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ABSTRACT

We know and have regulated situations where populations have had to cross national borders to seek safety in nearby countries. It is too dangerous for them to return home, and they need asylum elsewhere. So far, the reasons for displacement have been generated by internal human causes, but the exposure to unexpected extra-terrestrial factors poses a different scenario. 
What would happen if there was an asteroid impact warning? The collision would result in the destruction of the area with devastating consequences. This hypothesis implies a change of paradigm which it will represent a historic precedent.
Correction of asteroid’s orbit is an effective method to prevent its collision with the Earth [1]. A collisional threat context requires to consider two elements: collaboration and uncertainty. This method needs to be implemented from international cooperation (scientists’ network, technological resources, techniques, budget and decision-making process) [2]. Since the exact area affected will not be accurately known beforehand, the traditional state of affairs will change. 
With these prerequisites for analysis, there are multiple possible scenarios: 1) asteroid warning produces a global migration phenomenon to low risk or not affected regions; 2) a successful asteroid deflection (or at least postponed); 3) the asteroid is not completed deflected and it impacts in a third State different from the initially estimated; 4) one of the entities leading the strategy refuses to deflect the asteroid; 5) a State employs a dangerous and questionable technique that could generate greater prejudice [3].
As a result, some legal aspects should be tackled considering geopolitical interests and the multipolar (or non) distribution of the world system: a) to study this hypothesis by the articles of the Outer Space Treaty [4]; b) to assess the need to create a legal framework to regulate this situation; c) to define the action and responsibility of the States [5-6]. 

We put some controversial questions on the table: Which institution will take the decision? Will be the States with technological capabilities or the UN Security Council? An in extremis problem-solving action could be unilateral? Could the saving State ask for compensation? And finally, who would own a completely devastated territory?
These new circumstances must be faced keeping in mind the inequalities between States and protecting the most vulnerable groups. What would happen if a State refuses to welcome people because of political, economic, cultural, religious issues? What would be the international response if a country that is welcomed by another starts a process of colonization? Therefore, from the consolidated figure of refugee [6-7-8-9], we propose a variant of the concept: impact refugee or PHA refugee.
Policymakers and legislators must assume that an Earth-bound asteroid potentially places the entire planet at risk. Their anticipatory actions should be taken from the standpoint of international humanitarian law and with the safest techniques. Particular emphasis should be placed on the development of international normative to protect impact/PHA refugees.
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