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DORIENELC %, BUIC BT, T, 5
Gk & < 23l FORMBICBET % ik
MIERILLTED, 2007TFICHEK N A
LD ATRENE 2588 2 iR (0—<
IR 6 5 31H) HED BNz,
ZHUSH LT, KEICBOTIE, 1Ek, [
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Regulation (EC) No 864/2007 of the European Parliament and of the Council of 11 July 2007 on the law applicable to

non-contractual obligations (Rome I ), Official Journal L 199, 31/7/2007, pp.40-49.

Art.6

3. (@)The law applicable to a non-contractual obligation arising out of a restriction of competition shall be the law of the

country where the market is, or is likely to be, affected.

(b)When the market is, or is likely to be, affected in more than one country, the person seeking compensation for
damage who sues in the court of the domicile of the defendant, may instead choose to base his or her claim on the
law of the court seised, provided that the market in that Member State is amongst those directly and substantially
affected by the restriction of competition out of which the non-contractual obligation on which the claim is based
arises; where the claimant sues, in accordance with the applicable rules on jurisdiction, more than one defendant in
that court, he or she can only choose to base his or her claim on the law of that court if the restriction of
competition on which the claim against each of these defendants relies directly and substantially affects also the

market in the Member State of that court.
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. FTEMHEEENEZ S5 NS, 28
USC 13315&ic k% & TS JHIATE.
EFSOEL, i FRREINSELE TN
TORFFADDOHE - HEHMZET 51, L
e T, @R b T A MEDMEE 75 555
RICHEA X NBEACIE, HEEBIFTD K b
FA ML LOFERICH UEERETH T L L
A9, THICKH LT, 19824 FEHLS K
F o A bdEE (DU, TFTAIAL £V 5,)
HORIRIC KD, HFBR T X MEDREE
5 EERICHE S RO EIC, BFEEHIFT
DOEFRMEEFENRD ENEZDENICDOEF
WH B, EWVWSDE, FTAIAWRYIE#EZ
HilfRd % & DM, RAEE L)V THHEK T
A MEOHEHHEIPAZ GRS 55 OMcDE,
FERD DI N TVBENETH S,
NEkRDZ L ORMOE, T OREEFEYE
BEOREE L TH->TEHD, P M T A b
EDEH S N EEicd, SRt H
YIEERRD NN Eh 5, HHEREE
HEMNICEED 5NE N T 5, TOHRMICEK
AU, EHFBR T R b 3 0D REIE A 3 FH R U
W3 SRR HEEORAZED L & b
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Hannah L. Buxbaum, “Private Enforcement of Competition Law in the United States: Of Optimal Deterrence and Social

Costs”, in Jiirgen Basedow (ed.), Private Enforcement of EC Competition Law (2007) pp. 41-60.
*  William S. Dodge, “Breaking public law taboo’, Harvard International Law Journal, Vol. 43, No. 1 (2002), p. 1611 K 1UZ,
KE DL, HENEKEEEFTIC K DEFERZOLIITENZAGVET S [REDOX T =R LAEER

(public law taboo) ] IZIRY %,

Hannah L. Buxbaum and Ralf Michaels, “Jurisdiction and Choice of Law in International Antitrust Law - A US

Perspective”, in Jirgen Basedow, Stéphanie Francq and Laurence Idot (ed), International Antitrust Litigation - Conflict of
Laws and Coordination (2012) (hereinafter Buxbaum/Michaels), p. 277.

° 28 USC. §1337 (). [A U R TdH % #iFbim @k o¥|k & LT, Marresse v. Am. Academy of Orthopaedic Surgeons,
470 US. 373, 375, reh'g denied, 471 US. 1062 (1985); Vendo CO. v. Lektro-Vend Corp., 433 U.S. 623, 664 (1977).
Lot ML EOFERDEENBHAITIE, MEHTTE EEREZ AT 5 L-DNS,

®  7z& Z1E. United Phosphorus Ltd v. Angus Chemical Co., 322 F.3d 942, 953-58 (7th Cir. 2003).
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Ozl LTHWE NS, [FIPEG
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MIBLZ) IR LRV ENZFED, —E
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Buxbaum/Michaels, supra note 4, p. 277.

® FTAIAZ IS CId/a < SkERZHIRT 2 80 &3 ¥k LC. Animal Science Prods., Inc. v. China Minmetals
Corp., 654 F.3d 462, 469 n.9 (3rd Cir. 2011); Minn-chem, Inc. v. Agrium, Inc., 683 F.3d 845, 852 (7th Cir. 2012), cert.
dismissed, 134 S. Ct. 23 (7th Cir. 2013); Lotes Co., Ltd. v. Hon Hai Precision Industry Co., 753 F.3d 395 (2nd Cir.

2014).
Buxbaum/Michaels, supra note 4, p. 277.
Supra note 8.

Volume IB (4th ed., 2013), § 272i (p. 313).

12 28 USC 133250 % &, MUECHIFNCMESHE ST RD SN B = dIciE,

Phillip E. Areeda and Herbert Hovenkamp, Antitrust Law: An Analysis of Antitrust Principles and Their Application,

L FEEDWTNENEEEO FI YA

JWEFE—D RIV AV EHI R, TREMEREINRDENS, UL, 771/ 7Y a vORMIcIE, 2005467 5
AT 7> a ik (Class Action Fairness Act of 2005) 12X D, TOELDRRIE N, H2EEEHZMWIEN RS
MEZZEDHETH 2 T L DHETRT 2 IRAKBROMNEFLENFHET B2 TIN5,

928 USC 1367441 KU, HFRECHIANE, B HENELH T % H %R & FEMC BT 28I A5k 2 &S %
HEBR, d7xb b, (MInEEENRDENE, T, TIN5 OBINARGRZ N U THEET 2 H)EEEZ RTS8

BB TERDDBND,

MOREOEHETNCBI LT, BEOIRIE T AU AR AR, 20144) & RS,

"> International Shoe Co. v. Washington, 326 U.S. 310 (1945).
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BB, fido@Eo ., HEEHE V-7
My & IEIERN & DRI D DR RKAY 7 B
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'S Hervert Hovemkamp, Federal Antitrust Policy, The Law of Competition and Its Practice (Hornbook), (5th ed. 2016), § 21.3

80

(p. 1033). See, e.g., Go-Video, Inc. v. Akai Elec, Co., Ltd., 885 F. 2d 1406, 1414-1415 (9th Cir. 1989); United
Phosphorus Ltd v. Angus Chemical Co, 43 F. Supp. 2d 904, 911 (ND Ill 1999); Dee-K Enter., Inc. v. Heveafil Sdn. Bhd.,
982 F. Supp. 1138, 1148 (E.D.Va. 1997); Paper Sys. Inc. v. Mitsubishi Corp., 967 F. Supp. 364, 369 (E.D.Wis. 1997);
Miller Pipeline Corp. v. British Gas, 901 F.Supp. 1416, 1420-1421 (S.D.Ind. 1995).

Helicopteros Nationales de Columbia, S.A. v. Elizabeth Hall et al 466 U.S. 408 (1984).

William S. Dodge, “Antitrust and the Draft Hague Judgements Convention,” Law and Policy International Business, Vol.
32 (2000), p. 369.

Buxbaum/Michaels, supra note 4, pp. 228-229; Dodge, supra note 18, pp. 370-71.

Calder v. Jones, 465 U.S. 773 (1984) . Calder3Hfi&. #1174 V=7 MICEEOAWEG T 5 EAENTH 5 715 XA
7Y ZMOERTHD, MEEL G HERHOLEBIUHEETH LY SIS L, Y SAER LizadHic &
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9I5BT Lz,

Buxbaum/Michaels, supra note 4, pp. 228-229; Dodge, supra note 18, pp. 370-71.
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SEE RO LS R & o TE T ORE

Restatement (Second) of Conflict of Laws § 37 and 50.

Larry Dougherty, “Does a Cartel Aim Expressly? Trusting Calder Personal Jurisdiction when Antitrust Goes Global?”,
Florida Law Review, Vol. 60, Issue 4 (2008), pp. 932-936. MIXIMICEE X N7z T & DITAEAINEETH S DT, #i5id.
BROMNENLEZNR LTS ETHEZFIET 2 ENTEE0E LAV EEND,

Cole v. Tobacco, 47 F. Supp. 2d 812, 815 (ED. Tex. 1999).

Buxbaum/Michaels, supra note 4, p. 229; Dodge, supra note 18, pp. 371-72.

Buxbaum/Michaels, supra note 4, p. 229.

Cawley v. Bloch, 544 F. Supp. 133, 135 (D. Md. 1982).

T DM, O 2 H - OFFRRICHEN T2 IS BV T, EUDSUETY 2 v )V T8 5 1 SITHY 358
DTHBM. WHEOND—ANDEFITIEEL, HBHFHEDTHITED L FICHBNT, SUETY 2 v )V THII 8% 1
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PEkIE, BCHIEERBIM LIRS, TA—F L s /Y s AV DIV RAKEDEHRZMNH FEN TV, Sinochem
PFOE IR AR IS, BHEREZ T 500, 74 —F L /2 - AVEZT Y AHDEHFAZH F LT, See,
Sinochem International Co. Ltd. v. Malaysia International Shipping Corp 549 U.S. 422 (2007) .

See, e.g, In re Air Cargo Shipping Sevices Antitrust Litigation 2008 WL 5958061, 24-30 (E.D. NY 2008); In re Urethane
Antitrust Litigation, 683 F. Supp. 2d 1214 (D. Kan. 2010).
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' oLt Buxbaum/Michaels, supra note 4, p. 2271&. KEE K kT A M k& < 2 ikfilik o2 EHICES 5 M
TR, TN BT 71— ((somewhat concealed) choice-of-law approach) | LFFiL T\ 5,
% Buxbaum/Michaels, supra note 4, p. 227. FHFHIHELNEZEHE O LTI 2 T LN TERNE T BTRED X T —

IZDWTIE. Dodge, supra note 187% & &£,

% Multi-Juice SA v. Snapple Beverage Corp, 2003 WL 1961636 (S.D. N.Y. 2003).
HOIEREENL T A —T L Y s AVEZ IV ADOXRICIN T, SHEK b TR M EO#EH TN e B
H%, TNHITDNTIE, Buxbaum/Michaels, supra note 4, pp. 235-237.

Multi-Juice SA, supra note 33, at 5.
Buxbaum/Michaels, supra note 4, p. 237.

3" United States v. Aluminum Co of America 148 F.2d 416 (2nd Cir. 1945).

% Hartford Fire Ins. v. California, 509 U.S. 764 (1993).
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% F. Hoffmann-LaRoche Ltd. v. Empagran S.A., 542 US. 155, 173-76 (2004).

9 Ibid., at 175.
1 Ibid.
2 Ibid.
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FELL L DAfif& Z#4fEFF 3 2 2 & 72T, AHET
& BEFHERELL O Mit& 2 HEfF g2 2 LN TE
Teo 5 THRINE, SHEOIEAH X, KE
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RNl TEHEA LIz THA S L, Zhic
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KBTI ZWGezliFonizTtdbr5, Lk
Mo TORENC B B i5igHiikg DA E O A&
AR ADMEE & TR B INENC BT B 5 il
LU E DR D THRKExZ1] EDFRT
HB, LLAEND, ZREE. TORICD
E. KEEANICET B3R ENERFICEY
%k & ORHIE, Bz % [but for] &b
DTREATITHO ., HEEESE. ZhD
Dfic 2 <EWEA (proximate cause) |
MEIES BT EZatH LR Nl a b ane
MR UL SHEESS S O BREBT 724 2R
FHIPUC KL, KEEANICET 555 &4
ETEUEEFICEY 2Rk & OBEA, H
7% % Tbut for) ZRBHHICHE R WIGEITE.
Z DX S IEaERIGEFR b7 A MEAEH &
iz,

MR BT A M EORE AP, FTAIAD
E. EFELEE (international comity) %
D& B EHHIFZEOEREIC K > THHIR
NS B, EEEMICET S8 O A

(jurisdictional rule of reason) | &FrE 1%
LDTH D", EHLEICS K Liieko¥]
PO, KE ESEORIRIFIZRE DS > A
2N 5 EMEL U TROBFHICE R LT
%, Teb 2. SEDOEFRFIZIZBER L O
fORER Y HEDOEFE, EaB XU T5
HEFOFEH, FEFRKICKSHITHar T
TAT VY AZREBT BHIRE, KEICET B
RONE DTN 2 HTHIEENE, KIE
W2 EH LR 38 MIE TR I
DR, ZD XS ERRO T EATRENE, KE
WIC BT 2 AR T ADIME DR FITH 9
BN EENERZETH S,

Lol TONEMBFIFREDOERICEK S
HIBRIZKE 2K TZF ANSNTNE DT
75, 19934 OHartford )k D 2 5= /L
W BIEIICE SN D 2L RIENTIE T
HEM (FeL 23, FFERCBNTE, K
EDCKRENEICHE S T &z % K 5 HEM)
ZRIILOBRD . ALGEEERINEZNE TR
WEERLTWSY, 207, BfiIFIED
ST BT B EEHLEOBRENIH S Tl
Vo UL, EFEALEED T & SHE ORI 4R
ZHEd HHEEEE, HartfordRICH T %
Scalia#f B DR EH Tt E N T2 1
A 20044F 0 i K Empagran ik &
ERHLEROFVHA D & & SVE O BRI - HE
BRICE/RLTWVEY TOmICEDE,
20044 DEmpagranfifikz ., [EFX L0 EE
MAEFEELLELD LT 2 ARE H

** Empagran S.A. v. F. Hoffmann-LaRoche, 417 F.3d 1267, 1270 (D.C. Cir. 2005).

* Ibid., at 1270-71.

OEEMICHT 2 AHOBANC OV, MTHE=EERSS 17 2 ) IdiskiE (55 2 ikl GlsOAle, 2012

) 310-314H,

" Timberlane Lumber Co. v. Bank of America NT and SA, 549 F.2d 597 (9th Cir. 1976); Mannington Mills, Inc. v.

Congoleum Corp., 595 F.2d 1287 (3rd Cir. 1979).
Hartford Fire, supra note 38, at 797-99.
*® Ibid, at 817-21.

" Empagran, supra note 39, at 163-69. Buxbaum/Michaels, supra note 4, p. 233&. 20044EEmpagrani#if{si @£ Hih
Hartford Fire¥|iRIC 351F % ScaliaiCfI B DO E R 28R L7 L D LRIl L T %,
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XX TH%,

NV EHR bS5 MEDEE
FA%Z & < 23:aFEDE)]

KT, I b T A MEOBESE-Z S <
B0 Z BT %, 9. FTAIADf#
FICDWTTH S, Empagranf|pLIpF,
Fi i A FTAIAD U DT L 72 Flik
F RS 750 EI X PEERECHIA L)L
BT, Empagranfiff OAZRFICERQS
Niz. KEENICBF B8R ENETETK
HFICHET 255K OBEICEI LT, #DOh
HIRZPHB FENT VS, ZThHIE, ZRED
BHALUEHIBNEY Ta—FZFH L., T
I AE D - 7o E O & GEWVERAE,
Rt IR T A O E T OME. (AET
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TREV] RO T03Y, T ORMIC
FNE, ZOX S HEERITGEK F T A M ik
W E N0,

T DEh, KEEANICHT 2D [ERE
PEJ ISR U TE & X PERR S LNV T
BOMHRD T EN TS, KEEAICHTE

() 1B

DERO TEEM IOV TIE, RIS HRR
TR E BB )T BOMIHIRT
BEHFTE B2, ARTIE, FHETITDN
Tt il T4 GV T IV) NOEHK N5
A MEOBHAHIC DOV TERREN T
Minn-chem!] & & Motorola Mobilityf!] I 7
o

Minn-chem$fFIC B Tk, R3EH IR
KCHWHNZRA2Y 2 (BUTL) T3
SRV TV & 75 o Teo KENC B
BRAY 2 DWAETH B G, HETH
% 1)V T VB IE DIETGIC B TR E
T aDffifsZE B ik D, SEH
BB B DEBRAVEEE L 72D . Zhic
ENKETIZIC BT BMlif& 6 B Lo,
KIETi55 DAL T % 515 5 DRI
Mo Tz & F5E U7z, Minn-chem¥ 1
B BHHEEIE, HH b DA MEDHE S D
VT IVICHERE NS, LD DT, ZhRD
MEH#ME ) OBEENHTENE2 0 ENTH >
Teo BB 7 KX PERECHIT S, TERME] D
P2 e 1ICHTz 0 ), SHE TS
k% 3% (Foreign Sovereign Immunities Act :
FSIA) @ TE#MN ORZZR L, TEHE
#y (direct) | &i&. T8 S DOITADEHZORS
£ (an immediate consequence of the
defendant’s activity) ] TdH 2 Z &b, H#
R b2 A MBI YAV T IVICE - SNk
WEHPRUES, UL LS, YaksHIAT
WEREETHE L SR 58552 T LTW0W5,

Buxbaum/Michaels, supra note 4, p. 233.
Empagran, supra note 39, at 169.

In re Monosodium Glutamate Antitrust Litigation, 477 F.3d 535 (8th Cir. 2007); In re Dynamic Random Access Memory
(DRAM) Antitrust Litigation, 546 F.3d 981 (9th Cir. 2008).
In re Monosodium Glutamate Antitrust Litigation, supra note 52, at 541.

" Jz¥ z1E. United States v. LSL Biotechnologies, 379 F.3d 672 (9th Cir. 2004). Ji|#5i{f Ti3& %A%, United States v.

Hui Hsiung, 758 F.3d 1074 (9th Cir. 2014).

%> Animal Science Products, supra note 8; Minn-chem, supra note 8; Lotes, supra note 8; Motorola Mobility LLC v. AU

Optronics Corp., 746 F.3d 842 (7th Cir. 2014).

% Minn-chem, Inc. v. Agrium, Inc., 657 F.3d 650, 661-62 (7th Cir. 2011).
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M & 75 > 7z, i T % K[E DMotorola
Mobilityld. [t & U2 D TF2HAMA L
TZLCD/ RV DAlikE DM 5 T % 71V T V5
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k% 71 )L 7 )L DX G & 75 > 7o LCD/ SRV D
POEFEERIC IS UTC RD 3 DOFRIC /T
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MEEEA L., KEICEERBIAZFNED
ThHsd (MELE>EH-BOEED 1 %),
2 D H &, Motorola Mobility® #} [ - £
PHVETHEA UL SKES TR BRI AA
% N 7z . Motorola Mobilitylc i 7% & f1.
AR EEANICR BIAENTZEDTH B
(ML x> 85O 2k D42%), 3DH
l&. Motorola Mobility® #¥ [E -2 1 A3 4}
THEA L. KES Tl flaAEZ N
BIETIRGRE N D TH S (REE 755
TeR D RARD57%) . A TRIE L -7
DF. 2OHOHEHTH S, LWVwo508,
i & 72 5 LCD7 S 3 )L idMotorola Mobility®

NEFEAEDNETIEALIZEDTH B M,
Motorola MobilityND 5% & T L T, K[
EWICHBIAZ NS, TEHEME] OB
7z ENZDENDHENTEN TS T
HB, TNICHLT, 1 DHOEAIL, K
EHHCEERBATNIEDICHTE T &
Mo, IROEEEEHS N TH D HIK
k2 A MEOBEHHEICE FN 5 Dm0 IR
e blholz, 3DHOEMIE, M
ERBLCDNARIVBRUZNDHAAE N
EABIAKEN THZE EN TV S e,
B b T A MO FICE TR &
WEURTH S LHIEN TS,

97 K EIXPERRECHI . ), s
72 2 LCDM AT I AA T N, RIS
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OMVEFZAEDNETHEA L, A i
HBIARLTNB T S, KEICHIT B80T
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THaOT, NEEN) OB E NI
WEHPRUT, Eio, FECHIFTE. FTAIA
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WTE, RDESITHIRL TV Y, $4&b
B WiV T IV K D R E N AliREAK
E T EF N RANCHRIR E N B DS, [
M & 72 BLCD/S 2L & K E I i A L Tz
Motorola MobilityD#=IC & % C EITA .
[ OFERIZ. KEIC BT B EREL Ok
FRICHED D TR AR YAV TN
4} [ "TMotorola Mobility® #} [F 2= #E1c )
FELRICHEDIS D TH ST, HET
L CTHFICOWT, @B M T A MEDE
EHEFMEGERIZAE TRV,

Z Ok, YREHINE. IS X B R

" Minn-chem, supra note 8, at 855-860.
% Motorola Mobility, supra note 55, at 844.
" Ibid., at 845.
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EHPRUTE®, Z LT Mt fbam &
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D, FldmEENRIEN, # LG
HEEH) 217 5 EOEICHE, B IR
T ERFERDITI NI R ST, etk
] THE 2D 0 Jik 7z 2K % Ml 7z
ALEV I, e, MEHIATE. T O
RS B eI, HEAEICB T 5 RH
2 _E o112 ¢ & A1llinois BrickFli*IC &
ShLTVEY,

NS OHPRE, KE R IEFREHT L~V

() 1B

IKBF2EDTIEH AN, NETHRINIE
FrfBRITA L7 )V) ISHd ZEH S
A ML E —ERE, L
HIBE U T W %, 20044F 0 B i 5 3%
Empagranfl| L%, FTAIAD f# fl, #H K
kT A M EOEAHIPAIC S M S % R K
HIRD FENTOWRWIRMIC BN TR, Th
5 ORI b A o5 F P BY
FREED—D LA 5, LHbHF, Minn-
chem¥lfRD X 51, KEENICHTS 5 50HR
O NEEME] ZEPDICRNT 57 7Tu—F
MERERENTVS T LICHET 20BN H
5EEbN5B,

Fro, EEALGEC OV TS, BRI
MREENTVS, 5 2 K [m K PEFREHTE.
20164 9 H20H D HIRIC BT, EBEAL
FRICHE D T B T X MEOEMZYER
HVE SR SEHE TS 2 KEWEE DRk A 2R
T3, FAHERE. E2 I VCOMEHIVT
JNC X D IEERW - TKEOREFEMN, Al
TIVBINETHZHEOE 2 I > CORLESE
FTH U, B T A M EICHD EEER
BERDIEHETH o1z AHRICBNT,
HEOBERE S WSINL, EiEL iz VT
Wi, #IR b T A MEICKT 5 —/ T, 1
EOMEHHAICIC KO ERENZEDTH >
Teo TOS, HHK T A MEDwEH AT

% Motorola Mobility LLC v. AU Optronics Corp., 775 F.3d 816, 819 (7th Cir. 2014).

o' bid., at 819-20.
2 Ibid., at 820.

% Tllinois Brick Co. v. Illinois, 431 U.S. 720, 97 S. Ct. 2061 (1977).

%" Motorola Mobility, supra note 60, at 820-24. 7z, 4% HIFiZ. Motorola Mobility 5| & [z A DI ENHIE K

129 % 1linois Brickfik & THEfilt (collision) ] ICDWNWT, RDKIICFKLTWD, Thbb, FMHIBNT, K
HDfRFEiEMotorola Mobility DA EF2tLIC I 5Nz b O TH D HNEFERIEASMNTR (citizen) Tdh - 7 E DL,
F I MASE E DR TH > 72 H Ch% DR A % T L BYE LR EO MR MEE#E N TR TH - 7)) Oikic
it MRS EEH ZFRA B T EMTE e MREEED 5 KE OB 21T 3 % Motorola Mobility M - 7eHEZHIET %
TLEWEETH D HFK R T A MEDE ERAZIT H T LI TERNTHS S I, Ibid, at 820.

In re Vitamin C Antitrust Litigation, 2016 U.S. App. LEXIS 17135 (2 nd Cir. 2016). ARLEOFEHNC DV TIE AL Rk
FERERE & 2 Vi 7L T VI EBI OFE RIS D £ 0 & LTRE LRI b5 A ML EES# L4451 15
(20164) 1593ELL F&H4,

FERTIE, BRI % €2 X Coifitic B9 2 ifitkE83E F#i (Procedure for Price Verification and Chop) A%
e 7> Tz,
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BN EIZEO K ER (amicus curiae) 7%
L TWRInE, B—FEOHIKNEY)T
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HREDIIIC DT D . MR DEED KR
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NV &HbiIC

AR L723@ 0 . KENCHBT B T A Mk
728 < % Wil b ORI B9 % Snm O Bt
BZEEL TS, ZOHTE. FTAIANHY)
BiEZHRT 28D THBHH, EAE FHEE
[ b5 A MEO@EHEEZ IR 5 6D TH
BMICDNTIE, kI LHREZNTHS
EbNs, EWVHDE, FTAIAWIFAY |,
HFRR b T A MEOEHIHEHZ IR 2 & D
THa LI, HHEEIESLLFFA47

JNCHBWTHFRK b5 A MEDEHICDOWT
HhEFNEESHODITH L, BYEEED
MR TH 25 ICE. SOV T NOEFET
HOTEHFADNOTHD, Tlo, MK, K
oA MEOEBEMImE 2 TEbhEm ) S
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T, EUNMRHT 2 K5 e EK b5 A Mk
D TRENE 2 7R BB T u—F 722K
EEHFHLTWS EFRINTWVS T L,
BKRNEDTH S, HEK FT A MEZTE
AL EBDLNZHRE HZIFENEH, [
HikE —fUbLTE 20 ENE TS, KEIKCE
BN TA MRS < S ORI
DT, RARE L TARHGSREZ N0,
FlEREE OB ZEHT 2 0END 5
Do

%" In re Vitamin C Antitrust Litigation, 584 F. Supp. 2d 546 (E.D.N.Y., 2008).
% In re Vitamin C Antitrust Litigation, supra note 65, at 38, n. 10.
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