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SEvel SdA 2 FE A # HE(olsh RIERME )2 AIFA A AF 2}
o thFgt F&ANE W A3XL2E Fot] Al Utk AIAMIA ALY Al i &
A AAACR FEAoltt, nl5E& Shermany A2zxo|x =53} 9l
=23} A %3)9] (monopolize, or attempt to monopolize) & FA| 51 Ql&=n}, o] Z3lo] Al
Auj A Al zpel]l Ak x|tk fH e A FHFEA ZF(EC Treaty) A|82Z0l4] A
B 21 A} z} (one or more undertakings of a dominant position) 2] Z-&3 ¢S FX| st gt}
A A A Abd e F8-3 9= vl Al A & 9] (exlcusionary practice), PHZ Y9
(discriminatory practice) 2 2F# A 3] 9] (exploitative practice) 2 F+E& 4= AT}, ©] 5 Hj
AA PLle T WHoer AAAE HEATIHL stAY At Fedate] AdS AR
stele BA=A AZAA AFdAke] 89 5 AA vXE vt 7P 23 whet
A BRG] #ilol FEEe Hokgtn & 4 Utk @ wMAA P9l fFPoRE I
Z 713 A7 (predatory pricing), 7] ¥ Z7] & Fo]Z7] (tying and bundling), 2] Hl]©] E (rebate),
vl El2 7 2 (exlcusive dealing), &5 7 2 (refusal to supply) S°] vl xEZ Pl HF

(1) o] 7= ALty ZAAT4E 7197248 Ad7AHd Add Aostw Ed7|5e] o
TH AAE B3l FAHA, o] AT 2EL A XA s FAGAAE A TR
@ v} glon, vh3el meE vRe S fele wHd P,

(2) #9993] (European Commission) (2005)+= # = v A2 af¢|o] #3t discussion paperE H7H3}
o] zok A82zo] WiAA B9 d 3 ALuAld &) AES v ot
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& 7}A 2P (price discrimination) 55 X3sh= g 9lolH, AH A Pe= AFGAA A9
E olgdte] AgdtielA AUAA =L 7H4E AYste Y9 5 vy, o
LT PVt oY FRAoR A AAE Ja = skt P9rt o2l {FF e
#HAH e A AL F Aok

AR A Ak Re] g 9fo] tig AAA Y At HA ¥ Ao, = AT
o 3 LS AR A A9 el dia] ARPER AA mXe ZdE EAS &
et gele]l 93 (rule of reason) & A -§-3kal Ut o] Tl AWML FAAME

o

2 AAE =, A= AW 2 (convergence)’ 2H= o] Q1o SAtE A

=

o)

=y A hl{élOl?]“ a2 FAARL Feell e obd T EEsh o

detAle Rota glo] Ho HwAdx @AM AAMA A o e 24

o fitke Aot

= dTe Ziﬂixdi—‘% AARE e AlFE o] HFe] ypeiAle dYoR sMsta
dol 2D s ABAMA Aol di BASH 24 S s As &

Ao stuzt vk add flelM AT Rt fEel Aol el MEHem 24

she AL B4 o] 5 A SwolA uiEA sk @71 witel Awdzs oM
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2] (tentative) S5}

ANA A AR A A9 S Besta Qe AR AE fAel 3L AS 235 o)
2 AFez A FFstaA e 9 oltt. FAHCR & =i 719E] ¢
Zolgr) (Agan)), 12l 34 &<l (loyalty discount) o] ths] FE=H o2 =olsit) ¥

§__1
H 7198710 B3 =l AT 9 9zt auielA vl s A g =
& AFIAEE oAl WU 7927 (naked tying)” o T3 W3HE] o] B =
A (requirement) B ohe APEH §oE Fol MAsE wHIH(subdle) AFFHUE 9F2
=g AR w2 =g 7198700 U@ =oe Hador s )
IRAHE AT (mixed bundling) 31 #HZ o7t Wi Sl FHTAL FHoR, o5
#HAA oA 7K B7E A =@ Flolth. @, ofel A LA HRel, FHUA

e AAAE 5 AUA P9dshs Bagol 9l

it

..\

(¢

F

C(3) A9BIe) UE Be] =Re griek, BAE AE 9(2005)6)4 7B o] Eell T
Holg AE Awa u ol
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2. BHES(loyalty discount) IBERAY ik

2.1. BEES
=4 ?—lcﬂ(]oyalty discount) 2 ZA] @] o] E (loyalty rebate, fidelity discount, fidelity rebate),
A A & g9l (market share discount) S0 2% XA EH, dlZFu] mAd ds] AEF 3
o171, gl E, e 7HAER] 55 B3l dde F= d9E nigtt. T4
el gkl &<l (volume discount) 2t ARG ol glot, thgo] Al 7k A 0]

(1) 2] A F Tl F FFE P2 share) & HE KA SFE wol
ge) Aol giek. O

(2) @elo] Ug71Z (hreshold) o] %el F7 Foigel] s A AgEE o] ohiet
BE gl thal, %, 248 lunin o) el 4 gH ©

Az BE B9 NFE A8TS 5 QoM FAG ¥ P

rlo

(3) 7z 27
aAgoe] Aolg 7HAS AEdhe A4y [#Ef% (discriminatory price) o], Z, FuiAPI R 5
3}wl 7] 5= (buyer-specific threshold) 2] Z#)7} 3 #2= T},
zRE0e (i) AAEE Tujgk = g7 7|20z =718 ko] 2AsL} ol &
A Fujeke] ZAS=1kel] wat, (i) o) 8] 3 (share)ol] ZA st ol % Tuj ko)
ZAB =V Wt FEe] JheErE et
22. EEmAY AR

r

o] FAeele 3239l (mixed bundling) ol A 712 &<l (bundle rebate) 2w -$- F-AFSH

2 A 99 ANE (ying) 9% WA BAS ek wepA okl AE A
satAgtgno] AAAZ EYE AR, ggor 4891 aytd tha] =23t}
22.1. EEWES RPEHR LR

A7t gate AE A =370 LS (perfect competition) #|ZE BE 7] Z7|

(4) Greenlee and Reitman (2005) 2.
(5) oldg FuiE TP A RFE A (market share discount) # o] A <ol 94611 BAE =
AT da, A Feldel giula] & w] HAA 0= (defacto) A= AT Ut

(6) =, g0 rollback (back to the first unit) pricing F e S 7}z T},

AN
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& AAA fele] glvke e A5E A AASIATE. L olfr= Bork(1995)9] gt
AFHE A A= & shte] =4 o] (one monopoly profit) ¥t Z2) 817 wjFolt}, =,
AR AlFelA e AAA o]F2 00]7] Wit Sx7Ide] 79F7] & o]t EA

_O|£
>
52
fr
o
i
N
‘o,
o

A7tz Btste] A2 Whinston(1990)9] BER&H HERRTRG (strategic foreclosure theory)’
o] F AlFfo] AN AFole T ol YR Fethe AP o84 AiEo] TE
AP AlFo R AFAY e 93 s flvke o] &
obsolA 1 9l AMdollth. ¥ E] 2 Nalebuff(2004b) & 3+ Al el Z4 7190 &3
2 gl (mixed bundling) & Fal Al ZAME & thE Ao R Hold F ks o] &4
A= AA R EH, EF2uE 79F7] = 42 3 (pure bundling) .t} A
H|zbe] Mels Algteles A= A @ AAA A gt A2 tiEo] $19 Al7tn
gt} =glo] H]Fo] S EakE Aygan & & U D@

oo dE Fell ol AHEA. F AF A B7l 93, Ae S3AF Be SXBA
AlFoltt, 8]a, AF A9t B A4 &2 Folgtn Ttz 4w
F A disf

1
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D(a,p)=a-p

1o
\
o
_c‘)[_:

o5 AT Uk O BEsE A8 ok 03} 1 Aelo] FEEA EXshn ek
g

(1) 2¥ele EFAgRs EREGRE TR S Qe EF2gRE IE RS
(bundle)t el HW JFES WEZ s e Afoln EFAFWNE FLE
et A A Y 4EE wiske Fgelth W, A9Be exAgRvs m%
Zdo] g @ 4ES 02 FE Tl AZAA 2 4 T glolt mE B

A ¥E A5 AF AT

(8) Mathewson and Winter(1997) = Qo E&24% 71¢Z7]o el FAR 288 =&t 9
o, @0, Nalebuff(2004a) &= 7112717} Ao 488 & ke == AAsn 3
o}

9) o124 B 2HAE FF AMGAE TP Adom 2Tt F, L] o
A aEAE #E 2NAY FE Qa 2vga 5 AR SRt 9X3 Jdd F=

AT,
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X

b H 3, e AFE A AL m=1/30] Bk, o] AHAeA A AEpe] 2/37
T g Stm PSS BRAHOE 1/38Fe] FS Fujdch AFE B SAAAA
& =091, A= Bo| I3k Foe R ow |35F0or Fol4 Jdoha s}
oAl 71gol AFE Ask BE A A m col BohkEA FAC) (A, B) FE
(bundle) & (m— e, c+0)9] Shschm a2, wheF RE Au|AlSo] o3 H7)AZ A
gathd 7)o ol §& =y dukeld 71 A E BRYEE §/37HF9 Frlo]la&e
AR i e o U] AE ARBE 9 o] S WEElA %] wjFoltl. o)A,
Soishe 712 mol A AAAwske ik
BAE 204 3 Bo ge TiEe vt

% _IZiU

D(a,p)x e—6/3=0

ol Av|xRIEThe] F5S Adslr] wEelth, a#u o]k ik (adverse selection) &2
1

olgt o] %ol FAAE AAE /AR Qe feZY AFHETH Ho] 7|ge] o|&e AT
Hoz 7k ", ol Hup FA|H oz HY] fef ofA] d=eol2tar o HAE 7|
o Fee A AF W FoFe] 1380 2 2R, =, a22/3%0 svAEed s A

8
BEolA 1 oS WEACR 1/20Fe] £uS Pujdth g Beow A 7Y

7b Eo} o]l UHRY. o7]M —g/2& AlF AclA ZIiol&e] A, &3¢ AlF
Boll A Z1gel &9 S7hE, 2Ela mx e 7HARIst= el Frjabse] AF Al tigk 5
25 ST eRA A He

of dellA Al7kaL gute] =7t AYshAl e olfE FALZN I olfe A7t

st el AHAEC] AE AU B BT

Al FaZiel SeFE Wolt & Age BHr1dol XA

L=t H
gE Aol e Aotk a8l I olfre F37H AR vaed wEeld, 7
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Qe wUd Agen A A%e FRWET B PR

Nalebuff(2004b, 2] 1) o]23t Ao Hu} kAl 3= JHE A
o ddFoz o'l Byo] ¢ dFAAIA = MMAEY] F8UF GeFadA] A
A5 #Adetd "ok, HFAMRA B AZES Y] A fole ZF Avzke] o
7h @AY Aol ol AN HAFan Y] A dubAQl maefgdar F A
o] Bfole a7t 7P Aolga He 2o §EE Zlolnt

222. BHEG|2 mFHIR R

oM.

A AE BAGY S8

4 8 SRS PA=10,01= 1200]3 o] &2 7200] Hrh,
g49lo] gl A5, ol A% 7

e QB=900—10PB°11 719 @AM &e 3otk F42
o

oA 7192 PP=4,0°=100% Ade@dcta skzh. 2219 AlF BAIZIA 9 o] &2 100
oliL, F Al A 9] Fol&-2 8200] Hr,

olA] 71gde] MHIFAS PA=12,PP=52 Z7IA7|1 Au|A7L A E BE BT 2pAlo
2R Fujste Atolle AF Al tiEl FA4EQ] d=4F5 AAGTL b Tl uA

o] AtE FE&ITH 1P ol &2 (12-4-4)(160) + (5 - 3)(400) = 14400] Ho] o] &
Z7haT Al o AkE £68 RAAske AF BAGAIAS AYAE A
2] e, ARV 7HA S 42 sk LA ACA] SAAE1E 2U1E o 2A
2HZE Jofo] AR 480Kt AAAE dEgdomm A He aHA Jofo F
4500] Zo}A] BAAE 717l 30]7
M 489 = AAAZYE 4 A6 Tgel Bt
S, o] ooA] AR a7 E&2olgbd 7|glo] PA=12,PP=433,5=533% 4
gajA ol S7HE 4 SlTh

Greenlee, Reitman, and Sibley(2004) 2 Greenlee and Reitman (2006) 2 4] skl #
F< Arlste sledl, F2 Aoz () DR 7HHarEs iy 2 Ad 27
A EAsts d@2de= AR (i) :LEéoﬂE Eekar 7ol whebA Hﬁxﬂﬁl 714

o] TRD heAdel ke A, (i) 22l FERAe FPEAE dEH IR
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(10) AF AZRE S Anadols AR d9e 78 45 1/2¢160+8 = 6400] 31, FA &<
g5 271 A5 1/2+80+4 = 16000k, FAAJNS Eﬂ%} AE BE AAAZRE BT
o J1Ad FUE A AvAalE 1/2+400%4 = 8009 A 1/2%500%5 = 125022 450 Z7}
Al "t

R IV %
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%ti= 72 Solt}. Tom, Balto, and Averitt(2000)+= o] 2] 3t weto|x A a<lo] AAYA 3
A 3l s AAgh =9 E st AUt
223. BHWEIS|C BMEEFH R

e, mE 34PAe] ZAS ABFuA e BHOE o] Folxe e ohd

&

St LeHAR) 527 A g (vertieal restraind) A4 ) FA1AA FABAL 2A ]
A 52 (free-riding) F 9 2 Zuh(hold-up) EAIE <FspA|Z 4 dx, I Mills(2006)
ojshl AvfdAle] AlFE-E =9 (promotional effort) & S7HAA MRSl Ho &gk
2E A9 HES FoA KRS SANL & Ak

oo t]E-o], Kolay, Shaffer, and Ordover(2004)¢l] ©]3}H ZA4 3ol | H o] 79 o]
%317 3} (double marginalization) S A AA|A AA7FAAA v TS =d F o
o, U0 ok Botu]g Be] g o] §-717 (two-part tariff) o] Bl Al defel] ek Bk
Sg Aus el e w3} 98e Holw gtk o5 4R oA

)
FJl
i
HF
tlo
olN

AAZ s e Fi 5% Hola it

3. BEMEIS| H06 AT

3.1. SME HH02
e TG AHES =ujdAdA =, 719 3 BACA #F
Atdle Z2A (1) @9 AFelt add 2ok 2) B AFl ddd 45
T AL, FAE] Aol ofd 7Iiol 5 AlFl el AIAME S HAsta dEA
o o whh AlE F= ok 1
Al &ste A

Williamson, Concord Boat 5-©] 9li, Fx}o] &3l Ao A~ZEE Virgin Atlantic v. British

=

o]~ 2= Barry Wright v. ITT Grinnel, Brooke Group v. Brown &

Ariways, Ortho v. Abbot, SmithKline v. Eli Lilly, LePage’s v. 3M S-o] ¢lt}, (14

(11) g, S el 39 FAERAL o| 77143 5 d#dAHE 7=t}

(12) Atdd 8l F=2 Kobayashi (2005) )] 2] 78+t

(13) Greenlee and Reitman (2005)-& @ #|Zo gt AHH A--ZS ‘U A F (single market)’ 7| o] X,
5 AF #-EEHOl JowA AAAMEE 7 A
(parallel market)’” #|o] 2, 28]a oj® 71go] EF A|ZFd thal A
‘B2 A F (multiple product)’” Alo] A2 EFata U},

(14) @ AF2 Al 2= FH 9139 British Plasterboard Industries A}71(1993) = St}
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3.1 B— #amo| 58

(1) Barry Wright v. ITT Grinnell (1983)

Pacific:> @74 Flo]Z Al ~E] AMo] 220l €%7] (mechanical snubber) 2] £
S AAADCH, Grimelle shol = A28 Adele QAAG. dAl A Ba
A ol Grinnell 2 Barry Wright Corporation®] $+%7] /1@ A Yste A7 A% A
A3l =], Grinnell& 7gH] g9 AdRESE Rosiglon 1977d3 1978 d %o Barry
Wright 22 8]t sl AlctE oS stglt}h. Barry Wright7} 7)dslE 7] 7HE<t Grinnell
& Pacific O 2 58 FA|7FAA 20% ER1E 7HH oz 47 79+ AEstat.

g o]2gk A AL <1243k Pacifice Grinnello] 5709t &2 Agte] Fnj A2L

o o] 5}

ofgolthyl AF 7o sl 25%, tiE 471 s 30% ElE rHA S A &gt
3 Aeretd =), ol2lgk FujA L Grinnelle] 1977 @R 9] F08 FFaE £
th. Grinnell& A gell= olelgh Ak A-sta, 1009 & o] FufA kit 20% &<
g 7l AlZdstdth. 22y Barry Wrighto] 77 o] olxwA 19773} 19784
£9E8 FZAZ 4 A = A, Grinnell& Pacific?} 1978 FE] 197937179 88 =

A e FuAgs 30~25% RlE sHFe] AAs o, o2 <ls| Barry

Wright= €57] /NEAE L 27)8HA FH ATt

Barry WrightE Grinnell#} Pacificol] th3t 38 724 4% (antitrust lawsuit) = #| 7] 3} ©.H,
AW L (district court) & A ud A FAS YR ool 25HY (circuit court) = 2
< HES Wt HeE Rld 7HHo] v &S shEldte 91 & FS Wols
o|A] ¢kskom, Grinnell#} Pacific 7t Al <Fo] wjA|& 7] A 2F(exclusionary long term
contract) o] 2t Y1 = FAO| I = Alke] 2d2] Aa 7|7t (lead time) = 7}HA

w ol= Aol 54 Zash Grinnell Al= el ek 2o A B TS 1L
2] 3 Pacifico| Al = AAEEAS AT 7|3 E BTt #A ST

(2) Brooke Group Ltd. v. Brown & Williamson Tobacco Corp.(1993)

o AP FulA ZAL b Aol #ek Holrk. 1980t FRE o] AR F Al B
N A Ze YAsE o), 1980\t =4E LiggettAl7F  ‘generic HHl S fetele] B
W A Zd vl 30% A@E 7Ao AlAsEATE (LiggettAls F=4 © 2 Brooke Group
o] As|AZE HAT.) LiggettAt= generic AlF 312 98] Z=nfjdtAlollA ol ol w2
o] EE A3} 2, Brown & Williamson® AL Suf a2 #3519,

A} 7+ 7FAAA 0] Y& o]F LiggettAl= Brown & Williamsono]] tha] ‘xpE=A 71Ag
A3t aFS AISlTE o] AR

N

7Hd 3ol

¢lo] Robinson Patman ActE ¢ttty & F4%

m
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Aol A4 g e QurAel dgTel g3t ofe] Svelx T2 del gtk 3, ol
<) Ao]o}A] Liggett] generic A1 F< Weol #Feh Kol ve Felol
He A, B4, MBS P AAST] FR NN g2 FHETE SAS50 A

AE AT AA, olH gk A S 93 2E0] FF HE AN (de facto) WiA|E 7HA]

HYS dFo] a4 FZH<Q judgment as a matter of lawS 3|7}t o™, 3 HLY
(circuit court) = ©] & A A5t t}. W12 Robinson-Patman Act] #1473 4 23] (primary-
line competitive injury) 7} Sherman Act 2322 &4 747} FL 4AE 7IRva A
HapeA, 9uE () Swel Adel we srolsie 4% () Anst old AL
F3o w3l ¢ Qe FH3 7154 (areasonable prospect, or, under section 2 of the Sherman
Act, a dangerous probability) & 7}A] 1 itk A& dTdlol Ak A& AxsdT. 1
Y B el A5 ol dFol FEA vt Fdsiiitt.

(3) Concord Boat Corporation v. Brunswick Corporation(2000)

o] A9 7V v EE 542 Fav|gdel iidEAE #5] (market share discount) S Al
439tk Folth. Brunswick> HE9] Xn| <l (stern engine) S AYAFHE A ZA],
1983 AR fr&cl 5% 5 de AIZAIA 7ol 19841 d KB Brunswick A%
Afrg RAAEE APstdet, o2 dd S w7 e RE YAPA Sl 2
Aol Fulg F 4G HAE o] Brunswick &2 FE Fujditis of&S dtofok
Brunswick2 5% HE iAol F <X FulEF F Brunswick & 2FE o] Fhuf| gFo]
80% o17Ql 7= 3%, 10% ©174Q1 B-Fole 2%, Leli 60% |73 Z-Fl< 1%
o] e S Fosidtt. 1995d0l= 70% ©ldY well 3%, 65% ©]4L wl 2%,

1 |

60% ©13d Wl 1%2 ta 7152 g3leton 1997d Fate] o] A=E Fdst
At
HE AUAPASA dus 199590 48 &£ES A7Iste] ol d deivh 44

Aol Py F2E 3249 (exclusive dealing contract) o] ™ SN ZIA]| Z oA 7 AALAALES vl A g

ga Fgsnh 19 Ay dushk #ES Ugley 31559 (The Eighth Circuit)

2 o] A E 97 (reverse) St = TE o= AR TA o)
1

A gkskehe Aol 9l

O

& Aol 130l Fa

i
(e}
X,
o
>~
>
)
1o
Bt
o
rlo
>~
>
v
)
=2,
N
P
ol
e
ey
o
of
>
of

tAde 49 mE ARelA

(15) 3tA, BrunswickS HE XA A 2715 Q15451
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A3zt siasigithe Holth, ole v AlFe] A% vl= Mol B dsE A%
Z2A% ul$ AAsHA A gshr] wRo}, 5@] Brroke Group AHd 4] ®AI 5] 915%0], #
F B4 {EF% 5 7E (above cost pricing) & U E2] P 3} (safe harbor) 98 dfar lvt, 1
U ofefell A BA w%o], B AFe] Afele o2 ko] T o]} fAA FES

FET 7 Holut,

3.12. g 80 BB

(1) SmithKline Corp. v. Eli Lilly & Co.(1978)

SmithKlineAl¢} LillyAls & ©f Al3tZ 223 H (cephalosporin) YA & W ol Hvlsl=
719 e 2 A, LillyAb7h Auia 71delth. 1972 10958 LillyAls M99 & o ko)
ug} 2% A 12%9] 714 e d¥S 3+ Cephalosporin Savings Plan(CSP) 2 2 A3l &
g, o] Fdele 449 53 Amzsxde] x3tEe] Utk 1973 109 LillyAls
Kefzolo| 2t 538]5A] @42 AlutEd (cefazolin) A2~ FAYA S F7letd =, ©f
Al7]19l SmithKlineAlE Anceft}s= o]& o2 ZAA MIgdE=aS Fujstz it 19754 4
Yol LillyAb= 4% CSPE Alztatsd =], o|d Fdld Hls) 7M1 E%ES 3% F43t=
Al Lillyrke] S A F Z 370 AlFAA 424 Fo3 8l FoiEe 5 2% 3%
o] ‘B 2]wo] E (bonus rebate)’ & F7Ietith. ARHow HAEL 7|E IS
FE g AR, o7 s M2 =9 SR LIY B (product specific target) &
FEAI AR o,

add A2 AgstlA 71Ee] S FE7] AsiAe HdEe] ddAeR
Keflex, Keflin, Kefzols F¢ato]obat 519,100 AAA} SmithKline®] AncefZ Fnjjsl=
A= flollA AAE TEe S F gl 727 AP AolUT. WAL ol2lg A
A geke] ZAsle] LillyAle] =4 CSP7} Sherman Act 225 9|vtalgitin HA sttt
LillyAte] 7hA o] vl &2 313 stA = &AW, o] AMdo] ZX7|ge] d9lo] A&
Aol olym 1 o= 54 AF Keflind} Keflexe] th2 ZAAPAFA KefzolS A
|5t AR Aotz A 2Ygste] BaA o g FAhsts A= AR o
wolgkal JA T

(2) Ortho Diagnostic v. Abbot Labs, Inc.(1996)

_I

)

ro,
Mo rd

N
fr

|

vy

AbbotAl= ol & nlolg] ~E ZHAFSH= HCV, Anti-core, HTLV, HIV 1/2, HBsAg 5 5
71 Bl2EE #Anjste 71dela'D OrthoAls o] 3 HCV HIAERE dAvjsls 710

(16) & 5 7he] AFE Loridines} Kafocindl®], oSl thgt W] Fash Aoaon st
o},
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t}. OrthoAlE= AbottAl2} CCBC(Council of Community Blood Centers) 7t A <kef] thsl] A%
< A7lstd e, o] Al2ko] ¢18H CCBC 3] YEL AbbotAl2HE 47 & 57| HAE
g 0@ gl §28 A4S BARS S AL Onhodl FulA} el HAEES
Tuigk we] 7pAc] 579 HAES FujE we] JPARTE FobA A AAS A g
ga 2359t Mde 2 7o Ao = SmithKline v. Lilly AFAZ} §-A18HA H|E 714
S 33| et Tt o] AMAEEO & Sherman Act 279 WAAL7} HE AL ol
A= WEe] ot e3le, M & o A vl AlFe] ddE] 7] wEel
Brooke Group H|A~EE A &3t & gty #dAdsiitt. a3y 9o dS5xa7F 88
2] b= ol 2 dasia FAS it
(3) Virgin Atlantic Airways, LTD. v. British Airways PLC(2001)

FHFES AR Ud ggAleltl. 2 72 Virgine] British Airways7} o] 3AF 2 7]
QSN AAAGFA] i) Y S FAdTE o2 LFS A7 AR

= =

glo] zpd Aol ZFAA wA Aol Feetivt. 9, o] 7L British Airways7} o]
| el dEiME 5544 A9E Bie e Aplo] @Al AIIE 2 ol
LePage’s v.3M AbA 3 28 E = Aot} (18

(4) LePage’s v.3M(2003)

M Tho] ARREFAICAN 54 BAsta e Vet 53], 3ME
2742 EHo]Z Al A 90% o]l AIFAfFES A ek 2-dE 1990
o] % Staples, Office Depot 52| AujdA|So| zpale] o] 2L 71 A g o] £ (private-label)
FHe o)l ZE dulety] AlRglon, o 23t Al oA LePage’s7t Az13ke] 19921 88%
o AZ-FES 7 =Tk 22y AA glo] T Ao A LePage’se] Al F&S
14%0) A=A eskth. 3ME o] Al A& S7HA717] H8l tdd A7)1A] &<l
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(17) HCVE Hepatitis C Hlo]2] 2~ B| ~E, Anti-corex= Hepatitis B v}o|2] 4~ FHo] H|AE, HTLVE
Wy FH wlo]F A Bl AE, HIV 1/2& HIV vlo]g]~ ## H|AE, HBsAgE: Hepatitis B
923 g gH2Ee|t},

(18) o] A} Greenlee and Reitman(2005) 2] EFol osld W &H A A& (parallel market) 7| o] 2~
oty EE9 B AFy #wHd ‘Jr‘ﬂz] AELS BT 359 ‘B4 A F (multiple
product)’ Ao|A®E EFHT}
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Flelmelo] gt M= g)w o] E (bundled rebate) S A &8+ AMA S LePager}t 24744 )
2 A& Ao 2 #1343 H Y (The Third Circuit Court of Appeals)-2 3M©] Sherman Act 2
25 fntativta wAsqith. g, o] A2 &3 AMY S glo] dush AdS
Wilths HolA MY U3 #aste] =49 AR e FEelt
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32. A =49
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Atk o] AR R HAAEPL 2 Al 2&17} WA Aldolu, AdAsA 532
o} e TR AR AGE £ vk
FeadA 7HAARE (T4 91 1993)
o] AL FAS R (F) 7} AV dEo g Agste AW Ed A EEE A
NANAS oFgste] ZHLa AJAoZ A2A 71AAE AolAz B 4 9o}, o A

EF FAT T Sl AR BHE FE 9
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42. HpzEY #& HIAE (exclusive bundling test)

AE =AAE, BE B4 AFelgda . A-B AFANFSL] 7HA A 7HAS W
7YAS AggAEo] ‘W {EE (incremental price for an A-B bundle over A alone)’ ©]2t1 g 2]
stzk, WAl A3 HAEE o] FEZMEe] B AlEFe R34 A (long-run average
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519 13 2} Qw719 18 AF AMUE gasta gdom A9 2E F et
1 gekm A F AUAE AL 719 19 98l S8se] Qe Ageln BF AFE 3

3

A Agolth, 2MAEE o T AFE BF olgAntm shak 1Y 19 ALY FaRsbau ¢
A Q.
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(average variable cost) & $2.500] 31, AF3F FHF7PHB] LS $1.500|th. 71 29 AFF ]
o $1.250t}, waka )9 27 AFEe) el AdgAetn Apgslel sk A9 To] AHY
7HAE $5, AF M S $302 AASta FAl o] T AEFE HIAR FuE wjol= A7 $3,

$2255 AARar spAp, vk S 7]A] 7hAo] glidw 719 2= $3 oJstE ApAle] RS dAvist

(19) ol& WolA AW gAEs} W5 HiERY § 948dn & & ok %, vge] 4u
ol WS HAEE e T Y BAES F3E 4 ok AW HAES §
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d& F AUtk Y 7R M 719 28 ARl e AFFES 7FA S $0.25 o)
ok w71 22 Al wiAls Al A

ol 714 19 #7)1A] 7HAelA 2F A Fe] 7HEL 7 Al Havpav S 7
& FE adoE B7etn w714 HFeg Qe ®rh HeE
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43. 1##8HFE EIAE(incremental profit test)
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