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SR ZEWT I o A I C Tl b R 5
BB 5 04347 R e S5 A B

5l

o

H KT 5 (relevant market) , J& 7 28 W 1 2% B8 3 v 5% Sy 35 Rl (9 3% A
WS Z o A H A S 3, ) R A R M S R 2B W, e B
Fi A ol I W R0 ) BE BTN AT BBk, H R A E M E ORISR ET N R

TR 22 7 A B 0% 0 PR ] 5 4 0 3B R ARCR B B R AR O T MR L. B
Ky — BFRE T AR WIAE T 5 9 B0 4 b 2 18] 7 47 7 19 25 4 56
Ao LA B CEAG M EL 38 4 T R A R 0 BTR 45 B BT B R B B T
ok DR, 7E © S I 2 Tk A 5 X M I W
PR A SR A ST 3 1 57 1), kR T R B0 A VE B B VRIA £ R
—o EIGIR M S BRIRE T R\ 2AREOREA R HRy

BEMMXT S, W RU, FEM XN 506 R T, 05 S
SE H P S R S BRSBTS A

KT 3 B 915 BBl S8 A% K /NI 6 A AR e . B 5 A O T 35 B0 5 LK/ 4
R B 50 R BIH R 76 0% 5 P9 4 M AT K5 SE M B O T R R LA R o
EiBsReS LT 1N

TERCHL, BB ST 5 38 R 16 24 3 1 v A3 2808 Bt

AL GG A E LR & A Y 3BT 25 IR 0 SR &5 2 1Al B 5 7
BRFPRXREGI O —MIAN A8 K 1 3 B 6 79 5 L o 38 % i ) 4 = 4
HARRAM. P BAEEN, RHSHEZABBEE, %, 5%
* ASCHEE WKk B E N,
RIS 188 8,55 33 7.

@ Report of the Attorney General’s National Committee to Study the Antitrust Laws, 44
(1955) s KA BT - (SES M BRIEHR 12 151F B R R TR & 2 DB EITO W T(—)) 8 b
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SAEATE Z AR, AT AR K T g B AR R 4 R R AT
(product market) . i 3% 7 3% (geographic market) % Bsf fa] T 3 (time
market) , @

o, 7 T 8, S 48 0 S Kb AE — S B0 25 18] AN TR] S Rl 22 N B B0 R
SRS R EAA TR RIS, T R A 6 b [ R
W R R S5 R A B R — AR B AR . B, — BLERIA
T 7E A 2 T B IR 55 2 1) B R — R AR IR 4t AF T
BZANE T X HERESEMNTR—TH2ZH, 4 FHET SR
Z . UL AT LA, R i s T A B sk R B T AT SE R RCR R
AT BUIR 45 AR LG R PR A AL B k. OB OC R AT,
ST R E, R R E BT A E T S R R AR, — BRI E
Shy 7= i T R X R R AR B IR SRR L R AR TR, HE
REMETHHNEEE TERNER, MARKEZ ™ A5, 82
BRI H BT SRR . wE . R AR A IR s
T 2 ORI AT S RIAR AR T RN & R A SR R AL, Bl A T AR
R A% J A A E BA TR M.

Hb 38R T 37, WU R 4 7E AR 56 72 5 T 35 P9 A R R 55 T RE R OF 3 4 Y
25 () . —RRIA K b3 AT 3 O Y R, 0 24 p 24 S TE AR LB T
PR F R o R 45 10 S A 40 b SR W L T LR A TR o IR 55 A
S, AT ETFIEM Y EAMNETFLS R XM R oY —” T
BB . (H R, RS PR R AR A b B T S R TE L A R R B LR A
FmTFEAN. MRAE-WmTHREXESEER s, KEEMERH
B 52 00 4T, B 2 A Bk RE G ) 1 b R # R LA S A R L ) e 4
.

I ] 7 35 38 A 7R A DG B L T 3 N 0 R A BUIR 55 B R RR T SR 4
e, REM R ER M EMRELT N EAERZ — BEE
S BRI E T 3% B9 Y B, 300 R AR T B A R — e A
M7 1 7 S SRUIR 45 9 Y BBl A B 55 EL A G R A S T S R T AR AR 28 T X
“If [ 3 B B SR . AT SR R G TE B SE A R 2% 1T 2L B[R] T 3 B AR T, AD

@ HAH W IR, R 2K AR DR T 4 R 5 B 1 0 B 38 B BB B (AR T R GCHE AR
TR RFE) LS M B 3 5w F ) 3k 8] 4 O A B FOREAT AR
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RWAETRGE A © I HR 78R8 5 T 7 35 4 O R 3k S B R 3
A B0 P9 O B AT R S G B 3E AT M IBE B I A S T 35
B 6] 17 47 A S B A2 SRR T T . E SRS S T 3 — A BRAR
MBI R E YR 2 S 5 1 T 9 B B L AR S R B 1 O 4
AR IR R X S A RAE R XML ST 2 T e, B4
DB,

BT B REEAAY, AHT F0 K5 DA (1] 5 K 3 48y 280 9 R 52 A 26 i 4
9 B 3 B S R AR B I T Bl 8 B3 4F R 19 % B 5 A5 Ak, 25 & B [
B SR LR TF 5 LA S o 5 001 WA 45 A i ol 9 W 0 2 S 8 4 o s T
WS MBS, R, BB T A 08 A BF 58 BT 38 10 M 26 7T 35, AT LA
L 7 i 7 3 0 A8 3 R

—. REMXDIZNEREZL SR

(=) “#XT %" (relevant market) ¥ & B 32 H—— £ B HI 61 3£ (1911 &

Y Standard Oil 38,1948 £ ) Columbia Steel %)

RFMATG "M, Chr b 7E £ E R IC R0 s S b, BB
B R PR , ok & A i i “ 48 6 1 %7 (relevant market) —
. BAOTIEEREDA, RECGH/KEHE)E 2 K R(EFEWMEVE 7 &b 4
KAEMAT GRS . XL H D G RMLH TR E, 8
B bR Bl S T S S b i () R ) S i M 1) O A R A TR T O A
@ Hod, ZECTEEM L VA 7 4 eb TR SE 10 “ 7E B 5% B9 AE AT Ml 4% 11 £ faT
S TR T P s MR B I AT S K SR A AT R S5 T M PR 4 35 4B 50 e
e ZE W I AT R A B 17 s R A B B E Ol 3 D B O M R A
KGR LR EENE . — BA R, 3 BT 356 A9 “ 76 11 (] 18 7 4 s py
(in any lineof commerce) , T 9 5 2“7 5 1 3% 75 17 “ 76 H & B9 AT ] 36

@ RFBIMITT ", 7§ 2 W Bk M B Bt 0 Suiker Unie—— 7585 %8 4 FF A% B 19 8] e (Cases
40/73 Suiker Unie v Commission[ 1975JECR 1663,[197611 CMLR 295 ),

@ Earl W. Kintner, Federal Antitrust Law Vol. 1V, at 339.

® $§Lﬂ&)‘(%ﬁﬂ%ﬁ§%}]m}‘e%®ﬁ&»% 7 2 RS R I Y L TR AE 1950 4E AR
5 Celler-Kefauver 3”36 ¢ ST 31 ¥ ) 347 16 de it A 1= 2209
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{47 (in any section of country) , 4§ (2 “ IR 35” . ©

F b EEERR R XA S, = 5 E R TR T
e B 3 R 5 80 B T 1911 4E X bR oE A ik 4 Bl (Standard OiD %
A Btk D T 33 A ol I 0 58 A ) e o, 56 B T R R VA B
WEIA TSRS 2 &b BT A /9~ % 5 508 7 894 f7 9T 7 Cany
part of trade or commerce)®, 3 HB# T X — @A HBEE = mTH”
IR WA . Q MR BEE TS AR TR E AT
N B B R R AR R M H 2B ER, R T4
AR PRI R AT S BRI A EM X TT X — KRR E T F
F o AN, AT AR B SL A E A DG T 3 B BE AR T

1M 76 38 E R AT R A ik b B R OF R X 57X — RiEH,
U 5 PR K 08 5 2 5 T 1948 4F X484 W IE 9986 24 7 (Columbia Steel)
KO R, FEXT X EE AR EEMAESEAFAET K FAA
EHER IR TCAR 8 305 1 R 2 FMIFR RO RS, £
) R 30 e 0 1 B 4 R ST A SR 4 B B IR B R AL TR S R R AL
W) e R G 7, TR, 5 A B A 6 AR O TH 3 B R RE AR M 1K
RIEARHBRY .

(=) “E3Rk % XM (cross elasticity of demand) #E &K 5| A——1953 £

#J Times-Picayune Publishing 3§

R G FE , B LA AR PR HE IR —— st & IR 3R T 4
(e E i B B el Tl T O R i A~ 2 AW R 3 =3 T 7 o iy e
FE AR MY I W B B — S R R

X Fix — ()@, & EH MR EWPE LR EESI AT % LR X
SAPE” IR, IF A G R R SCEROR W b DA SE A R B A B Wi SR A

® William C. Holmes, Antitrust Law Handbook 1992 Edition ,at 277; and A. D. Neale,
The Antitrust Laws of the United States of America ,at 195.

@ Standard Oil Co. of New Jersey v. United States. , 221 U. S. 1[1911].

® PN, 32 2R T R Al O W A TSI ) (1914 48) i R i E .

@ Standard Oil Co., 221 U. S. 61. 7E3X B, ¥k I LA R R “B &7 49 36 L &
“distributive”, ifij 74k “ product”,

@® United States v . Columbia steel Co. , 334 U.S. 495[19487.

@ Id. At 511,
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O B bR v R LA U . I H Ll it — R IR BT T AR R R AR
IR Al I S A AT S vb R A 6 T 4 BT LSRRG A A i @

SR T 7E B S v B A8 o Tt 00 R 56 B R O DA B LB, AR
EHEAMER ., TE, TSRO EHE, GRMESIEN. ik, XE
FE e 1 v B R ) O A 6 B A A T RE 95 B R Y A JA] A A2 U
YRR B BARSE AR . I H L SCPR R 38 OB IR 19 L AR v,
o B 5 B A T LA R AR D . B A SR 55 ) A0 R R A2 SR
(cross-elasticity of demand) , 3 B Bk T 75 &b 2R 55 B89 4 4% 9 AH B 7E H
2 I RE A B A B AT RE R LT SR R R B LA B R Y B A AR I 4
PR 2 5 T 79 i IR 45 18] 0 “ 4Bt 45 38 Ui ” (cross-elasticity of supply) » U]
3 O TR A O Sk [ R 4 A0 R RE M L B R Bl A AT BB L A
B & 0 AT A R LBEAA RO LR LA BB E M AT AR R RO

1953 4F, 2% [F BE I & 755 1 B 76 & # Times-Picayune Publishing %
4 O, 8 YO “ T 3R 38 X R 1 S B AH 56 T 37 I G R AR DR
LB T AL RISC B, X B, FTIE TR B AT, R IR TE
B Hofl S F ARG BT, A B S MRS 2L RS B Ry sl 0T R &
AR O X — H R K, WIS A 55 B 2 JE] Y R A R AR
B Rz, X — HEE N, W A5 B2 YR SRR B
FE,MEH A BREELAMET.

7 % 3 v ff B I I /R B ) O IR 46 B B A TR 8 BT A Y B
th, EEBEP R EEREKTE LR TR XM Mg, A TERMK.

IR S R S A R B U Sl I R e S S E 1
W BT ARE AT S B FAEETERME M. B, HAERES

@ Richard Edition, Economic Analysis of Law Third Edition, at 281-283; See also Daniel
J. Gifford and Leo J. Raskind, Federal Antitrust Law cases and materials, at 365-368; and
Herber Hovenkamp ,Federal Antitrust Policy the Law of Competition and Its Practice(1994) ,at
98-102.

@ Earl W. Kintner, Federal Antitrust Law Vol. IV, at235, 253.

@ United States. v. Times-Picayune PubliShing Company, 345 U.S. 594(1953).

® Herber Hovenkamp , Federal Antitrust Policy, at 98 ( A cross-elasticity (or cross-price
elasticity, in economic jargon )is a measure of the rate at which buyers substitute to some product B
in response to a price increase in product Az LA K AR ¥« O 5 A8 11 o) B B A R B, A 4 1 1990
SF P FA LU RESE . (CAIFHLE & — DB A EFIZO W T O —IRiB) . (ATERFDE 311 5,
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BT 375 1) 3 R G R o M 4 5k, Y B 06 BN LA TR AR B BR E . TE I AR B
AHAEN AR BCR A FRAEL 5w T HAME S B4, R
BC SUBRAE W6 RE 2 K T 3 SR TE BRI 2 /> BOR Sh 22 A0 B Bk R Y B
P70 TR B, 3% [ IR Rk e, 92 R b R AL i SR 2
P BB R — AR S BV T 3 O AR KA R R R B R
ROFE— 20 B b % AR DL L TR B LA 7 SR Ak B R ) 6 T AR
b

(=) “HER E A 86 ” (reasonably interchangeable) 47 /& i i 371 ——

1956 £ /Y Cellophane &®

KT F AR ST 5 0 b o 1 A, 3 R I A 1 B T H 1956 4F
B Cellophane — R , A5 BUIE M IF 46 T £ WA ST A6, @

BN Ay 75 3 B 58 4 k20 W) 8 AT B B 88 4K Ccellophane) 22 5 1%
BIREHER TCH/REEIE 2 KHHE T 51 &S SRR M h, 4 %
G B it T 490 09 5 1) R0 T VRV +F B 8 . RO oP U R R R4 2
BRI ERAR L R M B AU R E N RS TS . MR X
5 IS M S B AL IR 0 R 3 4 I L 0 Y B B B AR R S T 4 P
BTRBDAUEEEERBFROKBOOHTHHH —X Sk E
FOH i SRR @55 2 RIMUE . X it AL 20 B0 3 3K L 7 24 8 40 4%
BOAR G0 T A0 B8 U TR G 55 1 P R A R 5 R R S — A T
An T o SR — R, BRI A W) FE R T 5 00 5 R M F 20% 1)
LIRS TIN T AR AT A8 . T AR S, 2 S
SR IR S X 9 B 0 5 D0 2% T 02 1 0 3 B 4R A A% 10 7B AL L 0
R P 1) EC A K R 5 A DT L BB T T T 4T T I 25 LA
JRAL e AR A 32 4 » DRI o L0 356 0 8 408 7 N 089 T A5 2R A3 B R s

® Times-Picayune Publishing Co. v. United States, 345 U. S 594[1953].

@ United States. v. E. 1. Du pont de Nemours and Company, 351 U. S, 377.76 S. Ct.
994[1956].

@® Daniel J. Gifford and Leo J. Raskind, Federal Antitrust Law: case and materials, at
366-368;and Herber Hovenkamp , Federal Antitrust Policy the Law of Competition and Its
Practice(1994) ,at 99-100.
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—‘/I\Tél‘xﬁlﬁiiﬁ”%*']yéo@ FE 3% B, SR 3 (I I ot IX kB A R
KA W wEEFR. AR, FL LERAET HXZEEH
=,

WERA, EEAEREELE EIFRA T XERR RS ER. X
T ] SR s 5 T 3 — ) b, 36 R OB 0 e v 9k ot A R ML RO - T
75 ELA AR R A BB R R R B AR R E T AR MERY LD R, R
DL“YEE R HF K, BT AR 15 Gt 0% 402 4K 2 1A 2 AT DA AT A B L
b7 2 T L K T A B BT L AR R O — RT3, AU T 5 3R
P B 0 IX o B i — B RO Bk D A B, 3 IR OB Rk BE EL ST A
T4 B H # A fE 7 (reasonably interchangeable) frif . X itk , 3¢ & Bk
B i e e AE AT B IR B FI B R 1 . T A B B AT REYE A
WL, RISERFE N TR — BRREWIEAT A0 H A R AT —
AR TG, e 3 7 i 6] 60 75 oR 52 SRR I 24 % R A R X T — R
SRR AR AL, AR S A R L R B kR T AR L. IR B AN
HrA R T Bk A A 24 50 Y At 5 6 3 A Rk A U e 1) 30 B A Y
T IR 2 33 S TR i ) 085 A E 2 0 TR O 7 SR 38 UL K e A T X
1 7 Rl — T 5 B B v i LR SR AR 7@ St , 38 IR e i vk B
VR B A . T R 3 S T A R A R T 3 A 9 TR R A AR N
EEMEM.2 BT ARG EBFES S EI LT
(reasonably interchangeable) , 3% [ Bt 7 &% /& 1% Be A i, L 2408 B A
A% P A R R R A 0 L @

i o 15— 4 R L 25 [ B vk e AE X R A O T 3 ) SR A o
FF AR I, B T A B Y B 4 T R AR R R SO TR SR 3 L
AR TS, PO, A TR A H R AT RE M AR S T R A LB T B IE 22 ]
RERMAEER,.BIET AMNG ZRETE.

® United States. v. E. I. Du pont de Nemours and Company, 118 F. Supp. 41[D. Del.
19537,
Cellophane, 351 U.S. at 394.
Id. , at 395.
Id. , at 400.
Id. , at 395.
Id. , at 404.

e &8 8 86
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Xt F XA, FATIN A B LR JLASJ7 TR BE A% . 5B, &2 5F
5 bR OR A U " RS, IR AR R AT LA TSR RE A 5K i 5 64 RE 96 B
2R T BT IR A R AR 0 o U A AR 2 T TR B H b AR AR R
TR AR B R A Z B AT RO AR AT REE . HOKRL
R SUHAEAR W SR ZEWTE A T M S5 2R I R T B WA 1
SER KA B e LLIRBI 89 . & » TR e oK 32 UM P 7 B9 4% 1 0 4K
3 » 7E B S Hh R AR R R EAY » PR S 30T R A SRR B XE LA s T
FEMKXT G L. FI, 5 Tk B MR R 8 55 R/ oK
A2 SUSRAE” B I8 BEAT 1E T ik BOR FE] kA LS 2 A48 TE R TR, B AL
TR AR Y T AR . 5 [ HR S o i vk B 7 BRI SR P A B B B
ATREE "R HE , SCBR b B T W R X — T AR % .

FEIX L, TR A OSP4 o B S Al , S B E MR TSI A G HE
G4 T AR U A A T R L T A L4 T RE M AR L TR R 38 U
PEHIETE R bk R SE 55 b A B A AR B bR o . 7E R R A T e
R T RE A [ R i 22 [R] ) 7 SR 38 SR T X AR I RGO A L R
bk B i 4 B B DN R BT AT B 2 2 A B, SEBR b R R R A
PEER S B A B9 b FE AT [R5 SR 3 SR B 0 9 A R A4 A A A AL AR
BE» 5 B B4 T R AR HEBR T 6 T R B A R S LR TR 2 Ab  F B R
an BRI o AN 5 76 5K 32 U 28 A O6 TR 7 R & — O X 7 &
A% A2 AL F) BB 7] 5 5 B8 B4 45 T BB A o A A 0K T 5 R 3 X 0 4 A8 Ak
B BRI 5 1 R A5 B R H — T A ERI R L

() “4% B4 KK A& (peculiar characteristics and uses) 4% # i 3|
AN——1957 £ fJ Du Pont de Nemours & Co &®

Yk7E 1956 4EH Hf Cellophane — 5| A T “ & H f B % 7] Gt 7 45
WEZ )5 36 E BRI B s BE BEAE 1957 4E % 3 Du Pont de Nemours & Co %
B2 AR b B X AR e] SR S AR R ST 3 R, IR BIA T R
B R A o B ) b o L O ELAR L A8 8 T 5 1 3R 9 Cellophane % 4 #%
MM, AT XR - ERPEEAFARNTHR L ESE—
] G. M. (General Motors , il F ¥ 457 5] 32 48 95 45 34 R o1 258 M 4 4 ¢
HC Al L R, RS T o5 %A R A R A 23 96 Y 4 4 B T 52 4 4 o

@ United States. v. E. I. du pont de Nemours and Company, 353 U. S. 586. [1957].
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T 1 G M. 8 B 26 F MR R 2 DR 7T 0 26 [ ) o 3N i R T (T 3
W T AHLE |

FEZR AN, BB B8 Q] 57 4 5 9% 8 14 M T8 114 g 5 i 3 — I
SR [ R ARG o AR A F M E IR AR T A Sr . o, 25 E A B K
BURE IR IR RIS B — AR s i 3, s — y W E ok 6 |
B P A 0 B AT M R MR AL R — AN PR S T . X, 26 R B
E23 - RN RN RSEE S P R NI AP - 1 = b Y £ P
K A R T T AT Ml B9 30k R 2R 5 52 4 R (R A 45 4 1 o
F 38 (peculiar characteristics and uses)” B, f H T “ 35 % 1 1% B Fn 41
i SR T (GESRTRIE VS 7 & L FTARI P2 5 3% (line of commerce)”
B HIE D el TR X — sl 3 W 15 8 51 A% T A B A A P IR B
R PR E TS A G R 5 T 3 B E AR T — AN R R A I S B 22 P B
B, 5 ZHI# Cellophane — &, 5 A4 8 4 1 3 7 B V7 45 M o T 45 AH
KT it T 3 R AR — BN TE A BT B 22 N B S R T R B B R 2% .
I A B — 2 A Hi G T AN 58 6,

PR A 2 FEXTZ R g b, 36 BRI B B B B bR 7 B AR B A
TR R A T IR AR U 2 A X% R o 1 LA P A L K ] B
T ORI S B 2 85 B A P R A P 18 7 45, 35 SR M e AT (T 4
PRI . R, NIZR A BN 2, AT LB L 5X B AR
A R i B RR A PR ORI 3R SEBR E S H A T O T R
—EEPHRCR AR AR, R EA MRS L,

Xt T b AR 7 5 RE A O R T X — 1) L 35 3 R vk B 4
AR FIAFRRAE A [ 45 HE 19 ok 16 26 1A & R ) 9 RIS f 2 R
M. Ho WA WHEEAUT 52,

R FAIA  ER E RS R FERE L R R CSR B ) 2
FECURWER 7 FWER LB S e s 2
SRR B R R R ) B F S T R R T ) GRS )88 7 4%,
W R K AR L A AH DG T 45 91 B 1 HL OB S 1 R S L LA 3B D S M A ok

@ 1d., at 593-594.
@ Herber Hovenkamp, Federal Antitrust Policy the Law of Competition and Its Practice,
87-89,[1994].
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i B B @5

55 R RUACK , X SRR bR B T AE A A B b fE R E A R L BT
Sz Wi i 5 22 B0 WL 5 AS 8] 77T & AR B . #E Cellophane 58 W 4 20 3 A S
5 Du Pont de Nemours & Co 9 ) £ %t AW 45 B A — B a8, Wi #£ Du
Pont de Nemours & Co H1 /0¥t A W 45 W2 5 Cellophane % ) £ % A
WA — R 5

BRI N T, 8 BRI R R AN R R E
.7 Cellophane 3 v, 7 3K & K5 B 55 4K [7] o fth 4K 5 57 BA 603 b4 B A B
B A E A, M #E Du Pont de Nemours & Co £H AR, B FKRE= I E
B RE A IR 55 F 25, PR 3t (5 75 9 S L 4 A 7 AR 4 5 97 7 e LA
WRIRE TR A& R TRIERAT R EZ LTSRS,
i JG # R T B A AR T 7 B 45 5 5

55 DU A0 25 1A 8 . #E Du Pont de Nemours & Co 2 {2, B fi 2 1 b
B THIBAFRS G M. A F BB HITNEMBEENLES, REM
H i & A AN B Ak 3 T A B —— X B R A b SRS ik RS T
1M 7€ Cellophane 41, — HikBe g ¥ E R TCEEW S 7 &0
HLRE X BRI S598 » BE L Ty A HOR BUR K —— X RE 9 B B Kk 23
B . iR R B XA X T G E R E .,

M ERZE AR AR LAE R B0E  R [5) 45 58 10 48 7 J5 R 7
T R E AR P A CGEHR 8 5 ) 5 (380 3 )4 91135 5 7 8] (9 10 41
PRUEFIER o LI, 3P 26 5 57 M 56 17 39 09 5 58 % o IR0 51 1 77 7 1 2
55 Ps b R 3R R AE L R B W L R R IR T W AT N R A
b W 5 23 5 BESE T A [ B B0 160 o B SR T 7 A L AR 4 R L (U
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