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[ Abstract] The paper is a comparative study of legal provisions and practiceson the protection of well
- known trademarks betveen China and Jagpan, focusing on four agpects, namely protection under the doctrine
of confusion, protection under the doctrine of dilution, the relationship betveen trade name and well - known
trademark, and the effect of awell - knovn trademark The comparative study has revealed that the legal pro-
visonsonwell - knowvn trademark protection and relevant theories and practices in Jgpan can be used as refer-
ences for China in many ways




