme People's Procuratorate: intensify crackdown on intellectual property crimes including produc-
tion and sale of counterfeit food and pharmaceuticals
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Supreme People's Court Case: oral disclosures may qualify as valid carriers of technical secrets
WA R TR TR 7 B RAT R E M P X Q8 M ROR K R T SR 8 3R 5 B AR R
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IP Tribunal of the Supreme People's Court: prior art analysis in invalidation proceedings cannot substi-
tute claim interpretation to exclude accused technical solution from patent protection scope
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Beijing Court Case: assessing similarity of store decor requires holistic comparison principle
ZREREG: BEHRRATENERERIATRIK, 1384 E ANRILE (EAFE 5 3R 57

Anhui Court Case: 13 defendants sentenced for copyright infringement involving production of over
940,000 pirated vinyl records

JRERER: EHFRERISSL TR LS

Case of Guangdong Courts: distributor's trademark squatting of a foreign enterprise's trademark ruled
as unfair competition
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The Court of Justice of the European Union issues the first preliminary ruling concerning the Al Act,
pertaining to automated decision-making and algorithmic black boxes

KREZREBETELBEEANEERR
The European Commission withdraws the regulatory proposal for Standard-Essential Patents
He T 8 A 48 B A R0 R R A LA

BYD sued in Germany for infringing cellular communication patents
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202542A 120, ARFTHZEEEER (“AETER” ) ENER T AETLAFEEF LM
ETHEFEAXHENEL BRET, AETEAHSAREFTIOANARXZBFATRE R ENME—
FEHEWY RAEEETREFEN NG R X HTHE, RLNZTHBRRE R EFEY
BR—TINFRPFWEM, ERUHCHERTRER. (EFEEL)

The Beijing AMR Published the Status of Questionable Documents in the Fair
Competition Review

On February 12, 2025, the official website of the Beijing Administration for Market Regulation
(“Beijing AMR”) published the status of the questionable documents in the fair competition review in
Beijing. According to the notice, the Beijing AMR conducted spot checks on the policy measure docu-
ments involving the economic activities of business entities issued by 16 district-level governments and
relevant municipal-level departments in Beijing last year. Eventually, the Beijing AMR identified seven
policy measure documents with the issues of hindering the unified market and fair competition; and all
departments had completed rectification as required. (More)

HERERHOLEAREE LK, REEFEAKRZHEHS

2025€2A9H, ZEmARBRERENAMBENR, R REREEIAFLAHET (&K
AREEEEDE) , RELEMOLEAREEL LE, PARTELE. EMEZH. LR
HHEIH. BAREERTWRRECEARBIAZFLEWER, AHAFLNEFARE LRI
EREZEEEIRTSEREIGE,. HTHE. RESF. RAREEREY “FAME” , FEK
AEL, RELTLEN, ABEARRALELRES, REFFLZ XX FRAXRETNFEIL
RIfEREXRF. (EEES)

The Supreme People’s Procuratorate Appoints the First Batch of 60 Technical In-
vestigators Who Might Participate Anti-Monopoly Cases Involving Technological
Issues

On February 9, 2025, the official website of the Supreme People’s Procuratorate (“SPP”’) reported that
the Intellectual Property Prosecution Office of the SPP recently issued the Administration Measures for
Technical Investigators, and that the first 60 technical investigators of the SPP had already taken up
their roles, covering electronic information, biomedicine, machinery manufacturing and other fields.
The duties of the technical investigators include: clarifying the focus of the dispute over the technical
facts and offering recommendations for the ascertaining of the technical facts; participating in evidence
investigation and collection and conducting inspections and examinations under the directions of prose-
cutors, etc. The technical investigators will act as “technical translators”, by conveying technical facts,
providing professional opinions, and supporting the examination and identification of technical matters
in various types of cases regarding technological issues, such as anti-unfair competition and anti-
monopoly cases. (More)



https://scjgj.beijing.gov.cn/zwxx/gs/202502/t20250212_4009054.html
https://scjgj.beijing.gov.cn/zwxx/gs/202502/t20250212_4009054.html
https://www.spp.gov.cn/zdgz/202502/t20250209_681875.shtml
https://www.spp.gov.cn/zdgz/202502/t20250209_681875.shtml
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202562F16H, tHFHARZWM L ENHRE—FHAENEELAAELFHEN T AEIE LA
(Frito-Lay) 4 LA 13 2B 41 (43600 7 =70) WEHR ZH T, ZHARRIEILELEFAE
EWGNFREN ZEHZ —, BRILZ4H, THFERZMEENHERES FIA G EMEE
FHFRARIBLEA RGN TEEEHT, A ARFATFHRELTEEERE, ZEERE
EERBNEHFNEZENFHNTHENCE-NENTHEETE, (EFES)

Turkey’s Antitrust Regulator Imposes a $36 Million Antitrust Fine on PepsiCo
Inc.’s Turkish Subsidiary

On February 16, 2025, Turkey’s antitrust regulator imposed a substantial penalty of 1.3 billion liras
(approximately $36 million) on PepsiCo’s Turkish subsidiary Frito-Lay following an investigation. The
fine comes as part of a broader effort to ensure fair competition within the country’s snack market. In
addition, Turkey’s antitrust regulator has required Frito-Lay to allocate shelf space to rival brands in
smaller retail stores where the said competitors do not have their own dedicated sections. The regulatory
decision seeks to create a more level playing field by facilitating market entry for smaller competitors.
(More)

Uber &V DoorDash, {#EHH#THXTHERFNEREFTH

20252 A 16H, A, Uber Technologies#t # DoorDash#? &2 f 1, = E# NESFHE
JT AT B FT 3 I R % 44T . UberE (L T IH & Loy o F 48 B TN & F E L), EE
DoorDash o] & /T EE K EFRESHF G FENH M, XAMEMEFBEMEETER Uberi
T #9432 iR %-Uber Direct. UberfE 2 5 4k # 35 Hi DoorDash j& fifh %1 [5] Bt &5 Uber & 1 #y & /T YL BLE
= R4, MDoorDash# AW ERETEERNARFFH AT LEN TR EN NS %L
ROAZFEAENET, BELRTARERFI T LESE, (EEES)

Uber Sues DoorDash, Accusing it of Controlling the Food Delivery Market and En-
gaging in Anti-Competitive Practices

On February 16, 2025, according to media reports, Uber Technologies has taken legal action against
DoorDash, alleging that the latter engages in anticompetitive practices that result in increased costs for
both restaurants and consumers. The lawsuit, filed in California Superior Court in San Francisco, claims
that DoorDash pressures restaurants into maintaining exclusivity with its platform and employs coercive
tactics to dissuade restaurants from using Uber Eats’ first-party delivery service, Uber Direct. In the
complaint, Uber highlights claims that DoorDash has threatened to impose higher commission fees on
restaurants that also collaborate with Uber Eats, contending that DoorDash has penalized restaurants
appearing on multiple platforms by artificially lowering their visibility within its app. Therefore, Uber
alleges that the above behavior has effectively limited competition in the delivery market. (More)



https://www.pymnts.com/cpi-posts/turkey-fines-frito-lay-in-antitrust-crackdown/
https://www.pymnts.com/cpi-posts/turkey-fines-frito-lay-in-antitrust-crackdown/
https://www.pymnts.com/cpi-posts/uber-sues-doordash-over-delivery-market-control/
https://www.pymnts.com/cpi-posts/uber-sues-doordash-over-delivery-market-control/
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20254F2 A 13H, xEEEHREW R ( “DOI”) MEKFAEE R S A # B L LT 3k,
HETHEEREHILE, ZFSEE TR ESRR ZHFMELAEA N TFEFFOVEREL
H1E E. DOJR 58 xFEHITaF, REFATEK, HNMELEZFMHEENREEAT
AT R EIRARIFU. AR EMFRESE, DOIK 5 X EE N EE X L 56158 HE R
RWHHATIE. HELACTUAZITF N EREFXEFAEHCEES. (EFE
%)

The Justice Department’s Antitrust Division and FBI Collaborate in Combating
International Antitrust Crime

On February 13, 2025, the U.S. Department of Justice’s Antitrust Division (“DOJ”) and the Federal
Bureau of Investigation announced the launch of a new online portal to jointly combat international
antitrust crimes, which publishes information on international fugitives charged with antitrust offenses
and other crimes affecting the competitive process. The DOJ and its law enforcement partners will take
available steps to investigate and prosecute companies and individuals whose anticompetitive conduct
harms the American economy and consumers. After bringing criminal charges, the DOJ works actively
with domestic and foreign authorities to locate international fugitives and conduct extradition proce-
dures. Informed persons from the public may also provide information on the whereabouts of interna-
tional fugitives on the portal website. (More)

B B KFTCHL = & & 838 WA w3 XWHALAT A R E TR

20252 A9H, BHEAFXZZ R4 ( “KFTC?) W— B XHHE, XEF R,V HE
(Broadcom) 5 o bt i K ¥ [E] R 2 BT ik B0 AT AR A 7 %, KFTCH A 7 £ B3I F &
REZ M, BREAGEFLRANTNERRRE R (SoC) WA, EkeHEEANILI
BEFBES WS MR ENRS B RNETRR T+ R EFERITERTIE 7ol
W&, s RERHI. £ F Rk g, KFTCH X 2 EATH £ T H L E K 2% E 5
T, BARENAEFRECE: FUEERHFENTE LSV EA RN RZHE
FUERFENTNE LTS MERE - R ENRRLE AR ER NN A RIENBE A,
SEH AT R LA RE TR R RIS EE A TR E R g R~k
RHHESHEENFILLVAELREE, (EEESL)

KFTC Initiated the Commitment Procedure to Access Broadcom’s Proposed Com-
mitments Related to Its Conduct Abusing Market Dominance

On February 9, 2025, according to a document of the Korea Fair Trade Commission (“KFTC”), the
US semiconductor company Broadcom (“Broadcom™) has submitted settlement proposals for its al-
leged violation of the Korean anti-monopoly laws, and the KFTC will initiate an investigation regard-
ing such proposals. According to the document, Broadcom, a provider of system-on-chip (“SoC”)
components for pay-TV set-top boxes in Korea, had previously required domestic set-top boxes manu-



https://www.justice.gov/opa/pr/justice-departments-antitrust-division-and-fbi-launch-online-portal-enhance-departments
https://www.justice.gov/opa/pr/justice-departments-antitrust-division-and-fbi-launch-online-portal-enhance-departments
https://www.justice.gov/opa/pr/justice-departments-antitrust-division-and-fbi-launch-online-portal-enhance-departments
https://www.ftc.go.kr/viewer/synap/skin/doc.html?fn=BBS_202502140246527720&rs=/viewer/synap/preview/
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facturers in Korean to only propose set-top boxes equipped with Broadcom’s SoCs when participating
in bids or transactions with pay-TV services providers, and concluded supply contracts, production and
delivery accordingly; KFTC was investigating whether Broadcom’s such conducts violate the Korean
anti-monopoly laws. Broadcom’s proposed commitments include: stop requiring Korean set-top box
manufacturers to exclusively use Broadcom’s SoCs; stop requiring Korean set-top box manufacturers to
purchase a certain number of SoCs from Broadcom nor offering pricing and non-pricing benefits; im-
plement a compliance program to ensure adherence to these remedies; adopt measures to support the
domestic fabless and system semiconductor industries, and promote mutual growth with domestic small
and medium-sized enterprises and so on. (More)

W 4 22 &5 $ 3 A H Cybersecurity and Data Protection

ERHFEREZET. ARZBAXTHR (LEHEFRAITREFRE)

202562A21H, BRHZER/EEE. AZHNRT (LEHEZEFRAITRAEFZ) (UTEK
(FLED O, B2025F 1AM, ARA3F. (FE) TZREHETRER, GFKE
B, B THE. RE, NAFMZAFALE. BEXNRGHE & EHA SERKENERTK
Mk, FlEM, ., 2lEE, RitwEALE (TEEEREHRK) . (EFEL)

NDA and MPS Issue the National Data Resource Statistical Survey System

On February 21, 2025, the National Data Administration (NDA) and the Ministry of Public Security of
the People’s Republic of China (MPS) issued the National Data Resource Statistical Survey System
(System), which has been implemented since January 2025 and is valid for three years. The System
mainly investigates data resource indicators, including data production, storage, computation, circula-
tion, application, and security. The survey targets include state administrative organs, institutions, enter-
prises, social organizations, etc., that legally own or control data, and the statistical scope is the whole
country (excluding Hong Kong, Macao, and Taiwan). (More)

R BB RA20254F “UBET RIILTTHRBILER

20255F2A21H, ®RFEFRAT20255F “FH” RITTATH \KRELBEES, —=2EE
HEHNETE; —RE¥ER “BEKR” RALELGER; ZRELGEAAISEEEH; NIEE
AIBAMRALE; EREBEWLWE “BE” ; ~EEEEHPARRFANENE; LEEEN
GHEFENRLE; \REAERRISN A G@EL. PRANGAHEAT IATAR IR —FEL
EHERFTE, FEFNEENE. ARIERS, #AREEIEREIR, BIWNEELHF
SEiF. (EEES)

CAC Releases the Key Points of the Clear and Bright 2025 Series of Special Cam-
paigns



https://www.ftc.go.kr/viewer/synap/skin/doc.html?fn=BBS_202502140246527720&rs=/viewer/synap/preview/
https://www.nda.gov.cn/sjj/zwgk/zcfb/0221/20250221142127617666200_pc.html
https://www.nda.gov.cn/sjj/zwgk/zcfb/0221/20250221142127617666200_pc.html
https://mp.weixin.qq.com/s/DfCrrgatzVqK9MzBhIyEjw
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CAC Released the Key Points of the Clear and Bright 2025 Series of Special Campaigns. On February
21, 2025, the Cyberspace Administration of China (CAC) announced eight key rectification tasks for
he Clear and Bright 2025 series of special actions. The tasks are as follows: First, to improve the
online environment during the Spring Festival. Second, to address the dissemination of false infor-
mation by “self-media”. Third, to rectify malicious marketing in the short video sector. Fourth, to tack-
le the misuse of Al technology. Fifth, to combat “black mouth” activities related to enterprises online.
Sixth, to enhance the online environment for minors during the summer. Seventh, to regulate the chaos
surrounding live streaming rewards, and eighth, to curb malicious provocation of negative emotions. A
responsible official from the CAC stated that they will further strengthen the responsibilities of all
parties involved, continuously purify information content, standardize functional services, ensure the
effectiveness of rectification efforts, and promote a positive online ecosystem. (More)

ERAFRZERFRECF R TIALIE LLRET

2wﬁwﬂma,% HICENEREERHRE, BERAEHFEFRFILFEETA TR, E
FEHATHE RN, B T3IA1EH L&REAT. FELEEATE, LT LA HKERFEM>
W@N,mﬁiuTﬁ&&%ﬁﬁ% EHEZAEFNE, FRELEHESAHRA. RHEHE
FENEBRHCESMF, BIFILIHE, FETUEELFALREREFEREK, MREREE
fE R¥ &, Rt %ﬁ‘*ﬂﬁ% HHM, (EEES)

The National Public Data Resource Registration Platform to Launch for Trial Op-
eration on 1 March

On February 18, 2025, Xinhua News Agency reported that the NDA had completed the development
of the National Public Data Resource Registration platform, which is currently undergoing deployment
and testing, with a trial operation set to launch on 1 March. Once the platform is operational, data pro-
viders will be able to publish information about data resources and products, while data users will be
able to search for data resources, thereby better facilitating the matching of supply and demand. This
will help reduce the cost of data usage across society and create conditions for releasing data resource
value. Through the registration process, the platform will be able to keep track of the national public
data resource inventory, enhance the disclosure of authorized operational information, and promote the
standardization and transparency of authorized operations. (More)

B mE T BRI4KENAPP

202542 A17H, ERHTENFELEAAEF CBLTERWEN, LKA 14KE 50N HFEE

Ké%ﬁ%,tﬂ%%a%@KW%:m)ﬁkﬁm&ﬁ%mﬁﬁﬁA@,kﬁ%&&ﬂ

HEHMAGEN, kAMAERBER TN EHRBRE L. BRRA TR, LAEEWH. REFX A

AEEHME, AHEMWEREE;, Q) MEAREZAREMACEHNALEEN.

kﬁﬁﬁ MR RUR N ARG, TR FERNTLS RN E, KEAELNW P
. ERRhEL AR AR K. (EEES)

The National Computer Virus Emergency Response Center Reports 14 Non-
compliant Mobile Applications



https://mp.weixin.qq.com/s/DfCrrgatzVqK9MzBhIyEjw
https://www.gov.cn/lianbo/bumen/202502/content_7004272.htm
https://www.gov.cn/lianbo/bumen/202502/content_7004272.htm
https://www.cverc.org.cn/zxdt/report20250217.htm
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On February 17, 2025, through internet monitoring, the center discovered that these applications exhib-
ited privacy violations, including but not limited to: (1) Personal information processors providing the
ersonal information they handle to other processors without informing individuals of the recipient's
name, contact information, processing purpose, processing method, and the types of personal infor-
mation, and without obtaining separate consent from the individuals; (2) Personal information proces-
sors failing to implement appropriate security measures such as encryption and de-identification based
on the purpose of processing personal information, the method of processing, the types of personal in-
formation, the impact on personal rights, and potential security risks. (More)

BEART (BHEEX ZBEEHREERE (AEFE) Q0245 K0 )

20254F2A20H, BEAZNEAAA T (BAHEER ZBHBELREEERFE (AEFD)
(2024 O ) (LLTEZ (AEFEE) D) » (AEFE) FFE. KA. Ml wigE. £0E
VEEVHFIANVFARAFERLKEH R TG, PABEREEFEGRELERE. MAE
BERFIIEHFENHEFEHRATTHRA. (AEFR) PO L k2 8 5 48 5 8098 9085 ACF A
ST —RAERHEER, A EERBEFLVRFEFERTOLRNE, #— BRI HEE
RN, ARHENEERES VAR FEFELRKF R RENT. (EEES)
Hainan Province Releases the Hainan Free Trade Port Data Exit Management List
(Negative List) (2024)

On February 20, 2025, the Hainan Provincial Cyberspace Administration published the Hainan Free
Trade Port Data Exit Management List (Negative List) (2024) (Negative List). The Negative List de-
scribes the data that requires security assessments for data exit, standard contract filing for personal in-
formation exit, and personal information protection certification exit within five major business areas:
deep sea, aerospace, seed industry, tourism, and duty-free retail business. The implementation of the
Negative List policy represents a beneficial exploration for Hainan to promote high-level openness in
the data sector, bringing new development opportunities to Hainan's data industry and digital economy.
It further unleashes the vitality of data elements and will promote the steady advancement of Hainan's
data industry and digital economy in the global digital wave. (More)

WZ: UODO EFKEMBEAEKE

2025 2 A 20 H, WERKERFHIH (UODO) A& 7T A TAEMKEHENEHET.
FEEMANT B 2018 £ E— AKX A USRI EN . HOEALERER, FRET IR
BERERRF. ZREH. AEEFAHURRARITERTGEN., HERATETROHLE
TR, URREAAHBMBEHRBELHNER, T 2T HAHKEMEITK. GDPREA M,
VLR EDPBisH f &t Sk M T R E LR EFNE. WH L EAT BRHBErENLAELET, &
X%, FRETHALLEREMEHNETERETEN. (EEES)

Poland: UODO Updates Guidance on Data Breach Handling

On February 20, 2025, the Polish data protection authority, Urzad Ochrony Danych Osobowych
(UODO), released an updated guide. The guide handles personal data breaches, incorporating new regu-



https://www.cverc.org.cn/zxdt/report20250217.htm
https://mp.weixin.qq.com/s/JD6NvynQZtEAvcfYoz7VtA
https://mp.weixin.qq.com/s/JD6NvynQZtEAvcfYoz7VtA
https://www.dataguidance.com/news/poland-uodo-updates-guidance-data-breach-handling
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lations, case law, and practical experience since the last 2018 version. The guide provides updated pro-
cedures for reporting breaches, practical examples, cooperation guidelines, and recommendations for
isk assessment and prevention. It emphasizes a risk-based approach, timely breach detection, and miti-
gation, and it includes expanded sections on breach documentation, GDPR compliance, and new best
practices from EDPB guidelines and court rulings. The guide also clarifies procedures for cross-border
breaches, notification duties, and advises on stronger security measures and regular risk assessments.
(More)

HE: #EEFZRSEERAARARTIAT RXAMKEERR S
FEL

2025 2 A 19 H, #E#EREFEZ RS (KCC) m¥FRpa XA T —NEFEN, ZWEiPhone £
BINT— R A% (RCS). % & 7 £ FiPhonefr = £ GalaxyF #L 2 8] # A B U2 % 3 A0 B K
REERE., FERFANE, 5EEMSHH, RCSE—MELH#NEERS, CRH‘ECE
“EEWANT M B’ BmETek, X FEIAI00MBH X HE. KCC ZPFERNE LA
MR, SHAZEH —EHTIR, XFARXHEH, AERFHELEHEHTHEEDLE.
ET, & E# Galaxy FHLXFRCS, WAk FEN B ERF iPhone 5§ Galaxy FHLEE E T
T EEEE. (EEES)

Korea: Communications Commission Issues Guidance to Apple for Introduction of
Next Generation Text and Data Transmission Services

On February 19, 2025, the Korea Communications Commission (KCC) issued administrative guidance
to Apple, recommending the introduction of the next-generation messaging service (RCS) on iPhones.
It aims to enable large file transfers and chat-style messaging between iPhones and Samsung Galaxy
phones. It was highlighted that RCS is a more advanced messaging service compared to short message
service, offering features including “writing” and “read” notifications and supporting file transfers of
up to 300MB. The KCC recommended that Apple distribute a beta version for testing with mobile car-
riers, support large file transfers, and engage in continuous consultations during the service rollout. The
guidance seeks to improve interoperability between iPhones and Galaxy phones in Korea. (More)

#19R 7= X Intellectual Property

mER: PHHERERE. HREREMEFRILE

2A20H, mEARKRERET “MERESERE" FALM 2. 2L, REARRERAIR
FRARZESNEZENARZRT, PHAGRERERE. HRFENARFALE. XNAF
N, mRFRRETEREE QA RIR, PERESERE, TR AT EE S
RFEFRM. AhRE: —BEREEEREFHENBEETNLE, TEFARBATEANE. —£K
NERHBRFRR LSRR, RAZSRF AR —RBFEHHE, HEHEBE,

RiE: mEARBER
10



https://www.dataguidance.com/news/poland-uodo-updates-guidance-data-breach-handling
https://digitalpolicyalert.org/event/27400-communications-commission-issued-guidance-to-apple-for-introduction-of-next-generation-text-and-data-transmission-services
https://digitalpolicyalert.org/event/27400-communications-commission-issued-guidance-to-apple-for-introduction-of-next-generation-text-and-data-transmission-services
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Supreme People’s Procuratorate: intensify crackdown on intellectual property
crimes including production and sale of counterfeit food and pharmaceuticals

On February 20, the Supreme People’s Procuratorate (SPP) held a press conference titled
"Strengthening Judicial Protection for People’s Livelihoods." At the event, Liu Taizong, director of
the SPP’s Office of Intellectual Property Prosecution, emphasized rigorous efforts to combat intellec-
tual property crimes, particularly the manufacturing and sale of counterfeit food and pharmaceuticals.
He further explained that the SPP’s intellectual property prosecution efforts focus on high-impact are-
as, strengthen judicial safeguards for public welfare, and continuously optimize the comprehensive
protection of intellectual property rights.

Liu outlined three key priorities for intellectual property prosecution work:
1. Safeguard the public’s immediate interests by targeting crimes affecting daily necessities.

2.Improve the quality and effectiveness of holistic intellectual property protection through integrated
legal oversight.

3. Promote systematic governance by combining crackdowns with preventive measures.

Source: Supreme People’s Procuratorate

WEEREA: PRIDRT A AREABRE A HRE

NH, ZEARER (2023) BEFEHRLSNBESEEFT I RETUY EHRLLFH R, RER
FlR s —FH R, RAREEZEFTLBEATH KL, AAREFLEEFTAFBEFAA
FAFEEFAX. RENHBHAZTNEAEESENE, LEEAH T FALHFHORIDEK
DEAABBART N AREE, #—FFETHLUENAERE.

ARINA: — HeFENIRIERT UEAABRBEARE ZAREE; = TRULAT
ZHREREAARBEAT ZREUENRE;: =, AARERRNELNTT, G F L
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Supreme People’s Court Case: oral disclosures may qualify as valid carriers of
technical secrets

Recently, the Supreme People’s Court (SPC) issued a final judgment in the trade secret infringement
case, overturning the first-instance judgement and finding the defendant liable for trade secret in-
fringement. The court ordered the defendant to cease infringement and compensate the plaintiff for
losses and reasonable expenses. This judgement affirmed that properly documented oral disclosures
can serve as valid carriers of technical secrets, thereby expanding the scope of protectable trade se-
crets.

Key Holdings:
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1.0ral records meeting specific criteria (e.g., clarity, reproducibility, and confidentiality safeguards)
may qualify as valid carriers of technical secrets.

2. The secrecy of a technical solution cannot be assessed based on inventiveness.

3. Even if the final results of R&D are publicly disclosed, intermediate research outcomes may retain
eligibility for trade secret protection.

Source: Intellectual Property & Finance
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IP Tribunal of the Supreme People's Court: prior art analysis in invalidation pro-
ceedings cannot substitute claim interpretation to exclude accused technical solu-
tion from patent protection scope

[P Tribunal of the Supreme People's Court (SPC) clarified in a recent patent infringement case, that
interpretation of patent claims shall adhere strictly to the literal content of the claims, supplemented
by systemic analysis using the specification, drawings, and prosecution history. The interpreted tech-
nical solution must align with the invention’s objectives and expected technical effects, without disre-
garding the specification or its background technical disclosures.

The court emphasized that Decision No. 33077 and related administrative rulings merely concluded
that the “data packets” in prior art (Evidence 3) did not constitute “direct submission” under Claim 1
of the patent, without further defining “direct submission.” It stressed that analyses of inventiveness
and prior art in invalidation proceedings or administrative cases cannot equate to claim interpretation,
nor can they justify excluding the accused technical solutino from the patent’s scope based on prior
art.
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SPC further noted that in Evidence 3, data packets underwent “redirection” via a “proxy software mod-
ule” before submission to the “software control program.” In contrast, the patented invention’s core
oncept lies in extracting only the “Redirect” function, executed by a “virtual web server.”

Source: IP House
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Beijing Court Case: assessing similarity of store decor requires holistic comparison
principle

The case over unfair competition between Guangdong Camel company, Beijing Camel company and
Decathlon (China) , Decathlon S.A., addressed whether store decor constituted similarity under unfair
competition law.

The plaintiffs, Decathlon (China) and Decathlon S.A., claimed their store decor had distinctiveness and
that the defendants, Guangdong Camel and Beijing Camel, used similar elements, constituting unfair
competition. The first-instance court ruled in favor of the plaintiffs, ordering the defendants to cease
using the allegedly similar decor and pay damages.

On appeal, the Beijing Intellectual Property Court overturned the judgement, emphasizing that as-
sessing decor similarity shall follow the principle of holistic comparison, rather than isolating individual
elements. The plaintiffs failed to prove that their 22 claimed decor elements formed a unified and stable
overall business image or conducted a holistic comparison. Thus, the appellate court dismissed the
claims.
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The Beijing High People’s Court upheld the appellate decision in a retrial, stating that the plaintiff’s
evidences only demonstrated sporadic or partial use of the 22 elements across different regions and
eriods, insufficient to establish long-term, consistent, and stable use, that could create market recogni-
tion in China. Additionally, the court noted that Decathlon’s claimed warehouse-style decor was ab-
stract and commonly adopted in similar stores, making it incapable of distinguishing their goods/
services. Consequently, the decor did not qualify as “influential trade dress” under Article 6(1) of Chi-
na’s Anti-Unfair Competition Law.

Source: IP House
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Anhui Court Case: 13 defendants sentenced for copyright infringement involving
production of over 940,000 pirated vinyl records

Recently, the Chuzhou Intermediate People’s Court in Anhui Province upheld the first-instance judge-
ment by the Nangiao District People’s Court in Chuzhou City, sentencing 13 defendants, including
Zhou xx, imprisonment terms ranging from five to two years and fines between RMB 3.5 million to
100,000, with probation granted to some defendants.

Case Details:

In 2018, defendants Zhou xx and Zeng xx established a company in Guangzhou, Guangdong Province,
to produce vinyl records. By March 2021, they began mass-producing infringing vinyl recordsgusing
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the company’s existing facilities, appointing defendant Wu xx as legal representative to oversee pro-
duction and personnel management in exchange for profit-sharing. Defendant Yao xx was tasked with
anaging customer orders, designing counterfeit record labels, and handling logistics. Yao further del-
egated defendant Zeng x to handle label customization, packaging, and distribution.

By the time of investigation, the company had produced over 940,000 pirated vinyl records, generating
RMB 14 million in revenue and at least RMB 5 million in illegal profits. Eight other defendants, in-
cluding Ma xx, knowingly purchased and resold the infringing products.

Court Ruling:

The court found all 13 defendants guilty of copyright infringement under Article 217 of China’s Crim-
inal Law, ruling that their unauthorized reproduction and distribution of musical works constituted
"especially serious circumstances." Some defendants were deemed complicit in joint criminal activity.
While mitigating factors such as voluntary surrender, guilty pleas, and acceptance of penalties were
considered, the court upheld the original sentences. The appellate court dismissed appeals and affirmed
the judgment.

Source: People’s Court Daily
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Case of Guangdong Courts: distributor's trademark squatting of a foreign enter-
prise's trademark ruled as unfair competition

Recently, Futian District People's Court, Shenzhen City, Guangdong Province, concluded a case of
unfair competition dispute. The well-known foreign automotive care brand "9B", which had not regis-
tered its trademarks in China, was preemptively registered by its former distributor, Company A.
Liang, the actual controller of Company A, privately registered the "9B" trademark during the distribu-
tion period. After the termination of the distribution relationship, Company A continued to use the
trademark on its official website, product photos, and storefront signboards, and made false publicity
claiming that it was the domestic agent of the "9B" brand. At the same time, Company A successively
applied for the registration of seven "9B" trademarks that were highly similar to those of Company B
in multiple categories of goods or services.
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After hearing the case, the court held that the act of Company A's preemptive registration and use of
the "9B" trademark not only violated the legitimate rights and interests of Company B as a prior user,
ut also caused consumers to be confused about the source of the products, constituting unfair compe-
tition. Accordingly, the Futian Court ruled that Company A and Liang shall immediately stop unfair
competition acts such as false publicity, publish a notice in the newspaper to eliminate the negative
impact, and compensate for economic losses and reasonable expenses totaling RMB 700,000. The
judgment has come into effect.

Source: Guangming Online
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The Court of Justice of the European Union issues the first preliminary ruling con-
cerning the Al Act, pertaining to automated decision-making and algorithmic
black boxes

On November 25, 2024, the Court of Justice of the European Union (CJEU) received a request from
the Sofiyski rayonen sad (Sofia Regional Court) in Bulgaria for a preliminary ruling on the application
of Article 86 of the European Union(EU)'s Artificial Intelligence Act, that is, the clause on the Right to
explanation of individual decision-making. The preliminary ruling in this case is the first preliminary
ruling made by CJEU regarding the EU 's Artificial Intelligence Act in its history.

In this case, a telecommunications operator filed a lawsuit against a user, demanding payment of fees
and compensation, while the user questioned the transparency of the automated system generating in-
voices and the rationality of the algorithm. The core issue of this ruling request is whether consymers
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have the right to require service providers to explain the algorithms and their parameters used in gener-
ating invoices based on automated decision-making.

This case mainly involves issues such as artificial intelligence and consumer protection, the transpar-
ency of automated decision-making, the fairness of contracts, and consumers' right to judicial reme-
dies. CJEU holds that: (1) Consumers have the right to know how Al-generated bills are calculated,
and consumers must be able to verify whether the bill calculations comply with the contract terms. (2)
The court has the right to require enterprises to provide "black box data" to confirm whether the Al
billing system is fair and transparent. (3) Al-generated bills must undergo "manual review". The court
clarifies that automated decision-making cannot completely replace manual review. (4) The "black box
effect" should not be a reason for enterprises to evade responsibility. If the Al billing system uses
opaque calculation logic, resulting in consumers being unable to effectively exercise their rights, the
relevant clauses may constitute unfair clauses as stipulated in Article 3(1) of the Unfair Contract
Terms Directive, and the court may declare such clauses invalid.

Source: Internet Law Expert
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The European Commission withdraws the regulatory proposal for Standard-
Essential Patents

On February 11, 2025, the European Union(EU) released its 2025 work plan, outlining important strat-
egies, action plans, and legislative initiatives that will affect the future work of the EU. In the annex to
this work plan, a controversial regulatory proposal for standard-essential patents (SEPs) (Article 17 of
Annex IV) was withdrawn. Regarding this, the EU gave the reason for withdrawal as: "There is no
clear agreement on this proposal, and the European Commission(EC) will assess whether another pro-
posal should be put forward or another approach should be adopted." This revoked proposal was an-
nounced by EC in April 2023, aiming to improve the commercial licensing system involving SEPs and
address long-standing issues such as lack of transparency, insufficient predictability, and litigation dis-
putes.
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According to the analysis of [PWatchdog, this revoked regulatory proposal focused on granting regula-
tory powers to the European Union Intellectual Property Office (EUIPO) so that the EUIPO could in-
ervene in commercial licensing disputes involving SEPs. The EUIPO also established a "competence
center" mainly responsible for maintaining the SEP register, conducting necessity reviews, and deter-
mining the FRAND (Fair, Reasonable and Non-Discriminatory) rates.

Source: Intellectual Property Information of the Chinese Academy of Sciences
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BYD sued in Germany for infringing cellular communication patents

An American patent entity named Sol IP has filed two patent infringement accusations with the Mu-
nich I Regional Court in Germany on February 7, 2025, and the defendants include BYD Europe B.V.
The two involved patents are: European Patent EP2575281 titled "Carrier Aggregation in a Wireless
Communication System" and European Patent EP2624516 titled "Method and Apparatus for Transmit-
ting ACK/NACK". Judging from the technologies involved in these two patents, they are likely to be
related to 4G/LTE technology.

This case is the first 4G patent lawsuit that Chinese automobile manufacturers have encountered. The
litigation strategy in this case is the same as the one Sol IP used when it sued the American Ford Motor
Company three years ago.

Source: IP Fray
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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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