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SFIRE Ry G SR HE (TR T PARER] ) ) o BESE FEHERH (United States Food
and Drug Administration, FDA ) A 45 T H 180K AV 2 & #4 & HA ] DA [H &4 i =y
c HIFRER A EE LG > LRI T % | (authorized generic
drug) - f5ELREERMENA KT ~ BLEE G ARE 2 g8 > (28 HEEK
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See Fed. Trade Comm’n v. AbbVie Inc., 107 F. Supp. 3d 428, 434 n.4 (E.D. Pa. 2015).

See Quincy (Ping-Hsun) Chen, Destroying A Pharmaceutical Patent for Saving Lives?: A Case
Study of Sanofi-Synthelabo v. Apotex, Inc.,21 ALB. L.J. ScI. & TECH. 125, 136-37 (2011).
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IR R - AR RS0 o 54815 2 1916 Ty S 17 [ 52 i B 2 44 i i ) R
P EIRHIE T R B -

BEEREASMG 19 3TEME T A TERMRE - THER A ER
NERGEZIESE  BRBAEXSHGZEEEG ) - $tHFHE T HERAFELGEZE
& KB ER Federal Trade Commission v. AbbVie Inc.ZE ( Nf# " AbbVie
) M ERESE DR AP 5ZE B GIBE TEEANHEAEE -

AbbVieZ R4 Bl FiE 5 Z& B & ( Federal Trade Commission, FTC) > HAREER
HL T A fE Federal Trade Commission Act ( N TFTC)% |, ) 5% (HI15 U.S.C.
§45(a)) > ZIRIR PFTCIEE R BEFALIFERR PG 3 Ll B ERN AR A
#I (B 27%) (Sherman Act) F1fk (15 US.C. § 1) Z17RETSE (FTCE) 5
STRARBERR 21T Ry » T REET3th G B S5 R FR 2 N R & 3 75774 (United States District
Court for the Eastern District of Pennsylvania ) 12,

DUF » ARSCHeA 48 E BB B = A BE R 2013 Federal Trade Commission v.
Actavis, Inc. £ (TR T ActavisZE | ) » REEEERTEEHRE T E4G A F]
wik ) BEEARGIEFMEENEE" - fFActavisEHRIE - FHHRIE T R FR
R A RIS R AR (B A R BRI IR B R A > " - ASTFTE S

0 iy e R R R R AR A AR R 2015612 - 1242
2 0 150-151°F -

" ORERRSMXEEEE TEECEB THIERE BT HBE o 341 M
https:/lis.ly.gov.tw/lylgqre/mtcdoc?DN090415:LCEWAO1_090415 40025 2 » & HE A :
2018414248 -

12 See Fed. Trade Comm’n v. AbbVie Inc., 107 F. Supp. 3d 428, 430, 434-35 (E.D. Pa. 2015).

'3 Fed. Trade Comm’n v. Actavis, Inc., 570 U.S. 136 (2013).

YR o R B R EE S G A B AR RN Bk 2k PR AR 3T
20164124 » 31F -

15

folde 15— RGP RERE L TR PR © @3EIn re Loestrin 24 Fe Antitrust Litig., 814
F.3d 538 (Ist Cir. 2016); Picone v. Shire PLC, No. 16-CV-12396-ADB, 2017 WL 4873506 (D.
Mass. Oct. 20, 2017); In re Asacol Antitrust Litig., 233 F. Supp. 3d 247 (D. Mass. 2017); In re
Solodyn (Minocycline Hydrochloride) Antitrust Litig., No. CV 14-MD-02503-DJC, 2015 WL
5458570 (D. Mass. Sept. 16, 2015); In re Nexium (Esomeprazole) Antitrust Litig., 42 F. Supp. 3d
231 (D. Mass. 2014) ; 2.5 — 1@ F3FikR ML TR IKR e H) ik - @35In re Actos End-Payor
Antitrust Litig., 848 F.3d 89 (2d Cir. 2017); Sergeants Benevolent Ass’n Health & Welfare Fund v.
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e a7,

(NAbbVieZEfEd " VEAERY | FRRFIBF UG - R e a8 By 22 FI R 177 o
RIRGEF > (3% R RAZE EFVARTGIE - MEAZK EITABLEEE £ MM 3

Gl

RE RoPRAUBEF - By AIE Ra iR HIE R 275 > MR HYSE R ER oy ROk -

A~ 3 e A 4k 1 R BLBCFEDI UL ¢ ActavisJEHE

RIBEB LA (HESE) FUR > RFNEEEEIE Z 22 5 5 56 1T

FyEL Ry IEERE S RO EHZETERE" o BREERN20138E ActavisZEH]
AP ESR T WS TR | (reverse payment settlement agreement ) £ " A\ H]
HBAFEREEMNEF I - (HETAEME - AR ERE © —  $EREA
NFEIBR R R HANE AR R ESAY) 0 = BAREANAFAAZ A FBEHEIT
X4, P BEARERIERN R RER N RER ZME > NERI1S

Acta Vis, PLC, No. 15-CV-6549 (CM), 2016 WL 4992690 (S.D.N.Y. Sept. 13, 2016); In re
Aggrenox Antitrust Litig., 94 F. Supp. 3d 224 (D. Conn. 2015) ; 3.% =g F3fikrei L F 4k
FE ey #) ik - @35In re Lipitor Antitrust Litig., 868 F.3d 231 (3d Cir. 2017); In re Wellbutrin XL
Antitrust Litig. Indirect Purchaser Class, 868 F.3d 132 (3d Cir. 2017); In re K-Dur Antitrust Litig.,
No. 01 CV1652SRCCLW, 2016 WL 755623 (D.N.J. Feb. 25, 2016); King Drug Co. of Florence,
Inc. v. Cephalon, Inc., No. 2:06-CV-1797, 2015 WL 12645766 (E.D. Pa. Dec. 22, 2015); King
Drug Co. of Florence, Inc., et al. v. Cephalon, Inc., No. 2:06-CV-1797, 2015 WL 8620989 (E.D.
Pa. Dec. 14, 2015); King Drug Co. of Florence v. Cephalon, Inc., 88 F. Supp. 3d 402 (E.D. Pa.
2015); In re Niaspan Antitrust Litig., 42 F. Supp. 3d 735 (E.D. Pa. 2014) ; 4. F 4T F W5 ik Fe 8d
Flk > @3&In re Opana ER Antritrust Litig., 162 F. Supp. 3d 704, 716 (N.D. Ill. 2016); United
Food & Commercial Workers Local 1776 & Participating Employers Health & Welfare Fund v.
Teikoku Pharma USA, Inc., 74 F. Supp. 3d 1052 (N.D. Cal. 2014).

t#]4m : In re Nexium (Esomeprazole) Antitrust Litig., 842 F.3d 34 (1st Cir. 2016).

See 15 U.S.C. § 1 (“Every contract, combination in the form of trust or otherwise, or conspiracy, in
restraint of trade or commerce among the several States, or with foreign nations, is declared to be
illegal.”). uAL %6 FAM K B AT X 5 ik 5 LMEHAI 64T B I HH -

See id. (“Every person who shall make any contract or engage in any combination or conspiracy
hereby declared to be illegal shall be deemed guilty of a felony[.]”).

See Actavis, Inc., 570 U.S. at 140-41 (“Company A sues Company B for patent infringement. The
two companies settle under terms that require (1) Company B, the claimed infringer, not to produce
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U.S.C.§1%-

Actavis ZEH FHR H FLIE% BT 30 E 2 B ARG 3 7T e R FE R AT B o B
— B EREISE A R SR E RN A E? - R AT EEHIR
BRREREVABEEHERREENE? - $=2ENAES A ERT EENR
HIEREE Y GRE  HAEATEAEE LA RZEE 2N - SUETEE
A TESHRERE FRAREGRIND FAE TSEEREEER
(large, unjustified ) FYM[E 45 (T FARRR I FERIIFE (T 2 b - (H % b Al i
SEPH L SRS 2 AR -

B ER N RS —TEE B 5 AT T S BRI A S B S
FEELEIE S 5 IREN > AR RO S 5 A o S A A T SO o SR e g
W OEMELEBEFY LY - BERRGHRELT > RS AR BB ST E
( supracompetitve price ) Fif 2= 2 FI B & b A AR 17 56 o5 S5 AT SY o ME R A R 938
% HEAMAFN 2 SEEE G &SN ERERRGEATS 2 Fl252 - 5—
DT+ R I SR TR R (1 70 3 B2 4 S i T 1 S 40 o AR S50 - R T
R FMAE RN EES -

the patented product until the patent’s term expires, and (2) Company A, the patentee, to pay B

many millions of dollars.”).

0 Seeid. at 141.

21 See id. at 153.

2 See id. (“First, the specific restraint at issue has the ‘potential for genuine adverse effects on
competition.”).

B See id. at 156 (“Second, these anticompetitive consequences will at least sometimes prove
unjustified.”).

2 Seeid. at 157 (“Third, where a reverse payment threatens to work unjustified anticompetitive harm,
the patentee likely possesses the power to bring that harm about in practice.”).

5 See id. (“Fourth, an antitrust action is likely to prove more feasible administratively than the
Eleventh Circuit believed.”).

% See id. at 158 (“Fifth, the fact that a large, unjustified reverse payment risks antitrust liability does
not prevent litigating parties from settling their lawsuit.”).

%7 Seeid. at 153.

2B Seeid. at 154.

29

See id.
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TEActavis ZZ H| 1 1% » EBF T FL S = 3 F 57 7EFE ( United States Court of
Appeals for the Third Circuit) §2King Drug Co. of Florence v. Smithkline Beecham
Corp. Z&H 7 v i HH R AR T e B i 20 1) <2 R4S (HECE B T AU HEEE 44 8E |, (no-
AG) ARy T] % Actavis AU R « 53 32 BT F145 — KB ¥R (United
States Court of Appeals for the First Circuit) J2In re Loestrin 24 Fe Antitrust Litigation
FEH 50 By Actavis Fe e i F A JE 42885 (non-cash) 3 [A1 45 (AR s -

FELERIAN S - ABFSM T AR s IR & H 2B B AP P )&

EHARBEEN ) AN > MHHESRE2FmRAREREZ BN - 5
Bt FIS 05 2 e i LR R g B e 26 B8 AF 12 P 3 A B B A SSCHIRA AN 15 By Actavis B
A 37 PR T 0 > 34

~ W RASI] 88 5 AE b 2 3 I A ) 4 e
Federal Trade Commission v. AbbVie Inc. %

— R

{EAbbVieZEH » FHRAHYIRSE s AndroGel (EBHTZ 5ERE - FHIZL RS SRR ) 2L
T 2 EEEEEY) - TFDARS 200040 120 3% SV HT 98 37 51 36°° - S P B0 By 2
HFI556,503,894%% (TFE " 8948R HF , ) > HEHIH20204E8 H30H - F5AbbVies

30" See King Drug Co. of Florence v. Smithkline Beecham Corp., 791 F.3d 388, 393-94 (3d Cir. 2015).

H M E M o #l4min re Opana ER Antritrust Litig., No. 14 C 10150, 2016 WL 738596, at *8
(N.D. IIL Feb. 25, 2016) -

See In re Loestrin 24 Fe Antitrust Litig., 814 F.3d 538, 549-52 (1st Cir. 2016).

See In re Solodyn (Minocycline Hydrochloride) Antitrust Litig., No. CV 14-MD-02503-DJC, 2015
WL 5458570, at *7 (D. Mass. Sept. 16, 2015).

See Apotex, Inc. v. Cephalon, Inc., 255 F. Supp. 3d 604, 611 (E.D. Pa. 2017).

See AbbVie Inc., 107 F. Supp. 3d at 430. ZE SN RBERFERFTELHFENTH
023988 %% ° 44 4k : https://info.fda.gov.tw/mlms/H0001D.aspx? Type=Lic&LicId=02023988 - &
#BAER 202255288 -

See AbbVie Inc., 107 F. Supp. 3d at 432.

31
32

33
34

35
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H]EiBesins Healthcare/N &) ( FFE " Besins/AE] | ) HE% -
AndroGel (5 Besins 2\ 5] it B 2 > 7 75 3% Unimed Pharmaceuticals 2\ 5] ( N
T Unimed/AH] |, » Ef% B Solvay Pharmaceuticals/y 5] FULiE> ) 17 5B #5585
FHEF ] 5 07 7 B 3 3 T S R — [E AR B 11T ER S 1) (EI89455 A ) *° - 894
SREFIIE R Eg AR > HE5 R TH 2 2D MRl s IR 46 22 K F1 F isopropyl myristate
(IPM) h5:2if 8557 (penetration enhancer ) 7 SEREHC 770 5 235 W v i FH A s 5
R 5y HS 5 o R e A
AndroGel iV ¥ &% 2F 1] 5 |& & Solvay Pharmaceuticals /Y 5 ( [ f§ " Solvay 23
g ) A 0 (HZ A\ E1 2 20104F B Abbott Laboratories/\ 5] ( N8 " Abbott/y
Al ) FRUHE® - 20134 Abbott/s 5 53 Hi B TL AbbVie A F] o i F AbbVie /s & K
AndroGelg i, [y 242
AbbVieZE 7 5 JF SE i Abbott /X B M1 E2 44 i Teva /s B] M HYAIAE - HIF H R Teva
/A E1 5k AndroGel fi7 2 ANDA™® o §1894 5% 5 F R [F] 1 2 > Teva/\ 5] £2 4 % (i ]
isopropyl palmitate (IPP) & 32iEmaamp -
Teva/X &) R 201 142 H{ 5% ANDA - Wi [ff 77 PAEEBH T £k R FE X EW N EEHF
894 5% B F| % - 2 %% - Abbott /» 7] {& [ Besins Healthcare 23 &) % & 2 fi KU JI

% See AbbVie Inc., 107 F. Supp. 3d at 430, 433; see also Fed. Trade Comm’n v. AbbVie Inc, 976

F.3d 327, 341 (3d Cir. 2020).

See Stuart N. Senator & Rohit K. Singla, FTC v. Actavis: Antitrust Litigation over ‘“Reverse-
Payment” Pharmaceutical Patent Settlements, 22 COMPETITION: J. ANTI. & UNFAIR COMP. L. SEC.
ST. B. CAL. 153, 154 (2013).

See AbbVie Inc., 107 F. Supp. 3d at 432.

See id. at 433.

See Auxilium Pharms., Inc. v. Watson Lab’ys, Inc., No. CIV.A. 12-3084 JLL, 2014 WL 9859224,
at *3 (D.N.J. Dec. 16, 2014).

See AbbVie Inc., 107 F. Supp. 3d at 430 n.1.

See AbbVie Inc., 976 F.3d at 341.

See AbbVie Inc., 107 F. Supp. 3d at 433-34.

See id. at 433.

See id.

37
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42
43
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(Delaware ) Bk Fih 7734 e Teva A SREHT » 3 E IR E(E H894FRELFI™ - 40—t
STEATE % o EETTIA201 148 12 5 20 H e MU 200 15105 2 i R A g s -

:\iiﬁﬁﬁﬁmaﬁ

() ERES

TEAbbVieZEh » FTC ¥R 2 BRI 35 B IR H B0 - (04 22 M b 57k 3% SL
Rt IR R REY - REEFAEF L RS R ERTERN TR

[EI3fFaA 2 B35, (a motion to dismiss)  JY3EET - TABL A REGETHIRA AR AL
RBE - SREFIFR S 2 AR o DU B R A 2 R R AR A A -

(D) B— MBS —EREAndroGel 5

TS — PRI > Abbott/ A 5] [F E Teva/ X 5] A JR20 14512 H27H (8945F 5
FIEHRTLIOFHFE ) Br#AAE AndroGel Y E2 4 4E ¢ [fij Abbott /Y Sl 57 {+f Teva/t =]
g};ﬁm R

B LA - AR RR R H Bl i SR b Actavis ZEH R RN g in s A A b
RIE% o A B2 4 H % T 12 175 396 538 Teva 2 &) LI 2 5 BRI B H H A 64F i A
AndroGel Y E2 R EE T > HAARSI(RHE A Teva X GEE(TE A > IEAEA B2 G
320 o D3RI M Bt 5T I Y Y 2 i 6 T Actavis 2RI T 2 R %2 ROFCHLT A FT bR
St -

46 See AbbVie Inc., 107 F. Supp. 3d at 433; see also Unimed Pharms., LLC v. Perrigo Co., No.

CV13-236-RGA, 2015 WL 1094601, at *1 (D. Del. Mar. 11, 2015).
See AbbVie Inc., 107 F. Supp. 3d at 434.

See id. at 430.

See id. at 437.

See id. at 431.

See id. at 434.

See id. at 436.

See id.

See id. (citing Actavis, Inc., 570 U.S. at 158).

47
48
49
50
51
52
53
54
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FAHR R TG SR SR EHER 7]

(S)BZHRERHE—ERETCorEka

55 TR R I RS 38 AR 1E A ZE T Teva/ 5] 5k R S TriCorfJ ANDA® - ffij
TriCor 2 4 7 B [ B i BE (19 22 497°° « 72 TriCorfJ ANDA JE 2 Novopharm /3 & 72 1999
FI2H R 0 H5& A E & KW Teva,s 5] AT UL » (K1 I ANDA B By Teva /s 5] HY
ANDA® -

FH 7> Abbott 2\ 5] b 48 5 FD A 5 TriCor 1 37 751 Y B 7] & $2 H BB & vl a8 FH a5 > 7
FEAE 5 LT e ) R ANDA ST B 58 2™ o Bi1% » Abbott/) E]EdTeva
N E] L TriCorJ ANDAGREARIfE » M A FF Teva/ N 5] 22012477 H [ #E A TriCorZE4) 1Y
85+ IS4 2 TriCor 2 &4 S 17 35 Tl s T B A 9IS R (4920134E1 HRE) % - il
BEAbbVieZZ W EE sk Z 2 T0F > TevaX B ARBENEF] DL B 222 X EE KBS FDAKY
Frarsa® .

TEAbbVieZZ W —(F AR h ik > Abbott AE[E B MR Teva A EHEXK > H
20124811 F 10 H #E Ry HA44E - EL (e TriCor 2 P HE 22 24 8848 Teva /N F®' - SRAR
Teva/ 5] ff fE 37 {7 Abbott /X 5] iy TriCorZ2 X S5 BE{F » H Hy Abbott/N S]HY KA ~ {Re%
A 2 EL B Fr st ERYEESNE: B~ RO Teva s 5] F A s B AU HE R 4 % =36 57 BT i
5\262 R

IS AR R > APl B E A B AT F i R E R Actavis Y T
%% o R HN B T Teva A\ B DUER 44 88 78 ot A BB E RS ) i 55 > DL
Abbott/AEE R o [hSh o Abbott/N F R L T B 4 Teva/NF - A i IE

5 See id. at 434.

See Teva Pharm. USA, Inc. v. Abbott Labs., 252 F.R.D. 213, 220 (D. Del. 2008).
See id. at 221.

See id. at 221-23.

See AbbVie Inc., 107 F. Supp. 3d at 434.

See id.

See id.

See id.

See id. at 436.

See id.

56
57
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L 30 7 T R 2 2 R R i

5 AR ZE 3 e A B JEFTCHY 385 © FTC R 3B 5 — (IR 177 538 11 50 i 52 47, 2 {1 e
B R 4A T Teva/N EIE ANDARR 7 HO BRI (B (8 > DASH i - £ 35 72 PP A 2 O
He® o BEE T20124E 11 F 10H | 6&1F > FTC I 58 B 17— flk 19 $5 HE B2 47 6 7 i
Z > N yTeva N B HE A BB EETT G AYATIE N B HA TriCorB2 1 B2 §5 5 - BiTeva
N EVESEER RS S A - B FTCE RIS 4288 B EL Y B
B2 B T = > B Teva A FIHH & BRI -

YIS E0R o AR AR TR - RBFTCRBESE B Teva/s B R 5y
SEYEAR AR R TS (ERS © HL 3% P B2 4 Sy (it i S EL M s 2 IR B B S
e e Bt AU 1 il R Abbott /A 5] (1 $848 Teva/N B] » i 2
Teva/A E ] $845 Abbott/\ 5] DU HUPZ HEER 2188 > (b4 " « A I3l B °F JE I
Actavis S H R B HERR Tevay B/ Hed DUL FE SL LT B HE B2 4,5 ~ AT i35 b
H B DL R Abbott A B - [E S AR A LS E B A /DRI FIZE ( Abbott
AN EIR A Teva/h 8] » (AT % FR G20 IR Actavis 2 H TS 2 it 4G Rzt -

5 KM BFTCHY 3K AR R 8 2 15 ZEAbbott A 5] % B T — {5 R Al
MCAEE FR Tevas SIHI R o A HilE #t SEFTC R AE B4 30 Teva/ 5] 7 JE (S A F)
WEE E RN EFEA R BB DR RS HUS TriCory £ 57 « &
FE e % o AR5 3% 3 JE Abbott /A T R A R A (B Y 77 2 HY B Epg e 2 4

65
66
67

See id.

See id.

See id. at 434 (“With generic TriCor an important part of Teva’s product pipeline, the FTC avers
that the agreement allowing Teva to sell an authorized generic was particularly attractive and would
give it a valuable hedge against continued frustration before the FDA.”).

See id.

See id.

See id. at 436.

See id.

See id.

See id.

See id.

See id.

68
69
70
71
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Al BT @ A AR EREL T3

@ HZimsll WA R 5 - W R0 S B FTC 3%
Ok

S S Ly

BRI A et B ) AR - A 22 B RN s R 0 15 48 1 A M T B AE AR
FEEFEIRR - IR IR o BARZE LA R F B A i — A
RIS — AR BUSE E R IR BB T - B A L5 & Rk i R s e Al
W AA N 2 BT T AR SR PR R IH 324970 « TEEARAS T A L3RERR B
FTCELARE TR o Bt 55 — (2 0 e 67 8 1T a8 1 PR A1 3 Tt p 4 <

A ZE FHRERT A HI IR G FTCHRE SRR P A B B BB - BRI RS - FTC
§i5 H Abbott/ T AT SR Y SR (2 HE 5 A M AT FLED3 0 F R 2 L A S BB s > ke HL
Abbott/ 5] 5178 Teva s &) 00 2R & [ 377 11 75 3011 H 2 7 5 1% 3= A AndroGel £2 £ %2 i
85 1 [RI3% 7 5 48 Teva /8 B B2 Abbott /28 5108 5 T8 2 BE 0 - OB TIRERE
(sham lawsuit) ®' - A » Abbott/) &5 B (5 B G > Bl Teva/s B4 BE AT AE
AR - DL HLES R AndroGelff [t 73 L Fe 7 s 1307 o 2 L S B Ay 5 ™2

BERA R Z - FTCHS Y Teva/ 5] 5] B 3% F R HE % » H 7 % Abbott /A 5] fit i
TriCor# 4% % » Abbott/\ & [E] 7 5 20124F 11 AL A HAVIERT - i Teva/\ H]HIHE
K o $EHETeva/ Bl §Y B TriCorfFZ fEER 2 8¢ © [E]i% > Tevaldl B R HFHEA AL -
Sl R Bl Abbott /2 5135 F AndroGel 2 5 1 35 B F20144F 12 7 1%« 3782 4 5 (it g 17 3%
H5E Teva /s 5] JE 2 7 48 Abbott /A FIHIE: ] > EIESLERLA ~ SMINER A (ficiE LSk

76 See id.

See id.

See AbbVie Inc., 976 F.3d at 356.
See id. at 358.

See id. at 336.

See id. at 356.

See id. at 356-57.

See id. at 357.

See id.

7
78
79
80
81
82
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84
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AELLBIARETE) - BigEe® -

BN —(F R RV A (8 T =%, > FTCHS Hi TriCorss i it FiE $ Teva /s
H S EWmEAEEN - 8 RS E Teva\ 5 0 F220124E7 B # A TriCork
FEEH5Y o B Teva/y B E TriCorE £ BEH 1 JWANDAFH 35 % » {H EL 3 R E A HL 15
FDARY A4 BERF 0] 35 - 170 e LU FF 26088 4 B RS R o 3% MR 177 3% 5 Teva /) H1 B
fR2012EE AV SEF ~ Ry EF B B JWANDAHI 3% % 2 (B %% 5 1l Teva/ &) 78 B H TriCor£2
FEERI P (net sales) {(EAFHIRIFERIRIPAI AT 1 %5175,000,00035 4 » H 35
FHSSESEE S o RTINS EEBERTE TWERFFARM - SR
Teva/ )5t AndroGel & S A B FISREARS 57 12 17 5552 £ B r A 15 -

BN — PRI 4S8 T R ELIEE M, FTCH 5 — AR5 R AE
16 55 Abbott /A FIHI B TR 5 o Abbott/ 5] B4 Teva/) 547 £ Kk 8 2 1,
F T 5% o 07 B TriCor %8 S 58 — (R AT R R 38 - B IR E
Teva/\ &) By B T A TriCor B2 &4 567 © 3% 15 B IS LI ER B8 A T35 - BT

Abbott/y ] BLH At TriCor 2 5H ANDA HIEE F HY fh st > Abbott/ S HYFAE G B 52 44 4%
BRI EN L EEANDAH S i ILZISH B R B2 HUE © s iR VIR 2 R B 2 Y
& I Abbortt ) B Ho A 5 M E2 S SE A B Y B S R+ BERX b S 2 B Abbott 2 F] A

TriCor# fif: i 3515 5:100,000,00035 5 - {HZ s AT IRV A AR 2 > T AR HE
R E%R -

Bef% o BRI S8 — 1 RO AR o 1Y PR (I8 T 0 SR R B8 (R R 7 foh e 0 {12 2585 4
B > FTCH5 4 Abbott/ 5 #5544 100,000,000 3 4 1 TriCor & i i 85 » (H 3% 184 (8 2
AndroGel 2 i i B0V {8 7T FE B U s 2 /N 57+ 11 7% AndroGel 2 i T 35 1 U 25 /2

8 See id.

See id.
See id.
See id.
See id.
See id.
See id.
See id.
See id.
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MRIZ R B RS - IR SR S B = B O & IR R B2 A S BRI AR > DA IR B
FIR TN H % B2 A SRR SR HE AT 85 2810 - REPR 588 S+ HYTT Ryl PR S S 1 28
SRR ESE R EE ANENSZH Y - 2 TR JYEANRESEABEEAIE
EHL AIAPEERNA > BEALEEBR ENEE - TEB(LERNVIEES
e

i/

-~ TwEEEH AR E, R

SR ASIR 195 VESHG BRI B B R TSRz, o 7 Tl
SEE AT EE RIS 58 o 40 5 [ 1 IR S i BB ¢ B g R S B A A
BB RIS A S AT AT oh > R e SRR R RIS A RS 84 - WRAH
(RN S RO » 3 BRI (B T 5 FE R (R M T (90 S S B R 2 1 S 0 0
BiME AT ¢ (DA [ElAbbVieZEHIZE ] » BB AR B F -

FERE I R (AT EGE T HeB8 | KB AR E FREAMIRIR - (LAbbVieZEHIERER T4 » FIfR

% See id.

See id. at 357-58.
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CRFZATEZHA G 2 "B RATPTIE 2 B Bt dy 5 BAR PSS o oneee B
BiE#lms ATEBLACRE ZAREZING ) HIUEHRZHE LR AN ERE
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HARIEEM ) ;HELGER -
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FEfRAE E A~ AHRE 52 UﬁﬁﬁT%ﬁﬁA A AAVRERI A (BRI
NEEHBEHIEN ) FF - & LIRS Rr iy - 18 TR RIE S8 A0 5% LE R 5 7

REAEHMERR (& - ILAh A ERIARTERAY %49 H AT T BB EHE R ROV ESE

=~ EHIF AR ZE E

Actavis E R By T B A AR IEE M (U W%HﬁLﬁ@ﬁﬁ%m%E’@
EEBIRE R e T AEER ) (a rule of reason) ¥ o JREN - FOfREEHY
EE AR IR AR A (M B

Asris TRERS ) AESETLL TEE | % (oligopoly) MR o Ryl
Bl K S RN TR RSk 2R EE » SERAESGR I 1TRAHE
BB > DTS S R R Bl R A R - R R LR
JRAFRAIARN TES ) FlEE

BB FEFaAR s B B R B T S4B A EE - AR THEAN T 5.5, Flzs
JEG R R EERT R Y — - LIREREMAI TS S 2R 4 SR E R H A
BRI HUSE L8 i BRI RmMEGEnEEr " IEErHES

9 See Actavis, Inc., 570 U.S. at 158-59.

See Impax Lab’ys, Inc. v. Fed. Trade Comm’n, 994 F.3d 484, 497 (5th Cir. 2021).
See Daewoo Elecs. Co. v. Int’l Union of Elec. Elec., Tech., Salaried & Mach. Workers, AFL-CIO,
6 F.3d 1511, 1515 n.6 (Fed. Cir. 1993) (“An oligopoly is a ‘market condition in which sellers are so

few that the actions of any one of them will materially affect price and hence have a measurable

98
99

impact upon competitors.’”).
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