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Understanding case law post Huawei v ZTE
Two interactive 4iP Council tools

Tool 1

Searchable, free to use 
library of national case 
summaries post Huawei v 
ZTE. Drafted in english by 
third party researchers.



Understanding case law post Huawei v ZTE
Two interactive 4iP Council tools

Tool 2

Interactive graphic illustrating the 
guidance that national courts are 
providing on good faith conduct in 
relation to injunctive relief for 
infringements of FRAND-based SEPs. 

• Huawei v ZTE process explained
• Good behaviour clarified



CJEU HUAWEI v ZTE Case C-170/13, 16 July 2015

Q: can a SEP implementer avoid an injunction merely by expressing 
”willingness” to negotiate a FRAND license? 

EC Samsung and Motorola
Cases

Seeking injunction against 
implementer who has 
expressed willingness is 
abuse of dominant position 
and thus a violation of 
competition law

National Courts
(Orange Book Standard)

Mere expression of 
willingness not sufficient 
to avoid injunction, 
binding offer on terms that 
SEP holder cannot refuse 
required

A: FRAND is a two-way street: Both parties have obligations in order to 
obtain/avoid an injunction


















