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KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Critical Analysis
Opportunities / Pros

PM MITRA parks can integrate fragmented value
chains, reduce logistics costs, and enhance exports.
Boosts employment generation in rural & semi-urban
areas.
Swadeshi push aligns with demand for local
manufacturing → multiplier effect on MSMEs.
Women’s health initiative ensures productivity and
inclusive growth.
Assertive security stance (Operation Sindoor)
enhances deterrence credibility.

Challenges / Cons
Trade tensions with U.S. could hurt India’s export
potential in textiles.
“Buy Swadeshi” may conflict with WTO
commitments and consumer choice.
Implementation delays and infrastructure bottlenecks
in PM MITRA.
Women’s health schemes face gaps in last-mile
delivery & awareness.
Security operations risk escalation with Pakistan.

Long-Term Implications
Strengthened textile sector could make India a global
manufacturing hub by 2047.
Swadeshi focus may encourage domestic industries
but risks protectionism.
Operation Sindoor signals an assertive India,
reshaping regional security perception.

Way Forward
Ensure efficient execution of PM MITRA parks with
PPP models.
Balance Swadeshi push with global trade
competitiveness.
Deepen India–U.S. trade cooperation in textiles &
apparel.
Expand women’s health screening beyond campaign
mode into permanent institutional structures.
Continue a measured counter-terror strategy to deter
adversaries without uncontrolled escalation.

Context & Background
PM Narendra Modi laid the foundation stone of
India’s first PM MITRA Park in Dhar, Madhya
Pradesh, part of the Government’s vision to
strengthen India’s textile value chain.
The speech coincided with:

Ongoing India–U.S. trade negotiations, stuck
over tariff issues.
Rising calls for Swadeshi/self-reliance in the
festive season.
Domestic focus on women’s health, with the
launch of Swasth Nari Sashakt Parivar
Abhiyaan.
National security context — reference to
Operation Sindoor (cross-border strikes on
terrorist infrastructure).

Broader institutional background: The PM MITRA
scheme was announced in the 2021-22 Budget to
establish 7 integrated textile parks under the 5F
vision (Farm → Fibre → Factory → Fashion →
Foreign), strengthening Make in India and
Atmanirbhar Bharat.

Key Facts/Data (Prelims Pointers)
PM MITRA Parks: 7 approved locations – Dhar
(MP), Virudhnagar (TN), Warangal (Telangana),
Navasari (Gujarat), Kalaburagi (Karnataka),
Lucknow (UP), Amravati (Maharashtra).
Investment in Dhar Park: Proposals worth ₹23,000
crore from 114 textile companies.
Operation Sindoor: Began May 7, 2025 – Indian
airstrikes in Pakistan and PoK targeting terror
camps.
Swasth Nari Sashakt Parivar Abhiyaan (SNSPA):
Focused on women’s health screenings; campaign till
Oct 2 (Gandhi Jayanti).
Swadeshi Campaign: New GST rates effective Sept
22 (Navratri start); PM urged traders to mark
Swadeshi goods in shops.
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS

Key Facts/Data (Prelims Pointers)
Air Quality: Delhi’s AQI often crosses 400+ (severe)
in winter.
Stubble generation: Punjab & Haryana generate ~ 35
million tonnes of paddy straw annually; ~ 80-85% is
burnt.
Govt. funds: Crores spent on subsidies for Happy
Seeder machines, PUSA decomposer, crop
diversification schemes.
Constitutional provisions:

Article 21 – Right to clean environment.
Article 48A – State’s duty to protect environment.
Article 51A(g) – Fundamental duty of citizens to
protect environment.

Relevant institutions: CAQM, CPCB, State PCBs,
NGT.

Critical Analysis
Opportunities/Pros:

Criminal prosecution could deter habitual
offenders.
Uniform national policy may reduce state-wise
blame game.
Push for crop diversification (millets, pulses)
aligned with IYOM 2023–2030 (UN decade on
millets & nutrition).

Challenges/Cons:
Farmers are small & marginal; penal action may
worsen agrarian distress.
Political sensitivity – large farmer vote bank.
Enforcement difficulty across thousands of
villages.

Long-term implications:
Continued stubble burning → worsening health
crisis in NCR.
Risk of climate change commitments (Paris
Agreement, NDC targets) being undermined.
Judicial intervention vs executive discretion may
create policy deadlock.

Way Forward
Carrot + Stick Approach: Incentives for in-situ
machines + selective penalization to send deterrence.
Technology solutions: PUSA bio-decomposer,
biomass-to-energy plants, ethanol blending.
Crop diversification policy: Reduce paddy cultivation
in Punjab–Haryana, incentivize millets/pulses.
Cooperative federalism: Uniform CAQM-led
framework with states on board.
Awareness & Behavioural change: Farmer training,
FPOs, panchayat-level monitoring.

Context & Background
Why important? Every winter, North India (Delhi-
NCR, Punjab, Haryana, UP) witnesses severe air
pollution, aggravated by paddy stubble burning after
harvest. Despite repeated SC interventions and large
government spending, the problem persists.
Trigger: Sharp exchange in the Supreme Court
between CJI B.R. Gavai and the Union Government
(represented by ASG Aishwarya Bhati) over whether
criminal prosecution of farmers should be
reintroduced for stubble burning.
Institutional background:

The Commission for Air Quality Management
(CAQM) Act, 2021 gave powers to penalize
polluters but exempted farmers from
prosecution.
Earlier, under the Air (Prevention and Control of
Pollution) Act, 1981 and Environment Protection
Act, 1986, farmers could be prosecuted.
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS Static Linkages
Separation of Powers: Judiciary’s role in ensuring
constitutional machinery.
Federalism: Governor as an “agent of Centre” vs
State autonomy.
Parliamentary System: Real executive = elected
government, not nominal head.
Judicial Review: Expanding scope, like in Article 21
(A.K. Gopalan → Maneka Gandhi).

Critical Analysis
Pros / Opportunities

Fixing timelines ensures legislative efficiency.
Strengthens federalism by curbing misuse of
Governor’s office.
Upholds constitutional morality (Governor as
nominal head).

Cons / Challenges
Judiciary encroaching into legislative/executive
domain.
No express constitutional basis for time limits.
May create Centre–State tensions if Union intervenes
under Article 355.

Long-term Implications
Sets precedent for judicially mandated timelines in
governance.
Prevents Governors from becoming a “super-
constitutional authority.”
May lead to clearer codification of Governor’s role in
future constitutional amendments.

Context & Background
The Supreme Court is examining the Presidential
Reference on the scope of the Governor’s powers
under Article 200, which deals with assent to Bills
passed by State legislatures.
Trigger: Certain Governors withheld Bills for years
without action, creating legislative paralysis. Earlier,
a 2-judge Bench mandated a 3-month timeline for
Governors and the President to act on Bills.
Debate: Whether judiciary can impose such a
timeline when the Constitution itself is silent.

Key Facts/Data (Prelims Pointers)
Article 200: Governor can (i) assent, (ii) withhold
assent, (iii) return Bill for reconsideration, (iv)
reserve for President.
Article 201: Deals with President’s assent in case of
reserved Bills.
Article 163: Governor acts on aid and advice of
Council of Ministers, except where Constitution
explicitly grants discretion.
Article 355: Duty of Union to ensure State
governance in accordance with Constitution →
potential ground for intervention when Governors
stall Bills.
Shamsher Singh (1974): Governor generally bound
by ministerial advice.

Nabam Rebia (2016): Governor
cannot act independently except
where Constitution grants
discretion.
State of Punjab vs Principal
Secretary to the Governor
(2023) & State of Tamil Nadu vs
Governor of Tamil Nadu
(2025): Struck down Governor’s
claim of discretionary power
under Article 200.
Sarkaria & Punchhi
Commissions: Reiterated
Governor is a constitutional
head; discretion only in rare
cases (e.g., unconstitutional
Bills).
Government of India Act, 1935
– Section 75: Used phrase
“Governor in his discretion,”
deliberately omitted in Article
200.
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Way Forward
Codify Governor’s powers & timelines in legislation.
Strengthen conventions of cooperative federalism.
Use Sarkaria Commission’s recommendation: rare
discretion only for patently unconstitutional Bills.
Parliamentary/State oversight mechanisms to ensure
accountability.
Comparative study of UK model (Sovereign cannot
refuse assent independently).CHANAKYA IAS ACADEMY
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS Geography: Chokepoints & maritime security (Strait
of Hormuz).
IR: Non-proliferation regime, role of UNSC, IAEA
safeguards.

Critical Analysis
Opportunities / Pros

Verification reduces speculation → stabilises oil
markets & diplomacy.
Pausing snapback upon verified cooperation preserves
multilateralism.
India can bridge divides (IAEA Board +
SCO/BRICS).

Challenges / Cons
Iran distrusts IAEA inspections (past leaks led to
strikes).
Information vacuum fuels miscalculation.
Major power divergence: U.S./E3 vs. Russia/China vs.
Israel/Gulf.

Long-Term Implications
Failed diplomacy → snapback sanctions, isolation of
Iran, risk of war.
Success → precedent for depoliticised nuclear
verification.

Way Forward
Immediate:

Narrow IAEA access to bombed sites (framed as
sovereign choice).
Use Tarapur lab for neutral sample analysis.
India to broker limited package: IAEA
verification ↔ pause in snapback.

Medium-term:
“Managed access” protocols protecting sensitive
military details.
Regional maritime energy-security consultative
group (India as convenor).
Strengthen IAEA crisis-response mechanism.

Context & Background
Trigger: U.S. strikes on Iran’s Fordow nuclear
facility (June 2025) → escalated tensions.
E3 Action: On 28 August 2025, Britain, France, and
Germany invoked the JCPOA snapback clause citing
Iran’s violations.
Why important: Brings back the prospect of UN
sanctions, militarisation in West Asia, oil market
shocks, and challenges to global nuclear non-
proliferation regime.

Key Facts / Prelims Pointers
JCPOA (2015): Iran + P5+1 (US, UK, France,
Russia, China, Germany) + EU.
Snapback Mechanism: Restores pre-2015 UNSC
sanctions if any participant alleges “significant non-
compliance.”
Iran’s Reaction: Parliament halted IAEA
cooperation without National Security Council
approval; legislators suggested withdrawal from
NPT.
Recent Development: On 9 September 2025, Iran and
IAEA signed an agreement in Cairo to resume
limited verification.
India’s Stakes:

8 million citizens in West Asia.
Oil supply through Strait of Hormuz.
Member of IAEA Board, SCO, and BRICS
(both include Iran).
Tarapur lab = IAEA-certified, capable of sample
analysis.

Static Linkages
Polity: Sovereignty vs treaty obligations (Iran’s
Parliament law).
Economy: Oil import dependency, shipping
insurance costs, sanctions on banks।
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS

Key Facts/Data (Prelims Pointers)
Waqf Boards: Administer waqf properties; under 1995
Act.
Controversial Amendments:

Only Muslims practising ≥5 years can create waqf
→ Stayed.
District Collectors adjudicating disputes →
Stayed.
Non-Muslim representation capped: 4 (Central
Council), 3 (State Boards).
CEO of Waqf Board preferably a Muslim.
Waqf-by-user recognition → removed, but
existing claims till 8 April 2025 protected.
Restrictions on declaring protected
monuments/tribal lands as waqf → upheld.

Constitutional angles:
Art. 25–28 → Freedom of religion.
Art. 14 → Equality before law.
Art. 300A → Right to property.
Art. 246 & 7th Schedule List III (Concurrent List)
→ Religious endowments.

Critical Analysis
Opportunities/Pros

State oversight may reduce corruption, land misuse.
Balanced judgment avoids immediate polarisation.
Validates principle of secular governance – no group
should misuse public resources.

Challenges/Cons
Risk of perception of state interference in minority
affairs.
Political polarisation – “appeasement vs. targeting”
narrative.
Limiting waqf-by-user may hurt genuine historical
claims.

Long-term Implications
Could shape future jurisprudence on religious
endowments.
Sets precedent for balancing minority autonomy with
state regulation.
Political consensus-building becomes central to
legitimacy.

Way Forward
Build multi-party, inter-community consensus before
passing sensitive laws.
Ensure consultative law-making with minority
institutions.
Adopt transparent auditing, digital land records for
religious endowments.
Global best practice: Turkey’s Directorate of
Religious Affairs (state-regulated) vs. UK Charity
Commission (independent oversight).

Context & Background
Why important?
 The judgment directly addresses the balance between
religious autonomy vs. state regulation in managing
community resources.
Trigger: Challenges to controversial provisions of the
Waqf (Amendment) Act, 2025.
Background:

Waqf Act, 1995: Governs Muslim religious
endowments, property, and their administration.
Amendment 2025: Sought to curb
misuse/corruption but accused of arbitrary
interference in minority affairs.
Judgment (15 Sept 2025): Court upheld
presumption of constitutionality, partly stayed
provisions, partly upheld others.
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS Global governance: Alignment on multilateral issues,
climate action, Indo-Pacific cooperation.

Challenges / Cons
EU concerns over India’s Russia ties (oil imports,
exercises).
Protectionist tendencies in EU (carbon border tax,
labour/environment standards).
Negotiation delays in FTA since 2007.
Possible clash on data privacy (GDPR) and digital
sovereignty.

Long-term Implications
Enhances India’s role as a balancing power in
multipolar geopolitics.
Creates a counterweight to China in Indo-Pacific
supply chains.
Strengthens India’s economic security, but could test
strategic autonomy if EU pushes alignment on
Ukraine/Russia.

Way Forward
Fast-track FTA negotiations with flexibility on
sensitive sectors.
Enhance cooperation in critical technologies (AI, 5G,
semiconductors).
Balance Russia relations with commitments to EU on
rules-based order.
Expand mobility and education cooperation (student
exchanges, research tie-ups).
Promote green growth and climate finance
partnership with EU’s expertise.

Context & Background
The European Union (EU) unveiled a new strategic
agenda with India (2025), aimed at elevating ties
across trade, technology, defence, climate change,
and connectivity.
Announcement made by European Commission
President Ursula von der Leyen and EU High
Representative Kaja Kallas.
Comes at a time when India is carefully managing
ties with the US under President Donald Trump,
while also balancing Russia–Ukraine tensions and
maintaining strategic autonomy.
Builds upon:

The India–EU Strategic Partnership (2004)
Ongoing FTA negotiations since 2007, revived in
2021
Newer initiatives like India–Middle East–Europe
Economic Corridor (IMEC) and EU’s Global
Gateway (connectivity strategy).

Key Facts / Data (Prelims Pointers)
EU is India’s largest trading partner.
Proposed EU–India Free Trade Agreement (FTA)
could become “largest deal of its kind anywhere in
the world.”
Security & Defence Partnership: cooperation on
cyber, maritime, counterterrorism, crisis
management.

Supply chain resilience: Trade &
Technology Council (TTC).
Horizon Europe Programme: India invited
to participate in R&D and startups.
Mobility: Proposal for a comprehensive
mobility framework, including European
Legal Gateway Office for skills mobility.
Connectivity focus: IMEC, Global
Gateway, trilateral cooperation with third
countries.
EU flagged concerns: India’s purchase of
Russian oil and participation in Russian
military exercises.

Critical Analysis
Opportunities / Pros

Economic: Access to EU market,
investment in startups, supply chain
diversification.
Strategic: Closer defence-industrial
cooperation, maritime and cyber security.
Technology: Horizon Europe, TTC, digital
partnerships.
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS Challenges/Cons:
Alerts often ignored (pilgrimage continues even
during red alerts).
Unregulated construction: in floodplains, destabilised
slopes.
Low citizen awareness of evacuation routes & shelters.
Disaster management remains reactive, not
preventive.

Long-Term Implications:
Climate change = more frequent & intense disasters.
Need for resilient infrastructure, stricter building
codes.
Community-centric disaster culture must become
mainstream.

Way Forward
Technology scale-up: 24×7 glacial lake monitoring
(NRSC), expanded landslide mapping (GSI), dense
Doppler radar network.
Community Integration: School-based drills,
Panchayat awareness, civil society in DDMAs.
Resilient Development: Strict no-build zones, seismic
codes, slope stabilisation, sustainable mining control.
Build Back Better: Roads & embankments with
ecological safeguards.
Global Best Practices: Japan’s earthquake drills,
Bangladesh’s cyclone shelters, Sendai Framework
principles.

Context & Background
News Trigger: Devastating floods and cloudbursts
during Monsoon 2025 in Dehradun, J&K, Himachal
Pradesh, Punjab, and Uttarakhand.
Significance: Highlights the fragility of the
Himalayan ecosystem amid climate change,
unplanned development, and high disaster
vulnerability.
Historical/Institutional Background:

Himalayas prone to flash floods, glacial lake
outburst floods (GLOFs), landslides.
Past tragedies: Kedarnath (2013), Chamoli
glacier burst (2021).
Institutions: NDMA (2005), SDRF/NDRF,
IMD forecasting, GSI, NRSC, BBMB.

Key Facts/Data (Prelims Pointers)
J&K: 140+ deaths in Chenab & Tawi basins. Army
laid Bailey bridges; yatris evacuated.
Punjab: Floods in Ravi, Beas, Sutlej; NDMA
coordinated with CWC, IMD, BBMB.
Himachal Pradesh: Chamba, Kullu, Lahaul-Spiti
worst-hit; 10,000 pilgrims evacuated.
Uttarakhand: Army built 400-ft aerial cableway;
IAF’s Chinooks lifted heavy equipment.
Technology used: Drones, Doppler radars, satcom
links, OneWeb, GIS mapping, AI for hydro-met
forecasting.

Schemes/Programmes: NDMA’s Aapda
Mitra for community preparedness;
Gorakhpur model for flood control.

Critical Analysis
Opportunities/Pros:

Multi-agency professional response:
Army, IAF, SDRF, NDRF.
Integration of technology: drones, GIS,
AI forecasting.
Community volunteerism: locals +
Aapda Mitra.
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS Critical Analysis
Opportunities (Pros):

Enhances supply chain resilience amidst China+1
strategy.
Strengthens defence preparedness (tech transfer, joint
exercises).
Boosts EV & semiconductor ecosystem in India.
Expands people-to-people connect → human resource
exchange.

Challenges (Cons):
Execution lag in mega-projects (e.g., Mumbai–
Ahmedabad Bullet Train delays).
Strategic convergence may clash with Japan’s security
treaty obligations with the US.
Dependence on Japanese capital & tech could create
asymmetry.

Long-term Implications:
India–Japan emerging as a core axis in Indo-Pacific
security architecture.
Can shape multilateral governance reforms.
May reduce India’s vulnerability in critical technology
domains.

Way Forward
Fast-track stalled infrastructure projects
(Shinkansen).
Expand triangular cooperation (India–Japan in
Africa, ASEAN).
Institutionalize annual tech summits on AI,
semiconductors, climate tech.
Encourage joint R&D and skill-building initiatives.
Strengthen Quad’s deliverables beyond security →
resilient supply chains, health, disaster response.

Context & Background
PM Modi’s recent visit to Japan (Aug 2025)
deepened the Special Strategic and Global
Partnership.
Visit preceded by inauguration of Maruti Suzuki’s
Made-in-India EV production line in Gujarat,
symbolizing Indo-Japan industrial collaboration.
Comes at a geopolitically volatile time (Indo-Pacific
tensions, China factor, tech-supply chain resilience).
Historical background:

Diplomatic ties established in 1952.
Partnership elevated to “Special Strategic and
Global Partnership” in 2014.
Japan is among the largest ODA donors to India
since 1958.

Key Facts/Data (Prelims Pointers)
180+ MoCs signed; 5 leader-level documents issued.
Target: 10 trillion yen (≈ $68 bn) investment in India.
Revised Joint Declaration on Security Cooperation
(after 17 years).
Launch of Japan–India Human Resource Exchange
Initiative.
Economic Security Initiative → semiconductors,
critical minerals, AI, supply chains.
Flagship projects: Shinkansen (Bullet Train),
UNICORN naval antenna project.
2027 → 75 years of diplomatic ties.
2025 declared Japan–India Science, Technology &
Innovation Exchange Year.
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS

Static Linkages
Polity: Disaster Management Act, 2005; role of
NDMA, State Disaster Management Authority.
Economy: Agricultural loss, siltation impact on land
productivity, youth migration.
Environment & Geography: Himalayan hydrology,
monsoon variability, river basin management.
IR: India’s commitments under Paris Agreement
(climate resilience), Sendai Framework for DRR.

Critical Analysis
Opportunities/Pros:

Chance to overhaul flood-prevention infra
(embankments, barrages).
Community-led embankment repairs show
resilience.

Challenges/Cons:
Chronic underinvestment in prevention vs relief.
Climate change intensifies extreme rain events.
Governance deficit – late preparation, weak
bundhs, poor desilting.
Fear of youth exodus due to repeated disasters.

Long-Term Implications:
Punjab’s agrarian economy at risk.
Repeated flooding → erosion of trust in
institutions.
Migration → demographic imbalance.

Way Forward
Year-round desilting of rivers, strengthening dhussi
bundhs.
Early flood-preparedness meetings (Feb onwards), as
earlier practice.
Technology-based forecasting (Doppler radars, AI
modelling).
Strengthen old infrastructure (Madhopur barrage,
sluice gates).
Adopt global best practices: Netherlands’ Room for
the River model, Japan’s multipurpose dams &
underground flood channels.
Move from firefighting → resilience building.

Context & Background
Punjab has been hit by floods in 2019, 2023, and
2025 → showing increasing frequency of disasters.
Floods earlier blamed only on topography, but
climate change + mismanagement are clear drivers
now.
Past extreme events: 2017 Mohali cloudburst, heavy
rainfall beyond coping capacity.
Political dimension: Both Congress (2019) and AAP
(2023, 2025) governments faced devastation.
Institutional lapse: Earlier flood-prevention meetings
began in February, now preparedness window
shrunk to 17 days.

Key Facts / Prelims Pointers
River siltation: Sutlej, Beas, Ravi, Ghaggar, Chakki
beds rose by 5–12 feet, reducing capacity to one-
third.
Ravi river bundhs breached at 42 places → highest
ever.
Madhopur barrage gates washed away (100+ years
old).
200% above-normal rainfall in early September 2025.
Wettest August in 26 years.
Dams under stress: Bhakra, Pong, Ranjit Sagar →
spillover due to inflows from Himachal Pradesh.
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS Cons / Challenges
Numbers limited vs long border length.
Procurement dependency on foreign OEMs in some
cases.
Drone tech is evolving faster than countermeasures →
perpetual catch-up.
Cyber vulnerabilities in networked AD systems.

Long-term Implications
Greater push for indigenisation in radar tech.
Future AD will shift focus from fighter jets → drone
swarms & hypersonics.
Stronger Indo-Pak deterrence but risk of escalation
with cross-border UAV strikes.

Way Forward
Indigenous R&D: Accelerate DRDO’s IADWS, AI-
based drone detection.
Integration: Seamless Army–IAF coordination via
Akashteer + IACCS.
Doctrinal Shift: Move from platform-centric to
network-centric AD warfare.
Global Best Practices: Adopt lessons from Israel’s
Iron Dome, NATO’s C-UAS (counter-UAV systems).
Scalability: Expand radar numbers for comprehensive
coverage across LoC and IB.

Context & Background
Trigger: In Operation Sindoor (May 2025), hundreds
of low-cost Pakistani UAVs breached Indian
airspace, exposing gaps in India’s low-altitude air
defence grid.
Response: The Indian Army initiated procurement of
45 Low Level Light Weight Radars (Enhanced), 48
Air Defence Fire Control Radars – Drone Detectors
(ADFCR-DD), and 10 LLLWR (Improved).
Institutional backdrop: India maintains a layered Air
Defence (AD) network — Army (low-altitude,
tactical systems like Akashteer), IAF (strategic long-
range systems like S-400, IACCS). DRDO is
pursuing an Integrated AD Weapon System
(IADWS) under Mission Sudarshan Chakra.

Key Facts / Prelims Pointers
Radar basics: RAdio Detection And Ranging →
Transmitter sends radio waves, receiver detects
reflection; helps find direction, distance, velocity of
aerial targets.
Types of AD Radars:

Surveillance Radars: Scan and detect aerial
objects (not tied to weapons).
Fire-Control Radars: Guide weapons to engage
threats.

Radar Cross Section (RCS): Measure of
detectability; stealth tech reduces RCS.
India’s Current Systems:

Army → Akash missiles, Akashteer
(real-time picture), Flycatcher
radars.
IAF → S-400, AWACS, Rajendra
radar, IACCS.

New procurements: Designed to detect
small, low-flying drones with low RCS,
even in swarms.

Critical Analysis
Pros / Opportunities

Closes a long-standing vulnerability in
low-altitude AD coverage.
Mobile radars → flexible deployment
across border sectors.
Enhances layered defence when
integrated with IAF’s IACCS.
Counters low-cost asymmetric threats
(drones, loitering munitions).
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