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Preface

In 2023, the total value of China's import and export of goods trade will be 41.76 trillion 
yuan, with the scale of foreign trade increasing steadily and the quality improving. On the other hand, 
trade protectionism and geopolitical conflicts continue to intensify, and the challenge of 
overseas intellectual property risks faced by enterprises is increasing day by day. Against 
the background of increasing economic and trade friction, it is of great significance to 
understand the status of overseas IPR disputes of Chinese enterprises and grasp the 
information of the cases, so as to prevent and respond to overseas IPR disputes of 
Chinese enterprises.

The China Intellectual Property Research Association and the National Guidance 
Center for Responding to Overseas Intellectual Property Disputes have conducted a 
survey and analysis of intellectual property disputes encountered by Chinese enterprises 
overseas in the year 2023. The overall situation of overseas IPR disputes of Chinese 
enterprises is as follows:

In 2023, a total of 1,173 new IPR lawsuits will be filed by Chinese companies in the U.S., an increase of 

19.0% compared to 2022.

The number of new cases filed in patent litigation increased by 56.1%. Among them, 447 new cases 

of patent litigation were filed, up 56.1%; 757 new cases of trademark litigation were filed, up

5.4%; 23 new trade secret lawsuits were filed, an increase of 27.8%. Among them, 2,452 new patent cases 

were filed against Chinese enterprises.
The number of new trademark cases filed involved 16,793 defendant Chinese 
enterprises, an increase of 98.8% from 2022. 16,793 new trademark cases involving 
16,793 Chinese defendants, an increase of 98.8% from 2022. Trade Secrets: 47 new 
cases involving Chinese defendants, up 27.0% from 2022. Patent litigation by Chinese 



enterprises in the U.S. mainly involves the manufacturing industry (36.6%) and the 
wholesale and retail industry (36.6%), while trademark litigation mainly involves the 
wholesale and retail industry (82.56%). The enterprises involved in the litigation were 
mainly located in Guangdong, Fujian, Zhejiang and other provinces and cities, with 
Guangdong enterprises accounting for nearly 30% (29.1% and 36.5% in patent and 
trademark litigation respectively). In terms of litigation results, 65.7% of patent 
lawsuits were settled and withdrawn, while 66.1% of trademark lawsuits were lost due 
to the defendant's absence. The average amount of damages awarded in patent 
litigation was

23,717,200 dollars, and the average award in trademark litigation was $1,179,800 dollars.



In 2023, there will be 20 cases of "337 investigations" involving Chinese 
enterprises in the U.S., involving 98 enterprises in mainland China, a decrease of 9 
cases compared with 2022. 70% of the cases were filed due to patent infringement. 
The enterprises involved in the cases were mainly concentrated in electronic equipment 
and other industries. The majority of respondents were from Guangdong, Jiangsu and 
Zhejiang. Among the cases concluded, the number of Chinese companies receiving 
positive final rulings increased compared to the previous year.

In 2023, Chinese companies were involved in 1,092 cross-border e-commerce cases in the United States. 1,033 

cases in which Chinese companies were defendants.

The percentage was 94.60%. The number of cross-border e-commerce patent litigation cases was 197, 

with 158 new cases filed and 103 concluded. Trademark Litigation

The number of lawsuits was 931, with 675 new cases filed and 687 cases closed. The total number of 

new cross-border e-commerce cases filed involved Chinese enterprises.

17,894, of which 17,783, or 99.38%, were Chinese enterprises as defendants.

In 2023, Chinese enterprises filed 89 new patent and trademark lawsuits in other major countries and regions, and 

concluded 141 cases.

Of these, 71 new patent litigation cases were filed, an increase of 47.9% compared to 2022, and 18 new 

trademark litigation cases were filed.

This represents a decrease of 43.75% compared to 2022. A total of 165 new patent and trademark litigation 

cases involving Chinese enterprises have been filed, a decrease of 43.75% compared to 2022.
In 2022, the number of patent litigation cases will increase by 60.2%, with 77% of the 
defendants being Chinese companies. Of the cases where damages were awarded, the 
average patent litigation award was approximately RMB 3.3 million1 .

Currently, China's foreign trade business is growing rapidly, and the proportion of 
foreign trade volume of small and medium-sized enterprises is increasing. The report 
shows that China's enterprises in the U.S. intellectual property disputes are still at a 
high incidence. Enterprises must take the initiative to understand overseas intellectual 
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property rules, strengthen overseas intellectual property protection and layout, and 
actively prevent and respond to risks and disputes.

Editor's Notes:

1. The various currencies are converted to RMB at the exchange rate to take the average value.



first 
article

Intellectual 
Property 
Disputes in the 
U.S.

first 
article

Intellectual 
Property 
Disputes in the 
U.S.

International Capital Markets Research +V: quanqiuzixun8

CONTENTS
catalogs

Chapter I. Overall status of the proceedings................................................................. 2

I. New cases........................................................................................................... 3

II. Closure of cases................................................................................................. 3

Chapter II Patent Litigation............................................................................................ 4

I. New cases .......................................................................................................... 4

(i) Situation of the parties ................................................................................ 4

(ii) Industry distribution ................................................................................... 8

(iii) Jurisdictional courts ................................................................................. 9

(iv) Acting law firms ......................................................................................... 9

II. Closure of cases .............................................................................................. 10

(i) Case completion cycle.............................................................................. 11

(ii) Types of cases closed ............................................................................... 11

(iii) Closing awards ........................................................................................ 13

Chapter III. Trademark Litigation ................................................................................ 15

I. New cases........................................................................................................ 15

(i) Situation of the parties .............................................................................. 15

(ii) Industry distribution ................................................................................. 16(iii) Jurisdictional courts ............................................................................... 17

(iv) Acting law firms....................................................................................... 17



(i) Overall ....................................................................................................... 48

(ii) Absentee defendants .............................................................................. 49

(iii) Issuance of exclusion orders ................................................................. 51

II. Closure of cases .............................................................................................. 18

(i) Case completion cycle.............................................................................. 18

(ii) Types of cases closed ............................................................................... 19

(iii) Closing awards ........................................................................................ 20

Chapter IV. Trade secret litigation............................................................................... 21

I. Status of new cases.......................................................................................... 21

(i) Situation of the parties .............................................................................. 21

(ii) Industry distribution ................................................................................. 22

(iii) Jurisdictional courts ............................................................................... 22

(iv) Acting law firms....................................................................................... 23

II. Closure of cases .............................................................................................. 23

(i) Situation of the parties .............................................................................. 23

(ii) Case completion cycle............................................................................. 24

(iii) Types of cases closed .............................................................................. 24

(iv) Closing of awards .................................................................................... 24

Chapter 5 Cross-Border E-Commerce Litigation ........................................................ 26

I. Cross-Border E-Commerce Patent Litigation ................................................ 28

(i) New cases opened ................................................................................... 28

(ii) Closure of cases ........................................................................................ 34

II. Cross-Border E-Commerce Trademark Litigation........................................ 35

(i) New cases opened ................................................................................... 36

(ii) Closure of cases ........................................................................................ 40

iii. cross-border e-commerce trade secret litigation........................................ 42

(i) New cases opened ................................................................................... 42

(ii) Closure of cases ........................................................................................ 43

Chapter VI "337 Investigations"............................................................................ 45

I. Filing of cases .................................................................................................. 45

(i) Number of cases filed ................................................................................ 45

(ii) Main causes of investigation.................................................................... 45

(iii) Industry distribution ................................................................................ 66

(iv) Situation of the parties ............................................................................ 46

II. Results of the Final Award ............................................................................... 48

International Capital Markets Research +V: quanqiuzixun8



Part III Observations on Overseas Intellectual Property Systems

Chapter VII. Overall status of proceedings.................................................................. 52

I. New cases........................................................................................................ 53

II. Closure of cases .............................................................................................. 53

Chapter VIII. Patent Litigation...................................................................................... 54

I. New cases........................................................................................................ 54

(i) Situation of the parties .............................................................................. 54

(ii) Industry distribution ................................................................................. 57

(iii) Distribution of countries and regions involved...................................... 57

II. Closure of cases .............................................................................................. 58

(i) Case completion cycle.............................................................................. 58

(ii) Types of cases closed ............................................................................... 59

(iii) Closed awards ......................................................................................... 60

Chapter IX. Trademark Litigation ................................................................................ 62

I. New cases........................................................................................................ 62

(i) The situation of the parties ....................................................................... 62

(ii) Industry distribution ................................................................................. 62

(iii) Distribution of countries and regions involved...................................... 63

(iv) Jurisdictional courts ............................................................................... 64

II. Closure of cases .............................................................................................. 65

(i) Case completion cycle.............................................................................. 65

(ii) Types of cases closed ............................................................................... 66

I. Abuse of Schedule A Mechanisms Spawns High Incidence of Cross-Border E-Commerce Litigation in 

the United States............................................................................................................. 67

II. The SCOTUS Restatement of Limitations on Out-of-State Application of the Lanham Act  69

iii. uspto implements pilot program for priority examination of first-time patent applicants  70

IV. U.S. Copyright Office Clarifies Standards for Protection of Works Generated by Artificial Intelligence  

71

V. Patentees wary of the European Unified Patent Court ........................................... 72

Title II. Intellectual Property Disputes in Other Major Countries and 

Territories

VI. Europe Adopts Proposal for a Regulation on Standard-Essential Patents ............ 73

International Capital Markets Research +V: quanqiuzixun8



Chapter I. Overall status of 
proceedings
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first article

Intellectual Property 

Disputes in the U.S.

In 2023, the total number of new IPR litigation cases filed and concluded by Chinese companies in the U.S. 

will total

Of the 1,762 cases, 1,173 new cases were opened, an increase of 18.97 per cent over the previous 

year, and closed.

From 11932 .

Among them, the number of patent litigation cases amounted to 685, with 448 new cases filed, 

compared with the previous year.

The number of trademark lawsuits increased by 56.10% year-on-year, with 399 cases concluded; the 

number of trademark lawsuits was 1,119, with a new number of cases filed.

757 cases filed, an increase of 5.43% over the previous year, with 815 cases concluded; trade secret 

litigation

The number of cases was 34, with 23 new cases opened, an increase of 27.78 per cent 

over the previous year, and 18 cases closed.

Table 1-1 Number of new and concluded litigation cases

typology Total number 

of cases

New cases 

filed

Number of 

cases closed

patents 685 448 399

logo 1119 757 815

trade secret 34 23 18

add up the 

total

1762 1173 1193

first 
article

Chapter 1



Editor's Notes:

2. A total of 605 cases were filed and concluded during the year, including 162 patents and 

454 trademarks,

7 cases involving trade secrets, 15 cases involving both patents and trademarks, and 15 

cases involving both trademarks and trade secrets.

Of  the new cases filed, 47 involved both patents and trademarks. Of the new cases filed, 

47 involved both patents and trademarks, and 47 involved trademarks,

Six cases involved trade secrets, and one case involved patents, trademarks, and trade 

secrets; of the closed cases, one case involved patents, trademarks, and trade secrets; of the 

closed cases, one case involved patents, trademarks, and trade secrets.

There were 31 cases involving both patents and trademarks, 3 cases involving both 

patents and trade secrets, and 3 cases involving both patents and trade secrets.

Five cases involving trademarks and trade secrets.

2



I. Status of new 

cases

II. Closure of 

cases
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A total of 18,538 new IPR litigation cases were filed involving Chinese enterprises, of 

which China

There were 216 cases of state enterprises as plaintiffs (right holders) and 18,322 

cases as defendants.

Plaintiff 
Chinese 

enterprise 1%

Defendant 
Chinese 

enterprises 99%

Fig. 1-1 Proportion of Chinese enterprises involved in cases involving the number of plaintiffs and defendants 

(number of cases)

Table 1-2 Number and Proportion of Plaintiffs and Defendants of Chinese Enterprises in Various Types of IPR 

Litigation

typology Number of plaintiffs 
Chinese companies
(Number of homes)

Number of Chinese 
companies as 

defendants
(Number of homes)

Percentage 

of 

defendants
patents 148 2452 94.3%

logo 66 16793 99.6%
trade secret 8 47 85.5%
add up the 

total
216 18322 98.8%

In 2023, 1,193 IPR litigation cases were concluded by Chinese companies in the U.S. 

involving

19902 Chinese enterprises. Among them, 399 patent cases and 399 trademark cases 

were closed.

815 cases and 18 trade secret cases were closed.

The average time to conclude a patent case is 368 days, of which the longest is 



3,192 days and the shortest is 3,920 days.

The average time taken to finalize trademark cases was 209 days, of which the 

longest was 3,347 days.

The shortest time was 0 days; the average time to conclude a trade secret case was 

343 days, of which the longest was 1513 days.

days, with a minimum of 37 days.

Table 1-3 Case Closure Cycle

typology Average (days)
patents 368

logo 209
trade secret 343

3



Chapter I. Patent 
Litigation

I. Status of new 

cases

(i) Situation of the parties
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In 2023, a total of 447 new patent lawsuits were filed, an increase from 2022.
56.10%. There were 83 cases in which Chinese enterprises were 
plaintiffs and 329 cases in which they were defendants, with 35 
cases in which both plaintiffs and defendants included Chinese 
enterprises. 447 cases involved a total of 2,600 Chinese 
enterprises, an increase of 164.77% over the previous year.

19% of cases in 
which Chinese 
companies were 
plaintiffs

8% of cases in 
which Chinese 
enterprises 
are both 
plaintiffs and 
defendants

73% of cases in 
which Chinese 
enterprises are 
defendants

Fig. 2-1 Proportion of Chinese Companies as Plaintiffs and Defendants in Patent 

Litigations

Of the 364 cases in which Chinese companies were the defendants, a total of 2,452 

Chinese companies were

Report. Among them, 896 were from Guangdong, 291 from Zhejiang and 172 from Fujian.

Jiangsu enterprises 99 times, Shandong enterprises 93 times, Henan enterprises 92 

times, Hubei enterprises

72 times, Shanghai 71 times, Taiwan 67 times, Anhui 64 times.

The number of times the company has been recognized, 63 times by Beijing enterprises, 60 times 

by Hainan enterprises, and 41 times each by Hunan and Sichuan enterprises.



Jiangxi 38 times, Hong Kong 37 times, Shanxi 36 times, Yunnan

26 times, 24 times in Hebei, 21 times each in Shaanxi and Chongqing.

There were 18 enterprises in Guangxi, 7 enterprises in Heilongjiang, Tianjin and Inner 

Mongolia, and 7 enterprises in Guizhou and Ningxia.

4 times for each of the summer enterprises, 2 times for each of the Jilin and Liaoning 

enterprises, and 1 time for the Macao enterprise.

The rest of China3 enterprises 75 times. The details are shown in the table below.

Editor's Notes:

3".

4

Some of the companies in "other regions of China" are companies in provinces (cities and districts) that 

cannot be identified, the same below.
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Table 2-1 Regional Distribution of Chinese Companies Defendants in Patent Litigation

as suffix city 

name, means 

prefecture or 

county (area 

administered by 

a prefecture level 

city or county 

level city)

quantities proportions

hillsides 896 36.54%

Zhejiang 291 11.87%

Fujian 172 7.01%

Jiangsu 99 4.04%

Shandong 93 3.79%

He'nan 

Mengguzu 

autonomous 

county in Qinghai

92 3.75%

Hubei 72 2.94%

Shanghai 71 2.90%

Taiwan area 67 2.73%

Anhui 64 2.61%

Beijing, capital of 

People's Republic 

of China

63 2.57%

Hainan Island 60 2.45%

Hunan 41 1.67%

Sichuan 41 1.67%

Jiangxi 38 1.55%

Hong Kong 

region

37 1.51%

Shanxi 36 1.47%

Yunnan 26 1.06%

anhui 24 0.98%

Shaanxi 21 0.86%

Chongqing 21 0.86%

until 1959, 18 0.73%



Guangxi province

Heilongjiang river 

forming the 

border between 

northeast China 

and Russia

7 0.29%

Inner Mongolia 7 0.29%

Tianjin 7 0.29%

Guizhou 4 0.16%

Ningxia 

prefecture level 

city in Zhejiang

4 0.16%

also Jilin 

prefecture level 

city, Jilin 

province

2 0.08%

Liaoning 2 0.08%

Macao region 1 0.04%

Rest of China 75 3.06%
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6
TP-Link Technologies Co., Ltd.

6ZTE Corporation (ZTE)

7Acer America Corporation (AAC)

9
Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd.

13
TCL Technology Group Corporation 

(TCL)

14
OnePlus Technology (Shenzhen) Co., Ltd.

15Asustek Computer,  Inc.

18Lenovo Group Ltd.

International Capital Markets Research +V: quanqiuzixun8

T h e  c o m p a n y  w i t h  t h e  m o s t  c a s e s  w a s  
L e n o v o  Group Ltd. with 18 cases. Other companies 
involved in a large number of lawsuits include: Asustek 
Computer, Inc. with 15 cases, OnePlus Technology (Shenzhen) Co. 
Ltd.), TCL Technology Group Corporation (TCL Technology 
Group), Huawei Technologies Co. ZTE Corporation and TP-Link 
Technologies Co. The Chinese defendants with more than six 
cases are shown in the chart below.

Fig. 2-2 Main Defendants in Patent Litigation

The plaintiffs who initiated a large number of patent 
litigation cases are shown in the chart below. Among them, 
Intellectual Ventures LLC, Patent Armory Inc. and Freedom Patents 
LLC are NPEs (non-patent enforcing entities). The NPE that 
initiated the most patent lawsuits was Intellectual Ventures LLC 
(High Intelligence), which was initiated by Microsoft and Sony. 
4It is worth noting that Shenzhen Kunshengze Elec- tronic 
Commerce Co., Ltd. is an e-commerce company in China, which 
has also initiated a number of patent lawsuits as a plaintiff.

Editor's Notes:

4. The Chinese name of the enterprise is based on the direct translation of the English 

name, the same below.
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Shenzhen Kunshengze E-commerce Co.
Kunshengze Elec-tronic Commerce Co. Ltd.) 5

RecepTrexx LLC 5

Freedom Patents LLC 5

International Capital Markets Research +V: quanqiuzixun8

Dyson Technology Limited 13

Deckers Outdoor Corporation 11

Oakley, Inc. 8

Intellectual Ventures LLC 7

Patent Armory Inc. 6

Zeppelin Corporation 5

Figure 2-3 Main Plaintiffs in Patent Litigation

Chinese companies have filed 119 patent lawsuits as 
plaintiffs in the U.S., 35 of which included Chinese companies as 
both plaintiffs and defendants. 35 of the cases were Natural 
Person v. Bar Code
(Fuzhou) Trading Co., Ltd; Jiangsu Huarih Ribbon & Leather 
Co., Ltd. v. Shanghai Panting Machinery Equipment Co., Ltd. et 
al; Shenzhen Nilor Electronic Technology Co., Ltd. v. 
Guangzhou Yangxin Trading Co., Ltd. et al.

35 patent litigation cases in which both the plaintiff and the defendant included Chinese companies, 

involving inventions

There were 13 cases of patent infringement and 22 cases of design patent infringement. The main focus was on 

the wholesale and retail sector,
Various manufacturing industries, software and information 
technology services, and business services. Two of the cases 
involved both patent and trademark infringement.

Of the 448 foreign patent litigation cases filed in 2023, 59 
cases, or 13.2%, involved NPE subjects.

According to the type of patentee entity, of the 59 cases 
filed involving NPE subject matter, the largest proportion was 
for Acquired patents, with 44 cases involving patent 
purchasers, accounting for 74.5%.

By court of competent jurisdiction, the Eastern District of 
Texas (E.D. Tex.) accounted for the largest number of the 59 
cases filed involving NPE subjects, with 27 cases or 45.8%, 



followed by the Western District of Texas (W.D. Tex.) with 18 
cases or 30.5%.

By case status, of the 59 NPE open cases, 20 (33.9 percent) 
were closed and 39 (66.1 percent) were open.

7



(ii) Industry distribution

International Capital Markets Research +V: quanqiuzixun8

Table 2-2 Statistics of cases initiated by NPE principals

NPE Name Number of 
cases

Intellectual Ventures I LLC 5

Mesa Digital LLC 4

InnoMemory, LLC 3

Jawbone Innovations, LLC 3

Bell Northern Research, LLC 2

DigiMedia Tech, LLC 2

GenghisComm Holdings, LLC 2

Lonestar Biometrics LLC 2

Mobile Motherboard Inc. 2

Omnitek Partners LLC 2

Redwood Technologies, LLC 2

The Research Foundation for the State University

of New York
2

Wildcat Licensing LLC 2

Patent litigation cases involved a total of 26 industries, with wholesale and retail trade accounting for 

the largest number of cases, at

164; computer, communications and other electronic equipment manufacturing, 105; software and 

information technology manufacturing, 164; and computer, communications and other electronic equipment 

manufacturing, 105.

70 in technical services, 23 in business services, and 19 in electrical machinery and equipment manufacturing.

15 in the pharmaceutical manufacturing industry, 7 each in professional and technical services and research 

and experimental development.

The total number of cases in other industries was 38.



38

Professional and 
technical services  7

Research and 

experimental 

development  7

(sth. or sb) 
else

15Pharmaceu
tical 
manufactu
ring

19Electrical machinery 
and equipment 
manufacturing

23Business 
services

70Software and 
information 
technology services

105Computer, communications and 
other electronic equipment 
manufacturing

164Wholesale 
and retail 
trade

Figure 2-4 Industry Distribution of Chinese Companies Defendants in Patent 

Litigation

8



(iii) Jurisdictional courts

(iv) Acting law firms
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In terms of industry distribution, compared with 2022, the 
industries involved are relatively concentrated, with the number 
of cases involving the manufacturing, service, and wholesale 
and retail industries continuing to show an upward trend and 
maintaining a large proportion; in addition, new industries 
involved in agriculture and the repair of motor vehicles, 
electronic products, and daily-use products have also appeared.

Chinese companies' patent litigation in the U.S. involves 37 
jurisdictions. 分布相对比较集中，主要的管辖法院：伊利诺伊州北区
（N.D.Ill.）142 起、德克萨斯州东区（E.D.Tex.）86 起、德克萨斯州
西区（W.D.Tex.）63 起、加利福尼亚中区（C.D.Cal.）25 起、佛罗
里 达 州 南 区 （ S.D.Fla. ） 16 起 、 特 拉 华 区 （ D. Del.), 14 in the 
Northern District of Texas (N.D. Tex.), 13 in the Northern District 
of California (N.D. Cal.), 9 in the District of New Jersey (D.N.J.), 
and 8 in the Southern District of New York (S.D.N.Y.).

Table 2-3 Patent Litigation Jurisdiction

serial 

number

Name of the court Number of 

cases

1 Northern District of Illinois (N.D. Ill.) 142

2 Eastern District of Texas (E.D. Tex.) 86

3 Western District of Texas (W.D. Tex.) 63

4 Central District of California (C.D. Cal.) 25

5 Southern District of Florida (S.D. Fla.) 16

6 Delaware District (D.Del.) 15

7 Northern District of Texas (N.D. Tex.) 14

8 Northern District of California (N.D. Cal.) 13

9 District of New Jersey (D.N.J.) 9

10 Southern District of New York (S.D.N.Y.) 8

11 (sth. or sb) else 57

Of the 365 cases in which Chinese companies were 
the defendants, law firms were appointed to represent 



the defendants in 169 cases, involving 288 law firms. 
T h e  l a w  f i r m s  w i t h  t h e  h i g h e s t  n u m b e r  o f  
e n g a g e m e n t s  w e r e  Au, Ni,  Wang & Massand, The

9



10Rubino Law

11Truelove Law Firm

12Bishop Diehl & Lee

13Ramey

16Ni, Wang & Massand

22Rabicoff Law

40Greer, Burns & Crain

II. Closure of 

cases

International Capital Markets Research +V: quanqiuzixun8

Keleher Appellate Law Group, Glacier Law, ScienBiziP, and 
Kilpatrick Townsend & Stockton; in addition, in 196 cases, the 
defendant Chinese companies did not appoint a law firm or 
respond to the lawsuit.

Au 20

Ni, Wang & Massand 10

The Keleher Appellate Law Group 8

Glacier Law 8

ScienBiziP 6

Kilpatrick Townsend & Stockton 6

Fig. 2-5 Firms with a high concentration of assignments by defendant Chinese 

companies

The firms with a high concentration of plaintiffs' 
commissions are shown in Figure 2-6, with Greer, Burns & Crain, 
Rabicoff Law, Ni, Wang & Massand, Ramey, Bishop Diehl & Lee, 
Truelove Law Firm, and Rubino Law as the main firms with more 
than 10 commissions. Bishop Diehl & Lee, Truelove Law Firm, and 
Rubino Law.

Figure 2-6 Firms with a High Concentration of Plaintiffs' Appointments

The 399 patent cases concluded in 2023 involved a total of 



2,230 Chinese enterprises, an increase of 188.11% over the 
number of Chinese enterprises involved in 2022.

10



(i) Case completion cycle

(ii) Types of cases closed
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The average litigation period for the 399 patent litigation cases was 368 days. Of these, the longest
In addition, the shortest period of time was 3 days, including 2 
cases, in which the plaintiff was Wonderland Nurserygoods Co. 
One of the cases for the plaintiff is a citizen of China Li 
Xuequan (Xuequan Li), the defendant is Appendix A (Schedule 
"A") in the unpublished identity of a number of e-
commerce companies, this case to the plaintiff to withdraw the 
case; the other case is a case of the plaintiff is headquartered in 
Singapore's hardware circuit research and development 
company Omnitek Partners LLC, the defendant is Huawei 
Technologies Inc. Partners LLC, a Singapore-based hardware 
circuit research and development company, and Huawei 
Technologies USA Inc. as the defendant, in an undisclosed manner.

A  total  of  13 types of  cases  were concluded, with 
most of them settled or withdrawn, accounting for 262 
cases (65.66%); 69 cases were decided in favor of the plaintiff in 
absentia (17.29%); 18 cases were decided in favor of the plaintiff 
by consent (4.51%); 10 cases were transferred across district 
lines (2.51%); 8 cases were decided in favor of the plaintiff in the 
first instance; 7 cases were dismissed; and 5 cases were 
consolidated and adjourned;

Summary judgment in favor of the plaintiff in three cases and in multidistrict litigation; default judgment in 

favor of the defendant in two cases;
There was one judgement in favor of the defendant directly and 
one judgement in favor of the defendant on the pleadings. The 
details are shown in the table below.

Table 2-4 Types of Patent Litigation Closed

serial 

numbe

r

Type of closure quantit

ies

1
Possible settlement and dismissal

(Likely Settlement: Likely Settlement)
262

2
In favor of the plaintiff: default judgment

(Claimant Win: Default Judgment)
69



3
Plaintiff's victory: consensual judgment

(Claimant Win: Consent Judgment)
18

4
Transfer of jurisdiction across districts

(Procedural: Interdistrict Transfer)
10

5 Claimant Win:  Trial 8

6 Dismissal of indictment (Procedural:  Dismissal) 7

7 Consolidation (Procedural:  Consolidation) 5

11
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8 Adjournment (Procedural:  Stay) 5

9
Plaintiffs prevailed: summary judgment

(Claimant Win: Summary Judgment)
3

10 Multidistrict Litigation (Procedural:  Multidistrict 

Litigation)

3

11
Defendant wins: default judgment

(Claim Defendant Win: Default Judgment)
2

12
Defendant's victory: straight judgement by the judge

(Claim Defendant Win: Judgment as a Matter of Law)
1

13
Victory for the defendant: judgment on the pleadings

(Claim Defendant Win: Judgment on the Pleadings)
1

14 undisclosed 5 5

1. Plaintiff Chinese company wins case
In 16 cases, the Chinese plaintiffs were successful in the 

litigation. Of these, 12 cases resulted in Claimant Win: Default 
Judgment in f a v o r  o f  t h e  p l a i n t i f f s  in f a v o r  o f  12 
companies or individuals, including S h a n x i  J i n z e  Yinhai 
Technology Co.

Claimant Win: Trial 2 cases against Guangzhou Yucheng 
Trading Co., Ltd. and Epistar Corporation in Taiwan.

Summary Judgment in favor of the plaintiff (Claimant 
Win: Summary Judgment) in one case against Wonderland 
Nurserygoods Co., LTD. in Taiwan.

Claimant Win: Consent Judgment in 1 case, plaintiff Jun Lu, 
a natural person.

2. Defendant Chinese company wins case
In four cases, the Chinese corporate defendants were 

successful in the litigation. Claim Defendant Win: Default 
Judgment in 2 cases, against natural persons Xin Zhao and Jian 
Lin.

Claim Defendant Win: Judgment as a Matter of Law), where 
the defendant was Zhejiang Huahai Pharmaceuticals.

Editor's Notes:

5. Refers to the case database missing data on the outcome of cases closed, hereinafter 

the same.
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(iii) Closing of awards
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Ltd.'s U.S. subsidiary, Huahai (US) International Limited 
(Huahai US, Inc.).

Claim Defendant Win: Judgment on the Pleadings in 1 case 
against a Chinese enterprise, Hangzhou Chic Intelligent 
Technology Co.

T h e  t o t a l  n u m b e r  o f  p a t e n t  l i t i g a t i o n  c a s e s  
i n  w h i c h  t h e  d e f e n d a n t s  w e r e  a w a r d e d  
c o m p e n s a t i o n  w a s  24,  w i t h  a  c u m u l a t i v e  a w a r d  o f  
US$569,221,000 and an average award of US$23,717,200. 
Among them, 6 cases involved Chinese enterprises as plaintiffs, 
15 cases involved Chinese enterprises as defendants, and 3 cases 
involved Chinese enterprises as plaintiffs and defendants. It is 
worth noting that in the case where Shanxi Jinze Yinhai 
Technology Co., Ltd. was the plaintiff, there were 55 Chinese 
enterprises as defendants, and the trial court granted 
injunctions and injunctions against the e-commerce company 
"High quality shoe bag Store" and "High quality shoe bag store", 
and the trial court granted injunctions against the e-commerce 
company "High quality shoe bag store". "The trial court issued an 
injunction and damages award against the e-commerce company 
High quality shoe bag Store, and only a permanent injunction 
against the remaining 54 Chinese companies. In addition, Bala 
Bangles Inc. sued 194 Chinese companies, and the trial court 
issued a permanent injunction against the defendants and also 
imposed a $150,000 co-payment judgment.

Chinese companies won their cases and were awarded damages as follows:

Table 2-5 Patent Litigation Cases in which Chinese Enterprises Won and Obtained Awards

serial 

numbe

r

Chinese plaintiff companies 

involved in the case

as suffix city 

name, 

means 

prefecture 

or county 

(area 

administere

d by a 

sector
Amount 

awarded

(US$ million)



prefecture 

level city or 

county level 

city)

1
S h a n x i  J i n z e  Yinhai Technology Co.

Taiyuan, 

Shanxi

Wholesale and 

retail trade

0.025

2
Shenzhenshi Borunxing Wujin You Xian 
Gong Si Co.

Guangdong 

Shenzhen

Wholesale and 

retail trade

1.2

3 Jun Lu hillsides Wholesale and 

retail trade

7.0

4
Hexin Holding Limited (和新控股有限公
司)

Hong Kong 

region

Textile, 
clothing 
and 
apparel 
industry

10.0

5 Feng Gao Hunan Wholesale and 

retail trade

284.6

6
G u a n g z h o u  Y u c h e n g  Trading Co., 
Ltd.

Guangzhou, 

Guangdong

Wholesale and 

retail trade

213.7
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7
Epistar Corporation

Taiwan area
Computer, 

communicati
ons and 

other 
electronic 
equipment 

manufacturin
g

127.7

8
S h e n z h e n  Yangjinmaoyi Co., Ltd.

Guangdong 

Shenzhen

Wholesale and 

retail trade

1.9

9

广州丹霄信息技术有限公司 (Danxiao 
Information Technology Co., Ltd.) 深圳 
爱 感 科 技 有 限 公 司 (Shenzhen Love 
Sense Technology Co., Ltd.)

Guangzho
u, 
Guangdon
g, 
Shenzhen, 
Guangdon
g

Wholesale and 

retail trade

364.6

Of the 24 patent litigation cases in which damages were 
awarded against the defendants, the largest award was $272.9 
million, which included two reasonable royalties shared by 
the defendants, one of which was a reasonable license fee, and 
the other was a reasonable license fee for the defendants' joint 
share of a reasonable license fee. (SZ DJI Technology Co., Ltd.) 
and its overseas subsidiaries (DJI Technology, Inc. and DJI 
Europe B.V.), the award included two reasonable royalties 
shared by the defendants, including one in the amount of 
24,220 dollars.

million, and another amounting to $30.7 million.
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Chapter III. Trademark 
Litigation

I. Status of new 

cases

(i) Situation of the parties
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In 2023, a total of 757 new trademark litigation cases were filed, involving 

16,859 Chinese companies.

The number of cases in which Chinese companies were the plaintiffs was 35. There 

were 35 cases in which Chinese enterprises were plaintiffs and 700 cases in which 

they were defendants.

In another 22 cases, the plaintiffs and defendants also included Chinese enterprises.

Chinese companies are also acting as plaintiffs,

Enterprises as 
Plaintiffs

Cases in which 
Chinese 
enterprises are 
defendants
92%

Fig. 3-1 Proportion of Cases in which Chinese Enterprises Were the Plaintiffs and Defendants in Trademark 

Litigation

722 cases with Chinese enterprises as defendants, and 16,793 cases with Chinese 

enterprises as defendants.

The defendants were involved in the lawsuits and the regional distribution was as 

follows: 4883 enterprises in Guangdong and 2210 enterprises in Fujian.

There were 1,708 enterprises in Zhejiang, 799 enterprises in Henan and 666 enterprises 

in Anhui,

Jiangxi 656, Shandong 603, Hubei 573, Shanxi 573

540 enterprises, 532 enterprises in Hainan, 490 enterprises in Jiangsu, 490 

enterprises in Sichuan.

408, 372 in Hunan, 361 in Yunnan, 284 in Shaanxi.


