
 

 

 

Summary Report on Regional Survey:  

“Second Level Domains under ccTLDs” 

 

Background and objectives:  The survey was open to ccTLD registries across the global and was 

responded to by organisations from APTLD, CENTR and LACTLD.  The objective of the survey was to map 

the global landscape of Second Level Domains (SLDs) across ccTLDs, establish a baseline understanding 

of governance and management practices across regions, and facilitate knowledge sharing and 

benchmarking among ccTLD registries globally 

Respondents by Org ID: .ae, .at, .au, .bd, .be, .bh, .br, .ca, .ch, .cl, .cz, .dk, .do, .es, .eu, .fr, .ge, .gp, .gt, 
.hk, .id, .il, .jo, .jp, .kg, .kz, .la, .lt, .lu, .mn, .mx, .my, .nl, .no, .nu, .nz, .pa, .pe, .pg, .pt, .py, .ru, .se, .sg, .si, 
.sk, .tw, .ua, .uk, .uy, .vn, .ws  
 
Initiated by: RED.es / CENTR 
Survey Period: Dec 2025 to Feb 2026 
Access: Members of APTLD, CENTR, LACTLD 

 

Definitions: 

This analysis uses the following definitions, as presented to survey respondents.  

Governance describes who sets and manages policy for a given SLD:  

• 'Registry' indicates the registry itself sets and manages policy;  

• 'Delegated' means another entity owns or controls the SLD with the registry providing technical 
services only;  

• 'Shared' means the registry and another entity jointly control the SLD; and  

• 'Registry-reserved' means the namespace is reserved for the registry's internal use.  

Access restrictions describe who may register under an SLD:  

• 'Open' means anyone can register;  

• 'Lightly restricted' requires basic eligibility criteria;  

• 'Highly restricted' limits registration to specific categories with strict checks; and  

• 'Closed' means no registrations are permitted. 
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Executive summary 

• 53 ccTLD registries responded across CENTR, APTLD and LACTLD. Of these, 43 (81%) support second-

level domains, with higher prevalence in Asia-Pacific and Latin America (90%) than in Europe (68%). 

• Most registries operate between five and fifteen SLDs covering standard categories such as 

commercial, education, not-for-profit and government. A small number maintain large geographic 

SLD groupings (notably .no, .vn and .jp). 

• Registry-owned governance is the dominant model globally. The delegated model, where an 

external entity controls the SLD, is primarily a European phenomenon, likely because many registries 

outside Europe are themselves government bodies, making formal delegation unnecessary. 

• Government-designated SLDs are wide-spread, with consistent naming conventions (gov/gob and 

local variants) across all regions. All are highly restricted or closed. 

• Military SLDs are notably more common in Latin America, where five of nine registries operate a 

dedicated mil namespace. 

• A small number of new SLDs have been launched in recent years, with Jordan the most active, 

introducing five in the last two years. 
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Adoption 

This analysis is based on survey responses from 53 ccTLD registries across three regional organisations - 

CENTR (Europe), APTLD (Asia-Pacific) and LACTLD (Latin America and Caribbean). Of these, 43 (81%) 

support second-level domains (SLDs). Adoption is highest in APTLD and LACTLD, where 19 of 21 (90%) 

and 9 of 10 (90%) registries respectively support SLDs, compared to 15 of 22 (68%) in CENTR. 

Scale and structure 

The number of unique SLDs per ccTLD varies enormously, making direct comparisons difficult. Three 

registries stand out for their large geographic SLD groupings: .no operates hundreds of SLDs 

corresponding to Norwegian municipalities and regions, many with parallel Sámi-language IDN 

equivalents; .vn and .jp similarly maintain extensive geographic namespaces. At the other end of the 

scale, several registries operate just one or two SLDs, with .bd, .la, .ws and .sk each having a single SLD. 

The majority of ccTLDs have between five and fifteen SLDs, typically covering categories such as 

commercial, education, not-for-profit and government. 

While most SLDs were established alongside their parent ccTLD and are typically 25 to 35 years old, a 

small number of recent additions stand out. Jordan has been the most active, introducing five new SLDs 

in the last two years (including ai.jo, agri.jo and tv.jo). Vietnam and Brazil have also launched new SLDs 

in the last three years. The Czech Republic launched gov.cz just one year ago, making it the newest 

government-designated SLD in the dataset. 

Governance models 

'Registry-owned' is the most common governance model across all ccTLDs. However, the 'delegated' 

model, in which an external entity controls the SLD with the registry providing technical services, is far 

more prevalent in Europe than in other regions. This is likely explained, at least in part, by the nature of 

the registries themselves: in many Asia-Pacific and Latin American countries, the ccTLD registry is either 

directly operated by a government ministry or a government-mandated agency. In such cases, formal 

delegation of a government SLD to an external authority is unnecessary, since the registry already is the 

relevant authority. A small number of SLDs across all regions use a shared governance model, where the 

registry and an external entity jointly control the space, as is the case with gouv.fr and gov.ua. 

Access restrictions 

Access restrictions (who can register under the SLD) vary considerably across SLD types and registries. 

Government and education SLDs are almost always highly restricted or closed, regardless of which 

registry operates them. Commercial and not-for-profit SLDs are more mixed with some open to general 

registration and others carrying eligibility requirements or that are effectively inactive. More broadly, 

registries with larger and more developed SLDs tend to offer a wider spread of restriction levels, 

reflecting the diversity of namespace purposes they serve. In some cases, registries retain legacy SLDs 

that have never been made available for registration. Under .lt (Lithuania), for example, com.lt, org.lt 

and net.lt were reserved from the outset as a deliberate policy to keep registrations directly under .lt 

rather than divide the namespace across SLDs.  
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Government-designated SLDs 

Government-designated SLDs are near-universal among registries that support SLDs. Based on all 

responses in the survey, 17 of the 53 responding registries do not have a government-designated SLD, 

either because they operate no SLDs at all or because their SLD suite does not include a government 

namespace. 

The naming convention is largely consistent globally; gov and gob are the most common forms, with 

local variants such as gv.at, gouv.fr, govt.nz, go.id, go.jp and gub.uy. All government SLDs are either 

highly restricted or closed. Registry-owned governance is more common for government SLDs outside 

Europe reflecting the tendency for registries in those regions to be government bodies themselves. 

Several registries operate multiple government-designated SLDs, reflecting sector-specific policies: .uk 

(central government, health services and law enforcement), .nz (government, crown research institutes 

and parliament), .il (general government, municipalities and military) and .jp (national and local 

government). .cl and .do each maintain parallel gov and gob SLDs, reflecting a dual naming convention 

rather than sector separation. 

Military SLDs 

Dedicated military SLDs are more prevalent in Latin America than elsewhere in the dataset. Five of the 

nine Latin American and Caribbean registries operate a mil SLD, compared to a smaller number 

scattered across other regions. This pattern may reflect a stronger tradition of explicit military 

namespace separation in Latin American internet infrastructure, though it is worth noting that military 

entities in other countries may simply register under the general government SLD rather than a 

dedicated military namespace. 

 

 ----  

For a full list of SLDs by registry  

CENTR members: https://stats.centr.org/table/second-level-domains  

Non-CENTR members: Please request raw data from your regional organisation 

https://stats.centr.org/table/second-level-domains

