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Ry B e I SE R B B M B R 2 N P BRI 1T By BER A FEBIR 219581
TERUE OB LAY RIS RN - W EEEE LAY AR A A - BB LR NI R R
A~ BB G A TA A - S NSRBI AR - s 2 At
s EEHA ek - P RN S 2 S IRE A EE B ES T ES
ANEEEETER A 2 XA+ HNFREES o4 EERERSN - 08 i m & F]
WY > S TERATRAZES -

Firsl i85 %5 h:% | (reverse payment settlement agreement) - EjA3E
BRI ) B 23 B A 2013 4R Federal Trade Commission v. Actavis, Inc.Z¥ 3R ( FH%

TActavisZFHFF ) PEER T AQFEHBAEREENEETEL  HEIT AT
g Hp IR GR B IE (DR E N A FIBIN AR HARER R E AR A G A ER
Flonih + QBEFIEANFTANZAATBYESE TES ) ° - & =R ISR
ARGARGSFME  HmESR (#HE=%) (Sherman Act) Flfk (15
US.C.§ 1) » HDUFIETHIF " PREINFE SRR 2 52 5 sips 61T R iU #E4Y | Z &R ETT
B BES US.C. § IEVESTHENBRINA - BIAEHTEE = (Wisconsin) MIZEH
133.03f%" -

FAIZIE AT E 0 R KR IEEIRH 0 2022538 - 1089 0 53F - JRiEE a9 & 0 ANDA#Y R
B T R AR BE R AR B A 2E R R AN A PR 2 % & o See In re Namenda Direct Purchaser
Antitrust Litig., No. 15 CIV. 7488 (CM), 2017 WL 4358244, at *3 (S.D.N.Y. May 23, 2017).

P mE] R HL T B4R B 2 H B A # % B Federal Trade Commission
v. AbbVie Inc. 48 Bl | k2 B4 » H65 » 202247 H » 504 » 64-657 -

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

> 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
the patented product until the patent’s term expires, and (2) Company A, the patentee, to pay B
many millions of dollars.”); see also Picone v. Shire PLC, No. 16-CV-12396-ADB, 2017 WL
4873506, at *4 (D. Mass. Oct. 20, 2017).

6 See Actavis, Inc., 570 U.S. at 141.

7

See, e.g., Michael P. Waxman, Wisconsin’s Antitrust Law: Outsourcing the Legal Standard, 94
MARQ. L. REV. 1173, 1174 (2011) (“Some states (including Wisconsin) adopted language similar to
the Sherman Act.”); Picone, 2017 WL 4873506, at *19; WIS. STAT. ANN. § 133.03(1) (West 2022)
(“Every contract, combination in the form of trust or otherwise, or conspiracy, in restraint of trade

or commerce is illegal. Every person who makes any contract or engages in any combination or
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BT 3 0 48 15 F 25 1 B B B BRI R » ActavisZEH R 1 FLE HIBRIR %2
— - ZREERGSEE R FEEREEARSENEL ) = E AR
RE/DHIEHE B R RSN =« 1586 A4 (78 B R B3 0PR HI5 8
TR AR A TR A EIS B RIRE DR U - BRI K R
Wi SR LTS EAKER N 7 TEEAREESME ) (large,
unjustified ) HY36 A4S (T &7 RACHITE T A A B S ET  (EIL AN AR (L7
EEAMRS - MRS ERNRES - EHERE > AN ENRNGEEEETLS
SFITHRER T AR R AT AT 50 > AR T R (M T A A N B
ZFlzE™ o

SEEEEEASIE 2 15k T HUE I 48 N R 1 S 2 A B B AR R (T
TR, ) MATRBEEY (TH TATE ) ) 2HEBS - HILREEDs
BIRAER N TR Gk S #R > TR TE"™ - 1 T Ea T F 25
% WEREBME B ToN ) EEhSHR  REsHMPREE - %

conspiracy in restraint of trade or commerce is guilty of a Class H felony, except that,
notwithstanding the maximum fine specified in s. 939.50(3)(h), the person may be fined not more
than $100,000 if a corporation, or, if any other person, may be fined not more than $50,000.”).

S ORRMBALTAN ke e LA A R B X R B R &K IRFTC v.
Actavis, Inc. £ 455 » R4 6F > 201554 8 - 2187 - 111-1397 -

% See Actavis, Inc., 570 U.S. at 153 (“First, the specific restraint at issue has the ‘potential for
genuine adverse effects on competition.’”).

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

" 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.”).

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

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

" See id. at 154 (“We concede that settlement on terms permitting the patent challenger to enter the
market before the patent expires would also bring about competition, again to the consumer’s
benefit.”).

15

R A8 2 195378 o
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BEAE B IR TIEERAHE, (B S RE" -

RILBAENE T VETERY  FERR A PR 2 (0 45 1 Al aa trp s 22 1 - Bl E B
FA& M e & #b 7774 FE (United States District Court for the Southern District of New
York ) fIn re Actos End Payor Antitrust LitigationZE" ( F7% T Actos2 | ) ¥k - B
R ActosZZH 2 F Wi MG th ik o HIR AL ar QIR B A SRR N 2R A A B2 BE T 5 HY
fisk > AR TR R S (acceleration clause) - H 4EFF i ZE i (7 B 3 fE B2 A4 BE Y
REF > R BT TA Do RERRREE" -

ActosZEph J REBFFAEFF 2 T #UERIBIEFAZ &S ,  (motion to dismiss) -
WP a5 KA LA & AR BE SR R BREA S KA By m B B A 2
0 TEEERETRAZ &S MEEFFIENTE - DA RN E
SR BBt 25 3R DURR RO 7 SR GE 2 BB o SR EE AR 481 2 193 TE TS i TR
RS EGENF R T HERAELGEZEE ) B T HERAELSEE
o o3 THERNERGEZEE ) ZEK > BIEUSFPIE#S] - HifidcrosZ
HIAE2EAEE -

ARSAE 25 38 S5 B A i e AR B A e 2 A - WL - AR R R Y B
HEME  DEBELEEGRFEBE T EHRBI AL FRE T ERRNERE © HITH IR
DBV B RS B AF 52 BT BURBARV B T8 - DUT » RS/ r 48 AR e ¥t %
Fi G e ek 2 RE » B RO ARE IR G TR BT EE B A48k
Z197 &85

1% See John Miraglia, In Re Lipitor Antitrust Litigation: The Third Circuit’s Prescription for Judicial
Reviewability of Reverse Payment Settlements, 63 VILL. L. REV. 833, 844 (2018).

" In re Actos End Payor Antitrust Litig., No. 13-CV-9244 RA, 2015 WL 5610752 (S.D.N.Y. Sept.
22, 2015) [hereinafter, Actos I]. ARREPTARIZ G H RAEIRAR R M EmE (H@MEiE) 12
JL ] B 35 187 40 A e iR SR 0 AL MR R AR R Actavis K #E > W S FARAE o See Actos 1, 2015 WL
5610752, at *10. Rt T 48649 £ 44 : In re Wellbutrin XL Antitrust Litig., 133 F. Supp. 3d 734,
736 (E.D. Pa. 2015), aff’d sub nom. In re Wellbutrin XL Antitrust Litig. Indirect Purchaser Class,
868 F.3d 132 (3d Cir. 2017), judgment entered sub nom. In re Wellbutrin XL Antitrust Litig., No.
15-2875,2017 WL 3529114 (3d Cir. Aug. 9, 2017).

"8 See Actos I,2015 WL 5610752, at *14-*19.

19 See id. at *1, *9,

20

See Moyer v. Lebanon Cnty., No. 3:16-CV-01424, 2017 WL 6989168, at *5 (M.D. Pa. Dec. 28, 2017).
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&\ ~ In re Actos End Payor Antitrust LitigationZ& g2 43t

_ \;.EJ‘ T";‘f

fEActos ZE T » AH R i g 2 £ ACTOSELACTOSplus met<5 — 1 55 —J5HE PR 75 28
Y1 5 ACTOS B & %% i% 47 F pioglitazone hydrochloride ( ®] BE %5 i F » = B
sulfonylurea - metformin B\, insulin % — [&] it F§ ) - i ACTOSplus met Bl & #5
pioglitazone hydrochlorideJEr_'@metformin21 o EFEMEEY)EHE (U.S. Food & Drug
Administration, FDA) 53 15~ 19994F B 2005 4% £ i — ZE4A 3 B3t o ™ -

HEREHNA =B ENE4,687,7779% (T " 777985 F] ;) ~ 555,965,584
St CTNHE T S8ASREA], ) ~ B1556,329,4045% (TN 404585 F], ) 5 77798 K
FIEIHH B20114E 1 17H > 5843714045 BAIEIIH £20166F6 H19H -

ActosZE 3 |57 @ i Takeda\ 5] B V0 58 B2 4 @ g Mylan ~ Actavis ~ RanbaxyEiTeva
SN FIR R G - MR S R E R - 5 —H BMylan - ActavisF]
Ranbaxy%: =[]/ A AR » 26— FH B Teva N E AR - SZEHER - AR R
S P MR R A IR G5 P 2 B -

1FEiMylan ~ ActavisfllRanbaxyZ =i\ B A RIMVIEE T » = A\ EfE20034.7
HEHEFEACTOSEEYIHYANDANG I & " PAREHT (B 7R [5 i 2 0 AH B8 S5 A1) s St
SR EELEYFHEES) ¢ EMylan/AFHYPAEE I $F # = (H . FHA] > [ Actavis

21 See Actos I, 2015 WL 5610752, at *4.

2 Seeid.

B Seeid.

2 See id. at *1 (“Defendants Takeda Pharmaceutical Company Limited, Takeda America Holdings,
Inc., Takeda Pharmaceuticals U.S.A., Inc., and Takeda Development Center Americas, Inc.
(collectively, ‘Takeda’), Mylan Inc. and Mylan Pharmaceuticals Inc. (together, ‘Mylan’), Actavis
PLC (formerly known as ‘Actavis, Inc.”) and Watson Laboratories, Inc. (together, ‘Actavis’),
Ranbaxy Laboratories, Ltd. and Ranbaxy, Inc. (collectively, ‘Ranbaxy’), and Teva Pharmaceutical
Industries, Ltd. and Teva Pharmaceuticals USA, Inc. (together ‘Teva’).”).

B Seeid. at *20.

26

B AL B B AR 8 o AR SRR R T AL
A HEAENT 0 201446 A > 264564 0 227 -

ST L L BB % AR T SR A
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FiIRanbaxy s /% 5] PA%S B £ $1 41 5845R B14045 B> -

20034E10 H 17 H Takeda/\ 5 = RE2 ¢ 88\ R A EHES T2 - $HE7775%
HA| > KBV ITER R BMylan A F A @ 0 EMylan AT A IR LT AR E
dE o DRI IR R AT 2 16. 8 B 54 5 L2848 b3k b 4 7 11 14 2008 HE & >° - $1 3
HALEFE Sy - MRS IS B TS - Takeda/ 51 = 52 B2 42 88\ T A MEST
IRt > - Mylan/y 5] 55 7220084E6 5 23 FH #f ACTOSplus metZE47) £ ANDA I,
5845F A HL HPARE B ¢ [F4E8H SH - Takedas 5% Mylan/d B 42 H H F 2 1 3
A% o FE20104E3 7 15H » Takeda/\ )53 BRI = B2 42 88\ B s BRI 52 -

8 Teva N EIHREIYIFE T > Teval\ 5] 1A4Y200447 H 14 H i $1 B ACTOSZEY)
HEHIANDA - 3 2 HRRHH S845% BLA045R LAY T § viligE ] |, (B EREELEFTIE E
MR B IR 2 R R AR R BRI E ) ® o TevalN 5155 1E20094E4 F 14 H $f
ACTOSplus metZEHHREEEANDA - [T 5L PARE B FT $1 34 Y S5 €0 15 S84 55 HF> -
i > 20094E5 F 18 H B Takeda /) & $f Teva /) T2 BRI EHEFTA « ££201053 H 15
F > FDAZ R Teva/t 5] Y H ACTOSEE W) () ANDA t1 04 8 $1 5 AH [ 55 FIl 2 11 P48
B5% o PRI > Teva’ & J H: B Takeda s 5 Y 37 #A t HE#E R 377 3l 2 5K Takeda /) 5] & 1F
SRR - R o ETTR{% 1220104125 22 F B RIAR -

2T See Actos 1,2015 WL 5610752, at *5.

See id.

See id.

See id. at *6.

See id.

See id.

See Actos 1, 2015 WL 5610752, at *7; see also Ping-Hsun Chen, A Brand-Name Drug Company
May Violate Section Two of the Sherman Act by Mislabeling a Submitted Patent in the Orange
Book: An Implication from in Re Actos End-Payor Antitrust Litigation, 848 F.3d 89 (2d Cir. 2017),
13 BROOK. J. CORP. FIN. & CoM. L. 395, 398-99 (2019).

See Actos I, 2015 WL 5610752, at *8.

See id.

See id.

See id.

See id.

28
29
30
31
32
33

34
35
36
37
38
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~ Takeda’" S[#IMylan ~ Actavis®>Ranbaxy3§ /% =|HIATR

[#H 17> Takeda/\ 5] f1Mylan ~ ActavisB{Ranbaxy% = [\ SR RIfE % - A L@
B4y o A E B RSy o AESLEAIESY o DRI R B Ik 4 s A AR 1
# o SHIATIEES TIREBIIE ) ME20124E8 5 17 H B4 £ ACTOSEEY)
AUER B - (RIS A TR, o EE A H A ACTOSEEYIH 24
SERL A 2012458 H 1T HBIMAS BI% » =R AR EREATSY - X=mis
o BRL i Takeda 2 51 R 143 Rl L1222 B - TRoR IR B R ISR i fin AR e T He i
4% | (authorized generic drug) *? ¢

55 5k {8 A1 49 % & 43 > 4 Takeda 2% &) B2 Mylan 23 5] 49 7 % o > 6 & B
ACTOSplus metZ£4i =" o Mylan/\ Bl SEH R € AACTOSplus metZ£4)1] &
£EETIE - HE20129E 125 140 Bk + 502 % Takedal = 1Y R M S5 54 85 | R — &
B0% > Mylan/A TREE H A G AT - W E 2012488 F17H B ib™ - phoh - EH
il 5% % SE g 7T #E A\ ACTOSplus met&E Y B2 44 8 T 5515 » Mylan/y 5] B A 17 21 #E
AT -

Tt Takeda /X ] Bl Actavis/ 5] flIRanbaxy A &Y ifs& H » JRARHIRACTOSplus met
ZE)T IR © Ranbaxy /s & AT {E Mylan /3 5] 3 A ACTOSplus metSE4) 1 E2 4 BE i 355

39 Seeid. at *12.

40" See Actos I, 2015 WL 5610752, at *6. Mylan4\ 3] fizRanbaxy 2 3] 7201248 A 17 B & /3 ACTOS
Ay 2 % BT 0 {2 Actaviss) &) 2 AT F Watson Laboratories 2 3] B &k 48 5] B J4F » i
1% 4% 22 g AR B 3R A M IR AF 3 T35 © See Medical Marketing & Media, Watson Finds Itself Shut
Out of Generic Actos Launch, available at http://www.mmm-online.com/channel/watson-finds-
itself-shut-out-of-generic-actos-launch/article/255331/ (last visited Jan. 27, 2018).

1 See Actos I, 2015 WL 5610752, at *6.

42 Seeid.

3 Seeid. at *7.

* See Actos I, 2015 WL 5610752, at *7. Mylans 8] 72201248 A 17 B J& 4 ACTOSplus met 4 ¢4
24 BEFTH - (Mylan Inc., Mylan Launches Generic Actoplus Met® Tablets and Generic
Actos® Tablets, available at http://investor.mylan.com/releasedetail.cfm?releaseid=701000 (last
visited Jan. 27, 2018)) .

*® See Actos I, 2015 WL 5610752, at *7.

46

See id. at *6.
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FE 180K 14 54 B B2 4% %% » BA20154E6 H 1S H BAsY B ¢ 82Y - 53 Actavis /A F] 15
BiRanbaxy /. ] [5] 15 3 A B2 42 #7735 -

5381 ¥ Takeda/ 5Bl Ranbaxy /A 5] (17175 » 7 HEFEEK » HIRanbaxy/\ & 7] $RIH
Takeda/\ SIFJACTOSEEY gy & » H ik NA eI Eisz® -

S 57 0 e 1 PR A B I R > S R M i Sl B8 HE R B A B IR A ctavis 2 HI R L
TSRy o RO S A0 e 3 B2 4 B i S M R SR BB AT AT 85 LTS
T BT A RIS B>« DRI » 4% 2 # B 5% 5 Takeda /3 =] 84 Mylan - Actavisifll
Ranbaxy S5/ 5] A FIE 756 /38 22 42 B8 A 738 H B 3T 8 77 28 » JhActavis 2 Fir
AR

HR o AR E TSR ) SRR AR R - s i R Ik
BB o BCZIEEGK . BTN - HA R B (3 2 /8 15 Takeda /A 5%
i - 2B BANDARYPAE BT BUS-SF 0138 ) WA atie & H HIRTHE AT 830% » 20
G GE N T2 AT IR B (R e B4 % o o - G st
HORELEY {8 R 0 F3% = 5 TR ANDA Y B fir PABE I 2 > fir B > 1 o1 HR
Hatch-Waxman £ 2 54 180K 5@ 4 B HI™ - SUMEEERZ =R\ KR
Takeda/N T FLE D EH 528G o MU R & BEER VG - FHE > %
S 01 1)t 22 42, B i R 55 ANDARY SR » DR T W 35 B 1% (15 52 A B i e 9 o
5 ACTOSEEYIANDA® o L Actavis ZEFEAE R AR B R FIR B RE L SEE T
AR (AT PR A (5 T ISR 3 TR e » AR IR R Tl (i R g™

4 See id. at *6, *16.

See id. at *6.

See id.

See id. at *14 (citing Actavis, Inc., 570 U.S. at 154).
See id.

See id. at *15-*16.

See id. at *15.

See id.

See id.

See id.

See id. at *16 (citing King Drug Co. of Florence v. Smithkline Beecham Corp., 791 F.3d 388, 409
(3d Cir. 2015)).

48
49
50
51
52
53
54
55
56
57
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Rtk A ZE a0 R B Takeda /s 5] Al Actavis /3 5] 8¢ Ranbaxy 2 519 1 35 A
Bl ACTOSplus metZE) A RAMIIER » (1 ERE Lo AT 51 © ACTOSplus met#
WRE BB G K Y TE 28 MEAE 7 P ACTOS B ) ) B2 47 % ] 2 R 19242 2 {7 38 ACTOSplus
metZEYIHTMHRI A > ST A R BRI R R o RSN o Actavis ZEREREN R
RO s T A Eo A I EFR B AR » T3 > RIS ACTOSplus metSEH Il (6
IV AR F 2 R ROB % R B IR B - H O AT 6 (B H {22
LB 0 TS E S Mylan /A F] (Y 180K B HY B HIR 45k - SouBmE 2 A
Filz5%

PRI - 235230 By 3 7 TakedaZt 5] flMylan ~ ActavissiRanbaxy’ss = &/ 5K
T, 5 by B v B A ctavis E RUAE T &£ -
= ~ Takeda”" 5| Teva’® =|AIAIRE)

#1172 Takeda/ A1 Teva /2 1A AR 1% - HL7R 8 4 S8 = RIAR TR » T 2LAH
BT © Takeda/y T4 HE Teva/ 5] 1] 15 52 44 5 11 5 B 4R HE 180 K N §4 8 ACTOS
F ACTOSplus metSs —HEEY I L IEEL 4458 ( ACTOSEEW)IY B 44 5E 17 B 1/ 2012458
F17THB% » MACTOSplus metZ£)f1E2 £ B IS HI 201242 12 14HBA%R) & 5
J7 i Teva/ 5IFEEE DLSY & —AHEEYIFT 15 2 S AN T5% Bt F 4% « 5 Teva A FI1E
% 180K AR 4 1T §4 B 5L H SRR 8% o sk o1 s R IR I TAE
H At £2 4 S A TS Tevall 5] ] B0 AR HE B 2 8 0 A 1 38Y - i
41 72 Takeda /s 5 75 P2 HE LA B2 R B 2 HEF > (BI04 HE 75 (il ANDA H 35 5 A BB

8 Seeid at ¥16-*17.

See id. at *16.
See id.

See id. at *17.
See id.

See id.

See id. at *12.
See id. at *8, *17.
See id. at *8, *17.
See id. at *17.

59
60
61
62
63
64
65
66
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SHERAR NN B MEE %% (authorized generic) ~ 157 Hofh B2 42 % g 17 2% L J& HA
i Y B M 2 4 5 -

REMBR BZIRERFEREE > EHAOTY - 5% ZHHAEEY
T Tevas S5 A0 FI RS A i A B ST 000 00 5 TOPFABIN T 480 17 Rl
2 Teva/ 5 (45 Takeda A BTSSR 2SRRI - 5201 IR R ko
Teva/\ &) F H A7 FE 2 ¢ @ d i o JEMylan ~ ActavisflIRanbaxy2 /\ 5] iy E i £2 4 4
W A THA50% » ENRERISHH#E AT " « X Takeda/s 5] 6] B Teva/l 5] {5 1F 22 4 #1755
AR 1RO P94 M5 L 472 o T3 R R Takeda 2 71 F PR MEEL L5042

BEG > IE R B A SR R S R AR B S R s T - ik 0 B
Takeda 5] B HE E2 44 SR P RE L R PR 4G B B2 0 4 > T2 A 1k - (HEE A

SE LA ik R AR -
M TR

BT 3R 2 B RO AR s IR B A ctavis 28 RLRRFE 22 36 48 (T AR 01 » A %3t
Bt BB R AR R TN To ) BeEHErEr  EEhe=5E" -
B BERARIGAE R BAEE - E T ) AT R IR SRR O o it
Sh o B HORFOR IR ALRE T 48 (T %0 o (EAERAIS IR IE A E AR - BRI H A
SR EE - MERECHEZEERESSEAREERH" - Y > WEEHHE
TR T Y 2 42 B g T S LR T 020 AT 35 A B st (e S 8 L (A 2 B R

68
69
70

See id. at *18.

See id. at ¥*17-*19.
See id. at *18.

See id.

See id.

See id.

See id. at *19.

See id.

See id.

See id.

71
72
73
74
75
76
7
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EERET o N > ARHEALIEREET -

_'\iﬁf&] 5

B H % S EE I FR EE K FER0ARE (United States Court of Appeals
for the Second Circuit) E§5YBEEE : i » FHREFEARIN. » [EEER TR AT SR B
FIgE R B ML E R R R - MEERGEE 2 EEY - /Wit 2FH
AR IR - s -

2~ Nk ¢ R 2 A B

ActosTEH 2T 50 1 R4 10 5 B (R P E - TIEE T R AP
SEZ B | SRR TR 5 1 R R S S 2 0 48 R 26
% -

— 0~ ﬂﬁ:ﬂ j:’(J it =08 r;_Er"chlJ—mthlﬂ ﬁjﬁgﬁu ,:_,IL;[E Ejﬁ%'1—1|§

{EActosZE » 2P 4 (T F 22 BTG E 2 A i AT AR (2012458 H 17
He12F14H ~ &20154E6 F15H ) ~ st E MRk B3 B H M AT 55 H i (2012
FESFITH ) R 2P 58455 B140458 5F 2 HIFR H (2016656 H19H ) » Kl »
ActosZEIF % (HIR BATAE > ST AIFE T IREK , BRIEEmAAS -

EEB R = A N ActavisEF A NG 3 T A PR ERBIQ E SRR SR
e TR B, B o S A T S A B Y S 10 5 R
BT 40 SR AR D FLAG T 3% S - JUE g SR o R o 4 T B » T 2

& See id. at *20.

See id.

See In re Actos End-Payor Antitrust Litig., 848 F.3d 89, 93 (2d Cir. 2017) [hereinafter, Actos I1].
See Nathan R. Sisodia, Student Note, Plausibly in Reverse: The Private Plaintiff Case for Surviving
a Motion to Dismiss in the Post-Actavis Framework, 45 AIPLA Q.J. 93, 116-17 (2017).

See Actos 1, 2015 WL 5610752, at *6.

79
80
81

82
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TBHREFN 425 o AR > T AIBRGRER AT SRR A RS A R N Y S 8 S
PRI » S EBRER L BRGS0 DRI - 3% (0K TE 2% (8 75 200 A T S5 B 3 A LR 1 A
BOREE > SR -

5% Bryan Gant/E i & 45 1 & TE AT ATl [F AT BIEL - (40 DR A 22
CEER S R - R ER RS AR Actavis EFRFTS R T80T, BB
IR AER T EE , AP EEm™ - £ IRERESAEA
FEHERIATE » TIAE — I T P HE B2 R BE R R A HL (IS BERE i AR5 - =
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8 See Actavis, Inc., 570 U.S. at 153.

8 See Bryan Gant, Understanding Actavis: How Courts Misinterpret FTC v. Actavis, Inc., and How
to Get It Right, 22 HARV. NEGOT. L. REV. 111, 159 (2016).

8 Seeid. at 160.

8 Seeid. at 159.
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8 See Actavis, Inc., 570 U.S. at 154.
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