[ BB S LB 2 5 (20234E11) |

TAVAR ST X MEICET 2
GHOSH (1)

—Hovenkamp #(%® [ MO # & K HEAORH—

A BREC s

13 C&HIZ —#E —Hovenkamp DOES
— Rule of reason & #¥IFR
1 REEM
2 RN EE
3 HUARE I o A
4 SR YLD IR
= ZEEEEE Quick Look FiE
Per Se Rule 12 & 2 5F74 3 2 b D iy
GG RO E e
3 FFLFETS O B RERE
(D) JF IS Rl 75 4
(2) 14
) X O HIBHTE OB TE
4 BRI O R - HEE RO (MR, A5)
5 —IBHRMEHEH~NOT Ta—F
(1) 'Quick Look FHEL| X [ X T FilRED R |
(2) Quick Look FHDFIK & UL W — AIFEHEOTEH)
6 /NT v REH
= Rule of Reason EIE D i
1 Per Se Rule LoD
2 Thho&Eo (EF) MR s RS

(SR

C77)



MIFERGRY: VB 2 5
(D) o 7ohgzgm
(2) WL AL AT A F N HilR
3 REK (RS HE)
(D) #MEZIRENTN L TR & sk
(2) A FIBss - T—HI7sATE) ) b [ 72 47E)
4 WERATFHFZICHDAZN (6T ] OFlR
5 FIM M EEME BT B hE
M Rule of Reason Di#E A & #EE L DH/S
1 PR 78 2L EAT A B 1 % 3K O B
2 MEM P TEN 0 B ST o B
3 MEAYSHE & Rule of Reason
4 HlAEDSNIcRENET & KOFHET
B OIME
EEE—HREEADHR

LI —1HE—

AR§E, TAVARD SR MEOHLINIETH 5 v v —< VIEILE
1 BRI T H 2 S F O FAI « rule of reason I35 & DT
Hb, TITIE, FT, TAVAOK NS R MESHOE - AFZDOV L
h T & % Herbert J. Hovenkamp iﬂ(’ﬁl)@ rule of reason i % sl B B
TB5IEICEST, FEDEZ TS rule of reason %ﬁzﬁ)i)i', E DY rule

(1) Hovenkamp %3, EXIThk > TRV VINANZTRFO—Z 7 —
VTR A2 MEEZHYS L TETEY, 2018 The Rule of Reason] 3,
% A% Florida Law Review (2% L72ii X TH 5, DIl &k - TH D
rule of reason IZXt 3 % E 2 H DD P ERA 5, Tl B BECHRITIK
DB Y TdH %, Hovenkamp, 2018 The rule of Reason, 70 Fra. L. Rev. 81

(2018).

(2) METTAVAK M Z MECBI 25O (hiefiid 2017
g, LIF, & Mool &4 5), Bk, AXKRTFEIIENT,
FETd 5 rule of reason & 3 % 03] SAE LS 0 TROSE ORRFE I
FHTH, GHOKBEIE WS X0 HEFETH 5 rule of reason MHHE I

2 (78)



TAVAKN T Z MEICBTA2AHlEH] (1)
of reason DA I » TWeh AR T S L2 HNET 5,

WRIZ, FEZ DM TH 5 rule of reason iy « FHLD FHE IZE A
Mo TeDENERGET 5 2 E1Xh b, 7272, Tho 2 >0 HIEMESIC
L BDTIRE L, ALEFEDREFTICIRIE S ®7541 5 Hovenkamp ##%
@ rule of reason # % JEF L, &I E%kh&“@ﬂﬁ(%)h” 5L CHEL
@ rule of reason IZBIT AWFEICKYI 0 2D iF et &S,

Hovenkamp D#EE

Hovenkamp 1%, FIZENTIRD X H 1Tl XT3, HFHATIZE, rule
of reason ® FTIEEALDHVTEBIKRT 2D THY, I T, I
HITH LT, Wi & F - T B85 O RS 178 2 3 TEE T B
LIICERT B, HAMHEITH [GHI] TH 5 tfnum'd‘élc‘:(i, B b
7Zb@%ﬂ%ﬁbbﬁ?ﬂﬁﬁ?%l&%%%?%o:@:&H,E
FSZ D [ZhHK - 45812 &iiiﬁﬁﬁﬂ"]f“&%@ per se rule ® %
BT, —RMISRNEEI N A LB K, KRR EsE, =
&L'C%@ﬁifw)%ﬂﬁﬁ‘fﬁéi‘ﬁ?ﬁﬂéh%@'é%éo 7272, per se rule
OHPHIIRD SN TETHE D, [Naked» H 5 I F | OMMERE KRS

HahTtuha I ExffidLTE <,

(3) ZDEXIBEZIZE >R, EHOWFE T —< Th 5 rule of rea-
son i 2201 TAR 1T WFFEE & U T HAR U 7 B4E 020184, Hovenkamp #({%
Mrule of reason A FE LM S TH S, LI, HH, K TR MES
FOETITDO > THIMIZTHEL T2 D0, rule of reason IZ[¥ L
TIREMTMN ZFEETH D, rule of reason ICBALTE LD THM LD
DEFRRL TV Lo EBRUIE > Tz, TOASARLTIHIEIZL
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(13) 221US. 502 (1911). AFZDLTIE, FifBiE 2, fiE [AHOFAI
% 1% [ Rule of Reason ®EY | KU 4 75 [ Standard Oil RO %5 &
BFEH | ThthTun s,

(14) HHI12 & 5T, O Hovenkamp D EFRFHRMTE XL H - 720
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DA 78 5 A REPE R E U &R LT 3, Hovenkamp, supra note 1, at 87.

(26) Sherman Act, ch 647, 26 Stat. 209 (1890) (codified as amended at 15
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MEIC LT R~ B0, 52 2 HEO WL HE] % T4 ko
BaoOER] ELTATD, Thid, AXTHERTVL S X5 Mo %
EThHB, TAVAMEIE b HH=LHETHAH, —NITE, 7V
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BRI 2 Bk U 7S S SRR A& 3 3 2 BAk A TIT A3, A EIRAE
BfR 2 "R 5 —T, LTSNS AT 2 EROMATHIS FREEL, @
W, BHELBWDOTH S, ST, Twombly HikiZ, iz R%E3
BATAMOK b5 2 MEHIE LT, 350 MIREN T 2k

(32) Id. at 550-51

(33)  See Herbert Hovenkamp, The Pleading Problem in Antitrust Cases and
Beyond, 95 Towa L. Rev. 55, 64 (1010).

(34)  See id. at 56.

(35)  Twombly, 550 U.S. at 556.
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PR S BIT OREERI, ThEELERLENL 72D TH S, L

(36) Hovenkamp, supra note 1, at 88

BT FIZIFRD LRk %S, Robert G. Bone, Twombly, Pleading Rules, and
the Regulation of Court Access, 94 Towa L. Rev. 873, 881 (2009).

(38) See, e.g., Simpson v. Sanderson Farms, Inc., 774 F3d 702, 710-11 (11th
Cir. 2014). GEHITH % KR 2~ Twombly HIPt ® T T, rule of reason % H
WA T A NOEEE, BT 2 BRI O Z M T B LR T
Z1HiT, ZOHNLTIE BT 24 E AT ICER LB S0
DTH5, TR bDOJEHNL, BHEHITH L THILTSH 5@ 51i50RK
B EITIC DO THFE LOXRAFIRT 52X ICHERTE2DTH5S),

(39)  See Alexander A. Reinert, The Burden of Pleading, 162 U. Pa. L. Rev.
1767, 1768-69 (2014). #ild, HFRENFOMAITIILL, FHEICHYUT S
FETHD I LERNTN D, T, ZWT 3HRETM L @A T OFRE
HEZBNT, OB U TR TLAXELT, RO b
DM H 5, Arthur R. Miller, Simplified Pleading Meaningful Days in Court,
and Trials on the Merits: Reflections on the Deformation of Federal Procedure,
88 N.Y.U.L. Rev. 286, 331-32 (2013).
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TAVAKN T Z MEICBTA2AHlEH] (1)

MU, Twombly FlikiZ, & LEFETH B2 013, #En, Hishh %
Al dp B UV IHERF S AMEMICH » 7-—> b L 132 NLL Lo R 12
EITICER L, HEE, TORBHNREITICX > THEEWH 722 &
EANLGIET A EMPBETH L LHIZbNns, FHIRDONWHI ZEE2XS
RIS 5 1F, MEH N Thperserule D FTH B 51E, TD
ST T, 130 per se rule I2 & 2 4R#EDREEM TR I NIER
SBWODTHS, bbAA, HINLTIE, ZHEHREEGT S ENTE,
YL TD WL D), rule of reason ® FTEEEH S L, )i T per se
rule D FTHHINTHN S 03’65)%01

Twombly FIIROFFRE B O, FHEPFRLZTNERSB0E
FA T B I ORI R TR I BT I 2 A E N H BT E - T,
ZOZ EFHRETRIAESS VLD THE, D&, HREL
172 7ATE DS, LIRS 2 P 2 OO HITITRIT Y T E 5,
W13, O AZAANILAENABANENDOTH D, JFE
E, @, PN THTEHZORMTH S L, b0 #oiricgr
TEENEBL SN B, AT STRORY PO, %
RO U TREINTNTHAD EN) ZEILHEREEZR -2 &
XThb, UL, —HOEHFZZ OMEE &8 21T %ERD, 20
HFHOTIRE, HMICATHEYNCR YT 2 O TR NIEFE S0 5
LTHIELEOTH B, > D, WESTORMCOMEAE, o
NETHFICAEHLB R OB A HZ 2 DIT 453 TH E2DENTH 5,

SR EmMOME S, —#%1IT rule of reason DHHI L D &, per se

(40) Hovenkamp, supra note 1, at 89.

(41) Hovenkamp, supra note 32, at 58.

(42)  See, e.g., Anderson News, L.L.C. v. Am. media, Inc., 690 F3d 162, 189~
90 (2d Cir. 2012) Gifirfild, WL FIC X 2EMICEY T 51w HIHI
HOL FRTHEDENTH D - AR TR HN12(b) (61255 <
EEIZB VT, ML 5 2REBNTFERICE T 2 BT OFEROMWIMTH 5
PN TAET T 20, HHITOEETIERL),
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WFEBEEE 51U 2 5

rule DHHIZBE 3 5 F D5k 2 THIL 5 T 5, per se rule O HHIZ E
W, S, AR TE D X 5 SRR IR B LIch S TH D,
PRI & LT, Beiiid, 20 &9 e A NEICHER 9 5 2 &
SEIVISEIRICTIE > TOIDENTH b, 7072, WMEDLAEE, FEHER
FhRICEETERUNEAETHE b La"Lfié4\3i 4 51T, per se
rule DIRFFMICIE, MRELEEZTORT 270012, TETHER 2 5
WPSBETH 5, T & &3z, AT rule of reason @
HHNZBNT, WEDTHENHEMSND Z LiFB, L LA, HLFHH
M, ZORBD F TP TH B NENTHDRIT SN EDTH 5,
CoT77a—FI3, RIS OB S S TR RN ED
AR I SN KBRS BIHE (test) & LTHRAZDTH %,

% Z T Hovenkamp (%, RD X5 I2HEHT 5, Tbb, —EIyiE
ME LT, ks s8R oI, 243 20T ThNIL,
%h%iﬁ?étbu%ﬁ@+ﬁﬂk$?&%fé5tf%bf,ﬁm
bR TFhe DA % 16169 5,0

F9 512, rule of reason I X AHAFII BT, FREEFMmICHT 58
13, S & PHMBAE B O RBINEIHL TS 2 h BN TH Y, 1

il

(43)  See, e.g., Am. Chiropractic Ass'n v. Trigon Healthcare, Inc., 367 F.3d 212,
227 (4th Cir. 2004). AT, FHHFTIE, EHD 7V —7 &R AR
ERETHHMEELHE LICETI20RATSTHD, THIIHLZHIT
UL EHRL T 5,

(44) Hovenkamp 25Z @ & S 1ZHEHi3 5 DId, KOFRERIZ K S, Mich.
Div.-Monument Builders of N. Am.Cemetery Ass’n, 524 F.3d 726, 732-33
(6th Cir. 2008) (45D FFREHMmMICH T, BT EOME S I L T,
B ICEEB R TROBHREANET 2 Z E 3 AEYTH 5 LHRL T
%) ; Allen v. Dairy Farmers of Am., Inc., 748 F. Supp.2d 323, 334-35 (D.
Vt. 2010) (BT S oS80T, FEMBH /R THE % rule of reason 7 H!
DOFEHINET 22 &3, #BYUTHSEHRLTOE), ABRTRIC
DT, HHFTDOREREEF, per se rule TIEABYITH O, rule of reason
TREYTHDE ET 5, TDHEIZDNT, Hovenkamp IF, per se rule &
I AR TR AR T NE LA RE LTV 5,
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TAYVHK TR VEICET B A (1)
s P B oW L, dE, wEaS o K7 R Mk
KA ZYT 5 E%nd) KHAETERINERE I ENTERLDT
Hb, 20X BBAFHMSMELSWNE, FEICE, FEHLER TR
Mo BHERIE G2 B~ ETH S,

2 EEME

FEEE GRZ) BREFICESHNTITL > TEASNE /T,
R NZZX MEPBEH NS0 E0 S FEMmMEEET, BERfEovED
Tdh b, perserule ZWHAT 2 0ELAERET 25 & &, EBHEEHIT,
LIZ LRISER A ER E LT [FHEOHE | 1SR By 127, HRH
I, [FEORE] 20D THD, bAHA, TOHMLIIONT
BRI BT > TRV D TH S, 3517, HMFFHFEMEHL
TOHFT 5720, FHIIBT 2 EMR DA, #H 3 2BHI%E -
T BBICHHFTOHIW A TERIZT 52 ENTEXS DD, per se rule

(45) Hovenkamp, supra note 1, at 90.

(46)  See, e.g., FTC v. Superior Court Trial Lawyers Ass'n, 493 U.S. 411, 433
(1990) (rule of reason i3, HIRD»H 2B AHENL & LT, £ OHIEARA
BHTH S ETHRENSHNNEH SN TELDTH S, LML, O
& S HIBR DFFE D b 2 FHANTLE S DT OB, ISR AT LT
[EHTEEFE > 72 PIZ AREIC L TX 72D TH 3) ; NCAA v. Bd. of Regents
of Univ. of Okla., 468 U.S. 85, 100-01, 100 n.21 (1984) (H]ikE d B s, &
OBAZEH T 20 %RET S 2 I L TH#HRL T 3) ; Broad. Mu-
sic, Inc. v. Columbia Brad. Sys., Inc., 441 U.S. 1, 9 (1979) CE HIFr 25 = 1
S DITkAE Y ¥ —< VIEOMIRERIZGHT 5 DIE, —EDE YR AR
WCHES DL D ORBR AR A TZ% TH %) ; California ex rel. Brown v. Safe-
way, Inc., 615 F:3d 1171, 118 (9th Cir. 2010) (per se rule @ 73 #7 (%, & &
ThHAHHROEIIAES LD FIE LORRIZE D, 3EAEHLZVITHIC
B A HIR T 2B H 5 & DIRFEIHED DIZt5THE0ENFRHET S
DTH %), In re Ins. Brokerage Antitrust Litig., 618 F. 3d 300, 316 (3d Cir.
2010) (FlEORER L, rule of reason DEHBANETH 5 L X ITHZ D
LHRML TV 3),

(91) 15



R EREEE WSIEW 2

KO rule of reason DM S ICE 4 2 MR OMHIZRED SNE LD T
“4n

o]

Per se rule Z# 3 2 DB DO EMO G ML, HIL TSN HEITMN
rule of reason O F THIZFEM S R ARET 2K EH T 5 L EMIC
Mo THBEDTHY, TDOI EiF, BFEETHSLETHRTNIEFD
R GERE) 2HEUB0WEELNEIENTH S, BFRRIEE, Ok
EETTONEIENGESZNDOTH Y, HROFIZHEOEIEE
BB EINTONEDTHS, LinL, O EITLD, FHE
OREZZMYBRTHDETHEEFTERD t%%_(gi rule of reason
IZ& BT OFHNT, & 5HIELS [SEIY] TH2LELDH LI,
Wi, WEODESTH D, THbb, BEERET BB E - T,
rule of reason THMGT 2 E [HHRK| TX20THhb, Lichio-
T, BREE, H2HMRBFRZOEDOTHE00, ThE bR
KBS 5 & DTH B NENITONT, O ORI LR E B
BB B THERE D5 D

“Un FzZE, FIROEEIZONT, —EDITH)E rule of reason ® T T4
MENERELDTH S ET HRFFE DS ZHPEER LT 2 5410 iz
F 5N %, See In re Cardizem CD Antitrust Litig., 105 F. Supp. 2d 682, 694
(E.D. Mich. 2000).

(48) Hovenkamp, supra note 1, at 91.

(49)  See Arizona v. Maricopa Cty. Med. Soc’y, 457 U.S. 332, 343 (1982) (rule
of reason 13, H5WBRMDOF T, £ DHIBKEIEITH, BFITH LT
AEHISHIR A U G 7o B DIRE %2 HIZOREZFITE KT %),

(5B0) [HIRBHIREZDHED] TH B EWH XEDEEE, naked TH D,
[HERZEHME L] E0H)ERTHO SN, ancillary (BT S %
AR SR b S h B, s, HEMBE LS LToEmiE, K
DHBFNTH 5N B, See, e.g., In re Whole Grocery Prods. Antitrust Litig.,
752 F.3d 728, 733-34 (8th Cir. 2014) (2 2D JFHNIIZE T, rule of reason
75 D D per se rule X DO FIRDS, HAMEAPIRT 5 EEimT 5 — 4
T, MRIZIEE LOREDR, 2L OFFEMETH 5 EIFFL T B) ; Per-
ception, Inc. v. Sensor Adaptive Machs., Inc., 221 F. 3d 913, 919 (6th Cir.
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TAVHK TR MEZBY B AHOEH (1)

3 BARRGERAZHIOEL]

W& = ECH O FHNIZ BT, Twombly FIPITIFIZILH S 5 DX, Mat
sushita Electric Industrial Co., Ltd. v. Zenith Radio Corp. *F S&D’C H 5o I
R, FHEN, BEEOH TR NS XA MOV TET A8, TOH
MTOUNIVEGE FiF7cDTh 5, Fellobiig, RRNEHCX 5K
SR MRBOBEITIE, HEADIC] FHTREERBELZDOTH 5,
LS D, B EERSFGNREEEZ R L], o, kA
SN EOIFEN, FHIZTE > TRAFRBAZSE2 TS5 LIk -
THRENEZNSTHS, 2% 0, FEHICE - TR, FHLED O#SE
ME L, BHHOB OB B REENEH O TH B, T LT,
R, O TEMEOEH VK N T X MRIRTY, FEEE O
MoTHWBEDTH 5,

SRS Matsushita ¥ 2, FEADEEEN S, JFH& O 1k & EAF
&R BEMUASZSYED U ol (B 2 A 7o &5 hEIGEET
B 5 2 E RSB — 2 O BRI S A S LEDTH B, 55
i, FEENREES IS X > TRER B MR O Bl W2 WEBIN 2SS
ARIESEB LI EEZERTIDTH 5,

Z LT, DERUVHTOHITHRED SnNIE, ZOREE, BIET
50185 ABNEHER A I B0, 22HEE, P Es—0k
EINICHLTERDLDONME TH b, DI EEIRIMIZ, vo
e AMSEEINCBAT TN, BAE, BUCREFEmERH LicKuol

2000) (D> THHFTZ rule of reason Z@H L TRTEY, XF b5 A4
U A ENE & T B 20EMI R SIEFRHED, AR TH 2 hEN%E
RET B &I, REEADHMNZ A > TS ELTRR),

(51) 475 U.S. 574 (1986).

(52)  Matsushita, 475 U.S. at 587 (SEEZDIRPLIZB T, HHEDF LAz
Kz RET 22 63—94bE, & LD, JITHnig 3R
MERGFLZBENEDOTH B, Wi, DEESNEHSDHN
TAREMTZBIZ, Eo5RBHM OB 2 ERB LT niEE o
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MFERRRYE OB 2 5
Lz, ol &id, K7 A MFRROGHBR TR &R E 5 T
TEBE RIS LIIBEDOTH S, ZOMER, ROXSBHENT
TE5DTH 5, 37HbH, AUED per se illegal « 2R EELETRILEI NS
EE LT &R, AR T &8 U Tl sdlic )y & 72 (3 B
EALGET 2LFI B OEZZTE Y, KBEFNEEELRTLEIEOLD
Thb,

BT, TOZ&R, IhSOREEMET 2 EMEX OGN =R 5
BEREDC ERTET B DTS, €O, MR THBS
i B BREICEAN & &, BHINE, AED rule of reason O F
THEDONEIRETH S ETHPHEOFRICHAET 50TH5B, L,
FRELT, RMENTRATFTENLDOTH 5, 51, #HiEoE
&9 % rule of reason HFEDO KGR ERMBREL THIcMSTH %42
B Z L, GFREFEDOHEY TDH 5 Dagher v. Saudi Refining, Inc. 45'];55%5)5: ¥
W, JFE, per se rule @T:C‘ﬁ*é‘ﬁ'ﬂ%ﬁﬁf% % “quick look” rule
O FCEDMLTE LI DTH Sy MR, FEMEHI rule of
reason O MENDIKIEE FFE L e L OFEHO %, BB HEZRD 2D
ThHbB, LU, 5IKMKEFLBYEFREIL, per se rule D#EAIZBI L

-l

{l

W

(53) Hovenkamp, supra note 1, at 92.

(54)  See, e.g., Bassett v. NCAA, 528 F.3d 426, 434 (6rh Cir. 2008). A} T,
556 o XIS E#K (L, rule of reason MM LK b5 X F O HINLT
DX, HSIRHESE T LicZ E&FFL T 5%, %72, Major League
Baseball Props., Inc. v. Salvino, Inc., 542 F3d 290, 334 (2d Cir. 2008) 12 ¥
WT, 52 E X, rule of reason % 9B &A1 714,
FENDOIBREH A DT, #HEAIC rule of reason T3 7 < per se rule
THE LT3,

(55) 369 F3d 1108 (9th Cir. 2004), rev'd, Texaco, Inc. v. Dagher, 547 U.S. 1
(2006).

(56) Wb W B, quick look- rule of reason (rule of reason @ 44 & [ %8 #H)
DEKRTH 5,
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TAVAKN T Z MEICBTA2AHlEH] (1)
TSR £ LGB R R R L0 Th B, 20, M
%i?u 9 K al KR IR A FEL, TOHLTEHTLIZDOT
5,

CO—#HDOHE <A UWHITRITHE S BRI, BT DIRAMIC rule
of reason HH A HRK T 247 5 n DO SEAY BB NIEAET 5 L HIK U
251, FHiEE, oSNV YA TS rule of reason @ T TR
PR Tzl U TEHHZHED 2 UMD B R ASBLDTH S,
DI &iF, perserule DA < OEELRFIZE TER LK
EEERT D, L0 DI, S EHIO M per se rule TRE
ShanetEo b s ca 2, BETY, Wi, Z U TS
MBI 2 CEMR O &E - W) AT, K&,
rule of reason HHNEKT 2 H 5WEHELEHHT LZTHIEH S0
MOTHB, T1bb, Pia &b, FHIERITHT > T, rule of reason
RHEOFRRITB T 2 EREHRAEHE, TOZL BHFREFROBEHTH
%, L7cH 5T, per serule HH O HMPEIC X - TIRIAEH %= Hify 4
5:&@,%&@&1@(:&ngi

COMEITHLT 2 —2 D HEER, O&ZICEHFOHWIZhD->T
Wb, TbL, BHETR, ok % MRED: (per se illega) &
T BMEREH E WD 72 513, F&ITIE, rule of reason FHL A 4% 7
BESBDONEETHD, BHIZ, FHEMEIELCHNLTEH

(57) Id. at 1125.

(58) Texaco, Inc. v. Dagher, 547 U.S. 1, 8 (2006); see also Cal. Dental Assn
FTC, 224 F.3d 942, 958-59 (9th Cir. 2000). &A£:i2B T, “quick look” @
T, SRR O HIR %2 G 2 B F S T H 5 R, s
BABGTET, i Th 28 MEIZHSIE, rule of reason O | T
K #SERET % 70 OFFHER 2D M > 72D TH %,

(59) Hovenkamp, supra note 1, at 93. Hovenkamp 1%, FFKFAEE H D 5T per
se rule IZBERIPEMNH 5 LB~ T, BHAMORD O L5 BESOEE S
TN E&HIF B, rule of reason FHUHEM MMM HZ T S5h 5,
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W EBEEE 5B 2 5

T 571551, TOW%, rule of reason @ FCAblE i~ & BB S 5 Z
L1272 %, per se rule £ D M rule of reason 75 O M E, KM HFH K E
WHEHINETH B, bbAA, HENTOEEINRE LEELEZT A
NaE I ETESL, FHEMS, KD rule of reason O T THREL
INBEIEIIDNT, IRNTEZIANSZ EERHTRETH S, &
DEE, IEZBHFMPER - TRE LI E LTS, BHAE, FEOR
FOBNLTHFBINC A TIEML SN 2 D EPZRE LB T HIEE 57
WD TH %, Hovenkamp (F, T D & I IZEHIFTF O Fifk 75 L84 TR L
THY, BRBEHIAS NS & DIFRE & IRlT 5.

4 SefiRMEDRE

SeBt Rk D IR, ik L ORSUER « FITHT 5 L 0 bifilEE
Kﬁﬁé&%ﬁ@%%ﬁﬁ<%%bfu5@f%éo%%m,E%%ﬁ
HOT UICHric A LInn & &, HEERERDICELETELDTH 5,
SO &, TUA b IEAKRD, FEEITE S THAINTR L S HE L
PRI AR D FHIRITH ST 5 HERIE RO E LTHIEL T 5 Z
EMSTHCEBTE 5, R EEMET 2 H i atlEEE v

(60) #1Z1X, Dagher, 369, F3d at 1117. Hovenkamp 1%, 5 9 i&[o] X #EFR &5
o, o BAIAZ IR U2 & fRHi5 L T %, Hovenkamp, supra note 1,
at 93.

(61)  See Kimble v. Marvel Entm’t, LLC, 135 S. Ct. 2401, 2409 (2015). (Bru-
lotte IR D & 512, »BREMNFIEREMRT 2 & &, bR, XF
EHTEZDOMMENLDE LD TH B, Hx DK TH 2GR E/ED 72
9 (ruling) Z &3, FXTHERAES L EFMRICRELBZ S
& T %) ; Hilton v. S.C. Pub. Rys. Comm’n, 502 U.S. 197, 202 (1991) (4%&
BRI B3 2550, TS B O SIS 3 W TR IR 263 5
DTH B, Wi oid, HZFIEHTOHM AL LT 2 Al Z#RFL T
505 THB) ; see also, Cont’l TV, Inc. v. GTE Sylvania Inc., 433 U.S. 36,
60 (1977) (White HIFOREER) (ZHE R, Sl S H & ki
OFHITHEINCHEH SN B8E, LHMENRHSNZWI ENEETH
5ET5),
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TAVAK N TR MECBY2A8OEA (1)

ARES B, BEWICHHORMMNE - TEichd, EEA
U 72 IR S AMAS HE R & fa&8 126 LU T per se rule TR B b5 X
DR MY UTHB, HIZE, 19604ERLIKE, TRIRGEMASHERF 103
B+ 5 A b _ED per se rule FHIZHEMMD 75 DR RHERI S TEAE L T
/DT % @ Z N IF19114E @ Dr. Miles Medical Co. v. john D. Park &
Sons Co #UHH\_ BOTHAIZNIcDTH 5, FFMHTHEIRAEEIT,
W FE A A i FF 2 per se rule TEI L, FHHREBEIFEST 5 F TR
ﬁ%%bt@f%é I ADOFFITB TS, dREHIZ, #EZN
EOEEAEIRL B2 EERFER LN S, T oDOAEES 2R
DOORFEINIATERBFANCER L 72DTH B, K PF A MTBNT
HEICA SN B80T, BHTPEOHBN &2 5 2 &tk >
ﬁ%l\_xETﬁEmf{m@ﬁUI%%?%ﬂﬂ'é‘%%A%fﬂhi VnEE s
FIZOEFHEFT L0 T &M Z)@"CZ’DZ)O

Per se rule (illegality) & rule of reason 2 X513 5 b 5 2 + DJgH|
ZBOT, JepliRid, MR - OREE UTKRIET 20 TH 5,
Tubb, B REEBWI O EDHRN SN T per se rule % @ JH
T5EE, SEHHROFEANL, HEELTO—DDEARTRLTLDOTH

(62) 220 U.S. 373, 400, 406-08 (1911).

(63) Hovenkamp, supra note 1, at 94. F I 52 i ¥ #E FF % per se rule 7> 5
rule of reason IZZ H L7213, kDl TH %, Leegin Creative
Leather Prods., Inc., 551 U.S. at 882. 7k, Wijtgit 2, #idE [SBLOKHIS
43 LI RFIT, PHIRGEAMASHE R O e s B B D HERS 1T DWW T, il
HMicKEIcE LT3 (RF44E),

(64) E.g., Version Commc’ns Inc. v. Law Office of Curtis V. Trinko, LLP, 540
U.S. 398, 408-10 (2004). KT, Aspen Skiing Co. v. Aspen Highlands Ski-
ing Corp., 472 U.S. 585-86, 588 (1986) Ik T/ & v 7c— 72 B 5 [ 4
D K7 MY v ERESTICRESREMMT %2 LT 5, %72, Matsushita
Elec. Indus. Co. v. Zenith Radio Corp., 475 U.S. 574, 585-86, 588 (1986) ¥
Pe1Z, Poller v. Columbia Broad. Sys., Inc., 368 U.S. 464, 473 (1962) |k T
FH U 0 7 7o — F 2 3 IC KINC &S LTun 3,
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MR ERGIRYE OB 25
%, ZORLEIX, White Motor Co. v. United States 4:!]5}6%5)/)) 5 United States
v. Arnold Schwinn & Co. #U;S%G,) %z U T Continental T.V., Inc. v. GTE Sylva-
nia *Ug)’\@ﬁi@f‘ﬁfﬂlﬂé DTH b, White Motor HIRIZH T,
IR IE, BEEHFICX %E%)ﬁ’ﬂ#ﬁ%ﬁ?ﬂ REzHGHMNTH B &
(rule of reason T) HI/RL7DTH %,

Lo L, ZhosofiE, b 48E%D Schwinn HRIZ L - THE
Fah, Hicz ol LHIREOHBEICBE L TOME ikmb S h
730 E & per se rule 2SE X ﬂf:@f‘%%gi Z L C104E% D GTE Sylva-
nia ¥ 1%, rule of reason Z @ L 72D TH %Oi ZDEIIT/EY FOD
L9 1IZkENE < per se rule & rule of reason D # il 122\ T, Hovenkamp
F, ROEHITIBRTWV B, DEFIREEZ, ORI & DY
HYEAEHRB LB INERE S0 & L, White HIFH1E, GTE Sylvania H
BT B B EOREEROTED T LA LFTS ) R LT
BO, KHIHPROT N5 v RO PN HH LTS,

EWEWA, ZOTUNT UABHEMAE, perseruled oYy 7IlE
WTAREMTH D, Tl gto R, per se rule © i H % i3
ZHEHHTOMRERIZHET 2 DO TRBLDOTH S, L) DI, T
DS TH ZIMGIHIRIZONT, FHT 270DO T30 RBER > T
ﬂ@otﬁef%%i%wﬁ,ﬁﬂﬁm,ﬁCuv@ﬁETé:&ﬁf

(65) 372 U.S. 253 (1963). A 4 %, United States v. Arnold, Schwinn & Co.,
388 (1967), Cont'l T.V., Inc. v. GTE Sylvania, Inc., 433 U.S. 36 (19779 @ i
HPIZ X - TSN,

(66)  AH:1%, 388 U.S. 365 (1976), Contl1 T.V., Inc. v. GTE Sylvania, Inc., 433
U.S. 36 (1977) IZ &k » THEFE S i,

(67) 433 U.S. 36 (1977).

(68)  White Motor Co., 372 U.S. at 264.

(69)  See Schwinn, 388 U.S. at 378-79.

(70)  See GTE Sylvania, 433 U.S. at 49.

(71) Hovenkamp, supra note 1, at 95.

(72) Id.

22 (98)



TAVAK NI Z MEICBTA2AHlEH] (1)
X2EFLEDZL ORBE L DD, rule of reason BELD S f] i @
TTHREDT S &, MOTHRETH 72, Ml 5, 4, bk
DORBPIT B TONTE R EBDONEN S TH S, T, IR EE
1%, perserule @M L7 ROK T A MHIRERL TEAITFETIC
H 5 Dik4E T rule of reason % i bf:@f%%si

ETAM, KM ZXPOHFEFITIZIT 2 b e I 22— RITHBIL
72 Kimble v. Marvel ¥U§£EZBL\T, AR EBE, ST v METRITR
TohOOALT VT4 —%ERDETA L ZADOMY ROBYIKELTH
5LTBIEITDONT, LB ED B, JL< &S Tuv B ERI
BT EARUTOS SHRL, ORI B & BT 5 HIN £
L7cD Td 5%, Jefferson Parish Hospital District No. 2 v. Hyde | g%&ﬂ: FS)
WT, #IPR D O’Connor HIFORFEERIL, 7 & X per se rule @
TERDPRFNB AN S A THRHFEIND I EMBNI EEEATH, hl
HREDFEZ, £ otHicE o dh T 3G i@ icxtd % per
serule DEAEET I ENTEMNOERE bf:@’cf)gi Z D%, Illi-
noi Tool Works Inc. v. Independent Ink, Inc., | ‘gg)bi BT, Pk EE
&, T MR A BB 5T 5 E O T, per se rule
B B D EPNOREE BN LD TH By 127, HBLES

(73)  See Leegin Creative Leather Prods., Inc. v. PSKS, Inc., 551 U.S. 877, 882
(2007). AthTid, FHRFEMHER IS % per se rule ZE T LT %,
% 72, State Oil Co. v. Khan, 522 U.S. 3, 7 (1977) HIIR T, eIk 2
HAHMEFF 1T 9 5 per se rule ZHF U, GTE Sylvania HP T, MWE I
A& HIBR 125609 5 per se rule ZHITF LT3 (KEdd),

(74) 135 S. Ct. 2401 (2015).

(75) Id. at 2409-11.

(76) 466 U.S. 2 (1984)

(77)  Id at 9.

(78) 547 U.S. 28 (2006).

(719 Id. at 40, KETHEHHF R, RS EEATO2fagGE eI L
T, MRELEOHEEEZHA LT 5,
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WFEBEEE 5B 2 5
DTS EE, EEWMEITHT 5172 per serule 1Z, 4T
BHINTWAHEAICH S EEZ 5N S,

Per se rule O JH #5PH @ B [ 5002 e Bl sl VE o S B &2 8 9 5 1213,
FeHIF S v E Tl Lot b ik 2 50T 2 DB H 5, HIZ S,
fa&E1T413, per se rule IZX D MRITELETH O, PHBEAIEEGE rule
of reason IZEHI D TH %, I L b, TD2ODHEMEZRDIF ST
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KO PG DS EE BB EDORIEERTH S,2F 0,
126 U TR 355 O A B 4T 412 per se rule THREL L, B OB
PEML 4T %5 % rule of reason T 5 & LICEEMAERE LT 5, i,
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HBHELRLTOE, ZoLHIT, FHICd K50, fasdd EPbms|
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(81) 551 U.S. 877 (2007).

(82) #1213, Bus. Elecs. Corp. v. Sharp Elecs. Corp., 485 U.S. 77, 735-36,
748 (1988) HIFITH T, ZHEEEIL, MBI 163 % #45 O Hil R A8
FEMAEHIR T o > 7o LfSam L TR 0, DEEILL, MiEHKRTh-72& L
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(83) Hovenkamp, supra note 1, at 97.
84) Id.
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X bEENEMILT 2700 ED & 5 wiE A JG L 72 2 EET B
DEEMTH Y, i ShORFNAEICE > THERENEDTH %,
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(86) Hovenkamp, supra note 1, at 98.
(87)  See Daniel A. Crane, Market Power Without Market Definition, 90 NOTRE
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Dame L. Rev. 31, 31-32 (2014).

(88) Hovenkamp, supra note 1, at 98. 23 % iZ, per se rule ¥, FF& D %
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(89) Hovenkamp, supra note 1, at 98.
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(90) Id. at 99. Hovenkamp 13, ¥/ S ORFFDOHEMMZ L2 & 2T
fEMLTRY, AETHhIIE, K7 X MEMoHEEZEATH S, Z
L,’C, rule of reason IZ2WVWTd, HETRETREHBOMNEREL T 5,
BEBR T A MOSFIIZENT, fEMZ, WOHIREL D bRFFOHME
BB LR, ZONBHEEL LYY c PFEENRFICE->TNBEIET
H 5,

(91)  United States v. Topco Assocs., Inc., 405 U.S. 596, 608 (1972). A} T
13, perserule ® FT, WMAMICMETH 2H0FFEICKLL LS HH
EEHIFIILTHD

(92) See HerBERT HOVENKAMP, THE ANTITRUST ENTERPRISE : PRINCIPLE AND
ExeuTioN 112-14 (2005).
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(93)  See Dr. Miles med. Co. v. John D. Park & Sons Co., 220 U.S. 373, 394,
408 (1911).

(94) 250 U.S. 300 (1919).

(95) Id. at 306-07.

(96) E.g., Monsanto Co. v. Spray-Rite Serv. Corp., 465 U.S. 752, 755, 768
(1984). AT, MEMMBREITERT S0, TOHEMEBRT
B OITAEINGEOIHEA TR LTS, 1k, SO LIBELTREZS
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7 AREEDA & HOVENKAMP, supra note 4, 111442-50.
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(97)  See, e.g., Simon v. Union Oil Co., 377 U.S. 13, 14-15, 24 (1964). A& {4
13, ZEEGEROn, T EGHREEIC LB WGE 00, &5 0 IEHISE
WETDDONDEEEHM L T %, United States v. Gen. Elec. Co., 272
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A SERAL g 2 FRFEE LTS

(98) Tllinoi Corporate Travel, Inc. v. American Airlines, Inc., 806 F.2d 732,
725-26 (7th Cir. 1986). Z OFHFNZ BT, Mzt oRATRELE L, B
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BREE, FEHNCEIIH LT 5, Witgik 2, i3 TR 285H,

(100)  See Bus. Elecs. Corp. v. Sharp Elecs. Corp., 485 U.S. 17, 735-36 (1988).

30 (106)



TAUARK NS Z MEICET B AHEOER (1)
EEPMIT LIS D, per se rule DFEFE DS, E SR IZE
t&?%%iw%%umiémma%ﬂm%ﬁﬁbamwfégi

WL OhDHEHNIZ, EEROEHIZLALNIDTHE, ThoDH
BlE, SEHTBE U 72 BRI HLS |5 rule of reason O F TS vk 5
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(101) Hovenkamp, supra note 1, at 100.
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COFMMERIND 2 LiIZE 5, bHAA, HHENGZNE D OFHG
HOPBAMERR LB I NER SR NDTH S, 2D EIZONT,
MR EHIE, ROLSITEWH LT3,
BEOXIRIZBNT, b LEEOWREED TV INSDT
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(115) 39



MF R OB 2 5

NTWBH, b 20T ORI FM LS T c LS h T
BT EMEREND, B 513, FEAEOEMIZHNT, Tk
LB AR B O LAV, DI RS R A ST RE T &
BilE LTAFTEE2 06 THS, bHAHA, WETHEMER, B
HAGZ L OFHM B>+ 1 BGREFIL A FE > T B T EAA > T 51|
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(13))  Cal. Dental, 526, U.S. at 771.
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