Abstract

FHITB T 2WEN AT O IE
—x XAV —yavHEEEDONA 7Y vy FEA

MR Z= (BZEEfR 2 F2E4)

FHES T, WEBEORENEEL 2 &, BHFE L IEFRFEOGEROBER L 2 L FOREED
Rt & PIEITRE S NS ERVTRED X — 2 OHIIETIZ -+ TR R 5 5 7k
Wo L L, FPHRMEICY 72 2FETED A, BHR—ALSIND 7 7o —F 2k ) ¢
THR, B, HEFE, &% (DIME) O2TOFREZER TR, (MBI LTE 2HESE
] LW IIED BEEFWIERT 2 2 LI TS 5,
FHIZB I BTHOEEFHNEDO VAV Z 27912k, WEHLTHZ L VB EHK
LRENER H BRI T 2 - OITREN DR & R 2 Ffi A BT 2 B H . WRNLITH
DFBE BT 2 EBW ML IER L CEREZETT2EN. 2 LT HRAEHF LGS
R RERF/MEL, BEICHKEERE T 28 0B ETH 5, ZDODDH LW B HEE
T EROMWEIISECTER L. DIME &K TN 7)) v RIZHAGHLETHEL S 2 L ovEY
TH 2,

In the space domain, traditional capabilities-based deterrence, of which nuclear deterrence is
a typical example, will not provide sufficient deterrent effect due to the characteristics of the
domain, such as the difficulty of attribution and the blurred distinction between military and
non-military activities. However, the goal of deterrence, "preventing aggressive behavior from
occurring,” can be expected to be achieved if three conditions are met: Methods for prevention
and compellence are incorporated; approaches that are not capability-based are interwoven;
and diplomatic, informational, military, and economic (DIME) means are all mobilized.

In order to limit the intensity of behavior in space to a desired level, several efforts are
necessary. One is to manage advanced technologies for space-based capabilities to prevent
their acquisition by possible aggressive actors. Another is to formulate and implement

international norms and rules that regulate aggressive behavior. Another is to minimize the



damage and replenish lost or diminished functions sooner in case such an actor actually
behaves aggressively. The appropriate way for space deterrence is a hybrid application of
various options to control the escalation including but not limited to these efforts, in

coordination across DIME, and in a way which is tailored to the nature of the actor.



