


Oligopolistic structure

e Risk of Monopolization

e Oligopolistic operators control
most of the capacity
and planned deployments.

More Deployment

Annual number of objects launched into space S

This includes satellites, probes, landers, crewed spacecrafts, and space station flight elements
launched into Earth orbit or beyond.
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The Regulatory Dilemma

Competition Policy - Sustainability Regulation

e Promote innovation and fair competition
e Ensure market access for startups and SMEs
e Prevent abuse of dominance
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. ST e Mitigate space debris
<+ o Protect long-term access to orbit  Sas
e Minimize orbital congestion & risk -;_._-
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Sustainable . .
Sustainability

Regulation

- Competition Policy = Market
Access

e Reform 'first-come, first- ~ < Eliminate speculative -+ Standardize royalty-free - * Revoke spectrum licenses
E served' allocation A spectrum hoarding mﬂﬁ safety protocols - for non-compliance .
. / t . - g"‘_
e Curb structural  Mandate collective /- . ¢ Lowerregulatorybarriers .« Deterincumbent anti-
oligopolistic dominance spectrum pooling : for startups = competitive practices
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