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Abstract 

Qualcomm Inc. and Apple are friends also enemies. Although Apple has always been a 
VIP customer of Qualcomm Inc. Qualcomm chose to prosecute apple in 2017. Since then, 
the patent war between the two leading companies has become a hot topic. Over the past 
two years, the conflict between the two has intensified and become increasingly 
contentious. This paper discusses the patent war between Qualcomm Inc. and Apple to 
understand the relevant knowledge of ‘patent’, and discusses the importance of 
enterprise patent management in international trade under the background of economic 
globalization in the trade market, and triggers the thinking on the strength and 
measures of patent protection in China today. 
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1. Introduction 

As we all know, Qualcomm, as a technology guiding enterprise, leads the world in the research 
and development of 5G and other communication technologies. According to statistics, the 
hardware manufacturers authorized by Qualcomm cover almost all the electronic 
communication equipment of all brands in the world. Apple, as a more familiar, household 
name, is a sophisticated technology company that makes computer hardware, computer 
software, consumer electronic devices and other goods, with an intraday market value of more 
than $1 trillion. One is the "king" in the field of smart phone chips, and the other is the "leader" 
in the field of smart phone sales. They have maintained a mutually beneficial and friendly trade 
relationship for ten years. Why have they been engaged in litigation frequently in the past two 
years? Is Qualcomm's lawsuit really a reasonable and effective defense of its patent rights? 
Where will Apple's strategic partnership go from here? This paper will analyze the patent 
litigation case between Qualcomm and Apple (hereinafter referred to as "patent war"), and 
study the importance of enterprise patent protection for its long-term development in the 
global market economy environment, so as to trigger thoughts and suggestions on China's 
patent protection policy and enterprise patent protection measures. 

2. Background 

Qualcomm and Apple can be described as "love and kill each other". Since 2011, Qualcomm has 
provided Apple with advanced mobile chips and other technologies. The smartphones 
produced by Apple have made the innovations of the two companies more perfect. At that time, 
Apple’s 4S sales were excellent, and of course it became the hottest smartphone of the year. The 
more Apple earns, the more "patent fees" Qualcomm levies. If things go on like this, under the 
seemingly calm trade exchanges, the two companies are increasingly susceptible to disputes 
and dissatisfaction. 

From January 2017, Apple took the lead in starting a patent war, accusing Qualcomm of 
monopolizing the chip market dedicated to radio equipment, initiating lawsuits in China and 
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the United States, and stating that Apple had suffered losses due to Qualcomm’s overbearing 
and unfair patent licensing practices. It started with a billion dollars. In the two years so far, the 
litigation between the two can be described as "continuous. 

In March of the same year, Qualcomm received another lawsuit from Apple in the UK. The 
relevant court documents failed to clearly give detailed litigation information, but what the 
public knows is that this lawsuit involves Apple's patents and registered designs. problem. Soon 
thereafter, Qualcomm directly requested the court to strictly prohibit "excessive" exchanges 
between Apple and its agent manufacturers. In the following period of time, lawsuits between 
Qualcomm and Apple were endless, and they were able to compete almost every month. 

When the time came to July 2017, Qualcomm couldn't help it anymore. He believes that it is 
clearly Apple infringing on its unauthorized patents, why Apple is still importing and selling 
infringing products, and said that this is illegal. 

File a lawsuit directly with the U.S. International Trade Commission (ITC). At the same time, 
Qualcomm is seeking support from many countries and places, and the courts in Mannheim, 
Germany and Munich have requested that all iPhone imports and sales on the market be 
prohibited. 

China, as one of the most important members of the world market, its consumption power and 
influence cannot be underestimated. While Qualcomm is seeking legal protection in overseas 
markets, it will not ignore the opportunity to seek help from China. In October 2017, Qualcomm 
accused China Beijing Intellectual Property Court that the iPhone products sold in the Chinese 
market infringed Qualcomm’s three non-standard essential patents in China, and requested the 
court to issue an injunction prohibiting Apple from continuing to manufacture in the Chinese 
market Such products, and stop selling all related products. 

One wave did not rise, another wave rises. In November 2017, Qualcomm again sued Apple in 
California for leaking its patent code, only to seek cooperation from Intel, and claimed that this 
was not only an infringement, but also should be condemned in terms of morality. 

At the end of 2017, Qualcomm once again submitted an application to the U.S. International 
Trade Commission (ITC) to ban the import of iPhone X, 8/8 Plus, and 7/7 Plus in Apple’s iPhone 
series. The reason is that the modems of these phones are powered by Apple. Produced by Intel, 
the company to which the patent code was leaked. 

If you want to talk about the climax of the "patent war" between the two companies, it must be 
said that on July 10 last year, Qualcomm once again sought the protection of Chinese legal 
provisions and applied to the Fuzhou Intermediate People’s Court to order Apple to stop its 
serious infringement. The company’s patent rights and required the suspension of sales of the 
7 iPhone products involved in the infringement. 

Finally, on December 10, China Fuzhou Intermediate Court officially granted two interim 
injunctions against Apple’s four Chinese subsidiaries, prohibiting Apple from continuing its 
marketing activities related to products that infringed Qualcomm’s patents in the Chinese 
market. The products include iPhone 6S, iPhone 6S Plus, iPhone 7, iPhone 7 Plus, iPhone 8, 
iPhone 8 Plus, and iPhone X. 

The next day, Apple responded quickly, still claiming that it had no infringement, and refused 
to fulfill the ban. And filed an appeal. However, professionals soon pointed out that Apple can 
have its own position and attitude, but it cannot refuse to fulfill the injunction, because the 
Fuzhou Intermediate Court issued a "injunction in litigation", which is the court’s protection of 
victims and aims to When the court has not pronounced the result of the lawsuit, it has the right 
to order the infringer to stop its actions to prevent more serious consequences. According to 
Chinese current laws and regulations, Apple can apply for reconsideration after receiving the 
injunction, but it must still stop selling the products involved in the case in the Chinese market. 
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On December 13, 2018, all three Apple subsidiaries in China refused to sign for the ruling issued 
by Fuzhou China and France, and then Qualcomm submitted an application to the Chinese court 
to enforce the ban on the sale of iPhone products. 

On the 15th of the same month, China’s Fuzhou Intermediate People’s Court approved 
Qualcomm’s application for a ban on sales and ruled that Apple’s four subsidiaries in China 
banned the import, sale and sale of related iPhone products. The verdict showed that the iPhone 
products on sale used two unlicensed patented technologies from Qualcomm. 

The two companies complemented each other's retreat and remained deadlocked. This 
protracted "patent war" ushered in its third year. On March 15 this year, the patent dispute 
litigation kicked off in San Diego, the United States. A federal jury sentenced Apple to claim 
patent infringement from Qualcomm for approximately US$31.6 million. I thought that the 
outcome of the “patent war” that was difficult to distinguish between the winners and losers 
had begun to emerge. But who knows, on the second day, the jury of the District Court for the 
Southern District of California ruled that Apple infringed three related patents of Qualcomm. 
And Qualcomm can want Apple to claim 31 million US dollars in compensation for losses. The 
three infringing patents designed in this ruling involve technologies invented by Qualcomm in 
San Diego. 

So far, the patent dispute between Qualcomm and Apple has not had the clearest outcome, but 
it can be seen from the fact that both parties can provide sufficient and strong evidence that the 
other party has infringed the company’s patent authorization. In the globalized economic 
market, on the development path of high-tech enterprises, the protection of patented 
technology is that every enterprise builds a necessary dome for itself, and under this dome, 
patents show the world the innovation and scientific research achievements of the enterprise. 

3. Qualcomm’s Market 

Many people will wonder, why the friendly and cooperative Qualcomm and Apple suddenly 
turned into enemies? As the industry leader, why does Qualcomm become a mutually beneficial 
and win-win buyer? Why did Apple, which has always been rich and powerful, fight its long-
standing partners because of Ququ’s patent fees? How strong is Qualcomm's patent protection 
behavior that has caused dissatisfaction with Apple? 

As we all know, in today's mobile communications field, Qualcomm claims that no other 
company dares to claim the number one. Qualcomm has excellent business capabilities. Many 
of its innovative patents are essential elements in smartphone-related fields. Therefore, its 
profits mainly come from collecting patent fees from customers for authorized patents. And it 
is precisely because of Qualcomm's dominant position in the industry that almost all mobile 
phone manufacturers will incur insurmountable costs in the production process, that is, pay 
patent licensing fees to Qualcomm. This is how "Qualcomm Tax" is widely circulated in the 
industry. 

Qualcomm's main business is equipment and services (QTC), licensing and patents (QTL), and 
strategic investment (QSI). The main sources of annual operating income and profits of a 
company rely on the first two, and the strategic investment business (QSI) often fails to 
generate revenue for the company. 

According to statistics, in fiscal 2017, Qualcomm’s annual operating income was approximately 
US$23 billion, of which equipment and services (QTC) operating income was US$16.5 billion, 
accounting for approximately 72%; licensing and patent (QTL) operating income was 6.4 billion 
US dollars, accounting for 28%. However, from the point of view of profit margins, this is not 
always the case. The production and manufacturing process of equipment and services requires 
huge costs, and its operating income excluding the total cost has little profit left; but the patent 
authorization is a stable income "once and for all". Once the initial investment and development 
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are successful, after a period of time to pay back the income, every subsequent patent 
authorization is almost a net profit, which shows the high profit margin. From the statistical 
data given by Qualcomm, it is not difficult to find that the revenue and profit margins of the two 
businesses are obviously inversely proportional: the pre-tax net interest rate of equipment and 
services (QTC) is only 17%, while authorization and patents (QTL) The pre-tax net interest rate 
is as high as 80%. 

Therefore, we have found one of the reasons why Qualcomm attaches so much importance to 
patent protection: that is because once it appears infringement or refusal to pay patent 
licensing fees, Qualcomm's profit and income will have a large degree of impact. For example, 
in the contentious fiscal year of 2018, Qualcomm’s equipment and services (QTC) revenue was 
$17.3 billion, a year-on-year increase of 5%; while authorizations and patents (QTL) were only 
$5.163 billion. A sharp drop of 20 percentage points, and profit margins also fell by 12 
percentage points year-on-year. Because of this, Qualcomm ushered in its first loss since its 
listing. The most fundamental and deadly reason is the continuous patent infringement 
lawsuits with Apple and other factors. 

Apple produces high-performance, high-end series of smart phones all the year round. With the 
inevitable Qualcomm patent, it is bound to be difficult to circumvent the "Qualcomm tax." 
According to statistics, in 2016 alone, Apple paid Qualcomm a huge patent licensing fee of up to 
$2.8 billion. 

Qualcomm firmly guards the innovative patents it has invested in research and development of 
a large amount of manpower, material and financial resources, and will naturally formulate 
strong protection measures to safeguard its rights. So how is the prohibitive "Qualcomm Tax" 
calculated? 

First of all, according to the relevant regulations issued by the National Development and 
Reform Commission in 2015, Qualcomm's patent licensing fees should be charged on the basis 
of the net wholesale price of goods. What is the wholesale net selling price? In layman's terms, 
it is usually the ex-factory price. It is necessary to mention here again that the four subsidiaries 
of Apple in China mentioned above are all their foundry companies. Simply put, there is no 
direct patent authorization between Qualcomm and Apple, but there is a licensing agreement 
between Qualcomm and its foundry. Therefore, the "Qualcomm tax" is calculated on the basis 
of the factory price of the foundry. 

Secondly, "Qualcomm Tax" is not a bottomless pit, it has an annual floating benchmark online. 
If the ex-factory price of some mobile phones exceeds the upper limit of the annual floating 
benchmark, they will be charged proportionally based on the upper limit. For example, in 2017, 
Qualcomm’s benchmark ceiling for the wholesale ex-factory price of mobile phones was 
US$400, so mobile phones whose ex-factory prices exceeded the benchmark would be charged 
a patent license fee of US$20 in proportion to US$400. From this point, it is not difficult to find 
that the patent fees charged by Qualcomm are not as strong as generally understood by the 
public. According to the relevant financial statements, in 2016, Apple sold 216 million iPhones 
in the whole year, and paid 2.8 billion US dollars in patent licensing fees to Qualcomm that year. 
Almost every iPhone needs to pay this fee. A “Qualcomm tax” of about $13 was paid for each 
mobile phone. Even for the relatively old iPhone series phones, such a fee is still less than 5% 
of the price of each mobile phone. 

In this way, the "Qualcomm Tax" is reasonable and reasonable. Why would Apple still be 
dissatisfied with it and even go to court? The main reason is that Qualcomm's method of 
charging patent licensing fees is relatively "dominant." According to popular thinking, if Apple 
uses Qualcomm's outstanding chip patents in the production of mobile phones, the relevant 
fees paid should be based on the chip itself. But it is not the case. In the agreement signed 
between Qualcomm and Apple, the patent license fee is charged on a unit basis for each mobile 
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phone. So it's no wonder that Apple has expressed strong dissatisfaction with this. For example, 
Apple has beautified the appearance of mobile phones or improved the camera function, and 
its production costs have increased, resulting in a corresponding increase in wholesale ex-
factory prices. According to the agreement, even if Apple’s improvement and optimization are 
not directly related to Qualcomm’s patented chip technology, the increase in the ex-factory 
price will also generate a corresponding "Qualcomm tax." Qualcomm said that there is an 
interdependent relationship between the individual and the whole. Without its chip patent 
technology, Apple’s mobile phone functions 

The play will be restricted, which is its right to protect its own patent. 

In summary, the measures taken by Qualcomm for its patent protection are strong. We can’t 
deny that Qualcomm’s dominance in the industry combined with such arbitrary charging 
regulations does have the possibility of unreasonable monopolistic behavior, and it will also 
cause dissatisfaction and criticism from smartphone manufacturers, but there must be a 
"Qualcomm market" with mixed praise and criticism. The "Qualcomm Model" and the inevitable 
"Qualcomm Tax" have shown us that companies should attach importance to patent protection 
and have the awareness of rights protection in their trade transactions. 

4. The end of the story 

On April 17, 2019, Qualcomm and Apple jointly announced a settlement, ending the patent war 
of the "War of the Century". The two parties have dropped all lawsuits worldwide and shook 
hands to make peace. Apple will continue to pay Qualcomm the licensing fees for the use of its 
patents. At the same time, the two companies signed a patent licensing agreement starting in 
April 2019 for a period of six years, including the option to extend for two years. In addition, 
the two parties also reached a multi-year chip purchase agreement. 

Although the patent century battle between the leading companies in the two fields ended in 
reconciliation, it is not difficult for us to draw some lessons. In today's market with the 
development of economic globalization, the trade between the powerful and the powerful, the 
competition between enterprises and the competition between enterprises, patented 
technology has become the core decisive factor. As powerful as Apple, it is still subject to 
Qualcomm, which has top-notch patented technology. This is closely related to Qualcomm's 
decades of dedicated technology research and development and a sound and complete patent 
protection system. 

5. Patent 

5.1. Definition 

Patent, literally, refers to rights and interests. The word patent comes from the Latin Litterae 
patentes, which means open letters or public documents, and is a certificate used by medieval 
monarchs to issue certain privileges. In today's world, a patent generally refers to a document 
issued by a government agency or a regional organization representing several countries based 
on an application. This document records the content of an invention and creation and 
generates a legal status within a certain period of time, that is, obtaining a patent. Under normal 
circumstances, others can only implement acts (including manufacturing, use, sales and 
importing, etc.) with the permission of the patentee. Specifically, the protection of each patent 
is subject to time and geographical restrictions.  

According to the definition, a patent has the "exclusive" "right" and the "obligation" of 
"disclosure". The most basic core of the patent system is to exchange "disclosure" for 
"exclusiveness". "Exclusive" means that the law grants technological inventors exclusive rights 
for a period of time; "Disclosure" means that technological inventors make their technology 
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public to the public in return for the exclusive rights granted to them by the law, so that the 
public can pass normal Channels to obtain information about patented technologies. 

5.2. Classification 

China's "Patent Law" stipulates that the patents that can be applied for or obtained authorized 
protection are divided into three types: invention patents, utility model patents, and design 
patents. 

First, invention patents. The definition of invention in Article 2 Paragraph 1 of Chinese "Patent 
Law": "Invention refers to a new technical solution proposed for a product, method or 
improvement." For the definition of "product" refers to the current industrial level All kinds of 
new products that can be produced on the market, including solid, liquid, gas and the like with 
a certain shape and structure. The term "method" refers to the method of processing raw 
materials into various products. 

Second, utility model patents. The definition of utility model in the second paragraph of Article 
2 Chinese "Patent Law": "Utility model refers to a new technical solution suitable for practical 
use proposed for the shape, structure or combination of a product." Utility model patents and 
invention patents There is a certain degree of similarities and differences. The similarity is that 
both of them belong to a technical solution of creation and invention. But the difference is that 
the scope of protection of the patents covered is different. The scope of protection of a utility 
model patent is smaller than that of an invention patent. It can only protect "products", that is, 
new products with a certain shape and structure. There is no fixed shape substance. 

Third, design patents. The definition of design in Article 2, Paragraph 3 of Chinese “Patent Law”: 
“Design refers to the shape, pattern or combination of products, and the combination of color, 
shape, and pattern that is aesthetically pleasing and suitable for industrial applications in new 
design.” In addition, Article 23 of the “Patent Law” stipulates its authorization conditions, “The 
design for which the patent right is granted shall not belong to the existing design; nor is there 
any unit or individual on the same design. An application was filed with the Patent 
Administration Department of the State Council before the application date and it was recorded 
in the patent documents announced after the application date. "It is not difficult to see that 
design patents are different from invention patents and utility patents. Appearance design 
patent is mainly to create the external artistry of a product. In particular, there is a very obvious 
difference with utility patents. The former mainly covers the aesthetics of the product's 
appearance, while the latter focuses on whether the invention is practical and can solve an 
existing technical problem. 

5.3. Feature 

As mentioned above, a patent right is an exclusive right granted to the owner of an invention-
creation by the patent administration department of the State Council in accordance with 
relevant laws and regulations in accordance with established legal procedures. Patent right is 
different from tangible property. There is no fixed shape or frame. It is a typical intangible 
property right. It has the following characteristics: 

5.3.1. Exclusiveness, also known as exclusivity 

Since the patent right is a patent application filed by the relevant government department 
based on the owner of the invention-creation, it is considered that it meets the relevant 
provisions of the national "Patent Law", and the applicant is granted 

For the exclusive right of creation, the owner of the patent right enjoys the right to possess, use, 
and benefit from the invention. Any other person using, modifying, or benefiting from the 
patent (that is, the invention) without the permission of the patent owner is an infringement. 
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5.3.2. Timeliness 

The timeliness of the patent right means that the patent right is subject to a certain time limit, 
that is, the time limit for protecting the patent as stipulated by the relevant laws mentioned 
above. Each country has a different time limit for the effective protection period of its own 
patent rights, and there are also methods for calculating the start and end time of this effective 
protection period. Article 42 of Chinese "Patent Law" stipulates: "The term of patent rights for 
inventions is 20 years, and the term of patent rights for utility models and designs is 10 years, 
both calculated from the date of filing." 

5.3.3. Regionality 

The territoriality of the patent right means that the patent right is limited by the scope of 
protection. It means that the effective scope of the patent right is only valid in the country or 
region where the invention-creation is granted the patent right, and does not have any binding 
force on other countries and regions and has no legal effect. 

5.3.4. Implementation 

Most countries require that the patentee must implement the patent right in the country where 
the protection is granted within the effective protection period of the patent right, that is, use 
this patent to manufacture new products or use this patent to improve existing products or 
transfer this patent, etc. To some extent, the paper document of patent is not only a proof that 
the invention-creation is recognized, it is actually a special dependency between the owner 
(individual or enterprise) of the invention-creation and the state, and the individual or 
enterprise depends on the state. Protecting patents, but at the same time it needs to pay the 
price of disclosing technology and methods; the state relies on the patents of individuals or 
enterprises to enhance its own technological innovation, but it must also allow them to conduct 
monopolistic operations for a period of time. 

6. Existed Problems in Patent Management of Chinese Enterprises 

Patent is the display of the company's research and development results, and the management 
of patents is the protection of the company's innovation capabilities. The improvement of 
national scientific and technological strength has promoted the sustainable development 
ability of the economy. In recent years, China has put “innovation” at the top of the national 
economic development task. Patent management has also received different attention from the 
past, but there are still some outstanding issues. Problems to be solved. 

6.1. Macro level 

6.1.1. The national patent management system is not perfect 

Chian joined the World Intellectual Property Organization in 1980, and officially promulgated 
and implemented the first real "Patent Law" in 1984. Today, although China is constantly 
revising and adjusting the "Patent Law" to make it a more comprehensive law to protect patents 
in accordance with national conditions, it is still inevitable that there are some difficulties and 
incompatibility in the operation process. Place. For example, the duration of patent protection 
is not very adaptable. The protection period of patent rights largely affects the monopoly 
position and competitiveness of products in the market. According to the product life cycle 
theory, different products have different life cycles. For patents, if the protection period of their 
patent rights is significantly less than or greater than the product life cycle, it will be detrimental 
to the research and development of the inventors and suppress their motivation for innovation. 
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6.1.2. The administrative law enforcement agencies have not done enough to crack 
down 

According to relevant investigations, companies’ accusations on intellectual property 
protection or patent protection are often due to ineffective enforcement by agencies or low 
efficiency due to institutional factors. We all know that seeking legal protection is not only about 
legislative reasonableness and perfection, but also about whether law enforcement agencies 
can take strong measures. Since Chinese patent protection system is currently in a stage of 
gradual improvement, the human resources of various departments cannot be used fully and 
rationally. The assigned staff not only need to be responsible for the daily operation of the 
patent management system, such as patent application, review, authorization, etc., which are 
complicated Process, long-term work, but also deal with some disputes, such as tort disputes. 
In addition to issues such as judicial institutions, agencies, and systems, the professionalism of 
the staff is also an aspect that needs to be considered for improvement. 

6.1.3. The cost of protecting patent rights is high, and the cost of infringement is low 

As the "Patent Law" is in the stage of gradual improvement, while allowing enterprises to have 
laws to follow, it also allows lawbreakers to have loopholes to exploit. When a company 
discovers that others have violated the law and filed an appeal, it will find that compared with 
lawbreakers who infringe on patent rights at will, right holders need to pay more to investigate 
and collect evidence and need legal help when defending their rights. These costs are not only 
material. The cost of money is the time cost of the product life cycle and the active period of 
innovation. Compared with the amount of compensation for infringers that foreign laws can 
order, the amount of compensation for torts in China appears to be no shock. For example, in 
the patent dispute between Qualcomm and Apple mentioned in the case of this article, the 
amount of compensation is often as high as several million, tens of millions or even hundreds 
of millions of dollars, but in China,  it is far from being achieved. 

6.2. Micro-level issues 

6.2.1. The company's awareness of patent rights is weak 

Since the reform and opening up, Chinese enterprises have developed rapidly. Enterprises have 
always paid attention to the use and management of tangible assets, and often neglect 
intangible assets. In recent years, new terms such as "global economy" and "innovation" have 
been advocated. The development of international trade has also made enterprises more need 
to communicate with foreign countries. Enterprises survive in an increasingly open 
environment, but the awareness of patent rights is still relatively weak. This is mainly 
manifested in two aspects. One is the lack of strong protection for the company’s patents, such 
as failure to apply for patents for the company’s innovation, and the mentality of negligence and 
unwillingness to care about the infringement of the company’s patent rights; Or the lack of 
respect for the patents of other companies, for example, some companies knowingly infringe, 
but openly use the patents of others because of a fluke mentality. 

6.2.2. The enterprise lacks organizational departments and rules and regulations 
related to patent management 

Hiring a lawyer is currently the most common way for Chinese companies to deal with incidents 
involving intellectual property rights or patent disputes. It can be seen that the management of 
most companies has not formed the concept of setting up a special patent management agency 
and deploying professionals to help companies with patent management. As mentioned above, 
leading companies in developed and developing countries such as the United States, Japan, and 
South Korea have established patent management departments to promote corporate research 
and development, and formulated strict rules and regulations to protect and manage patents. 
At this point, the consciousness of Chinese enterprises is still lagging behind. 
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7. Suggestion 

With the continuous development of Chinese economy, the “going out” leadership policy has 
made the development of international trade more and more common, which will also lead to 
rising patent frictions between China and foreign countries, and the current patent 
management system in China is still insufficient to make the most appropriate and effective The 
solution. In view of the above analysis, I believe that to solve the problems in the patent 
management of Chinese enterprises, we can start from the following points: 

7.1. Improve the legislative system of Chinese patent system 

For patented technology products with different product life cycles, it is best to have different 
protection periods. For products with short product life cycles, the patent protection period can 
be shortened in a timely manner to improve the innovation enthusiasm of the inventor; for a 
longer product life cycle The product should be matched to extend the patent protection period, 
so as to protect the exclusiveness of the patent in a true sense. In general, for different 
categories of patents under the same framework, different patent protection periods should be 
granted according to the actual situation, and cannot be generalized. At the same time, it is 
necessary to reconsider the issue of patent application fees and compensation for patent 
infringement, and strive to improve the phenomenon of "high cost of rights protection and low 
cost of infringement". To prevent the occurrence of infringements from the root cause, it is 
necessary to allow high-intensity infringement compensation to restrain budding evil thoughts. 

7.2. Strengthen the awareness of protecting patent rights 

For a long time, due to the incomplete development of Chinese culture and market economy, 
Chinese corporate awareness of rights protection has been relatively weak. Nowadays, many 
companies in the society often adopt an evasive attitude when encountering patent disputes, 
holding the mentality of "more than one thing less". When it comes to international trade 
disputes, they often adopt compromising countermeasures because of the strong attitude of the 
other country or company. Doing so will not only lead to the plagiarism of the patent creator's 
efforts by others, but also lead to huge losses for the entire enterprise and even the entire 
industry. Therefore, when Chinese companies face patent disputes, they must dare to appeal, 
actively investigate and collect evidence, and believe that the law is fair, will always protect the 
righteous, and protect their legitimate rights and interests in accordance with the law. At the 
same time, we must be good at responding to lawsuits, calmly and actively respond, and protect 
every share of our own interests to the maximum, but don't be greedy to seek illegal benefits 
by relying on others' infringements. 

7.3. Strengthen independent innovation capabilities 

China is the number one power in developing countries. In recent years, it has been 
emphasizing "innovation" and has made considerable gains and progress, especially in terms 
of scientific and technological innovation and core technology. difference. In addition, Chinese 
companies need to strengthen their awareness of patents. They must register in a timely 
manner after establishing a brand and creating a product. If necessary, they must immediately 
register a patent to prevent others from infringing. 
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