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Abstract

For the first time, the Supreme Court conducted a preliminary antitrust examination of the re-
verse payment agreement for pharmaceutical patents in the case of AstraZeneca v. OtaZeneca, and
determined that it did not violate the relevant provisions of antitrust law. China has initially es-
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tablished a pharmaceutical patent linkage system, which meets the conditions for reaching re-
verse payment agreements. However, there is still no unified antitrust examination standard for
reverse payment agreements in China. This article will start from the perspective of the Supreme
Court’s trial approach, using a mixed analysis model from the perspectives of competitive effect
analysis, patent validity examination, exemption clauses, etc., to propose improvement suggestions
for regulating pharmaceutical patent reverse payment agreements.
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