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r The patent office has
reiected a divisional Patent
adplication bY AbbVie
Biotechnolqgy; the
biopharmaceutical arm of US'
based Abbott l-aboratorieS;
f or multiple-variable dose
regimen for a tumor necrosls
f actor'albha (rTNFa),dru gr'
treatin$ dlsorderqLincluding
Crohnl5 and Psoriasis
diseases .
r Aciording to documents '

filed with the Delhi Patent
office, the claimed invention
,ls relat€dto,Adalinunab, a
medlcation markbted'under
the Humira brand

"The cited documents and

the documents !i the filed Pre'
€irant repl:esentatioll show
that thc antibody is lrnown tu
the prior artwith its use in the

disorders as disclosed. Thus, ,
thq 

'presejnt irvention lacks
novelty and inventlYe step in
view of of the cited' docu-
rnerits,r' . the assistarit con-
troliersarcl.

The IPA, ilr its opposil:ion,
said 'that the Pt'cseutlY
clairrrql inventiou is zLlso relat'
ed to pl].aTmaceri{'ical conrpo'
sition comprising the clzrirned
antibodY alsr: rcferred to as

Htrmira and Adalimurnab,
and that the Present aPplica'
tiorr was not iit tbr divisiona-l
under.section 1tj(1)(3) of the

Patents Act, 1970.
The claims of tlle Prcscnt

iuvention fa1ls under Section
3(d) of tllc Patents Act, as Uie
presetlt invention was the
mere use of an abeady knowu
antlbody TNEa antibody in

tlie form of 
'comPosition for

the treathent PurPose ir the
given dosage amor.rnt, "Thus,
the invention is the mete tlsr)

of ah 'a1re:rcl5' known sub-

stance . in different dosage
amount, with l'to illc) eased af'

ficacy over the hnown sub-

stalces," itsaid
However, AbbVie, in its de'

taiied description of tlre

clairns, had submitlcd thatthe

invention Pertains to isolated
human antibodies' or antlgel)
birxling Portions wjtll high
affinity, low off latc and hl8tl

neutralising caPacity Variotls
asDects of the inventioll r'elate
to antibodies, antiborly frag-

ments, ald Phal'naceutical
compositions, among othet:s,
itclaimedI

Ahhotft unitls divisional
patent applicationfor
drusrejectedin India
saianCKumar

Chennai, Dec 25: The coun-
try's patent officehas rejeited
a divisionalpatentaPPlication
byAbbVie Biotechnology Ltd,
thebiopharmaceuticalll|m of

ments frled vith
patent ofhie; the c
veirtion is related
mumab, a medication markef
qd under'the Humjra brandl '

In asetbackto the companY
the Chinese Patent offlice too
had in September this Year fe-
j ectedthe same Patent aPPlica.
tion, tiued'multiple variable
dose regimen for. treating TN.
Fa relatetl disofders', 'citing

ihe lack of novelty and inven-
tivesteps.

t,t o"ti ln India, AlrbVie faccd
faced arathcr stiff ollpositiou
Opposing tire aPPliczrtion, the
Inclian I'b.iu'tnaceutical Al-
I i cncc (IlA), which reDresellts
r:eseatlch"based nationalPhal
maceutlcal compaxies, had
fllccl a pl.c-g|unt oppositic)u

- 
againsttheaPPlication

While Abl.)Vie argued for
thc paient i n itiallY I ha comPf, -

ny later iirfornled the Patent
otlice ihat itlost ixterest in the

application and would not

Drusue it furthel'
Anita Jata\i assistant con"

trolle)'of Patents and designs'
Delhi, whj-ic rejecf ing the
patent ap.Plication, said that
thr: claimedcomPosition was a

mere 2r(lmixture of knowri in-
grcdientb resuJtiDgonly inlhe
aggreBation of the ProPertles
of thc 0omPor9llls' 

The pAtefit offrce lulthef
saiditwasnot clear if the com'
bined agents act together to
provide a technical effect that

was,gleirtcr than just the sul

of the t'(vo or more agents
alone, or r'vhether the cornbi-
nation was iln fact a mere j ux-

tapositioll;with no ixtel'action
ol the agents


