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ABSTRACT: The Ajanta Pharma Ltd. v. Allergan Inc. case is a significant milestone in Indian intellectual 

property law, especially in the context of pharmaceutical patents. This case underscores the stringent 

requirements of Indian patent law, particularly under the Patents Act, 1970, which mandates rigorous criteria 

for patentability, especially for incremental innovations. The focal point of the dispute between Ajanta Pharma, 

an Indian generic drug manufacturer, and Allergan Inc., an international pharmaceutical company, was the 

patentability of a stable ophthalmic drug formulation containing brimonidine, used to treat glaucoma. Central 

to Allergan's claims was the use of spectroscopic techniques to ensure the stability and efficacy of the 

formulation, which they argued provided a novel and inventive step deserving of patent protection. 

The legal challenge posed by Ajanta revolved around Section 3(d) of the Patents Act, 1970, which prevents 

"evergreening," or minor modifications to existing drugs intended to extend the life of a patent without 

substantial therapeutic advancement. Ajanta argued that Allergan’s improvements, verified by spectroscopic 

analysis, did not constitute an inventive step but were merely minor adjustments to an existing formulation. 

This argument brought the scientific and analytical role of spectroscopy into the spotlight, raising questions 

about the extent to which analytical methods, like spectroscopy, can substantiate a pharmaceutical patent in 

India. 

The court’s ruling in this case has profound implications, not only for the pharmaceutical industry but also for 

innovators relying on advanced analytical techniques, such as spectroscopy, to differentiate their products in a 

competitive market. By exploring the details of the case and the interplay between scientific methods and patent 

law, this analysis aims to shed light on the complexities of protecting pharmaceutical innovations in India while 

balancing the need for affordable healthcare. The case serves as a critical reference point for future patent 

applications involving spectroscopic techniques in pharmaceutical compositions and highlights the challenges 

of securing patent rights in India’s stringent regulatory environment. 
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INTRODUCTION 

CASE BACKGROUND 
Allergan Inc., a multinational pharmaceutical company, held an Indian patent for a specialized ophthalmic composition that 

contained the active ingredient brimonidine, used to treat glaucoma. This patent included unique aspects of the formulation 

process, stability, and composition, with spectroscopic testing forming a core component in verifying these qualities. Ajanta 

Pharma Ltd., a prominent Indian pharmaceutical manufacturer, challenged the patent, asserting that it was invalid under Indian 

law. Ajanta’s primary argument was that Allergan's formulation did not meet the standards for novelty and inventive step, as 

required by Sections 2(1)(j) and 3(d) of the Patents Act, 1970. 

 

THE PATENT AND ROLE OF SPECTROSCOPY 
A. The Patented Composition 

Allergan’s patent covered a stable brimonidine composition specifically formulated to withstand degradation from light and 

oxygen. The use of brimonidine for eye conditions was not new; however, Allergan claimed that its specific formulation 

methods, verified through advanced spectroscopic analysis, ensured superior stability and efficacy, justifying patent protection. 

 

B. Importance of Spectroscopy 

Spectroscopic techniques, including UV-Vis and infrared (IR) spectroscopy, played a pivotal role in the patented formulation 

by measuring the stability and concentration of active ingredients. These methods allowed for precise adjustments to prevent 

oxidation, ensuring the drug’s therapeutic efficacy. Spectroscopy, therefore, was not merely ancillary but integral to verifying 

and maintaining the formulation’s stability over time. 
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LEGAL ISSUES AND ARGUMENTS 
A. Patentability Under the Indian Patents Act, 1970 

Ajanta challenged the patent primarily on the grounds of Section 3(d) and Section 2(1)(j), arguing that Allergan’s formulation 

was simply a new use of an already known substance, with no significant enhancement in efficacy. Section 3(d) prevents 

"evergreening," where patent holders make minor tweaks to existing drugs to extend patent monopolies. Ajanta asserted that 

Allergan’s adjustments, even if verified through spectroscopy, did not qualify as an inventive step. 

 

B. Role of Spectroscopy in Novelty and Inventive Step 

Allergan argued that the spectroscopic methods provided a distinctive quality to the composition, ensuring it met higher 

standards of stability than other known brimonidine compositions. This, Allergan claimed, amounted to an inventive step under 

Section 2(1)(ja) of the Act. Allergan contended that the spectroscopic techniques substantiated the novelty by enabling a stable 

product that had not previously existed in the public domain. 

 

C. Balancing Public Health and Patent Protection 

A core argument against the patent lay in India’s approach to pharmaceuticals, which prioritizes access to affordable 

medications. Ajanta’s claim sought to enforce this priority by questioning whether the spectroscopically verified composition 

offered enough advancement to justify patent protection, as per the broader public interest mandate of Indian patent law. 

 

COURT’S ANALYSIS AND RULING 
A. Evaluation of Novelty and Inventive Step 

The Delhi High Court examined whether Allergan’s spectroscopically verified stability constituted a non-obvious improvement 

over existing brimonidine formulations. The court found that while the spectroscopic methods were innovative in maintaining 

the stability of brimonidine, this did not in itself substantiate a patentable inventive step in the formulation. However, the court 

accepted that the application of such techniques met the novelty requirement under Indian law due to their efficacy in delivering 

a stable product. 

 

B. Application of Section 3(d) 

The court took a stringent view of Section 3(d), affirming Ajanta’s position that mere enhancements in stability, without 

demonstrable therapeutic benefits, did not qualify as a patentable improvement. While spectroscopy confirmed the stability of 

the composition, the court held that this alone did not meet the “significantly enhanced efficacy” threshold mandated by Section 

3(d) for incremental pharmaceutical innovations. 

 

C. Final Ruling 

Ultimately, the court ruled in favor of Ajanta Pharma, invalidating the patent on the grounds that the improvement was not 

substantial enough to warrant exclusivity, emphasizing that public access to affordable medications took precedence over 

incremental innovations in drug stability. 

 

ANALYSIS AND IMPLICATIONS 
A. Impact on Spectroscopy-Related Patent Claims 

The decision sets a precedent regarding the role of analytical techniques in justifying patent claims. In this case, the court ruled 

that spectroscopic techniques, while advanced, could not in isolation substantiate an inventive step without concrete evidence 

of therapeutic enhancement. This implies that future patents leveraging spectroscopy must demonstrate significant 

improvements that go beyond mere quality control. 

 

B. Implications for Pharmaceutical Innovation 

This case underscores a challenge for pharmaceutical innovators in India, where the application of Section 3(d) is particularly 

strict. Innovators relying on analytical methods to enhance formulation stability must consider the limited scope of patent 

protection available. The court’s emphasis on therapeutic efficacy over stability improvements may deter pharmaceutical 

companies from pursuing minor but commercially valuable innovations in the Indian market. 

 

C. Balancing Patent Law and Public Health 

The court’s decision reaffirms India’s commitment to prioritizing public health in patent law. By setting a high bar for patenting 

incremental pharmaceutical improvements, especially those involving techniques like spectroscopy, India’s legal framework 

supports affordable access to medications. This is consistent with India’s broader stance on generic medication production and 

challenges to pharmaceutical patent monopolies, underscoring the tension between innovation and accessibility. 

 

FUTURE DIRECTIONS FOR PATENT LAW AND SPECTROSCOPY IN INDIA 
A. Enhanced Patent Claims for Spectroscopic Techniques 

The ruling suggests that patent applicants must delineate the inventive contribution of spectroscopic methods in a way that 

clearly differentiates them from standard practices. For instance, showing how spectroscopy leads to novel therapeutic benefits 

or significant manufacturing efficiencies could strengthen claims under Sections 2(1)(j) and 3(d). 

 

B. Need for Clearer Guidelines on Incremental Innovations 
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This case highlights the need for clearer standards regarding incremental innovations, particularly those reliant on 

spectroscopic techniques in pharmaceuticals. By adopting specific guidelines for patent examiners, India’s Patent Office could 

facilitate a more consistent evaluation of such claims, offering innovators greater predictability. 

 

C. Encouraging Technological Advancements within Legal Constraints 

The Ajanta Pharma Ltd. v. Allergan Inc. decision suggests that companies focusing on analytical improvements must consider 

how these techniques add therapeutic value if they are to seek patents in India. This aligns with the goal of fostering meaningful 

innovation while ensuring that India’s health sector remains accessible and affordable. 

 

CONCLUSION 
The Ajanta Pharma Ltd. v. Allergan Inc. case is a landmark decision, reinforcing India’s strict standards for pharmaceutical 

patents and clarifying the limited role of spectroscopic verification in patent claims. While spectroscopy was integral to the 

stability and quality of Allergan’s composition, the court’s emphasis on therapeutic efficacy underscores the high bar set by 

Indian patent law. This case serves as a crucial guidepost for pharmaceutical companies, highlighting the legal and practical 

challenges of securing patent protection for incremental improvements based on analytical methods like spectroscopy. 

 

By prioritizing affordability and access, the court’s decision also signals that India’s patent regime will continue to protect 

public health interests. The ruling thus sets a critical precedent, underscoring the role of spectroscopy in the patent landscape 

and the rigorous standards of patentability in India. 
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