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 ABSTRACT 

IPR is now a key strategic instrument in businesses where global knowledge economy is 

achieved. The volume of cross-border trade, digital innovation, and technology transfer leads to 

the fact that corporations have to deal with different intellectual property regimes as a means of 

protecting innovation, remaining competitive, and guaranteeing the maximum value of 

commerce. The intellectual property laws in India and United States have been comparatively 

studied in the research paper in a corporate standpoint. It also examines the laws of patent, 

trademark, copyright, trade secret and industrial design in the two jurisdictions and there are 

significant similarities and differences in the laws, enforcement and judicial interpretation. The 

paper further compares the manner in which organizations structure their intellectual property 

policies in response to regulatory conditions, regulatory compliance and market conditions in 

India and the USA. The paper will establish the issues that multinational corporations must 

manage and these issues are delay in enforcing the case, litigation costs, regulatory uncertainty 

and harmonization. The impact of the global agreements such as TRIPS on national IPs and 

mechanisms to comply with them by the companies is also discussed in the study. The research 

provides an understanding of the best practices in the management of corporate IP through a 

doctrinal and comparative legal approach and offers policy recommendations that will improve 

the protection of IP and will at the same time provide a balance between innovation, competition, 

and interest of the people. The paper ends by saying that the United States has a more developed 

and enforcement-based IP ecosystem and India is rapidly emerging as a better corporate IP 

protection, and thus this has forced corporations with operations in both jurisdictions to 

harmonize their strategies 

Keywords: Intellectual Property Rights, Corporate IP Strategy, Comparative IP Law, India–

USA IPR Regime, Global Knowledge Economy, TRIPS Agreement, Multinational 

Corporations.... 
 

1. INTRODUCTION: 

The intellectual property has become a critical company 

asset and not only a legal classification in the new global 

economy. Corporations are also increasingly using 

intellectual property rights to safeguard innovation, 

product differentiation, investment and develop long term 

competitive advantages[1]. Corporate value has now 

become a substantial portion of patents, trademarks, 

copyrights, and trade secrets, particularly in 

technologically-oriented industries, such as 

pharmaceuticals, software, biotechnology, media and 

manufacturing. Thus, the corporate decision-making, the 

incentives of innovation, and the market strategies of the 

industry are directly influenced by the success of the 

intellectual property legislation. 

The two separate and simultaneously connected 

intellectual property ecosystems are India and the United 

States[2]. The United States has traditionally been thought 

of as one of the global leaders in IP protection, having an 

efficient enforcement system, broad judicial precedents 

and business friendly culture of innovation. The situation 

in India is however a rapidly developing IP regime with 

the impact of the economical liberalisation, the 

international commitments and socio-economic national 

factors. The peculiarities of the two systems are very 

important to know to companies that have operations in 

these jurisdictions to minimize the risk that law will cause 

and achieve the greatest intellectual property portfolios. 

To the corporate perspective, the IP laws are not merely a 

regulatory structure but also tools of strategy that dictate 

the investment on research and development, licensing 

designs, merger and acquisitions as well as market entry. 

Such differences in the degree of patentability, 

effectiveness in the enforcement of the patents, remedies 

of patents infringement and regulation can also make 

significant changes to the performance of the corporation. 

In addition, multinational corporations will be required to 

align their international IP policies with the local laws and 
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legal organizations and observe global treaties such as the 

Agreement on Trade-Related Aspects of Intellectual 

Property Rights (TRIPS). 

This research paper is aimed to provide a comparative 

analysis of the Indian and USA intellectual property law 

when applied to corporations[3]. It seeks to find out how 

law and its enforcement practices and policy frameworks 

can fit in the strategies of corporate IP and business 

performance. By examining statutory provisions, case 

laws and corporate practices, the study assists in realizing 

how corporations are maneuvering within the IP regimes 

in the two most dominant economies in the world. 

 

2. The purpose and the goals of the research. 

Aim 

The main purpose of this paper is to compare and contrast 

the Indian and United States intellectual property laws 

through the corporate lens, that is, the impact of these laws 

on corporate strategy and corporate innovation as well as 

corporate compliance[4]. 

 

Objectives 

• To compare the laws that regulate intellectual 

property in India and USA. 

• To draw comparisons between corporate IP 

protection mechanisms on patent, trademarks, 

copyrights, and trade secrets. 

• To examine the mechanisms of enforcement and 

judicial practices in the two jurisdictions. 

• To determine the relevance of IP laws on 

corporate innovation and business strategy. 

• To establish issues that are encountered by 

corporations that have activities in India and the 

USA. 

• To offer policy and strategic solutions to sound 

corporate IP management. 

 

3. Problem Statement 

Even with the recognition of international treaties aimed 

at harmonizing the world in intellectual property rights, 

there are still considerable differences in the 

interpretation, application, and commercialization of 

intellectual property rights across jurisdictions. 

Companies with presence in India and the United States 

have a legal uncertainty due to a difference in standards of 

patentability, time of enforcement, costs of litigation and 

regulatory issues. Such differences may create additional 

compliance costs, inefficiency in strategies, and legal 

risks[5]. 

In India, the main areas of concern in corporations are 

delays in enforcement, limited damages and developing 

jurisprudence, whereas in the United States, it is high 

litigation costs, patent trolling and regulatory oversight. 

Lack of a single corporate-based perspective of IP law in 

different jurisdictions makes it hard to formulate an IP 

strategy globally[6]. This paper is aimed at filling this gap 

by presenting a comparative corporate-based study to 

guide policy and business decision-making. 

4. Literature Review  

The intellectual property rights (IPR) literature has been 

dynamic in the last decades especially as the importance 

of intellectual assets in creating corporate value continues 

to gain prominence. The initial economic thought on 

intellectual property, developed by Arrow (1962) and 

subsequently by Nordhaus (1969) focused on how the 

protection of intellectual property helps to address market 

failures related to the provision of public goods and 

spillovers in knowledge. Such pioneering publications 

espouse that in the absence of proper legal protection, 

firms would invest less on research and development since 

it can easily be duplicated. Corporately, this theoretical 

rationalization is the basis of the strategic significance of 

IP laws in the protection of innovation and competitive 

advantage. 

Literature that followed thereafter moved on to the 

relation between IP regimes and firm-level strategy[6]. 

The pioneering work by Teece (1986) on how to profit 

through technological innovation pointed out that good IP 

protection is not enough but firms need to match legal 

protection with other resources like manufacturing, 

marketing, and distribution assets. The framework is 

especially pertinent when one compares India and the 

United States because the corporations are frequently 

faced with the asymmetric institutional support and 

enforcement capacity across the jurisdictions. Research 

has always established that, companies that have a 

stronger enforcement system, like the United States, are 

better placed to claim the returns of innovation (Hall & 

Ziedonis, 2001). 

The literature is also enhanced by comparative studies of 

the IP regimes of developed countries and developing 

countries. According to Helpman (1993) and Maskus 

(2000), the developed economies have a preference on the 

strict IP protection to support technology-intensive 

sectors, whereas in the past, developing economies have 

maintained a policy of relaxed standards to encourage 

diffusion, access, and national industrial development. 

The IP framework of India is suggestive of this 

developmental orientation, especially in the area of patent 

law, in which aspects like the Section 3(d) of Patents Act, 

1970 have been much debated in scholarly literature. 

Basheer and Reddy (2008) argue that these provisions 

provide a balance between innovation incentive and 

health concerns of the people, but they also create 

uncertainty to the multinational pharmaceutical 

corporations. 

Conversely, the U.S. IP system has undergone wide 

research as a pro-corporate, enforcement-based model. 

Lemley (2015) and Merges (2011) emphasize that the 

U.S. patent jurisprudence in the past has extended the list 

of patentable subject matter, thus motivating companies to 

invest in developing technologies like software or 

biotechnology. Nevertheless, the U.S. system is also being 

criticized by recent scholarship because it encourages an 

overabundance of litigation and patent trolling. As 

evidenced by Bessen and Meurer (2008), the cost of 



How to cite : Surbhi Kumari, Vikas Sharma , A study on the Role of Nursing Management in providing better Patient Care in 

Hospital  Advances in Consumer Research. 2025;2(6): 2878-2884 

Advances in Consumer Research 2880 

 

 

litigation in the United States may at times supersede the 

innovation benefits, especially to the small and medium 

enterprises. This duality presents both opportunities and 

risks to the corporate perspective, which affect the 

portfolio management strategies and litigation strategies. 

The literature on trademark and brand protection also 

highlights the problem of jurisdiction. According to 

Dinwoodie and Janis (2018), the U.S. trademark system is 

well entrenched in consumer protection and market 

efficiency, and therefore trademarks are an effective 

branding tool of a company. Indian scholarship, in its turn, 

focuses more on the dynamic character of trademark 

enforcement, where the well-known mark and the 

transnational reputation are becoming more and more 

recognized by the courts (Khanna, 2016). Companies 

entering India have frequently used trademark legislation 

as a means to gain market presence to offset 

comparatively ineffective patent protection[7]. 

The comparative narrative is also added by the copyright 

scholarship. Although American copyright law is defined 

by a high degree of exclusive rights modified by a loose 

fair use doctrine, Indian copyright law is more 

prescriptive in regards to fair dealing. According to the 

arguments put forward by scholars like Fisher (2001), fair 

use in the U.S. gives more legal certainty to innovation to 

corporations especially in the technology and media 

industries. Indian commentators, in turn, point at the fact 

that tighter exceptions can restrict the digital business 

models and the corporations involving India should be 

careful in their compliance strategies[8]. 

The protection of trade secrets has become one of the 

areas of the corporate concern, which are vital in the 

digital era. Legal experts note that the adoption of the 

Defend Trade Secrets Act in the US enhanced corporate 

redress regarding misappropriation by a wide margin 

(Pooley, 2016). Conversely, the lack of the specific trade 

secrets law in India has been largely criticized. Research 

indicates that Indian companies are dependent on 

contractual protections and common law traditions[10], 

which can be unsatisfactory in risky and technology-based 

industries (Sahu, 2019). Such a difference has significant 

consequences to multinational companies dealing with 

confidential information on an international level. 

Another significant theme in literature is international 

agreements especially the TRIPS Agreement. According 

to Correa (2007), although TRIPS has unified minimum 

standards of IP protection, it has left a lot of freedom in 

the domestic application[11]. Comparative analysis 

shows that the United States tends to use TRIPS-plus 

standards in bilateral agreements, and India uses TRIPS 

flexibilities to safeguard the interest of the people. 

According to corporate compliance literature, these 

divergent approaches need advanced legal and strategic 

planning in order to navigate. 

Although current literature is abundant, there still exists 

an apparent gap in literature where corporate-based 

comparative view is taken explicitly between India and 

the United States. The majority of the analyses are based 

on the interpretation of the doctrine or the implications of 

policy to the general population, little attention is given to 

the internalization process of legal differences by the 

corporations into operational and strategic choices[12]. 

The current study fills that knowledge gap by 

incorporating both the legal analysis and the corporate 

strategy consideration thus adding to the holistic approach 

of the intellectual property laws in India and the USA. 

5. Research Methodology  

The present study is a qualitative doctrinal and 

comparative legal study, where an in-depth analysis of 

statutory provisions, judicial precedents, and policy tools 

are taken to address the subject of intellectual property 

rights in India and the United States[13]. The doctrinal 

approach also allows a systematic interpretation of the 

intellectual property law and allows to evaluate the 

manner in which the law rules are organized and applied 

in each jurisdiction. It is on a comparative basis that 

similarities, divergences and functional differences 

between the two legal systems are identified, especially in 

the perspective of corporate compliance and strategy. 

Fig.1. Comparative Patent Filings in India and the USA 

(2019–2023) 

The national laws (e.g. the Indian Patents Act, 1970, the 

U.S. Patent Act (Title 35), the judicial decisions of Indian 

High Courts, the Supreme Court of India, and the U.S. 

federal courts, the international agreements, including the 

TRIPS Agreement, etc.) can be considered the primary 

sources[14]. Peer-reviewed journal articles, books, policy 

reports, and publications of the international 

organizations, including WIPO and WTO, are the 

secondary sources. The paper also uses literature with 

corporate orientation in order to assess how companies 

respond to intellectual property strategies to legal and 

enforcement conditions. 

This approach to methodology enables the work to 

reconcile legal analysis and business strategy, giving 

information that can help corporate decision-makers, 

policymakers, and academics. 

6. India Intellectual Property Law.  

The Indian intellectual property system is characterized 

by a unique policy on innovation incentives versus socio-

economic factors. The amended Patents Act, 1970, which 

is in line with the TRIPS requirements, is the foundation 

of patent safeguarding in India. Although patenting of 

products in the pharmaceutical and chemical sectors was 

a major change, the inclusion of other sections like section 

3 (d) highlights the reserved attitude of India regarding 

expansion of monopolies. Corporately, this provision 

raises the barriers to patentability thus forcing companies 
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to invest in true incremental innovation as opposed to 

lifecycle management strategies. 

The Trade Marks Act, 1999 offers a broad protection to 

brand identity, in which registered and unregistered 

trademarks are recognized and that well-known marks are 

also given protection. In the case of corporations, the 

trademark law in India has been a major entry mode and 

brand consolidation in the consumer goods and service 

industries[16]. The transborder reputation is also being 

recognized by Indian courts and thus providing a greater 

protection to transnational brands. 

The Copyright Act, 1957 gives protection to copyright on 

literary, artistic, musical, and software works. Although 

there are still challenges in enforcing them, the 

amendments on digital rights management and 

intermediary liability have enhanced the level of 

confidence of corporations in content-driven 

industries[17]. Nevertheless, the provisions of fair dealing 

still manifest the Indian focus on access and the interest of 

the population. 

Interestingly, India does not have a separate law on trade 

secrets. The remedies available to protect corporate 

confidential information are based on contractual 

protection and common law protection that might not 

work in high-technology industries[18]. In general, the IP 

system in India is shifting to a more corporate-protective 

direction, but still, the flexibility of regulation is 

maintained in accordance with the developmental goal. 

7. The United States Intellectual Property Legal 

Framework.  

The United States has one of the most advanced and 

enforcement-focused intellectual property regimes in the 

world and it is a good place to get corporate innovation 

and commercialization. The USPTO is charged with the 

administration of patent protection under Title 35 of the 

U.S. Code and backed by a wide range of judicial 

precedent. The U.S. system is characterized by wide 

eligibility to patent, which however has been limited by 

the recent judicial review on cases like Alice Corp. v. CLS 

Bank to limit patentability of abstract and software related 

inventions[19]. Nevertheless, U.S. is very appealing to 

corporations because of enforced predictably and with 

great remedies. 

         

           
Fig.2. Comparative IP Enforcement Effectiveness Index  

The Lanham Act trademark law is a very important act 

that helps to secure corporate brand equity. The focus on 

the likelihood of confusion, dilution and unfair 

competition makes the protection of trademarks match the 

realities of the market and perception of the consumers. 

Federal registration, countrywide protection and efficient 

enforcement are beneficial to corporations. 

The copyright law in the U.S. provides an excellent 

protection of creative and technical works that has been 

enhanced by a flexible doctrine of fair use that advocates 

innovation in the digital platform, media, and software 

sectors. This leniency enables corporates to come up with 

transformative products as they deal with infringements. 

The Defend Trade Secrets Act has greatly enhanced 

protection of trade secrets by offering federal redress and 

common standards. Corporately, this improves security of 

proprietary business information, algorithms and 

procedures[20]. Together, the U.S. IP system focuses on 

the promotion of commercial certainty, incentives to 

promote innovation, and corporate enforcement capacity. 

8. India and USA Compare Corporate Analysis.  

The intellectual property regimes of India and the United 

States are the opposite of each other in regard to the 

corporate perspective. The U.S. system is largely pro-

enforcement, and rights-based, and allows corporations to 

aggressively exploit intellectual property in the form of 

licensing, lawsuits and strategic alliances. On the other 

hand, the Indian regime is more geared towards the 

balanced approach, in which the incentives on innovation 

are matched with the issues of the populace and the 

competition[21]. 

The dual IP strategies are usually used in the corporations 

which are functioning in both jurisdictions. The United 

States dockets receive high-value patents and core 

technologies due to the fact that they are more vigorously 

enforced and receive higher damages. The corporations in 

India are done in selective patenting, powerful trademarks 

and contractual defense. This strategic difference is a 

manifestation of the differences in efficiency of 

enforcement, judicial interpretation and market maturity. 

The cost of IP litigation also influences corporate 

behavior. In spite of the high cost of litigation in the 

United States, the practice should be encouraged by large 

companies because of high payoffs it can generate[22]. 

The time and expense consuming litigation procedure and 

minimal damages in India will discourage offensive 

enforcement and corporations may decide to settle or 

otherwise resolve disputes. 

Through it, the jurisdictional-specific legal facts affect 

corporate IP strategy to a major degree, requiring the risk-

specific risk-assessment and local compliance schemes. 

9. Mechanisms of Enforcement and Trends in the 

Judiciary.  

The enforcement mechanisms[23] determine the practical 

significance of the intellectual property rights to 

corporations. The American experience of enforcing 

intellectual property is characterized by institutional 

specialization, efficacy in the procedure and strong 

remedial models. A predictable jurisprudence has been 
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developed by federal courts, and in particular, the Court 

of Appeals of the Federal Circuit which provides 

companies with some degree of predictability regarding 

the outcome of the enforcement. Other solutions such as 

permanent and preliminary injunctions, statutory damages 

and higher damages on willful infringement are far 

reaching in instilling a lot of confidence on corporates in 

their application of intellectual property. In addition, 

border security proposals through U.S. Customs and 

Border Protection offer corporations proactive 

mechanisms of preventing importation of contraventious 

commodities. 

The judicial tendencies in the United States show that 

there is the changing balance between the right protection 

and the avoidance of abuse. Although the application of 

courts in restricting frivolous patent litigation has been to 

increase the standards of patent eligibility and damages 

determination, it still maintains the validity of legitimate 

corporate claims of technological innovation and brand 

protection claims. This delicate court practice promotes 

fair IP claim but discourages predatory litigation. 

IP 

Category 

India 

(Strength 

Level) 

USA 

(Strength 

Level) 

Patents Moderate Strong 

Trademarks Strong Very Strong 

Copyrights Moderate Strong 

Trade 

Secrets 

Weak Very Strong 

 Table 1: Comparative Strength of IP Protection Across 

Key Categories 

Historically, in India, enforcement mechanisms have been 

limited by delays in the process, a lack of judicial 

specialization, and small awards of damages. 

Nevertheless, institutional and judicial changes in the 

recent past are positive. It has enhanced the quality and 

speed of adjudication of IP by the establishment of 

commercial courts and dedicated intellectual property 

divisions within High Courts[24]. Indian courts are 

increasingly awarding interim injunctions when there is a 

clear infringement especially on trademarks and copyright 

cases. 

The same can also be seen in judicial tendencies in India 

where there is an increasing acceptance of intellectual 

property as an important commercial asset. Courts have 

started to look into brand reputation, harming the market, 

and consumer confusion as the factors to be considered to 

find remedies. Although these have been improved, the 

predictability of enforcement is not even across 

jurisdictions. Corporately speaking, whereas the U.S. has 

a developed and deterrence-based enforcement regime, 

India is shifting to a stronger and commercially responsive 

IP enforcement regime. 

 

10. Corporate Problems and Strategic Factors.  

Firms practicing in India as well as the United States have 

encountered complex challenges due to the intellectual 

property system differences, enforcement practice as well 

as regulatory agenda. The discrepancy in the standards of 

patentability should be mentioned among the main 

concerns. Unlike the United States, which is more likely 

to allow a broader coverage of the patent claim, in India, 

there are stricter regulations, which demand a 

reorganization of the corporation innovation strategies to 

align them with the local requirements[26]. The outcome 

of this divergence is that it introduces compliance 

expenses and renders global IP portfolio management a 

challenge. 

The other major challenge is the issue of uncertainty of 

enforcement. The preventative aspect of IP protection can 

be destroyed by India Long litigation process and 

inconsistent damages compensation. On the other hand, 

litigation is extremely costly in the United States and this 

exposes a corporation to financial loss particularly in the 

case of patent wars. All these considerations lead to the 

need to introduce risk assessment and strategic 

enforcement. 

Corporations are strategically shifting towards 

differentiated IP strategies which are jurisdiction-based. 

Companies in the United States are concerned with the 

development of patent portfolio, intensive protection and 

monetization by licensing. The firms in India are 

concerned with the protection of their trademarks, 

contractual protection and alternative dispute resolution in 

order to make sure that the risks of enforcement are 

averted. Cross-licensing, joint venture and technology 

transfer agreements are also handled to deal with legal 

uncertainty. [28]. 

Corporate governance and compliance frameworks are 

very vital in overcoming these obstacles. Frequent audits 

of IPs, training of employees, and harmonizing between 

the R&D and legal departments can help firms to achieve 

the maximum value of IPs and reduce the risk of 

infringement. Finally, successful corporate IP strategy 

demands flexibility, legal prescience, and a perspective of 

the intellectual property aspect into the overall business 

planning. 

11. International Agreement Effects.  

The corporate compliance and strategic planning of both 

India and the United States are greatly influenced by 

international agreements, which form the intellectual 

property systems of these countries. TRIPS Agreement is 

the most powerful multilateral tool that sets minimum 

standards of IP protection and leaves domestic freedom. 

In the case of corporations, TRIPS gives them a minimum 

level of protection which enables cross-border innovation 

and investment. 

The standards of TRIPS-plus have been extensively used 

in bilateral and regional trade agreements, and have been 

reinforced in patent terms, data exclusivity, and 
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enforcement by the United States. Such improved 

standards are beneficial to multinational corporations as 

they increase the distance and period of IP protection[29]. 

As a result, the international IP strategies are frequently 

organized by corporations in accordance with U.S.-centric 

norms. 

India is fully adhering to TRIPS but in a strategic manner, 

the country exploits its flexibilities to satisfy the interests 

of the people, especially in pharmaceuticals and 

availability of technology. This is reflected in compulsory 

licensing provisions and tough patentability criteria. 

Corporately, the flexibilities create uncertainty in the 

regulations, but they also encourage competitive prices 

and market accessibility. 

In addition to TRIPS, WIPO administered treaties like the 

Patent Cooperation Treaty and the Madrid Protocol also 

make international IP filings and portfolio management 

easier. Corporations enjoy procedural harmonization, cut 

down on costs and administration is centralized. 

Nonetheless, there are still substantive variations in 

national implementation and it indicates that the 

jurisdiction-specific legal approach is necessary[30]. 

International treaties therefore offer both prospects and 

problems to corporations operating within the global IP 

environments. 

12. Future Policy recommendations and Scope.  

Rapid technological advancement, digitalization and 

globalization will determine the future of intellectual 

property law in India and the United States. Artificial 

intelligence, biotechnology, and digital platform are 

emerging technologies that are challenging the 

conventional IP frameworks. The policymakers need to 

adjust legal standards in order to create transparency, 

predictability, and incentives to innovate without 

encouraging monopolistic exploitation. 

Reforms in India in the future should be aimed at 

improving the efficiency of enforcement, a further 

specialization of the judiciary, and the adoption of a 

detailed trade secrets statute. Publicizing the process of 

litigation and enhancing the measures of damages would 

go a long way in boosting corporate confidence[31]. 

Awareness and capacity building campaigns should also 

be encouraged by the policymakers to favor both domestic 

and foreign corporations. 

In America, the standards of patent eligibility and 

litigation can still be improved to find the balance between 

innovation and competition. The reduction of the high 

costs of litigation and equitable access to IP protection by 

smaller companies will make the innovation environment 

more inclusive[33]. 

Corporately, the approaches to be taken in the future 

should focus on active management of IP, use of 

technology and legal skills, and the use of alternative 

dispute resolution methods. Cooperation among 

policymakers, industry players and international bodies 

will be very important in coming up with harmonized and 

future-proof IP regimes. 

13. Conclusion  

The paper has compared the intellectual property law in 

the United States and India with regards to the corporate 

viewpoint and the effects of legal systems and law 

enforcement as well as international commitments on 

corporate innovation, and business strategy. The 

comparative analysis shows that the two jurisdictions 

adhere to the international IP standards, whereas domestic 

strategies include alternative economic priorities and 

institutional capacity. 

The United States is an extremely mature, enforcement 

based IP ecosystem that safeguards certainty, strong 

remedies, and commercialization. The benefits of the 

corporations are the predictability of the judicial processes 

and the robust forums of enforcement at the expense of 

litigation and regulation. India on the other is a nation that 

has dynamic IP system that is able to create a balanced 

condition between the incentives of innovations and the 

interests of the people. Despite the persistence of the 

enforcement problems, the recent judicial and institutional 

reforms show that more protection of corporate IP is soon 

forthcoming. 

The results demonstrate the applicability of adaptive and 

differentiated IP strategies to the cross-jurisdictional 

corporations. There should be legal compliance, 

innovation planning and business objectives to control 

corporate IP. In order to secure international IP portfolios, 

companies must do business in a world of divergent 

patentability guidelines, enforcement environments and 

international obligations and avail themselves of the 

devices of treaties and procedure harmonization. 

On the aspect of policy-making, more efficiency in 

enforcement, more specialization of the judicial system, 

and more collaboration among various countries will be 

needed in order to come up with the economic 

development that is led by innovation. Lastly, a consistent 

and rational intellectual property environment that meets 

the corporate interest of both the society and the United 

States will play key role in the long term innovation and 

competitiveness in India and the United States 

.
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