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ABSTRACT

World peace represents the ideal state of global harmony characterized by absence of violence, conflict, and
hostility among nations. In the contemporary era, achieving sustainable peace faces unprecedented challenges
including terrorism, nuclear proliferation, climate change, and economic disparities. This study aims to examine
the multidimensional aspects of world peace, analyze contemporary global challenges threatening peaceful
coexistence, evaluate the effectiveness of international peacekeeping mechanisms, and propose sustainable
strategies for conflict resolution. The research employs a descriptive-analytical design utilizing secondary data
from United Nations databases, World Bank reports, Stockholm International Peace Research Institute, and
Institute for Economics and Peace. Data analysis involves comparative assessment of peace indices across
nations and statistical examination of conflict trends. Contemporary global challenges significantly impede the
attainment of world peace, and strengthened multilateral cooperation can enhance peaceful international
relations. Findings reveal that armed conflicts have increased by 18% since 2010, with 56 state-based conflicts
recorded in 2022. The Global Peace Index indicates declining peace levels globally, with economic costs of
violence reaching $17.5 trillion. Achieving world peace requires comprehensive approaches integrating
diplomatic engagement, economic development, environmental cooperation, and strengthened international

institutions.

Keywords: World Peace!, Global Conflicts?, International Security?, Peacekeeping?, Sustainable

Development®
1. INTRODUCTION

World peace constitutes one of humanity's most fundamental aspirations, representing the ideal state of universal

harmony where nations coexist without resorting to violence or armed conflict (Galtung, 1969). The concept
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extends beyond mere absence of war to encompass positive peace characterized by equitable social structures,
human rights protection, and sustainable development (Richmond, 2014). In the twenty-first century, the pursuit
of world peace has become increasingly complex due to the emergence of multifaceted global challenges that
transcend traditional boundaries and threaten international stability. The contemporary global landscape presents
unprecedented obstacles to peaceful coexistence. The proliferation of weapons of mass destruction, particularly
nuclear armaments, continues to pose existential threats to human civilization (Sagan & Waltz, 2012). Regional
conflicts in the Middle East, Eastern Europe, and Africa have displaced millions, creating humanitarian crises that
destabilize entire regions. The rise of non-state actors, including terrorist organizations and transnational criminal
networks, has fundamentally altered the nature of security threats facing nations (Kaldor, 2012). Climate change
has emerged as a threat multiplier, exacerbating resource scarcity and potentially triggering conflicts over water,

arable land, and energy resources.

The United Nations, established in 1945 with the primary purpose of maintaining international peace and security,
has undertaken numerous peacekeeping operations across the globe (Bellamy & Williams, 2021). However, the
effectiveness of these interventions remains contested, with scholars questioning whether current mechanisms
adequately address evolving security challenges. The geopolitical tensions between major powers, particularly the
United States, China, and Russia, have complicated multilateral cooperation and undermined collective security
arrangements (Mearsheimer, 2019). Economic interdependence, while theoretically promoting peace through
mutual benefit, has also created vulnerabilities and dependencies that can be weaponized in international disputes
(Copeland, 2015). The digital revolution has introduced new domains of conflict, with cyberattacks threatening
critical infrastructure and information warfare undermining democratic processes. These developments
necessitate comprehensive examination of world peace within contemporary contexts. This research paper
endeavors to provide a systematic analysis of world peace in relation to current global challenges. The study
examines statistical data on conflicts, peace indices, military expenditures, and humanitarian impacts to present
an evidence-based assessment of the global peace situation. By analyzing trends and patterns, the research aims
to contribute to understanding how international cooperation can be strengthened to address threats to peaceful

coexistence.

2. LITERATURE REVIEW

The scholarly discourse on world peace has evolved significantly over the past century, reflecting changing global
realities and theoretical developments. Galtung (1969) introduced the seminal distinction between negative peace,
defined as the absence of direct violence, and positive peace, characterized by the absence of structural violence
and presence of social justice. This conceptual framework has profoundly influenced subsequent peace research,
emphasizing that sustainable peace requires addressing root causes of conflict rather than merely suppressing
violent manifestations. The liberal peace thesis, articulated by Doyle (1983), posits that democratic governance,
economic interdependence, and international institutions collectively promote peaceful relations among states.
This theoretical perspective has informed numerous international interventions aimed at democratization and
market liberalization. However, Paris (2004) critically examines the limitations of liberal peacebuilding, arguing
that rapid liberalization in post-conflict societies can inadvertently destabilize fragile political systems and reignite
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violence. Richmond (2014) advances the concept of post-liberal peace, advocating for locally-grounded
approaches that incorporate indigenous knowledge and prioritize community agency in peacebuilding processes.
This perspective challenges Western-centric assumptions underlying conventional peace interventions and
emphasizes the importance of contextual sensitivity. Similarly, Autesserre (2014) demonstrates through extensive
fieldwork that international peacekeeping operations often fail because they neglect local dynamics and impose

standardized solutions inappropriate to specific contexts.

The relationship between environmental degradation and conflict has received increasing scholarly attention.
Homer-Dixon (1999) pioneered research on environmental scarcity as a driver of violent conflict, demonstrating
connections between resource depletion and civil unrest in developing countries. More recently, Hsiang et al.
(2013) provided quantitative evidence linking climate variations to increased interpersonal violence and
intergroup conflict, projecting that climate change will substantially amplify conflict risk in coming decades. The
nuclear dimension of international security continues to generate extensive scholarship. Sagan and Waltz (2012)
present contrasting perspectives on nuclear proliferation, with Waltz arguing that nuclear weapons promote
stability through deterrence while Sagan emphasizes organizational failures and accidental escalation risks. The
emergence of new nuclear-armed states and potential for non-state actors acquiring such weapons has intensified
these debates. Kaldor (2012) conceptualized "new wars" characterized by blurred distinctions between war,
organized crime, and large-scale human rights violations. These conflicts typically involve non-state actors, target
civilian populations, and are financed through illicit economies. This framework helps explain contemporary
conflicts in Syria, Yemen, and other regions where traditional interstate war models provide inadequate analytical

purchase.

Bellamy and Williams (2021) comprehensively assess United Nations peacekeeping operations, documenting
both achievements and failures in conflict management. They identify persistent challenges including inadequate
resources, unclear mandates, and lack of political will among member states. The study emphasizes that
peacekeeping effectiveness depends critically on host-state consent and alignment of major power interests.
Mearsheimer (2019) offers a realist critique of liberal internationalism, arguing that great power competition
remains the fundamental driver of international politics. This perspective suggests that aspirations for world peace
must contend with structural pressures pushing states toward rivalry and conflict. The deterioration of U.S.-China
and U.S.-Russia relations appears to validate concerns about renewed great power competition undermining

cooperative security arrangements.

3. OBJECTIVES

1. To examine the conceptual dimensions and contemporary understanding of world peace in the context of
evolving global security challenges and international relations frameworks.

2. To analyze the major threats to world peace including armed conflicts, nuclear proliferation, terrorism,
climate change, and economic inequalities using empirical data from established international sources.

3. To evaluate the effectiveness of international peacekeeping mechanisms, diplomatic initiatives, and

multilateral institutions in promoting and maintaining global peace and security.
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4. To propose evidence-based strategies and policy recommendations for strengthening international

cooperation and addressing contemporary challenges to world peace.

4. METHODOLOGY

This research adopts a descriptive-analytical design employing secondary data analysis to examine world peace
in the context of contemporary global challenges. The descriptive component systematically documents the
current state of global peace through statistical indicators, while the analytical component interprets patterns and
relationships among variables influencing international stability. This design is appropriate for synthesizing
existing knowledge and identifying trends across multiple dimensions of peace and conflict. The study utilizes
secondary data drawn from authoritative international sources. Primary data repositories include the United
Nations Office for the Coordination of Humanitarian Affairs, World Bank Development Indicators, Stockholm
International Peace Research Institute (SIPRI) databases, Institute for Economics and Peace Global Peace Index
reports, Uppsala Conflict Data Program, and Armed Conflict Location and Event Data Project. These sources
provide comprehensive, reliable, and regularly updated information on conflicts, military expenditures,

peacekeeping operations, and humanitarian impacts across nations.

The sampling framework encompasses global-level aggregated data as well as disaggregated statistics for
individual countries and regions. The temporal scope covers primarily the period from 2015 to 2023, enabling
analysis of recent trends while providing sufficient historical context. Geographic coverage spans all regions, with
particular attention to conflict-affected areas including sub-Saharan Africa, Middle East, Eastern Europe, and
South Asia. The selection of specific indicators follows established methodologies employed by source
organizations. Data collection involved systematic extraction of relevant statistics from published reports and
online databases. For the Global Peace Index, data were obtained directly from Institute for Economics and Peace
publications. Military expenditure figures derive from SIPRI's comprehensive databases. Conflict statistics were
compiled from Uppsala Conflict Data Program's annual reports and the Armed Conflict Location and Event Data
Project. Humanitarian indicators including refugee populations and displacement figures come from United
Nations High Commissioner for Refugees statistical yearbooks. Analytical techniques include comparative
analysis of peace indices across countries and time periods, trend analysis examining changes in conflict frequency
and intensity, and statistical description of key indicators. Tables present quantitative findings in accessible
formats, while accompanying textual analysis interprets the significance of observed patterns. The research
synthesizes multiple data streams to construct a comprehensive picture of global peace challenges and responses.
Limitations include reliance on secondary sources with potential reporting inconsistencies and the inherent

difficulty of quantifying complex phenomena like peace and security.

5. RESULTS

The following tables present empirical findings on various dimensions of world peace and global security

challenges, drawing from authoritative international sources.
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Table 1: Global Peace Index Regional Scores (2023)

Region GPI Score | Rank | Change from 2022
Europe 1.66 1 -0.02
North America 1.94 2 +0.01
Asia-Pacific 2.04 3 +0.04
South America 2.09 4 +0.03
Central America & Caribbean | 2.24 5 +0.02
Sub-Saharan Africa 2.31 6 +0.05
Russia & Eurasia 2.56 7 +0.08
Middle East & North Africa | 2.56 8 +0.03

Source: Institute for Economics and Peace, Global Peace Index 2023

Table 1 presents Global Peace Index regional scores for 2023, with lower scores indicating higher peacefulness
(Institute for Economics and Peace, 2023). Europe maintains its position as the most peaceful region with a score
of 1.66, while Middle East and North Africa alongside Russia and Eurasia record the highest scores at 2.56,
indicating lowest peace levels. Notably, all regions except Europe experienced deterioration in peace levels
compared to 2022, with Russia and Eurasia showing the largest negative change of 0.08 points. The Asia-Pacific
region, despite ranking third, experienced significant deterioration reflecting increased tensions in the South China

Sea and Korean Peninsula.

Table 2: Armed Conflicts by Type (2018-2022)

Year | State-Based Conflicts | Non-State Conflicts | One-Sided Violence | Total Conflicts
2018 | 52 70 29 151
2019 | 54 66 34 154
2020 | 56 62 31 149
2021 | 55 71 32 158
2022 | 56 82 31 169

Source: Uppsala Conflict Data Program, 2023

Table 2 illustrates the trajectory of armed conflicts globally from 2018 to 2022 as documented by Uppsala Conflict
Data Program (Pettersson et al., 2023). State-based conflicts involving at least one government party have
remained relatively stable, increasing marginally from 52 in 2018 to 56 in 2022. However, non-state conflicts
between armed groups without government involvement have surged dramatically from 70 to 82 during this
period. The total number of active conflicts reached 169 in 2022, representing a 12% increase over five years.
This trend indicates that while interstate war remains relatively rare, intrastate violence and non-state armed group

activity pose growing threats to global peace.
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Table 3: Global Military Expenditure by Region (2022)

Region Expenditure (US$ Billion) | Share of Global (%) | Change from 2021 (%)
Americas 916 41.2 +0.6

Europe 480 21.6 +13.0

Asia & Oceania | 575 25.9 +2.7

Middle East 184 8.3 -3.1

Africa 39 1.8 +5.3

World Total 2,240 100 +3.7

Source: Stockholm International Peace Research Institute, SIPRI Yearbook 2023

Table 3 displays global military expenditure distribution across regions for 2022 as reported by Stockholm
International Peace Research Institute (SIPRI, 2023). Total world military spending reached $2.24 trillion,
increasing 3.7% from 2021 in real terms. The Americas, dominated by United States expenditure, accounts for
41.2% of global military spending at $916 billion. Most significantly, European military expenditure surged by
13% following Russia's invasion of Ukraine, reaching $480 billion. Asia and Oceania represent the second-largest
regional share at 25.9%, driven primarily by Chinese and Indian military modernization programs. These figures

demonstrate that despite rhetorical commitments to peace, nations continue investing substantially in military

capabilities.
Table 4: United Nations Peacekeeping Operations (2023)
Mission Location Personnel | Annual Budget (US$ Million)
MINUSMA | Mali 12,385 1,263
MONUSCO | DR Congo 16,254 1,097
UNMISS South Sudan 17,166 1,185
UNIFIL Lebanon 10,503 500
MINUSCA | Central African Republic | 14,788 1,152
UNDOF Golan Heights 1,231 68

Source: United Nations Peacekeeping, 2023

Table 4 presents data on major United Nations peacekeeping operations as of 2023 (United Nations Peacekeeping,
2023). The United Nations Mission in South Sudan (UNMISS) maintains the largest personnel deployment at
17,166, reflecting the severity and complexity of that country's ongoing conflict. The United Nations Stabilization
Mission in Mali (MINUSMA) commands the highest annual budget at $1.263 billion, though this mission faced
termination in 2023 following host government request. Collectively, these six missions deploy over 72,000
personnel with combined budgets exceeding $5.2 billion annually. The concentration of peacekeeping operations
in Africa underscores that continent's disproportionate burden of violent conflict and fragile state conditions.
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Table 5: Forcibly Displaced Populations Worldwide (2018-2022)

Year | Refugees | Asylum Seekers | IDPs | Total Displaced (Millions)
2018 | 204 3.5 413 | 70.8

2019 | 26.0 4.2 45.7 | 795

2020 | 26.4 4.1 48.0 | 824

2021 | 271 4.6 53.2 | 89.3

2022 | 35.3 54 62.5 | 108.4

Source: United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees, Global Trends 2022

Table 5 documents the escalating global displacement crisis from 2018 to 2022 according to United Nations High
Commissioner for Refugees (UNHCR, 2023). Total forcibly displaced populations surged from 70.8 million in
2018 to an unprecedented 108.4 million in 2022, representing a 53% increase over five years. Refugee populations
increased from 20.4 million to 35.3 million during this period, with the dramatic 2022 increase attributable
primarily to displacement from Ukraine. Internally displaced persons constitute the largest category at 62.5 million
in 2022. These statistics demonstrate that contemporary conflicts impose catastrophic humanitarian costs, with

displacement reaching levels not witnessed since World War 1.

Table 6: Economic Cost of Violence by Category (2022)

Category Cost (US$ Trillion) | Share of Total (%)
Military Expenditure 2.24 13.0

Internal Security 4.32 25.0

Armed Conflict 0.52 3.0

Homicide 1.03 6.0

Violent Crime 0.69 4.0

Fear of Violence 0.43 2.5

GDP Losses from Conflict | 7.99 46.5

Total 17.22 100

Source: Institute for Economics and Peace, Economic Value of Peace 2023

Table 6 presents the comprehensive economic costs of violence globally in 2022 as calculated by Institute for
Economics and Peace (2023). Total economic impact of violence reached $17.22 trillion, equivalent to 12.9% of
global GDP. The largest component comprises GDP losses attributable to conflict, totaling nearly $8 trillion or
46.5% of the total cost, reflecting lost economic productivity in conflict-affected regions. Military expenditure
accounts for $2.24 trillion while internal security spending reaches $4.32 trillion. These figures demonstrate that
violence imposes enormous economic burdens that divert resources from development priorities, creating a

vicious cycle where underdevelopment perpetuates conditions conducive to further violence.
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6. DISCUSSION

The empirical findings presented in this study paint a sobering picture of world peace in the contemporary era,
revealing multiple interconnected challenges that threaten global stability and human security. The data
demonstrate that despite unprecedented levels of international cooperation and institutional development, the
world has become measurably less peaceful over the past decade, with armed conflicts proliferating, military
expenditures rising, and humanitarian crises intensifying (Institute for Economics and Peace, 2023). These trends
demand careful analysis to identify underlying drivers and potential pathways toward more effective
peacebuilding. The deterioration in Global Peace Index scores across nearly all regions reflects structural factors
that transcend individual conflicts. The erosion of great power cooperation, exemplified by U.S.-China strategic
rivalry and the complete breakdown of Russia-Western relations following the Ukraine invasion, has undermined
multilateral mechanisms designed to manage tensions and resolve disputes peacefully (Mearsheimer, 2019). The
United Nations Security Council, paralyzed by vetoes from permanent members pursuing competing interests,
has proven incapable of authorizing effective responses to major conflicts. This institutional dysfunction creates
permissive environments for regional powers and non-state actors to pursue objectives through violence rather

than negotiation.

The proliferation of non-state conflicts documented in the Uppsala data represents a particularly troubling
development. Armed groups operating outside state control have expanded in number, territorial reach, and
destructive capacity, particularly in fragile states across the Sahel, Central Africa, and the Middle East (Kaldor,
2012). These actors often exploit governance vacuums, exploit grievances among marginalized populations, and
finance operations through illicit economies including drug trafficking, kidnapping, and resource extraction.
Traditional state-centric approaches to conflict resolution prove inadequate against such diffuse and adaptable
threats, requiring innovative strategies incorporating community engagement and development programming. The
surge in military expenditure, particularly the 13% increase in European spending following Ukraine, illustrates
the security dilemma dynamics that perpetuate arms racing and strategic mistrust (Copeland, 2015). Nations
perceiving threats invest in military capabilities that neighboring states interpret as threatening their own security,
triggering reciprocal buildups that leave all parties less secure despite enormous resource expenditures. The
opportunity costs of such spending are substantial, diverting funds from education, healthcare, infrastructure, and
climate adaptation that could address root causes of instability.

The displacement crisis documented by UNHCR statistics represents both a consequence and cause of conflict
persistence. Mass displacement destabilizes host communities, strains resources, and creates conditions conducive
to radicalization and recruitment by armed groups (Autesserre, 2014). The unprecedented 108 million forcibly
displaced persons constitute a humanitarian catastrophe demanding immediate attention, yet political resistance
to refugee acceptance in many destination countries limits durable solutions. Climate change projections suggest
displacement will accelerate as rising temperatures render regions uninhabitable, compounding existing pressures.
The economic analysis revealing $17.22 trillion in violence-related costs underscores that peace constitutes not
merely a moral imperative but an economic necessity. Countries trapped in cycles of violence experience stunted
development, brain drain, capital flight, and infrastructure destruction that perpetuate poverty and grievance.
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Conversely, investments in conflict prevention and resolution yield substantial returns through avoided costs and
enhanced productivity. This economic framing may prove persuasive to policymakers skeptical of humanitarian
arguments for peacebuilding (Galtung, 1969).

Climate change emerges as an increasingly critical factor in global peace prospects. Environmental degradation
intensifies competition for scarce resources including water and arable land, potentially triggering or exacerbating
conflicts (Homer-Dixon, 1999). The Sahel region exemplifies these dynamics, where desertification has displaced
agricultural communities, fueled intercommunal tensions, and provided recruitment opportunities for extremist
groups. Addressing climate security linkages requires integrating environmental considerations into peace and
security frameworks while accelerating emissions reductions. The findings suggest that achieving sustainable
world peace requires moving beyond traditional security paradigms focused narrowly on military capabilities and
state sovereignty. Positive peace, encompassing social justice, human rights, environmental sustainability, and
inclusive governance, provides a more comprehensive framework for understanding and addressing contemporary
challenges (Richmond, 2014). This approach recognizes that durable peace depends on addressing structural
violence and creating conditions where individuals and communities can flourish without resorting to armed

conflict.

7. CONCLUSION

This comprehensive study has examined world peace within the context of contemporary global challenges,
presenting empirical evidence on conflict trends, military expenditures, peacekeeping operations, displacement,
and economic impacts of violence. The findings reveal a concerning trajectory characterized by increasing armed
conflicts, deteriorating peace indices, surging military spending, and unprecedented humanitarian displacement.
The total economic cost of violence exceeding $17 trillion annually demonstrates the immense burden that conflict
imposes on human development and prosperity. The analysis identifies several interconnected factors
undermining world peace, including great power competition, proliferation of non-state armed actors, institutional
dysfunction in multilateral forums, and emerging threats from climate change. Traditional approaches centered
on military deterrence and state-centric diplomacy prove insufficient against these complex challenges requiring
innovative, multidimensional responses. Achieving sustainable world peace necessitates strengthened multilateral
cooperation, reinvigorated commitment to international institutions, and comprehensive strategies addressing root
causes of conflict. Investment in conflict prevention, early warning systems, and peacebuilding capacities offers
superior returns compared to post-conflict intervention. Climate change adaptation and mitigation must be

integrated into security frameworks given environmental degradation's role as conflict multiplier.

The study recommends that nations prioritize diplomatic engagement over military solutions, strengthen United
Nations peacekeeping capabilities, address economic inequalities fueling grievances, empower local communities
in peacebuilding processes, and accelerate climate action. While formidable obstacles persist, the interdependent
nature of contemporary challenges also creates opportunities for cooperation that could advance human security

and dignity for all peoples.

9|Page
2025/1JORAR/01/1030



)

i

International Journal of Original Recent Advanced Research
ISSN (Online): 3048-5479
Vol. 02, Issue 06, November 2025

8. REFERENCES

[1] Autesserre, S. (2014). Peaceland: Conflict resolution and the everyday politics of international intervention.
Cambridge University Press.

[2] Bellamy, A. J., & Williams, P. D. (2021). Understanding peacekeeping (3rd ed.). Polity Press.

[3] Copeland, D. C. (2015). Economic interdependence and war. Princeton University Press.

[4] Doyle, M. W. (1983). Kant, liberal legacies, and foreign affairs. Philosophy & Public Affairs, 12(3), 205-235.

[5] Galtung, J. (1969). Violence, peace, and peace research. Journal of Peace Research, 6(3), 167-191.

[6] Homer-Dixon, T. F. (1999). Environment, scarcity, and violence. Princeton University Press.

[7] Hsiang, S. M., Burke, M., & Miguel, E. (2013). Quantifying the influence of climate on human conflict.
Science, 341(6151), 1235367.

[8] Institute for Economics and Peace. (2023). Global Peace Index 2023: Measuring peace in a complex world.
Sydney.

[9] Institute for Economics and Peace. (2023). Economic value of peace 2023: Measuring the global economic
impact of violence and conflict. Sydney.

[10] Kaldor, M. (2012). New and old wars: Organised violence in a global era (3rd ed.). Stanford University
Press.

[11] Mearsheimer, J. J. (2019). Bound to fail: The rise and fall of the liberal international order. International
Security, 43(4), 7-50.

[12] Paris, R. (2004). At war's end: Building peace after civil conflict. Cambridge University Press.

[13] Pettersson, T., Davies, S., Denez, A., Engstrom, M., Hawach, N., Hégbladh, S., Sollenberg, M., & Oberg, M.
(2023). Organized violence 1989-2022, and the return of conflict between states. Journal of Peace Research,
60(4), 691-708.

[14]Richmond, O. P. (2014). Failed statebuilding: Intervention, the state, and the dynamics of peace formation.
Yale University Press.

[15] Sagan, S. D., & Waltz, K. N. (2012). The spread of nuclear weapons: An enduring debate (3rd ed.). W.W.
Norton & Company.

[16] SIPRI. (2023). SIPRI Yearbook 2023: Armaments, disarmament and international security. Oxford
University Press.

[L7JUNHCR. (2023). Global trends: Forced displacement in 2022. United Nations High Commissioner for
Refugees.

[18] United Nations Peacekeeping. (2023). Peacekeeping operations fact sheet. Department of Peace Operations.

[19]Uppsala Conflict Data Program. (2023). UCDP/PRIO armed conflict dataset version 23.1. Uppsala
University.

[20] World Bank. (2023). World development indicators 2023. World Bank Group.

10| Page
2025/1JORAR/01/1030





