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[ Abstract] China has been'¢ontinuously accumulatirig’ experience in the regulation of
monopolistic behaviour during-the implementation of\th¢ Anti-Monopoly Law over the past dec-
ade. However, the understanding of antimonopoly*law norms as a whole has not been improved
in general and many vague ideas remgin\io be clarified. To improve this situation, it is necessa-
ry to identify the rules and standards-in the antimonopoly legal norms. The legal norms concern-
ing horizontal monopolistic agreements and the notification of undertaking concentration are rules
in nature, while the legal norms concerning vertical monopolistic agreement, abuse of domi-
nance, and the review of undertaking concentration are standards in nature. Thus, in the
process of the law application, we should adhere to the rule - standards categorization and ex-
plore the way to integrate standards into the statutory law. Only in this way can we establish and
maintain a consistency of legal interpretation and stability of law application, and achieve a sub-

stantive justice through combined applicati on of rules and standards.
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