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Abstract

As an important component of the digital economy, the platform economy ex-
hibits characteristics such as economies of scale, network effects, cross-boundary
effects, and two-sided market nature, thereby creating substantial value for so-
ciety. Simultaneously, however, it also engenders monopolistic problems in-
cluding abuse of market dominance and stifling of innovation and competition.
Currently, as a typical exemplar of the digital economy, the platform economy
possesses a quintessential two-sided market nature, while monopolistic behav-
iors within the platform economy—such as differential treatment, exclusion of
competition, restriction of competition, and suppression of data portability—
have resulted in a scenario where platform enterprises monopolize the platform
market. Platform economy monopolies have triggered issues of digital justice,
including disorder in market fair competition, data monopolies, rampant big
data-based price discrimination, and unequal income distribution. This not
only undermines the fair competition order in the platform economy market
and infringes upon citizens’ digital rights and interests, but also poses a grave
threat to China’s digital security and digital sovereignty. This paper proposes
to achieve effective governance of platform monopolistic behaviors and promote
the healthy, orderly, and high-quality development of China’s platform economy
through multiple avenues: at the legislative level, by improving the existing an-
titrust legal system, refining supporting measures for regulating monopolistic
behaviors in the platform economy, and enhancing relevant provisions concern-
ing platform economy monopoly litigation in China; at the law enforcement
level, by innovating digital law enforcement tools and utilizing digital technolo-
gies such as blockchain and big data for efficient antitrust enforcement; at the
judicial level, by fully leveraging judicial safeguarding effectiveness, strengthen-
ing inter-departmental coordination and cooperation capabilities as well as in-
ternational exchange and cooperation, reinforcing platform enterprises’ primary
responsibility and behavioral norms, and increasing penalty severity; and at the
regulatory level, by constructing a diversified, multi-actor dynamic regulatory
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Research on the Legal Realization Path of Anti-monopoly
in China’s Platform Economy

Hou Guolei and Jiang Dongli
(Law School, Shandong University of Technology, Zibo, Shandong 255000)

Abstract

Platform economy, as an important component of the digital economy, pos-
sesses characteristics such as scale effects, network effects, cross-border effects,
and bilateral market features, creating enormous value for society. However,
it also exhibits monopoly problems such as abusing market dominance and sti-
fling innovative competition. Nowadays, as a typical representative of the digital
economy, the platform economy features a typical two-sided market, while mo-
nopolistic behaviors in the platform economy—including differential treatment,
exclusion and restriction of competition, and suppression of data portability—
have led platform enterprises to face market monopolization. Platform economy
monopoly has triggered digital justice issues such as disorder in market fair
competition, data monopoly, proliferation of big data price discrimination, and
unequal income distribution, which not only damages the fair competition order
of the platform economy market and harms citizens’ digital rights and interests,
but also seriously threatens China’s digital security and digital sovereignty. This
paper proposes to improve the existing anti-monopoly legal system from the
legislative level, perfect supporting measures for regulating platform economy
monopoly behaviors and relevant provisions on platform economy monopoly lit-
igation in China; at the law enforcement level, innovate digital law enforcement
methods, utilize digital technologies such as blockchain and big data for effi-
cient anti-monopoly enforcement; at the judicial level, give full play to judicial
safeguards, strengthen cross-departmental coordination and cooperation capa-
bilities and international exchange and cooperation levels, reinforce platform
enterprises’ primary responsibilities and behavioral norms, increase punishment
intensity; and at the regulatory level, construct a diversified, multi-subject dy-
namic regulatory system, thereby achieving effective governance of platform
monopoly behaviors and promoting the healthy, orderly, and high-quality de-
velopment of China’s platform economy.

Keywords: platform economy; anti-monopoly; hazard presentation; legal re-
sponse
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I. Introduction

In the digital era, the rapid development of various digital technologies—big
data, blockchain, internet, IoT, cloud computing, instant messaging, artificial in-
telligence, etc.—has triggered the reorganization of social resources, overturned
traditional market structures and industry operation models, and enabled the
swift rise of the digital economy. As an important component of this land-
scape, the platform economy (also referred to as “internet industry,” “internet
platform,” or “digital economy” in relevant academic literature and normative
documents) has emerged accordingly. Today, platform economy has become a
critical link for achieving high-quality development in the economic domain and

even a strategic commanding height in global digital economy competition.

In recent years, numerous policies issued intensively by China have demon-
strated that platform economy has become a key element in building “Digital
China.” Platform economy has long been integrated into people’s daily lives,
relating to the most fundamental livelihood issues. In shopping, entertainment,
payment, food delivery, transportation, and other aspects, people have experi-
enced tremendous convenience brought by the digital economy. Platform econ-
omy undoubtedly drives employment and entrepreneurship by providing more
job opportunities, expands consumer markets by meeting personalized demands
of consumer groups, and innovates production models through its high degree
of digitization, networking, and intelligence that enables resource sharing. All
these highlight the advantages of platform economy. However, every coin has
two sides. Platform economy monopolistic behaviors have led to endless dig-
ital justice issues such as big data price discrimination, “choose one of two
platforms” (where platforms, as intermediaries for transaction parties, force or
restrict other platforms’ transaction behaviors for the same goods or services
through agreements or technical means) , and data insecurity, causing severe
social distribution inequality and seriously hindering the realization of common
prosperity for all people .

According to the “China Anti-monopoly Law Enforcement Annual Report
(2021)” released by China’s State Administration for Market Regulation, China
investigated and handled 175 monopoly cases in 2021, an increase of over 50%,
with fines exceeding 20 billion yuan. The report emphasized strengthening
anti-monopoly regulation in the platform economy sector, and commercial
giants Meituan and Alibaba Group, involved in “choose one of two platforms”
and anti-monopoly violations, could not escape legal sanctions. On January
31, 2021, China issued the “Action Plan for Building a High-Standard Market
System,” which further clarified “improving the fair competition system” and,
for the first time, systematically constructed the logical framework for perfect-
ing the fair competition system. Meanwhile, strengthening anti-monopoly was
also included as one of the eight major tasks in China’s 2021 economic work,
requiring the improvement of legislative standards for identifying platform
monopolistic behaviors. On February 7, 2021, the Anti-monopoly Commission
of the State Council issued the “Anti-monopoly Guidelines for the Platform
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Economy Sector,” making provisions to varying degrees on seven aspects:
basic principles of China’s platform economy anti-monopoly regulation, mo-
nopolistic agreement behaviors, platform market dominance, “choose one of
two platforms” and “big data price discrimination” monopolistic behaviors,
business concentration, and exclusion or restriction of competition. The
20th CPC National Congress report in 2022 explicitly proposed strengthening
anti-monopoly and anti-unfair competition to regulate the healthy development
of capital. The Central Economic Work Conference in mid-December 2022
clearly stated that the digital economy needs vigorous development and that
the normalization level of anti-monopoly regulation needs improvement. In
March 2023, the First Session of the 14th National People’s Congress continued
to emphasize the importance of continuously developing the digital economy
with high quality and improving the normalization level of regulation, explicitly
expressing strong support for platform economy development. Obviously,
China’s platform anti-monopoly cases are showing a trend of complexity and
diversity, requiring strong national governance.

However, China’s existing legal provisions for identifying platform monopolistic
behaviors are relatively macroscopic and mostly principled, unable to adapt to
specific monopoly cases in the platform economy sector. The rapid development
of platform economy has brought new competition issues and anti-monopoly le-
gal regulation problems, posing unprecedented new challenges to anti-monopoly
enforcement. The governance of platform economy worldwide is accelerating
into a reconstruction period, which will directly affect national core competitive-
ness and determine the future development trend of the digital economy . The
role of anti-monopoly law cannot be underestimated. It is called the “economic
constitution” because it plays a decisive role in maintaining market competition
freedom, safeguarding market fair competition order, and perfecting market
economic structure . To address the potential anti-monopoly crisis triggered
by current malicious competition on platforms, relevant Chinese institutions
should promptly improve the criteria for determining platform economy monop-
olistic behaviors, promote multi-departmental coordination, and drive platform
economy toward high-quality development.

II. Definition and Generation Logic of Platform Economy
Monopoly

(=) Connotation and Characteristics of Platform Economy

“Platform refers to a venue where buyers and sellers engage in economic activities
such as product, service, and information exchange based on mutual demand” .
Platform economy, as a product of the digital economy era, is a typical repre-
sentative and inevitable result of digital economy development. Regarding the
definition of platform economy, although no unified conclusion has been formed,
the various definitions are largely similar. Generally, platform economy refers to
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economic models that rely on platforms. In February 2021, the Anti-monopoly
Commission of the State Council issued the “Anti-monopoly Guidelines for the
Platform Economy Sector,” defining platform economy as “a business organiza-
tional form where multiple interdependent and mutually influential interactive
parties jointly create value under rules provided by a specific carrier through
internet information technology.” Currently, the widely recognized academic
definition is: “Platform economy is a new economic system composed of eco-
nomic activity units based on digital technology, driven by data, supported by
platforms, and coordinated by networks; it is a general term for various eco-
nomic relations based on digital platforms” . Among these, data is the key
production factor of platform economy, new-generation information technology
is the core driving force, network information infrastructure is the important
support, and internet platforms are the main carriers. In summary, this pa-
per argues that platform economy refers to a new economic model that relies
on three basic elements—cloud, network, and terminal—while utilizing mod-
ern digital technologies such as big data analysis, blockchain, and algorithmic
collusion, characterized by bilateral or multilateral features, with platforms as
intermediaries for transactions or services. Evidently, platform economy differs
from traditional economic operation models; it is a product of deep integration
between platforms and networks, a brand-new resource allocation method that
can achieve more intelligent supply-demand matching at lower costs.

Platform economy differs from traditional economy, which has cumbersome in-
termediate links, single industrial models, and is a typical single-sided market
economy. Platform economy, relying on platforms, eliminates relatively com-
plex intermediate links, directly connects supply and demand parties, changes
the traditional closed-loop production-sales model, and transforms into a user-
participation-based model that greatly satisfies users’ personalized needs and
achieves optimal resource allocation. Platform economy has been unique since
its formation, with its typical characteristics mainly manifested as follows:

First, scale effect . Traditional economic models are easily constrained by var-
ious factors, especially time-space and geographical limitations, making large-
scale development difficult. There is a misconception here: many people believe
that unfair competition tends to occur only after platforms become large. In
reality, small platforms also have unfair competition problems. Just as tall trees
catch the wind, society pays more attention to large platforms, while small plat-
forms are easily overlooked by the public, thus creating the misconception that
“big is bad.” However, anti-monopoly does not mean “big is bad” . Since large
platform enterprises control more resources, they can obtain data information at
lower costs and are more likely to annex or squeeze out small and medium-sized
platform enterprises, forming super-large platforms.

Second, network effect . Platform economy has network externality , specif-
ically meaning that larger platforms are more likely to create greater interme-
diary value for users. That is, the more buyers participating in the platform,
the more business opportunities and higher potential profits for merchants; and
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the more sellers on the platform, the more choices for buyers and the easier to
satisfy buyer demands. Based on the cross-network externality of user quantity
and types, platform scale can achieve rapid expansion. Under normal circum-
stances, buyers and sellers form a positive correlation, mutually beneficial. In
rare cases, negative correlation may occur, but the probability is small. Mean-
while, network effects typically lead to a “winner-takes-all” outcome.

Third, cross-border effect. Currently, academia has not formed a unified con-
sensus on the connotation and definition of platform cross-bordering. Accord-
ing to research results, platform cross-bordering generates cross-border effects,
which expand the bilateral user scale of cross-border platforms and shrink that of
non-cross-border platforms. The larger the user scale, the more utility obtained
and the greater the profit probability . As platform economy scale continuously
expands and its controlled data resources increase, platform cross-bordering
phenomena are more likely to occur. Due to large platforms with abundant
data and users, their resource integration capability is stronger, and platforms
only need to pay minimal costs to obtain maximum economic benefits. For ex-
ample, Douyin and Kuaishou platforms initially started with short videos, but
as they expanded and user numbers increased, they began adding e-commerce
platform functions, allowing users to buy and sell goods. Xiaohongshu provides
even richer functions—besides short videos, shopping, and life sharing, it also
showcases various skills for users to learn. Current platform enterprises rarely
have single functions, especially large platform enterprises, most of which have
achieved platform cross-bordering, which also increases the risks of platform
monopoly and unfair competition.

Fourth, bilateral market nature. The common model of digital economy typ-
ically manifests as a platform model, which is the typical model of the digital
economy era, with its main characteristic being bilateral market nature. “Bi-
lateral market” can be understood as: on the same platform, there exist two
different groups, and the platform adopts different charging standards based on
the strength of network effects on each side. The higher the network effect, the
lower the charge, even free or subsidized, while the side with lower network ef-
fect needs to pay more fees. The platform uses this cross-subsidization method
to maximize its commercial value . The reason platforms can be free or even
subsidize lies in the fact that the larger the digital scale, the lower the marginal
cost. Platforms possess massive data resources and utilize their dual attributes
as both enterprises and markets to promote transactions and interactions on the
platform. Based on the special attributes of platforms, as providers of market
platforms, they can formulate platform transaction rules themselves, acting as
both “athletes” and “referees.” This dual identity makes competition behaviors
within the platform difficult to be detected by the outside world .

(Z) Definition of Platform Economy Monopoly

As a new economic model, the extension of platform economy monopoly behav-
iors is difficult to define, especially since the edges of the extension are extremely
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ambiguous. The reason lies in the controversies over traditional market defini-
tion, abuse of market dominance, and identification of algorithmic collusion
agreements . Some scholars believe that “so-called ‘platform monopoly’ refers
to the phenomenon that the ‘winner-takes-all’ situation prevalent in platform
economy may evolve into a few monopolistic platforms maintaining the ‘winner-
takes-all’ status for a long time, causing damage to healthy market competition
and consumer welfare” . This paper argues that platform monopoly refers to
a state where platform enterprises utilize their own data advantages and tech-
nical advantages, the special structure and unique operation mode of platform
markets, as well as the network characteristics and bilateral market features of
platforms themselves to form a monopolistic pattern.

Platform enterprises, as the main carriers of platform economy, play a deci-
sive role in the rise and fall of China’s social and economic activities. Cur-
rently, the definition of monopolistic behaviors of Chinese platform enterprises
still relies heavily on the existing Anti-monopoly Law. According to Article 3
of China’s Anti-monopoly Law, monopolistic behaviors generally include three
types: abuse of market dominance, improper implementation of business con-
centration, or signing monopoly agreements. Platform enterprises differ from
traditional economic models, and it is difficult to define monopolistic behaviors
of platform enterprises on internet platforms. Based on algorithms, platform en-
terprises can evade investigations through implicit monopoly agreements. Large
platform enterprises may control other platform enterprises by acquiring shares
of small and medium-sized platforms, potentially involving business concentra-
tion, making existing anti-monopoly theories difficult to apply to current plat-
form economy sectors. Based on market advantage positions, large platform
enterprises may refuse other platform enterprises’ use of their own platform re-
sources to achieve the purpose of excluding or restricting competition. Such
blocking behaviors may also be suspected of monopoly, but existing systems
find it difficult to identify such behaviors as illegal.

Platform economy has successively experienced three stages: free competition,
primary monopoly, and dual-wheel monopoly, and continues to develop and
change . Primary monopoly in platform economy mainly manifests as follows:
First, data monopoly behaviors. Platforms achieve a “winner-takes-all” situa-
tion based on their own user scale, data resources, and technical advantages,
combined with network externality and bilateral (or multilateral) market na-
ture of platform economy. Platforms implement abuse of market dominance by
leveraging their data monopoly advantages, mainly manifested as discrimina-
tory pricing (platforms implement differential pricing for different users, pricing
some users below cost and potential entrants above cost), bundling and tying
(platform enterprises enter the tying market to exclude competitors, forcing
users to must use tying services), and exclusive contracts (forcing merchants
to “choose one of two platforms,” and merchants forced to take sides may need
to pay high entry fees). Second, digital cartel behaviors. This new type of
monopoly agreement behavior utilizes big data analysis, algorithmic collusion,
and other technologies, making it extremely concealed. Third, “killer acqui-
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sitions” behavior2l. Large platform enterprises acquire and merge small and
medium-sized enterprises to consolidate their own positions.

Currently, platform economy monopoly mainly manifests as dual-wheel
monopoly, which is based on primary monopoly and conducts cross-border
monopoly, further subdivided into horizontal cross-border and vertical cross-
border22. First, horizontal cross-border refers to platforms F##HH based on
existing user foundations by providing new products or personalized services
to platform users. Second, vertical cross-border refers to platforms having dual
identities—as platforms themselves and having operation rights, able to use
market dominance to independently price. Dual-wheel monopoly mainly has
the following characteristics: First, differential treatment. Platforms implement
differential treatment for different merchants’ products, often manifested as
prioritizing the display of their own products within the platform, a phe-
nomenon also known as “self-preferencing.” Second, exclusion of competition.
Exclusion of competition is usually manifested as large platforms using their
data advantages to sell data resources at high prices to some operators while
excluding others. Third, suppression of data portability. Platforms weaken
or exclude interoperability between data, monopolize data resources, and
form “data islands”23. Fourth, restriction of competition. Platforms use their
advantages across multiple markets to dominate market positions and restrict
competition to consolidate their advantageous positions.

(Z) Generation Mechanism of Platform Economy Monopoly Behav-
iors

“The fundamental cause of platform economy monopoly is the private occu-
pation of big data initial resources and the private ownership of platform en-
terprises”24. Platform economy monopoly originates from traffic monopoly.
Platforms achieve traffic monopoly advantages by expanding user scale based
on the free occupation of users’ digital labor, further forming data monopoly
advantages, and ultimately establishing advantageous monopoly positions. In
this process, platforms implement horizontal monopoly agreements to suppress
other competitors through the concealment of “algorithms,” strengthening “data
monopoly advantages” and ultimately consolidating dual-wheel monopoly capa-
bilities. With traffic and data advantages, plus algorithmic M, platforms can
form monopoly advantages in their own fields or other related fields. Based
on data monopoly islands, platforms use monopoly advantage positions to for-
mulate exclusive standards, forming closed-loop interest advantages. The oc-
currence of platform economy monopoly behaviors is induced by both natural
internal advantage factors and complicated external environmental factors.

Based on characteristics such as scale effects, network effects, cross-border ef-
fects, and bilateral market nature, platform economy has natural monopoly
advantages. Platform scale effects and network effects enhance the competitive
power of platform monopoly. Platform cross-border effects complement the busi-
ness operation model based on users and data as production factors. Platform
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bilateral market nature enables platform economy to form unique monopoly
forms by utilizing “dual identities.” With natural advantage positions, plat-
forms enter new fields, F#&#F 1%, complete dual-wheel monopoly, bring about
a series of problems such as unfair competition, and form the internal logic
of platform monopoly. The early stage of platform economy is “incremental
competition,” with establishing platform user foundation as the primary task,
completing self-expansion under the fi#F of network effects. When user num-
bers reach a certain scale and become difficult to expand, platforms turn to
“stock competition,” strengthening their own platforms by entering new fields
or attracting users from other platforms through low prices. This is the external
factor for platform monopoly generation25.

The generation of platform economy monopoly behaviors includes technical mo-
nopolies such as data monopoly, algorithm monopoly, and traffic monopoly, as
well as capital monopoly, market monopoly, and production factor monopoly.
Platforms have basic conditions for forming monopoly: First, powerful plat-
form forces. Platforms have large user bases and massive user data resources,
can break through traditional time-space limitations, and enable platform en-
terprises to obtain maximum benefits at minimal costs through their data ad-
vantages. Second, platforms have network effects that can enhance monopoly
capabilities, and bilateral market structures (according to Article 2, Paragraph
1 of the “Anti-monopoly Guidelines for the Platform Economy Sector,” bilateral
market characteristics are the basic economic characteristics of platforms)26 can
help platform enterprises create substantial value. Third, platform network ex-
ternality can help platforms form scale effects and achieve “winner-takes-all.”
Fourth, platforms have multilateral nature, can use the unique advantage of
“gatekeepers” to isolate competitors, complete self-strengthening, internally set
transaction rules, and implement personalized pricing for their own users27.

Platforms have technical advantages for forming monopoly: First, data
monopoly. Platform enterprises have massive data resource foundations, can
collect and analyze users’ past behaviors, complete data profiling for users,
provide personalized customization, and then accurately push what users
need, creating substantial profits for platforms. Second, algorithm monopoly.
Platforms use algorithms, blockchain, and other technologies to isolate com-
petitors, favor their own enterprise users, use market dominance to achieve
“self-preferencing”28. Third, traffic monopoly. Platform enterprises themselves
have user foundations, can leverage network interconnection advantages to
collect and analyze user information, implement traffic monopoly on users,
and use traffic advantages for multi-dimensional expansion to continuously
strengthen this advantage. Among these, “data islands” constitute the technical
root of platform data monopoly29.

Legal imperfections contribute to platform economy monopoly behaviors: First,
law has lag. Existing anti-monopoly laws find it difficult to adapt to the ever-
changing platform economy sector. More and more anti-monopoly cases are
becoming increasingly complex and concealed. Many anti-monopoly cases in-
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volve bilateral or multilateral markets, facing the dilemma of “no law to rely
on.” Second, relevant legislation is incomplete, unclear, and lacks operability,
while adjudicators have discretionary power, making it difficult to achieve same
judgment for same cases. Third, current laws are unclear about platform data
ownership. The private occupation of big data initial resources and platform
enterprise private ownership are the fundamental causes of platform economy
monopoly.

III. Typological Analysis of Harms of Platform Economy
Monopoly

The development of things always follows certain laws, and platform economy is
no exception. The overall development of platform economy presents a spiral up-
ward trend, but its inherent contradictions are unavoidable. To date, it mainly
presents the following harms and faces the following regulatory dilemmas:

(—) Seriously Damaging Market Fair Competition Order

Common monopoly phenomena in platform economy include: algorithmic con-
trol, price manipulation (price discrimination and predatory pricing strategies),
collusion agreements, customer hostage-taking, and excessive mergers and ac-
quisitions30. “Exclusive dealing” (commonly known as “choose one of two
platforms”) in the platform economy sector is a typical means of coercing cus-
tomers and an important manifestation of monopoly31l. Platform monopoly
cases emerge endlessly because platforms resort to unscrupulous means to sup-
press competitors in order to become bigger and stronger, sometimes forcing X\
IFER to sign unequal agreements stipulating that merchants can only sell on
their own platform and cannot sell on other platforms. This is what we know
as “choose one of two platforms”32.

Platform “choose one of two platforms” is no longer surprising. The earliest
“choose one of two platforms” monopoly case originated from the dispute be-
tween Tencent’s QQ and Qihoo’s 36033. In June 2019, China’s Galanz Electric
Company accused Alibaba’s Tmall platform of abusing market dominance by im-
plementing “choose one of two platforms” against the company, causing Galanz’s
turnover to decline significantly. The company filed a lawsuit, which was ac-
cepted. However, limited by China’s imperfect anti-monopoly legal system at
the time and courts’ lack of experience in handling anti-monopoly cases in the
internet economy sector, the definition of relevant markets and abuse of market
dominance was difficult to %, and the case was not properly resolved, ending
with Galanz withdrawing the lawsuit. In 2021, the State Administration for
Market Regulation made administrative penalties against Alibaba Group and
Meituan for implementing “choose one of two platforms,” marking an important
step forward in national anti-monopoly enforcement34.
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Platform “choose one of two platforms” behaviors harm both the rights and
interests of operators within the platform and the legitimate rights and inter-
ests of consumers. They not only damage the legitimate operation rights of
platforms but also disrupt fair and orderly competition rules in platform mar-
kets. For consumers, it seriously infringes upon consumers’ right to choose; for
other operators, it damages their right to fair competition; for the market, it
damages market orderliness and stability. Platform monopolistic markets face
the following regulatory dilemmas: First, the scale effects and network effects
of platform economy make platform monopoly identification difficult; second,
the concealment of platform economy monopolistic behaviors makes algorithmic
collusion and agreement identification difficult; third, the confidentiality of plat-
form algorithms and the difficulty of investigation and evidence collection make
platform supervision and governance difficult; fourth, the definition of relevant
markets and the identification of abuse of market dominance lack operable stan-
dards. Therefore, the regulation of platform monopolistic behaviors faces many
dilemmas.

(Z) Seriously Threatening Digital Security

“

The International Organization for Standardization (ISO) defines data as “a
representation of information that can be reinterpreted in a formal manner
suitable for communication, interpretation, or processing”35. According to this
definition, information can be regarded as the specific content of data, while data
is a form of expression of information. In the legal field, jurists have gradually
realized the huge potential value and research significance of legal data, thus
incorporating data into legal research scope, and the term “data” frequently
appears in Chinese legal provisions. The Data Security Law, implemented in
September 2021, defines data as “any record of information in electronic or other
forms.” However, improper use of algorithms can cause harm to personal data,
which will continue to restrict the healthy and stable development of digital
platform economy.

Platform economy differs from traditional economic operation models. FExist-
ing legal systems find it difficult to apply to current platform economy sectors.
Platform economy relies on the internet and takes data as the key factor, while
data security faces huge challenges. Personal information is easily leaked, sub-
sequently triggering a series of social problems. For example, telecom fraud
can illegally collect citizen information based on existing legal loopholes and
then conduct precise fraud. Another example: in 2020, Facebook’s illegal collec-
tion of user data was identified as abuse of market dominance. This judgment
by Germany’s highest court directly impacted Facebook’s business operation
model of conducting precise advertising pushes through analyzing user data.
The investigation began in 2016, focusing on whether Facebook abused its mar-
ket advantage position by improperly using user data without user consent36.
The focus of this investigation was that data factors became the core issue of
German anti-monopoly cases for the first time.
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In the digital economy era, data has become a key production factor and an
important resource for obtaining market competitive advantages, comparable
to “the oil of the twenty-first century”37. However, due to high data process-
ing thresholds, data oligarchs monopolizing data resources, and network effects
caused by user scale, data monopoly has emerged38. Improper use of data
can constitute important market entry barriers, seriously threatening personal
information security, disrupting market fair competition order, and even exac-
erbating market monopoly39. Under market monopoly, unclear data property
rights not only hinder data property transactions and rights protection but also
easily cause personal information abuse and even endanger national security40.
Data security supervision faces the following dilemmas: First, the rights plat-
forms enjoy over personal information and the scope of sharing are unclear, mak-
ing it difficult to hold platforms accountable. Second, new types of monopoly
agreements, new types of abuse of market dominance behaviors, and new types
of business concentration have caused serious damage to personal information,
bringing new challenges to anti-monopoly enforcement41.

(Z) Proliferation of Big Data Price Discrimination

Platform operators analyze and predict market data resources through algo-
rithms, analyze and #i# consumers’ payment intentions, set personalized pric-
ing, with the typical manifestation being the “big data price discrimination”
phenomenon. To improve user experience, platforms inevitably use big data
technology to analyze users’ past behaviors, attach different labels to different
users, which inevitably leads to different information interfaces for different
users. This behavior is called “big data price discrimination.” Big data price
discrimination is reflected in many aspects, such as pushing similar news or
advertisements that users frequently browse according to user preferences. In
shopping platforms, the “big data price discrimination” phenomenon seriously
damages consumer rights and interests. For example, different consumers on
the same platform face different prices for the same product, which is often
characterized as price discrimination and sometimes called “big data overcharg-
ing.” This is obviously unfair to consumers, but since consumers are passive
recipients of platform information, it is difficult for them to discover that they
have fallen into the trap of big data price discrimination.

Big data price discrimination incidents are common: In e-commerce platforms,
in November 2021, Ms. Han found when shopping on JD.com that the price
when placing an order with a premium account was 25 yuan more expensive
than with an infrequently used account, because ordinary accounts had avail-
able coupons. In online travel platforms, in July 2020, a diamond VIP user on
Ctrip software booked a luxury room and later found it was twice as expensive
as for ordinary travelers. In ride-hailing platforms, in 2020, a survey report from
Fudan University showed that users with Android phones enjoyed greater dis-
counts, while users with iPhones had significantly lower discounts than Android
users. In food delivery platforms, in March 2021, complaints about “big data
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price discrimination” to Shanghai’s citizen hotline increased significantly42.

Big data price discrimination essentially reflects first-degree price discrimina-
tion. Platforms collect and analyze data information saved by consumers on
the internet, use algorithms and other technologies to tailor prices for each
user, and complete the “price discrimination” operation. Big data price dis-
crimination methods are highly technical, strongly concealed, and highly accu-
rate43, making them difficult to detect. In the process of data collection and
analysis, personal information of users is often collected. During this process,
whether personal information is infringed upon and whether consumers’ legit-
imate rights and interests are damaged make it difficult to identify whether
platform enterprises have violated regulations. Platforms that operate in vio-
lation of regulations should be regulated and constrained by law, but China
faces many dilemmas regarding big data price discrimination: First, big data
price discrimination has a wide impact range, evidence collection is difficult,
existing laws have difficulty determining the constitutive elements of big data
price discrimination, and the identification of violations is relatively general
and vague, lacking targeted identification standards. Second, the personal in-
formation protection system is not perfect, the boundary of usage permissions
between platform enterprises and users is unclear, and user personal data protec-
tion lacks effective relief channels, with imperfect ex-post relief systems. Third,
there is insufficient governance of big data price discrimination tools, inadequate
supervision of algorithmic technology, and a lack of a complete responsibility
identification system.

(m) Causing Serious Income Distribution Inequality

On the one hand, the emergence of digital economy has &# ed market opera-
tion models, helping to build a sharing economy, but accompanied by brand-
new social distribution methods, traditional income distribution models will
face reshuffling44. The emergence of digital economy creates new economic
forms, bringing a large number of new employment opportunities to society,
and platform economy has had a significant impact on employment structure
in terms of individual skills, industries, and sectors45. However, the develop-
ment of platform economy still cannot escape the curse of the 80/20 rule. With
the m#F of platform economy, the wealth gap among residents has significantly
widened, which runs counter to China’s advocacy of “common prosperity.” On
the other hand, while the digital economy brings new employment opportuni-
ties, it also causes the risk of unemployment for some groups, thereby affecting
social stability. Jobs with simple and repetitive work content and low technical
requirements are more easily replaced by intelligent devices. The book “The
Future of the Professions: How Technology Will Change Human Expert Work”
predicts new trends for many professions, such as teachers, lawyers, doctors, and
other professions that will be replaced by artificial intelligence machines46. If,
as predicted in the book, even some high-skill jobs we consider will be replaced,
some low-skill positions will be even more vulnerable. As far as China is con-
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cerned, most manufacturing is at the mid-to-low end, and many positions have
low requirements for workers. This group is extremely vulnerable to being re-
placed by intelligent machines, and these workers have no special skills, so they
may face survival difficulties. To achieve common prosperity in China, the most
important link should be to increase the income level of low-income groups47.
Platform economy monopoly phenomena reduce workers’ employment levels,
affect residents’ income distribution, lead to widening wealth gaps, and thus
hinder the realization of common prosperity.

The new forms of labor organization in digital platforms lead to unstable em-
ployment and wages48. In the digital economy era, people can work remotely
or even from home, making the boundary between work and rest difficult to
divide and Z#f increasing work intensity. Currently, the protection of labor
rights and interests of platform workers has become a difficult problem faced
by countries worldwide. Platform economy has typical social security problems.
To adapt to the changes of the times, Western countries are actively improving
their national labor law systems. If bottom-level workers cannot BEfE emerg-
ing positions or cannot obtain effective social security, they are very likely to
evolve into social instability factors and even become stumbling blocks for the
stable development of platform economy. In recent years, unemployed persons
in some countries have not been properly resettled and compensated, populism
has emerged, accelerating de-globalization, and China should learn from this
experience. The digital technology behind platform economy represents a skill-
biased technological progress49, meaning that some positions put forward higher
requirements for workers, and only those with certain professional knowledge
reserves can BfE emerging jobs, which will lead to skill bargaining by high-
skill workers. Platform monopolistic behaviors exacerbate inequality in some
aspects, may even lead to imbalances between regions, urban and rural areas,
and industries, further widening income gaps, increasing the digital divide, and
thus hindering the realization of common prosperity. Platform monopoly caus-
ing serious income distribution inequality faces the following main regulatory
dilemmas: First, existing laws have blurred boundaries for identifying worker
exploitation, and implicit exploitation is difficult to detect. Second, uncoor-
dinated regional development, unbalanced digital infrastructure construction,
and there remains a large digital divide between urban and rural areas. Third,
different groups have different information cognitive abilities, there are large
gaps in digital technology application capabilities, and low-skill workers have
lower salariesb0. Therefore, how to appropriately adjust income distribution is
another major challenge.

IV. Legal Response to Platform Economy Anti-monopoly

Currently, China’s platform economy faces a series of difficult problems such
as platform “choose one of two platforms,” “big data price discrimination,”
and data monopoly. These not only damage market fair competition order,
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infringe upon consumers’ legitimate rights and interests, but also cause data
insecurity and other consequences, seriously affecting income distribution and
hindering the realization of common prosperity. “Anti-monopoly law is a tool
to achieve political missions; anti-monopoly law and its litigation are mainly
for implementing public policy”51. The implementation of anti-monopoly law
should maintain maximum neutrality, objectivity, and integrity, strictly follow-
ing due process principles. Due to defects in the anti-monopoly system, existing
anti-monopoly law cannot adapt to the current platform economy monopoly sit-
uation. Based on this, China should improve the existing anti-monopoly legal
system and supporting measures at the legislative level; innovate digital law
enforcement methods for efficient anti-monopoly at the law enforcement level;
give full play to judicial safeguards, increase punishment intensity at the judicial
level; and build a diversified, multi-subject dynamic regulatory system at the
regulatory level.

(—) Legislative Level—Improving the Existing Anti-monopoly Legal
System

Monopolistic behaviors in the platform economy sector are increasingly severe,
abuse of market dominance is becoming more rampant, and monopoly means
are becoming more concealed. From the initial “choose one of two platforms”
and predatory pricing to today’s cross-border competition and new types of
monopoly agreements, it is increasingly difficult to effectively identify whether
digital platforms have abused market dominance. Therefore, there is an urgent
need to improve the anti-monopoly legal system, perfect supporting measures
for regulating platform economy monopoly behaviors, and relevant provisions
on platform economy monopoly litigation.

First, improve the anti-monopoly legal system. The digital economy system is
an organic unified whole, and its institutional system should also have structural
and orderly characteristics to ensure its unity, integrity, and self-consistency. In-
stitutional change is the source of power for a field to move forward, and any
sub-link of institutional change may affect its overall development. In the digital
economy era, there is an urgent need to improve the national governance sys-
tem, especially innovation in building a digital governance system and perfect-
ing the digital institutional system. As a rule system maintaining social order,
the institutional system can influence the development trend of digital econ-
omy by playing an incentive and restraint mechanism, becoming a coordination
and guarantee mechanism for the healthy and stable development of platform
economy. Competition can stimulate innovation, and innovation will intensify
competition. Therefore, law must both protect legitimate innovation and play
the role of incentive mechanism, requiring the establishment of an innovation
exemption mechanism to encourage innovation. China should explore and build
an institutional system suitable for the development of platform economy pro-
ductivity, including property rights systems, data security guarantee systems,
and enterprise innovation systems. Anti-monopoly law is called the “economic

chinarxiv.org/items/chinaxiv-202304.00881 Machine Translation


https://chinarxiv.org/items/chinaxiv-202304.00881

ChinaRxiv [$X]

constitution” by academia and is regarded as super law52. In the Anti-monopoly
Law, improve the identification standards for monopolistic behaviors, dynam-
ically analyze merger and acquisition behaviors between platforms, introduce
new competitors, and improve the measurement methods for relevant market
definition and market dominance53, providing detailed explanations and identifi-
cation standards for monopoly factors such as restricting competition, excluding
competition, and monopoly agreements. Strengthen research on data, classify
and encrypt platform economy massive data assets according to confidential-
ity levelsb4. Establish traffic distribution mechanisms, add judgment factors
such as whether data, algorithmic technology, and personal information are
abused, formulate more complete competition damage identification standards,
and increase platforms’ justifiable reasons for defense on the basis of reasonably
protecting consumers’ legitimate rights and interests55, which is conducive to
improving the law enforcement efficiency of relevant departments on platform
monopolistic behaviors. At the same time, prevent over-regulation56 to avoid
hindering innovation development.

Second, improve supporting measures for regulating platform economy
monopoly behaviors. To standardize platform economy data construction,
platform economy should be firmly positioned as having socialist public owner-
ship attributes57. When determining platform “choose one of two platforms”
behaviors, comprehensively consider whether the behavior damages market
fair competition, deprives users’ autonomous choice rights, disrupts market
order, and causes social losses. For example, introduce the abuse of relative
advantage position system, establish data portability rights and algorithmic
interpretation rules, strengthen legal regulation on platform algorithmic
discrimination and data infringement. At the same time, allow platforms
to conduct justifiability defense within the reasonable principle framework
in the Anti-unfair Competition Law, and incorporate the “proportionality
principle”58 into consideration. Since algorithmic defects can easily trigger
algorithmic collusion and subsequently implement monopolistic behaviors,
algorithmic norms should be standardized and algorithmic risks should be
regulated in a timely manner59. To achieve efficient utilization of platform
data, secure data sharing should be guaranteed, and a “multi-governance”
system for data resources should be built. To effectively address monopoly
phenomena that may be caused by digital technology, digital taxes should be
considered60. Finally, improve the identification standards for big data “price
discrimination” behaviors and personal information protection systems in
laws and regulations, make data usage public and transparent, refine relevant
identification standards, and introduce scenario risk theory.

Third, improve relevant provisions on China’s platform economy monopoly liti-
gation. Given that anti-monopoly civil public interest litigation has a wide scope
of cases and unique preventive functions61, the Anti-monopoly Law should de-
fine the concept of anti-monopoly civil public interest litigation and improve
its identification standards. Since the anti-monopoly civil public interest litiga-
tion system aims to protect social public interests, to build a complete platform
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economy anti-monopoly legal system, China should clarify the scope of “social
public interests” in the platform data field. The standardization of due process
is an indispensable key link to facilitate anti-monopoly public interest litiga-
tion. The burden of proof should be reasonably allocated, inter-departmental
coordination and cooperation mechanisms should be improved, fair competition
reviews should be conducted regularly, platform operation conditions should
be evaluated, and a series of systems for anti-monopoly enforcement should
be improved. In addition, fair competition review should have the neutral
attribute of institutional foundation and the proper attribute of institutional
procedures, actively and effectively promoting mechanism optimization and ef-
fectiveness improvement of the fair competition review system. Improve data
trading markets, perfect data factor property rights and their trading systems,
improve intellectual property competitiveness, guarantee independent innova-
tion and original innovation of platform enterprises, effectively connect various
links of innovation transformation, and effectively protect the interests of data
providers. Pay timely attention to the development and changes of platform
enterprises, balance the competitive advantages and disadvantages of various
platform enterprises, give play to the role of government, and effectively reduce
platform monopolistic behaviors.

To achieve high-quality development of platform economy, all types of platform
enterprises should be treated equally, ensuring equal rules and equal rights and
obligations between different platforms, without special restrictions on platform
enterprises, and smooth platform appeal channels.

(=) Law Enforcement Level—Innovating Digital Supervision and Law
Enforcement Methods

The competition and monopolistic behaviors of platform enterprises are highly
concealed, increasing the difficulty of platform supervision and law enforcement.
During law enforcement, it is often difficult to grasp the timing and scope of
law enforcement, and the cost of investigation and evidence collection is high.
Article 11 of China’s Anti-monopoly Law clearly stipulates that anti-monopoly
supervision forces should be strengthened and the modernization level of super-
vision capabilities and systems should be improved. This is not only to adapt to
the changes of the times but also to improve the scientificity and effectiveness
of supervision.

First, use digital technology for law enforcement and scientific anti-monopoly. In
the digital information era, digital law enforcement methods should be strength-
ened, the application efficiency of digital technology should be improved, the
scope of digital law enforcement should be expanded, and the transparency
of anti-monopoly law enforcement in the platform economy sector should be
enhanced. Use multiple methods to accurately identify and determine algorith-
mic collusion62, “establish a neutral algorithm review institution”63, improve
algorithmic transparency64, promote algorithmic governance, and use algorith-
mic technology to improve anti-monopoly law enforcement effectiveness. Take
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scientific law enforcement methods as the strategic fulcrum for digital economy
innovation and fair competition among platform enterprises, accelerate the pace
of government digital transformation, and formulate strategic plans for digital
economy development. In the face of new characteristics of platform enter-
prises, make good use of the double-edged sword of information technology. To
keep pace with the times, the government should utilize advanced digital tech-
nology means to innovate governance methods, improve the scientificity and
effectiveness of platform governance, and rationally respond to new challenges
brought by new technologies. Using data crawling technology65 can achieve
low-cost, high-efficiency acquisition of needed data, help realize data openness
and sharing, improve anti-monopoly precision. Strengthen the innovative appli-
cation of big data, algorithms, blockchain, and other technologies, collect and
analyze data from various platform enterprises, timely judge and analyze on-
line public opinion on social network platforms, timely verify and investigate
false reports on online media platforms, and timely conduct investigation and
tracking on financial transaction platforms, improve government supervision ef-
ficiency, reduce supervision costs, effectively identify monopolistic behaviors,
and effectively maintain the healthy development of platform enterprises.

Second, use blockchain technology for law enforcement and efficient anti-
monopoly. Technology is neutral. Blockchain technology can be used by
platforms to implement monopolistic behaviors, but it can also be used by
governments to implement anti-monopoly behaviors. Blockchain technology
has characteristics such as “decentralization and distribution”66. The “de-
centralization” of blockchain can eliminate monopoly67, and this advantage
can be used for anti-monopoly law enforcement. The internal mechanism of
platform economy monopolistic behaviors originates from platform economy
itself68. To eliminate platform monopolistic behaviors from the root, a new
model can be explored with platform self-governance as the main approach
and legal external supervision as a supplement, which can effectively resolve
platform data monopoly and reduce law enforcement costs.

(Z£) Judicial Level—Giving Full Play to Judicial Safeguards and In-
creasing Punishment Intensity

The competition behaviors of platform economy are complex and changeable,
and monopolistic behaviors have &% impacts, even causing survival crises for
small and medium-sized enterprises. Therefore, anti-monopoly poses new chal-
lenges to the timeliness and effectiveness of law enforcement efficiency and ju-
dicial safeguards. Existing legal relief measures obviously lack timeliness and
effectiveness.

First, improve the judicial safeguard system. As the bottom-line safeguard,
the judiciary should promote institutional supply and balance institutional de-
mand, and improve the behavior relief solution system centered on open data69.
Effectively save transaction costs in the institutional operation process to im-
prove resource allocation efficiency, implement strict anti-monopoly regulation
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and other fair competition systems, and strengthen data property rights protec-
tion. At the same time, improve the effectiveness of digital economy security
systems, enhance the legalization level of the digital economy era, strengthen
the innovation effects of digital economy innovation systems, make good use of
the institutional dividends of digital economy opening systems, and improve tax
collection and management systems related to the digital economy. Simultane-
ously optimize the measurement and assessment systems related to the digital
economy, and build digital economy-related security guarantee systems.

Second, strengthen cross-departmental coordination and cooperation and inter-
national exchange and cooperation. Strengthen the crackdown on illegal and
criminal behaviors of platform enterprises, enhance cross-departmental joint
crackdown capabilities, improve the connection mechanisms between different
departments, and establish a long-term mechanism for cross-departmental coor-
dination and cooperation. Focus on rectifying behaviors of illegally collecting
and trading citizens’ personal information. Once platform system supervision
loopholes are discovered, timely feedback and notification should be given to
effectively protect citizens’ personal information security and maintain healthy
and R operation of platforms. Promote the construction of a network se-
curity guarantee cooperation mechanism, improve the digital social credit sys-
tem, perfect platform credit systems, accelerate the cultivation of credit plat-
form markets, and improve the scientificity, security, reliability, and compliance
of platforms. At the same time, platform economy anti-monopoly is a com-
mon problem faced globally. International exchange and cooperation should
be strengthened, and advanced anti-monopoly experiences from other countries
should be learned. For example, Germany has relatively complete basic laws
on anti-monopoly, and the European Union and other countries have relatively
complete supporting guidelines on anti-monopoly.

Third, strengthen the primary responsibilities and behavioral norms of platform
enterprises and increase punishment intensity. As transaction media, digital
platforms enjoy independent pricing rights. Platforms should maintain neu-
trality and enhance social responsibility awareness. Establish a mechanism of
credit incentives for trustworthy platforms and punishment for untrustworthy
platforms between industries, build a market supervision system based on credit,
set restrictions and prohibitions, raise industry entry thresholds, and promote
the healthy and orderly development of platform economy. The development of
platform economy concerns global economic development. Platform behaviors
should be strictly regulated, and unfair competition behaviors such as damaging
consumers’ legitimate rights and interests, damaging other operators’ legitimate
operation rights, disrupting market fair competition order, and abusing market
dominance should be severely cracked down on. The purpose of anti-monopoly
is often economic benefits. The punishment and compensation mechanism for
violating platform enterprises should be strengthened to combat platform mo-
nopolistic behaviors and protect the legitimate rights and interests of other
subjects through economic sanctions. The compensation amounts for monopo-
listic behaviors in China’s existing laws are relatively low and cannot achieve the
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purpose of punishment. For platform enterprises that repeatedly implement mo-
nopolistic behaviors, punitive damages should be implemented, and those who
seriously damage market fair competition order should be subject to criminal
punishment to increase the cost of violations.

(m) Regulatory Level—Building a Diversified, Multi-Subject Plat-
form Economy Regulatory System

Platform economy presents typical dynamics, with significant uncertainty and
unpredictability, while existing anti-monopoly law systems are oriented toward
static analysis, focusing mainly on ex-post regulation. The anti-monopoly reg-
ulation of platform enterprises should not one-sidedly emphasize strict supervi-
sion and heavy punishment. The focus lies in regulatory transformation, and the
essence lies in regulatory innovation70. To effectively practice “development and
regulation equally emphasized,” both enterprises and users should actively par-
ticipate in platform governance. Establish a dynamic supervision concept, build
a new regulatory mechanism, conduct full-chain supervision from pre-event to
in-event to post-event, highlighting the precision, effectiveness, and scientificity
of supervision. Give play to the roles of multiple subjects such as government,
platforms, and users in supervision, forming a multi-governance pattern of gov-
ernment supervision, market entity autonomy, industry self-discipline, and so-
cial supervision, and promote the strengthening of platforms’ self-management
and supervision capabilities. Taking “gatekeepers” as the focus of supervision
has legal and efficiency rationality71.

First, innovate government supervision models. The government has credibil-
ity and should build a complete platform supervision index system, strengthen
digital market research in the platform economy sector, design detailed super-
vision procedures, timely follow up measurement and assessment work, and
fairly assess market competition status. Conduct dynamic supervision of plat-
forms, for example, dynamically analyzing merger and acquisition behaviors
between platforms72. China holds an “inclusive and prudent” attitude toward
platform economy development73. To adapt to new technologies and new mod-
els that dynamically evolve in the digital economy era, inclusive and prudent
supervision should be implemented, continuously innovating platform supervi-
sion means, exploring the establishment of an intelligent supervision framework,
avoiding excessive supervision, and preventing excessive government interven-
tion. Strengthen business concentration control and prohibit malicious exclu-
sive behaviors74. Explore the construction of data commons, promote data
openness and sharing, strengthen data management and protection, enhance
digital market trust, encourage decentralized data storage, and curb monopoly
caused by centralized storage75. At the same time, strengthen platform super-
vision, security supervision, and information supervision, improve systems such
as anti-monopoly review, platform security review, and personal information
review. Focus on standardizing regulatory agency settings, encourage agency
reorganization, clarify regulatory responsibilities of all parties, and establish and
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improve local-level regulatory organizational systems.

Second, innovate platform self-governance means. Platform enterprises promote
platform economy development, establish industry associations76, and experts
with professional knowledge regularly conduct risk assessments on platform en-
terprises to nip illegal and &M behaviors in the bud. When necessary, industry
regulation can be introduced. At the same time, strengthen supervision on big
data and algorithm security. Formulate risk levels, set maximum and minimum
thresholds, and establish risk red and green lines. Once platform enterprises
cross the red line, promptly notify enterprises to make corrections, reduce en-
terprise operation risks, give operators opportunities to correct mistakes, and
for platform enterprises that refuse to implement corrections, then deal with
them according to regulations. In addition, improve platform financial super-
vision rules, which is conducive to systematically preventing platform financial
risks and maintaining the healthy and stable development of platform economy.
Accelerate the pace of platform enterprise transformation, boldly innovate plat-
form economy models, inject more vitality into society, implement social security
systems for platform workers, follow national policy guidance, and regulate op-
erations. Platform entrepreneurs can establish platform operator associations,
regularly report on platform enterprise operation status, and simultaneously
answer questions for small and medium-sized platform enterprises. Platforms
should support each other and avoid abusing market dominance.

Third, regulate platform user behaviors. The importance of platform users for
the healthy operation of platforms is self-evident. Platform user groups are
active participants in platform enterprises, related to the survival and develop-
ment of platform enterprises, and constitute an important component of plat-
form governance. On the one hand, platform users should actively exercise their
supervision rights, conduct legal supervision on the daily operations of platform
enterprises, and promptly and proactively report to relevant departments when
discovering that platform enterprises have behaviors such as monopolizing mar-
kets and unfair competition that disrupt the business environment. On the
other hand, platform users should be guided to form autonomous organizations,
encouraged to solve problems through internal consultation as much as possi-
ble, and explore new governance models such as merchant alliances and seller
alliances. At the same time, users should strictly abide by platform rules, regu-
late and constrain their own behaviors, be responsible for their own words and
actions, ensure they do not use platform rule loopholes or technical loopholes
to illegally profit or maliciously smear peer competitors, with the purpose of
promoting the healthy operation of platform economy.

Fourth, give play to social supervision effectiveness. Platform economy is no
longer a cold advanced term but a common platform connecting people’s daily
needs that concerns every citizen’s vital interests. Every citizen enjoys super-
vision rights, and everyone should use the rights in their hands to contribute
to the normalized supervision of platform economy. At the same time, improve
the incentive mechanism for social public supervision of platform operations,
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timely reward those whose reports are verified as true, and impose fines and
other punishments on malicious competitors who make false reports, in order
to give play to public supervision effectiveness. In addition, various civil society
organizations, industry associations, and other subjects should be encouraged
to actively participate in platform governance, forming a new pattern of multi-
subject coordinated supervision, and jointly creating a fair and orderly platform
governance environment.

In today’s era, platform economy is increasingly closely connected with var-
ious fields of social development. The development of platform economy is
profoundly changing human lifestyles, social production methods, and national
social governance methods. However, the digital economy is only a means for
national development, while the sharing economy is the purpose of social de-
velopment. Nowadays, with the in-depth development of platform economy,
the lag of law itself is increasingly prominent. How to effectively strengthen
anti-monopoly regulation in the platform economy sector has become a global
consensus. As far as China is concerned, the anti-monopoly contradictions in
the platform economy sector are sharp. How to effectively respond to platform
economy dilemmas through anti-monopoly regulation has become an urgent
problem that needs to be solved by academia and practice. Improving China’s
existing anti-monopoly legal system, perfecting supporting measures for regulat-
ing platform economy monopoly behaviors, and improving relevant provisions
on platform economy monopoly litigation are particularly important. Innovat-
ing digital law enforcement methods, improving the application efficiency of
digital technology, expanding the scope of digital law enforcement, and im-
proving the transparency of anti-monopoly law enforcement in the platform
economy sector should also be prioritized. Strengthening data property rights
protection, improving the effectiveness of digital economy security guarantee
systems, enhancing the legalization level of the digital economy era, strength-
ening the crackdown on illegal and criminal behaviors of platform enterprises,
and establishing a long-term mechanism for cross-departmental joint crackdown
on illegal and criminal behaviors that endanger data security should be imple-
mented. Building a diversified, multi-subject regulatory system and establishing
a new regulatory mechanism that connects the entire process from pre-event to
in-event to post-event should be improved. Through the above measures, the
situation of digital resource sharing, efficient digital governance, strong digital
security guarantees, and mutually beneficial digital cooperation can be achieved.

Note: Figure translations are in progress. See original paper for figures.

Source: ChinaXiv — Machine translation. Verify with original.
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