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Price Discrimination, 71 AM. ECON. REV. 242 (1981); Hal R. Varian, Price Discrimination, in HANDBOOK OF INDUSTRIAL
ORGANIZATION 597 (Richard Schmalensee& Robert D. Willig eds., North-Holland 1989) (surveying price discrimination theory and practices);
Lars A. Stole, Price Discrimination and Competition, in 3 HANDBOOK OF INDUSTRIAL ORGANIZATION 2223 (Mark Armstrong & Robert

Porter eds., Univ. of Chicago 2007)).
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