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Introduction

Efe Tokdemir
Bilkent University

Ilker Kalin
CFPPR

The discipline of International Relations (IR) has long been criticized for its West-centric 
orientation, marked by a lack of diversity and a tendency to prioritize research and theoretical 
perspectives originating in the Global North.1 This inherent bias is problematic due to the 
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1  Ole Wæver, “The Sociology of a Not So International Discipline: American and European Developments in International 
Relations,” International Organization 52, no. 4 (1998): 687-727; Amitav Acharya, “Global International Relations (IR) and Regional 
Worlds: A New Agenda for International Studies,” International Studies Quarterly 58, no. 4 (2014): 647-659; Amitav Acharya and 
Barry Buzan, “Why Is There No Non-Western International Relations Theory? Ten Years On,” International Relations of the Asia-
Pacific 17, no. 3 (2017): 341-370; Karen Tucker, “Unraveling Coloniality in International Relations: Knowledge, Relationality, and 
Strategies for Engagement,” International Political Sociology 12, no. 3 (2018): 215-232; Ersel Aydinli and Onur Erpul, “The False 
Promise of Global IR: Exposing the Paradox of Dependent Development,” International Theory 14, no. 3 (2022): 419-459.

Abstract

In this forum article, we examine the state of the field of Peace and 
Conflict Studies in providing a platform to incorporate local knowledge to 
generate global insights. Many scholars in peace and conflict studies have 
traditionally relied on cross-national empirical analyses to investigate 
conflict dynamics, which can present opportunities for increased level 
of collaboration, methodological advancement, and interdisciplinary 
works. Whereas Western-oriented institutions and approaches serve as 
the locomotive of the production in the field, the vast majority of their data 
locates in non-Western contexts with diverse cultural, political, social, 
linguistic, and economic settings. Hence, the overarching theme of this 
forum emphasizes the benefits of an empirically-driven, methodologically 
rigorous research agenda that strongly incorporates local knowledge. 
We offer a platform to discuss the limits and prospects of Global North-
South cooperation, the challenges of gathering dependable data, and 
the ways to overcome these issues while maintaining academic integrity 
and deepening our understanding of conflict dynamics. We believe that 
sustained investment in collaborative partnerships and capacity-building 
initiatives will be critical for unlocking the full potential of local expertise 
and insights in advancing knowledge-production and fostering peace and 
stability in conflict-affected areas.

Keywords: Peace and Conflict Studies, Local Knowledge, Global 
North-South Collaboration, Methodological Advancement
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disconnect between the subjects under investigation and the scholars studying them. Often, 
research on world politics is conducted by scholars geographically distant from the regions 
they examine.2 This does not only limit the quality of the research, but also neglects the 
nuanced perspectives, experiences, and agency of those closely connected to the issues being 
analyzed.3

In this forum, we propose that Peace and Conflict Studies presents an ideal platform to 
explore these dynamics and serves as a channel through which local knowledge can inform 
global insights. While scholars in peace and conflict studies have traditionally relied on cross-
national empirical analyses to investigate conflict dynamics, there is an increasing recognition 
of the need to incorporate local knowledge for a more nuanced understanding.4 Generalizable 
theories are valuable in identifying global patterns and key variables driving conflicts, but 
they often fall short in explaining specific cases or sub-national conflict dynamics. In fact, 
such theories may oversimplify the complex realities on the ground. Without a thorough 
understanding of the local contexts in which conflicts unfold, it is nearly impossible to grasp 
the complicated dynamics involving various local actors, let alone propose viable resolutions.5

As Cyanne E. Loyle and Seden Akcinaroglu highlight later in this forum, much of the 
major research and publications in conflict studies focus on the Global South, albeit with 
disproportionate attention to certain countries. Most of this research, however, is conducted 
in the Global North, with only a small percentage involving collaboration with scholars 
from the Global South. This forum, therefore, calls for the inclusion of local knowledge and 
reliable data through improved Global North-South cooperation.67 We believe that prevalent 

2  Mathis Lohaus and Wiebke Wemheuer-Vogelaar, “Who Publishes Where? Exploring the Geographic Diversity of Global 
IR Journals,” International Studies Review 23, no. 3 (2021): 645-669; Wiebke Wemheuer-Vogelaar, Peter Marcus Kristensen, and 
Mathis Lohaus, “The Global Division of Labor in a Not So Global Discipline,” All Azimuth: A Journal of Foreign Policy and 
Peace 11, no. 1 (2022): 3-27; Pınar Bilgin and Karen Smith, Thinking Globally About World Politics: Beyond Global IR (London: 
Palgrave Macmillan, 2024).

3  Acharya, “Global International Relations (IR) and Regional Worlds,” 647-659; Louise Fawcett, “States and Sovereignty in 
the Middle East: Myths and Realities,” International Affairs 93, no. 4 (2017): 789-807; Kristina Hinds, “Invisible on the Globe But 
Not in the Global: Decolonizing IR Using Small Island Vistas,” Review of International Studies 49, no. 3 (2023): 368-378; Engin 
Sune, “Western-Centric Moments in Homegrown IR Theories: Dependency, Chinese and African Schools,” All Azimuth: A Journal 
of Foreign Policy and Peace 13, no. 1 (2024): 1-22.

4  We recognize that many more studies could be cited in this context, but our aim is to provide a select few examples that 
represent diverse methodologies. The referenced works either highlight the significance of incorporating local knowledge or serve 
as strong examples of its integration through field research and/or collaboration with local partners. See, Jocelyn Viterna, Women 
in War: The Micro-processes of Mobilization in El Salvador (New York: Oxford University Press, 2013); Séverine Autesserre, 
“International Peacebuilding and Local Success: Assumptions and Effectiveness,” International Studies Review 19, no. 1 (2017): 
114-137; Rachel Julian, Berit Bliesemann de Guevara, and Robin Redhead, “From Expert to Experiential Knowledge: Exploring the 
Inclusion of Local Experiences in Understanding Violence in Conflict,” Peacebuilding 7, no. 2 (2019): 210-225; Berit Bliesemann de 
Guevara, Ellen Furnari, and Rachel Julian, “Researching with ‘Local’ Associates: Power, Trust and Data in an Interpretive Project on 
Communities’ Conflict Knowledge in Myanmar,” Civil Wars 22, no. 4 (2020): 427-452; Elin Bjarnegård, Anders Engvall, Srisombop 
Jitpiromsri, and Erik Melander, “Armed Violence and Patriarchal Values: A Survey of Young Men in Thailand and Their Military 
Experiences,” American Political Science Review 117, no. 2 (2023): 439-453; Sebastian Van Baalen, “Civilian Protest in Civil War: 
Insights from Côte d’Ivoire,” American Political Science Review 118, no. 2 (2024): 815-830. 

5  We do not intend to dismiss the relevance or value of mainstream theories. We believe that new approaches should still 
recognize and incorporate the richness, diversity, and relevance of these theories in understanding conflicts. For a more detailed 
discussion, see Nicolas A. Beckmann and Onur Erpul, “Realism’s Timeless Wisdom and Its Relevance for the Global South,” All 
Azimuth: A Journal of Foreign Policy and Peace 13, no. 1 (2024): 1-19.

6  While the terms “Global North” and “Global South” are employed throughout this forum, we recognize the limitations 
and both historical and empirical baggage attached to this dichotomy. These categories, rooted in post-colonial discourse, risk 
reinforcing outdated power hierarchies that position the Global North as dominant and the Global South as subordinate. This binary 
oversimplifies the rich diversity within these regions and the evolving nature of global power relations. However, for the purpose 
of addressing systemic disparities in research, these terms remain a practical, if imperfect, shorthand for highlighting imbalances in 
knowledge production and resource access. 

7  For further discussions on alternative dichotomies, such as core–periphery, West–Global South, West–non-West, and Global 
IR, refer to Audrey Alejandro, “The Narrative of Academic Dominance: How to Overcome Performing the ‘Core-Periphery’ 
Divide,” International Studies Review 19, no. 2 (2017): 300-309; Maiken Gelardi, “Blurring Borders: Investigating the Western/
Global South Identity of Human Security,” Alternatives: Global, Local, Political 45, no. 3 (2020): 143-161; Deepshikha Shahi, 
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questions in the field, such as the causes and consequences of conflicts and potential conflict 
resolution mechanisms, demand a nuanced understanding of local actors and contexts. 
Scholars need to engage with local power dynamics, gender relations, culture, history, and 
civil society to provide deeper insights. 

Here, Tokdemir and Kalin argue that achieving a truly Global IR can be also advanced 
- or at least initiated - through the further development of mid-range theories in Peace and 
Conflict Studies. With the evolving nature of conflicts shifting heavily from interstate to 
intrastate dynamics in the last decades,8 these conflicts are increasingly detached from 
traditional Western frameworks predominantly occurring in non-Global North contexts. To 
effectively understand the root causes of such conflicts and propose sustainable resolution 
mechanisms, the discipline must cultivate a deeper examination and appreciation for local 
experience, insights and observations that emerges organically within these communities.9

Central to this endeavor is establishing genuine collaboration between scholars from the 
Global North and South. We acknowledge, however, that there are significant challenges to 
achieving this cooperation, including language barriers, limited resources, restricted access to 
context, and a lack of well-established network institutions. Despite these obstacles, there are 
promising models and initiatives that demonstrate what is possible when scholars engage in 
meaningful partnerships. Indeed, this very forum is the product of online workshops among 
scholars, some of whom have never met in person. Another notable example is the online 
writing sessions organized by Hintz,10 which was initiated following the 2023 earthquake in 
Turkey and Syria, inviting scholars from the affected regions to join weekly.

The overarching theme of this forum emphasizes the benefits of an empirically-driven, 
methodologically rigorous research agenda that incorporates local knowledge. Through this 
forum, we aim to provide a platform for scholars who recognize existing imbalances and 
problems and want to make a positive impact on the direction of the field via incorporating 
local knowledge and enhancing collaboration opportunities. To this end, we discuss the 
barriers to effective Global North-South cooperation, the challenges of gathering reliable data, 
and the ways to overcome these issues while maintaining academic integrity and deepening 
our understanding of conflicts. Incorporating local knowledge into conflict research enhances 
the accuracy, relevance, and sustainability of conflict resolution strategies. Looking ahead, 
sustained investment in collaborative partnerships and capacity-building initiatives will be 
critical for unlocking the full potential of local knowledge in fostering peace and stability in 
conflict-affected areas. Additionally, these collaborative efforts could enhance reflexivity in 
research, leading to more robust outcomes while reinforcing the epistemological and ethical 
foundations of the discipline.11 In these aspects, authors of this forum critically engage with 

“Global IR Research Programme: From Perplexities to Progressions,” All Azimuth: A Journal of Foreign Policy and Peace 13, no. 
1 (2024): 1-22.

8  Despite the recent interstate conflicts, they constitute only less than 5% of all conflict events; whereas intrastate and 
internationalized intrastate conflicts make up the rest. For more information regarding the overall trends reported in the UCDP 
dataset, please see Shawn Davies, Therése Pettersson, and Magnus Öberg, “Organized Violence 1989–2022, and the Return of 
Conflict Between States,” Journal of Peace Research 60, no. 4 (2023): 691-708.

9  See, for example, Nahla Yassine-Hamdan and Frederic Pearson, Arab Approaches to Conflict Resolution: Mediation, 
Negotiation and Settlement of Political Disputes (New York: Routledge, 2014).

10  Lisel Hintz, “Academic Solidarity in the Wake of Disaster: Blueprint for an Online Writing Support Group,” PS: Political 
Science & Politics 1, no. 8 (2024): 1-8.

11  See, Yong-Soo Eun, “Reflexive Solidarity: Toward a Broadening of What It Means to Be ‘Scientific’ in Global IR Knowledge,” 
All Azimuth: A Journal of Foreign Policy and Peace 11, no. 1 (2022): 107-122; Elin Bjarnegård, Amanda Lanigan, Susanna 
Campbell, Chiara Ruffa, Kristine Eck, and Kai Thaler, “Reflexivity from Theory to Practice: Introduction to the Symposium,” 
Qualitative and Multi-Method Research 22, no. 1 (2024): 6-8.
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the discipline while also offering a self-reflective critique of their own positions within it. 
We hope that our call for the academic community to engage more deeply with these issues 
resonates and inspires action.

In this forum article, the following key questions will guide our discussions: How has 
conflict research evolved in terms of empirical data collection and methodologies? How 
has the digital age and the advent of big data transformed the study of conflict? What are 
the opportunities and limitations of these new data sources? How can local knowledge 
contribute to more contextually relevant and sustainable conflict resolution strategies? What 
challenges arise in incorporating local perspectives, and how can these be addressed? How 
can scholars maintain academic rigor while integrating indigenous perspectives and fostering 
cross-cultural understanding? What successful models of North-South collaboration exist 
in conflict studies, and how can they be expanded? Lastly, what emerging trends and 
methodologies will shape the future of conflict research, and how might they influence our 
understanding of conflicts?

Kathleen G. Cunningham’s essay traces the evolution of conflict research, examining key 
developments in methodologies, data usage, and types of conflict. Cunningham advocates 
for greater cooperation with local partners, noting the growing recognition that large-scale 
analyses benefit from the inclusion of local perspectives.

David B. Carter and Deniz Aksoy follow with a discussion on the challenges of accessing 
local knowledge and data. Their essay explores the tension between theoretical frameworks 
and local realities, advocating for collaboration between scholars, practitioners, and local 
stakeholders. They emphasize the need for interdisciplinary scholarship, methodological 
diversity, and the importance of balancing academic rigor with local insights.

Seden Akcinaroglu and Cyanne E. Loyle continue this discussion by presenting models 
of North-South cooperation, supported by recent data. They highlight the growing trend 
toward collaboration, while stressing that more needs to be done. By fostering partnerships 
with local expertise, expanding institutional networks, and promoting regional centers, the 
field can overcome existing challenges and improve the quality and impact of micro-level 
conflict research.

Finally, Kristian S. Gleditsch offers a forward-looking perspective, examining emerging 
trends and factors likely to shape the future of conflict research. While acknowledging the 
uncertainty of precise predictions, Gleditsch suggests that the participation of scholars from 
the Global South, the growth of data availability, the development of new methods, and 
changes in how research is disseminated will all play a pivotal role in shaping the future of 
the field.

In conclusion, this forum underscores the importance of scholarly cooperation and the 
inclusion of local knowledge in conflict research. Through collaboration, we can advance the 
field, making it more inclusive, relevant, and capable of contributing to a more peaceful and 
secure world. As discussed later in this forum, an ideal approach would involve collaborative 
models where researchers work together on shared research questions, and engage in data 
collection, theory building, and the co-authorship of publications. However, realizing this 
vision requires overcoming persistent structural barriers, such as limited methodological 
pluralism, differing research priorities, and the diverse career incentives that shape academic 
trajectories across regions. Addressing these issues might necessitate a reimagining of the 
norms governing academic publishing, with greater emphasis on supporting methodologically 
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diverse work, providing language assistance, and ensuring open-access dissemination.
We believe that this call for enhanced Global North-South cooperation is timely, given the 

increased flexibility and connectivity offered by the digital age. The proliferation of online 
platforms and social media now enables scholars to connect with potential collaborators 
from around the world more easily than ever. In the post-COVID-19 era, virtual webinars 
and meetings have become a common feature of academic life, democratizing access to 
knowledge for individuals who might not otherwise have had the means to participate. 

We also recognize advances in artificial intelligence, machine learning, and large language 
models are transforming social science research, making data collection and analysis more 
efficient and less costly. This digital revolution offers a unique opportunity to integrate local 
scholars and experts into research processes, ultimately enriching the field of Peace and 
Conflict Studies with more nuanced, context-sensitive insights. In so doing, collaborative 
efforts that prioritize the inclusion of local perspectives will not only elevate the quality of 
research but also promote a more just and equitable approach to knowledge production. By 
bridging the gap between the Global North and South, we can better address the complexities 
of contemporary conflicts and contribute to building a global field of peace and conflict 
studies that reflects diverse experiences and scholarly voices from around the world.

Evolution of Conflict Research: Empirical Data and 
Methodologies

Kathleen Gallagher Cunningham
University of Maryland

Conflict research has evolved significantly over the decades, driven by advances in data 
availability, methodologies, and theoretical frameworks. In this essay, I explore the trajectory 
of this field, highlighting key developments in the study of different types of conflict, data 
sources utilized, and suggesting a way forward through cooperation with local partners.

1. Types of Conflict and Methodological Shifts 
The study of conflict has historically been categorized into various types, each demanding 
distinct analytical approach. Initially, the focus was on interstate wars, such as the conflicts 
between Ukraine and Russia, which spurred inquiries into the triggers and dynamics of such 
large-scale confrontations.12 Over time, this evolved into quantitative studies that sought to 
identify patterns and predictors of conflict onset.

Concurrently, civil wars and inter-group violence within states garnered attention, 
revealing complexities in conflict dynamics often overlooked in interstate analyses.13 

Kathleen Gallagher Cunningham, Professor, Department of Government and Politics University of Maryland,  0000-0002-
7495-5972, E-mail:kgcunnin@umd.edu

12  Bruce Russett, Christopher Layne, David E. Shapiro, and Michael Doyle, “The Democratic Peace,” International Security 
19, no. 4 (1995): 164-184; Kenneth Waltz, Man, the State, and War (New York: Columbia University Press, 1959); John A. Vasquez 
and Brandon Valeriano, “Classification of Interstate Wars,” The Journal of Politics 72, no. 2 (2010): 292-309.

13  Barbara F. Walter, “The Critical Barrier to Civil War Settlement,” International Organization 51, no. 3 (1997): 335-364; 
David E. Cunningham, Barriers to Peace in Civil War (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2014); Marie Olson Lounsbery and 
Frederic Pearson, Civil Wars: Internal Struggles, Global Consequences (Toronto: University of Toronto Press, 2009); Fotini Christia, 
Alliance Formation in Civil Wars (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2012).
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Comparative politics contributed significantly here, offering insights into intercommunal 
tensions and the empirical study of violence, including one-sided violence in which civilian 
populations are targeted by state and non-state actors alike.14

Terrorism emerged as a specialized area within conflict studies, with a particular 
emphasis on tactics like suicide attacks.15 This subfield underscores the specificity of violent 
tactics and their implications for broader conflict dynamics. Moreover, recent scholarship 
has emphasized the integration of violence with non-violent tactics employed by actors, 
revealing nuanced strategies in conflict settings.16

1.1. Shifting units of analysis
The evolution of conflict research also saw shifts in the unit of analysis, moving beyond 
traditional state-centric approaches. Early studies focused on international systems theories, 
examining systemic conditions conducive to conflict. This evolved into monadic and dyadic 
analyses, which explored the predispositions of individual states and pairs of states towards 
conflict, respectively.17 The democratic peace literature, for instance, epitomizes this shift 
towards understanding patterns in interstate relations.

With the rise of civil war studies, there was a recognition of the interdependence between 
states and the strategic environments that influence conflict dynamics.18 This led to a broader 
exploration of regional dynamics and contagion effects across borders. Subsequently, there 
was a disaggregation of analysis levels, incorporating triadic approaches that included foreign 
states and international organizations influencing conflict dynamics.19

Further disaggregation occurred with the advent of events data and geocoded analyses. 
Events data, such as those from the Armed Conflict Location and Event Data (ACLED) and 
Social Conflict Analysis Data (SCAD) projects, provided fine-grained insights into specific 
conflict incidents, offering a more detailed understanding of conflict dynamics compared to 
traditional dyadic studies. Geocoded data enhanced this by mapping conflict events spatially, 
elucidating geographical patterns and their impact on conflict trajectories.20

14  Donald L. Horowitz, Ethnic Groups in Conflict, Updated Edition with a New Preface (California: University of California 
Press, 2000); Jóhanna Kristín Birnir, Ethnicity and Electoral Politics (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2006).

15  Eli Berman and David Laitin, Hard Targets: Theory and Evidence on Suicide Attacks, NBER Working Paper No. w11740 
(November 2005), available at SSRN: https://ssrn.com/abstract=842475; Mia Bloom, Dying to Kill: The Allure of Suicide Terror 
(New York: Columbia University Press, 2005).

16  Kathleen Gallagher Cunningham, Marianne Dahl, and Anne Frugé, “Strategies of Resistance: Diversification and Diffusion,” 
American Journal of Political Science 61, no. 3 (2017): 591-605; Marina G. Petrova, “What Matters is Who Supports You: Diaspora 
and Foreign States as External Supporters and Militants’ Adoption of Nonviolence,” Journal of Conflict Resolution 63, no. 9 (2019): 
2155–2179; Kathleen Gallagher Cunningham, Marianne Dahl, and Anne Frugé, “Introducing the Strategies of Resistance Data 
Project,” Journal of Peace Research 57, no. 3 (2020): 482-491; Kristian Skrede Gleditsch, Marianne Dahl, Scott Gates, and Belen 
Gonzalez, “Accounting for Numbers: Group Characteristics and the Choice of Violent and Nonviolent Tactics,” The Economics of 
Peace and Security Journal 16, no. 1 (2021): 1-22.

17  Stephen L. Quackenbush and Michael Rudy, “Evaluating the Monadic Democratic Peace,” Conflict Management and Peace 
Science 26, no. 3 (2009): 268-285; David L. Rousseau, Christopher Gelpi, Dan Reiter, and Paul K. Huth, “Assessing the Dyadic 
Nature of the Democratic Peace, 1918–88,” American Political Science Review 90, no. 3 (1996): 512-533.

18  Barbara F. Walter, “Building Reputation: Why Governments Fight Some Separatists but Not Others,” American Journal of 
Political Science 50, no. 2 (2006): 313-330.

19  Kristian Skrede Gleditsch, “Transnational Dimensions of Civil War,” Journal of Peace Research 44, no. 3 (2007): 293-309; 
Erin Jenne, “A Bargaining Theory of Minority Demands: Explaining the Dog That Did Not Bite in 1990s Yugoslavia,” International 
Studies Quarterly 48, no. 4 (2004): 729-754; Halvard Buhaug and Kristian Skrede Gleditsch, “Contagion or Confusion? Why 
Conflicts Cluster in Space,” International Studies Quarterly 52, no. 2 (2008): 215-233; Zeev Maoz and Belgin San-Akca, “Rivalry 
and State Support of Non-state Armed Groups (NAGs), 1946–2001,” International Studies Quarterly 56, no. 4 (2012): 720-734; 
Jaime A Jackson, Belgin San-Akca, and Zeev Maoz, “International Support Networks and the Calculus of Uprising,” Journal of 
Peace Research 57, no. 5 (2020): 632-647; Ilker Kalin, Marie Olson Lounsbery, and Frederic Pearson, “Major Power Politics and 
Non-violent Resistance Movements,” Conflict Management and Peace Science 39, no. 3 (2022): 241-265.

20  Kristine Eck, “In Data We Trust? A Comparison of UCDP GED and ACLED Conflict Events Datasets,” Cooperation and 
Conflict 47, no. 1 (2012): 124-141.
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1.2. Diverse outcomes studied in intrastate conflict
Quantitative studies of conflict have traditionally focused on several key outcomes: onset, 
duration, termination, and recurrence. These outcomes reflect varying dimensions of conflict 
dynamics, from understanding when and how conflicts start to predicting their future 
occurrences. Onset studies initially centered on identifying conditions predisposing countries 
to civil war, later expanding to include the identification of potential conflict disputes.21 
Termination studies have explored diverse outcomes, such as victory, negotiated settlement, 
or gradual cessation of hostilities, highlighting the multifaceted nature of conflict resolution.22

Intensity, often measured by the number of battle deaths, remains a critical metric in 
conflict research, though debates persist regarding its interpretation in light of healthcare 
disparities and changing perceptions of violence over time.23 Recurrence studies, meanwhile, 
delve into the factors influencing the re-emergence of conflicts post-ceasefire, highlighting 
ongoing challenges in achieving sustainable peace.24

1.3. Methodological approaches
Methodologically, conflict research has embraced diverse approaches to data analysis. Early 
quantitative studies heavily relied on regression analysis and time-series cross-sectional data 
to identify patterns in conflict dynamics.25 Duration analysis has been crucial in understanding 
how conflicts evolve over time, offering insights into their temporal dimensions.26

Network analysis has gained prominence for its ability to capture complex relationships 
between actors in conflict systems, uncovering patterns of interaction and influence.27 Survey 
experiments have complemented observational data by providing insights into individual 
decision-making and behavior in conflict settings, validating theoretical assumptions with 
experimental evidence.28

Emerging approaches, such as those rooted in machine learning and Artificial Intelligence 
(AI), represent a paradigm shift towards inductive analysis in conflict research. These methods 
leverage large datasets to uncover patterns and predict outcomes, offering new avenues for 
understanding complex conflict dynamics beyond traditional hypothesis-driven approaches.

2. Data Sources in Conflict Research
The field of conflict research has been significantly transformed by advancements in data 
acquisition and analysis methodologies. This section explores the evolution of data sources 
utilized in conflict studies, ranging from traditional news archives to contemporary social 
media and crowdsource platforms.

21  Kathleen Gallagher Cunningham, “Actor Fragmentation and Civil War Bargaining: How Internal Divisions Generate Civil 
Conflict,” American Journal of Political Science 57, no. 3 (2013): 659-672.

22  Efe Tokdemir and Seden Akcinaroglu, “State and Non-State Actors in World Politics,” in Handbook of Research Methods in 
International Relations, eds. R. Joseph Huddleston et al. (Cheltenham: Edward Elgar Publishing, 2022), 167-182.

23  Tanisha M. Fazal, “Life and Limb: New Estimates of Casualty Aversion in the United States,” International Studies Quarterly 
65, no. 1 (2021): 160-172.

24  J. Michael Quinn, T. David Mason, and Mehmet Gurses, “Sustaining the Peace: Determinants of Civil War Recurrence,” 
International Interactions 33, no. 2 (2007): 167-193.

25  James D. Fearon and David D. Laitin, “Ethnicity, Insurgency, and Civil War,” American Political Science Review 97, no. 1 
(2003): 75-90.

26  David E. Cunningham, “Veto Players and Civil War Duration,” American Journal of Political Science 50, no. 4 (2006): 
875-892.

27  Emily Kalah Gade, Mohammed M. Hafez, and Michael Gabbay, “Fratricide in Rebel Movements: A Network Analysis of 
Syrian Militant Infighting,” Journal of Peace Research 56, no. 3 (2019): 321-335.

28  Jason Lyall, Graeme Blair, and Kosuke Imai, “Explaining Support for Combatants During Wartime: A Survey Experiment in 
Afghanistan,” American Political Science Review 107, no. 4 (2013): 679-705.
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2.1. Traditional news sources
Historically, researchers have heavily relied on publicly available news sources for gathering 
data on conflict dynamics. Platforms like Factiva and Nexis Uni have served as repositories 
of aggregated news articles, providing insights into events, actors, and sentiments related to 
conflicts globally. These sources are particularly valuable for capturing mainstream media 
narratives and public discourse surrounding conflicts.

However, the use of traditional news sources comes with inherent challenges and biases. 
News coverage tends to prioritize certain events and perspectives over others, influenced by 
factors such as media attention and editorial decisions. Thus, while valuable, data sourced 
from news archives may not always present a comprehensive or unbiased view of conflict 
dynamics, necessitating careful interpretation and validation.

2.2. Social Media Data
In recent years, the proliferation of social media platforms has opened new avenues for 
studying conflicts. Platforms like Twitter have been leveraged for sentiment analysis, 
providing real-time insights into public attitudes and reactions towards conflict events and 
actors. Researchers analyze user-generated content to gauge public opinion, track the spread 
of information, and identify emerging trends.29

Despite its potential, social media data poses significant challenges. Access to 
comprehensive datasets is often gated, requiring specialized tools and permissions for 
effective analysis. Moreover, the authenticity and representativeness of social media content 
remain contentious, as user behavior and content generation can be influenced by algorithms, 
bots, and varying cultural norms across regions.

2.3. Crowdsource Data
Crowdsource platforms have emerged as another source of real-time data on conflict 
dynamics. Projects like crowd counting and localized reporting initiatives in conflict zones, 
such as in Ukraine, provide granular insights into events and trends on the ground.30 These 
initiatives offer researchers opportunities to access firsthand information and validate broader 
analyses derived from traditional sources.

However, crowdsource data also comes with unique challenges. Quality control and 
verification of information are critical issues, as data accuracy and reliability can vary 
significantly based on contributors’ perspectives and methodologies. Despite these challenges, 
crowdsource data supplements traditional sources by offering timely and contextually rich 
information directly from conflict-affected areas.

2.4. Forward thinking: Innovations in data generation
Looking ahead, the future of conflict research is poised to embrace technological 
advancements and innovative methodologies for data generation and analysis. AI, and 
resources like ChatGPT present a promising frontier in automating data extraction and 

29  Anita R. Gohdes and Zachary C. Steinert‐Threlkeld, “Civilian Behavior on Social Media During Civil War,” American 
Journal of Political Science (2024): 1-16.

30  Vera Bergengruen, “How Ukraine Is Crowdsourcing Digital Evidence of War Crimes,” TIME, April 18, 2022, accessed 
date September 20, 2024. https://time.com/6166781/ukraine-crowdsourcing-war-crimes/; “Ukraine Relief: Two Years into the War, 
Response Continues,” Direct Relief, February 2024, September, 2024 https://www.directrelief.org/2024/02/ukraine-relief-two-years-
into-the-war-response-continues/.
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analysis from vast document repositories, such as news archives and policy reports. While 
AI can enhance efficiency in data processing, its integration requires careful calibration and 
validation against human-coded datasets to ensure accuracy and reliability.31

Moreover, addressing inherent biases in data collection remains a critical priority. 
Researchers are increasingly challenged to confront biases stemming from media coverage 
preferences, centralized news production, and the diminishing granularity of localized 
reporting. Innovative modeling techniques and interdisciplinary approaches hold promise 
in mitigating these challenges while preserving the integrity and richness of data used in 
conflict studies.

Furthermore, the growing recognition of civilian agency in conflict settings underscores 
a paradigm shift towards understanding complex interactions between civilians and violent 
actors. Scholars such as Michael Rubin, Oliver Kaplan, and Cassy Dorff are pioneering 
efforts to incorporate civilian perspectives into conflict analyses, illuminating their roles in 
shaping conflict processes and outcomes.32

As conflict research continues to evolve, the integration of diverse data sources and 
methodologies will be crucial in deepening our understanding of conflict dynamics 
and informing effective policy interventions. Embracing technological innovations and 
interdisciplinary collaborations promises to enrich the field, offering new insights into the 
complexities of modern conflicts and their broader societal impacts.

3. Supporting Innovative Data Projects in Conflict Studies
The landscape of conflict research is enriched by established data projects such as the 
Uppsala Conflict Data Project, Ethnic-Power Relations, ACLED, Correlates of War, and 
the Polity Data Set. These repositories provide invaluable resources for understanding broad 
trends and patterns in conflict dynamics globally. However, the evolving nature of scholarly 
inquiry demands new approaches and data sources that can address nuanced, understudied 
aspects of conflicts.

While large, institutionally supported data projects offer comprehensive coverage, 
they may not always align with the specific needs of cutting-edge research questions and 
theoretical frameworks. Many contemporary studies in conflict research require data that are 
not readily available in off-the-shelf databases. These include detailed analyses of micro-level 
dynamics, localized events, or specific temporal and spatial contexts that may be overlooked 
in broader datasets.

To bridge this gap, there is a growing need to support smaller-scale, data-driven projects 
that are tailored to address emerging questions in conflict studies. These projects focus on 
generating new datasets that capture unique dimensions of conflicts, whether it is through 
intensive fieldwork, targeted surveys, or innovative data collection methods. They contribute 
by enriching the diversity of available data sources and enabling researchers to explore novel 
hypotheses and theories.

31  Henry David Overos, Roman Hlatky, Ojashwi Pathak, Harriet Goers, Jordan Gouws-Dewar, Katy Smith, Keith Padraic 
Chew, Jóhanna K. Birnir, and Amy H. Liu, “Coding with the Machines: Machine-Assisted Coding of Rare Event Data,” PNAS Nexus 
3, no. 5 (2024): 1-11.

32  Michael A. Rubin, “Rebel Territorial Control and Civilian Collective Action in Civil War: Evidence from the Communist 
Insurgency in the Philippines,” Journal of Conflict Resolution 64, no. 2-3 (2020): 459-489; Oliver Kaplan, Resisting War: How 
Communities Protect Themselves (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2017); Cassy Dorff, “Violent and Nonviolent Resistance 
in Contexts of Prolonged Crisis: The Civilian Perspective,” Journal of Global Security Studies 4, no. 2 (2019): 286-291.
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4. Advancing the Field Through Collaboration 
Encouraging collaboration between researchers, institutions, and funding bodies is essential 
to nurture these innovative data projects. By fostering partnerships, sharing methodologies, 
and promoting open data practices, the field can collectively advance towards more 
comprehensive and nuanced understandings of conflict dynamics.

In contemporary conflict studies, there is a growing recognition among scholars that 
large-scale analyses often require a nuanced understanding grounded in local contexts. 
This acknowledgment underscores the importance of complementing extensive data-driven 
approaches with insights derived from direct engagement and collaboration with local 
communities.

One critical observation is that many of the assumptions driving large-scale data projects 
originate from perspectives primarily situated in the Global North or Western contexts. This 
geographical bias can influence the selection of data points, the framing of research questions, 
and the interpretation of findings. To mitigate these biases, some researchers have adopted 
strategies such as conducting focus groups or engaging in dialogue with local stakeholders. 
These efforts aim not only to validate data collected but also to ensure that the research 
reflects diverse perspectives and priorities.        

Collaboration with local scholars and institutions is increasingly emphasized as essential 
for producing robust and contextually grounded research. Granting agencies in some 
contexts now require such partnerships, recognizing the value of integrating local expertise 
and perspectives into scholarly inquiry. By fostering these collaborations, researchers can 
enhance the relevance and applicability of their studies, bridging the gap between academic 
insights and the realities on the ground.

The challenge of linguistic and cultural translation in data collection is also highlighted, 
particularly concerning the accuracy and nuances lost in translated sources. This issue 
underscores the necessity for meticulous validation and cross-referencing of information 
across multiple sources to ensure data integrity and reliability.

Advances in technology, especially virtual platforms like Zoom, have facilitated global 
collaboration and knowledge exchange among researchers. This technological enhancement 
enables interdisciplinary teams to spread across different countries to collaborate effectively, 
leveraging diverse resources and perspectives.

Institutional bodies like the International Studies Association are increasingly prioritizing 
international collaboration and inclusivity in their strategic planning. However, fostering 
stronger ties between universities and promoting networks that facilitate professional 
development and collaboration remain crucial for junior scholars navigating the complexities 
of global research networks.

5. Conclusion
The evolution of conflict research has been characterized by a progressive diversification of 
types studied, shifts in units of analysis, exploration of diverse outcomes, and methodological 
advancements. These developments not only deepen our understanding of conflict dynamics 
but also underscore the interdisciplinary nature of contemporary conflict studies, drawing 
insights from political science, sociology, geography, and beyond. 

As conflict research continues to evolve, the integration of diverse data sources and 
methodologies will be crucial in deepening our understanding of conflict dynamics 
and informing effective policy interventions. Embracing technological innovations and 
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interdisciplinary collaborations promises to enrich the field, offering new insights into the 
complexities of modern conflicts and their broader societal impacts.

While existing large-scale data projects remain indispensable in providing foundational 
insights into global conflict patterns, the future of conflict research lies in supporting and 
amplifying smaller, innovative data-driven initiatives. These projects not only address 
current gaps in data availability but also catalyze advancements in theoretical frameworks 
and methodological approaches. By embracing diversity in data sources and methodologies, 
the field can better respond to complex challenges and contribute meaningfully to conflict 
prevention, resolution, and peacebuilding efforts worldwide. To achieve this, the integration 
of local knowledge and collaborative partnerships holds immense potential. By embracing 
diverse perspectives and methodologies, researchers can enhance the depth and applicability 
of their findings, contributing to more comprehensive understandings of conflict dynamics 
and fostering meaningful impacts in global peace and security studies.

Challenges in Accessing Local Knowledge and Data

Deniz Aksoy & David B. Carter
Washington University in Saint Louis

Among both academics and policymakers, figuring out how to better use local knowledge 
to develop conflict resolution strategies is a critical area of inquiry. This essay delves into 
the interplay between general theoretical frameworks and local knowledge, with the aim of 
enhancing our understanding of how local knowledge can enrich the theory and practice of 
conflict resolution.

Debates often center around tensions between theory and evidence from cross-national 
empirical studies and fine-grained details about specific armed conflicts and the localities 
where they occur. Scholars, particularly in the peace science tradition, have historically relied 
on cross-national quantitative analyses to analyze conflict dynamics across different contexts.33 
This approach has yielded valuable insights into the correlates of political violence, civil war, 
and militarized interstate disputes, offering theoretical frameworks and empirical regularities 
that provide guidance to both scholars and policy-makers around the world.

However, general conflict theories may sometimes obscure or oversimplify the complex 
realities on the ground. This limitation can arise because theories necessarily must abstract 
away from details specific to a particular conflict. The example of Elinor Ostrom’s work on 
collective action provides a poignant illustration: while the tragedy of the common’s theory 
posited a universal problem of resource mismanagement, Ostrom’s empirical investigations 
among indigenous communities in Nepal revealed locally evolved solutions that defied the 
logic of the canonical theory.34 This case underscores the potential for local knowledge to 
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challenge and refine existing theoretical frameworks, thereby offering more contextually 
relevant insights into conflict dynamics.

The integration of local knowledge into conflict research and conflict resolution practices 
is important for several reasons. First, local actors, including NGOs, community leaders, 
and grassroots organizations, possess firsthand insights into the socio-political landscapes 
within which conflicts unfold. These insights emerge from years of local engagement and 
experience with local power dynamics, historical grievances, and cultural practices that can 
shape conflict behaviors and outcomes. By drawing on such knowledge, practitioners and 
researchers can develop more targeted and effective interventions that resonate with local 
communities, thereby enhancing the sustainability and legitimacy of conflict resolution 
efforts.

Moreover, local knowledge fosters a deeper appreciation for local conflict resolution 
mechanisms that have developed organically within communities. These mechanisms often 
emphasize reconciliation, consensus-building, and adaptive governance structures that align 
with local values and norms. Integrating these practices into broader peacebuilding strategies 
not only enhances their cultural appropriateness but can also better foster community trust 
and ownership over the process, which can be essential for long-term peace and stability.

Despite its evident benefits, integrating local knowledge into conflict research and conflict 
resolution frameworks presents several challenges. One significant challenge is the potential 
for bias introduced by general theoretical perspectives or preconceived notions about 
conflict dynamics. As noted by Robert Jervis in his pathbreaking work on perception and 
misperception, researchers may inadvertently prioritize theoretical coherence over empirical 
ambiguity, thereby overlooking critical insights that deviate from established paradigms.35 
Overcoming this bias requires a conscious effort to engage deeply with local narratives, 
actively listening to diverse perspectives, and remaining open to revising theoretical 
frameworks in light of empirical realities.

Furthermore, the process of integrating local knowledge demands a collaborative 
approach that bridges disciplinary boundaries and fosters partnerships between academic 
researchers, practitioners, and local stakeholders. Such collaborations not only enhance 
the credibility and relevance of research outcomes but also contribute to capacity-building 
initiatives within local communities, empowering them to actively participate in shaping 
their own peacebuilding processes.

1. Harnessing Local Knowledge for Effective Conflict Resolution Strategies
In contemporary conflict resolution scholarship and practice, the role of local knowledge 
provided by NGOs and local experts is recognized as important to understanding and 
addressing conflict.36

Local NGOs and experts possess a unique advantage: proximity and direct access to 
on the ground conflict realities. Unlike more distant observers, they are immersed in the 
local context, interacting daily with government officials, community leaders, and various 
stakeholders involved in or affected by conflicts. This close engagement enables them to 
closely monitor policies and actions taken by conflicting parties. For instance, initiatives 

University Press, 1990).
35  Robert Jervis, Perception and Misperception in International Politics (Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 1976).
36  Autesserre, “International Peacebuilding,” 114-137.
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such as inter-ethnic collaborative educational environments or vocational training programs 
are ones that local experts can firsthand observe and evaluate their potential impact on 
conflict dynamics.

Moreover, local knowledge facilitates rigorous research and evaluation efforts that are 
crucial for effective conflict resolution. Local experts can initiate and oversee program 
evaluation projects to assess the effectiveness of government policies or international 
interventions aimed at conflict prevention and resolution. This capability is exemplified by 
initiatives like the Evidence in Governance and Politics (EGAP) network, which collaborates 
with local NGOs globally to evaluate the effectiveness of peacekeeping operations or election 
observer missions’ impact on election violence. Such collaborations not only leverage local 
expertise but also integrate it with global academic research, enhancing the robustness and 
applicability of findings.

The synergy between local knowledge and global research expertise is essential for 
bridging the gap between theoretical frameworks and empirical realities. While general 
theories offer broad insights into conflict dynamics, they can overlook nuances specific 
to local contexts. Local knowledge, on the other hand, provides nuanced understanding 
grounded in local histories, cultures, and socio-political dynamics. Such understanding is 
crucial for developing conflict resolution strategies that are culturally sensitive, contextually 
appropriate, and sustainable over the long term.

2. Challenges and Opportunities
Despite its advantages, integrating local knowledge into broader conflict research presents 
challenges. These include logistical difficulties in data collection, and the need for capacity-
building among local stakeholders to ensure their meaningful participation in research and 
policy-making processes. Overcoming these challenges requires collaborative efforts that 
prioritize mutual respect, trust-building, and shared learning between local practitioners and 
global researchers.

In the realm of conflict studies, researchers often encounter significant challenges in 
accessing and effectively incorporating local knowledge. Below we point out some of these 
challenges and discuss potential strategies for mitigating them.

2.1. Language barriers
One of the foremost hurdles that researchers face is language proficiency. Understanding local 
contexts often requires fluency in the native language, which facilitates accessing archival 
materials, conducting interviews, and engaging with local experts. For example, in Turkey, 
local knowledge is primarily documented in Turkish, and researchers without proficiency in 
the language struggle to access local perspectives and insights crucial for a comprehensive 
understanding of the context. To address this, institutions and researchers need to invest in 
language training programs or collaborate with bilingual scholars. 

2.2. Limited resources and time constraints
Another significant obstacle is the scarcity of resources, both financial and temporal. 
Research projects that require immersion in local context demand substantial travel funds for 
transportation, accommodation, and other fieldwork expenses. Moreover, time constraints 
due to other academic responsibilities such as teaching and administrative duties further 
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restrict researchers’ ability to dedicate extended periods to fieldwork. Addressing these 
challenges necessitates access to grants specifically tailored for fieldwork in conflict-affected 
regions, and institutional support that accommodates flexible academic schedules conducive 
to intensive field research.

2.3. Access restrictions to archives
Government restrictions on accessing sensitive archival materials present another important 
barrier to obtaining local knowledge, particularly in countries grappling with or emerging 
from conflict. These governmental restrictions limit researchers’ abilities to explore historical 
contexts and understand long-term dynamics. Overcoming this challenge requires advocacy 
for transparent archival policies and collaborative efforts between international researchers 
and local institutions to navigate bureaucratic hurdles.

2.4. Establishing collaborative networks and partnerships
Effective integration of local knowledge is easier with robust collaborative networks with 
local NGOs, government agencies, and academic institutions. For researchers outside the 
local context, building such networks can be difficult. However, international conferences 
and interdisciplinary projects can serve as crucial platforms for fostering collaborative 
networks. For example, an interdisciplinary project on Trust and Public Health at Washington 
University in St. Louis has facilitated connections among scholars in political science, 
sociology, public health, medicine, and statistics, also leading to connections to scholars in 
Nigeria that otherwise would not have been made.37

Moving forward, enhancing access to local knowledge requires following more inclusive 
and collaborative research practices. This entails broadening the scope of research teams 
to include diverse perspectives and expertise from both global and local scholars. Such 
collaborative efforts not only enrich data collection and analysis but also ensure that research 
findings resonate with and address the specific needs of local communities affected by 
conflict.

3. Balancing Local Perspectives with Academic Rigor in Conflict Studies
In the field of conflict studies, integrating local perspectives while maintaining academic 
rigor presents a challenge and an opportunity. Here we examine some strategies to strike 
a balance between incorporating local knowledge and upholding scholarly standards. We 
emphasize the importance of engaging in interdisciplinary research and employing diverse 
research methodologies.

Engaging in interdisciplinary research can be one effective strategy to enrich academic 
research with local knowledge. While political science provides valuable frameworks for 
understanding conflicts, incorporating insights from disciplines such as anthropology, 
sociology, psychology, economics, and history enhances contextual understanding. 
These disciplines often employ qualitative methods that offer detailed insights into local 
contexts. For instance, anthropological studies, such as Jocelyn Viterna’s work on women’s 
participation in armed movements in El Salvador, provide in-depth, qualitative analyses that 
enrich political science research with contextual details and local narratives.38

37  This is an ongoing project: https://transdisciplinaryfutures.wustl.edu/trust-and-public-health. 
38  Viterna, Women in War, 2013.
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Embracing diverse methodological approaches beyond disciplinary boundaries is also 
important. While we have mostly relied on quantitative methods in our research, interaction 
with qualitative work and scholars can yield new insights for all involved. Qualitative studies 
offer depth and nuance, while quantitative studies uncover systematic patterns. These two 
complementary approaches can together generate richer and more comprehensive empirical 
findings that take local insights seriously while retaining rigor and generalizability.

Accessing local knowledge often entails engaging with literature and sources authored by 
local experts and scholars. Many important works and critical insights about specific regions 
or conflicts are published in local languages, highlighting the importance of translation 
efforts and collaboration with bilingual scholars. By reading local authors and following 
regional news sources, researchers gain access to local perspectives.

While interdisciplinary and methodologically diverse approaches offer promise, 
researchers face challenges such as language barriers, limited availability of local literature 
in international languages, and access to sensitive archival materials. Overcoming these 
challenges requires institutional support for language training, collaborative partnerships 
with local institutions, and advocacy for open access to archival resources.

4. Leveraging Social Media and Online Sources in Conflict Studies: Opportunities and 
Challenges
In the digital age, the proliferation of social media and online sources has revolutionized 
data collection in conflict studies. The advent of Web 2.0 has ushered in unprecedented 
opportunities for researchers in conflict studies. Social media platforms such as Twitter, 
Facebook, and others provide vast quantities of real-time data. Researchers can analyze 
armed actors’ behaviors, government responses, legislative discourse, and public sentiment 
with unprecedented granularity. This accessibility was inconceivable before the digital era, 
offering insights into propaganda dissemination, citizen engagement, and societal responses.

Technological advances also enable the automated scraping and coding of data from 
diverse online sources beyond social media. Official government statements, legislative 
speeches, and insurgent group websites now serve as valuable repositories of data that can be 
swiftly converted into analyzable formats. Moreover, the digitization of historical archives, 
from old civil service exams to ancient maps, expand the temporal scope of research, 
providing historical context through previously inaccessible digital resources.

However, alongside these opportunities, significant challenges persist. Authenticity 
remains a primary concern in data sourced from online platforms. The prevalence of bots 
and anonymous users complicates the distinction between genuine human interactions and 
automated or manipulated content. Moreover, the digital realm often diverges from real-
world behaviors, raising questions about the representativeness and validity of online data in 
reflecting offline realities.

The sheer volume of data available poses another challenge. Researchers confront 
the daunting task of sifting through vast datasets to identify relevant information while 
determining what to discard or prioritize. This process demands robust analytical frameworks 
to extract meaningful insights amidst the noise of irrelevant or misleading data.

Triangulating data sources can help to mitigate these challenges. Traditional data 
collection methods, rooted in established research methodologies, offer complementary 
insights that can help validate findings based on online sources. By triangulating data from 
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both digital and traditional sources, researchers can enhance the robustness and reliability of 
their findings. 

5. Conclusion
To develop contextually relevant conflict resolution strategies necessitates a balanced 
integration of general theoretical frameworks with detailed local knowledge. While cross-
national research offers valuable insights into global trends and patterns, local knowledge can 
enrich our understanding by contextualizing these insights within specific conflict settings. 

The integration of local knowledge into conflict research helps enhance the accuracy, 
relevance, and sustainability of conflict resolution strategies. By empowering local NGOs 
and experts to contribute their insights and observations, we not only enrich academic 
research but also strengthen the effectiveness of practical efforts to mitigate and resolve 
conflicts worldwide. Moving forward, continued investment in collaborative partnerships 
and capacity-building initiatives will be essential for harnessing the full potential of local 
knowledge in fostering peace and stability in conflict-affected regions.

While accessing and incorporating local knowledge into conflict studies presents some 
challenges, concerted efforts to address language barriers, resource constraints, data access 
restrictions, and establishing global research networks can pave the way for more nuanced 
and impactful research outcomes. By embracing interdisciplinary collaborations and 
fostering partnerships across geographical and institutional boundaries, researchers can better 
integrate local knowledge to advance conflict resolution strategies worldwide. Forums like 
this provide valuable opportunities to exchange insights and build the networks necessary for 
overcoming challenges to access local knowledge.

Achieving a balance between local knowledge and academic rigor in conflict studies 
demands a commitment to interdisciplinary scholarship, methodological diversity, and 
engagement with local sources. Moving forward, forums that promote interdisciplinary 
dialogue and collaboration, such as international conferences and research networks, play a 
pivotal role in bridging disciplinary divides and integrating diverse perspectives into conflict 
studies. 

Finally, it is important to note that local knowledge is integral to conflict research that 
relies on field work in a local context, such as in-person surveys. Connecting with local 
experts or scholars who work or reside in the local context is essential to the success of 
research that relies on field work. Collaborating with scholars or NGOs that know the local 
context and speak the local language will increase the quality and validity of research. For 
example, local knowledge is indispensable in designing effective experimental treatments 
in a survey. Moreover, including local scholars as collaborators will not only enhance the 
quality of research but also contributes to a larger and stronger network of global conflict 
scholars.
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Academic Cooperation Between the Global North and the 
Global South

Cyanne E. Loyle 
Pennsylvania State University and PRIO

Seden Akcinaroglu
Binghamton University

1. Models of Research Engagement Between Global North and South Partners
Research engagement between Global North and South partners has evolved to encompass 
various models of collaboration, each with distinct characteristics and benefits. These models 
reflect diverse approaches to addressing pertinent research questions within the fields of 
International Relations (IR) and Conflict Studies. The models also reveal the potential 
challenges and power differentials of engaging in North-South research partnerships.39 In 
this essay, we explore three primary models of research engagement: the contract model, 
the cooperation model, and the collaboration model. We examine the models’ structures, 
benefits, and drawbacks through real-world examples, illustrating their applicability to 
different research contexts. Central to this presentation is the argument that partnerships 
between North and South scholars produce research which is distinct from that which 
would be conducted in geographical or epistemological silos. In other words, North-South 
partnerships have the potential to produce important scholarship and to investigate research 
questions in ways that would not be achievable with single-country research teams.

The contract model of research partnership is characterized by a transactional relationship 
where a researcher from the Global North hires a local research firm or think tank in the 
Global South to collect data or conduct specific research tasks. This model is particularly 
beneficial when a Global North researcher is unfamiliar with the local context or unable to 
travel to the research site. An illustrative example would be a project conducted in Nepal by 
a European academic, where a Nepalese think tank is contracted to perform focus groups 
following the question protocol supplied by the Global North academic. The European 
scholar does not travel to Nepal, but rather corresponds with the Nepalese think tank on the 
research and data requirements. Here the local research firm acts as an intermediary to collect 
data for the scholar without having much engagement in theory development or data analysis.

This model has several advantages. It enables Global North researchers to access data 
from locations they cannot personally engage with, expanding the geographical scope of their 
studies. In this way, areas of the world which may be historically excluded from academic 
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study are included in the evaluation of IR and conflict studies theories.40 The contract model 
leverages the skills and local knowledge of resident research firms, enhancing the quality 
and relevance of the data collected. The model also provides financial and research resources 
directly to local research firms rather than concentrating funds in Northern institutions. 
Additionally, the contract model reduces the need for the Northern researcher’s team to 
travel, often resulting in lower overall project costs and more efficient and environmentally 
sustainable data collection. 

However, the contract model has its drawbacks. Critics have accused this form of 
international research partnership as being a form of “brain-drain-without mobility” in which 
local research capacity to focus on local issues is reduced by international research demands 
and financial incentives.41 South-based contracted researchers lack direct involvement in the 
data generation process, potentially leading to a disconnect between the theoretical framework 
and empirical data collected for the research project. The lack of engagement between the two 
groups of scholars does not facilitate knowledge exchange, producing a missed opportunity 
for scholarly partnership. Moreover, the model may be less effective for certain types of 
data generation such as qualitative research, where deep contextual understanding and direct 
interaction with the subject matter is often a crucial step of the research process.

Through the cooperation model, researchers from different regions engage in joint data 
collection efforts while maintaining independent research projects or questions. This model 
fosters complementary research without necessitating uniformity in research objectives. An 
illustrative example of this model would be a survey partnership between U.S. and Turkish 
scholars where both parties contributed their own question modules to a national survey in 
Turkey. The two teams could work together sharing expertise and resources, but ultimately 
ask different research questions and produce different research outputs. Costs could be shared 
equally or divided based on some other metric.

The cooperation model allows researchers to pool resources, thereby enabling larger and 
potentially more extensive research than they could achieve independently by each scholar. 
In this model, researchers maintain autonomy over their individual research questions and 
methodologies. Yet, this model encourages conversations and mutual learning with the goal 
of enhancing the robustness of the research design. In the example above, the Turkish team 
is able to share local expertise in survey design and Turkish politics which benefits the U.S.-
based team. The U.S.-based team is able to provide resources to extend the sample size of 
the survey. Through the cooperation model it is possible for one team to focus specifically on 
academic outcomes, such as publications, while another team favors a focus on local policy-
relevant questions and outcomes. This model, however, requires careful communication and 
coordination to ensure that the partnership is mutually beneficial to both parties and that 
resource allocation is equitable, if not equal. Integrating data collected for different research 
questions can be methodologically complex and may require sophisticated analytical 
approaches.

The collaboration model involves researchers working together on the same research 
questions and objectives, often with complementary goals. This model emphasizes 
collaborative efforts in research design, data collection, and analysis. An example would 

40  Gonzalo Ordóñez-Matamoros, Susan Cozzens, and Margarita García-Luque, “North-South and South-South Research 
Collaboration: What Differences Does It Make for Developing Countries? - The Case of Colombia,” in 2011 Atlanta Conference on 
Science and Innovation Policy, 1-10 (IEEE, September 2011).

41  Ibid., 1-10.
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be research conducted in Mozambique, where a U.S.-based team and a Mozambican team 
collaborate to collect research on climate change and conflict. Through a collaboration 
model, both teams would work together to develop the research questions and design the 
study to collect relevant information. The teams would then collaborate and co-author on the 
analysis and publications from the research. In this example the research question and data 
collection for both teams of scholars are unified in a single project.

Like the cooperation model, the collaboration model enables cost-sharing between 
research partners, making high-quality research more financially feasible for both North 
and South scholars. Both teams benefit from each other’s research expertise and local 
knowledge, enhancing the overall quality and relevance of the research. Furthermore, the 
model potentially supports capacity building in the Global South, as local researchers may 
be exposed to new skills and experiences by their international counterparts. Ordóñez-
Matamoros et al. find that South-based scholars who co-author with North-based scholars 
are more likely to publish in high quality venues than South-South collaborations, suggesting 
payoffs from this form of partnership.42 The collaboration model is the standard of research 
partnership often advocated by international funding agencies where North-South research 
engagement is prized for its ability to increase the research capacity of South-based research 
organizations as well as increase the research engagement of South-based scholars.

Nonetheless, managing a truly collaborative project with unified goals can be challenging 
and requires effective communication and coordination. As we discuss further below, it 
may be possible that North and South scholars have different research priorities and career 
incentives. Unless power hierarchies and resource inequities are explicitly brought to light 
and dealt with head-on there is always a risk that one team may dominate the research agenda, 
potentially undermining the collaborative spirit.

In conclusion, the contract, cooperation, and collaboration models each offer unique 
advantages and face distinct challenges in the context of Global North-South research 
engagements. While the contract model provides efficiency and access for Global North 
scholars, the cooperation model fosters independence and resource sharing across 
partnerships, and the collaboration model emphasizes joint objectives and capacity building 
truly enhancing research synergies. The choice of model should align with the specific 
research questions, goals, and contextual factors of the project. Reflecting on these models 
highlights the importance of adaptive and context-sensitive approaches to international 
research partnership.

2. Analyzing the Global North-South Cooperation in Conflict Studies
This essay explores the distribution and dynamics of micro-level conflict studies, highlighting 
the challenges and biases in current research methodologies. Through an analysis of articles 
from leading journals, we reveal a significant disparity in regional focus and collaboration 
patterns. The findings underscore the need for more inclusive and localized research practices, 
particularly in underrepresented conflict zones.

Micro-level conflict studies are essential for understanding the nuances and localized 
impacts of broader conflicts. However, the accessibility and focus of such studies often 
reflect significant regional and institutional biases. This essay examines the distribution of 
micro-level studies published in the Journal of Conflict Resolution and the Journal of Peace 
Research between 2022 and 2024. By analyzing the geographical focus and collaborative 

42  Ibid.
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patterns of these studies, we identify key gaps and proposes strategies for fostering more 
inclusive and effective research collaborations.

3. Data Collection and Methodology
The data collection involved a comprehensive review of articles published in the Journal 
of Conflict Resolution (JCR) and the Journal of Peace Research (JPR) from 2022 to March 
2024. The review focused on identifying articles featuring micro-level studies, defined as 
studies utilizing localized data or surveys. A total of 18 issues from JCR (135 articles) and 12 
issues from JPR (100 articles) were examined. The articles were coded based on the presence 
of micro-level data and the geographical regions studied.

4. Findings
Out of 235 articles reviewed, 89 (approximately 38%) featured micro-level studies. Notably, 
73% of these studies focused on regions in the Global South, with significant coverage in 
specific areas like the UK, Russia, Ukraine, and selected African countries. However, many 
conflict zones, particularly in the Middle East and Africa, remain underrepresented.

Figure 1: Frequency of Countries Listed in Micro-Level Research According to Regions
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The analysis revealed significant regional disparities. The UK and former communist 
bloc countries like Russia and Ukraine are well-represented, while many African and Middle 
Eastern conflict zones lack sufficient micro-level research. For instance, only a handful of 
African countries were covered, with each receiving minimal attention despite being critical 
conflict zones. Similarly, in the Middle East, studies predominantly focused on Iraq and 
Israel, leaving other areas under-researched.

We analyzed collaboration patterns among authors, categorizing them into three 
groups: North-North, North-South, and South-South collaborations. The analysis revealed 
a significant bias towards North-North collaborations, with 52 out of 89 studies involving 
partnerships exclusively within the Global North. In comparison, North-South collaborations 
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were present in only 7 studies, while South-South collaborations were rare, occurring in just 
one instance. This data highlights the limited diversity in collaboration patterns, emphasizing 
the need for more inclusive and equitable research partnerships across regions.

Table 1: Distribution of Collaboration Patterns Among Authors by Region

Collaboration Type by Location Frequency Percentage

Same country (e.g. within the US) North-North Collaboration 29 33%

Different country (e.g. US and Norway) North-North Collaboration 52 58%

North-South Collaboration 7 %8

South- South Collaboration 1 %1

Interestingly, 18% of the studies had at least one author originally from the country being 
studied, suggesting an informal North-South collaboration when considering the authors’ 
nationalities. This highlights the potential for more inclusive research practices through 
better recognition of authors’ backgrounds and connections.

5. Challenges and Barriers
Several challenges hinder the conduct of micro-level studies in underrepresented regions. 
Scholars often lack local connections, resources, and access to data, making it easier to rely 
on large-scale data with limited local context. This results in studies that may not fully capture 
the causal mechanisms within specific conflict zones. Additionally, reviewers frequently 
criticize studies for not delving deeply enough into these mechanisms, reflecting the inherent 
difficulties in conducting thorough localized research without sufficient support.

To address the challenges identified in the current landscape of micro-level conflict 
studies, several strategic approaches are proposed to foster more inclusive and effective 
research practices.

One key strategy is the strengthening of North-South collaborations. Encouraging formal 
and institutionalized networks between institutions in the Global North and South can 
significantly improve resource sharing and collaborative research efforts. For example, the 
Botswana-Harvard AIDS Institute Partnership demonstrates the success of such initiatives. 
This partnership, funded by the National Institutes of Health, has facilitated extensive 
training, research collaboration, and data collection since 1996, showcasing the potential 
benefits of well-supported North-South academic cooperation.43 

Another important recommendation is the encouragement of localized expertise.44 
Journals and funding bodies should actively reward studies that incorporate local scholars 
as co-authors. This approach can greatly enhance the contextual sensitivity and depth of 
micro-level research, ensuring that the studies are more attuned to the specific nuances 
and dynamics of the regions being examined. By involving scholars who possess intrinsic 
knowledge and connections within their local contexts, research can achieve a higher level 
of accuracy and relevance.

43  “Botswana Harvard Health Partnership (BHP),” Harvard, 2022, accessed September 23, 2024. https://bhp.org.bw.
44  Tokdemir and Akcinaroglu, “State and Non-State Actors,” 167-182.
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Expanding institutional networks is also crucial for fostering more inclusive research 
environments. Establishing more partnerships between universities and research institutes 
across different regions can create broader and more diverse academic collaborations. This 
includes initiatives where Northern universities establish branches in Southern regions and 
vice versa. Such cross-regional partnerships can help bridge gaps in knowledge and resource 
availability, enabling more comprehensive and localized conflict studies.

Furthermore, promoting regional institutes and centers that specialize in conflict studies 
can provide better support and networks for scholars conducting micro-level research. 
Strengthening these regional institutions can enhance their capacity to serve as hubs for 
localized expertise and research activities. By bolstering the infrastructure and resources 
available at these centers, scholars can be better equipped to conduct in-depth and contextually 
rich studies that address the unique challenges and dynamics of conflict zones.

In summary, by enhancing North-South collaborations, encouraging the inclusion of local 
expertise, expanding institutional networks, and promoting regional institutes and centers, 
the academic community can overcome existing challenges and significantly improve the 
quality and impact of micro-level conflict research.

6. Towards Methodological Pluralism and Collaborative Research
The divide between the Global North and South in International Relations and Conflict 
Studies is a multifaceted issue that extends beyond geography to encompass methodological 
and epistemological differences. The divide captures disparities in the venue of publications, 
the quantity of published scholarship, as well as the cases and topics selected for study. 
This divergence reflects deeper philosophical orientations within the academic community, 
influencing the types of research questions posed and the methodologies employed. This 
microcosm of the broader North-South academic schism underscores the importance of 
methodological pluralism and collaborative research for increasing the incorporation of 
Global South scholars into Conflict Studies.

Recent discussions around decolonizing International Relations (IR) theory have 
highlighted the inherent bias in much of the early work on state formation, international 
conflict, and civil wars.45Many IR theories emerged from analyses of specific European cases 
which may not be universally applicable.46 Central to solutions to theory decolonization is 
the inclusion of Global South scholars in the production of new knowledge and published 
research. The Global South cannot be part of these conversations unless South-based scholars 
are actively included. The exclusion of Global South scholarship is the result of several 
contemporaneous limitations.

Historically, Conflict Studies research was starkly divided into two camps: one favoring 
quantitative methods and the other adhering to qualitative approaches. Over time, the 
dominance of quantitative methodology in the subfield became evident, mirroring a broader 
trend in Northern academic discourse. This shift highlights a key aspect of the North-
South divide: the predominance of certain methodologies that shape research questions 
and outcomes. Northern scholars often prioritize quantitative methods, whereas Southern 
scholars may emphasize qualitative insights and case-specific implications.

45  Zeynep Gulsah Capan, “Decolonizing International Relations?” Third World Quarterly 38, no. 1 (2016): 1–15; Somdeep Sen, 
“Decolonizing to Reimagine International Relations: An Introduction,” Review of International Studies 49, no. 3 (2023): 339-345.

46  Douglas Lemke, “African Lessons for International Relations Research,” World Politics 56, no. 1 (2003): 114-138.
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The issue extends beyond the mere existence of separate scholarly journals or research 
agendas. It involves a lack of mutual understanding and the tendency to view research through 
isolated lenses. The key to bridging this divide lies in fostering collaborations where Northern 
and Southern scholars work together on shared projects across different methodological 
traditions and with potentially different research aims. Such partnerships would facilitate a 
deeper understanding of diverse perspectives, methodologies, and contextual realities. The 
ideal academic environment integrates both Northern and Southern perspectives, leading to 
a more nuanced and comprehensive understanding of conflict.

A lack of methodological pluralization has led to gatekeeping. It is not that methods from 
the Global South are unsophisticated, but journals may be reluctant to publish or engage with 
them. Northern academic journals interested in broadening their engagement with the Global 
South should be committed to publishing methodologically pluralistic work, perhaps investing 
significant energy into translating and editing submissions to ensure language barriers do 
not hinder publication. This focus on valuing ideas first and addressing methodological or 
presentation issues second gives scholars the benefit of the doubt.

Another critical aspect of this collaborative approach is the emphasis on meaningful 
policy implications from academic findings. Northern academics often emphasize the 
scholarly contributions of their research without ensuring a practical application. In contrast, 
scholars from the Global South, specifically those living in conflict-affected regions, may be 
deeply invested in the real-world impact of their research.47 Collaborative projects can bridge 
this gap, combining rigorous analytical methods with a commitment to actionable outcomes.

To foster a more robust learning environment, scholars from the Global North and 
South may engage in sustained, meaningful collaborations. These joint efforts foster mutual 
understanding, enrich methodological approaches, and enhance the relevance and impact 
of conflict studies. Such interdisciplinary and interregional partnerships are essential for 
addressing complex global challenges and advancing diversity within the field of conflict 
research. The transformation from isolation to integration will not only bridge the North-
South divide but also lead to a more dynamic and effective academic community.

However, a more pessimistic aspect to consider is the divergence in goals between 
Northern and Southern scholars. A key assumption of our recommendations is that Global 
South scholars are seeking greater exposure in global academic conversations. Many scholars 
from the Global South may be more focused on achieving policy changes within their 
own countries or addressing conflict dynamics than publishing their work in international 
academic venues. Scholars may prioritize publishing op-eds in national newspapers, for 
example, or writing policy briefs for local ministries over engaging in a broader research 
dialogue. The divergence of incentives is further heightened by the length of time it takes to 
have articles reviewed and published, along with challenges of journal paywalls and limited 
Open Access research. 

Recognizing and accommodating these diverse objectives is crucial for successful and 
meaningful collaboration. Scholars from the Global North and South must acknowledge and 
respect each other’s goals and work towards integrating their perspectives in order to broaden 
the theoretical and methodological diversity of Conflict Studies. This integrated approach 
will not only bridge the methodological and epistemological divides but also lead to research 

47  Birgit Jentsch, “Making Southern Realities Count: Research Agendas and Design in North-South Collaborations,” 
International Journal of Social Research Methodology 7, no. 3 (2004): 259-269.
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that is both rigorous and relevant, ultimately benefiting the academic community and the 
broader global society.

In conclusion, fostering North-South collaborations is not merely an academic exercise but 
a necessary step towards a more comprehensive and impactful approach to Conflict Studies. 
By working together, scholars can transcend methodological and epistemological divides. 
This integrated perspective will lead to better-informed policies and more effective conflict 
resolution strategies, benefiting both the academic community and the broader global society.

Looking Ahead: The Future of Conflict Studies

Kristian Skrede Gleditsch
University of Essex and PRIO

1. Introduction
Attempts to consider the future of a research area or discipline inevitably encourage both 
prediction about what future scientific research may look like given the past and present as 
well as reflection on the factors that may influence the specific nature of future scholarship. 
In attempting to provide a possible answer to the future of conflict studies and what might 
lie ahead I consider three different approaches to forecasting and prediction as well as key 
factors driving demand for the supply of research. The first perspectives help to imagine 
how observers can best anticipate likely trends and future scholarship. The last helps us 
capture how science is a participatory activity in which research ultimately depends on what 
scientists decide, which in turn will be shaped by their incentives and the resources they have 
access to. Individual researchers are part of a larger discipline, and increasing globalization 
and collaboration will figure prominently in my discussion. 

2. Three Perspectives on Forecasting
A well-known saying is that prediction is very difficult, especially when it is about the 
future.48 Often the best way to forecast is to look at past data, seek plausible patterns, and 
then extrapolate trends into the future. For example, if international collaboration has become 
more common and has specific consequences, then perhaps we can project more of this 
in the future. Trend extrapolation is often a useful approach, but not infallible. Financial 
statements usually come with the standard disclaimer that past behavior is not a guarantee to 
future results for a good reason. Taleb argues more strongly that what we can predict often 
is inversely related to its importance. In his view, we tend to be better at predicting white 
swans, i.e., things that we can observe, enumerate, and forecast using deterministic methods 
with less uncertainty, but the key things that matter are often black swans, i.e., rare events that 

Kristian Skrede Gleditsch, the Regius Professor Department of Government, University of Essex & Peace Research Institute 
Oslo (PRIO), E-mail: ksg@essex.ac.uk

48  This famous quote is attributed to a range of individuals including Niels Bohr and Yogi Berra and is most likely apocryphal 
(see “The Perils of Prediction,” The Economist, June 2, 2007, accessed date September, 2024. https://www.economist.com/letters-
to-the-editor-the-inbox/2007/07/15/the-perils-of-prediction-june-2nd). Yet, it nicely captures how many claims to have “predicted” 
observed outcomes and the risk that ex post explanations may be tailored to fit observed outcomes rather than reflect true ex 
ante predictive ability (see, Kristian Skrede Gleditsch, “One Without the Other? Prediction and Policy in International Studies,” 
International Studies Quarterly 66, no. 3 (2022): 1-8.) 
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may not have been observed in the past and follow probability distributions that make them 
inherently hard to forecast.49

A second perspective on forecasting does not question our limited ability to predict but 
focuses instead on the value of devising explicit models and alternative scenarios. Hughes, 
when developing the International Futures (IFS) model to simulate global trends, nicely 
stated how “we cannot know the future, but we must act as if we did.”50 Structured scenario-
based forecasts about possible future outcomes and what could make them more likely are 
more helpful than efforts to come up with single predictions or “most-likely forecasts,” and 
explicit models allow us to consider alternatives given different inputs or potential events. 
Scenario-based forecasts using IFS have been devised for a range of conflict, governance, 
and development outcomes,51 and figure prominently in work on issues such as climate 
change and its potential implications.

A third approach acknowledges fundamental constraints on predictive ability but tries to 
consider if particular methods or approaches can work relatively better. Tetlock’s seminal 
studies on predicting political events, where experts were asked to rate the likelihood of 
different outcomes and then were evaluated against the observed record, clearly suggested 
excessive confidence in the ability of experts to forecast, and showed that expert predictions 
are often imprecise or underperformed simple statistical algorithms when verifiable.52 But 
rather than dismiss prediction or just conclude that “political scientists are lousy forecasters,”53 
Tetlock sets out a useful agenda to examine how one might predict better.54 This shows how 
forecasting can be improved by breaking problems into parts, reasoning separately about 
components, devising explicit probabilities from existing knowledge, and using Bayesian 
reasoning to derive and update predictions. 

3. The Demand for and Supply of Conflict Research 
Future conflict studies will obviously be influenced by the conflict landscape itself, since 
the specific events that occur inevitably call for explanations, and trends often reorient 
scholarly attention. Notable examples are the growing interest in civil war after the end of 
the Cold War or terrorism after the 9/11 attacks, and it may be difficult to sustain research on 
peacekeeping if the United Nations cannot authorize new missions with greater divergence 
among the permanent five members of the Security Council. Forecasting the conflict 
landscape is a very broad topic that cannot be adequately covered here, but I want to make 
three general observations. First, simply extrapolating conflict trends from observed data is 
often problematic. If severe conflict is a rare event and follows extreme value distributions, 
then we would need extremely long time series to conclude that the risk of a large war has 
materially changed even if we have not seen one since the end of World War II.55 We may 
have more confidence in less rare events or other trends that we expect to affect conflict, but 

49  Nassim N. Taleb, The Black Swan: The Impact of the Highly Improbable (New York: Random House, 2007).
50  Barry B. Hughes, International Futures: Choices in the Creation of a New World Order (New York: Routledge, 1993), 154.
51  See, e.g., Barry B. Hughes, Devin K. Joshi, Jonathan D. Moyer, Timothy D. Sisk, and José R. Solórzano, Strengthening 

Governance Globally: Forecasting the Next 50 Years (New York: Routledge, 2014).
52  Philip E. Tetlock, Expert Political Judgment: How Good Is It? How Can We Know? (Princeton, NJ: Princeton University 

Press, 2005).
53  See, “Political Scientists Are Lousy Forecasters,” New York Times, June 23, 2012, accessed date September, 2024. https://

www.nytimes.com/2012/06/24/opinion/sunday/political-scientists-are-lousy-forecasters.html.
54  E.g., Philip E. Tetlock and Dan Gardner, Superforecasting: The Art and Science of Prediction (New York: Random House, 

2015).
55  Aaron Clauset, “Trends and Fluctuations in the Severity of Interstate Wars,” Science Advances 4 (2018): 1-9.
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in general we need to think of the observed data as a “sample” and compare this to explicit 
models with random variability.56 Second, although prediction remains difficult, there clearly 
has been substantial progress in conflict prediction, with more consistent evaluations and 
comparison, more scenario-based approaches, and greater awareness of what works better 
and why.57 Third, research itself can influence the future; we see growing interest in how 
anticipation could influence conflict onset and conflict management efforts, and existing 
research suggests that early UN action or attention could make violence less likely.58

On the supply side of conflict studies, I would like to highlight four key and possibly 
related factors. First, we see clear and important changes in the community of conflict 
scholars. There is increasing participation from researchers outside the traditional “West” 
or “Global North,” backed up by data on publications, manuscript submissions, and 
membership in professional associations such as the International Studies Association, 
where an increasing share of the organization is now based outside North America—
where the organization first emerged and traditionally has been most active.59 More diverse 
participation also goes together – at least potentially - with increasing attention to other areas 
or topics.60 Research is increasingly collaborative and more global, and there are growing 
examples of cross-country collaborations in published research across World Bank income 
brackets.61 Greater participation is facilitated by lower barriers to entry into research. The 
costs of resources such as computing have declined dramatically, much more material is 
available electronically beyond traditional restricted library access, and relevant data for 
research are increasingly open. Moreover, internet access can provide scholars opportunities 
for training and participating in activities anywhere in the world. National origin alone is not 
a strong or reliable predictor of research content, but a more global discipline can at least in 
principle provide more manpower and prospects for progress and a potentially more diverse 
and inclusive research agenda. 

Beyond the changes in researchers, a second dynamic supply factor is the growth in the 
availability of data. New data often drives progress in conflict research.62 Of course, new 
data must be based on some prior theory or at least implicit assumptions, but new data often 
allow for interrogating theories better and to further develop theories in better recognition 
of limitations. A path analysis for conflict research based on citations by Van Holt et al. 
reveals that key nodes often are presentations of influential data sources.63 The growth in data 
in conflict research is likely closely related to the globalization of the discipline. Scholars 
with detailed knowledge of specific areas and countries can help provide access to new 
sources, material, and data in ways that can have a transformative impact on conflict studies. 

56  Kristian Skrede Gleditsch and Aaron Clauset, “Trends in Conflict: What Do We Know and What Can We Know?” in Oxford 
Handbook of International Security, eds. William Wolforth and Alexandra Gheciu (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2018), 227-245

57  Kristian Skrede Gleditsch, “Advances in Data on Conflict and Dissent,” in Computational Conflict Research, eds. Emanuel 
Deutschmann, Jan Lorenz, Luis G. Nardin, Davide Natalini, and Adalbert F. X. Wilhelm (Switzerland: Springer Open, 2022), 23-41

58  See, Kyle Beardsley, David E. Cunningham, and Peter B. White, “Resolving Civil Wars before They Start: The UN Security 
Council and Conflict Prevention in Self-determination Disputes,” British Journal of Political Science 47, no. 3 (2017): 675-697.

59  See https://www.isanet.org/ISA/About-ISA/Data.
60  See, Brian J. Phillips and Kevin T. Greene, “Where Is Conflict Research? Western Bias in the Literature on Armed Violence,” 

International Studies Review 24, no. 3 (2022): 1-25.
61  See, Gleditsch, “Advances in Data,” 23-41; Dag W. Aksnes and Gunnar Sivertsen, “Global Trends in International Research 

Collaboration, 1980-2021,” Journal of Data and Information Science 8, no. 2 (2023): 26-42.
62  Kristian Skrede Gleditsch, Nils W. Metternich, and Andrea Ruggeri, “Data and Progress in Peace and Conflict Research,” 

Journal of Peace Research 51, no. 2 (2014): 301-314.
63  Tracey Van Holt, Jeffery C. Johnson, Shiloh Moates, and Kathleen M. Carley, “The Role of Datasets on Scientific Influence 

within Conflict Research,” PlosOne 11, no. 4 (2016): 1-14.
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Individuals in countries with experience of conflict are increasingly active as researchers in 
their own right and not just human subjects in studies conducted by others. More specialized 
data sources and country-specific focuses may induce more divergence in research and less 
basis for direct comparisons and generalization. True, there are potential challenges from 
greater fragmentation, however approaches such as meta-analysis can allow us to try to 
evaluate heterogeneity and better integrate evidence from a wide range of studies.

Developments in methods are also likely to impact the evolution of the field of conflict 
studies. The social sciences are currently undergoing something of a revolution with the 
greater use of artificial intelligence, machine learning, and large language models.64 Work 
on conflict forecasting demonstrates the potential added value of computational approaches,65 
and such approaches will likely become more central relative to traditional models focused on 
hypothesis testing for individual covariates. The traditional approach to gathering and coding 
data has tended to involve human coding, often large armies of undergraduate assistants. This 
is a very expensive way to collect data and can have limitations arising from human biases 
and variation in judgments across coders. Efforts to use AI to generate data, for example, 
such as automated coding approaches for event data from news media report, in principle 
promises more data at lower cost and can in some case help overcome human biases or coder 
idiosyncrasies.66 The new PLOVER event data project provides a recent example,67 and it is 
likely that both these data and the more general approach will become prominent and widely 
used. On the other hand, artificial intelligence will not necessarily create an unambiguous 
boon of new data that fuels progress in a simple manner. If data are coded from media reports, 
for example, then these will typically also reflect what is and is not reported in the media, 
with a host of implications for representativity and possible biases.68 It may be possible to 
model the impact and find suitable methods to address some of the potential implications, 
but as Gelman reminds us, issues in small data generally tend to be even more important with 
bigger data.69 One potential worrying impact is that some of our typical key source material 
in research may be disappearing with digitalization. If key political decisions are made via 
WhatsApp messages that are subsequently deleted or by unrecorded cell phone calls, then 
we may have less material in future historical archives than in the past. And if newspapers 
cease to have local correspondents or go out of business altogether and we only have online 
sources reporting the same information, then we could conceivably have much less depth and 
diversity in reporting, even if we nominally have many more reports to scrape. 

A final supply factor is scholarship dissemination and exchange. With digital technologies 
we have many more opportunities for disseminating things much more widely and with 
potentially low production or distribution costs. But we also have a potential crisis in the 
traditional publication model if the revenue from publishing disappears and other institutions 
are no longer in a position to subsidize or support publishing. Alternative financing models 

64  Igor Grossmann, Matthew Feinberg, Dawn C. Parker, Nicholas A. Christakis, Philip E. Tetlock, and William A. Cunningham, 
“AI and the Transformation of Social Science Research,” Science 380, no. 6650 (2023): 1108-1109.

65  See, e.g., Hannes Mueller and Christopher Rauh, “Reading Between the Lines: Prediction of Political Violence Using 
Newspaper Text,” American Political Science Review 112, no. 2 (2018): 358-375.

66  Ibid.; Overos et al., “Coding with the Machines.”
67  Andrew Halterman, Benjamin E. Bagozzi, Andreas Beger, Philip A. Schrodt, and Grace I. Scarborough, “Plover and Polecat: 

A New Political Event Ontology and Dataset,” paper presented at the annual meeting of the International Studies Association, 
Montreal, Canada, April 2023.

68  See, Philip A. Schrodt and James E. Yonamine, “A Guide to Event Data: Past, Present, and Future,” All Azimuth: A Journal 
for Foreign Policy and Peace 2, no. 2 (2013): 5-22.

69  See, http://www.stat.columbia.edu/~gelman/presentations/littledata2_handout.pdf
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such as pay-to-publish open access are of course possible, but they do not provide magical 
solutions and tend to create other challenges, notably potential inequities between researchers 
with resources to cover costs and those that do not. A growing pool of submissions leads 
to unsustainable demands on editors and reviewers who have few material incentives for 
their activities. Many journals and professional societies already have problems identifying 
or retaining editors and it is increasingly difficult to find reviewers or manage workloads. 
A possible alternative is more use of preprints, where manuscripts are made available by 
researchers to the public without review and then discussed post-publication on platforms 
such as PubPeer or Twitter/X. This was prominent in COVID research, when time was of the 
essence, and in many ways worked remarkably well.70 But there are other challenges if we 
move away from peer review, and as an editor and reviewer myself, I like to think that peer 
review can have added value and help improve research.

Digital communications have benefits but also limitations. It is easy to work with people 
you already know online but much harder to get to know people you have not met in person. 
Valuable academic exchange and the start of collaborations often occurs outside formal 
presentation and questions-and-answer sessions, for example during the coffee break. If costs 
or other issues such as visa restrictions prevent travel or in person academic conferences 
decline, then we will have challenges in building effective communities in conflict research. 
The internet does not make geographic distance irrelevant, and under greater interaction 
opportunities the volume of interactions tends to increase the most among geographically 
close actors.71

4. Concluding Remarks
In this section I have discussed some key trends and factors that I think are likely to have 
an influence on future conflict studies. These are not prescriptions for how one ought to 
conduct research, and there is likely to be a great deal of variation and divergent preferences 
in how research should be conducted. We will likely see ups and downs in topic of interests 
and approaches not discussed here. For example, the relative standing of pure formal theory 
over empirical research has varied considerably over time, and at present there is a very 
specific premium for projects that present opportunities for causal inference over descriptive 
knowledge or projects that may be forced to rely more on observational data. The challenges 
in predicting are real, and as such it is perhaps not warranted to have too much confidence 
in any forecasts. Still, reflecting in advance on where we may be going can be useful for 
understanding better where we stand now as well as how we may prepare ourselves for future 
conflict research and what we would actually like this to look like.

70  Clare Watson, “Rise of the Preprint: How Rapid Data Sharing during COVID-19 has Changed Science Forever,” Nature 
Medicine 28 (2022): 2–5.

71  Jacob Goldenberg and Moshe Levy, “Distance is Not Dead: Social Interaction and Geographical Distance in the Internet Era,” 
Computers and Society 2 (2009): 1-22.
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