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ST Qo i AT S

HT. §. 7/02/2026- STSAESR.— AT g < (ST 7w 70 o i I8+, qeais
T UET-STUT [oah T |UGYT 31T A1 6 (Heior & forw) =w, 1995, Femterd & AqATE, AT
TSR GIRT T A1 el & Ica 7 fAaia oy 10 it 3T 289 9@ & Sama o
TS TT-STALT ST o HTHA H A=l aedsh T2A7 T GATHT Feed H7 (Haer &2m
T 2

CIERIREE ()
1. U&-=Efhr et & | 30 % TEeml F SAqE, gUIEd hiuees offiee, Thue
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6746 GI1/2026 (1)



THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY [PART [—SEC.1]

W Fiegee e st taesequue wiqed orffes (39 T "araas” a1 "=
ST Fgl AT g) « ATHT TSR (T q18 "TIERE" Fgl TAT g) o qHeT U AAae
T TR, e = dree (396 a1e " 390 wgT T 8) | Soae A7 At R o
TTRITEE 3T T8 a0 (38 a1 "TAwT aeq" a1 "R Sore” 1 "I war
AT §) o AT T MY T TE-STUT 9[oeh o AT T ST AT T4T

A AAATEl TUEIST § T hIEAe T THh A9 & AT F Fargq Uel-edT o=
ATER=T /. 6/19/2024-S1S 1131 e 29 S 2024 g7 e iy 7 oY1 sifaw e
T, |, 6/19/2024-Ff e R 10 wad 2025 F ATEAH F, TAFET ¥ 5 Gt Y
safer & forw =" STTaTr TURTST & TSHITHAE S THh AG9T 6 ATATT I¥ UE-SF0T 9o
T T fERTer # U g A 93T g0 SAtee=r /. 09/2025-HHT g7 (TSIS)
oA 8 W2 2025 & HTLAH § TRIT T 2| {1+ &F TS qATIorT AT | AR 9o T Tl

g

w7 TIUH FIE ITEH Tfer
e
1 | 38089193, 38089199, 38089391, F ofF 2,998 AT
38089399, 38089912, 38089991 3T ITEH sraedifes o=
38089999

afarfa &1 arer 9u(14T) v =t & f=m 29(2) F A9, Fei UA-SfUw oo &
T FIE @ UHT AT 92 AT UHT o1 % dgd 9 § arq ha7 Srar g, e #isgat
TET-STUT g[oh T AT HTHT ST &, [STEH ag ok ATATAT g1 S(TaT & a7 gl 9l g,
Tl ATTHA TTTEERTLT, THEAT FLA o ATE, STAT JTIT ST A1 AT AT [T T &
TTE (oo 6 & AT AT ST/AT TEI-STUT [ sl JIAT § e i THRTier FT qhdT g
THT & SATET, AT &I, T SSANT T el 7 TETem<h ZI=T a7 30! A | I
AT & 9T AT AT & AT %, TG AHIEAT Fld i AF9AFHAT g Toh FAT HISET Uel-
STUT g[oeh S[o o AT o LT STTATAT BT AT & AT BT Tl T 5

T IR FIT & TIH AT 9767 6 AT 9T, AR F ATSE=T 7. 7/02/2026-
FIS(IETY faAT 2 AT 2026 F HTeqH & Uk qrasiish G S hl, ST AT & o0,
SETLTIOT § THRTAT g2, e sfaaae T gy 9u s F=Ht & ==\ 30 & e, =i
SaTar TTST & =i Scare  FAia ox vE-ETT goF F SFenyer & A i
TATE T THLTOT ol TAT UE-STUT [eah il |TAT AT T | HATeA 6l HRIer Fed &
oo oo S s iy T

& . gihar
ST o Gag ¥ Aetertad Sehar &1 arae 63 13T 2
1. HTH

i. TSR o SITee=aT /. 7/02/2026-STSMerae faars 2 91+ 2026 & ATeaH o
AT % TSI, AR § UF qrasia gad1 Foea @, Sew fuy sa +
o a=q % AT & Aeg AFenur = A i TR

i e 30(4) F ATATY, T AEH I | T, AT I97 & AT FI 37 AT
TR AT & ATEAH | AT AALTT SATAGH shl T o qTC H Grord a1 T30
T




[T &g 1]

ATLT T TSI ; STHTETIOT 3

o 6(2) * AT, Baumei wr sy sfag=ar &t uF Ifa &uT 3o % 9va
R gamam, FuT 3o § F=Emrie Stie F A1d ScTes ST Maiast, 9 |
U avq F T AETawl Y dvF BIUTHl A, dAET H IuAH Hs s
ST o STETE, ATHAT Hileh ST AL B 0l AT &f 7 o

SIEECIERCIEIEIE))

ST o AR Sfe=eT § Soor@ AT AT 8, S|enyr sEty s|asr 2025 |
fAdaY 2025 (9 ATE) AT T off| TTTeaRT<r F UHT stater § el f ot 9o S+
#T = sty srarta 1 St 2023 7 31 fiwew 2023 ("ger disrare”) 7 # 2

AT 22T

ALY STty & o s awq &7 A9-a9-aT AT ST I FLeA & [T Sioit
s & sy R T am e wa T AT o e ShEa T F are
sraes fargwor & fore 3| ow w3rET foha T 81 AT i /AT ST g F & S
TOeer T & I9-a9-aT SAST o AT I qT97 737 2

FraE it A= i 7 fHaor

a9 6(3) F AT, sEEd A a1 I &7 U I @o o it Jaeane &
I WA oqa garae & Aredw 7, fouy qor § Ouy awq & A« [aias &6,
TR § FATT ATATAR/STTRTHRATA (1 AT T Zaemant 1, Bregiv strera it uh
i o for ferfera & srareg o6 o7, Y= ahh 2 o

v 2or F FRataet g wrfterd

AW 6(4) F ATHTE, ATHT IoF &Y & R o9 F I § T I F79 F
ﬁqﬁﬂﬁﬁamwﬁ/ﬁaﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂmwﬁaﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁw

ehu-lcw ohq-ﬂ T?w-lcs '\UIS*I"I Foer ferfaes; Eﬁ'Q'Q’FI"I‘?E; A f&-ﬂ'u d%l(ﬂTﬂ(\l
Fadl forfies; e sfwa Fo fofaes; FEA ZRTST T ¢ah|v||o1|
Fat ferfes; <4|<|'1|<| d|<4|<~||a<1u1 Fot ferfaes; S §ahh*| I '\tllchc'tl{
Fodt forfiee; o s e Ut forfdes; ATHT AT AT FUA]

ferfaee

AT wereett AW T9r Fir AR F H{T I9h AT ©Od ATETE & ATEAH F
St 2 ofF, SEw srrg o = ot & 3 =@ A awq % Scmesi/Aarant #i
FUTHT FY 3T Irg TG 0T HHT F FHqC Ta16 7 il AT

STaTE ¥, fAw 397 & Referied scaresi/Aaiast T Faiaes st ®1 Sara a7
T (1) ™EREE FaE aEEEg fwudr e, oY (2) SoEnT ST
FFT TTEY T FOAT o) 0 FaHat g9 8, @ SATE g ST a1 arer
T=Ta g, ¥ 2 U A1 "9 o« arel [Matas" & &9 § Hai9d fohaT 7 2
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o 6(4) F AAR, ARG H FEEweEia Ioae F et

AATART/STAEHRATAT HI fF TAraet =it T of1 heed FIT TeFE TTgae
e, FiT W\, Suaus SRAT; &7 JiHer w7 a2 Ir2ae o)

ST #, Feferfea amamasi/Suanrsare J saTas/STARTHRAT TETadl T a1
AT AT (1) AT FIT G929 =47 Tede e, & (2) R aaEEa
TATAYT|

gSta fRaemrs

et g T % Jia T F1 950 Fd ara g1 Bagi @ TF g i
ATETSE IT ATATE T T2 A7) FHT Isiiapa Ragmeant &1 sraet aeft seqiaat #7 -
T T o it fRaemeant &1 faatd e &1 [Maer f&a = om

HifEs gars

9w 6(6) F STETE, ITTERTET T 20 |E 2026 T AT UF qaars § Faameht
T O A= Jifs® &9 |/ TE5qd FA 1 a9 T2 6411 30 A= T qa i3
Tl Tt T HITgF € & <6 o0 70 F=l & orfed Teqa s arfaed we &7
ger T =T, 39 a1e AfT I B qv ATl TEqadl e wed F7 Haer f&ar
T

IR IER I

rasft Scure=i, Fatast oY o= Rqami, Sreiv Sara 7 74T 8, I1 =9 =
H UTEIE STHHTT T&TH 781 ol 8, &l IL-HgT [T 7T 737 2

o 6(8) & aqa, Sei fHhdt Raam® 7 aqu FAaTer & I AE9TH
ST T Tga | Ah1T H2 {307 §, AT 7797 9T O AE9TF S JaT
Tl dl g, AT ST | AGaqol ®T & 1T STAl &, UH Tl 1 AT-Tg 1t /=T T
g, AT Ty IqeTee AT o ST 9T &1 (R 77 8

e 7 % g, Ragrai T T MY 9 &1 6 T8 ST o UHT
MO IAT % JTE0 6l TATEAT 6 HJae § A= Al T2| 6qE gF 9T, gl Aaedqh
AT AT, FZT TAATAAT F TTAT I TATRT FL TOMFT TAT, FE THT TR F
AT /AT AT T T [RALTERT I Tohe Tl (AT AT 37 §99 g, a1
STETY T TR TG FlA a1l TeAT Tl SHehl TATH AL T T&T FHed F
aer =T m=m

HT-ZITHHTTH ToF T | T GHIH @ I SEAH IcdTad AN i< faet amra &
AT u¥ Fatia T = g, ™o o q1 9% T e it (Strood)

Y =T & sqes | § FRaiia fEiat &1 e & w@r @ g, sar & Fa
29(2) F ATHTT [AHeATHT FFaT 727 2

oot FETemThl T 3217 70 G TR AT T 6T T2 FAT AARTAT 9L, Tgi a6
T AT ZIT GG q 8 ST aqd A= 6 forg yreies arw v g, B G
el




[\ [—@Ue 1] HTL T (ST ETLTI0T 5

Vi.

Vii.

viil.

ST o e AT a7 U e et (s smame uw sifaw Aeed fRawre
TAT) 20 SRTEA 2026 FT HS TS Tt M ST /AT AT AT 3T Ivg =8 I 94T T
éﬁ%%ﬁZGaﬂsz%waﬂwﬁmwwwaﬁwﬁr@ﬁéaﬁwﬁ
TETIT T& g7 &b s ST, It el T fSFree Faafe 9T I
femfort o= A= T o g—aord 3 YR 2f, Sea atetl T g 3T de9at &
T 2

TH TSRO Taeor & ™ Iq AT F IATAT g ST het Gaeme® grer o
ATYTT YT V&Il T2 g 3 [Fa9T & qga UdT gt AT 12 2

oo sti= % o sroers 1 AR &7 1 st Stew = 87.26 0% 81 9 S
¥ 7 e AT 2w 1 3w =tee = 83.52 = a7 ofh

g R W s Raart g $ w8 weghat

6. W%Wﬂﬁﬁwmﬁ'ﬂﬁ%ﬁwaﬁﬁ%

Vi.

Vii.

SALETAT e |°w| & reifth 329 8 ¥ 2026 F Baams & &4 &
USTToREOT FXTAT 9T, AT ST TSR0 el 15 375 2026 FT ¥ a1 73T oMl
TETETE, AT il AT TTT TATAT T | haot 15 15 2026 FHT ITAH FLTS
T | TSI, STaet FT a1 I wed hr faw fafr 16 7 2026 & a=T
22 A= 2026 AT ATRY AT, &i¥ 7 7 2026 T a97 Fwaw, G«a * arhr & |77,
HIT AT AT

FAHT AT S HT AEH FEAT g FA1h e 987 29 3w 30 F Jgq I97
AT HIHAT 10T Fd H e T sreeT ool fiT sraaid 9red 9¢ Seaiid g
AT ger ®Y ¥ g far § wa fEe w =i #xar g, AT o i
FEhI T ST 0, BEH =9 H IcTed ana #§ 9Radd, 9Rd § | iand 177,
TSI 7 feurfaat s |y sort 1 [{ata 7o oanfae 2|

=T Fwdr § 979 FEe a@ewor e Jgi wedt gl Faw 29 % o 7y =
9T g o T Mierae UEr-STr goF & Aaemyor & e g, 7 T Ieqmas g §
FHT STH 3T FHILDT 6 HIEOT| TAHTT THA H, HF | ICATET ARG | Hle T80T HHT
Tel g2 8, 7 ol ATFahl 7 AT § [AfAHT o A7 F H T a0d F qafad 27
TEqA (AT gl I 29 o RO =¥e] SSANT &l &g "I sl AR 9% =Har g

AT qaed § 9ET fohu 0 [0 g7 22T, AT /AT 227 S AT AT 6
T T AT T GATHT FA H (e Tg g1 FA7q g7 T27 J997 SAFI0T Safer i
FAT Tl HIAT ¢ 3T IATET AN H FHIAT Tadd qIeT FT AT ol

ATAEhT FILT ALET FohU T 6L I T AT qoF & d1e7 | haol &l Jid7 qaraent
o e FAed AT ATHe 8 ST T areatas =ard, Refadt a1 rae & areg
THIMT, AL ST T ST Al I dhd g

AT [ AT HHal | FHa [WEd T 390 &1 Saiq wimdl § WEe F aqey
g ST AU g AFATI0T TITIOT gl Fedl gl T TATAT, U I AN UEI-STUT
9 3T ~IAAH AT Tod (THATSHT) % A= e 9%, A SI1A AT 0l qaqT §
AT I [FF7a FAal § areaq § I3 g2 2

T SANT 7 TN ATATHOT STATE o I THIATSHT LA T AME AT ST @T &,
S8 are § T fagr w3 21 s=enrr srafer F S w v 71 fifew o s 7 47,
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viii.

Xi.

Xii.

Xiii.

Xiv.

XV.

XVi.

XVii.

T 56 Mfew o (AT 80%) 15 T stere/forur & srfare fraar o< smama
TR0 T o, ST q9rTaT § T STTershier SraTa &l aeniud AT dal 99T 7 9dT gl

A 29 Faer TE-STUT 9ok TR0 S F 978 AR 21T g1 SHeT, IR % T
8 W= 2025 ¥ 9T T T AT T ST FLA T ATIRT &7 Al g TEqrad dl-
HTET qTATeME § gooh-0d AT T Aq=a &7 F el At a7 g, e geF-
THTA had AT Tl HT T F9dT g, ST et AqreiF sy g & o
AT 2

graith A 29 ue fafre frsrems Matia 921 #war 8, af arfeer &1 fBesw
FEIa 7 g1 drsiems w1 FRateor M= 5(3u)(i) g FAefaa ger =iy, o uF
TATHT TTEE-ATET HTSI3ATS ht THaheudT F:dT g e et AT B & forw a1 &g
T FTCOT FT AFTFRAT gt g, a1 T Feamft Eieq forfies aamm awg @9 #
HTAT 979 2

ArEFt & TA AT-ATRr TS T wEATa @ or, o arfaery gy e w7
foraT 77 oM graAtth, a9 29 & T8 adAT S ATl TAAT A ST Ta1e |
T AT Fl HIIAT ST ARl &, T FHLLTT FIGAT il T&d ATEAT Hil T AT,
oA Ao & UHT sTaeawarsl F g S HisE qal 8l

AT T AT Fed § et 1 8 T wisEr vd-2fu o owarEt 21 am gl
ATATHT F I 2T ATATY, TE-STUT 9o RTT AT oF 978 A § Fdel ATa
56 Hifew a7 e gam, ™o & Faer araT 10 Hifesh o Hia a1 9% F7 Hiadr
U AT TR0 0 2| UHT AR9 {TATC {9 29 F dgd o ATl TI10d Aal
R E ]

-1 9o o &9 | G T Iqre =aw 29(2) g1 aHidd A5l gl i 7
T AT I8 3T 82T § o6 FeIres 7 9™ g i 7 gl o & G9red 9 &l
Afde frar 21 A off "erres iy 3 wads sgeaqet fBaoor 9% swerfa g
AT T THATSHT T THATTH F T | ATAGRT T ST T SATRA Tl gl dehar
g, FiF THIEHY T UH-IfT o AR W U qFeT AT
ITATIHE 39T B

T AT FHEAT T TTALT HIS[ET USI-STOT o #hl TATALAAT &l dgTel e a

HHT g1 T2 IoF 6 & AT H3AAT 9T AT i AT Aol AT g, ST Had Th
St wex-srater a7 gaved awrar § g 5T ST ahar g

AT UET-S (T QLo o qAATIT HLTed &l 3= sg0 | [Awd 72 &

AT THATSHT | 1= I AT AT AT 9 AT SISHUREr Taad § FHaaAT 0
T Fear §, 7 o UE-ST0T 9 & A9y &Il THSASYT &7 Jaq- ST oh
ATARTIAT AT SISTTFRAT F ATARTT &3 | AT g A TH AT FAATal oF ATETH
o HETTET Al ohaT ST Jehd T 2l

Al F a9 7 F7 IoorEd AT €, ARA @ dEL g9 w7 g fear, 'diw
faaor, g g7 TUMET, 9F WA god, 98T goF, SO AT, =i AT 3T
e o= ® Feiia -giiesnes goF 9% Teafds Ta=iaar &7 4T F3h, o
TEqETEERT &l AT FATF FA | LT TATI

THUSA T ST FT ST FLA o [T G Al gl AAGHl F ATAGhT 6 G717 I
Heer FT GATET 0 &A1 g ST qus | faq Thue Semel § 2 A=l 9
TLET 6T Stee® w99 fAua awq & FAiasi a1 sEmaesl § Sated gf aad 8|
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7.

XViii.

XiX.

XX.

ATITART T FAH TEATRT T TN FT AL AT g, FFI1h Tg I SATITE Fl
ST I, ATATAT ATH TRTUAT AT A T ATATH 18T TT AT I 6
JTASE AT T ITATHe T F TATIEAT FHT

FAIMTUT FTHATE! HATAH-ATAT FIAT & AT TAH (HATqF o AT HT 329T0T
AT 9T g1 o [aiashi 7 Ud-SfUT 9ok &9y S 6 are ot e
FIHAT T FHT TG0 AT g, AT a4 ITERE Fafd & 4= Warq 9gt ha1 8, 32
FAT TH AR T d¢ gU AT i & AT Tl 647 91 qhar g & o=
faTaent 7 FIT T 9T 9o Hl AT FT T 8l

TS gl ® &g ot gig o1 fFear fFuy avq = 97 st sa i
STTRTRATHAN T TAhed T § TATET HT, SEE S79e AR Feitt, 73 Y [aid
JTTE | VAT TeqRdT 7 gT, 3f¥ 3fqa: sifaw sudrhTat, fFow w7 & e
forT T a=

T, ffr e a7 aie s g i 1 aegfaat

ST o ST =] 3 g7 Aeferferd seqfaat &t T &

Vi.

Vii.

T IeUTE IEITEAe ST T A9l 8, Tl 3T R a|l w91 H
ST HIHT o S AR T TAUH Hle THT & G719 98 M0 g, F=rrd=
3TATE T I ATATAT LT Bl

=TT SeaTE * AT UEI-STU o Sl THesdt Il STl % T E 2
FTATE. THATSHT ATEAATE, ST FH0199 13 14 2026 HT SATeg=ar § ga,
THATSHT F ITIY Tl Ul-STOT o o T HXd HLdl @ oid €% &7 § -
[ T FHILEH TATAL 5, ST ILTAT & T Tehel HIS[ET UEI-SfUT g BT hraal
I SATATT &l Lehel o ToIT TI7H Al LaT gl

feaae Aaiig a9 #97 % Hiae MuAEar ot e wqmast # 1 Sarq
T Heh TTEHRT G Mg Tnarcas daeawaret #7 Aqarad wed §
et 721 Faea & S =] SN g1 9% aaTU S & d18 <1 F 7 TT &
3T AT TR ATHE -AqATAT &l 51 Aal HL TGahd gl

ST QT FA o o1 TSI shl AT aaT-EAT Gagmeaht & Hgig a9g-
AT & ¥ TAFqTe 7T &7 FIS ATHRE A5l <l gl

ATt 3 wraett Taenyor = # TR gl H9w 29 F agq #rarsl oF a1q
FT ST e T 0T g T 7 [avast F ga-Sf6T gos & sraenfua & g i
A S H gl & et S, =ie, 0T g6, 93 SART AT qTas=F gd
o Gated qai & 7 | T2i Frerd ! g

TSR o i REaear T TATET Jadq qrEsi=s 2a & fowg Tai gl T
SRR % T 93 7T I T FA 6 (70 918 91 8, 399 Agea ol (aer 6w g,
TS giord 63T § 3T aaraeia ffuawar & Jnree 73T g1 =56 damar, uel-
ST oo & BT FT Uk qad 6l qANd § el v 35-36 F97 &t g
ST, ST U e Sl o o0 937y 8, foreent et 98 F9rog 979 9247 2|

e 29 & forw wifereTT &1 I8 =T sraes g o Fr Faraest F Scara anra
H HTq FHT & AT FAiq fiwdr § w7 67 g, e gIeEr Uer-S T ok Taamat
g AT gl FEw 29(2) Faw ugd ¥ Myifa amTT ToF X Ale AIEEi &
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viii.

Xi.

Xii.

Xiii.

Xiv.

XV.

XVi.

XVii.

XViii.

THTATSA T AT aqT 8 T AT qod, A0 AT FF 6l TL-aTTE AFqaedT
fRrfar o qToIT RgTeor it sraeaehar Ag! ardl gl

qa S= § i Rt ger = sifeht Stay/fma o, Stafh st safer &
FH SfET RS HATd God Jedhd *** FHTT ST/ gl 4T, ST UEr-g o
[ TNTT ST o Tas[@ AT 44% i [erae gerrar gl

AT F AT T o MATd SeT & ITH aTediash =ard HiAar 9% warEr 6am)
+fF AR # AT THASH ¥ orefiT ¥, AT HT oqeF A g uHershy
ATATAT T FH T § TATET I 2 zdrorg [Faiaent & aredtas qo e
FEETT & IAATEE Tal Fd gl Ad-a7-aTe [AITq 2T AT AT 5.78-5.79
FHTLET STeAT/TohAT s hIHdl &l 90T gl

ata fiwar & FerEe Scres anrg & BT ff ST w6 1 7 19 987 gt 2
SR Fg A 0 AT | el T 100 =923/FR0T 1 w6 T o, A $iwar #
T 335 FAA/FHRUT At FHT S| AN A ATl [AATqHT F T qT AT refaet
IUATE T 14T 36T 3T 7 g1 ITUTes T § Firs 91 FHT T i

TIg T T = 29 wqe 7 § Fite dre <o &1 Fatq fimar § fF #41 one g,
AT gl & 9U(1=f) < =\ 29 AT 9167 FT ITANT il &, [OTEH TAH 9T T
2T AT 81 U a ata fraat § 39T Scared AT § SR w7 o AT A O,
AT T gl S1aT gl

ATAEh! 7 TATTH ITAY AT I AT 6, s =i JHT oo 22T, oF-
F-A AT Fid, FAETET TY 9T THRIT Fg AT i frHd, THL Q90 Fl
AT 227 8T @iE A AT gl 93 el | [Haiasl & rdid an
I a7 AT | AT GoF L@ hl 3= &9 F TTAT 751l ST Tahdi T gl

ATATHT F FFA g ATA il ANG L TLAT TGl 03T gl 3T 14T Faiq Hiwar,
AATT FTATSAT, TR ARG T HIOT AL AT HI FaL FLd qTA o
I AT&AT 9T ST gl

AT A AT ATt o T [aiq Hiadl § [de & Jqa T T I and |
TRt T T &7 TETTT FEA ATAT ATET A5l T@T| AqISIad, 390 [FATh Tiasdhe

STHTT AT ST Fha T 2

e 29(2) WA &l UE-STUT (o o &9, AT A ATAT Al TS FLA &
T T2 =7 § gk aqTar g1 1 SO 3T |le 1 A7 9% U 3 3 G o
FHTITSIT - oF § A= a7 g7l g, His[ar SuTd H Hered 3t=rq 2|

T T AL LT 98 & 9[oh AALTIT o TTeT IT AT g, 7 o THamedy &
STt AT AATH IT| THIATSHT 0l 1 sl [HLaedl, Saish €08 € § U-S 0T h
T FLH TATAN &, TG AT TN ¢ o6 AISET TE-STHT e o9 s=ad STaieds
THATE [ ITH Agl H 9747 g

A ST a1 T ST 7 T3 THATSUT o ATedqcd o HTL0T SFHTH-&T [ T
g AT o aTe F Famwe TEe o F T S /T W0 § 9T 6
AATHAT D TE Fd 2

TR AAT & dag H§ srafat o & o1 1% g et d Fafa |, T sTEr
FAA ATIHTAF-Haaaefid ST & forw qmar B @ 81 s -
TTIIET ST TR ITOET ATAE AT . 10/2018 F AT T Al T2 of, =¥
Raams 3 gs T o areatas g+ &t ag=m e | fawa 2 €
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10.

11.

Xix.  THIUS T3 SCATEH & &9 H 97 947 goll gl Fagmant g s« & v a9-a9
faeelt dag Feamstt gy &t T @i | "9afaq g, 7 & U gy 9 § A3
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TAT ATEeh! ST ATIIARAT h ATH STEHT TAATSAT o6 Fael § AT TAT g, ST qT ATIH 13-
AT STHHRET FT ST Ll gl AT 7 3T ALY T FEAT TAT & T, AT
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AT TH.UA. 2 UT HIS[E THSATEUT § FH AT ATl HETSAHE (ATA 6l &9) H FH g8 qH
T @TaT gl =9 =9 Aend it qfe gt 8 & uestteei® fifae (Fva Jrae it s&atd) &
T WA | GaTEd qETE i THTET A d =HTud AT qedi § wrhr w8 off $iT an]

SIET (S[°) T TETCHS STHT FHHAL T 4T 2AT|

AGH AT JoF 9 i i areatas Fata o=

9 RRagmeant 7 T oo g & arcdta Hfmr oo 2o § gRafea smma goat § &
FTae 781 fREdr §, ol =9 SURT F T AT AT 6 T THATSUT HLET AT
e foram aterrr ° e foFar & sifafaam i amer 9u(1t) & Ay gfea fFaw 29 *



[T &g 1]

ATLT T TSI ; STHTETIOT 13

24.

25.

26.

T UF AT ST FT 3297 A ATAAT g Toh 7 [RFfashi F G-I oo o To1a i
T LA o o7 [ T AT & q1F AU ATEq e HATd Goai | FHT Al gl THT
S & U sraers w9 ¥ [FAidsl g a9 U awdtas Saiq gedt w1 et
AT g, 7 Toh I FATHE AT9TRATAT & ATATAT & o7 =TT JodT HT| TTRITE 19
21 § TS HON & oI, SIieerT ° =11 SH7 o =atq Se1 T 1 & e 9w,
AR AT T % a89 § qh e g0 AT sl AT &l AT H 0T &g &
Freqtas At go Rgieor & g & 7 § S99 81 TH s (FAa S o)
T AT ATeqcd gl ATAH UET- 1T 8[eah o AT o THCHRT I THhaT Aal gl

a7 Ragmet 7 9% o g & uwersh & A= are G war @ of smema
JEH/SISTTHRET TaqT AT ATHAT g, T T TTIEHRT 6 SATAHRT &= & HIqe TaLaor &7
arer| ITfereRTer 7 e fRaT o SISuwdT grer afag=a uweredt v sfarfea & amr
9U #F Tgd AWTAT AT UE-STUT 9o AT-TAT TeTAF ATHAT F qgd FIH FLA AT
FT-TAT qTF 21 TE-STUT 9o o STFemwor it = & 9u(1at) % ary gfsa Faw
29 %F qET TTTARTE F STTART & | ey 81 areatass Fata et 9v fAiar Rataedt &
T fRgTeor srEgr it o= & H1a 3297 & o0 €, 3T UHersdt 7 yad+ gl g1 T

THIRTE A5l T STaT 2l

STTERTET o W o ATl (ATl I QAT AT0ae ATAT ST Faterd JHT e =ar
IO I% T | BH=ATE 33T g, ST ST T9ATE TS hi9d F AITdE €9 § 9T HAsUF
ATLTT IT AT G T &1 Fed gl o =TT qoF IETE 19§ arferst & #.49. 1, 3 i
4 U AT F AET 8, ST UHATSHT o & § FT% T TT o, 3f¥ ST &7 FHIEOM 6 (o0 UH
HITUT o T FAT HATHE AALTHAT 6 AATAT [ 21T 8, 7 o ATeatae =Ird o
&I 28T FT| 9T o a7el A Taent o STI=T IITaA AT, IT 39 drE< a9 i -
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R 9 HigE forfdw seqrast & Fyifia G mr g o= faarsi s a6 e g &
fTae, IR &l g, IRAT &9 % AGgedT & H0 gl et 7 qre Far & [
T FTHIET ST | 3T 2, A Trae sfeht siew & 939 # @0 §; zafoy, fmEe
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e 2 = faiT g
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e 9% T U 19 w5 & gt o1 # fow Tt uwsiet fFata fiaar & w6y
g2 TF U GTdT g, 3 T WA &l gatad G| & aredqas @ aq 9o &
TfAtafer & &9 § 9= 7T T47 2

TH ATYTT T, Ussl e8I STAT o 9 F Maia §o7 5.561 USD i ohe T &,
STat g = | T8 10.259 USD Wi foherums ar foram 1T o, aeit S8 8 AT
46% T RTae s gl

AN o ATl fAATaant F 7 T ATehe THRIAIHT Sredie &1 147 6T g i 7 gF drehe
TRAHT TATIAT T3 g, 3T TATT IAHRT AN 2T qATIT TR T H Iqeeel
Tel §; IUTET AN | gaara it S qeT &g AT 6 FHal § Ia-=g19 %
YR I UF gine (Fwed) & &7 § &t 5 g, N TOa9T 7.4% A [frae
o T &)

THTCTY, ATd &l g1 ATl (HATT il AT | 3T FHHT, IcATET AN | gU 81T 6
FAITT | Al g, AT FFw 29(1) F gt BE F T8 "Usswei=' (AT a7 [ &l
STALTTT) T oT I gt g

AT o ATt (A atasnt o et o g & fore dae <o &1 e 0 [ &1 Ser
i U2 7l @7 g, 3T Rl o2 dinE Ea-ared (qAiaHd Jod) & <1 waT
T H "UsSAICT FT Heohel Agl <aT &; aw 29(1) F STT-31eT BT *T 3@d g,
g Mot 9ger e 9¥ e gl
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63.

64.

65.

9. 9w 29(2) F TET I HeATHA LA Y, "Usaiwei=' #T Aty & forw ‘Feeses
T ag (TF FT T2 FTHTET HiFd) 10.565 USD T o im 3iT qiq-35[ a4
ST (FoFT e arett fima) 12.415 USD Wi e 2

10. STRT AT o At § 20-30% FT 397 & T "Ussl(weiA' Tt § 85-95% #ir
IS H UgT AT 8, I T qriei (TRAT T AT oft 20-30% F I | g@h
85-95% T IS § UgH AT gl A Aatd & forw ax Far w7 ST arfsie, s
2.998 USD 9fa foherTim o, adwTe # o] U-SfU 2T & Iq&T g Jfa-IfHe
& BHTe ¥, Iram a7 T T ST /i (ST *** §) T 7T | | % a1t
gl

11. FAHTT | AR UEI-STT ST &l A9 | T@A & J18 |, At dama ol ‘des
TTEE' (AT 9T i 9 § UgA 9¥ hiHd) AA-S9Td TeH ¥ FTh R
JT g< 3l

12. T ATHTE, TAATT § AN] UEI-STOT ST &1 [HAtdahi g7 'Tesiia’ (FFMUT) FT
forar 7 8 S 7g o2 At % R 29 % |r ug S arer sttt i
T OA(1B) F 7T § ST BT TS 2|

13. TEI-STUT 2T T TTT g2 AT hae qiaeT & forg ang g, 7 6 gt aia
T (AT Yoreataed a91d F); Sath ST FT W@l Ta8d 99T &l @0 7 Had

o . o~
SEhT AT § FaeTed AT JToar|

. Rrwrfer

AT F T@T Toh ST 0% ol T2 3T THT HaATerd Tel hl Seehl a1 af T5| 1 &, T
3=, Hataent, SETaet o o= gated qel &l "Teare ' (AN AT ok H O ga
SBTET) % Tge] I¥ HRILICHE ST & T IIT HIHT &7 47| -2 Rt & dgd
T STATEHT T T o ToAToLld hl ST [ A A I T FLA 6 17, TATEN F
HIAAT 3 T =T AT 9 AN] UEI-STUT S[oh § JaaTd il 9Ied gl T, TATEr
TTerd <or | HETAd ATHIT & AT 9T VS-S 9[eeh i |7 § Taerd i Hwrer
FAT 2

FAITE, =9 (PR) & 319 aTer AT ag7 & Fa7q foh ST9 a1l Safera amame < oR e 0
U0 9o 1 AT § Fgard il R Fedl gl g Jaard "Wedd Hmreied
TR J97 F. No. 6/19/2024- SETaT (10 weadt 2025) i Aiffmher sav
09/2025-FFewd (TE-ETHT 9[oF) (8 #= 2025) F TEd A1+ QU [T qeh & TohaT STu|
AT % T2, & Te SR A Faterd qeqi il gl Hl eI § wad gu, [ véi-
ST [ T AT § T&ATd HLAT ST THAT AT g| TE-STUT geah hl qIedt ge qATAT
Fae AfasT % o aRp SR e =8 fOeelt aire & aRp Agt B s, v g, ud-
STUT 9[oh T HIS[ET /TR Aol LW, Had Il AT H AT 6T STTUAAT|

FATET 7 T Tevel il 39 aee 92 o= ot g ™ed Rw 31 & aga i & 8+
T ARG | 93 gU Sel &l (Ul aig o aR] #3d {¥ JF OF g & a7g =aw
30(5) & & TITarsraor THEHe i fArhrieer i T2 ofF F=w 31 e g & AR F2d
FT TATAT <AT &, AT T8 [T TG Agl wdT, g ATHAT AT & [@a® 98 [H9T
AT g, w3 % gamres aeae i FH-S21 & HEid &l e | @7 97d71 g1 78
e AT §, aSTcHE Agl, AT Sl § qas & o agama 36 o8 T a3 ¥
g T ST gevar g1 Ry % S, g6tda a9 | aiud Jedi 9% AT, S
IAAH ATATT oA & Ga< AT I8 AEITE I - AT, T-ZIAREH ToF 6 qaa< 7 34

ATeF - T 3T U 39 A9 AN Sl dTs T AT, AT H STl (9 firAd § &
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frae 78 3=t w12, zofery, fweh o & s ot T & forg grfaewes |t
AT IT AT 0l s 918 Agl os O T2 "Tes e’ (AT AT ST T A1 G& 35T o)
* ToRT o oo 8, ST TR o aredias THRqe-gTEie STaed 0% emid grar g
e wfasr & foro =& &7 % & 971 e &1 |41 F2ar g1 FH-S2 T Rgia i R S
g, AT ey & o g8 Sy AT aFTE qreel @ i et e & R F
fAreTier 981wt §; sHey, | 30(5) & d8d Tawde TeaHe arel AT T SfdH
FHAHE FATT ST o I AN ST whl 3¢ 92 T o)

66. 'TET ST ®A (FH oF F HIH) Tl 49 H 1@ gU, ANl T3 Sl ol gU THaTT
T ZX HA o o ST AR i 9T /TS (TR o A1) § F ST o 97 21, 39
FTET TET-ZTUT SIET AT il THRTIeT Tl g1 THeh SIqaTe, ATl Hafad 397 F e
T AT FgT & TFAIIE o0 ST a7l Hafard qrT_ 9% Ua-SfU =& &t 77 § aad1e
ek I AT AT TS SET a9 & HIAH 7 § FaqTe T2 T 6 TAL FHLA Al (R HLd
2| TEAT T2 ST Hed TaHHe GIT TH Gael § ST A(ETheherd il ara o 0] gl 3T
8 WT 2025 # Alfetheherd qa¥ 09/2025-FFavd (TE-STUT =2T) & qgad onle s Udl-
ST =& it T4 g2 Aty & fore A T i

A o
| gRwEa- THT T Safv & | [Fatg & —_— T;
e | T R e qeTR | e - =
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
38089193,
38089199,
38089391 = dreme
' | T
38089399, (PR) wife A
1 38089912, aﬁ'{mizﬁr =i bt e N, a7 | 5004 & T U =¥
38089991 ¢ a7 T
EIE8
38089999
EIGIEIE K8
2 do- do- g&ﬁx fadfaw | w1 | 5004 g g &
L

ST AV ThUT had Hohdl &l ATAT & 3T FE=ATIrel| IaTE o I1AL I ITETF1ET A8! 8l

. SR T ST

67. Sifaw fAewul F gTe U AATET F el & en® orfie, Uae & gafaa Iraemi &

ATHTY FFcwd, TFATSH AT afad ead sTdiere feeg o & daer &f SI7 Fahc ! &

Stary AR, e STrewrr




26

THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY [PART [—SEC.1]

MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY
(Department of Commerce)
(DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF TRADE REMEDIES)
FINAL FINDINGS
New Delhi, the 1st September, 2026
Case No. AD (AA) —01/2026

Subject: Anti-absorption investigation of the anti-dumping duty imposed on imports of

‘Glufosinate and its salts’ originating in or exported from China PR.

F. No. 7/02/2026-DGTR.—Having regard to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975, as amended

from time to time (hereinafter referred to as the “Act”) and the Customs Tariff (Identification,
Assessment and Collection of Anti-Dumping Duty on Dumped Articles and for Determination of
Injury) Rules, 1995, as amended from time to time (hereinafter referred to as the “Anti-Dumping
Rules” or “Rules”) thereof.

BACKGROUND OF THE INVESTIGATION

In accordance with the provisions of Rule 30 of the Anti-Dumping Rules, Superform
Chemistries Limited, UPL Limited, Astral Life India Limited, United Phosphorus (India)
LLP, UPL Sustainable Agri Solutions Limited and SWAL Corporation Limited (hereinafter
referred to as the “applicants” or the “domestic industry”) filed an application before the
Designated Authority (hereinafter referred to as the “Authority”) alleging absorption of
anti-dumping duty imposed on imports of ‘Glufosinate and its salts’ (hereinafter referred to
as the “subject goods” or the “product under consideration” or “PUC”) originating in or
exported from China PR (hereinafter referred to as the “subject country™).

The anti-dumping investigation concerning imports of Glufosinate and its salts from China
PR was initiated vide notification No. 6/19/2024-DGTR dated 29th June 2024. Vide final
finding F. No. 6/19/2024-DGTR dated 10th February 2025, the Authority recommended
the imposition of anti-dumping duty on imports of Glufosinate and its salts from China PR
for a period of 5 years. Such duties were levied by the Ministry of Finance vide
Notification No. 09/2025-Customs (ADD) dated 8th May 2025. The table below sets out
the duty in force at present:

Sl HS code Producer Amount
No.
1 38089193, 38089199, 38089391, Any producer 2,998 $/MT
38089399, 38089912, 38089991 and
38089999

In terms of Section 9A(1B) of the Act and Rule 29(2) of the Rules, where an article subject
to anti-dumping duty is imported into India at such price or under such condition which is
considered as absorption of existing anti-dumping duty, which is thereby rendered or may
be rendered ineffective, the Designated Authority may, after conducting a review,



[\ [—@Ue 1] HTL T (ST ETLTI0T 27

recommend modification in the form or basis of the duty and/or the quantum of anti-
dumping duty after reassessing the dumping margin and injury margin. In accordance with
the same, the Authority is required to review, based on an application with sufficient
evidence, made by or on behalf of the domestic industry or any other interested party as to
whether the existing anti-dumping duty is thereby rendered or may be rendered ineffective
because of absorption of duty.

On the basis of the prima facie evidence submitted by the domestic industry, the Authority
issued a public notice vide notification No. 7/02/2026-DGTR dated 2nd March 2026,
published in the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, initiating the subject investigation in
accordance with Section 9A of the Act read with Rule 30 of the Rules, to determine the
existence and effect of absorption of the anti-dumping duty on exports of the product under
consideration from China PR and to recommend modification of the quantum or form of
the anti-dumping duty.

A. PROCEDURE

The procedure described below has been followed with regard to the investigation:
a. Initiation

1. The Authority vide notification No. 7/02/2026-DGTR dated 2nd March 2026
published a public notice in the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, initiating an
anti-absorption investigation against imports of the subject goods from the
subject country.

1. In accordance with Rule 30(4), prior to initiation of the investigation, the
government of the subject country was notified through their embassy in
India about the receipt of the present anti-absorption application.

1ii. In accordance with Rule 6(2), the interested parties were informed of the
initiation of the investigation by sharing a copy of the initiation notification
with the embassy of the subject country in India, known producers and
exporters of the product under consideration in the subject country, known
importers of the subject goods in India and other interested parties, as per the
information made available in the application.

b. Period of investigation (POI)

1. As noted in the initiation notification, the period of absorption was
considered as January 2025 to September 2025 (9 months). The Authority
has compared the prices in such period to the prices in the period of
investigation of the original investigation, i.e. lst January 2023 to 31st
December 2023 (“original POI”).

C. Import data

1. A request was made to the DG Systems to obtain transaction-wise import
data of the subject goods for the absorption period. The data was received
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and has been relied upon for the necessary analysis after due examination of
the transactions. The volume and value of imports have been considered
based on the DG Systems transaction-wise data.

Circulation of non-confidential version of the application

1.

In accordance with Rule 6(3), a copy of the non-confidential version of the
application was provided to the government of the subject country through
their embassy in India, to the known exporters of the subject goods from the
subject country, to the known importers/users in India and to other interested
parties who requested a copy of the application in writing.

Participation by exporters of the subject country

1.

11.

1il.

In accordance with Rule 6(4), exporter’s questionnaires were sent to the
following known producers/exporters to seek information regarding the
normal value and net export price: Lier Chemical Co. Ltd.; Agrodragon Co.
Ltd.; BASF; Shandong Binnong Technology Co. Ltd.; Limen Chemical
Company Limited; Fuhua Tongda Agro-chemical Technology Co. Ltd.;
Yongnong Biosciences Co. Ltd.; Jiangsu Huifeng Bio Agriculture Co. Ltd.;
Shanghai Qizhou Ziyui Co. Ltd.; and Weifang Xinlu Chemical Co. Ltd.

The exporter’s questionnaires were also sent to the government of the subject
country through its embassy in India, with a request to forward the same to
the producers/exporters of the subject goods and advise them to respond
within the prescribed time limit.

In response, the following producers/exporters from the subject country filed
exporter’s questionnaire responses: (1) Xiangshui Zhongshan Bioscience Co.
Ltd.; and (2) Zhejiang Zhongshan Chemical Industry Group Co. Ltd. The two
companies are related, the former being the producer and the latter the
exporter, and are hereinafter referred to together as the “participating
exporters”.

Participation by importers/users and their associations

L.

11

In accordance with Rule 6(4), questionnaires were also sent to the following
known importers/users of the product under consideration in India: Crystal
Crop Protection Private Limited; Krishi Rasayan; BASF India; and Amish
Crop Science Private Limited.

In response, the following importers/users filed importer/user questionnaire
responses: (1) Zhongshan Crop Science India Pvt. Ltd.; and (2) Tephra
Bioscience LLP.

Registered interested parties

1.

A list of all interested parties that registered themselves within the prescribed
timeline was uploaded on the website. All registered interested parties were
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directed to circulate the non-confidential version of all their submissions to
all other interested parties.

h. Oral hearing

1.

In accordance with Rule 6(6), the Authority provided an opportunity to the
interested parties to present their views orally in a hearing held on 20th May
2026. The parties presenting their views were directed to file written
submissions of the views expressed orally, followed by rejoinder
submissions, if any.

1. Further procedure

1.

1l

1il.

1v.

V1.

Foreign producers, exporters and other interested parties who have not
responded, or have not supplied information relevant to this investigation,
have been treated as non-cooperative.

In accordance with Rule 6(8), wherever an interested party has refused access
to, or has otherwise not provided necessary information in a timely manner
during the course of the present proceedings, or has significantly impeded the
investigation, such parties have been considered as non-cooperative, and the
findings have been recorded on the basis of the facts available.

In accordance with Rule 7, the information provided by the interested parties
on a confidential basis was examined with regard to the sufficiency of such
confidentiality claims. On being satisfied, the confidentiality claims have
been accepted wherever warranted, and such information has been
considered confidential and not disclosed to the other interested parties.
Wherever possible, parties providing information on a confidential basis
were directed to provide a sufficient non-confidential version thereof.

The non-injurious price has been determined based on the optimum cost of
production and cost to make and sell the domestic like article in India, having
regard to the Generally Accepted Accounting Principles (GAAP) and the
principles laid down in Annexure III of the Rules, as re-assessed in
accordance with Rule 29(2).

All the arguments raised and information provided by all the interested
parties, to the extent supported with evidence and considered relevant to the
present investigation, have been considered.

A disclosure statement containing the essential facts of the investigation
which have formed the basis of the final finding was issued to the interested
parties on 20" August 2026 and the interested parties were allowed time up
to 26" August 2026 to comment on the same. The submissions made by the
interested parties, arguments raised, and the comments to disclosure
statement received from the interested parties have been considered, to the
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B.

extent found relevant, non-repetitive and supported with evidence in this
final finding notification.

vil.  “***” qn this final finding represents information furnished by an interested
party on a confidential basis and so considered under the Rules.

viii.  The exchange rate adopted for the subject investigation is 1 US$ = Rs. 87.26.
The exchange rate considered in the original investigation was 1 US$ = Rs.
83.52.

SUBMISSIONS MADE BY THE OTHER INTERESTED PARTIES ON VARIOUS

ISSUES

The following submissions have been made by the other interested parties during the

course of the investigation:

1.

1l

1il.

1v.

The respondents submitted that although they registered as interested parties on 8th
April 2026, their registration was confirmed only on 15th April 2026. Accordingly,
the non-confidential version of the application was effectively made available only
on 15th April 2026. Consequently, the due date for filing questionnaire responses
ought to have been 22nd May 2026 instead of 16th May 2026, and extension of time
till 7th June 2026, along with condonation of delay, was sought.

The initiation of the present anti-absorption investigation is unsustainable as the
applicants failed to establish a prima facie case under Rules 29 and 30. The
application is based on incomplete and insufficient evidence and relies primarily on
the alleged decline in export prices without examining other relevant factors,
including changes in production costs in China PR, resale prices in India, market
conditions and third-country export prices.

A mere decline in export prices does not establish absorption. Rule 29 requires
examination of whether the decline is attributable to absorption of anti-dumping
duties and not to other factors such as reduction in production costs. In the present
case, there has been no demonstrated decline in production costs in China PR, nor
have the applicants furnished data relating to resale prices in India or the cost of
production in China PR. Reliance on the domestic industry’s raw material costs is
contrary to Rule 29.

The applicants have failed to disclose the source and basis of the export price data,
import volume data and cost information relied upon in the application. The export
price data does not cover the entire absorption period and the alleged changes in
production costs are unsupported by evidence.

The third-country export price evidence relied upon by the applicants consists only
of selective invoices relating to two Chinese exporters and is unsupported by
evidence of actual exports, deliveries or payments. Such invoices have not been
authenticated by the concerned exporters and therefore cannot form the basis of an
anti-absorption investigation.
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V1.

vil.

Viii.

iX.

x1.

Xii.

xiii.

The alleged decline in export prices to India is consistent with the decline in export
prices to third countries and therefore does not establish absorption. Further, once
the applicable anti-dumping duty and the Minimum Import Price (MIP) are
considered, export prices to India have in fact increased as compared to the original
period of investigation.

The domestic industry has continued to enjoy MIP protection throughout the
absorption period, which has subsequently been extended. Of the alleged 71 MT
imports during the absorption period, nearly 56 MT (approximately 80%) were
imported at prices exceeding USD 15/kg, demonstrating that the overwhelming
majority of imports cannot be regarded as absorbed imports.

Rule 29 applies only after the imposition of anti-dumping duties. Therefore, the
Authority lacks jurisdiction to examine imports made prior to 8th May 2025. The
proposed nine-month POI improperly includes the pre-duty period, leaving only
four months of post-duty data, which is insufficient for any meaningful anti-
absorption analysis.

Although Rule 29 does not prescribe a specific POI, the Authority’s discretion is not
unfettered. The determination of the POI should be guided by Rule 5(3A)(ii), which
contemplates a normal twelve-month POI and requires recorded reasons for any
deviation, as recognised in Kalyani Steels Ltd. v. Union of India.

The applicants themselves proposed the nine-month POI, which was accepted by the
Authority. However, there is no legal basis under Rule 29 for comparing the present
investigation period with the original period of investigation, and taxing statutes
must be construed strictly without reading into the Rule requirements that do not
exist.

The applicants have failed to establish that the existing anti-dumping duty has
become ineffective. According to the applicants’ own data, only about 56 MT of
imports entered India after imposition of anti-dumping duties, of which only about
10 MT were allegedly imported at lower prices. Such insignificant quantities cannot
establish duty absorption under Rule 29.

The request for modification of the form of anti-dumping duty is unsupported by
Rule 29(2). The applicants have neither justified why modification is warranted nor
specified the modified form of duty sought. Any modification must be based upon
the Authority’s independent objective analysis and cannot be founded upon the
applicants’ apprehension regarding the expiry of the MIP, since MIP and anti-
dumping duties are distinct and mutually exclusive trade remedial measures.

The scope of an anti-absorption review is confined to restoring the effectiveness of
an existing anti-dumping duty. It does not permit reconsideration of the form or
structure of the duty, which may only be undertaken in an appropriate mid-term or
sunset review.
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Xiv.

XV.

XVi.

Xvii.

Xviil.

XiX.

XX.

The applicants have failed to justify retrospective modification of the anti-dumping
duty.

Any imports below the notified MIP indicate deficiencies in customs or DGFT
enforcement rather than absorption of anti-dumping duties. Enforcement of MIP
falls within the jurisdiction of the Customs authorities and the DGFT and cannot be
addressed through anti-absorption proceedings.

The applicants have violated Rule 7 by claiming excessive confidentiality over
export prices to India and third countries, purchase details, landed price calculations,
net export price, normal value, dumping margin, injury margin, and the non-
injurious price determined in the original investigation, thereby preventing
meaningful defence by the interested parties.

UPL is not eligible to constitute the domestic industry. The applicants relied upon
invoices involving UPL entities located in Hong Kong and the UAE without
disclosing their relationship with the applicants. The applicants may themselves be
related to exporters or importers of the subject goods.

The request for provisional assessment and guarantees from importers is
unwarranted, as it would disrupt legitimate trade, increase compliance burdens and
adversely affect the market despite the application itself being based on insufficient
evidence.

Anti-absorption proceedings are exporter-specific and require an objective
assessment of the conduct of each exporter. Exporters that have not reduced their
export prices after imposition of anti-dumping duties, or which did not export during
the relevant period, cannot lawfully be subjected to enhanced anti-absorption duties
merely because other exporters are alleged to have absorbed the duty.

Any enhancement or extension of anti-dumping duties would adversely affect
downstream industries and users dependent on the subject goods by increasing input
costs, reducing competitiveness in domestic and export markets, and ultimately
increasing costs for end consumers, particularly farmers.

SUBMISSIONS MADE BY THE DOMESTIC INDUSTRY ON VARIOUS ISSUES

The following submissions have been made by the domestic industry during the course of

the investigation:

L

ii.

The product under consideration is Glufosinate and its salts, in both technical and
formulation forms. Although the Customs Tariff classifications and HS Codes have
undergone changes over time, the scope of the product under consideration has
remained unchanged.

Imports of the product under consideration have remained subject to both anti-
dumping duties and MIP measures. The successive MIP notifications, culminating
in the notification dated 13th April 2026, align the scope of the MIP with that of the
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1il.

1v.

vi.

vil.

Viil.

iX.

anti-dumping duty and expressly factor in the anti-dumping duty, demonstrating that
the existing anti-dumping duty alone has not been sufficient to prevent imports at
injurious prices.

The interested parties failed to comply with the procedural requirements prescribed
by the Authority by not filing confidentiality comments and questionnaire responses
within the stipulated time. Requests for extension were made belatedly after the
domestic industry pointed out the default and therefore cannot cure the procedural
non-compliance.

The Authority’s internal timeline for completion of the investigation does not confer
any right upon the interested parties to seek extensions beyond the prescribed
timelines.

The Economic Interest Questionnaire is irrelevant in an anti-absorption
investigation. Proceedings under Rule 29 are confined to examining whether
exporters have absorbed the anti-dumping duty and do not reopen issues relating to
dumping, injury, causal link, domestic industry or public interest already determined
in the original investigation.

Continuation and effective enforcement of anti-dumping duties is not against public
interest. The domestic industry has adequate capacity to meet domestic demand, has
made significant investments, generated employment and contributes to
environmental sustainability. Further, the anti-dumping duty would increase the cost
of a bottle of formulation by only about Rs. 35-36, sufficient for one acre of
cultivation, resulting in negligible impact on farmers.

Rule 29 requires the Authority to examine whether exporters have reduced export
prices without a corresponding reduction in production costs, thereby rendering the
existing anti-dumping duty ineffective. Rule 29(2) permits only adjustment of the
previously determined normal value and injury parameters and does not require a
fresh determination of normal value, injury or China’s non-market economy status.

The export price determined in the original investigation was USD ***/kg, whereas
the average FOB export price during the anti-absorption period declined to USD
**%/kg, representing a decline of about 44% despite the imposition of anti-dumping
duties.

The applicants relied upon actual export prices obtained from China Customs export
data. Since imports into India were subject to the MIP, Indian Customs import
prices were artificially influenced by MIP compliance and therefore do not represent
the exporters’ actual pricing behaviour. Transaction-wise export data consistently
shows prices around USD 5.78-5.79/kg.

The decline in export prices is not explained by any commensurate reduction in
production costs. While raw material costs declined by only about Rs. 100/kg,
export prices declined by approximately Rs. 335/kg. The participating exporters
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xi.

Xil.

xiii.

Xiv.

XV.

XVI.

XVvil.

Xviil.

XiX.

neither claimed market economy treatment nor established any corresponding
decline in production costs.

The contention that Rule 29 is not satisfied because export prices to third countries
also declined is misconceived. Section 9A(1B) and Rule 29 use the word “or”,
making each condition independent. Once export prices decline without a
commensurate reduction in production costs, absorption is established.

The applicants relied upon the best information reasonably available, including
China Customs data, transaction-wise export prices, internationally published raw
material prices, third-country export data and purchase invoices. Domestic
producers cannot reasonably be expected to possess exporters’ internal cost records
or resale prices in India.

The applicants have not relied solely upon raw material costs. Their claim is based
on export prices, import volumes, production costs and other corroborative evidence
covering the entire anti-absorption period.

The participating exporters themselves failed to place evidence demonstrating any
reduction in their production costs corresponding to the decline in export prices.
Consequently, adverse inference may be drawn against them.

Rule 29(2) expressly empowers the Authority to modify the form, basis and
quantum of anti-dumping duty. Since both dumping and injury margins have
increased and the landed price continues to remain below the adjusted non-injurious
price, modification of the existing measure is warranted.

The request for modification is founded solely on the evidence of duty absorption
and not on the existence or expiry of the MIP. The subsequent continuation of the
MIP, while expressly accounting for the anti-dumping duty, further demonstrates
that the existing anti-dumping duty has not achieved its intended remedial effect.

During the original investigation the domestic industry had itself requested
benchmark-form duties because of the existence of the MIP. The subsequent
regulatory developments reinforce the need for modification of both the form and
quantum of duty.

The objections regarding confidentiality are belated. In any event, confidential
treatment has been claimed only for business-sensitive information. Meaningful
non-confidential summaries and indexed calculations were provided in accordance
with Trade Notice No. 10/2018, and the interested parties have failed to identify any
actual prejudice caused to them.

UPL continues to qualify as a domestic producer. The transactions relied upon by
the interested parties relate to purchases made by overseas related entities and not
imports into India by UPL. In any event, standing was conclusively determined in
the original investigation and cannot be reopened.
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xX.  Rule 31 expressly authorises retrospective application of any modified anti-dumping
duty from the date of initiation once absorption is established.

xxi.  Rule 29(3) does not prescribe the period of investigation. Accordingly, the anti-
absorption period selected by the Authority, consisting of post-duty transactions, is
consistent with the Rules.

xxii. Comparison of export prices prevailing during the anti-absorption period with those
determined in the original investigation is inherent in Rule 29 and is consistent with
the Authority’s previous anti-absorption investigations as well as the practice
followed by the European Commission.

xxiii. The quantity of imports is not determinative in an anti-absorption investigation.
Even limited import volumes may demonstrate that exporters have absorbed the
anti-dumping duty and indicate the likelihood of future injurious imports.

xxiv. In view of the substantial decline in export prices without any commensurate
reduction in production costs, the existing anti-dumping duty has been absorbed by
the Chinese exporters and no longer provides the intended remedial effect. The
Authority should therefore modify the form, basis and quantum of the anti-dumping
duty in terms of Rule 29(2).

D. EXAMINATION BY THE AUTHORITY

As the present investigation is an anti-absorption review of the anti-dumping duty in force,
the scope of the product under consideration remains the same as defined in the original
investigation. The scope of the product under consideration concluded by the Authority in
the original investigation vide Final Finding F. No. 6/19/2024-DGTR dated 10th February
2025, and attracting the anti-dumping duty, is as below:

“18. In view of the above, the Authority concludes that the scope of product
under consideration in the present investigation is Glufosinate and its salts,
both in technical and formulation form.”

Glufosinate is a herbicide known for its effectiveness in controlling a broad spectrum of
weeds. Its active ingredient disrupts the plant’s ability to produce certain essential amino
acids, leading to inhibition of protein synthesis and subsequent plant death. It is a
phosphinic acid belonging to the organophosphorus chemical family, distinct from any
other chemical class of herbicides.

The product under consideration does not have a dedicated classification. For the purpose
of the present investigation, the codes 38089193, 38089199, 38089391, 38089399,
38089912, 38089991 and 38089999 have been considered. The customs classification code
is indicative only and is not binding on the scope of the present investigation.

The Authority notes that the present investigation is an anti-absorption investigation, and
the purpose is to examine whether the export price has moved in line with the cost of
production. None of the interested parties has made any submission on the scope of the
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product under consideration, nor has any interested party claimed that there is a difference
in the product exported in the original investigation and the present investigation.
Accordingly, the subject goods produced by the domestic industry are treated as “like
article” to the product imported from China PR, and the Authority does not find it
necessary to examine the issue of scope of product under consideration or like-article any
further.

Miscellaneous issues, timeliness, standing and confidentiality

The non-confidential version of the information provided by various interested parties was
made available to all interested parties as per Rule 6(7) and Trade Notice No. 10/2018
dated 7th September 2018. Rule 7 of the Rules provides as follows:

“(1) Notwithstanding anything contained in sub-rules (2), (3) and (7) of rule 6
... the copies of applications received under sub-rule (1) of rule 5, or any other
information provided to the designated authority on a confidential basis by any
party in the course of investigation, shall, upon the designated authority being
satisfied as to its confidentiality, be treated as such by it and no such
information shall be disclosed to any other party without specific authorisation
of the party providing such information.

(2) The designated authority may require the parties providing information on a
confidential basis to furnish a non-confidential summary thereof ... (3) ... if the
designated authority is satisfied that the request for confidentiality is not
warranted ... it may disregard such information.”

The Authority has examined the submissions of the domestic industry and the other
interested parties on confidentiality. The initiation notification provided an opportunity to
all interested parties to offer comments on the confidentiality claims within the prescribed
period of seven days from circulation of the non-confidential documents. No comments on
confidentiality were received from the other interested parties within the stipulated time,
and the objections were raised for the first time in the written submissions filed after the
oral hearing. The Authority notes that confidentiality has been claimed in respect of
information such as normal value, export price, dumping margin, injury margin, price
adjustments, sales and purchase documents, and names of customers and suppliers, all of
which constitute business-sensitive information. In accordance with Rule 7 and the
consistent practice of the Authority, and having regard to Trade Notice No. 10/2018,
sensitive parameters such as the weighted-average normal value, non-injurious price,
dumping margin and injury margin have been disclosed in the form of ranges. The
Authority is satisfied that the confidentiality claims are warranted and that the non-
confidential versions on record provide sufficient information to enable the interested
parties to reasonably understand the substance of the information submitted. The contention
of abuse of confidentiality is, accordingly, not accepted.

The interested parties contended that the questionnaire responses were due at a later date
and sought extension of time and condonation of delay. The Authority considered and
accepted the request for extension. Accordingly, the submissions filed pursuant to the
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extension have been considered on merit, to the extent relevant. As the participating
producers/exporters neither claimed market economy treatment nor filed the market
economy questionnaire, verifiable cost and price data are unavailable. Accordingly, the
normal value has been determined as per the methodology adopted in the original
investigation, as discussed in Section E3.

The other interested parties have contended that the application does not make out a prima
facie case, that the evidence is inadequate under Rule 30(2), and that the initiation is
therefore unsustainable. The Authority notes that Rule 30(2) requires the application to
contain sufficient evidence as regards the existence of the circumstances referred to in Rule
29(1) to justify initiation. The application contained transaction-level import data of the
subject goods, evidence of the decline in export prices as compared with the original
investigation, third-party data on raw-material prices and third-country export prices, and
the reassessed dumping and injury margins. The Authority, having satisfied itself as to the
sufficiency and adequacy of the prima facie evidence, recorded its reasons in the initiation
notification dated 2nd March 2026. The adequacy of evidence for initiation is to be judged
on the material available at the stage of initiation and not by the standard applicable to a
final determination. The Authority is satisfied that the evidence was sufficient to justify
initiation, and the contention is not accepted.

The other interested parties have contended that UPL is not eligible to be treated as
domestic industry, being related to exporters or itself an importer of the PUC. The
Authority notes that the standing of the domestic industry and its eligibility under Rule 2(b)
were examined and determined in the original investigation. An anti-absorption
investigation under Rule 29 is limited in scope to examining whether the exporters have
absorbed the anti-dumping duty in force, and does not re-open issues such as standing, like-
article, injury and causal link that were determined in the original investigation. In any
event, the domestic industry has stated that UPL has not imported the product under
consideration from China PR, and that the purchases relied upon by the interested parties
were affected by related entities located outside India. The Authority does not find it
necessary to re-examine the standing of the domestic industry in the present proceedings,
and the contention is not accepted. The Authority equally notes the submission of the
domestic industry concerning the commercial character of one of the responding importers
and the nature of its activities. The determination in the present proceeding turns upon the
export pricing behaviour of the exporters of the subject country and not upon the
commercial character of the importers of record, and the Authority accordingly does not
find it necessary to examine that submission.

The other interested parties have contended that the modification of the form of duty and
any retrospective application would exceed the scope of anti-absorption proceedings, that
the relief sought is punitive and exporter-agnostic, and that the enhancement would
prejudice the user industry and farmers. The Authority notes that Rule 29(2) expressly
empowers the Authority, upon establishing absorption, to recommend modification in the
form or basis of the duty, or the quantum of the duty, or both, after reassessing the dumping
and injury margins; and that Rule 31 permits a recommendation as to retrospective
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application. The present investigation is confined to a re-determination of the dumping and
injury margins in accordance with Rule 29(2); the extent, form and date of application of
any modification are matters for the recommendation of the Authority in the final finding,
to be made having regard to the lesser-duty rule. As regards user interest, issues of public
interest were examined in the original investigation, and the domestic industry has
demonstrated that the per-unit impact of the duty on the ultimate consumer is negligible.
These contentions do not detract from the examination of absorption, which is undertaken
below.

Absorption of anti-dumping duty

Rule 29(1) of the Anti-Dumping Rules provides that an anti-dumping duty may be
considered to be absorbed when the export prices of an article from the exporting country
decrease post imposition of the anti-dumping duty without any commensurate change in the
cost of production of such article, or the export prices of such article to countries other than
India, or the resale price of such article in India. The use of the word “or” makes it clear
that the satisfaction of any one of the three conditions, together with a decline in the export
price to India, is sufficient to establish absorption. The examination below is undertaken
accordingly.

Transaction-wise imports of the subject goods during the absorption period

The transaction-wise data obtained from DG Systems for the absorption period records the
following imports of the subject goods from the subject country.

SI. BE date CTH Quantity | Assessable | CIF (R/kg) CIF
No. (kg) value (%) ($/kg)
1 HoAk 38089390 15,000 oK ok 15-16
2 otk 38089399 5,000 ok ok 5-6
3 otk 38089399 23,000 ok ok 15-16
4 otk 38089399 23,000 ok ok 15-16
Total 66,000

Source: DG Systems transaction-wise data. Values converted at Rs. 87.26 per USS.

The Authority notes the following from the above data. First, the total volume of the
subject goods imported during the absorption period is 66 MT. Secondly, the consignment
at SN 1 was cleared on *** April 2025, prior to imposition of the anti-dumping duty on 8th
May 2025; the post-imposition volume is 51 MT. Thirdly, and materially, the
consignments at SN 1, 3 and 4 entered at CIF values in the region of the Minimum Import
Price, whereas the consignment at SN 2, of 5 MT, entered at a CIF value that is, at, being
approximately 38% of the level of the other consignments. The consignments at SN 1, 3
and 4 were imported by one of the responding importers from the participating exporter;
the consignment at SN 2 was imported by an importer which has not participated, from an
exporter in the subject country which has not participated.
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Fourthly, the record establishes that the participating producer's own realisation on the
subject goods was materially lower than the value at which those goods were exported to,
and declared on import into, India. In response to verification, the participating parties
furnished the producer's group transfer invoices, corroborated by contemporaneous entries
in the producer's ERP system, evidencing the sale of the subject goods by the producer, M/s
Xiangshui Zhongshan Bioscience Co., Ltd, to its related exporter, M/s Zhejiang Zhongshan
Chemical Industry Group Co., Ltd (a group company), on an ex-works realisation was in
the range of approximately USD *** to *** per kg. The same consignments were invoiced
by the related exporter for export to India, and declared before Indian customs, at
approximately USD 15.0 to 15.2 per kg on a CIF basis. On the participating parties' own
verified records, therefore, the value at which the producer parted with the subject goods
was of the order of 35% to 45% of the value declared on importation into India.

The Authority is conscious that this ex-works transaction is one between related group
companies and does not, of itself, constitute an arm's-length price capable of standing as the
normal value or the export price, and it has not been so used. It is, however, the
participating parties' own contemporaneous and verified record, and it is material for two
reasons. It demonstrates that the value declared on import into India was maintained at or
about the Minimum Import Price notwithstanding a substantially lower underlying
realisation by the producer; and, it is closely consistent with the independent China
Customs export data placed on record by applicants and with the below-MIP consignment
at SN 2, thereby corroborating the conclusion that the effective price of the subject goods to
India during the absorption period was materially below the declared import values and that
the remedial effect of the duty in force has been undermined.

Reliance on actual export prices and the effect of the Minimum Import Price

The other interested parties have contended that the import prices reflected in the Indian
customs data show no decline, and that the domestic industry enjoyed MIP protection
throughout the absorption period. The Authority notes that the purpose of an anti-
absorption investigation under Section 9A(1B) of the Act read with Rule 29 is to examine
whether the exporters have reduced their actual export prices after imposition of the anti-
dumping duty so as to absorb the effect of the duty. Such examination necessarily requires
determination of the actual export prices charged by the exporters, and not the prices
declared for compliance with other regulatory requirements. For the reasons recorded in
paragraphs 19 to 21 above, the Authority has adopted the price of the consignment which
entered free of the constraint of the Minimum Import Price, as corroborated by the China
Customs export data, as representative of the actual export pricing of the subject goods to
India. The mere existence of the MIP does not preclude a finding of absorption of the
definitive anti-dumping duty.

The other interested parties have contended that any imports cleared below the MIP are a
matter of customs/DGFT enforcement and not evidence of absorption within the
jurisdiction of the Authority. The Authority notes that the MIP notified by the DGFT and
the anti-dumping duty imposed under Section 9A of the Act are distinct instruments
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operating under distinct statutory regimes. The examination of absorption of the anti-
dumping duty falls squarely within the jurisdiction of the Authority under Section 9A(1B)
read with Rule 29. The reliance on the actual export prices is for the limited purpose of
examining the pricing behaviour of the exporters, and is not an exercise of enforcement of
the MIP. The contention is not accepted.

The Authority has separately considered the commercial invoices and the corresponding
customs export declarations of the subject country filed by the participating exporters,
which record declared values on a CIF basis materially above the price adopted above.
Those declared values correspond to the consignments at SN 1, 3 and 4 of the table at
paragraph 19, which were cleared in the region of the MIP, and for the reasons recorded
above such declared values reflect compliance with a distinct regulatory requirement rather
than actual export pricing behaviour. The participating exporters have not placed on record
their cost of production, or their transaction-wise third-country export prices, and have not
claimed market economy treatment; they have therefore placed no verifiable material
before the Authority which would displace the price adopted.

Movement in the cost of production

The other interested parties have contended that the raw-material costs of the domestic
industry cannot be relied upon, and that Rule 29 requires examination of the cost of
production in the exporting country. The Authority notes that, in the original investigation,
the Chinese producers were held to be operating under non-market-economy conditions. In
the present investigation, the participating exporters have neither claimed market economy
treatment nor filed the market economy questionnaire. The Authority is therefore unable to
rely upon the cost data of the exporters for examining whether the decline in export prices
1s commensurate with any decline in their cost of production. In the absence of verifiable
cost information from the exporters, and consistent with the non-market-economy
methodology adopted in the original investigation, the Authority has examined the
movement in the globally prevailing prices of the major raw materials used in the
production of the subject goods as a surrogate for the change in the cost of production. The
relevant information is set out below.

Sl Particulars UOM Jan’23 to Jan’25 to
No. Dec’23 Sep’25
1 Acetic Acid X/kg ot ok

Trend Indexed 100 84
2 Acrolein Technical X/kg ot ok
Trend Indexed 100 98
3 | Ammonia Solution 24% X/kg otk otk
Trend Indexed 100 107
4 | Caustic Soda Lye (32%) X/kg otk otk
Trend Indexed 100 102
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Sl Particulars UOM Jan’23 to Jan’25 to
No. Dec’23 Sep’25

5 | Hydrogen Pipeline X/kg ok oAk
Trend Indexed 100 101

6 Liquid Chlorine Pipeline X/kg rokox ook
Trend Indexed 100 122

7 | Magnesium Turnings X/kg ok oAk
Trend Indexed 100 78

8 | Methanol X/kg oAk koHk
Trend Indexed 100 112

9 | Methyl Chloride X/kg otk ok
Trend Indexed 100 88

10 | Phosphorus Trichloride X/kg otk oAk
Trend Indexed 100 80

11 | Sodium Cyanide X/kg oAk oAk
Trend Indexed 100 87

12 | Triethyl Phosphite X/kg ok ok
Trend Indexed 100 91
Total X/kg otk koA
Trend Indexed 100 93

It is seen that the aggregate of the prices of the relevant raw materials has declined by
approximately Rs. 101 per kg (from Rs. ***/kg to Rs. ***/kg), i.e. by about 7.4%, during
the absorption period.

Movement in the export price to India

In order to examine whether the export prices have declined following imposition of the
anti-dumping duty, the Authority has compared the export price of the subject goods to
India during the original period of investigation with the actual export price during the
absorption period, determined as set out in paragraphs 19 to 22 above. The net export price
has been derived from the CIF value by making the deductions set out below, so as to bring
the price to an ex-factory level.

S. No Particulars UOM Tkg $/'kg
1 CIF price 3/kg oKk Hkk
2 Less: Ocean freight (US$ 80/MT) 3/kg stk ok ok ok
3 Less: Marine insurance @ 0.05% kg Hkk Hokk
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S. No Particulars UOM k/kg $/kg
4 FOB price 3/kg *kk ko
5 Less: Commission @ 3% I/kg kK ok
6 Less: Bank charges @ 0.5% kg HkE Hokk
7 Less: Port expenses @ 0.5% I/kg HkE Hokk
8 Less: Handling expenses @ 0.5% R/kg koK Hk
9 Net export price R/kg Hakk Hokk

29.

30.

31.

Exchange rate: Rs. 87.26 per USS.

On the above basis, the net export price of the subject goods to India during the absorption
period is USD *** per kg, as against the net export price of USD *** per kg determined in
the original investigation. The export price has accordingly declined by approximately 46%
following imposition of the anti-dumping duty. The ocean freight of *** per MT applied in
the above computation has been determined from the shipping documents on record. The
other interested parties have contended that the decline, if any, is on account of
depreciation of the Indian rupee. The Authority notes that the export price is quoted in
USD, and the decline is evident in USD terms; therefore, the decline cannot be attributed to
exchange-rate movements. Since the export price is expressed and compared in the same
currency, the exporters cannot contend that the decline is a consequence of rupee
depreciation.

Export prices to third countries

The other interested parties have contended that the decline in the export price to India is
commensurate with the decline in the export price to third countries, and that Rule 29 is
therefore not satisfied. The Authority notes that, first, the participating exporters have not
placed on record any transaction-wise export data to third countries to substantiate this
claim, and the contention accordingly remains unsubstantiated. Secondly, and in any event,
Rule 29(1) 1s disjunctive: a decline in the export price to India accompanied by the absence
of a commensurate change in the cost of production is, by itself, sufficient to establish
absorption, independent of the movement of third-country prices. As established above, the
export price to India declined by about 46% while the price of the major raw materials
declined by only about 7.4%. The decline in the export price is therefore not commensurate
with the change in the cost of production, and the condition under the first limb of Rule
29(1) is satisfied. The contention is accordingly not accepted.

The Authority has examined the price at which the product under consideration was
actually transacted in China PR during the absorption period. Three independent sources
converge: the applicant's invoices of Chinese producers and traders, showing FOB prices in
the range of USD 5.50-6.10/kg; the Chinese customs export data relied upon by the
applicant, showing a weighted average FOB price in the range of USD 5.50-6.00/kg; and
the participating exporter's own Appendix-1, reporting home-market realisation in the
range of USD 5.50-6.00/kg. The exporter has itself stated that the article sold in China and



[\ [—@Ue 1] HTL T (ST ETLTI0T 43

32.

33.

34.

that exported to India are of the same quality and packing, and no difference in
characteristics or terms of sale has been evidenced. The Authority accordingly holds it
established that the product under consideration was sold in China PR during the
absorption period in the range of USD 5.50-6.10/kg. This finding goes only to the price
level; normal value continues on the basis adopted in the original investigation; the
exporter having declined market economy treatment.

Resale price in India

The other interested parties have contended that the applicants have furnished no data
relating to resale prices of the subject goods in India. The Authority notes that, the first
limb of Rule 29(1) being satisfied for the reasons recorded above, and the provision being
disjunctive, it is not necessary that the resale-price limb be independently satisfied. The
Authority has nonetheless examined the material on record. Two importers, namely
Zhongshan Crop Science India Pvt. Ltd. and Tephra Bioscience LLP, have filed
questionnaire responses containing details of imports and of resale of the subject goods in
India. On the data as filed, the resale prices of the imported subject goods in India during
the absorption period stand above the corresponding landed values, and no declining trend
in resale prices is discernible over the absorption period. The Authority further notes that
the resale data on record relates to consignments cleared in the region of the MIP, and does
not extend to the consignment at SN 2 of the table at paragraph 19, the importer of which
has not participated in the present investigation.

Period of investigation and volume of imports

The other interested parties have contended that Rule 29 can be invoked only post-
imposition of the duty, and that the inclusion of the pre-duty period within the 9-month
absorption period is a jurisdictional error. The Authority notes that the analysis of
absorption rests on the actual export pricing behaviour of the exporters after imposition of
the anti-dumping duty on 8th May 2025. As appears from the table at paragraph 19, the
consignment relied upon for the determination of the net export price was cleared on ***
July 2025, that is, after the imposition of the duty; and the volume of post-imposition
imports is 51 MT out of a total of 66 MT. The finding of decline in the export price is
therefore not dependent upon the pre-duty transaction, and the inclusion of the earlier
months within the descriptive period of absorption does not vitiate the analysis. The
contention is, accordingly, not accepted.

The other interested parties have contended that the comparison of the absorption-period
prices with the original POI has no legal basis, and that the 9-month period is arbitrary
because Rule 5(3A) (ii) prescribes a normal 12-month POI. The Authority notes that Rule
29(1) itself contemplates a comparison of the export price “post imposition of the anti-
dumping duty” with the basis on which the duty was originally determined; such
comparison necessarily requires the export price of the original period of investigation as
the benchmark, since the duty in force was determined on the conditions prevailing in that
period. As regards the period of investigation, Rule 29 does not prescribe a fixed POI for an
anti-absorption review; the period may be determined on the facts and circumstances of the
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case, and the Authority recorded its reasons for adopting the 9-month period in the
initiation notification. Rule 5(3A)(ii) governs the period of investigation for an original
investigation and does not, of its own force, curtail the discretion available under Rule 29.
The contention is not accepted.

The other interested parties have contended that the volume of imports at the lower price is
too small to establish that the duty was rendered ineffective. The Authority records the
position candidly: of the 51 MT imported after imposition of the duty, 5 MT, or
approximately 10%, entered at the lower price, the balance having been cleared in the
region of the Minimum Import Price. The Authority notes, however, that Rule 29 is
directed at the pricing behaviour of the exporters and at whether such behaviour renders the
anti-dumping duty ineffective, and not at any threshold volume of imports; neither Section
9A(1B) nor Rule 29 prescribes any minimum volume. The significance of the consignment
at SN 2 lies not in its volume but in the fact that it is the only consignment during the
absorption period which entered free of the constraint of the Minimum Import Price, and
that it entered at a price at which the anti-dumping duty of USD 2,998/MT stands
substantially neutralised, consistent with the China Customs export data covering a
materially larger volume. The volume of imports at that price is, in the Authority’s view, a
function of the Minimum Import Price in force rather than of the pricing behaviour of the
exporters, and is indicative of the likelihood of increased injurious imports upon any
relaxation of the concurrent measure. The contention is not accepted.

Analysis on absorption

In light of the above, the Authority notes that while the price of raw material (by about
7.4%) and the surrogate cost of production have declined marginally whereas the export
price of the subject goods to India has declined by about 46% following imposition of the
anti-dumping duty. The decline in the export price is thus far greater than, and not
commensurate with, the change in the cost of production. The table below summarises the
degree of absorption by the exporters.

SI. Particulars UOM POI- | POI-AB
No. 0] 1
1 Net export price to India (Trend, Indexed ook ook
indexed)
2 | Cost of raw material (Trend, Indexed 100 93
indexed)

The Authority, accordingly, notes that the export price of the subject goods from the
subject country has declined post imposition of the anti-dumping duty without any
commensurate change in the cost of production. The condition for absorption under Rule
29(1) is therefore satisfied. It is therefore concluded that the producers in the subject
country have absorbed the measures. The Authority has proceeded to reassess the dumping
margin and the injury margin in accordance with Rule 29(2), as set out in Section E.3
below.
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Reassessment of dumping margin and injury margin

Rule 29(2) of the Anti-Dumping Rules provides as follows:

“(2) Where an article subject to anti-dumping duty is imported into India at
such price or under such condition which is considered as absorption of the
existing anti-dumping duty, and such duty is thereby rendered or maybe
rendered ineffective, the designated authority may, after conducting review,
recommend modification in the form or basis of the anti-dumping duty, or the
quantum of anti-dumping duty, or both, after reassessing the dumping margin
and injury margin and appropriate changes or adjustments in previously
determined normal value and injury, if necessary, in accordance with the
provisions of rule 10 and Annexure Il to these Rules, respectively, may be
done.’

’

The Authority notes that Rule 29(2) contemplates the making of “appropriate changes or
adjustments in previously determined normal value and injury ... in accordance with the
provisions of rule 10 and Annexure III to these Rules”. In exercise of that power the
Authority has re-assessed the constructed normal value and the non-injurious price for the
absorption period in accordance with Rule 10 and Annexure III respectively. The re-
assessed NIP is approximately 14% lower than the NIP in original investigation,
predominately due to reduction in raw material cost which is approximately 19%. Since the
Chinese producers had not claimed market economy treatment at the time of the original
investigation, and the participating exporters have not claimed such treatment in the present
proceeding, the constructed normal value has been determined following the methodology
adopted in the original investigation under para-7 of Annexure-I of the Rules. The
Authority has not undertaken any fresh determination of injury to the domestic industry, the
injury determination of the original investigation not being reopened in an anti-absorption
review.

The re-assessed constructed normal value for the absorption period is as below.

SI. Particulars Unit POI - OI POI - AB
No.

1 Constructed normal value (CNV) $/kg ol ol

2 | Exchange rate /8 83.52 87.26

The re-assessed non-injurious price for the absorption period is as below.

Sl Particulars Unit POI - OI POI - AB
No.
1 | Non-injurious price $/kg * 4k ks

2 | Exchange rate /8 83.52 87.26
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Considering the re-assessed constructed normal value and the net export price of the
subject goods determined at paragraph 27 above, the dumping margin for the subject goods
from China PR has been determined as below.

Sl Particulars CNV Net export | Dumping DM
No. ($/kg) price ($/kg) margin Range
($/kg) (%)
1 Original period ok otk oAk 20-30%
2 Absorption period ok ot oAk 85-95%

It is seen that the net export price to India has declined significantly from the original
period to the absorption period, and that the decline in the net export price is steeper than
the decline in the re-assessed constructed normal value. As a result, the dumping margin
has risen from the range of 20-30% during the original period to the range of 85-95%
during the absorption period, that is, approximately a three-fold increase. It is noted that the
dumping margin of USD 2.998 per kg determined for the original period corresponds
exactly to the anti-dumping duty of USD 2,998 per MT presently in force. The dumping
margin now determined exceeds that amount by approximately USD *** per kg, which
establishes that the anti-dumping duty in force has been absorbed by the exporters through
a reduction in the export price and no longer offsets the dumping found.

It is therefore concluded that the dumping margin has increased.

Considering the re-assessed non-injurious price and the landed price of the subject goods,
the injury margin for the subject goods from China PR has been determined as below.

SIL. Particulars NIP ($/kg) | Landed Injury | IM Range
No. price margin (%)
($/kg) ($/kg)
1 Original period ok ot ot 20-30%
2 | Absorption period ok ot ot 85-95%

It is seen that the landed price of the subject imports has declined from USD *** per kg
during the original period to USD *** per kg during the absorption period, a reduction of
approximately 45%, whereas the re-assessed non-injurious price has declined by
approximately 18%. As a result, the injury margin has increased from the range of 20-30%
during the original period to the range of 85-95% during the absorption period. The landed
price of the subject imports continues to remain significantly below the non-injurious price
even after accounting for the anti-dumping duty in force, confirming that the remedial
effect of the duty has been undermined.
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47.

48.

E.1
49.

E.2

50.

The landed value of imports has been determined on the basis of the assessable value

together with the applicable duties of customs, in accordance with the consistent practice of
the Authority.

It is therefore concluded that the injury margin has increased.

E. POST DISCLOSURE COMMENTS

Submissions made by other interested parties

The following comments have been filed by the interested parties.

1.

ii.

iil.

1v.

V.

vil.

Viil.

IX.

xi.

Decline in export prices was attributed to a global decline in Glufosinate prices, and
not to absorption of the anti-dumping duty.

Absorption must be determined exporter-wise, and country-wide data or transactions
of a non-participating exporter cannot be used to establish absorption against
individual exporters.

Only 5 MT out of 51 MT of post-duty imports were at the lower price; such limited
and isolated imports cannot establish that the duty was rendered ineffective.

The 5 MT transaction was specifically challenged as non-representative, particularly
as it involved a non-participating exporter and was outside the MIP framework.

Only about four months of post-duty data were available, which was claimed to be
insufficient for determining absorption.

The operation of MIP was relied upon to contend that the MIP-compliant transactions,
rather than isolated below-MIP imports, should be considered for assessing actual
pricing behaviour.

The approach was alleged to be inconsistent with DGTR’s past practice of requiring
exporter-specific evidence.

Clarification was sought regarding applicability of Rule 2(b), Rule 5(3A) (i1) and the
requirement of exporter-specific evidence for an absorption finding.

Selective reliance on the Original Findings was challenged, particularly the alleged
disregard of the global decline in prices.

The Rule 2(b) eligibility of UPL as DI was questioned on the basis of possible
relationship/imports, and verification was requested.

The proposed modification/retrospective application of duty was also challenged.

Submissions made by domestic industry

The following comments have been filed by the domestic industry.

1.

The 46% decline in export price, against only 7.4% decline in major raw-material

prices, demonstrates that the reduction in export price was not commensurate with the
decline in cost of production and therefore establishes absorption under Rule 29(1).
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E.3

il.

1il.

1v.

Vi.

Vil.

Viii.

1X.

x1.

Xii.

Xiii.

X1v.

XV.

The decline in export price is evident in both USD and INR terms; hence, the
contention that the decline was due to rupee depreciation is not sustainable.

Rule 29(1) provides three alternative parameters for absorption; satisfaction of any one
condition is sufficient and all three conditions need not be established simultaneously.

The existence of a global decline in prices does not by itself negate absorption, since
the relevant test is whether the reduction in export price to India was commensurate
with the change in cost of production; in the present case, the export-price decline
substantially exceeded the raw-material cost decline.

Limited import volume does not preclude absorption; the relevant consideration is the
pricing behaviour and whether it undermines the remedial effect of the duty. The 5 MT
imports below MIP therefore remain relevant.

The 5 MT transaction cannot be disregarded merely because of its limited quantity; the
exporter failed to provide evidence establishing that the MIP-compliant prices
represented its independent pricing behaviour.

MIP and ADD are distinct measures. MIP compliance does not prevent examination of
actual export prices, and MIP cannot substitute for an effective anti-dumping duty.

The January—September 2025 absorption period is appropriate, as Rule 29 does not
prescribe a minimum post-duty period; further, the transactions forming the basis of
the finding occurred after imposition of ADD on 8§ May 2025.

The reliance on Kalyani Steels and Rule 5(3A) (i1) was stated to be misplaced since
the present review is governed by Rules 29 and 30 and Rule 29 does not prescribe the
12-month POI requirement applicable to original investigations.

China Customs data should be considered for export-price determination as it
represents the price at which the goods were exported, whereas Indian CIF values may
reflect MIP-compliant declared values rather than actual export prices.

Where complete exporter-specific information is not provided, the Authority may rely
on best information available under Rule 6(8).

The dumping and injury margins increased to 85-95%, while landed price declined by
about 45% against only 18% decline in NIP, demonstrating that the duty remained
ineffective.

The Rule 2(b) objection regarding DI standing requires verification of the alleged
relationships/imports; however, the available submission specifically requests such
verification and does not itself establish disqualification.

On the form of duty, ad-valorem duty was sought considering variations in product
form, concentration and transaction value.

The impact of ADD on downstream users was submitted to be minimal, estimated at
approximately ¥35-36 per bottle

Examination by the Authority
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51.

52.

53.

54.

The Authority notes that, following imposition of the anti-dumping duty, the export price of
the subject goods to India declined by approximately 46%, whereas the prices of the major
raw materials declined by only about 7.4% over the same period. A fall in the export price of
that magnitude is not explained by the movement in input costs, and the decline is evident
whether measured in US Dollars or in Indian Rupees. It cannot, therefore, be attributed
merely to exchange-rate fluctuation or to movements in global prices; it reflects a reduction
in the export price that is not commensurate with any corresponding change in the cost of
production.

The Authority is equally unable to accept that the volume of below-MIP imports is too small
to sustain a finding of absorption. An examination under Rule 29 is directed to the exporters'
pricing behaviour and to the continued effectiveness of the duty, and neither Rule 29 nor
Section 9A(1B) of the Act prescribes any minimum volume of imports as a condition for
such a finding. What is material is whether the export price to India has declined, after
imposition of the duty, in a manner that undermines its remedial effect; the quantity of
imports at which that decline is evidenced does not determine the question. Moreover, the
pricing behaviour in question is not confined to the below-MIP consignment.The
consignments of the participating exporter were declared on import at values at or about the
Minimum Import Price only by reason of compliance with that price; their actual net export
price, as established by the exporter's own verified records — its group transfer invoices
corroborated by its ERP delivery notes — was in the range of USD 5.85 to 6.25 per kg , that
is, at substantially the same level as the consignment that entered free of the MIP constraint.
The participating exporter's own consignments thus exhibit the same reduction in the actual
export price, and the fact that the below-MIP consignment represented only of the order of
10% of the total volume imported after imposition of the duty does not, by itself, preclude a
finding of absorption.

The 5 MT imports at USD 5.5-6/kg are relevant as they reflect prices below MIP. The
remaining imports cleared around MIP cannot, without supporting evidence, be treated as
representative of independent commercial pricing, particularly where the exporter has not
substantiated the same.

MIP and anti-dumping duty are separate, distinct measures under different legislations.
MIP-compliant declared prices may reflect regulatory compliance and do not necessarily
represent actual export prices. Accordingly, actual export prices, including relevant China
Customs data and supporting invoices, have been considered. The Authority further notes
that the declared import values were held at or about the Minimum Import Price (MIP) only
by operation of that price, whereas the actual export prices were materially lower. Had that
MIP not been in operation, the subject goods would in all likelihood have entered at these
substantially lower prices, resulting in a surge of imports at landed values well below the
non-injurious price. The MIP has thus, for the present, masked the reduction in the actual
export prices at the border; it has not cured the absorption of the anti-dumping duty. This
reinforces the conclusion that the remedial effect of the duty in force has been undermined.
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55.

56.

57.

58.

59.

60.

61.

62.

Where complete transaction-wise/third-country information has not been furnished despite
opportunity, the Authority is entitled to rely on best information available under Rule 6(8).

The Authority notes that Rule 29 does not prescribe a minimum post-duty period. The
relevant transactions forming the basis of the absorption finding occurred after 8§ May 2025;
therefore, the inclusion of the earlier period does not invalidate the examination.

Rule 5(3A) (i1) relates to the POI requirement applicable to original investigations under
Rule 5 and cannot be mechanically applied to the present review conducted under Rules 29
and 30.

The Authority has considered the submission regarding exporter-wise examination and past
DGTR practice. The determination is based on the evidence available in the present
investigation, including the pricing information on record; absence of complete exporter-
specific information, where applicable, is dealt with under Rule 6(8).

The Authority has also considered the Rule 2(b) objection regarding DI standing/possible
related-party imports. The applicants have a related importer in UAE, which is a non-subject
country and there is no evidence in place to show that the product purchased by the entity in
UAE has been then exported to India. Therefore, the Authority considers that there is no
outstanding issue with regard to eligibility of the applicant with regard to Rule 2(b).

On reassessment, the dumping and injury margins increased to 85-95%, while landed price
declined by about 45% against an approximately 18% decline in NIP, establishing that the
landed price remained significantly below NIP even after the duty.

Accordingly, the Authority finds that the decline in export price was not commensurate with
the decline in cost of production and that the existing anti-dumping duty has been rendered
ineffective within the meaning of Rule 29. The appropriate modification in the quantum of
duty has consequently been examined under Rule 29(2)

F. CONCLUSION

After examining the submissions made by all the interested parties and issues raised
therein; and considering the facts available on record, the Authority concludes as below,

a. The application for initiation of the present anti-absorption investigation was filed
by the applicants as producers of the like article in India, in accordance with Rule 30
of the Rules, and the investigation was initiated vide notification No. 7/02/2026-
DGTR dated 2nd March 2026.

b. The scope of the product under consideration is the same as that in the original
investigation, that is, Glufosinate and its salts, both in technical and formulation
form; the subject goods produced by the domestic industry are the like article; and
the determinations of the original investigation as to standing, injury and causal link
are not reopened.
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C.

The DG Systems transaction-wise data records imports of 66 MT of the subject
goods during the absorption period, of which 51 MT were imported after imposition
of the anti-dumping duty on 8th May 2025. Of the post-imposition volume, 5 MT
entered under a tariff item outside the coverage of the Minimum Import Price, at a
CIF value of USD *** per kg, and the balance entered in the region of the Minimum
Import Price.

The price of the consignment which entered free of the constraint of the Minimum
Import Price is closely consistent with the FOB export prices appearing in the China
Customs export data placed on record by the applicants, and has been adopted as
representative of the actual export pricing of the subject goods to India.

On that basis the net export price during the absorption period is USD *** per kg, as
against USD *** per kg determined in the original investigation, a decline of
approximately 46%.

The participating exporters have neither claimed market economy treatment nor
filed the market economy questionnaire, and their cost data is accordingly not
available in a verifiable form; the change in the cost of production has been
examined on the basis of the movement in the prices of the major raw materials as a
surrogate, which shows a decline of about 7.4%.

The decline in the export price to India is therefore not commensurate with the
change in the cost of production, and the condition for absorption under the first
limb of Rule 29(1) is satisfied.

The participating exporters have placed no transaction-wise third-country export
data on record, and the resale-price data on record does not independently indicate
absorption; Rule 29(1) being disjunctive, the finding rests on the first limb.

On re-assessment under Rule 29(2), and the constructed normal value is USD ***
per kg and the non-injurious price USD *** per kg for the absorption period.

The dumping margin has increased from the range of 20-30% in the original period
to the range of 85-95% in the absorption period, and the injury margin from the
range of 20-30% to the range of 85-95%. The dumping margin determined for the
original period, being USD 2.998 per kg, corresponds to the anti-dumping duty
presently in force. In per-unit terms the re-determined dumping margin, being ***,
is the lesser of the two margins.

The landed price of the subject imports continues to remain significantly below the
non-injurious price even after accounting for the anti-dumping duty in force.

Accordingly, the anti-dumping duty in force has been absorbed by the exporters and
rendered ineffective within the meaning of Section 9A(1B) of the Act read with
Rule 29 of the Anti-Dumping Rules.
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63.

64.

65.

66.

m. The modified quantum of anti-dumping duty shall apply prospectively only, without
retrospective effect, while the existing form of duty shall remain unchanged and
only its quantum shall be modified.

G. RECOMMENDATION

The Authority notes that the investigation was initiated and notified to all interested parties
and adequate opportunity was given to the domestic industry, exporters, importers and
other interested parties to provide positive information on the aspect of absorption. Having
initiated and conducted the investigation into absorption of duty on Chinese producers in
terms of the provisions laid down under the Anti-dumping Rules, the Authority is of the
view that modification of anti-dumping duty applicable on Chinese producers are required.
Therefore, the Authority recommends modification of quantum of anti-dumping duty on
imports of the subject goods from the subject country.

The Authority recommends modification of quantum of anti-dumping duty imposed on
imports of subject goods originating in or exported from China PR vide Final Finding
Notification No. F. No. 6/19/2024-DGTR dated 10th February 2025 and Notification No.
09/2025-Customs (ADD) dated 8th May 2025 as below. Taking into account factual matrix
of the case, and having regard to information provided, and submissions made by interested
parties, it is considered appropriate to modify the quantum of definitive anti-dumping duty.
The modified quantum of anti-dumping duty shall have prospective application only and
shall not operate retrospectively, while the existing form/type of anti-dumping duty shall
remain unchanged, with only the quantum being modified.

The Authority has considered the domestic industry's request under Rule 31 for
retrospective application of the modified duty from the date of initiation, and the
recommendation of provisional assessment under Rule 30(5) made at initiation. Rule 31
enables, but does not compel, retrospective application, the matter being one for the
Authority's discretion having regard to the remedial object of the review and the lesser-duty
principle. That object is remedial, not penal, and is achieved in full by prospective
modification of the duty. The subject goods entered India, during the review, at declared
values at or about the Minimum Import Price that is, at or above the non-injurious price and
bore the duty then in force, and no decline in their resale price in India has been
established; there was thus no influx at injurious landed values for a retrospective duty to
counter. This is distinct from the finding of absorption, which rests on the exporters' actual
export-pricing behaviour and warrants re-determination of the duty prospectively. Applying
the lesser-duty principle, the Authority considers prospective application adequate and does
not recommend retrospective application; imports subjected to provisional assessment
under Rule 30(5) are accordingly to be finally assessed at the rate of duty in force during
the relevant period.

Having regards to the lesser duty rule followed, the Authority recommends imposition of
antidumping duty equal to the lesser of the margin of dumping and the margin of injury so
as to remove the injury to the domestic industry. Accordingly, the Authority recommends
modification of the quantum of anti-dumping duty on imports of the subject goods
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originating in or exported from the subject country to the amount specified in Column 7 of
the duty table appended below. The modified duty shall take effect prospectively from the
date of the notification to be issued in this regard by the Central Government, and shall
remain in force for the unexpired period of the anti-dumping duty imposed vide
Notification No. 09/2025-Customs (ADD) dated 8th May 2025.

DUTY TABLE
Description
S. Headi Country of | Count
ea 1n.g of the our} 1:y 0 ountry Producer | Amount | UOM | Currency
No. | /Subheading* origin of export
goods
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
38089193,
38089199,
38089391, Glufosinate Aﬁiigﬁher
1 38089399, . China PR | . Y Any 5004 MT USD
and its salt including
38089912, China PR
38089991 and
38089999
Any
t
2 _do- “do- Country | pinaPR | Any | 5004 MT | USD
other than
China PR

*The Customs classification is indicative only and not binding on the scope of the product under

consideration
H. FURTHER PROCEDURE

67.  An appeal against the order of the Authority arising out of the final findings shall lie before

the Customs, Excise and Service Tax Appellate Tribunal in accordance with the relevant
provisions of the Act.

AMITABH KUMAR, Designated Authority
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