I S eeveeneeeeeeeeeeeee et e et e et e ee e ee et e et e et e et e ete et e et e et e et et eene et e et eaeeneeaaeas 1
v SRR S B FI B .o, 3
(=) AT IR EAETZMED oo 3
<;>$ﬂ%% ................................................................................ 5
Z BRRIRGISEFURII oo 15
(=) #AAHAFT, BRREEVIR ZABATAT o 15
(=) REBEAN, BAREVI S FRAR L o, 16
(=) g n-Fod, BHSTFEREEMTHAN......0. 17
() FRIIAZE, ZEREPIRER AR . 19

S RIPAREIE TAERR oo 20
(—) RIZIRFEAE A, IR SR IEF) K e BRIE SR Hn, 20
(=) KRB, BHEFRAE T A e, 23
() Ak, A 5R FACEEARR e, 24
(W) AR HIRIE, BRAALDLEAETEARE o, 25

PO B R S B 26
(=) BIHFFAIH A, KA ETREE oo, 27
(=) BT EHAKTLIZE, QIR T oo, 28
(=) iz ) kBRI, BHME KRR AL e, 29

By AAIEFTE S AR e 30
(=) REAFTIEZEFRE L EAT e 30
(Z) BBILE AT ZEAPEIEIR e, 31

750 IV B F S Rl PR A R oot 32
(—) BEHREFERY, LELLBEIAY . 32
(=) BEFARFRER, REFREE e, 33






AL FIR = BER R+ H A TAEH B

(2014-2024)

Al 5

204 R T R=_FL2LAMAGFZF, BRI E
GR T AGE BB B IR N A, R ENFTIM R JF B
209 4 — 4

T N\ K BAR, DU 3R & 490 0 200 B 5 A R A
RGP TEBEE MR B O E. 20135F11H, HH+
NEZFeadd (PP X TaERMKESTEKXH
R WEY , Tl “WREL W IRHIER” . 2014488/,
St meEBAXEEZELETRAWAT (L FELE. L
WL MR SRR AGE B S E Y oAb AR AR PR AE
HE R FWoh KRR L f s 2 AERRRZ —, T
20144511 Fl 6 H SR S JE A ST, Bk A Am 5 G 3R 72 AR B TR AR 4P
B “HEL R RMEERERTERN KREHE

TAE 5K, A0 R IR R R B 4 2 W R DL X TR B
E4eiteE X BEAEE, EARMIEFEEEE, A
EHEEFRXTFRRAFRERPE LR N KHE
Tk, BREELALR, FRTIRSE AN HE, FEEAN
WP AE R AT, Y05 K AR R R AR BB PR A
AHT I T NT % G B AT XIS TR R AE
EUWAAEEIR, BALKAR G, 7850 R AR B IR AL 23

1



BHNERERE, Wik XEMRGH LT K
.

A AL 2 B T AL R R AR I TAE Y T MR AT
B IR R R AR I A DUR B A TAE R SL L B
R R T U



—.\ JEPREER SR HIEIE
(—) AT &rin = BUETZ DL

AT R ACGERE T201448 11 A6 B EXZEBER, 47
FEXNTNEZF el ENE K RELNEE —
&, RPEBRFNEARZERNER ERER,

1. AR 5HA

RAE20I5F1H8E X TRblZ R 2B, ZELK
bR R AGE R BUE T TR H 1004 . 4201548, 201748, 2022
FZRHE, WETTREE £180%, H4, FE AT
4 .

HEHW, 2REFIEE. FHE—f2. FHE )z,
HHEZFE. WHEWE., FHEEE. TAPEEE. 8%
%>ixa%éﬁ&iMWMWW%iﬁ&%%ﬁ%ﬂﬁa
HeRBEE6T4.

2. REER ST

AR ERGREEL T TR AN R RNRE
AR EY, RLREEL2>EREANNLTH. Bir. HOH
A, R B BRI F IR R AAAAPATRE S, &
H A R AT ) [E] 45 T R ZE T L LA 4R AR B R ZE B AT B E
FAETRE N R EFHERE. THEN.

SRERZE RPN MR e E
SEEPNEEF, R EATHES b1 i
RifR, EAH kot )
Fh, =BT WITHEGE

B HF R EEEMN TSR
F;ﬂ}iﬁﬁﬂl LFISERE,
T iTE
‘ AL AR R » i

3




BRl, YREMAFTIE. FARFFTHE, FEHER
FREEFATREFF R LR RN, WHE—EA
WHE ZEAFTHELH . MO RN SRR FHRE
;s WHE ZEA U EEA R F R AAATREMN
M| O BE S SO RS A AW R A, R AREEER .
ERE. FAEERR, WA R ERREE A BRI,
BB AR R R RS, SOREAEZE AR
SEAME. BORREET & HEAM R T,

Wi It & S

-
B oo
B s
e I ol
B E
i o BF X H

e
==

l | 1

PEEE NN p—— 1 W A AEFEESE Vo AL B KGR
4 %L, H MR 3 EEEAME R, AHAE Wsh, FoET #. HAEET
B A B RAFERA  ARTREM WEFK. AR i 8L KK T EL "
B 52 7 47 8 K xEH ¥ WHEERE R EERES t

HEXE MY

ERERA

e A RER SR FEAGEE201941 A 18 &oar, s
WP IERE N —F AR LK F 2w E4 8 ik EiF 3|
KA RER AR AGEERE, RIE2023F11A1E (&
BARERX FER<EBGARZR X FRRFHEEST
E] R AL E S B E Y, FkE A R R B e IR AL JE T A
FRZEMHRREHATTRE. AERE, AR IR AGER
TE B R A Ak B A B A A —



TBEF, ZALR . I be . 5k A B T AUB
AR FATR—FHHA, EX. EROEAFELH. &
ABE . WHNREE . RNEREMTR—FHHA, 2
REATH—FHRHA, LIREREARER &R AU E;
AR AL F R AU B AR B B — W A A, EREL R
BRNRIER.

A FHBRAT AR LR AR

.
—

____,_.a—'-"__

B A=V LT 'S

s W
H'-'

e —— —

= EHE Bl 4=liki ] b=l T R | ATy i Abmrivise dtmmEs dbEma=El

(=) WA
1. REZERHE

20144F11 F 220244R10 A, At sm iR = AUE P X B E 14
201 9841, WE5195 5064k, T4, WEEKEIM/\F
FEMK., ERFNEEFENES. AT/\F (20144F F2022
) WWEHBEHB KR4, 04%, M20235EF 44, WEHI
PoE, 202340 E R B 20224 £S5, 06%, 20244E1-10 A
KE B EF RS T, RS 410, 3%,



20144F11 A -20245E10 A 45 R 150

30311

30000
27604 27695
26776
24620 24890
25000 23682 23727 23755
235
20000 18318
15454 5131
15000
2795
10638
y 9191
10000 S111
5432
5000
3673
o —

b % Q Q
¥ 6» 6& 6b 4§b

»
lllitﬁ"—"éilﬁiﬁ”&f{ q’

2. EERPRERHUE

INEHEMTE, R CCEARREKASESER 2K
FTHEAE. B MR RRAGER R EY , bR
MERERERENEHERBRRNTREERRERE, 14
R = F 1,

2014411 A £20244F10 ], b s iR = AUE R % BATE
Z1F149 4861, LRI EEHFLLNTL 01%, FHHK
F14.85%; WEATHMEM144 1861k, LR BIWE ZHEH
Hy73.75%, fEHBEK RS 62%, 4TEEHUCE N20234 1 H,
P, 202340k EH B 20224 T 40, 56%, 20244E1-10 F
WEH BRI T, B A 3. 49%,



THEFREREL

25000
77095 22391

20386 20427 203
20000 1826818359 1918
1741 i
15000 13512
11107
9707
10000
6711 7071 vang.
4975
5000 3562
211
§ i

ék gp <p i’
49 ﬂ9 » q? > 'i’ w- D 'L

v
B TEEM W TBURS A

20144F11 F £20244F10H, X iRt X ERE
%#ﬂ4%# o [ B B R R R A 25.99%, FHIE KR
11.64%; WERFFMHS] 32040, SRMEEEZHELHN
%J%aﬁﬁ%%$wﬁ%°%?%ﬁ%%%wﬂiﬁ%%
B, 202340 BB 20224E 1T, T1%, 20244E1-10 F YK
ZHEFRLFFE T, g A3 06%,

RERMHFUWS BN

9000 8216
8000 7218 7268
200 es59 6769
5747 5703 | > 598:
6000 TR
*az06
5000 4385
4024
4000 3367 335
3135
3000 2480
1870

2000
1000 156,

& o

K i N ?
g @'@ @ ﬁd@'§ @’w

o
mRIFLE mRFELRE >
7



AERE, 20145F 11 22024510 H, Abx xR Bk
e B — W RMF164 8714, S ERMFEHA8L 63%, H
AR W REZIELY 4401, b —WEHXEREN
90. 64%, RFE—HEMHTHELS 4314, HF—HEHZELKE
B99. 36%. X W HEM36 6774 (2FIEX) , AXHZE
TRR AN 18, 16%, HPATH =W R H0M, &% E N
THEBENO.05%, RF_FEMFZHEI 6574, H_FF
X BEEERN9.95%, MR, BEXBEE. FHEEXSE
R FA360, & X EEFRKET BN,
20144E11 H-20244E10 H WEE

i & & 3 & & 3 i & & D
el A N & N 4 H 5 D
P P A L L A G A T
Q“’v
¥
 EH il |22 i EBF—# e TH_ 6 e {TH—F —lE

20144F11 Fl 22024410 7, ALK R = AR T & 4 — &
FUF158 9991, I WA E ML AN 33%, P TB—F
FAURE 5144 146, b —HEHEFEHENI0.66%, RF
—HEMEFLEL 853, b — W EHHEEHENI. 34%. W
W EM36 084 (BB HER), B FEE R 18. 460,
HAPATH R UFREIGE, & —FEHEHEEHEN. 05%,
RE-_FEEFE 065, H —FEHEFEHENI. 95%,

8



BAER. BRER. WAEEXSFEETE4MG, Sk
A E| 1%,

2014411 H-20244F10 A &5 1B

35000

30000

25000

20000

15000

10000

5000

9 ==

S

e ‘, t&
ﬁy éy éy

; & & & &
A & ) - ;
g

T l&, ‘&,
; % o

B N
mm Hiteow KE e BF e {TH 6 {TH— fe— N

XEEMEH HA R

0.23% 0.23%

" RE—F

= TH—/&
RE_H

= T ZE RE A

Ma R A KA E, 2014411 F £20244F10H, b
TR AL X EE R 421 9764, KRS, 240,
bR R0, 88%, oA —w F 421 9420F, Lz K
FUHZEHEMN9.85%, — W FH8E, HZXEHETHEK
B0, 13%; WL R 420 8744, FHRK 2. 80%,
bR SRR B0 68%, HoP—W F 420 8430F, hiZk
FUEHEREMN9. 85%, — W UL, FZXEHFEH
0. 12%,



2014411 F £ 2024410 F & | 2K R4 £ L

202441-104

20234

20224F

20214F
_—----—s
20204F

20194E Ry
201g4 s
20174 e

20164 e

20154 [ e

20148 87

0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000

mEREE W BRI R

202447110/ & : 2798:
2023%F | ' ' ' R
20224 - —
2
ey
gerig—— =

Loy ————
TS ——
2015¢F —“m

20144 | *

0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 3500

ERBLEE R _w i m TR L

2014411 F £2024410 A, 638 & iR = AU BT % BB A
FAE13T 435¢F, FHWKE16.27%, EXHEEZHELHN
68. 04%, H o —®W FH134 6500F, T ZXFHEIHELEN
97.97%, — W ZME2T56%F, HiZKFHTEHEN 01%;
HEBAMFEIELL 8200, S KF25.43%, STHEFEMH
KEH6T7.94%, o —% F130 1554, HZKXFHEwE
BEWIT. 0%, — W EM238%, SZLXEFHFEHREN

1. 99%.

20144F 11 Fl 22024410 A BiAp 2K R A E 16 UL

2024%£1-10 L7

20234 g 18894
20224 12928,
22— LR
20204 ez,
20194 14535
20184F 123245
20176 ———r
2016F O 20
20155 ——tie
20144 171

0 5000 10000 15000

AR W AR A W AR — R

2024%1-10/ & = - 20748,
20234 g = 20486
ZDZZfEﬁ 16021
lpa g
20204 15822
20194F AR

20000

10

2018
20075 ity
201647 meoon

20154F 238440

20145 2

0 5000 10000 15000 20000

D EARAAE WA _HE W —E

25000



20144R11 F 2024410 F , db iR = AUE B T B E1E
WEAE3T 1391, FHHKE13.20%, FZHEEHLHN
18.39%, H o —®W FMHTI014, S ZXFHXERED
19.12%, =% F1F29 8801k, iz K E 4 A E H80. 45%;
WA EEAFE 36 6961, FIPEKE20.39%, HHLEEMH
RAHG18. 77, b —% E 68861, HZKFUHHLENE
M 18.76%, — W F4F29 656, A ZEXFHHEHEN

80. 82%.

2014411 F 220244 10 A ZFEAUK R R 17 L

2024%F1-10H -——g46

20234 — 4002
202248 — 5159
20214F 5125
20205# — 3917

4946

2019
20185  p—
2017 N ——
20164 | p—2

20154F ppe——d

20144 | 37

3568
4633

0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000

ZAEAUR o R F i m E R — iR

6000

20244110 —

2573
5595

20235  p—
20224 4453
4051

20214F  p—

20204 — 5025
4018

2019 e —
18— 3037
2017 ———
2016"-'# -—2993

2015%F p—tlba

20144 O

4568

0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000

EER D Em EEN ZF5m EERHE

20144511 F 220244510, A kiR FEAUER T 5 4
K (BERAELYRES. REW. RTEEAF. MEH4L)
EAETOTE, AR K ER10.48%, b FIEE L. 86Y%,
H—FEZH62TH, S ZXEHXELENLC 4%, —F
ZUR330tF, B ZAXFHETHELAENE. 9% HEZFLFE
35034, FEHRK KR T6%, & w L F S WL 7Y%,
Hoor —H Z45620F, B ZXEHFEHENLC 04%, —F



FUF29330F, HiZKFFW LR BN T3%.
20145 11 A 22024410 A £ # R Z PR E R HIL:

2024%51-10/] g aa? 20245110/ 453
2023F o L5 20234F 39
2022%F A51 20224 g 405,
20204 —— 20204F —_— 399
20194 -—311 20194F —225
2018F |p—243 20184F p—_8l
20175F pmm— 249 20174  m— 30
201647 — 287 20165 — 20O
20144 y19 20144F
0 100 200 300 400 500 600 0 200 400 600 800
B R S AT B LEm B A B WL
.o R#uREFHE
+ A EH:
L]

20044F11 Fl 22024410 F, bR AUz X N &
PR, EREAAATEREL4 503, & ER Z24%
I EM65.99%, H P KWL FFANEHT8224 (RE
G EMI6I5MF. BREEFMH42011) , ERFE LA
A FE 44081 (U B W E44101F. TR E & F 13998
) 5 SR E A A E 22730 (BB &5 E1F43
. EREEFH22300F) 5 TAREFZEHETOL0H, HEF
FEZ B EH 31 90%,

2004F11Fl £2024F 10, R AE R FE W&
MBS, TRBABBATREMFLS 1134, & TR Z4F
LR EW65. 69%, H oKW EFFAANEHT431E (RE
GHEMIMTOMH. BREEFMH3950) , ERFE LA
AR FE 41291 (U B W E 438 14F. T E & F 13748

12



) SN T A A A E 21534 (BIE R HF F4F26
fr. EMEERFU2TME) ; TARFRMFO2404, & LA
R SR ER32. 210,

EHRRMFEREN EMRRUILEREN

w BRI E S ST
m SRS I TR
‘ﬂ,pm m AL SRR T B 4
RERERATHAS
w SR AT %
m AL SRR %
" LHRH
Sl

2%

WA EFATRES T, B URATBOR E 8521,
F 6. 21%,

AAREH:

20144F 11 A 22024410 A, AL Rl = AUE R X E N
TR, AR ATREMFLIL 9894F, & BAmE M
THEBEWN6. 1%, EFEATRE LT RMETY 1124, BT
FUW/ A TEME T ZEI354F, FAAEKREEFMFIS 159
fF, FATRUH AW R4 To4fr; BAARFRMEILIMN, &
BT R E B E 2. 27%.

20144F 11 A 22024410 A, AL Rk FEAUE I o 4 N T
TR, AARAHATREMFL2S 6004F, & B EM
WA ENI6. 82%, HPBHLRKELFTEHTT 6514F, BT

13



FU/ AT EMET EHE32100F, B LKREE FE1E33 488
%, WATHH A H F414 25148 BARREFEM29514F, &
AR F 1 S ' 2. 22Y%.

1%

RIAR R R R G R RR A RE

2% 1% 2%
| bR S O R AT A &)

= bR R E HTE A S
u B S AT B 4
o FHRA T MR ST EL g

m iR RE
= Jifl

WK EATTR E M, B RAT R A 829 1174,
HEh21. 89%.

FERE A

20144F11 F 2024410, AR kR X W ZF
EREST, WENREZFEREE8IE, b FERESF
ZIHE LS. 86%, HAFEREMI 2480, HFMEMRFE
P2 B R E 184, 14%,

2004411 £20244810 F, db A ko iR = BUE B W 25 6 3
ERE T, WENREZFEREESSME, b FERESF
HEREWLS. 40%, HAFERFEMIL 045¢F, HEFENE
PF 2B E 184, 60%,

14



EEBR RS REH

40000 37139 36696

35000 3124831045
30000
25000
20000
15000
IS 5891 5651
5000
0

R RES y#%%#
mER EER

WNZ B ERZHET 0 AE, BH—RERBEANE
B 7. Th, P ik & 2 T B B LS. 6%, W ARF
BEF LW EHEE 3 %, FHRIRRT LN FEHS S
2. 5%, R R B S L2, 4%, BT RE IR B B4 S Lk 2. 0%,
WA A B A E L 9%,

— EEIRGSEFHN

R AR FENRERER. XA A, Tk

PR E ), REEEGIMIELEK. BERUK, EH
2%%%@%%%%ﬁ‘%E%%ﬁ%%iAﬁ%ﬁ&%,
TS5 R BOR B A ROE BT 208 fn R = AR P AL 5], [
HENE R E Z R AR KA BRI AT R F AR
EBATEENAIKEGE R B K B4 (UNCTAD) KR 7
N “amR AL AR T A RO B AEE

(—) BAAH AT, HARK X EPIR ZAUSRATAT

15



A6 3 e IR P A E B AR AR A & S B K e R A R
K, TWAmRBBRNKZERE, AR RERSEAH. A
HEEAAFEEAARELAFTRELCARERRERZF
%5 5 LN 4 € 2 5 40 2k BRI AR da AL T R A OE
BERENAFEEAARELRAEHRE 4 AN
MEESEZAAT Y, HREAHE220575 TE&TERE, db
TRPRFRGERA W FE L RPN EzTE. E2EY
Bl 4T X2 E R ERAATARBORMAT AR RS, FHEF
WHATARANER 4, BdHERZRBR2HERK, 1T
BT S AR f i, AR R EEMRCRML SR,

A6 Jm R AR B S oK TE BB BT RTIE U E4F, e
BT EA BT AN E R FE., A2EEH “BEXAF
R (GUI) ” AWEHARERTHESF, IA KN
T & AL AEGUI X — 37 A AR 37 3¢ R b oy BARTE Fl #E4T
THRBEER, RAXMEHFENSE., ELRTAHME
%Y BEER MWeMRXALENREBATERES, HArx
AT A R BT ULFENREEURAS T REN
B, —HHARIEEEZFLYEA. BEXMRATSHNEEN
BHYUEAN—FER E2EEALRENBEEFAET,
Xt 3k B 25 b 5 A o ) O Bk 2 A LAY [ R Y A A AE R
TV A6 ILiE B R, 25 AR I JE A K 5w
2 B AR AT

(=) ZEEHEAN], BRIFREF 5 FAK R LR

T AT XA AT IR 5 R 7 2 B B AT PR 7 4R 2 oy 2kl A

16



WA, BT HELLENE, LR ER S TR EEAT
BHLKAB T EB T ETEARE, WRBFEERRE
®. E2EEAFEARREARAARES, AR T FEHX
— R XA FARRAFIEM AN LA, HEFTRRRIP R HEE
Bz, E CREKSHFEEMR” LREFREEFITEE
, B RV REZENSEHAREEREFRAREEE
Mg WA, T B IEA LG EAE L EE 2 E
M. £ “BF AHERBEEFORET. 2HNTH
W LM F BT, REHFILE < RN R LK
7 CASCRH B 7 o A PR T 38 ) 4 AR BT 18 1 B B R, T AR
FERME & AN, #EK R A5 5 260 CEm
AWM (2021) » B,

WL AP A ZR, 5L FEAEFREEHEN, &
H. EAATHEAA. B “ESRNTHBRE” RIIEFHFRER
TREF —MFENFALATRESFT, AEREER. B
GE T ERIIE 2 AUE SR A & B AT AT A R B IR AT
P MERETUESR. & “HAHAE FELUFEET,
BEEREBTAAEEA TN ITARNR T ES R F
TER AT UL, AR K g & B MR ARAT N Al
F & B EAM B ATAAT A WHEANE R, AR B AT M
Faft F AR

(=) gy n-F5ed, LETFRPIEHT HAN

TH T AMERE, WEEHKTFLESE X THEFR
Hl, B 2R AEY TS, 20224, AR

17



EREREFEWMEHEEERN, R ELZEETSUEF
EWE R, RITTFLBWEHTLAE A KT, HxF5
RZ2W . BLBEAY . BWHEEFE LT FXTLH
BB ZEG, HILRIBAAN . ELEEAREHRE
BREREREFFE T, AHEEEm R AEILIEE A 2
WA 25 EARFEAE RIE R R F R R S, AR TR
BERAEEATR. &Y “R=E” APPFELFEE+, ¥
BRI EREECNRELEE S THERGOKRE. #
B I, HESAT T LR, BT AN i
Z B R IE 45 SRR

G we (P AREFERFELFEFHEY AETH
b B B A B B AR AAT A AR I FE AR RS, AL iR
FRERERT Z4Y, ZARWERAFERARE. &
2EEABRMHBRREFT LT RS, EANEARSE
YREFEFAT “CELPR LB EHZI” AW IEE
K, VWiEEFEREBENFWEINEL LR, EFRE “N
WG HE” FARBERF, WAL A ERBE *EE
ZAFRY AL, R iR AR A R AR

FGHE CPEARAFERZEIEY K “BHEFK
RERMAL” BN EENE, o REW SRR KER
WHEMZ EAAE B, R BRI B E
HARZWFN, BFRERR. EPRKHALHFLEER
HETHDHER TR RFIE T, i oy A e
N, WAEEBRMEER, PERIIZHAPFU “—H/T
. “BEE ERAELXDZHULERERFRET, &

18



RPL ARG RNERL ERFRIELER G U EHEELE A
AL, AR K T 3 3K 4 T B A 22 T 26 AR 6 4 AR R R AL
HEZSFNHE.

(W) b &, ZEREFIR LRI BRI

LR RN R AR X R, BERPKY
M. BTHR. TFHFEX B BARNFANL L L. AL
TRPFAGER G R ETES LS. HIRFEREA,
R AR R, RSk xR, TG 6 SNFTHF &
EFERBREFR, AH INFTRFREXZARFEAEE
P 2545 B AL B0 1F o 1% 48 AT A B 24, P 3B T NFT
BT m AT« AR e AR G R R, TR
ERFREX G TN REELRAAEEZREL. c2EEH
PERBREDREFEEHELBERALE T, WHT “U
7] 52 15 25 A B 45 RS o By R R A 7 A AR B & L R R
i AR A R AR T e e A 2 2 ey s A AL, B
TTREBELHEAT (BREMHEAY XF5HRE, EF
HRAF RN B EARN G F B, (82 K i 85 2 5
55XV XEXARERR.

A3 R R AGE BRARAR By 7 % e AR BT R &, A A
AL R AL IR R L& R E. E2EEHAY
REIARERFERERET, # LT HAH R EAREN
5 20 F G i Ao 28 B 20 A BT A B B9 R BT B T DUE O 4
WA fo B R AP R AN, R E 2B AAE & T LA
A . PP ERICHERZFEDE . BRAAE T, AH

19



T 3 S0HR 5 LA R BB R AR, 3 — K AR
SR KA A R R4 A

BT 4 0 AU, T St o KA e
it DAL EBEF RO AR, AR R RO B AT AL H
BRETAEHFRBA, SAEARREE. EFETY
BRI AR K b R MR IEB AN,
PN TEE 1R A i 7 483 ST SPE I B 23 7 4t
UL ST A R AR, AR AR (4 F A AR AL 3
FRKBERT, ST RBEER, AT R,
RS T HAAUR A8 63408

AR AT, R AU B i A SR
BAAL, FFCA A A AR i, BIREATE . T
T PES N U2 VN LT E L T PR 2
PELTARLRGRI RGN LD, THLFARE
YRBT1000 4 HF 5 1 B VR 0 3O AL R AE I R AR, BJR (LR
Y, HHREREHTFRREFETLHRELE, X
S AR 2 1 AR R AR AR

=, RIPEHETIERR

AT BRI, R AR T AR A E R R
AABER AR, XA BRELR, XRARLEEE,
AERAFHAR, ¥REREA. TH%, LR
PAGER SRR R UL L E AR, AR B T LA
B, WA, R R,

(—) RERGEA, RFGC)H IR K K. K5

20



PRBNE WK BN AT T R R A2
WAHAZE . AETREEH R EL TN F TELIRR,
PWSE T Rpm R AR ERTERRELS, HTRK
EAS5eRE A TERE — K., Ot e Al #
FRATRER, TR CBRERLHELY TI0RM, A (XT
ERRERHEERERAA - P IR LR T A LR
WY FEH TR B RS B kA W BARRS IE L 5y 4 A R 4
UR A B A A PR P AL, A B 7 b B R R R AR B A A
FR% 5 A, VIS (AL AR R4 SEME T FD . KA
A e R AR ], AR A AT R s OR B . RE
5 AR ZRpRFREHRFTRETHTEY » KA
CERALH LB R E L AL F ALY , 5wk
BRI G| AN #E 5], RABAZERZATIT LE Bk s
foft LB E. RAEM (PR TE s ARBF K
ThETemttErmAmTE ks wELY , X
w2 AMEG, ST ERREAF RS, #
2% KB R - KT RR, A EHAFXITIK, HEH
w1 B KR B BT TR R

R A0 R R W T X e AR AP, TR S 2 o R R
TFRAH, KA X THFEMAZG BN EANRNRER
PRI FAE5N 5 A 2 i T A kg ] R 22 4T A [ 24 77 b 2
FER P Bl iR IE . TP R A5 AT B Z A ki
Bt BB RR R 0o BB R VR AR R AR 50 ARAT
e A RIERE 2022 FZ 8RR ERRAMLFRA. KA

21



CFENKEZERRFEZELFEASEFM &%
EER T RERZG, REPRGESUZOHEARR, AT
WAz B AT ABMER DT HEH X L L RRE
AN FE.

MERERFEFLRE. FERH#RFTEFEE, BLE
BF &R E A BRI R AR, R (B FE
BERHTLA. FERX T HATH A ZARFRLY AHFFENS
Qo B v B e A AR R AR PR L (2022) ) . FE R ATIS
A AP BEF VY FEEFEZRPEEEY , BRENHT
ZREBEFRENFHBRAFTFER, RFEXAFEFXRER
BE- 52 7

FERMTEREWME KRR, PR Xm0~
WEERFPIHENH, T 2022411 AGRETE=FRA
RiEB. FAELZH R P RAREREE ik i 7= A F
ERFPAIERER SV » H a0 = iR B F M v 5 i A
AENTER BRI ELETER. 202347 H, HF
S ERFEE A A iR AR ROR AR, By R EE
FRAFWE LR Fita, EUR T E 5 kR AR R
AL, WMERBEFGRELRE. WRELZMERBAR
TEEF TN, EALEEREFRAREREEN —
REHFREFTRESEF, ZRERAFEESSHARAEL
TH, WMEEAFILAZN TR, EAERRFEE.
T EANRERKE WA CLEE R AR & E W
FEIALE BydE “EIBAL” HAEN N 2024 TiEHE B F K

22



B XA EOHERFOA T T PR R E I T RK
A LR A

(=) A KR A E, BAAEF LT K

FaEEEAET RS, HEIETEHIERT v
AR FRAZAGEFATHNERNE, EERFFTHLER
W WEERT, RRITR 5P UG 5 2 = ik & R A
T, KM AKRTFHRERER AR EFUADZEHERET
WAz 525 ) . 75 37 1 T 12 ) P 7 Jm R AT 4 T O LUK,
kR AR R Lo REM P EAGTNERE, T
FWE2H 1230.8 A6, KEHAEF A 1056 A6, HNE
B BmAlH. & “RREZEH” AARAKE 70 E A
EEREZAAN, RiFxGAREREERRFSHRE
FUHERAEAMBEARZA. £ “FFE)N AFERRES,
VAL AT 24k, A T EERN, U
A 1E B VR AR SL B 1]

RKEPRRBIEEERFERE. THOKETHRE. T
FRA EERA T LR, BRKER SRR
N, E#EELEANATHARSEE, ZILHERF IR
TRFPHHR. & “FEFEE FUTARESEY, 20
Z JERIFAT A AZ A f6 M DL BRI A A AR 1 18 2 DLR
R ENEERE, KA MES, AREF T A AKA
#. HE CFAMREITHIETY , #—FAemamit it
FRAE, BeWmReERENG . SAETE—FRA

23



Rk B 48 2 R R AR R R ROR 0 R e R B RATH
b, KEEERAPATEM. £ “TRVLHETE £
AERES, PREEX XA AREERL2FT, #ANL
B 2 2 U PR 4P AL B B o B R, SRR AR AR IE SR
H, AR A TEA .

KEFFITHEARETH. THEE (Ptdr B4
Pex TIR#EREZIF R BAERAEILY FREHN “FTH
SERERFFHETN, ARFAREEFLEERRE F
A MER, REAGFRGEEMN, KARHETEEE
M A RG], AR A5 R A 4 AU B A M ] A fR
FREEFEELSNEEZRER, FIREF FAAEMET 0T 7
FERT. B ‘KK IIAIARE” BRRERHEELFIRE
H BB AR R AT A JE W E B S, R AT
TWBEWIMATA . RABFRFT AR HEAEMF, &
TWHEREWIEATH, EFEEE™, BEAFEHE.

(=) BMAE Lk, 8 ) doid FAE AR R 0K

2ESE5RRFERBITEBIT. 55 FEREBEIT, #
FMGERZ M. BAIER. BENEREEAL, &3
R BEREZETEREGREN, FHLENKELA.
S5 LR EBIT, R EREEREE E TR, & AR
ZHE. TEARMELETANEEEREN, HWLE
HLxXH. 2E5H —RFwmELHL AEEAERENEE,
RBEI P K. EEERNBAEETFENS, AR

24



A AAT IR N R SR AR T AL 5 16 2V, A7 E A7 |
EHERT, RAFTHEERETRETREE. 55
— R AES T EEBIT, EEFHIEETRTEITH.
BREE. HxhHfr. BEXS. AhHBERPELR
FREBGERENL, A —FRERFIELRFHEF TR S
7 o BeAE Rl = BROK

RES£5mRERATRENR. AEBIT. 55 LA+
AN Y BT, MEREEER. LRFERFE R
BBREN, FWEN. I ERENESR (B4 LA
By - BERpRFE CGUEGFES RRFAE) (BT
BIFEEENEY (FERNEHREEEETUHELE) F
FBEA. AEREGREN ED.

FRS G TR LE. 457 (bR FHALE FIHRE
A1) 7 o B o R W AL AR EY K
HEERE. 23R RET S EEE 40 G ms
W AR A e 58 3 A R 7 ALH AIALH] . AR E 52 0
R AU AE M. B R AUT R A6 E S 4
A CALE TR F 2R L) X TR F M. T
Pl A AR SR AT (b AR A iR A
BREHAE GRAT) N - EIE R AT RN S B
HENREB NG REN, ERE VPR,

(09) HRACRIFIREL, BAFRLREIE IR A

AL B E PRI . B3 A H B AR A R IR A

25



W R BORR A 2 3z H A AL A R L R, ARARE
R ZAFRWNSETHRALCRE, EWH A EFRCHE
FORBE AP H, RISFMH B HMA kP, BT 4 4
HREFRXE, MARTEEA E 205 5758 K T2
FRWAFERW, HATE “wET AFES LK EIAF TR A
ENE.

A HE BT HAE . 46 8 H H IR o BRI B
EREW MWETERN. meARER. #RAAEH TR
B, AAT AR B fusk 2 vn B4R U 7 B B A AL 2023 D
K, BT L. B85, HERY. ERIATE .
AT AN EEE S Gl AN S E e S VNG 95 S k=224
RERTHEBAARFATNHTE T, HOH I pE %

B ERKSF .
ReEMEWHAME. EFE “ZW—R” FF R E XA

EXEXER LR ER T RE T H AT TS, @
B AL, RFEE . SFEEE. 2RTED
F” By A AT, R RS E K E AP T E Ay
e A

M. BEESESHLSIRIH

AT R AR B B B R RCER . LR fiE 2|
WA ERE. RE RN A FEEAR WEE P,
SR B AL, AR R R ALK IR e R A | TR
5 rR R AA TR EANGE & AW Az R A

26



WHIPLE B, R R R AR R P A2 BT
(—) BFFHAIF CF, HALS) FHFREE

Mg REZ AT AE, R A8 E i
K, Nk RARBEARS RORT A E ERF A, s
FEACE R AW R E B R E KR, FrEgdIiN S T
g, Mz “EFEWRA. EFEREF TENSABEAT.

AR EEE2RAE K. 2016 42 f, dbriffs
POE R B L R T E A, X EATREE FATRE N
EATE R REFE, 2021 F 8 F, ZFHESRREEFITH
Z. RIAEENEEHEN —FFHEEEZ MRS E
T BRAFHATFRAEPREFRE, £ F 2024 F9
AR, B b 7 X EE A RMEZEM 17 357 4, 2023
., RAR 1T%0E | EmBwE T ML 46 % By AH x5
BEE, AOEBRAPATRES LT EE KR b4 HE
29.44% , B REEFITREFFHFERKAY 87.59 K,
Bl 45 4T 36. 48 %, AR E B ERIA.

PR H R RS F TR ER. FEAR
MDA, Fm PR EREE, RR FLEHE
TR AR e A AR R A, AEEHBEFE
TR, AR HREERANLYEA, AHEEF
HEIFID. FTAAEEL “BXTL” BBEIENH, Bt 19
R R ATV RMEALR, FEMLIL L& g,
B S R AINE, B LA, R “HH+A

27



H? WEERE, B MUADHRIFIN. LU R AL,
HE G miR AR R ZAARM IERREY , AR
AR AL, REZG R -EFETHE, BIEK20%. %
FATHR R LM, ®E 104 EAFx. A RREE
HIAMR 558, ARATREFE R, 2023 4, &
922 PF BIATAT B E M T I 7T Ak 2h (L AR

(=) AT EHARZIE, RIFTIRY TAEHLH

R R AR PRGBS E N B, #EAEARE
LERNE, KAAEDELHL. FERAKE, FHRAIN
b5 F 56 A

T2 ARFELERH . bR AUER T 2015
F£10H 22 H R IBEARFEE, BEHE (BARBEEEHE
IREY CHRJEET TN (BRI 5 6w 5L 28 0] )
LM, BRASEE. Bl 595 WEESARY
W TAENL . 45 BEAE 4 k. 29T L B AREEE 55 T 4000
FERGFNEE, Ev 5588, Re. LE 18K, 55
JE'H 2654 K, "ABAPEEREN 2400 2. TREAH LWL
MRAERMNARRBEH LA RBEALZHEEGVE. 2019 F 8 F,
BRRFA 3L EEM4 L EATLEAEENARREF R4
BT ANEWET AFENEE, NARFARERARREF
AW+ KBAZH. 200146 F, BRI RFLTERER
S, AR+ Z AR A L R AGE R R P ER
ER2NEMER, HEARTRPAF AL L L.

28



AABHFHRBGEFREAL A EMKE. 2017 22,
SRS K B R AR IRIARS . BT A EHEE £ RS A
FHEATEREL. 2023 & 4 ALK, EFHER RO
AR T e FEFZEERE, R EREAFRE
W AIR IR R . 2024 £ 10 A, b AR AGERAY
FRINEHAR A TR T, RALEEFZELT
TR AL Z e T B SR AT, & E 2024 45 10 A
J&, R IR FEAGERE M ETE R 91.T%, BT RAEE
EALE T ER T, AR E HE R R A ACE
TWR T, KIERTEZREF ST XAATREFEE B
oA RARTY, —HE A RBATREGE A E, B AEE R
PA - — 2 3 7 W B AL

(=) ik &) xR I3, AHMEXRPHEE

A & R AR BE O R F A BR AR, A WTIR A S R iR A
EIA AL R AR TAEF A1, FFE s 2R
FEAC PR KR, R BRI TERR.

BS B R R 0m W F A, Rt RERee
2R, EGE K pOR AR EAEAH . LSRR SR
XTSI EENE, TR LFHIT, HERART
EHER BB Z0], W RATHE A EmER—. PRE
ARTATBEI K EATREF P REZAF IR, A 2023
7 A ZE 2024 4810 A, FAE 10 A EFTITE ZHEET
BBk, AR BRI R 4.

29



ZRAEXHREHRE . BERIWERFEH. SEXT
B EELR. AETHHEEEEMELAEER LT
T YR R 2R R IE Y5 400k T B AT AL
TR A B 2, AT 5 ), HEREE LEA KL
B, ERRHARZHATRFFESREIAEM KRS T, #BIAR
ZeW TAE . 5 B S AR R Rk I hm SR AR AT
PR P L E DR FEAS, TR AR HE. 5
TR TR FREE B 2R
FERAR P AAETIY 5 T AR B AT [ R3S 50 3R 7 A
R pE, MR IFEMLEIEL RS, WA AR Ak fo
R AR,

f. AFEFRENLER

T e R AR AL B “KAAWN A EF A
FhmiEEEe . BN, Tt Bk, Eirfuz
W, kIR R AR [ 2R AR R e A PR

(—) RBAFIEHRELE AR

WAL EERFHEEREHFTE, AETLIEE 2
TR, RO A LI SAnmm R AR TR Ak
WEE L MR, WEL VAT LAFEINE . 4349 E
A, EXBAL, BAALFEA. EXEERSHSE N
LB EARRI, RAKE K R, HNFFEE
AA, BIAAN L REE, AEESREFRATH X,
KPR GERER. THEK, HSOAKRZTHZS g K E TR

30



WA SN, 2V E#TE S R,
(=) BB LA L2 Mk

FaZFATIER “FRFRE S EALT B fox
EEANTHEBFRNAGERFER, SEERILETEEE
EBE, URFALM % H R P RARER. M EER. K
Bl R EESNERFEHRZEE . EEHERIIEFZINORAK,
BREFEREIAL W EA, FEBHABE)REER, FH
SN EE TR R R T T R e R k. 20234 DR, AL AR,
BB BOE R FBRe A A B I, IR 1104 W 5 F
TomEN; B “TrmAE” 138, BSEIRBOL. %
GoXfe AT R KBRS B RS 2G0T RE, KA
AT BEFRTRN NG “&” |\ % B Hst. BARE
REVEGAABRAL ##, ARFSUBERAEABEEE,
5B R AR AR R R AR R R AL B R U
ERTH, THIFRETRIE, FETETCRET, &5,
KR#E. JRZBFAFEIREE, AR HE A EEAL
BN, BRE2024F10A K, B HHNB LT ERI800R 4
ARFELRAE, SERFHKLYI8. 5T /AT,

BR, Az AAle 2B %A 257
L8 AETEHALSFER L 24 EHMBEFEFR

1 EE RN L HRIL: RK,
2 JbET s AN TR I8 4, Al TRIEE CGE—JE) « BRI GEJE) | W (B ik
81 CGE=Jm, 2018) . BRI CGEMYE, 2019) . X%FE CEMNJE, 2019) . AWEE CGEDjE, 2019) . X|
X% (%N, 2022) .
POEHETEEEER . REUK, WA,
31



SAFKIT “AEFERPEAE Y, 2AFKITPA R T 8 E LS
RER, SAIKIE “diEbrmiRmaE H b HmE” 0, 2
AR “HmiERFERRE" .

75 GHNERFI S EFRITR

AR FAGERR RN X ETF R ALK T INE
RER R EEI AW, RANBIWINT NG BE, T
W55 E R, FERATIEET R, FhHTEE
B R R AR “IREH”

(=) BEAREFFRY, LELZTIN2Y

TR, AL AR AR R L R WA e R A E
36 2014, H17.92%, YBEAB ZARIAMNI00ZANE
KX, BRRizTERFENIIER, RRETERS
HX %, XENET “BXBER BN ERITHE.
OPPOVFE R PARE L E LR ENE RN EHEF -G EIF
REARNERmRTRAY, X2 EWNISEANT ZIA
W AnE AR, AT XTANE S FE AR T E R R S VR 8 SR R
TR, REVHNFHEERFEFELY, RRTEKN (B
HANE A X IEERA ALY BFHE, WHREURE X
MY B RISNEEE KM (W4 F 1 ERTAE A A5
ZAEY . AW EWRI I ERFASE A R T

¢ AR e NI IS T
S AR RN S ALK R LE FEE,
¢ AERURBE AR BN S bRt AR Sk BB e, AL XICE FRBEEN . L.
7 ALRGRBE S bR (I B
32



FWEEARER R FEAGEER A FAXEEIEE
MEESE, BERBTMESRG, (B FEEETEREAE
XY AESEY KAFFEUR, SME LRI XM
RATHEETA0%, FAXHEEEREA=ZNAEEEZHAE,
IR IR AR E i A

(=) B afAadtm, mmikEIRREF

AF E R AR ERPRSE 2R RSP, Fh%E
FEpREREAGEGD . BRTEK, EEF0
L ANE K EFRHEHAILTHK . 1775 A KB 4= 3 4],
ZiF AR EESNERRES. MIRFERER. EE. EIF.
FHEULERAL K. EAEXESERETH2 (INTA)
B IR AP E M7 BT, BT R AL S R R A A
g (WVIPO) £EFA L6 &1k, EELFEESS5HEER
BEHBEGE. vENBE. ARBFEFALLEAE
fRiE s, KA Z AN RR P AT E B R Z ], R
AR ] O o [ R B ek AU AL AnEl ik i, AWTEERRSE S b
HH MR RRP N CPEFET .

33



ZERIB

- tE-_FPeafki T #H - PeERMLRENL
B, xR A0E R L AU R ALK B SR, ik
HESHER . MBAIR . EBRER, BATFEITERA R 7
e, UgRENT LT HRFRESRELE.

FORFEAUER AN RS “PEEER” BAEE L.
HEAR, BEMERTHESARA. #—FPRAEHE2
RAVE KRE, MBRERE ZAHER . 56 kR AE AR
W ARR . BEMTBREFRRTR. WERTAREFE
B S A i B R, AR AT TR R R, B BRI
‘MY EERMTWE” Ak EAF B CERFPT . B
FiE” %E REP . BEmBRBERRFERARIBR.
FEEH 2 TR T, RR S BA R AE WP AL
Gk L KB & GATBON FI R 97, A £ T A 6y g AR 4P
Bh. ZEMERARRR T LA EF . KT ER A
RERH AR EAL BH, TR w0 R e FHE T
B, B NEAZEAER SME” , FABEL X T E
TR e BT B A6 S R AUE AUAT A
. BEMERBRFEREF SEGRER. LML
FRHREER, BRSEHEF . B TR AR
RTHBA R RANER, RiEzxEZRERFAN, A
BAE. ATEREFTHEAR. FABERA WA EZRY. &
TWRIEHFEE S ERFORF S, R E TR 61,
HF 2R SR BT TR

34



Table of Contents

Preface...iiniiinniicinnicnnninsnninssncsssncssssicssssissssssssssesssssesnsseses 1

I. Overview of the Court and Its Trial Data...........cccceeuvrevvurecsunne. 4

(I) Overview of the Beijing IP Court.........c.cccceevieevienieenieeiieee, 4

(I1) TT1al Dat.....veeceiieiieeiieeiiecie ettt 7

I1. Typical Cases and Adjudication Rules.......ccccccereevccunrecsccnnreen. 22

(I) Encouraging Technological Innovation, and Setting Standards
through Technology Cases.........cccveviieiiieriienieeieee e 23
(IT) Improving Governance Rules, and Strengthening the System
Foundation through Trademark Cases..........ccccccveviercrieniieiieeieeeeeeee, 25
(ITII) Maintaining Fair Competition, and Establishing Market

Rules through Monopoly and Competition Cases............ccceeveecreerreennnnns 26
(IV) Promoting Cultural Creativity, and Exploring Protection

Paths through Copyright Cases...........ccevveeviieriieiienieeeeeeee e 29
I11. Protection Effectiveness and Achievements...........cccceeeeunnee. 32

(I) Playing a Functional Role to Serve the Implementation of the
Innovation-driven Development Strategy..........ccccceeevveeieeneeeneennen. 32
(IT) Increasing Protection Efforts to Boost the Development of New
Quality Productive FOrces.........coocvvviiiiiiniieiecieeieccee e 37
(IIT) Actively Participating in Legislation to Contribute to the
Construction of the Legal System for Intellectual Property Rights 39
(IV) Optimizing the Innovation Environment to Integrate into the
Social Comprehensive Governance System............cccceevuveeveennnnnne. 42
IV. Judicial Reform and Mechanism Innovation.........ccccceeeenees 44
(I) Upholding Judicial Mechanism Innovation and Optimizing
Judicial Resource AllOcation............cceecveeviieiiieniennieeiieeie e 44

(IT) Enhancing Information Technology Support and Innovating



Protection MechaniSms...........cccocuevieriininnieniienieniceeeceeeeeee 47
(IIT) ~ Strengthening Judicial Collaborative Innovation and
Participating in the Construction of a Holistic Protection
Framework........coooiioiiie 49
V. Talent Cultivation and Team-building...........cccceecureersenercsans 51
(I) Highlighting the Objective of Professional Talent Cultivation..51

(II) Strengthen the Comprehensive Training of Professional Talents

VI. Foreign-related Cases and International Exchanges............ 54

(I) Upholding Equal Protection under the Law and Properly
Addressing Foreign-related DiSputes...........ccccveveveeriiicieesieenieeieeeeee, 54
(I) Adhering to Confident, Open and Win-win Cooperation, and
Fostering International Exchange and Collaboration..............c.ccceeneeen. 56

CloSINg ReMATKS.....cccouriinuiiiiniisssniissnicssnicssnnicssnnesssncssssncssssecsanses 58



White Paper on the Judicial Work of Beijing
Intellectual Property Court in the Past Ten Years

(2014-2024)

Preface

While witnessing the successful holding of the Third
Plenary Session of the 20th Central Committee of the
Communist Party of China (CPC), the year 2024 is also the
tenth year that the Beijing Intellectual Property Court (“Beijing
IP Court”) has started its performance of duties, a critical year
for entering a new stage and embarking on a new journey.

Since the 18th National Congress of the CPC, the CPC
Central Committee with General Secretary Xi Jinping at the
core has placed intellectual property protection in a more
prominent position. In November 2013, the Third Plenary
Session of the 18th CPC Central Committee adopted the
Decision of the CPC Central Committee on Several Major
Issues Concerning Comprehensively Deepening Reform, in
which it proposed “exploring the establishment of intellectual
property courts”. In August 2014, the 10th Session of the
Standing Committee of the 12th National People’s Congress
adopted the “Decision on Establishing Intellectual Property
Courts in Beijing, Shanghai, and Guangzhou”. As one of the



achievements in implementing the national innovation-driven
development strategy and judicial reform, the Beijing IP Court
was first established on November 6, 2014 as a “vanguard” of
strengthening judicial protection of intellectual property rights
and an “experimental field” of judicial reform.

Over the past 10 years, the Beijing IP Court has always
adhered to the guidance of Xi Jinping Thought on Socialism
with Chinese Characteristics for a New Era, thoroughly
implemented Xi Jinping’s Thought on the Rule of Law,
carefully implemented the relevant deployment requirements of
the central government on intellectual property protection and
the establishment of specialized courts, adhered to the court
development based on professionalism, constantly promoted the
trial mechanism reform, continuously improved the level of
judicial protection of intellectual property rights, and effectively
played the role of intellectual property trials in stimulating and
safeguarding  scientific and technological innovation,
maintaining fair market competition, and serving high-level
opening up, etc., focused on talent education, deepened
exchanges with foreign institutions, and devoted the court to
practice and exploration of the modernization of intellectual
property courts, so as to support and serve the development of
new quality productivity with the power of the rule of law.

To enhance the understanding of and supervision over the



work of the Beijing IP Court by all sectors of society, we hereby
release this white paper on the judicial work of the Beijing IP

Court over the past 10 years.



I. Overview of the Court and Its Trial Data
(I) Overview of the Beijing IP Court

The official establishment of the Beijing IP Court on
November 6, 2014 1s an important step forward in the judicial
system reform deployed by the Third Plenary Session of the
18th CPC Central Committee and an important milestone in

building China’s intellectual property trial system.
1. Personnel and organization

The reply of the Beijing Municipal Organization
Committee on January 28, 2015 approved the headcount of 100
special political and legal persons for the Beijing IP Court. After
three adjustments in 2015, 2017 and 2022, the special headcount
of political and legal persons has been increased to 180,

including 72 judges.

Up to now, the Court has a total of 9 internal organs,
including the Filing Division, the First Trial Division, the
Second Trial Division, the Third Trial Division, the Fourth Trial
Division, the Trial Supervision Division, the Technical
Investigation Office, the Judicial Police Team, and the General
Office, with 174 headcount of 100 special political and legal

persons, including 67 judges under a certain quota.
2. Case jurisdiction and division of labor

In addition to civil and administrative cases involving

4



intellectual property rights in Beijing, the Beijing IP Court also
has exclusive jurisdiction over administrative cases of
intellectual property rights authorization and confirmation such
as patents, trademarks, new plant varieties, and integrated circuit
layout designs throughout China; and has centralized
jurisdiction over anti-monopoly administrative cases initiated by
the anti-monopoly law enforcement authority of the State
Council and civil and administrative cases involving drug patent

linkage throughout China.

1

At present, the Filing Division is responsible for case filing,

litigation services, etc., and handles simple and fast-track cases
such as administrative cases of trademark rejection review; the
First and Third Trial Divisions are responsible for hearing
technical cases such as patents, new plant varieties, and
technical contracts; the Second Trial Division is responsible for
hearing trademark civil cases and trademark administrative
cases; the Fourth Trial Division is responsible for hearing

competition and monopoly cases, and undertakes the functions
5



of research, judicial reform, and trial management; the Trial
Supervision Division, in addition to the responsibility of trial
supervision, is also responsible for hearing computer software
and other copyright cases; the Technical Investigation Office is
responsible for technical investigation and management of

technical investigators.

1

1 1 1

Responsible for Responsible Responsible for Responsible for In addition to the Appoint a technical
case filing and for hearing hearing civil hearing responsibility of investigator and
litigation services, technical cases and competition and trial supervision, assigns him/her to
as well as hearing onpatents, administrative nopoly cases, as mainly responsibl participate in the
trademark rejection new plant cases on well as for hearing. cases to provide
review cases and varieties, and ordinary investigation and computer software technical
some simple technical trademark search, judicial and other copyright consulting services
trademark contracts, efc. reform, and trial cases
administrative management

cascs

The Intellectual Property Court of the Supreme People’s
Court was established on January 1, 2019. Technical cases and
monopoly cases of the first instance concluded by the Beijing IP
Court are appealed to the Intellectual Property Court of the
Supreme People’s Court for trial. The Decision of the Supreme
People’s Court on Amending the Provisions of the Supreme
People’s Court on Several Issues Concerning the Intellectual
Property Tribunal on November 1, 2023 adjusted the scope of
appeal cases heard by the Intellectual Property Court of the
Supreme People’s Court. After the adjustment, the Intellectual

6



Property Court of the Supreme People’s Court receives appeals
of the following dissatisfied judgments concluded by the Beijing
I[P Court, including judgments of the first instance for
administrative cases on the authorization and confirmation of
patents, new plant varieties, and integrated circuit layout designs;
judgments of the first instance for civil and administrative cases
on the ownership and infringement of invention patents, new
plant varieties, and integrated circuit layout designs; judgments
of the first instance for civil and administrative cases on the
ownership and infringement of major and complex utility model
patents, trade secrets, computer software; and judgments of the
first instance for civil and administrative monopoly cases.
Beijing Higher People’s Court receives appeals of other

dissatisfied judgments of the first instance concluded by the

Beijing IP Court.
Intellectual Property Court of the Supreme People's Court Beijing Higher People’s Court
Beijing IP Court
The Primary The Primary The Primary The Primary The Primary The Primary
Bt People's People's People's People's People's People's
I Court of Court of Court of Court of Court of Court of
ot Do.ng?hcng Xicheng Chaoyang Haidian Fengtai Shijingshan
District of District of District of District of District of Districtof
Beijing Beijing Beijing Beijing Beijing Beijing
Municipality Municipality ~ Municipality Municinality Mumicipalitv Municipality

(IT) Trial data

1. Overall data on cases accepted and closed
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From November 2014 to October 2024, the Beijing IP
Court accepted 201,984 cases and closed 195,506 cases. The
past 10 years witnessed continuous growth in cases accepted in
the first eight years and a slight decline in the last two years. In
the first eight years (2014 to 2022), the number of cases
accepted increased at an average annual growth rate of 14.04%.
A turning point appeared in 2023 in the number of cases
accepted, where the cases accepted in 2023 decreased by 5.06%
compared with 2022. From January to October 2024, the

number of cases accepted continued to decline year-on-year by
10.3%.
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2.Main data on cases accepted and closed

In terms of the nature of the cases, subject to the Decision
of the Standing Committee of the National People’s Congress on
Establishing Intellectual Property Courts in Beijing, Shanghai,
and Guangzhou, the Beijing IP Court has jurisdiction only over
administrative cases and civil cases, with no jurisdiction over

criminal cases.

From November 2014 to October 2024, the Beijing IP
Court accepted 149,486 administrative cases, accounting for
74.01% of the total number of cases accepted during the same
period, with an average annual growth rate of 14.85%; and
closed 144,186 administrative cases, accounting for 73.75% of
the total number of cases closed during the same period, with an
average annual growth rate of 25.62%. The number of
administrative cases accepted experienced a turning point in
2023, where the number of cases accepted in 2023 decreased by
0.56% compared with 2022, and the number of cases accepted

from January to October 2024 continued to decline year-on-year
by 3.49%.
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From November 2014 to October 2024, the Beijing IP
Court accepted 52,498 civil cases, accounting for 25.99% of the
total number of cases accepted during the same period, with an
average annual growth rate of 11.64%; and closed 51,320 civil
cases, accounting for 26.25% of the total number of cases closed
during the same period, with an average annual growth rate of
20.36%. The number of civil cases accepted experienced a
turning point in 2023, where the number of cases accepted in
2023 decreased by 17.71% compared with 2022, and the
number of cases accepted from January to October 2024

continued to decline year-on-year by 31.06%.
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Civil cases accepted and closed
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In terms of the trial level, from November 2014 to October
2024, the Beijing IP Court accepted 164,871 cases of the first
instance, accounting for 81.63% of the total number of cases
accepted, including 149,440 administrative cases of the first
instance, accounting for 90.64% of the number of cases of the
first instance accepted, and 15,431 civil cases of the first
instance, accounting for 9.36% of the number of cases of the
first instance accepted. In addition, it accepted 36,677 cases of
the second instance (including jurisdictional cases), accounting

for 18.16% of the total number of cases accepted, including 20
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administrative cases of the second instance, accounting for
0.05% of the number of cases of the second instance accepted,
and 36,657 civil cases of the second instance, accounting for
99.95% of the number of cases of the second instance accepted.
It also accepted 436 cases of special procedures, state
compensation, trial supervision, etc., accounting for less than

1% of the total number of cases accepted.
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From November 2014 to October 2024, the Beijing IP
Court closed 158,999 cases of the first instance, accounting for
81.33% of the total number of cases closed, including 144,146
administrative cases of the first instance, accounting for 90.66%
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of the number of cases of the first instance closed, and 14,853
civil cases of the first instance, accounting for 9.34% of the
number of cases of the first instance closed. In addition, it
closed 36,084 cases of the second instance (including
jurisdictional cases), accounting for 18.46% of the total number
of cases closed, including 19 administrative cases of the second
instance, accounting for 0.05% of the number of cases of the
second instance closed, and 36,065 civil cases of the second
instance, accounting for 99.95% of the number of cases of the
second instance closed. It also closed 423 cases of special
procedures, state compensation, trial supervision, etc.,

accounting for less than 1%.
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Structure of cases accepted Structure of cases closed
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In terms of the type of intellectual property rights, from
November 2014 to October 2024, the Beijing IP Court accepted
21,976 patent cases, with an average annual growth rate of
5.24%, accounting for 10.88% of the total number of cases
accepted, including 21,942 cases of the first instance,
accounting for 99.85% of the number of such cases accepted,
and 28 cases of the second instance, accounting for 0.13% of the
number of such cases accepted; and closed 20,874 patent cases,
with an average annual growth rate of 22.80%, accounting for
10.68% of the total number of cases closed, including 20,843
cases of the first instance, accounting for 99.85% of the number
of such cases closed, and 25 cases of the second instance,

accounting for 0.12% of the number of such cases accepted.
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Patent cases accepted and closed from November 2014 to
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From November 2014 to October 2024, the Beijing IP
Court accepted 137,435 trademark cases, with an average annual
growth rate of 16.27%, accounting for 68.04% of the total
number of cases accepted, including 134,650 cases of the first
instance, accounting for 97.97% of the number of cases
accepted, and 2,756 cases of the second instance, accounting for
2.01% of the number of cases accepted; and closed 132,820
trademark cases, with an average annual growth rate of 25.43%,
accounting for 67.94% of the total number of cases closed,
including 130,155 cases of the first instance, accounting for
97.99% of the number of cases closed, and 2,638 cases of the
second instance, accounting for 1.99% of the number of cases

accepted.
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Trademark cases accepted and closed from November 2014

to October 2024:

20748

TA-OCt.... I —————— T Ot | ———————
2023 ————— R "
2022 P2 . "

2021 % 2021 17601
20— I 5
2019 —— 201 LSO
2018 ———— 2018 —
2017 ——— 2017 —
2016 p——— 2016 ——
2015 — 2015 [g33ddn
2014 | 17 2014 | 2
0 5000 10000 15000 20000 0 5000 10000 15000 20000 25000

Total trademark closed

Total trademarklaccepmd B Trademark 2nd instance closed
B Trademark 2nd instance accepted M Trademark 1st instance closed

From November 2014 to October 2024, the Beijing IP
Court accepted 37,139 copyright cases, with an average annual
growth rate of 13.20%, accounting for 18.39% of the total
number of cases accepted, including 7,101 cases of the first
instance, accounting for 19.12% of the number of cases
accepted, and 29,880 cases of the second instance, accounting
for 80.45% of the number of cases accepted; and closed 36,696
copyright cases, with an average annual growth rate of 20.39%,
accounting for 18.77% of the total number of cases closed,
including 6,886 cases of the first instance, accounting for
18.76% of the number of cases closed, and 29,656 cases of the
second instance, accounting for 80.82% of the number of cases

accepted.
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Copyright cases accepted and closed from November 2014
to October 2024:

2573
Jan.-Oct.... L Jan_-Oct....

5595

(=]
w

E,-4 002
4463

5159
4051

(=

5128

(=]
=
[

5025

(=]

i

4046 408

[T T S T O S (€ S S T B ¥
o
=
=

018 | = ., 3368 015 p— 3037
017 | 4033 O —
2016 pp—" 016 p—
2015 greddBd 015 pedafic
2014 | ¥ o4 °
0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000 0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 GOOO
Total copyright accepted Total copyright closed
B Copyright 2nd instance accepted B Copyright 2nd instance closed

From November 2014 to October 2024, the Beijing IP
Court accepted 3,767 competition cases (including anti-unfair
competition, anti-monopoly, franchise contracts, and network
domain names), with an average annual growth rate of 10.48%,
accounting for 1.86% of the total number of cases accepted,
including 627 cases of the first instance, accounting for 16.64%
of the number of cases accepted, and 3,130 cases of the second
instance, accounting for 83.09% of the number of cases
accepted; and closed 3,503 competition cases, with an average
annual growth rate of 21.76%, accounting for 1.79% of the total
number of cases closed, including 562 cases of the first instance,
accounting for 16.04% of the number of cases closed, and 2,933
cases of the second instance, accounting for 83.73% of the

number of cases accepted.
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3. Data on cases accepted and closed by cause
Patent cases:

From November 2014 to October 2024, the patent cases
accepted by the Beijing IP Court include 14,503 administrative
cases of patent granting and confirmation, accounting for
65.99% of the number of patent cases accepted, including 7,822
cases of invention patent granting and confirmation (3,615 cases
of rejection of the request for reexamination and 4,207 cases of
invalidation), 4,408 cases of utility model patent granting and
confirmation (410 cases of rejection of the request for
reexamination and 3,998 cases of invalidation), and 2,273 cases
of design patent granting and confirmation (43 cases of rejection
of the request for reexamination and 2,230 cases of invalidation);

and 7,010 patent civil cases, accounting for 31.90% of the
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number of patent cases accepted.

From November 2014 to October 2024, the patent cases
closed by the Beijing IP Court include 13,713 administrative
cases of patent granting and confirmation, accounting for
65.69% of the total number of patent cases closed, including
7,431 cases of invention patent granting and confirmation (3,476
cases of rejection of the request for reexamination and 3,955
cases of invalidation), 4,129 cases of utility model patent
granting and confirmation (381 cases of rejection of the request
for reexamination and 3,748 cases of invalidation), and 2,153
cases of design patent granting and confirmation (26 cases of
rejection of the request for reexamination and 2,127 cases of
invalidation); and 6,724 patent civil cases, accounting for

32.21% of the total number of patent cases closed.

Structure of patent cases accepted Structure of patent cases
closed
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The patent administrative cases closed include 852 cases of
revoking the administrative decisions in question, accounting for

6.21%.
Trademark cases:

From November 2014 to October 2024, the trademark
cases accepted by the Beijing IP Court include 132,989
administrative cases of trademark granting and confirmation,
accounting for 96.77% of the number of trademark cases
accepted, including 79,712 trademark rejection of the request for
reexamination cases, 3,354 trademark objection/refusal to
register review cases, 35,159 trademark invalidation cases, and
14,764 trademark cancellation review cases; and 3,117
trademark civil cases, accounting for 2.27% of the number of

trademark cases accepted.

From November 2014 to October 2024, the trademark
cases closed by the Beijing IP Court include 128,600
administrative cases of trademark granting and confirmation,
accounting for 96.82% of the total number of trademark cases
closed, including 77,651 trademark rejection of the request for
reexamination cases, 3,210 trademark objection/refusal to
register review cases, 33,488 trademark invalidation cases, and
14,251 trademark cancellation review cases; and 2,951
trademark civil cases, accounting for 2.22% of the total number

of trademark cases closed.
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Structure of trademark cases accepted Structure of trademark cases closed
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The trademark administrative cases closed include 29,117
cases of revoking the administrative decisions in question,

accounting for 21.89%.
Copyright cases:

From November 2014 to October 2024, the copyright cases
accepted by the Beijing IP Court include 5,891 computer
software copyright cases, accounting for 15.86% of the total
number of copyright cases accepted, and 31,248 other copyright
cases, accounting for 84.14% of the total number of copyright

cases accepted.

From November 2014 to October 2024, the copyright cases
closed by the Beijing IP Court include 5,651 computer software
copyright cases, accounting for 15.40% of the total number of
copyright cases closed, and 31,045 other copyright cases,
accounting for 84.60% of the total number of copyright cases

closed.
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In terms of the industrial distribution of the patent cases
accepted, cases involving new-generation information
technology account for 7.7%, cases involving the high-end
equipment manufacturing industry account for 5.6%, cases
involving the digital creative industry account for 3.9%, cases
involving the energy-saving and environmental protection
industry account for 2.5%, cases involving new materials
account for 2.4%, cases involving new energy account for 2.0%,

and cases involving biological industry account for 1.9%.
II. Typical Cases and Adjudication Rules

The Beijing IP Court hears a large number of cases with a
broad range of types, strong professionalism and extensive

influence, serving as a vital source of judicial precedents. Since
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its establishment, a total of 283 cases heard by the Beijing IP
Court have been granted case prizes of different types and at all
levels, or been included in casebooks, and 75 cases have been
selected as typical cases of IP protection by the Supreme
People’s Court. Four administrative cases of patent invalidation,
including the case of a company v. the China National
Intellectual Property Administration (CNIPA), have been
included in the “Intellectual Property and Public Health Case
Law Database” by the United Nations Conference on Trade and

Development (UNCTAD) and the South Centre.

(I) Encouraging Technological Innovation, and Setting

Standards through Technology Cases

The Beijing IP Court actively implements the national IP
strategy, continuously enhances the trial of technology cases,
and effectively promotes and safeguards technological
innovation. The Beijing I[P Court consistently conveys the
judicial orientation of strict protection of intellectual properties.
For example, in the case of Company K v. Company D
concerning utility model infringement, the Court explored the
application of rules on obstruction of evidence production, to
determine the basis for calculating economic losses and
calculate the damages in detail; and in the case of Company N v.
Company L concerning patent infringement, the Court
ordered the infringer to pay RMB22.05 million as punitive

damages for its repeated malicious infringement. In China’s
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first case where pre-action preservation measures were
taken against pharmaceutical patent infringement, the Court
carefully determined the essential conditions for pre-action
preservation, and through prudent preservation measures,
facilitated a rapid settlement between the parties, yielding

favorable legal and social outcomes.

The Beijing [P Court continuously monitors cases in the
field of cutting-edge technological innovation, and strengthens
judicial review of authorization and confirmation of patents. In
China’s first case concerning the administrative decision on
the invalidation of a design of Graphical User Interface
(GUI), the Court actively explored the application of the
existing rules for confirming design patents to GUI, a new type
of protected object, setting a precedent for similar cases. In the
case concerning the administrative decision on the
invalidation of an invention patent for “enzalutamide”
compound, a top ten anti-tumor drug in the world, the Court
thoroughly explained in its judgment the reasons for reviewing
and rejecting supplementary experimental data, which was
unanimously accepted by the US party, the CNIPA and other
parties involved. In China’s first case concerning drug patent
linkage, the Court explored the application of law to typical
issues during the initial practice of China’s drug patent linkage
regulations in conformity with the legislative purposes, creating

a starting point and benchmark for the trial of subsequent similar
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Cascs.

(IT) Improving Governance Rules, and Strengthening the

System Foundation through Trademark Cases

Administrative cases concerning the authorization and
confirmation of trademarks are the foundation and pivot for the
national trademark protection system. Through the trial of such
cases, the Beijing IP Court collaborates with the trademark
authorities to continuously refine the standards for trademark
examination and adjudication, and improve the legal system for
trademarks. In China’s first case concerning the
administrative decision on the re-examination of a refused
sound trademark, the Court clarified the conditions for
registration of this special type of trademarks, and pointed the
legal route for the protection of sound trademarks. In the case
concerning the administrative decision on the
re-examination of a refused 3D trademark in the form of
“M&G K35 gel pen”, the Court clarified the criteria for
determining the inherent distinctiveness and acquired
distinctiveness through the use of 3D marks in the form of
goods, balancing the interests between trademark applicants and
peer operators. In the case concerning the administrative
decision on the re-examination of the cancellation of the
Mocca trademark, the Court comprehensively analyzed the
adjudication criteria for the cancellation of trademarks with

generic names. The adjudication rule established in this case,
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that the goods cancelled because a trademark becomes a generic
name should be limited to the goods specifically referenced by
that generic name and not include similar goods, was adopted in

the Guidelines for Trademark Examination and Adjudication

2021 released by the CNIPA.

Through a series of typical cases, the Court guides the
parties involved to adhere to the principle of honesty and good
faith, and exercise their rights legally and properly. In a series of
administrative cases concerning the authorization and
confirmation of trademarks, such as the invalidation of the
“Victoria’s Secret” series trademarks, the Court determined
that squatting a large number of prior well-known trademarks
owned by specific entities and similar acts constituted malicious
trademark registration, and should be impeded according to law.
In the case of unfair competition concerning the “Gubei
Water Town” trademark, the Court determined that the
principles of the Anti-Unfair Competition Law applied to
malicious trademark registration and subsequent abuse of
trademarks, and established a system of judicial rules that
distinguishes between malicious trademark registration and
abuse of maliciously registered trademarks, effectively

maintaining the order of registration and use of trademarks.

(IIT) Maintaining Fair Competition, and Establishing
Market Rules through Monopoly and Competition Cases
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The report of the 20" National Congress of the Communist
Party of China called for building a high-standard socialist
market economic system, and taking stronger actions against
monopolies and unfair competition. In 2022, the Beijing IP
Court established a dedicated team of judges for competition
and monopoly cases, and formed the committee of competition
and monopoly under the professional judges’ meeting system, to
enhance the professional adjudication level for such cases. With
respect to platform anti-monopoly, protection of trade secrets,
data governance and other key areas and emerging industries,
the Court summarized a series of typical cases, and established a
set of adjudication rules. In China’s first case concerning
competition over data sets involving a data IP registration
certificate already obtained, the Court admitted the effect of
the data IP registration certificate as preliminary evidence of the
legality of the holder of data rights and sources of data, which
would be beneficial for satisfying the needs of data circulation
and use. In the case concerning unfair competition by the
“Shua Bao” app, the Court determined that the collectors and
processors of non-original data sets made substantial
investments in the collection, storage, processing and
transmission of data sets, and the resulting economic benefits

were protected under the Anti-unfair Competition Law.

The newly revised Anti-unfair Competition Law of the

People’s Republic of China sets forth the elements of trade
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secrets and the transfer of the burden of proof for the
determination of infringement. The Beijing IP Court has
actively explored the application of the relevant provision in a
number of cases. In China’s first case concerning alleged
trade secret infringement in an overseas merger and
acquisition, the Court thoroughly explained the requirements of
the Anti-unfair Competition Law for reasonably proving
infringement of trade secrets, and defined the legitimate
boundaries for business entities in overseas merger and
acquisition activities. In a case concerning alleged
infringement of know-how related to *“visual software and
algorithms”, the Court eased the rights holder’s burden of proof
in respect of the statutory elements of technical secrets, giving a
clear signal of strengthening the protection of intellectual

properties.

The newly revised Anti-monopoly Law of the People’s
Republic of China has elevated the requirement for enhancing
the foundational status of competition policy to a legal provision,
resulting in a significant increase in the number of civil actions
against platform monopoly and other kinds of monopoly. The
Beijing IP Court has conducted high-quality trials of various
monopoly cases, yielding positive outcomes. In a series of
cross-actions between two leading platforms concerning
alleged abuse of market dominant position, through the

Court’s relentless efforts, both parties finally withdrew the
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actions brought by them, and reached a “package” settlement of
the disputes over monopoly. In the case of objection to
jurisdiction over the dispute in respect of refusal to trade in
the ingredient “batroxobin”, the Court established the rule for
determining the jurisdictional connection point for disputes over
refusal to trade based on the location where the result of
infringement took place, setting an important precedent for
determining the jurisdiction over monopoly cases affecting

nationwide markets.

(IV) Promoting Cultural Creativity, and Exploring
Protection Paths through Copyright Cases

Along with the progress of building a national cultural
center in Beijing, new types of disputes in the field of cultural
creativity, such as film and television, video games, and the
metaverse, have arisen frequently. The Beijing IP Court has
conducted high-quality trials of copyright cases related to new
types of operation and fields, protected cultural creativity and
promoted industrial development. In the first case in Beijing
concerning alleged infringement of copyright in NFT digital
collections, the Court clarified the legal conditions for the
application of the right of communication via the information
network to regulate the dissemination of works during
transactions in NFT digital collections, balanced and took into
account the rights and obligations of copyright holders,

producers and platforms in respect of NFT digital collections,
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which would be of great significance to the healthy development
of the digital collection market. In China’s first case
concerning alleged infringement by an accessible version of
film on the right of communication via the information
network, the Court clarified the adjudication rule that
“provision of published works in a manner accessible and
perceivable by individuals with reading disabilities” constituted
a reasonable use limited to the individuals with reading
disabilities, which fulfilled China’s commitment to
unswervingly perform the obligations under the Marrakech
Treaty, effectively protected the legal rights of copyright holders,
and ensured that the individuals with reading disabilities would
have equal opportunities to participate in cultural life and share

the fruits of civilizational development.

The Beijing IP Court actively supports the innovative
development of traditional culture, and provides strong judicial
protection for the inheritance and promotion of excellent
traditional Chinese culture. In China’s first case concerning
alleged infringement of copyright in acrobatic artworks, the
Court established the adjudication rule that acrobatic
performances composed of coherent movements and dance
design with a certain artistic quality may be protected as
acrobatic artworks according to law. In the cases concerning
the ownership and alleged infringement of historical

literature compilations, the Court clarified the criteria for
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determining the originality of historical literature compilations,
further enhancing the protection of intellectual achievements in

respect of historical literature.

In the era of Industry 4.0, an era of intelligence, industrial
design software has become a core component for intelligent
manufacturing and industrial internet. The Beijing IP Court has
adopted a mode of trying computer software cases by a
dedicated panel, yielding remarkable results in typical cases. In
a case concerning alleged infringement of copyright in
industrial design software, the Court meted out punishment on
the infringer for concealing terminal system software through
desktop software during the evidence preservation process in
accordance with the civil evidence rules in respect of intellectual
properties, and fully upheld the right holder’s claim for
compensation after the right holder provided sufficient evidence
proving its actual losses, effectively combating infringement and
protecting the legitimate rights and interests of software right
holders.

In copyright adjudication, the Beijing IP Court emphasizes
on the substantive resolution of disputes, takes into account
cultural dissemination and social and public interests, and makes
efforts to effectively resolve disputes through legal analysis and
reasoning, exemplary judgment or otherwise. In a series of
cross-actions between two leading companies in the field of

academic journals, the Court facilitated the settlement between
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the parties of over 1,000 lawsuits and tens of thousands of cases
not yet entering judicial proceedings, thoroughly resolving
disputes between the parties, and strongly supporting, promoting
the healthy development of the industry of academic resource
platforms, and setting a model for the substantive resolution of

copyright disputes.
II1. Protection Effectiveness and Achievements

General Secretary Xi Jinping has emphasized that
intellectual property protection bears upon the modernization of
our national governance system and capacity, high-quality
development, the happiness and well-being of the people, the
big picture of China’s opening up to the outside world, and
national security. Over the past decade, with adherence to
professional adjudication functions in intellectual property, the
Beijing [P Court has achieved significant improvements in
judicial protection by wupholding fundamental principles,
breaking new ground and forging ahead with enterprise and

fortitude during the reform and development progress.

(I) Playing a Functional Role to Serve the Implementation

of the Innovation-driven Development Strategy

The Court actively engages in Beijing’s new development
pattern. As a member of the Meeting Office under the Beijing
Intellectual Property Office and the Beijing Science and
Technology System Reform Task Force, the Beijing IP Court
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actively engages in municipal-level intellectual property
initiatives and reform assignments and integrates these
municipal reform tasks with key work to ensure coordinated
advancement. The Court supports the establishment of a pilot
zone for a data basic system in Beijing, conducting specialized
research on the Data Registration System to contribute judicial
insights for implementing the Opinions on Better Leveraging the
Role of Data Elements to Accelerate the Development of the
Digital Economy. The Court also publishes typical cases related
to data anti-unfair competition, clarifying the rules for data
rights protection and providing judicial services that support the
healthy and rapid development of the data industry. To
effectively implement the Beijing Seed Industry Revitalization
Implementation Plan, the Court publishes typical cases
concerning intellectual property protection in the seed industry,
actively safeguarding innovation and the transformation of
achievements in this sector. The Court is also deeply involved in
the Action Plan for the Comprehensive Reform of Intellectual
Property in the construction of the “Two Zones” and releases
the Q&A on Litigation Issues Involving Parties in Civil Cases of
Commercial Secret Infringement to strengthen guidance and
establish clear rule guidelines for commercial secret litigation,
thereby promoting the free flow and optimal allocation of

technological elements in the market. In alignment with the
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Opinions of the Beijing Municipal Committee of the Communist
Party of China and the Beijing Municipal People's Government
on Comprehensive Optimization of the Business Environment
and Creating “Beijing Services”, the Court publishes typical
cases related to competition and monopoly to guide market
entities in conducting competition lawfully and orderly, so as to
advocate for the establishment of a national unified market and
promote high-level opening up, thereby creating a favorable

legal environment for the high-quality development of Beijing.

The Court is committed to strengthening the protection of
strategic emerging industries in accordance with the law. The
Court has conducted research on the drug patent linkage system
and issued the Guidelines for the Filing of Civil Cases Related
to Patents for Drug Registration Applications to provide judicial
support for the effective operation of this system and the healthy
development of the pharmaceutical industry. Additionally, the
Court has conducted industry research on standard essential
patents in the telecommunications sector. The research project
titled Study omn Legal Issues of Licensing Conditions for
Standard Essential Patents was recognized as an excellent
project in major judicial researches by the Supreme People’s
Court in 2022. To protect core technological achievements in
the software industry, the Court has published the Handbook for

Evidence Presentation of Parties in Civil Cases Involving
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Computer Software Copyright and the top ten typical cases of
software copyright, which have provided robust support for
emerging industries such as industrial information, artificial

intelligence, big data, and cloud computing.

The Court also supports the development of the digital
economy. The Court continuously monitors advancements in
this field and conducts thematic research on intellectual property
protection within the digital economy. The relative research
report, titled Research on Legal Regulation of Competitive
Behavior in New Business Formats and New Models under the
Digital Economy, was included in the [Intellectual Property
Protection by Chinese Courts in 2022. At the Zhongguancun
Forum, the Court released the White Paper on Protecting the
Data Industry under Competition Law, addressing the new
challenges and demands arising from the digital economy and
aligning with the national digital economy development

strategy.

As part of the coordinated development strategy for the
Beijjing-Tianjin-Hebei region, the Beijing I[P Court has
established a collaborative judicial mechanism for intellectual
property protection across regions. In November 2022, we
signed a Framework Agreement on Strengthening Judicial
Cooperation in Intellectual Property Protection with the Tianjin
Third Intermediate People’s Court and the Intermediate People’s
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Court of the Xiongan New Area, Hebei. With this agreement,
we have promoted joint efforts to address judicial challenges
and fostered the creation of a demonstration zone for
coordinated regional intellectual property development. In July
2023, we and the other two courts jointly organized a seminar
titled Strengthening Data Intellectual Property Protection to
Support Collaborative Development of the Digital Economy in
Beijing, Tianjin, and Hebei to discuss cutting-edge issues related
to intellectual property protection in the digital economy,
empowering high-quality regional economic development. We
have also explored a shared working mechanism for technical
investigators among the three local courts. In a patent
administrative case in the pharmaceutical sector heard by the
Shijiazhuang Intermediate People’s Court in Hebei Province, we
provided technical investigators to assist in clarifying technical
facts, thereby enhancing the neutrality, objectivity, and scientific
rigor of technical fact identification. The report titled Judicial
Coordination Mechanism for Intellectual Property Protection in
Beijing, Tianjin, and Hebei to Promote a New Development of
“Urban Integration Effect” that was submitted in collaboration
with the Beijing Higher People’s Court, has been selected as one
of the 2024 reform and innovation practice cases for the
Beijing-Tianjin-Hebei Pilot Free Trade Zones and included in

the fourth batch of municipal-level reform and innovation
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practice cases for the construction of the “Two Zones” in
Beijing.
(IT) Increasing Protection Efforts to Boost the Development

of New Quality Productive Forces

The Beijing IP Court applies punitive damages strictly and
prudently. In alignment with General Secretary Xi Jinping’s
directive to “increase the punishment for intellectual property
infringement and make infringers pay a heavy price”, the
Beijing IP Court has actively researched the judicial application
of punitive damages for intellectual property rights and issues
the Reference for the Application of Punitive Damages in Civil
Disputes Involving Intellectual Property Infringement. Since the
enforcement of the punitive damage system in the IP field, the
Court has applied punitive damages in 16 cases, with an average
compensation amount of RMB 12.308 million, and a maximum
award of RMB 70.56 million. This application of punitive
damages has effectively curbed infringement and encouraged
innovation. In the “Ordos” trademark infringement case, the
Court clarified the applicable rules for punitive damages. This
case has been recognized by the Supreme People’s Court as a
typical case in this area. In the “Chanel” trademark infringement
case, we imposed the maximum five-fold punitive damages to
increase the cost for the infringer, thereby establishing a clear
guiding principle for strict and fair law enforcement.
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The Court actively adopts temporary protective measures
in accordance with the law. Under the principle of balancing
timely protection and prudent protection, the Court has
maximized the effectiveness of systems for preserving behaviors,
assets, and evidence. We thoroughly review applications for
behavior preservation to ensure both timely action and careful
consideration. In the pre-litigation behavior preservation case
involving “The Voice of China”, we promptly issued an
injunction after assessing the potential for infringement and the
urgency of preventing irreparable harm to the rights holder’s
legitimate interests, thereby effectively protecting the rights
holder’s interests. To further standardize and refine the property
preservation process, we developed the Guidelines for
Preservation Behaviors of Litigation Property, enhancing the
property preservation system and mechanisms. Together with
the Beijing First Intermediate People’s Court, we have
established a new mechanism for entrusted enforcement of
property preservation in intellectual property cases, significantly
reducing the enforcement cycle. In the patent infringement case
concerning the “Painting Method for Ancient Buildings”, we
coordinated with the National Cultural Heritage Administration
for evidence preservation, facilitating prompt and -careful
evidence collection when entering national key cultural heritage

protection entities. This collaboration alleviated the burden of
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proof on rights holders and effectively safeguarded the

legitimate rights and interests of innovators.

The Court severely cracks down on dishonest behaviors.
To enforce the requirements outlined in the Opinions of the
Central Committee of the Communist Party of China and the
State Council on Promoting the Development and Growth of the
Private Economy, which emphasize a strict crackdown on illegal
activities such as malicious trademark registration, we have
regulated malicious trademark registrations in accordance with
the law and released typical cases of malicious trademark
registration. In these cases, the principle of good faith has been
deemed crucial in assessing the legality and legitimacy of
trademark registration, usage, and protection, thus actively
maintaining order in trademark registration and market
competition. In the administrative case regarding the revocation
of the trademark “Z 5%, JIAJIA and the associated images”, we
imposed the first fine for perjury against the trademark owner,
sending a strong message against dishonest litigation behavior.
The Court has also published typical cases involving penalties
for false evidence, effectively combatting the provision of false
evidence, upholding the dignity of the law, and reinforcing

judicial authority.

(ITT) Actively Participating in Legislation to Contribute to
the Construction of the Legal System for Intellectual Property

39



Rights

The Court is actively engaged in the revision of intellectual
property laws. The Court has participated in revising the
copyright law, contributing proposals concerning the structure
of the copyright system, the objects of rights, collective
management  organizations, fair use, and damage
compensation—many of which have been adopted by legislative
bodies. In the ongoing revision of the patent law, the Court
contributed proposals aimed at adjusting the upper and lower
limits of statutory damages, establishing a punitive damage
system, and improving regulations related to standard essential
patents. All of these proposals have been accepted by legislative
authorities. The Court has also taken part in the latest revisions
to the trademark law, where we proposed 16 recommendations
that consider both domestic and international perspectives.
These include the establishment of a hierarchical and
categorized trademark judicial review mechanism and the
introduction of special procedural rules for administrative
litigation concerning trademark authorization and confirmation.
Through these suggestions, we have made contributions to the
enhancement of the trademark judicial review process and the
improvement of the overall operational efficiency of the
trademark system. Additionally, the Court has participated in the

most recent revisions to the anti-unfair competition law, offering
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proposals related to counterfeiting, false advertising, relative
advantageous positions, malicious trading, and the protection of
commercial data to strengthen the law’s role in maintaining fair

market competition.

The Court 1s deeply involved in revising intellectual
property administrative regulations and rules. The Court has
participated in revising the Implementation Rules of the Patent
Law, to amend delayed examination requests and invalidation
examination procedures, which have been adopted. The Court
has also proposed amendments to various administrative
regulations, including the Service-Related Invention Regulations
drafted by the State Council, as well as the Regulations on the
Protection of Geographical Indication Products, Regulations on
Evidence in Trademark Administrative Enforcement, and the
Calculation Method of lllegal Turnover in Trademark
Infringement drafted by the CNIPA.

The Court actively participates in the local legislation in
Beijing. For the Beijing Regulation on Optimizing the Business
Environment, the Court submitted suggestions such as
implementing a fast-track and simplified review mechanism,
legally expanding the scope of cases under the single-judge
adjudication system, and improving the system for technical
investigators. For the Beijing Intellectual Property Protection
Regulations, the Court recommended enhancements to the
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intellectual property trial mechanism, the legal implementation
of punitive damages for infringement, and the establishment of a
preservation system for intellectual property rights. In relation to
the Regulation on Promoting the Digital Economy in Beijing,
the Court suggested amendments concerning digital
infrastructure and the rights associated with digital products. For
the Measures for the Administration of Beijing Municipal Data
Intellectual Property Rights Registration (Trial), the Court
proposed that the registration of data intellectual property should
involve characteristics of intellectual achievements. All of these

legislative suggestions have been adopted.

(IV) Optimizing the Innovation Environment to Integrate

into the Social Comprehensive Governance System

The Court enhances the effectiveness of judicial
suggestions. In response to common challenges faced by
innovative enterprises in the creation, application, and
transformation of scientific and technological achievements
during case trials and research, the Court actively engages in
municipal  social = governance by  issuing  judicial
recommendations. In the case involving core algorithm
technology secrets in autonomous driving, the Court conducted
an in-depth exploration of the underlying industrial issues and
worked on resolving subsequent disputes. The Court has
proposed judicial recommendations to the Beijing High-level

42



Autonomous Driving Demonstration Area Work Office, aiming
to bolster judicial support for creating a “first-class” standard

industrial development environment.

The Court innovates the information special report
mechanism. In conjunction with judicial trials and research
findings, the Court has developed various types of information
reports, which have been submitted to the Municipal Party
Committee, the Municipal Government, the Supreme People’s
Court, and Xinhua News Agency. These reports provide strong
judicial support for industry governance and social governance.
Since 2023, the Court has produced seven information briefs
focusing on key areas such as industrial software, autonomous
driving, data protection, generative artificial intelligence, seed
industry protection, the online video industry, and the
coordinated development of the Beijing-Tianjin-Hebei area.
These briefs have received commendations from relevant
leaders and officials, serving as high-quality decision-making

references for innovative environmental governance.

The Court improves the layout of circuit trial systems. The
Court has established circuit courts and legal service stations in
key parks such as Zhongguancun Science City, Huairou Science
City, Future Science City, Beijing Economic-Technological
Development Area and key national laboratories in Beijing, and
carried out circuit trial actions led by court leaders, docked by
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excellent judges, supported by various courts and synergized
with the resources of the whole court, so as to provide targeted
services for the major national science and technology strategic

projects and the high-quality development of Beijing.
IV. Judicial Reform and Mechanism Innovation

The Beijing IP Court is a product of justice reform, and it
also carries the important mission of propelling comprehensive
judicial reform and exploring the “Chinese Model” in
intellectual property adjudication. Aligned with its role as a
reform-oriented court, the Court integrates its judicial work with
various reforms in the intellectual property sector, aiming to
deepen the reform of the judicial system and mechanisms
related to intellectual property, thereby enhancing the level of
judicial protection afforded to intellectual property rights.

(I) Upholding Judicial Mechanism Innovation and

Optimizing Judicial Resource Allocation

As China’s economy and society continue to thrive, there
has been a corresponding surge in the number of disputes over
intellectual property. To meet the public’s expectations for
judicial protection of intellectual property rights, the Beijing 1P
Court continues to enhance its case division approach and
promote diversified litigation and dispute resolution strategies.

A work mechanism that emphasizes “quick handling of simple
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cases and thorough attention to complex ones” has been

effectively implemented.

Maximizing the efficiency of the case division approach.
In February 2016, the Beijing IP Court established a pilot team
dedicated to the rapid adjudication of administrative cases
involving trademark rejection reviews. From August 2021, the
Court has broadened its scope beyond trademark rejection
review administrative cases to encompass second-instance cases
related to the infringement of the right of communication
through information networks and other simple cases for them
to be addressed through summary procedures and element-based
trials to ensure expedited resolution. As of the end of September
2024, 77,357 simple cases have been concluded through this
rapid adjudication mechanism. In 2023, 17% of the court’s
judicial forces efficiently handled over 46% of relatively simple
cases. The average adjudication period for trademark
authorization and confirmation administrative cases was reduced
by 29.44% year-on-year, and for trademark rejection review
administrative cases, it was 87.59 days, a 36.48% reduction

year-on-year, significantly improving judicial efficiency.

Actively promoting a diversified intellectual property
dispute resolution mechanism. The Court is enhancing its
initiatives to address civil disputes at their source, adopting a
comprehensive strategy that integrates ‘“source governance,
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industry-specific mediation, exemplary judgments, and litigation
mediation” for the batch intellectual property cases, thereby
advancing the effective resolution of these cases in a substantive
manner. Pre-litigation interviews are conducted with parties
suspected of malicious litigation to regulate abnormal batch
litigation. The Court has further developed its “total-to-total”
mediation work mechanism by incorporating 19 additional
“total-to-total” industry mediation organizations, continuously
enhancing the professional capacity of the mediation team.
Additionally, the Court has established and promoted an
exemplary adjudication mechanism, setting clear guidelines for
adjudication and fostering an approach that combines
“adjudication with governance”, which has reduced the
escalation of disputes into litigation. Furthermore, the Court has
formalized its litigation mediation mechanisms by developing
the Litigation Mediation Work Process of Beijing Intellectual
Property Court and establishing a dedicated team of litigation
mediators. As a result, there has been a consistent annual
decrease in civil cases over the past three years, with a
significant 20% reduction. In the exploration of resolving
administrative cases at their source, 10 mediators specialized in
trademarks and patents have been appointed to participate in the
pre-litigation resolution of patent and trademark administrative

cases. In 2023, a remarkable 922 trademark administrative cases
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were successfully resolved prior to litigation.

(I) Enhancing Information Technology Support and

Innovating Protection Mechanisms

The Beijing IP Court is proactive in leveraging external
professional resources to refine its mechanisms for ascertaining
technical facts. It is also vigorously advancing reforms in
centralization and digitalization, with ongoing efforts to further

enhance its modern judicial capabilities.

Continuously improving mechanisms for ascertaining
technical facts. On October 22, 2015, the Beijing IP Court
established a Technical Investigation Office and successively
introduced normative documents such as the Technical
Investigator Management Measures, the Technical Investigator
Work Procedures, and the Technical Investigator Recusal
Implementation Rules to form a comprehensive work
mechanism that covers selection, training, participation in
litigation, and oversight. A total of 297 technical investigators
have been appointed in four batches, participating in over 4,000
cases, including 168 instances of inspection, preservation and
appraisal, and 2,654 court sessions, with more than 2,400
technical investigation opinions submitted. In addition, the
Court has also integrated people’s assessors with specialized

professional ~ knowledge into  collegial  panels  for
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technology-related cases. In August 2019, for the first time, a
case was heard by a seven-member collegial panel, consisting of
three judges and four people’s assessors with technical expertise,
which was later recognized by the Supreme People’s Court as
one of the top ten exemplary cases involving people’s assessors.
In June 2021, the Innovation Protection Expert Committee was
inaugurated, with 14 academicians from the Chinese Academy
of Sciences and the Chinese Academy of Engineering serving as
the first group of experts, offering professional support for

high-level intellectual property adjudication.

Vigorously advancing the centralization and
digitalization of judicial support services. Since 2017, the
Beijing IP Court has been streamlining its operations by
centralizing judicial service, litigation services, and the
synchronous creation of electronic case files, etc. Since April
2023, the Court has been leading the way in implementing
full-process electronic litigation for intellectual property cases
and innovating the management of electronic case file archives,
which has significantly enhanced the use of information
technology across the judicial process. In October 2024, the
Court reached a milestone by becoming the first in Beijing to
pass the electronic file management pilot assessment conducted
by the Beijing Municipal Archives Administration with its

electronic file management system. By the end of October 2024,
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the Court had achieved an online case filing rate of 91.7%, with
the highest electronic service coverage rate among Beijing
courts, marking a significant enhancement in its modern judicial
management capabilities and litigation service levels. Relying
on its electronic case file data platform, the Court has developed
an automated document generation program for trademark
administrative cases, enabling one-click generation of
adjudication documents and further bolstering the judicial

team’s ability to improve adjudication quality and efficiency.

(III) Strengthening Judicial Collaborative Innovation and
Participating in the Construction of a Holistic Protection

Framework

The Beijing [P Court, leveraging its judicial expertise,
continuously intensifies its collaboration with intellectual
property management agencies to safeguard intellectual property
rights, jointly advancing the establishment of a robust and
equitable  intellectual  property  protection  framework

characterized by “strictness, breadth, speed, and fairness”.

Enhancing collaborative protection with CNIPA for
full-chain intellectual property protection. The Court has
strengthened its communication and collaboration with CNIPA,
focusing on mechanism innovation, business exchange, and

process alignment, among other aspects. Regular business
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discussions, along with the sharing of work data and exemplary
cases, have been pivotal in promoting the harmonization of
administrative and judicial standards. Besides, the Court has
been encouraging trademark administrative authorities to utilize
the stay of proceedings. This initiative has led to the suspension
of nearly 100,000 trademark review cases from July 2023 to
October 2024 at the administrative stage, effectively curbing

procedural churning.

Initiating multifaceted measures to establish a
cross-region, cross-department collaborative protection
framework. With the State Administration for Market
Regulation and the Beijing Market Supervision Comprehensive
Law Enforcement Team, the Court has created a comprehensive
anti-monopoly and anti-unfair competition law enforcement
collaborative network. Through the exchange of typical cases,
strengthened discussions and training, and mutual provision of
professional technical support, a synergistic effort between
anti-monopoly administrative enforcement and civil justice has
been formed, enhancing the quality and efficiency of
anti-monopoly work. The Court has also established a case
collaborative adjudication mechanism with the Hainan Free
Trade Port Intellectual Property Court, aimed at strengthening
the protection of plant varieties, which is expected to enhance

the safeguarding of the plant variety industry as a whole. In
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collaboration with the Beijing Municipal Bureau of Agriculture
and Rural Affairs and the Beijing Academy of Agriculture and
Forestry Sciences, the Court has signed a Cooperation
Agreement on Strengthening Plant Variety Intellectual Property
Rights Protection, establishing an intellectual property circuit
trial court in the Pinggu Agricultural Zhongguancun Park.
Through this initiative, the Court actively leverages the
professional expertise of the plant variety industry team to
enhance the full-chain protection of plant variety intellectual
property rights.
V. Talent Cultivation and Team-building

The Beijing IP Court has always adhered to the *“great
talent concept” for the selection and cultivation of talents, and
has been focusing on the construction of a revolutionized,
standardized, specialized, professionalized and internationalized
team, so as to provide solid support of talents for the

construction of an IP power.

(I) Highlight the Objective of Professional Talent

Cultivation

It has built a professional talent discovery and cultivation
mechanism by various means, such as participating in the trial
of major difficult and complex cases, organizing meetings of
professional judges and professional research groups, setting up

special trial teams, and participating in special IP training and
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professional forums. It has enabled leading and expert talents to
give full play to their role as “head geese” by handling new-type
and major cases and participating in renowned high-end
academic exchanges both at home and abroad. It has enabled
young reserve talents to play their role as the backbone force by
handling difficult and complex cases and undertaking key
research topics. Over the past ten years, there have been nearly
50 participants from the Beijing I[P Court in forums and
conferences organized by various international IP organizations,

who have delivered speeches and exchanges thereat.

(IT) Strengthen the Comprehensive Training of Professional

Talents

Giving full play to the advantages of the Beijing Court as a
“talent highland for IP trials” and the collaborative talent
training mechanism of Beijing, Tianjin and Hebei, it has
successively received more than 60 trainees, who are young
judges and judicial assistants from grassroots courts in Beijing
as well as the Intermediate People’s Court of the Xiongan New
Area, Hebei, the Hotan Court of Xinjiang, and Intermediate
People’s Court of Xinjiang Production and Construction Corps,
to achieve professional complementarity through mutual
learning and mutual promotion. It has continued to promote the
construction of its training brand, with the help of external
high-quality resources to improve the comprehensive
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capabilities of police officers. Since 2023, two sessions of
full-time training have been held jointly with Peking University
and China University of Political Science and Law, with 110
backbone staffers participating in the training; 13 sessions of
“Beijing Knowledge Lecture Hall” have been held, which focus
on foreign policies, traditional culture, industrial layout, big data
and algorithms and other fields, to realize the transformation of
the talent training mode from “fine” and “specialized” to
“broad” and “in-depth”. It has actively explored the
co-construction of judicial and administrative talents, carried out
the regular selection and appointment of technical exchange
investigators, exchanged temporary cadres with the CNIPA, the
Beijing Municipal Administration of Intellectual Property and
other relevant organizations, and had visits and exchanges on a
regular basis, to enrich the experience of police officers and
broaden their growth channels. It has been extensively recruiting
college volunteers for the reserve of IT trial talents. As of the
end of October 2024, more than 1,800 college student
volunteers from more than 70 colleges have been recruited, with

about 185,000 hours of volunteer services.

At present, the Beijing IP Court currently has 1 “National

999

Trial Expert™, 8 “Trial Experts of Beijing™, 2 “Young Jurists of

8 1 National Trial Expert: Song Yushui.
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the Capital”!®, 3 “National Court Case Handling Models™!!, 2
“Judicial Practice Research Experts of Beijing”!?, 8 “IP Court
Trial Models of Beijing”!3, and 2 “Court Case Handling Models

»14

of Beijing”'*.
VI. Foreign-related Cases and International Exchanges

The Beijing IP Court is deeply committed to implementing
the series of important directives from General Secretary Xi
Jinping on the construction of foreign-related rule of law,
promoting the reform of foreign-related trial mechanisms,
actively engaging in international exchanges, and continuously
improving the quality and efficiency of foreign-related case
adjudications, aiming to make it a “forum of optimal choice” for

international intellectual property litigation.

(I) Upholding Equal Protection under the Law and Properly
Addressing Foreign-related Disputes

9 8 Trial Experts of Beijing: Zhang Xiaoxia (1st session), Feng Gang (2nd session), Rui Songyan (2nd
session), Zhang Jian (3rd session, 2018), Xie Zhenke (4th session, 2019), Yi Jun (4th session, 2019), Zhou Liting
(4th session, 2019), and Liu Yijun (6th session, 2022).

0 Young Jurists of the Capital: Song Yushui, and Rui Songyan.
! National Court Case Handling Models: Feng Gang, Zhou Liting, and Zhang Xixin.

2 Judicial Practice Research Experts of Beijing: Liu Yijun, and Li Zhifeng.

13 IP Court Trial Models of Beijing: Rui Songyan, Zhang Jian, Zhao Ming, He Xuan, Yi Jun, and Liu

Yijun, Zhang Xiaoli, and Lan Guohong.

14 Court Case Handling Models of Beijing: He Xuan, and Zhao Ming.
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Over the past decade, the Beijing IP Court has heard
36,201 foreign-related intellectual property cases, representing
17.92% of its caseload, with parties from over 100 countries and
regions across five continents. Dedicated to ensuring equal legal
protection for both domestic and international parties, and
diligently fulfilling its international treaty obligations, the Court
has adeptly managed numerous significant intellectual property
disputes related to international trade. Notable cases include the
invalidation of the “Semaglutide” drug patent in an
administrative proceeding and the OPPO v. Nokia litigation
concerning standard-essential patent infringement. These
endeavors have garnered extensive recognition and high acclaim
from parties both at home and abroad. In response to the
practical needs of foreign parties participating in litigation in
Chinese courts, the Court has distilled its experience in
reviewing the subject qualifications in foreign-related cases and
incorporated the latest provisions of the Convention Abolishing
the Requirement of Legalisation for Foreign Public Documents,
releasing the Reference for Notarization and Legalisation of
Subject Qualification Certificates in Foreign-related Cases in
Chinese and English, covering 18 major countries. This
reference offers clear guidance for foreign parties on handling
subject qualification certificate procedures and has been

recognized by the Intellectual Property Court of the Supreme

55



People’s Court as a crucial reference for the compliance review
of foreign public documents. Feedback from the International
Trademark Association indicates that since the release of the
Reference for Notarization and Legalisation of Subject
Qualification Certificates in Foreign-related Cases, the cost for
foreign enterprises to file litigation documents has decreased by
40%, and the preparation time for litigation documents has been
cut from three months to two weeks, while enhancing the

transparency in the handling procedures.

(IT) Adhering to Confident, Open and Win-win
Cooperation, and Fostering International Exchange and

Collaboration

The Beijing IP Court stands as a proactive force in the
global arena of intellectual property governance, dedicated to
enhancing the international influence of China’s intellectual
property adjudication. Over the past decade, the Court has
welcomed 117 delegations comprising 1,775 person-times of
foreign visits from over 20 countries and international
organizations, encompassing foreign diplomats in China,
intellectual property officials, judges, lawyers, scholars, and
representatives from global organizations. Pioneering as the first
local court in China to engage in bilateral dialogues with the
International Trademark Association (INTA), the Court has
persistently intensified its collaboration with international
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bodies such as the World Intellectual Property Organization
(WIPO). It has been a consistent participant in prestigious
international events like the China International Fair for Trade
in Services (CIFTIS), the ZGC Forum, and the Global Digital
Economy Conference, where it has released numerous white
papers on the judicial work and highlighted exemplary cases in
the realm of intellectual property rights, actively articulating the
judicial rulings and stance of Chinese courts and persistently
championing the “Chinese voice” for intellectual property

protection on the global stage.
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Closing Remarks

The Third Plenary Session of the 20th CPC Central
Committee has delineated the overarching objective of
comprehensively deepening reform. In response, the Beijing IP
Court must expedite its modernization efforts, persistently drive
conceptual shifts, institutional innovation, and practical
exploration, diligently fulfilling its role and mission as a
specialized court, to deliver high-quality and professional

judicial services to safeguard high-quality development.

The “China’s Exploration” in the modernization of
intellectual property courts continues its journey. Moving
forward, it is crucial to further emphasize the modernization
of judicial philosophy. The Court must deepen the reform of
the case division approach and actively explore a judicial
procedure that is both adaptive and compliant with the judicial
principles of intellectual property rights. It is crucial to further
afford stricter protection to intellectual property rights. The
Court will enhance the application of temporary relief measures,
such as injunction, and rigorously enforce punitive
compensation systems, to prevent rights holders from facing the
paradox of “winning the lawsuit but losing the market”, and to
ensure that “real innovation” receives “real protection” and that
“high quality” is met with “stringent protection”. It is also
crucial to further highlight a holistic approach to intellectual

property protection. The Court will continue to advance
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diversified  dispute  resolution  efforts, explore the
implementation of intellectual property dispute arbitration
mechanisms, and enhance judicial and administrative
collaboration to establish a multifaceted intellectual property
protection framework. Moreover, it is crucial to further
attach importance to nurturing high-quality, specialized
talent. Leveraging the distinctive talent pool of Beijing’s
intellectual property judiciary and capitalizing on the city’s
exceptional higher education resources, the Court is committed
to cultivating a team of intellectual property judicial
professionals who are not only experts in their field but also
versatile and globally minded, through a combination of internal
development and the establishment of a strong “external brain”.
Lastly, it is crucial to further prioritize the international
dimension of intellectual property protection. The Court will
actively adapt to the evolving demands of new quality
productive forces, engage in the maintenance and development
of the existing intellectual property rule system under the World
Intellectual Property Organization framework, and apply
international rules lawfully to provide robust judicial protection
for emerging technologies and fields such as data and artificial
intelligence. The Court will keep a close eye on the latest trends
in judicial protection globally, deepen international exchanges
and cooperation, and collaboratively foster technological

innovation for the betterment of society.
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(In case of any discrepancy between the Chinese version and the

English version, the Chinese version shall prevail.)
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