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Introduction 
	The report tends to deal with the market structures which ultimately play a critical role in shaping the economic landscape of a country, influencing pricing, competition, and consumer choices. In accordance with Zimbabwe, various market structures such as monopolies, oligopolies, and competitive markets coexist, each contributing uniquely to the nation’s economic stability and growth (Chipumho, 2011). So, on the basis of that this paper examines these market structures within the context of Zimbabwe, highlighting their economic implications and strategic importance (Mpondi, 2018).
Monopoly 
	In accordance with Zimbabwe, the Zimbabwe Electricity Supply Authority (ZESA) exemplifies a monopolistic market structure within the electricity sector. It is evident from the various studies that it tends to be established under the Electricity Act of 1985, ZESA is a state-owned enterprise responsible for the generation, transmission, and distribution of electricity across the country (Mpondi, 2018). It tends to be based on vertically integrated structure, encompassing subsidiaries like the Zimbabwe Power Company (ZPC) and the Zimbabwe Electricity Transmission and Distribution Company (ZETDC), consolidates its control over the entire electricity supply chain (Nyandoro & Andersson, 2025). 
According to ZESA’s monopolistic status, which tends to be characterized by its exclusive rights to transmit and distribute electricity, effectively eliminating competition in these segments. It also tends to analysed tha the independent power producers (IPPs) exist, they are mandated to sell their generated electricity to ZESA, which then manages its distribution, and this arrangement restricts direct competition and reinforces ZESA's dominant position in the market (Nyandoro & Andersson, 2025). 
It is analysed from previous research that the monopolistic structure was intended to facilitate centralized planning and ensure uniform tariff structures across the nation. One of the major examples tends to contain centralization aimed to promote equitable access to electricity and enable cross-subsidization between different regions and consumer categories (Chipumho, 2011). As per the studies, this monopoly has faced challenges, including aging infrastructure, inadequate maintenance, and financial constraints, leading to frequent power outages and load shedding (ACBF, 2006). 
Based on the monopolistic nature of ZESA has had mixed implications for Zimbabwe and on the basis of that it tends to be allowed for coordinated national electrification efforts and standardized service provision (Mpondi, 2018). In accordance with the lack of competition has been linked to inefficiencies, limited innovation, and reduced responsiveness to consumer needs such as these issues have prompted discussions on the potential benefits of introducing competitive dynamics into the electricity sector to enhance service delivery and operational efficiency.

Oligopoly 
	It is analysed by recent research that the Zimbabwe's telecommunications sector exemplifies an oligopolistic market structure, dominated by three primary mobile network operators (MNOs): Econet Wireless Zimbabwe, NetOne, and Telecel Zimbabwe. According to these firms which collectively control the majority of the market share, creating a competitive yet concentrated industry landscape. 
As per the studies regarding the Econet Wireless Zimbabwe leads the market with a substantial subscriber base, accounting for approximately 72.29% of mobile subscriptions as of late 2024. Based on the NetOne follows with 25.28%, while Telecel Zimbabwe holds a smaller share of 2.43% and this distribution highlights the significant market concentration among these key players, a hallmark of oligopolistic markets. 
Because of various challenges, oligopolistic nature of Zimbabwe's telecom industry is further evidenced by the high barriers to entry, including substantial capital requirements for infrastructure development and regulatory hurdles. So, on the basis of that three dominant MNOs have established extensive network infrastructures, making it challenging for new entrants to compete effectively (Mpondi, 2018). According to the services offered, such as voice calls, data packages, and mobile money platforms—are relatively homogeneous, leading to competition primarily based on pricing strategies and promotional offers. 
It also tends to analysed from the previous studies that the development of this oligopolistic structure can be traced back to the liberalization of Zimbabwe's telecommunications sector in the late 1990s (Mpondi, 2018). Neverthelss, it also tends to comprised of Econet Wireless Zimbabwe commenced operations in 1998 after a protracted legal battle for licensing, marking the beginning of private participation in the industry. According to NetOne, established in 1996, was the country's first cellular network operator and remains state-owned. Telecel Zimbabwe also entered the market in 1998, initially as a joint venture between local investors and foreign partners (Chipumho, 2011). 
In accordance with the oligopolistic structure has yielded both benefits and challenges for Zimbabwe. However, on the other hand, the competition among the three MNOs has driven investments in network expansion and technological advancements, improving service quality and coverage. One of the major examples tends to consist of all three operators who have been involved in upgrading their networks to support 4G and 5G technologies. It tends to illustrate that the limited number of competitors also raises concerns about potential collusion, price fixing, and reduced incentives for innovation. Based on the regulatory oversight by the Postal and Telecommunications Regulatory Authority of Zimbabwe (POTRAZ) is crucial in mitigating these risks and ensuring fair competition.
Competition  
	According to the Zimbabwe's agricultural sector exemplifies a competitive market structure, characterized by numerous smallholder farmers operating independently and these farmers, cultivating small plots of land, produce staple crops such as maize, sorghum, and groundnuts. However, it is evident from the recent studies that the presence of many producers, none of whom can individually influence market prices, aligns with the principles of perfect competition. So, overall, it tends to suggest as ease of entry and exit in farming activities, coupled with the availability of market information, further supports the classification of this sector as competitive.
It is analysed from the previous research that the agriculture has been the backbone of Zimbabwe's economy, providing employment and livelihoods for a significant portion of the population. So, on the basis of that, the sector's competitiveness was bolstered by land reform policies that redistributed land to smallholder farmers, increasing their numbers and diversity and this shift empowered local communities, enhanced food security, and stimulated rural economies (Chipumho, 2011). Nevertheless, it also tends to show that the competitive nature of the sector has encouraged innovation and efficiency among farmers striving to maximize yields and profits.
Conclusion
According to the above analysis which tends to conclude that it is important to understand the different market structures within Zimbabwe provides valuable insights into the country’s economic dynamics. In accordance with the presence of monopolies like ZESA, oligopolies such as the telecommunications sector, and competitive markets like agriculture highlights the diverse nature of Zimbabwe’s economy and this structural diversity plays a critical role in promoting innovation, investment, and economic resilience, while also presenting unique challenges that require careful management to ensure sustainable growth.
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