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Civil IP Cases (2014)
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In Beijing Courts (2014)
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Cases: Top 10 Provinces
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Top Provinces in Civil Patent Cases

5. Beijing 7.0%

6. Shandong 3.3%

3. Jiangsu 12.1%
4. Shanghai 11.8%
2. Zhejiang 23.5%

1. Guangdong, 25.2%
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Injunction &
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Infringement &
ity Issues
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5 for the Patentee
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Final Judgment
Amount (US$)

25,000,000
8,200,000
4,130,000
2,114,000

s. Beijing Hiconics Tech. Co. 1,616,000

ou Erye Pharmaceutical Co. 813,000
Mengte Electrical Equipment Co. 718,200

s. Chongqing Dianjiang Insulation 570,000

axi Yongshou Pharmaceutical Co. 488,000
inan Zhengming Trading Co. 488,000
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IP Case Statistics
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Apple — The Patent
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Robot, in operation since 2004.
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t least: a user; and a chatting robot,

ntelligence server and its corresponding
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— Infringement Case

d its trading subsidiary in
2012, requesting settlement of
gh negotiation.

e, Zhizhen sued Apple Inc. in
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the court.

and August 2013 and March
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— Infringement Case
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patent.

sal report, which confirms that
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— Infringement Case
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— Invalidation Case

equest with PRB 1in Nov
ntiveness, sufficiency of
y and essential technical
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— Invalidation Case
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