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Challenges and prospects of ensuring security
in the legal regulation of space activities

Outer space has long been regarded as an important domain for human survival and development, playing a
significance role in scientific and technological progress, resource utilization, and the continuation of civiliza-
tion. From the stars in classical Chinese mythology to the constellations of ancient Greek mythology, human
imagination and exploration of outer space have persisted for thousands of years. The article analyzes the
challenges and prospects of ensuring security in the legal regulation of space activities within the framework
of international law. The aim of the study is to examine existing legal mechanisms governing outer space and
to identify key problems related to its security. The research methods include literature review and compara-
tive analysis. The findings suggest that space-related research has contributed to various fields, including
medicine, transportation, and the exploration of rare metals and other resources, potentially alleviating pres-
sure caused by the depletion of Earth’s natural resources. At the same time, the inherently international nature
of outer space reflects the common interests of humanity and represents a significant advancement in man-
kind’s ability to understand and transform the world. However, legal regulation remains largely national and
lags behind technological development, creating both challenges and opportunities. In conclusion, effective
governance of outer space requires enhanced international cooperation, improvement of existing treaties, and
the development of new legal frameworks to ensure security and equitable access for all countries.
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Introduction

Outer space is the fourth largest active space pioneered by human beings after land, ocean and sky [1].
The successful launch of the first artificial satellite in 1957 marked the entry of mankind into the space era,
and the outer space method was born. In the subsequent nearly 60 years of development, the outer space law
has gone through three stages: treaty law, soft law and post-soft law [2]. These three stages correspond to the
three historical games between the United States and the Soviet Union, developed countries in space and de-
veloping countries, and the United States and Europe and emerging space countries.

The current outer space governance rules are difficult to cover new security challenges. The 1967 Outer
Space Treaty did not explicitly prohibit “non-destructive” anti-satellite tests, and there was no definition of
the orbit occupation and cross-border flow of data of commercial constellations. The United Nations “Guide-
lines for the Long-term Sustainability of Outer Space Activities” and other “soft laws” lack coerciveness,
resulting in the reduction of rules such as satellite decommissioning and disposal to “paper requirements”—
although most countries will stop abandoning rocket wreckage in 2024, there are still enterprises that avoid
the obligation to actively deorbit. The draft of the Treaty on the Prevention of the Placement of Weapons in
Outer Space proposed by China and Russia has been delayed due to the opposition of individual countries,
forming a legal vacuum of “prohibiting the deployment of weapons”.

The explosive growth of commercial aerospace, along with its supervision, has not played a corre-
sponding role, but has instead led to increased chaos. By the time of writing this article, the data survey
shows that there are more than 500 private satellite enterprises in the world, but the transnational regulatory
standards are not uniform. For example, the United States is relaxed in the orbit approval of the “Star Chain”,
China requires satellites to have the ability to deorbit, and developing countries are completely unable to im-
plement supervision due to technological backwardness [3]. More seriously, the allocation of high-track re-
sources still follows the principle of “first-come, first-served”. The United States and Europe occupy more
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than 70 % of low-track high-quality resources with the first-mover advantage, and emerging countries are
forced to be deployed in high-risk orbits, which further exacerbates the governance imbalance.

Methods and materials

This article has used the literature analysis method and comparative analysis method.

Literature analysis method—The research in this article is analyzed and summarized through reading
international regulations, domestic and foreign references, and the introduction of various materials.

Comparative analysis method—compare and analyze the actual background and practical situation of
outer space safety in the paper.

Results

1.Deepening of international multilateral cooperation

At present, the number of space debris has exceeded 128 million, the risk of orbital collision continues
to rise, and there are significant differences in the technical level of debris removal and the definition of re-
sponsibilities in countries. Therefore, promoting the formulation of unified standards has become the core
demand of multilateral cooperation in the field of outer space.

The 1SO20893 standard released by the International Organization for Standardization (1ISO) in 2021 is
a key breakthrough. This standard is led by China, which clarifies the technical requirements for the emis-
sion of residual propellant in the final stage of the launch vehicle, the prevention and control of disintegra-
tion in orbit, and also stipulates that spacecraft with an orbital altitude of 700 kilometers must It will be off
track within 25 years. At present, this standard has been included in the Space Debris Mitigation Standard
Manual by the European Space Agency, and 17 countries around the world have adopted its technical indica-
tors in the design of new launch vehicles, laying a solid foundation for global unified debris management
standards. In addition, the Zero Debris Charter launched by the European Space Agency, together with glob-
al aerospace enterprises, scientific research institutions and other forces, has set the goal of achieving zero
debris increment by 2030. The relevant goals of debris monitoring and cleaning proposed by it are also grad-
ually becoming the consensus of many countries.

In addition, spectrum and orbit are the core strategic resources of space activities. With the mass de-
ployment of satellite constellations, the contradiction of resource scarcity is increasingly prominent. At pre-
sent, although the International Telecommunication Union (ITU) has a basic distribution mechanism, there
are problems such as lagging actual deployment after application and some countries grabbing resources.
Therefore, deepening multilateral cooperation will focus on the improvement of rules and fair distribution.
ITU is promoting the revision of relevant rules, such as shortening the “occupancy period” of satellite fre-
guencies and orbital resources, avoiding some countries or enterprises from occupying resources for a long
time without carrying out substantive activities; at the same time, multilateral cooperation will promote the
establishment of a “dynamic adjustment mechanism”, targeting low-orbit satellite constellation-intensive
areas, through data sharing Evaluate the orbital utilization rate, guide enterprises to plan satellite layout rea-
sonably, and reduce orbital overlapping conflicts. Taking the Artemis Plan as an example, when many coun-
tries jointly built the lunar space station, they have simultaneously negotiated and determined the spectrum
allocation scheme of Earth-Moon communication. This model of “project binding resource allocation” is
expected to be promoted to the fields of near-earth orbit and deep space exploration in the future.

2.Commercial legislation has become a hot topic

People have never given up the country’s exploration of outer space, and have maintained a high degree
of curiosity and desire to explore for thousands of years, which has made the commercial international coop-
eration in the application of outer space a new boom. Commercial rocket launch, satellite application, space
tourism and other commercial new business forms are accelerating, becoming the core engine of the growth
of the aerospace industry. In the field of commercial rockets, the iteration of reusable technology has greatly
reduced the cost of launch, and the demand for high-frequency launches and mass networking has surged;
satellite applications have been extended from traditional communication and navigation to remote sensing
monitoring and the Internet of Things, and the large-scale deployment of commercial satellite constellations
has become a trend; space tourism has moved from concept to reality, and suborbital brigade The normalized
operation of travel and the exploration of rail tourism have been steadily promoted, and the audience of vari-
ous commercial aerospace services has expanded from the professional field to the mass market. With the
diversified development of business forms, the scale of the commercial aerospace market continues to ex-
pand, and the number of enterprises in the upstream and downstream of the industrial chain has shown ex-
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plosive growth, but the chaos in the development of the industry has also gradually emerged. Some enter-
prises fall into disorderly competition in order to seize market share. For example, there are excessive grab-
bing of orbital resources and uneven technical standards in the deployment of low-orbit satellite constella-
tions; the high-risk nature of space activities leads to difficulties in defining accident liability. Once rocket
launch failure, satellite collisions and other events occur, it is easy for enterprises to be responsible. There is
no clear basis for the guarantee of tourists, third-party loss compensation and other issues. These problems
are difficult to effectively regulate by enterprise self-discipline or industry conventions alone, which not only
restricts market fairness, but also buries space safety hazards.

Against this background, the intervention of legislation has become an inevitable choice. Special legis-
lation can clarify the core game rules such as market access standards, business operation norms, and respon-
sibility division principles for the unique attributes of commercial aerospace, and draw a compliance red line
for enterprises. At the same time, legislation can establish a unified competition supervision mechanism to
curb malicious low-price competition, resource hoarding and other behaviors, protect the legitimate rights
and interests of compliant enterprises, and enable enterprises to compete within a fair and transparent
framework. More importantly, legislation can guide the transformation of the focus of industrial develop-
ment from “pursuing scale expansion and grabbing market share” to “improving technological innovation
ability, ensuring safe operation, and optimizing service quality”, promote the high-quality development of
the commercial aerospace industry, not only releasing the vitality of commercialization, but also safeguard-
ing space safety market.

The characteristics of high investment and high risk in the aerospace industry make it difficult for a sin-
gle country to independently support the development of the whole chain. Regional cooperation has changed
from single project collaboration to whole industry chain coordination, which has become an inevitable
trend. For example, China and Thailand signed a memorandum of cooperation with the International Lunar
Research Station to carry out all-round cooperation on lunar exploration, data sharing and personnel training,
which can not only reduce costs, but also unify resources and avoid waste. However, it has to be mentioned
that there is a certain implementation dilemma. Due to the large differences in the qualification requirements,
responsibility identification, data ownership and other aspects of various countries in space activities, the
clear division of powers and responsibilities directly hinders the promotion of regional cooperation. For ex-
ample, when enterprise A participates in the regional satellite constellation project led by country B, it often
faces problems such as unconstrained launch licensing standards, conflicts in the division of accident respon-
sibility, and restricted cross-border flow of in-orbit data.

Therefore, the regional aerospace cooperation agreement in outer space needs to have clear and unified
legal application rules in order to reduce compliance costs and dispute risks in cooperation, and provide
stronger institutional guarantees for resource integration, technology sharing and market interoperability in
the region.

Discussion

Born in the early days of the Cold War, the international rule system, which was led by the government
in the aerospace stage, and took the 1967 Outer Space Treaty as the cornerstone. At a time when commercial
aerospace is booming and technological updates are changing rapidly, it has been seriously disconnected
from reality. The “time gap” of this rule, coupled with the difficulty of forming consensus on the key issues
of outer space, together build institutional barriers to the security governance of outer space.

1. The lag of legal rules

The current institutional framework of the core space treaty is based on the era of relatively backward
development. Due to the backwardness of laws and regulations and people’s lack of imagination of science
and technology, the diversified development trajectory of commercial aerospace has not been predicted at
all. The 1967 Outer Space Treaty only established the principle with the general expression of “outer space
for the peaceful use of all mankind”, but did not take into account that in today’s 21st century, space tourism
has become something that can be easily realized. Therefore, space tourism needs to draw legal boundaries—
when the Virgin Galaxy suborbital vehicle carries tourists across the Carmen Line, can tourists apply the as-
tronaut rescue clause? If the failure of the aircraft causes ground damage, is it the responsibility of the
launching country in accordance with the Convention on Liability, or is the operating enterprise directly lia-
ble for compensation? These practical problems are all unsolved because the treaty does not clarify the “legal
status of commercial spacecraft”.
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In addition, in the era of the explosion of the commercial aerospace industry, the regulatory gap for the
constellation of commercial satellites is more deadly. The treaty does not set the orbital spacing standard and
frequency occupancy period of low-orbit satellites, so that giant satellite constellations such as “Star Chain”
can seize space resources on a “first-come, first-served” mode. By 2025, the number of satellites in orbit has
exceeded 5,000, and orbital overlaps and conflicts with China’s “thousand sail constellation” are frequent. In
addition, the constraint of the 1972 Liability Convention is only limited to national behavior. For accidents
such as private satellite collisions and space debris pollution, the injured party needs to pursue responsibility
through diplomatic channels. For example, in 2023, the Star Chain satellite collided with the Brazilian re-
mote sensing satellite, and it took more than two years to pursue the responsibility and still did not reach
compensation. Compensation agreement.

Expressions such as “proper attention to avoid polluting outer space” in the space treaty have become a
“flexible clause” that is difficult to implement due to the lack of specific quantitative standards. When the
Outer Space Treaty was drafted in 1967, the issue of space debris had not yet been taken into consideration.
Today, there are more than 30,000 traceable space debris worldwide, more than 40 % of which come from
abandoned satellites that have not fulfilled their deorbit obligations. Although the Long-term Sustainability
Guidelines for Outer Space Activities requires “de-orbit within 25 years after the end of the mission”, the
document is a “soft law” and is not binding [4]. By 2024, there are still 12 commercial aerospace enterprises
to avoid the cost of deorbiting by extending the satellite in orbit. What’s more serious is that the environmen-
tal protection rules of the moon, asteroids and other deep space areas are completely blank. Human beings
have left 200 tons of garbage on the moon, but there is no treaty that clearly divides the “responsibility for
cleaning up space waste”.

2. Insufficient legal constraints on safety hazards

As commercial spaceflight enters the “constellation” outbreak period, the deployment plan of the
“10,000-level” satellite cluster is pushing outer space security to the edge of danger: Space X “Star Chain”
plans to deploy 42,000 satellites, and China’s “Qianfan Constellation” plans to deploy 12,000 satellites. Such
large-scale deployment not only aggravates the tightness of orbital resources aggravated the already serious
problem of space debris. At present, in the Earth’s orbit, traceable debris with a diameter of more than 10 cm
has exceeded 30,000 pieces, and about 1 million small and medium-sized debris from 1 cm to 10 cm. These
“space garbage” flying at high speed of 24,000 kilometers per hour may hit the spacecraft at any time and
cause chain accidents. However, in the face of such an urgent crisis [5], the governance mechanism with the
existing legal system as the core is almost “invalid” and falls into the triple dilemma of “no coercive con-
straints, no clear responsibilities, and no effective solutions”.

From the rule-level of debris management, there is only one unified guidance document on debris miti-
gation in the world—the Long-term Sustainability Guidelines for Outer Space Activities adopted by the
United Nations Committee on the Peaceful Uses of Outer Space in 2019 [6]. However, this guideline is es-
sentially only a “voluntary proposal”, which is not given any legal coercive force and cannot form a rigid
constraint on countries and business entities. As Aarti Holla Maini, head of relevant United Nations agen-
cies, said bluntly: “This code is more like a “paper commitment”, and the real implementation requires coun-
tries to take the initiative to implement it. However, in the current complex geopolitical environment, it is
difficult for countries to reach a binding treaty consensus on debris management, and the practical role of the
code has been greatly reduced Weak [7]”.

This “soft restraint” directly leads to the complete control of the source of space debris out of control.
On the one hand, the decommissioning and disposal of commercial satellites has been reduced to the arbi-
trary behavior of enterprises’ “independent choice”: although the “Guidelines for the Long-term Sustainabil-
ity of Outer Space Activities” recommend that “deorbitation will be completed within 25 years after the end
of the satellite mission”, there are still 12 commercial aerospace enterprises around the world in 2024 that
will deliberately extend satellites in order to avoid the cost of deorbitation. In-orbit time, disguised increases
the risk of debris. What’s more confusing is that there are still obvious differences in the regulatory standards
for the decommissioning of satellites in different countries—the United States only requires low-orbit satel-
lites to be decommissioned within 5 years, with lax standards and limited implementation; although the Eu-
ropean Union has formulated mandatory de-orbit rules, it cannot restrain the violations of enterprises in other
countries due to the lack of transnational supervision. On the other hand, the “zero accountability” mecha-
nism of anti-satellite tests further aggravates debris pollution: the anti-satellite test carried out in India in
2019 directly produced more than 200 traceable debris, which threatens the safety of other spacecraft by
staying in near-ground orbit for a long time. However, because current law does not explicitly prohibit anti-
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satellite tests, there are also no corresponding sanction provisions, and India has not been subject to any in-
ternational accountability. Today, such anti-satellite tests have become the third largest source of near-Gear
orbit debris, but there has always been a lack of legal means to contain them.

If the lack of source control makes the debris “continue to add”, then the dilemma of cleaning up the
stock of debris makes the crisis “continuously accumulate”. The existing legal system does not define core
issues such as “the entity responsible for debris removal” and “the party responsible for cleanup costs”,
which has led to the global stock of debris growing at a rate of 5% per year. Meanwhile, the corresponding
cleanup capacity is seriously insufficient—the world can remove fewer than 10 large debris objects each
year, and the costs are extremely high, while the technology remains limited. For example, the ClearSpace-1
project led by the European Space Agency is capable of capturing and removing only one defunct satellite at
a cost of approximately USD 100 million. Similarly, laser-based debris removal technology developed in
Japan is suitable only for very small debris with a diameter of less than 1 cm; moreover, due to the lack of
clear legal authorization, it risks being misinterpreted as a space weapon, which has generated international
controversy and hindered its large-scale application.

More seriously, the attribution of responsibility for “historical debris” remains an unresolved issue. Ear-
ly space objects launched in the mid-20th century have effectively become “space antiques” after decades in
orbit. However, in the absence of international treaties requiring launching states to assume responsibility for
the removal of such legacy debris, many of these objects continue to remain in orbit.

This distorted situation, in which those who pollute are not held accountable, has trapped the space de-
bris problem in a vicious cycle characterized by continuous accumulation and unclear responsibility for ex-
isting debris, thereby further constraining the sustainable use of outer space [8].

Conclusions

International cooperation has gradually become an inevitable path of development, and the COVID-19
pandemic has accelerated the evolution of unprecedented changes in the world. The security and legal crisis
in outer space once again shows that the fate of mankind is shared, the interests of all countries are closely
linked, and the world is an inseparable community of destiny. To promote the exploration of outer space, the
international community must unite and cooperate to jointly deal with the crisis test of hidden security risks.
At the same time, the theme of the era of peace and development has not changed, and cooperation to meet
challenges is the only option for the international community. In the era of globalization, it should not be
some people who oppose another part, but all people should benefit everyone.

At the level of the legal system, outer space governance will be advanced through a dual approach of
“global coordination + regional linkage.” On the one hand, the United Nations framework will retain a cen-
tral leading role, while foundational instruments such as the Outer Space Treaty will be supplemented and
revised to address emerging scenarios and provide clear legal support for international cooperation. On the
other hand, regional cooperation will serve as an important complement to global rules [9], as illustrated by
multilateral technical coordination under the Artemis program and the cooperative framework of the Sino-
Russian International Lunar Research Station. The rules and technical standards derived from these initia-
tives will further enhance the global governance system. On this basis, by harmonizing standards to reduce
technical barriers and improving governance efficiency through the use of digital tools, outer space activities
can transition from “disorderly competition” to “cooperative win-win” outcomes, thereby removing regulato-
ry and environmental obstacles to the development of emerging sectors such as space tourism and lunar ba-
ses.
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Fapbimn KbI3MeTiH KYKBIKTBIK peTTey/aeri KayincizaikTi
KaMTaMAachI3 eTyAiH KUbIHABIKTAPbl MEH NMePCNeKTUBAIAPDI

Fapreim keHicTiri opKamaH anam3aTThIH eMip Cypyli MEH JaMybIHBIH MaHBI3[bI JKAIFAchl OOJBIN CaHaIabl
JKOHE FBUIBIMU-TEXHHKAJIBIK MPOTPECC, PecypeTap/bl Maianany *oHe ©PKEHHETTIH XKalFacybl YIIIH YIKEH
MaHpl3Fa ue. KplTaliiblH KilacCHKaiblK MH(OIOTHACHIHAAFB KYIIbI3apaaH 0Oacram exenri Ipek
MHGOJIOTUSCHIHIAFH! IOKXKYJIIBI3AP Typallbl TYCIHIKTEpre ACHiH agamMaap/blH KHsJIbl MEH FapbILITHI 3ep-
TTeyre JereH YMTBUIBICHI MBIHAAFaH >KbUIiap OOWBI TOKTaraH eMmec. Makamaja XajbIKapajblK KYKBIK
meHOepiHae Faphlll KBI3METIH KYKBIKTHIK PeTTey OapBICHIHIA KayilCi3liKTi KaMTaMachl3 eTyIiH Macenenepi
MEH NepCHEeKTUBAJaphl TaIaHFaH. 3epTTeYAiH MaKcaThl — FapbIll KEHICTITIH peTTeyIiH KOJIAHBICTAFbI
KYKBIKTBIK MEXaHH3MJICPIH Taay >KOHE FaphIIl KbI3METIHIH KayilCi3/iriH KaMTaMachl3 eTyre OaliaHbICThI
HeTi3ri Macelenepal aHbIKTay. 3epTTeyle FBUIBIMH ofeOHeTTepl Tanjay >XSQHE CAJBICTBIPMAIIBl Tajgay
opicTepi KONTAHBULABL. 3epTTEy HOTHXKENEPi FaphIIl KbI3METIHIH KOFaM OMIipiHiH opTYpJli calanapblHa, COHBIH
iIIHIEe MEIUIIMHA MEH KOJIIKKE dcep eTeTiHiH, COHAai-aK CHpeK MeTangap MeH 0acka Ia pecypcrapra KOoji
JKETKI3yre MyMKiHIIK OepeTiHiH kepcereni. by o3 keszerinae XKep pecypcTapbiHBIH capKbUTybIHA OaiiylaHbI-
CTBI KBICBIMIBI a3aiiTyFa KOMEKTeCcyl MyMKiH. FappIi KeHICTIriHIH XaabIKapaiblK CHIIATHl a1aM3aTThIH OPTaK
MYAJesIepiH OuTmipeni KoHe agaMaapAblH dJeMAi TaHy MEH e3repTy MYMKiHAiKTepiH keHelTeni. COHbIMEH
KaTap KYKBIKTHIK PETTEy TEXHOJOTHSUIBIK JaMy/AaH apTTa KaJlbll OTHIP XKoHE KoOiHe YITTHIK CHIIaTKa ue, Oyt
Oenrii 0ip MYMKIHAIKTEp MEH KUBIHIBIKTAPb! TYAbIpaabl. KOPBITHIHIBIIAN Kelie, FApbIll KeHICTIMH THIMI
Oackapy XaJbIKapajJblK BIHTBIMAKTACTHIKTH ~KYIIEHTY/Ai, KOJIAAQHBICTaFbl XalbIKApalblK INapTTapAbl
KETUIIIPYIi XKoHE OapibIK MEMJICKETTEp YIIIH KayilCi3diK IMeH FaphIliKa 9AiT KOJDKETIMIUTIKTI KaMTaMachl3
€TETiH JKaHa KYKBIKTHIK TETIKTEP/i 931pJey i Tanam eTei.

Kinm ce30ep: XanpIKapalblK KYKBIK, FAPBII KEHICTIT KYKBIFBI, FAPBIII KEHICTITi, FApBII KbI3METI, FapBIII
KEHICTIT1HJeTi 3aH YCTeMJITi.

V. Li3dacuns, J. baiitykaesa

BbI30BbI 1 epcneKTUBBI 00ecniedeHnsi 0€30MaCHOCTH B IPABOBOM PeryJIHPOBAHUM

KOCMHYECKOM JeATeTbHOCTH

Kocmuueckoe mpoCTpaHCTBO BCETa SIBISUIOCh BAKHBIM MPOJODKEHHEM CYIIIECTBOBAHMS M PA3BUTHS YeJIOBe-
YecTBa U MMeEET OOJIbLIIOE 3HAYCHHUE I HAyYHO-TEXHUYECKOTO MPOrpecca, NCIOIb30BaHUS PECYPCOB M HPO-
JOJDKeHHs [MBHIN3anuy. HaunHas co 3Be3/ B KJIACCHYECKON KMTaHCKOW MHU(OJIOTHH M 3aKaHYMBas Ipeji-
CTaBJICHMSIMU O CO3BE3JMAX B JPEBHErpeuecKoil MU(OIOTUH, (haHTa3HH U CTPEMIICHHE JIIO/Iel K HCCIIeI0Ba-
HHIO KOCMOCa He NMPEKpaIlaiCh Ha TIPOTSHKCHUHU ThICSYENeTHI. B TaHHOM cTaThe aHAM3UPYIOTCS TPOOIeMBbI
U HEPCHCKTUBBI OGCCHC‘IGHI/IS[ 6€3OHaCHOCTI/I B IIPpaBOBOM PEryjvupoBaHUU KOCMHYECKOH JACATCIIBHOCTU B
paMKax MexIyHapoaHoro mpasa. Llenb uccieqoBaHUs 3aKIIOYaeTCs B aHAIM3E CYLIECTBYIOLIMX MPABOBBIX
MEXaHU3MOB PEryjJnpoBaHUs KOCMHUYECKOI'O MPOCTPAHCTBA U BbIABJICHUU KIHOYEBBIX l'lpOGJ'[eM, CBsI3BaAHHBIX C
obecriedeHreM 0e30MacHOCTH KOCMUYECKOH NIeITeNbHOCTH. B nccienoBaHny HCHOIB30BaHbl METO/IbI AHANIH-
3a HAy4HOH JIMTEPATyphl M CPABHUTEIILHOTO aHaiM3a. Pe3yibTaThl HCCIIEI0BaHUS TOKA3bIBAIOT, YTO KOCMHU-
YecKasi IeITeIbHOCTh OKa3bIBACT BIMSHHE Ha pasiM4Hble cepbl )KU3HU OOLIECTBa, BKIIOYAs MEIUIMHY H
TPAHCIIOPT, @ TaKXKe CHOCOOCTBYET JOCTYNY K PEIKHM METaljlaM W JPYTHM pecypcaM, 4TO MOXKET IOMOYb
CHHU3MTP JaBJICHHE, BEI3BAHHOE HCTOICHHEM IPUPOJHBIX PecypcoB 3eMii. MeKIyHapOHBIH XapaKkTep KOoc-
MHYECKOTO MPOCTPAHCTBA OTPAKAET OOLIME MHTEPECHl YEIOBEYECTBA U PACIIMPSET BO3MOXKHOCTH JIOACH B
HO3HAaHUM ¥ IPeoOpa3oBaHUK MUpa. B To ke BpeMs NpaBoBOE PEryIMpOBaHHE OTCTAET OT TEXHOJIOTHYECKOTO
Pa3BUTHS M HOCHUT IIPEUMYIIECTBEHHO HALIMOHAIbHBII XapaKTep, YTO CO3/1aeT OIPEAEIICHHbIE BO3MOXKHOCTH U
BBI30BBL. B 3aKitoueHe MOAYEPKUBACTCS, YTO YIPABICHHE KOCMHUYECKUM HPOCTPAHCTBOM TpeOyeT MexIy-
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HAapOJHOTO COTPYAHHYECTBA, COBEPLICHCTBOBAHMUS CYILIECTBYIOLUIMX MEXIYHApPOAHBIX JOTOBOPOB U paspa-
6GOTKM HOBBIX IIPABOBBIX MEXaHM3MOB, 00ECTICUNBAIOIINX O€30MaCHOCTD U CIIPAaBETUBbIA JOCTYI BCEX rOCYy-

JapCTB K KOCMOCY.

Knrouegvie cnosa: MEXKAYHApOAHOEC MPpaBO, KOCMHUYECKOEC MPaBO, KOCMUYECKOEC IMMPOCTPAHCTBO, KOCMUYECKAsA
JACATCIIbHOCTD, BEPXOBEHCTBO IIpaBa B KOCMHUYECKOM IPOCTPAHCTBE.

Information about the authors

Wu Jia-xin — Doctoral Student at the Department of International Law, Faculty of International Rela-

tions, Al-Farabi Kazakh National University, Almaty, Kazakhstan; e-mail:1459669179@qg.com

Dana Baitukayeva — PhD, Associate Professor of the Department of International Law, Faculty of In-
ternational Relations, Al-Farabi Kazakh National University, Almaty, Kazakhstan; e-mail:

baitukaeva.dana@gmail.com. ORCID Number: 0000-0003-1603-7679, Scopus Author ID: 57211803262

Cepus «[lMpaBo». 2026, 31, 2(122)

35


mailto:1459669179@qq.com
mailto:baitukaeva.dana@gmail.com

