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1. Beatriz Conde Gallego, “Unilateral Refusal to License indispensable Intellectual
Property Rights - US and EU Approaches” in Josef Drex), ed., Handbook on
intellectual Property and Competition Law (Munich: Max Pianck Institute for
Intettectual Property Research in Competition and Tax Law, 2008) at 215.
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2. Mere exercise of intellectual property rights (IPRs).
3. Something more than mere exercise of IPRs.
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8. Ibid.
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14. The Federal Circuit.

15. In re Independent Service Organizations Antitrust Litigation {CSU v. Xerox) 203
F.3d 1322 (Fed. Cir. 2000). [Xerox].

16. Per se legality .

17. Gallego, supra note 1 at 218; Hovenkamp, supra note 2 at 20; D. Jeffrey Brown &
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21. Ibid,, at 1327,

22. The U.8. Supreme Court.
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Offices of Curtis v. Trinko, LLP, 540 U.S. 398 (2004) at 407.[Trinko]
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