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The Panel is not aware of any other legal proceedings which are pending or decided and which relate to the disputed domain name.

The Complainant is the owner of the following (amongst other) registrations of the word mark BIOMERIEUX:
e International mark no. 933598 registered on 12 June 2007 in classes 1, 5,9 and 10;
e International mark no. 1392389 registered on 25 October 2017 in classes 35, 37, 41, 42 and 44;

e EU mark no. 017912668 registered on 20 October 2018 with filing date 5 June 2018 in classes 1, 5, 9, 10, 35, 37, 41, 42 and 44.

The Complainant is a biotechnology company specialising in products for diagnosing infectious diseases. It was founded in 1963
and now serves more than 160 countries through 43 subsidiaries with a group turnover of 4 billion Euros.

In most countries group companies operate under the name bioMérieux. The Complainant also owns various domain names
comprising biomerieux and generic or descriptive elements, including <biomerieux.com>, <biomerieux.net> and <biomerieux.org>. It
has a principal website at


https://udrp.adr.eu/
http://www.biomerieux.com/

The disputed domain name, <biomeriaeux.com>, was registered by the Respondent on 10 September 2025. It does not locate any
active web page. However, MX records have been set up for this domain name.

The Complainant contends that the requirements of the Policy have been met and that the disputed domain name should be
transferred to it.

No administratively compliant Response has been filed.

The Panel finds that the Complainant has registered rights in the mark BIOMERIEUX. The Panel further finds that the disputed
domain name is confusingly similar to this mark, from which it differs only in the insertion of the letter "a" and the addition of the
generic top level domain. It is clearly a case of typosquatting.

The Complainant has, to the satisfaction of the Panel, shown the disputed domain name is identical or confusingly similar to a
trademark or service mark in which the Complainant has rights within the meaning of paragraph 4(a)(i) of the Policy.

The Panel finds on the undisputed information provided by the Complainant that the Respondent has not used or made preparations
to use the disputed domain name for any bona fide offering of goods or services or for any legitimate non-commercial or fair use.

It is also evident that the Respondent is not commonly known by the disputed domain name or any corresponding name and that it
has not been authorised by the Complainant to use or register any such name.

There is no other plausible basis on which the Respondent could claim any right or legitimate interest in the disputed domain name
or any corresponding name.

The Complainant has, to the satisfaction of the Panel, shown the Respondent to have no rights or legitimate interests in respect of
the disputed domain name within the meaning of paragraph 4(a)(ii) of the Policy.

Given the very substantial reputation of the Complainant under its distinctive mark BIOMERIEUX, established long before the
disputed domain name was registered, any bona fide use of the latter, which is in the nature of a typosquat, would be implausible.
The Panel accordingly infers that it has been registered and is being passively used by the Respondent in bad faith.

The Complainant has, to the satisfaction of the Panel, shown that the disputed domain name has been registered and is being used
in bad faith within the meaning of paragraph 4(a)(iii) of the Policy.

The Panel is satisfied that all procedural requirements under UDRP were met and there is no other reason why it would be
inappropriate to provide a decision.

Typosquat of the principal mark of a substantial biotechnology company. No bona fide use has been made and none is plausible.
Bad faith registration and passive use inferred.
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