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[ Abstract ]

An Empirical Study on the Relation between Nuclear Weapons
and Militarized Interstate Dispute Behaviors#

Song, Yoonjin

This study attempts to empirically analyze whether or not nuclear weapons have had a
significant influence on the behavior of state-actors in the militarized interstate disputes in
the landscape of the international system, where the phenomenon of nuclear taboo has
been operating as an international regime since World War II. Its results show that there
is no significant difference between nuclear state-actors and non-nuclear state-actors in the
distribution of the level of hostility chosen in the interplay of state-actors when a
militarized interstate dispute occurs. In other words, the possession of nuclear weapons
does not seem to influence on the level of hostility chosen by state-actors in the event of
a militarized interstate dispute. On the other hand, there seems to be a significant
correlation between the both hostility-levels that each of initiators and targets selects with
or without their own possession of nuclear weapons. For instance, there is likely to be a
contrasting tendency between initiators and targets in the level of hostility chosen when a
bilateral militarized interstate dispute occurs. In other words, whether or nor they possess
their own nuclear weapons, initiators are more likely to apply military power, while
targets are less likely to apply it. In the meantime, this study also finds that ever since
the advent of the absolute weapons, there has been a year-on-year increase in the number
of bilateral militarized interstate disputes(BMIDs) and the number of escalated BMIDs,
while there has been a year-on-year decrease in the ratio of escalated BMIDs to
deescalated BMIDs. In a sense, it suggests that the dispute match-up between state-actors

may influence how the militarized interstate dispute develops into according to whether or

* This work was supported by the Ministry of Education of the Republic of Korea and the National
Research Foundation of Korea(NRF-2022S1A5B5A17047395).

- 220 -



9719 F7h 7F TAHEAS) Bl o AFH 31 (51

not they possess their own nuclear weapons.

Key Words : Nuclear Weapons, Militarized Interstate Dispute, Correlates of War, Nulclear
Taboo
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