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Current research about terrorism does not pay much attention to the relationship
between terrorist incidents and interstate wars. This research project examines
how interstate wars influenced terrorist incidents from 1970 to 2007 through an
empirical study at the monadic level. This project attempts to explain that how
interstate wars reduce domestic and transnational terrorist activities through
three theoretical explanations, such as the diversionary theory of war, realism,
and controlling freedom. In terms of the diversionary theory of war, because
external threats like a war divert citizens’ discontent, terrorist incidents decrease
in the war period. According to realism theory in the study of international
relations, because trade that could increase other countries’ relative interests
decreases in wartime, terrorists have less opportunities to obtain resources.
Since a government limits public liberty in order to protect national security during
war, terrorists confront higher risks and lose an incentive to conduct terrorist
attacks. The empirical analysis demonstrates that interstate wars decreased the
numbers of domestic and transnational terrorist incidents. However, less freedom
during wartime had a critical impact on increasing domestic and international
terrorist incidents.
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INTRODUCTION1
Since the Vietnam War, many countries have suffered from severe terrorist
incidents that posed a threat to national security. Many states have tried to prevent
terrorist incidents because terrorist incidents destroy normal life. This research
attempts to examine the relationship between interstate war and terrorism.
Current research on terrorism has paid too little attention to the relationship
between war and terrorism. The research question is how do interstate wars
influence terrorist attacks?. This research project focuses on interstate wars as
an independent variable because interstate wars are one of the most significant
events to influence international relations and domestic affairs. In political
science, few scholars have focused on the impact of external military conflicts
on terrorism. Many scholars have tried to analyze domestic and economic effects
on terrorism. Furthermore, a few scholars conducted dyadic level research and
found that wars between rivals increase transnational terrorism (Chenoweth
2009; Conrad 2011, 540-541; Findley, Piazza, and Young 2012, 241-243; Sick 2003,
86-87).
This research project conducts empirical analyses at a monadic level and
argues that the number of domestic and transnational terrorist incidents
decreased during wartime. This research project tries to explain why the number
of terrorist incidents decreased in wartime by applying three theoretical
backgrounds, such as the diversionary theory of war, realism, and limitation of
freedom. According to the diversionary theory of war, a country conducts warfare
against another country in order to divert its citizens’ dissatisfaction and concern
(Coser, 1956). Not many countries start warfare to reduce terrorism incidents, but
it is possible that interstate wars reduce domestic terrorism by diverting internal
dissatisfaction. Based on realism theory in international relations, a country is
reluctant to trade goods with a foreign country because it can increase the relative
gains of the foreign country (Grieco 1990, 28-29; Huntington, 1993; Waltz, 1979).
This tendency is more evident in a war period (Barbieri and Levy 1999, 464).
Because decrease in trade during war increases the cost of transferring illegal
products (drugs, weapons, and money) that support terrorist activities, terrorist
activities are limited in a wartime (Li and Schaub 2004, 234-235; Matthew and
Shambaugh 1998, 169-170). On the other hand, public liberty may have an
important effect on terrorism. As strengthened national security during wartime
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may limit public liberty, such as freedom of speech and behavior. Terrorists who
rely on media that spread fear of terrorist activities lose the incentive to conduct
terrorist activities and bear a greater cost for terrorist activities under controlled
freedom during a national crisis. However, empirical results report that lower
civil liberty during a war period increases domestic and transnational terrorist
incidents.

LITERATURE REVIEW
Research that analyzes the relationship between interstate wars and terrorism
at a monadic level is scarce. Current research focus on transnational terrorism
between rival states, the association between interstate military conflicts and
transnational terrorism, and effects of regime type on international terrorist
attacks at a dyadic level.
Three works have examined how a rival relationship leads to terrorist attacks
against an enemy state (Byman et al 2001; Conrad 2011; Findley, Piazza, and Young
2012). Cost-effectiveness, a strategic advantage, a bigger bargaining leverage, and
domestic political interest lead a state conduct transnational terrorist attacks
against its rival state (Findley, Piazza, and Young 2012, 236-238). A series of
statistical analyses that Findley, Piazza, and Young conducted verified that
interstate rivalries increase transnational terrorist incidents (Findley, Piazza,
and Young 2012, 242). Conrad also argued for a similar function of terrorist attack
against a rival state. Although the rival relationship involves a higher possibility
of militarized disputes, rival countries avoid real military disputes most of the
time (Goerta and Diehl 1993, 166-167). Conrad argues that “when the probability
of war is unusually high between two states, those states are more likely to sponsor
terrorist attacks against each other as an alternative to risking full-scale war.
States involved in more conflictual interstate relationships experience more
terrorist attacks than states that are not involved in such relationships” (Conrad
2011, 530). A state-sponsored terrorism is an alternative to war because a
full-scale war is too costly and risky. State-sponsored terrorism is very attractive
for a country that has a rival state because of plausible deniability and
disproportionate effectiveness. For example, during the Iran-Iraq War, the
Iranian government supported maritime terrorist attacks against Iraqi
commercial ships on the Gulf by using small gunboats in order to retaliate against
Iraqi airstrike against Iranian shipping (Sick 2003, 86-87). Empirical results that
Conrad conducted proved that rival countries suffer from terrorist attacks twice
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as much as non-rival states (Conrad 2011). They also support insurgencies in its
rival counterpart (Byman et al 2001; Conrad 2011). A degree of tension between
two countries influences the number of an insurrection. Higher tension between
rival countries is more likely to increase the number of rebellions than a lower
tension relationship. Because it can destroy an economy and overthrow a
government of a counterpart country at low costs, supporting uprisings in the
counterpart country is an additional means of warfare (Byman et al 2001, 23-34).
In terms of methodology, previous research criticized that the monadic model
cannot analyze relationships between terrorism and international conflicts
accurately (Chenoweth 2009). Power asymmetry between powerful and weak
countries leads the weak country to use terrorism as a tool of retaliation. That is,
when the weak country fights against the strong country, it uses terrorism as an
alternative attack but statistical analyses did not support this argument
(Chenoweth 2009).
Some literature found a negative relationship between interstate military
disputes and transnational terrorism (Li and Schaub 2004, 244, 247; Li 2005, 287).
Interstate military conflict involvement decreases the number of terrorist
incidents because external military conflicts increase the costs of terrorist
activities by creating more strict domestic security inspection (Li 2005, 287).
Finally, regime type influences a correlation between interstate conflict and
international terrorism. Regime type is an essential variable to superpowers’
sponsorship for international terrorism. The Soviet Union and non-democratic
countries are more likely to use international terrorist attacks as a strategic tool.
Especially, when democratic countries defeat non-democratic countries,
non-democratic countries conduct terrorist activities for retaliation. The Soviet
Union and non-democratic countries used terrorism to retaliate the U.S. crisis
intervention. Furthermore, he found that when the U.S. or the Soviet Union face
a foreign policy crisis, terrorist incidents increase (O'brien 1996).
Previous research did not analyze how wars influence terrorist indents at the
monadic level and ignored effects of external military conflicts on domestic
terrorist incidents. These have an obvious limitation in exploring the general
impact of wars on domestic terrorism in a non-rivalry relationship.
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THEORY AND HYPOTHESIS
THE DIVERSIONARY THEORY OF WAR
One of the theoretical backgrounds of this research is the diversionary theory
of war. Coser’s The Function of Social Conflict introduced the diversionary theory
of war that argued states that outside conflicts increase internal cohesion by
uniting the in-group (Coser 1956). Political leaders realize that constituencies
become more cohesive when a country engages in external battles. Political
leaders generate a short warfare against the other country in order to divert
citizens’ attention away from domestic problems, such as economic difficulty
and cement their political fortunes through the ‘rally around the flag’ effect (Levy
1989). Internal ethnic, religious, and ideological conflicts increase motivations for
diversionary actions. Ethnic, religious, and ideological diversities lead political
leaders to use diversionary tactic as a real political option in many countries (Tir
and Jasinski 2008, 647-648).
Although internal instability causes a diversionary attempt, previous literature
did not focus on the relationship between terrorism and the diversionary theory.
A few attempts have been made to showe how to apply the diversionary theory
in terrorism research. Domestic terrorist incidents lead democratic leaders to
have a greater incentive of a diversionary war (Foster 2017, 1371). Transnational
terrorist groups target democratic countries that need a diversion effect in order
to recruit members at less costs because collateral damages that violent and
indiscriminate counterterrorism causes to innocent civilians help them recruit
new members easily (Klein 2015, 1-2). The number of terrorist incidents increase
near election time (Newman 2013, 8). European countries suffered from more
domestic terrorist attacks close to elections with lower permissiveness (Aksoy
2010, 901). War on terrorism can be applied to unify a majority and solve social
problems by demonizing a minority as a possible threat to conduct terrorist
attacks (Kanat 2012, 507). For example, Uyghur terrorist activities gave the
Chinese government an opportunity to unite Han majority (Jai 2016, 15-18).
“Chinese authorities might systematically use their control of the media to stoke
fear of terrorism (or the nationalist sentiments it tends to provoke) as a
diversionary tactic” (Volpe 2010, 3). Multiple simultaneous attacks in an urban
area can generate an effect to divert security forces and prevent them from
conducting quick reactions against a primary terrorist attack (Chen, Wu, and Wu
2009, 90).
The starting point of terrorism is dissatisfaction with various social problems,
such as political, ethnic, and religious discrimination. Terrorism is a violent tool
to express what they want to achieve (Choo 1995; Kydd and Walter 2006, 52). In
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the real world, the diversionary theory of war cannot explain relations between
terrorism and interstate wars fully (DeRouen 2000, 321), but it can explain that
interstate wars reduce domestic terrorism by diverting domestic dissatisfaction
in some degree.
For example, from the 1950s through the 1980s, the Argentinian junta confronted
political oppositions including leftist armed groups’ attacks. The Argentinian
government had also tried to suppress left-wing insurgencies by supporting
right-wing armed groups’ attacks, such as assassinations, bombing, and torture.
Especially, during the dirty war (1975-1983), the Argentine force broke down
insurgent movements and protests in a systematic manner. Numerous captives
were tortured and killed in secret detention centers. According to human rights
organizations’ argument, at least 30,000 civilians had disappeared during the
dirty war (Robben 2012, 306-307). Guerrilla groups had also assassinated more
than five hundred members in security and armed forces between 1960 and 1989
(Díaz Bessone, 1996).
Graph 1: Average Number of Domestic Terrorist Incidents in Argentina
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Source: Terrorism Data of Enders, Sandler, and Gaibulloev (2011).
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Furthermore, at that time, the collapse of the Argentine economy fueled labor
unrest: extreme high inflation and unemployment rate caused daily labor
protests and strikes (Suarez-Orozco 1991, 480). As Falklands War broke out in
1982, the chaos settled down for a moment. However, as the Alfonsín government
failed to achieve reconciliation between the Argentine military and the insurgent
groups, disputes rose again after the war (Robben 2012, 308-309). The variation
of average numbers of terrorist incidents in Argentina demonstrates the
diversion effect of Falklands War. Graph 1 shows the average number of domestic
terrorist incidents from 1970 to 1992 in Argentina. The terrorism rate was 8.33
before Falklands War, while it decreased to 2 during the war. After the war,
Argentina suffered from 27.9 terrorist incidents per year. The first hypothesis is
below.
H1: A country is likely to suffer from fewerdomestic terrorist incidents during

a war period than a non-war period.

REALISM
Realism assumes that a state is the main actor in an anarchical international
society and engages in a struggle for power for its security. Relative power is
crucial to national security (Caporaso 1993, 461; Heginbotham and Samuels 1998,
173). According to realism, a state is reluctant to conduct trade that generates
bigger benefits to one state than the other state in order to avoid changes in the
balance of power (Barbieri and Levy 1999, 463; Heginbotham and Samuels 1998,
174-175). The state is less likely to engage in economic exchanges with countries
that show imminent military threats because dependence on goods from trade
partners in war could threaten its national security (Barbieri and Levy 1999, 463;
Grieco 1990, 28-29; Heginbotham and Samuels 1998, 172, 175; Huntington 1993;
Waltz 1979). Moreover, “realism thus seems correct in arguing that high
dependence may lead to conflict, as states use war to ensure access to vital goods”
(Copeland 1996, 6). If trade dependence is lower, the possibility of war will be
lower (Copeland 1996, 25). On the other hand, the hegemony stability assumption
of realists has a dual position on free trade. A powerful country like a hegemon
can formulate and maintain a stable economic exchange structure in order to
obtain complementary goals of power, wealth and security (Kindleberger 1973;
Kunkel 1998, 3-4). On the contrary, if the hegemon declines or cannot gain more
benefits from a free economic exchange order, it will debilitate the free economic
exchange order and move to protectionism (Kunkel 1998, 2-4; Strange 1987, 560).
A globalized economy and technological development have increased the
amount of trade and foreign investment rapidly. Li and Schaub argued that trade,
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investment, and distribution networks became a primary route to support
transnational terrorism.
As globalization increases, the cost of illegal activity declines relative to the cost
of legal activity, and the overall level of terrorism increases. This decreased risk
results from the expansion of trade, financial, and production investment
networks in the global economy (Li and Schaub 2004, 234). Obviously, a 2% chance
of discovery is much too low to seriously prevent determined terrorist organizations
from smuggling weapons of mass destruction across international borders or
from conducting profitable illegal trade to finance terrorist operations (Li and
Schaub 2004, 235).
Especially, trade enables transnational terrorist groups to transfer workforce
and equipment for terrorism between countries more easily (Matthew and
Shambaugh 1998, 169-170). Moreover, the trade of contrabands, such as drugs,
weapons, and diamonds increases terrorist incidents because these illegal goods
are primary resources of purchasing terrorism equipment, recruiting more
cadres, bribing officials, and establishing networks of communications and safe
houses (Matthew and Shambaugh 1998, 169-170; Ndumbe and Cole 2005, 52;
Piazza 2011, 298). Based on realism, interstate military conflicts reduce international
economic cooperation, such as trade and foreign investment (Barbieri and Levy
1999, 464). It means that it is hard to support and conduct transnational terrorist
incidents during wartime because transnational terrorist groups can find fewer
routes to transfers terrorism funds, workforce, and facilities to foreign countries
during war. In short, these war countries suffer from fewer transnational terrorist
incidents than non-war countries. The second hypothesis is below.
H2: A country that undergoes an interstate war is less likely to suffer from

transnational terrorist incidents.

RESTRICTION OF DOMESTIC FREEDOM
Li found a negative relation between terrorism and international conflicts;
military conflict involvement decreases the number of terrorist incidents in the
country. Because during wartime, a government strengthens domestic security
by controlling citizens, costs of terrorist activities increase (Li 2005, 287). Graph
2 reports how different civil liberty is in war and peace times. During a peace
period, the average civil liberty score was 4.64, while it was 3.95 during war.
Sample countries were 17.47% more liberal in a non-wartime than in a war period.
Because government officials consider a threat to national security more
severely than it actually is, the protection of civil liberties may become less of a
priority in a crisis (Whitehead and Aden 2001, 1085). Because a new urgent policy
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to reduce the threat is not well designed, freedom of citizens is limited during
wartime (Tushnet 2003, 274). For example, during World War I, “congress enacted
the Espionage Act of 1917. Although the act dealt primarily with espionage and
sabotage, several provisions had serious consequences for the freedom of
speech” (Stone 2003, 223). After the Japanese attacked Pearl Harbor, a phobia of
possible Japanese espionage and sabotage was prevalent in the U.S. President
Roosevelt signed Executive Order 9066 that allowed the Army to exclude people
in military areas. Because of Executive Order 9066, 120,000 Japanese in
California, Washington, Oregon, and Arizona had to leave their homes and stayed
at detention camps (Stone 2003, 228-229).
Graph 2: Civil Freedom in War and Peace Periods
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Furthermore, the government and politicians may limit civil liberty by
justifying a war as a just war. For example, the U.S. political leaders justified
controlling civil freedom by arguing the U.S. is fighting against enemy states that
harm racial equality in World War II (Tushnet 2003, 278). Public liberty ensures
terrorists’ freedom to conduct terrorism activities (Eyerman 1998, 154; Ross 1993, 322).
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Literature that explores relationships between freedom and terrorism were
divided into the two arguments. The first one argued that more liberty results in
fewer terrorist activities (Kurrild-Klitgaard, Justesen, and Klemmensen 2006,
290). If participation in democratic politics costs less than conducting terrorist
activities, terrorist groups will lose an incentive to participate in terrorist
activities (Kurrild-Klitgaard, Justesen, and Klemmensen 2006, 296). Citizens have
“a peaceful opportunity to try to change the political status quo by criticizing the
holders of power and have an open discussion of political means and aims”
(Eskildsen, Skjoldager, and Bjørnskov 2020, 4). In terms of a non-democratic
regime, because a certain level of freedom of expression and media help leaders
to have information about potential threats, strong controlling liberty in
expression help terrorist groups to keep their insurgent activities secret (Egorov,
Guriev, and Sonin 2009, 647).
The second argument is that freedom and counterterrorism are in conflict with
each other. Terrorist groups can organize terrorist activities at a lower cost in a
liberal society because higher protection of civil freedom prevents a government
from controlling terrorists (Crenshaw 1981, 383; Eubank and Weinberg 2006,
308-309; Schmid 1992). Freedom of expression increases the risk of terrorist
attacks by contributing to the recruitment of potential members and spread of
fear from terrorism (Eskildsen, Skjoldager, and Bjørnskov 2020, 3-6). Reduction
of privacy protection helps counterterrorism groups to foil terrorist attacks (Bell
2011, 4; Dragu 2011, 65). Higher institutional restriction on government’s power may
increase terrorist attacks by ensuring higher civil freedom and human rights (Li
2005, 281). The institutional restriction limits government’s power in
counterterrorism because “freedom of association, speech and movement may
make it easier for terrorists to organize and operate” (Kurrild-Klitgaard, Justesen,
and Klemmensen 2006, 293; Lepsius 2004, 435-436).
As civil liberty is limited during wartime, terrorist groups confront severe
security inspection from the government. In terms of freedom of press, freedom
of press is very instrumental in terrorist incidents because terrorist activities
spread fear to broader target groups more easily through media (Wilkinson 1997,
52-53). Freedom of press generates more incentives for terrorist activities.
Because war tension severely restrict freedom of expression, terrorist groups
lose the motivation for their attack.
H3-1: A country with lower civil liberty during an interstate war period is less

likely to suffer from domestic terrorist incidents.
H3-2: A country with lower civil liberty during an interstate war period is less

likely to suffer from transnational terrorist incidents.
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METHODOLOGY
The research mainly relies on a statistic analysis because there are few
systematic empirical analyses estimating the effects of interstate wars on
terrorism at the monadic level. This paper applies two kinds of empirical
analyses: the one is by comparative analysis and the other is a regression analysis.
This research compared the annual average number of terrorist incidents in the
war period to the non-war period to test the hypotheses. The time range of this
research is 38 years, from 1970 to 2007. Sample countries are 47 countries2 that
had suffered from wars from 1970 to 2007. The total sample size is 1786.

THE DEPENDENT VARIABLE
The dependent variable is the annual number of terrorism incidents in each
country. This research analyzes terrorism incidents from 1970 to 2007 by using
terrorism data of Enders, Sandler, and Gaibulloev (2011). The reason why I used
the terrorism data of Enders, Sandler, and Gaibulloev is that Enders, Sandler, and
Gaibulloev divided terrorist incidents into domestic and international terrorism
incidents by applying four criteria (2011, 323). “Domestic terrorism is homegrown
in which the venue, target, and perpetrators are all from the same country. Thus,
domestic terrorism has direct consequences for only the venue country, its
institutions, citizens, property, and policies” (Enders, Sandler, and Gaibulloev
2011, 321). Aum Shinrikyo’s sarin attack on the Tokyo subway in 1995, Timothy
McVeigh’s bombing on the Alfred P Murrah Federal Building in Oklahoma City
in 1995, and the Tamil Tigers’ suicide attacks in Sri Lanka are domestic terrorist
incidents (Enders, Sandler, and Gaibulloev 2011, 319). Transnational terrorism
is a terrorist attack against entities who have different nationalities from the
perpetrators, such as foreign citizens, diplomats (diplomatic staff, their families,
and property), an international organization or international peacekeepers
(Enders, Sandler, and Gaibulloev 2011, 321, 323).

THE INDEPENDENT VARIABLE
The primary independent variable is interstate wars. This work used the
number of interstate wars in given years. A war and international (or
transnational) terrorism should be distinguished. The general definition of war
is “sustained combat, involving organized armed forces, resulting in a minimum
of 1,000 battle-related fatalities” (Sarkees 2010, 1). FBI (Federal Bureau of

2

The list of fourteen seven war countries are in Table 5 in Appendix

The Korean Journal of International Studies 19-1  84

Investigation) defined international terrorism as “violent, criminal acts
committed by individuals and/or groups who are inspired by, or associated with,
designated foreign terrorist organizations or nations (state-sponsored)”. However,
this definition just focuses on perpetrators’ foreign nationality, so it cannot
encompass terrorist attacks against victims who have a foreign nationality.
Enders, Sandler, and Gaibulloev (2011) suggested a more suitable and comprehensive
definition of transnational terrorism that is, violent and criminal acts against
entities who have different nationalities from the perpetrators, such as foreign
citizens, diplomats (diplomatic staff, their families, and property), international
organizations or international peacekeepers (Enders, Sandler, and Gaibulloev
2011, 321, 323). The main differences between a war and transnational terrorism
are the scale and degree of violence. A war generates a greater number of fatalities
(more than 1,000 fatalities) than transnational terrorist attacks. The main target of
transnational terrorism is a noncombatant, such as civilians or unarmed soldiers,
but a war is conducted between organized military groups, such as military troops
or militant groups. The data of war is from the Inter-State War Database of the
Correlates of War (COW) project (Sarkees and Wayman, 2010).
Another independent variable is civil liberty in wartime. This project expects
that lower civil freedom decreases the possibility of terrorist incidents. Freedom
House provides data for civil liberty (Freedom House 2021). The index of civil
liberty in an original dataset ranges from 1 to 8. 1 means the highest freedom,
while 8 is the lowest freedom. The index of civil liberty in this project was inverted
for convenience (8 is the most freedom, while 1 is the least freedom). An
interaction term between war and civil freedom was used in order to measure
freedom during wartime.

CONTROL VARIABLES
Control variables consist of economic growth, trade and FDI dependencies,
civil war, civil violence, internal population displacement, refugee inflow,
country size, and contiguity. There are various reasons for terrorism, such as
ethnic, religious, and ideological conflicts, but the most crucial reason for
terrorism is poverty (Li and Schaub 2004, 236-237; Mirza and Verdier 2008;
Gunaratna, Acharya, and Wang 2010, 155). Poverty increases the dissatisfaction
of civilians for the current political regime, social system order, and institution;
public dissatisfaction could develop into violent actions to overthrow the existing
social order. The most severe terrorism regions are in the third world, such as
the Middle East, South Asia, and South America. In economically developed
societies, people have much less incentive to participate in terrorism because
terrorism harms their economic benefits (Shahzad et al 2016, 183). Data for GDP
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growth are from 1970 to 2007 from the World Bank database (World Bank, 2019).
Internal instability, such as civil war and civil violence is a critical control
variable because it represents the domestic instability of the sample countries.
Because internal disputes fuel terrorist activities in many cases, the civil war
period and civil violence should be controlled. The civil war variable indicates
how many years a state has suffered from civil war. The civil war data is from the
Intra-State War of COW project (Sarkees and Wayman, 2010). Civil violence is
“associated acts of violation and destruction, carried out as a sign of defiance
against a central authority or between opposing groups of people, can occur in
societies which we consider to be ‘modern and progressive’” (Gupte 2011). Civil
violence data were taken from the Major Episodes of Political Violence (MEPV)
dataset by the Center for System Peace (Marshall 2019). The CIVVIOL index in the
dataset that measured civil violence ranges from 1 (lowest) to 10 (highest)
(Marshall 2019, 4).
Trade and FDI that represent degrees of economic globalization have positive
and negative effects on terrorist incidents. The impact of trade on terrorist attacks
is controversial. Trade can reduce domestic and transnational terrorist incidents
if it boosts the economy (Li and Schaub 2004, 230). A state’s economic
improvement through trade decreases the motivation for domestic terrorism
that destroys its economy. Moreover, as trade boosts a country’s economy, citizens
in the country have little incentive to engage in transnational terrorist attacks
against its trade partner (Li & Schaub 2004, 231). In terms of reducing poverty,
international trade reduces terrorist activities because it reduces poverty, a
primary cause of terrorism (Johnston 2001; Tyson 2001, Bush, 2002). Trading
goods and services improves local human capital and markets because
international trade lets private corporations develop sustainable environments
by investing in local human capital and markets. These practices will gradually
eliminate poverty (Fandl 2003, 612). On the other hand, the U.S. government has
regarded free trade as a way of preventing terrorist activities in Muslim countries
(Looney 2005, 104-105) because free trade can liberalize Muslim countries
economically and politically. The US has attempted to form free trade agreements
with Muslim countries to boost their economy (Lindsey 2003, 6).
On the contrary, trade also may increase terrorist incidents by lowering cost
of illegal activity and networks. Transnational terrorist groups have used
international trade, investment, and distribution networks as a route of trading
contrabands such as weapons, drugs, and diamonds (Matthew & Shambaugh,
1998, p.169-170). “As globalization increases, the cost of illegal activity declines
relative to the cost of legal activity, and the overall level of terrorism increases.
This decreased risk results from the expansion of the trade, financial, and
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production investment networks in the global economy” (Li and Schaub 2004,
234). For example, “obviously, a 2% chance of discovery is much too low to
seriously prevent determined terrorist organizations from smuggling weapons
of mass destruction across international borders or from conducting profitable
illegal trade to finance terrorist operations” (Li and Schaub 2004, 235). Illicit drug
trade promotes transnational and domestic terrorist attacks because drug money
helps terrorist groups obtain weapons and equipment, recruit more members,
bribe officials and establish networks of communications and safe houses (Piazza
2011, 298).
FDI also has similar effects with trade on terrorist attacks. FDI provides more
opportunities to conduct illegal exchanges to terrorist groups. “Higher foreign
investment may spur economic activities in the host country. Increase in
economic development and resulting employment opportunities may increase
the opportunity cost of terrorism, which decreases terrorism activities (Shahzad
and Hussain, et al 2016, 183)”. On the contrary, FDI provides many routes for
smuggling illegal products, such as money, drug, and weapon, to aid terrorist
groups (Mirza and Verdier 2007). The project applied trade (import and export)
per GDP and FDI net inflow per GDP to show how much the national economy
depends on trade and FDI net inflow. This data came from the World Bank
database (World Bank, 2019).
Demographic variations that influence terrorist attacks should be controlled,
such as internal displaced population and refugee inflow. ‘Forcibly Displaced
Populations 1964-2008’ dataset by the Center for Systemic Peace provides data for
numbers of internally displaced people (IDPxx) and refugee inflow (SOURCExx).
The scales in the two indexes are 1,000 (Marshall 2008, 1).
Geographical conditions are important factors in conducting terrorist
activities because a geographical advantage, such as contiguity helps terrorist
groups conduct terrorist activities in foreign countries (Shelley 2006, 258). If a
certain country is geographically close with many other countries, it may face
more threats from terrorist activities than a state that is geographically isolated
(De Sousa, Mirza, and Verdier 2009, 456). This project applied Direct Contiguity
(v3.2) from the Correlates of War project that provides the aggregate number of
direct contiguities (land and sea) for each country (Hensel 2017, 3). Country size
should be controlled for because bigger countries suffer from more terrorist
incidents than smaller states. For example, terrorism data shows that Russia, the
largest country, had suffered 1744 terrorist incidents from 1991 to 2010; Ukraine
had suffered just 42 terrorist incidents during the same period (National
Consortium for the Study of Terrorism and Responses to Terrorism). Population
reflects country size. A larger population state suffered from more terrorist
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incidents than a state that had a smaller population because it is hard to monitor
the larger population, and the composition of a population is more diverse
(Eyerman 1998, 160; Li and Schaub 2004, 241). Population data were taken from
the World Bank data (World Bank, 2009).

RESULT
Graph 3: the Impact of Interstate Wars on Domestic Terrorist Incidents

The x-coordinate in Graph 3 indicates a war year. According to the dummy of
the war year, 0 indicates no war in given years, while 1 indicates war years. Graph
3 showed the average number of domestic terrorist incidents in war periods was
6.16, while the average number of domestic terrorist incidents in the non-war
periods was 12.07. During wartime, countries suffered about 49 percent less
domestic terrorism incidents than during the non-war periods. The result means
that interstate wars have an impact in reducing terrorism and supports the first
hypothesis. These results demonstrate effects of the diversionary war and the
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control of freedom during wartime. Because wars diverted public dissatisfaction
on existing problems and limited civilians’ fundamental liberty, terrorist groups’
motives decreased.
Graph 4: the Impact of Interstate Wars on Transnational Terrorist Incidents
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.5
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1.5
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1970-2007

0
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According to Graph 4, the average number of transnational terrorist incidents
in wartime was 1.76, while the average number of transnational terrorist
incidents in the non-war periods was 2.65. During wartime, countries suffered
about 34 percent less transnational terrorist incidents than during the non-war
periods. Because transnational terrorist incidents decreased significantly
during the war periods, Graph 4 proved the second hypothesis. Because wars
limited trade between countries, transnational terrorist groups lost routes to
transfer sources for terrorist activities, such as weapons, drugs, and funds.
By comparing domestic and transnational terrorist incidents, wars reduced 49
percent domestic terrorist incidents, while 34 percent transnational terrorist
incidents decreased. Domestic terrorist incidents were more significantly
impacted from wars than transnational terrorist incidents. The results
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demonstrate that the diversion effect of wars is more significant than the trade
restriction effect of realism during wars.
Table 1: the Result of Domestic Terrorist Incident
Model I

Model II

war

-0.5371*
(0.2830)

-0.5371**
(0.2212)

civil liberty

0.1965***
(0.0447)

0.1965***
(0.0588)

civil war

0.1724***
(0.0473)

0.1724***
(0.0553)

civil violence

0.8409***
(0.1375)

0.8409***
(0.1010)

GDP growth

0.0066
(0.0103)

0.0066
(0.0120)

FDI/GDP

-0.1089***
(0.0226)

-0.1089***
(0.0259)

trade/GDP

-0.0016
(0.0024)

-0.0016
(0.0043)

population

1.16e-09***
(3.77e-10)

1.16e-09***
(3.42e-10)

population displacement

0.0011***
(0.0002)

0.0011***
(0.0002)

refugee

0.0007***
(0.0002)

0.0007***
(0.0002)

contiguity

0.0843***
(0.0221)

0.0843***
(0.0252)

constant

0.3210
(0.3911)

0.3210
(0.5499)

observation

1,081

1,081

P<0.1:*, P<0.05:**, P<0.01:***

Table 1 reports empirical results for the number of domestic terrorist incidents
in a given year. Model I was a negative binomial regression model, and Model II
was a negative binomial regression model with a robustness test. Both models
show similar results. Interstate wars have negative significant relationships with
domestic terrorist incidents in both models. In wartime, states have suffered
from less domestic terrorism than in a non-wartime. Endogenous conflicts, such
as ethnic, religious, class, and racial conflicts could be stabilized during a war
because external conflicts divert citizens’ discontent for these problems (Coser,
1956). For instance, Iraq’s Saddam Hussein regime enjoyed the diversionary
strategy in order to divert citizens’ attention on economic and political problems
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in the 1980s-1990s. Iraq had fought against Middle Eastern countries, Israel, and
the U.S., such as the Iran-Iraq War and the Gulf War (Kanat 2014, 23). During the
wars, on average less than one domestic terrorist incident (0.82) per year
occurred. Moreover, as a state has controlled civil freedom in a war to prevent
espionage and sabotage, terrorists’ activities could be limited (Li 2005, 282; Stone
2003, 223). These statistical results support the first hypothesis. Civil freedom has
a meaningful impact on domestic terrorist activities. Higher civil liberty
significantly increased domestic terrorist attacks because controlling liberty can
limit terrorist activities by increasing the cost of terrorist activities.
In terms of control variables, a civil war has a positive significant relationship
with domestic terrorism. Longer civil wars increased domestic terrorist
incidents because both depend on existing domestic conflicts, such as religious,
ethnic, class, and racial conflicts. Domestic terrorism is a means of those
conflicts, and the civil war is the maximum violence that the domestic conflicts
cause. A rebel group terrorizes citizens in order to eliminate and deter their
cooperation with a government during a civil war period (Walter, 1969). For
example, the Shining Path, the Peruvian rebel group, terrorized the Peruvian
government and civilians during a civil war in the 1980s and 1990s (Findley and
Young 2012, 285). Civil violence also had positive significant relationships with
domestic terrorism. Civil violence is a result of conflicts and instability that
triggers terrorist incidents. Terrorist groups enjoy social instability and conflicts
to formulate an atmosphere of legitimizing terrorist activities.
In terms of economic development, the GDP growth rate did not have statistically
significant relationships with domestic terrorism. Economic development did
not influence domestic terrorism significantly. Economic globalization influenced
domestic terrorism. The ratio of FDI to GDP also showed negative significant
relations with domestic terrorist incidents. A state that heavily depends on FDI
suffered fewer domestic terrorist incidents. “Higher foreign investment may
spur economic activities in the host country. An increase in economic
development and resulting employment opportunities may increase opportunity
cost of terrorism, which decreases terrorism activities” (Shahzad et al 2016, 183).
However, trade dependency did not affect domestic terrorism. Trade dependency
had negative relationships with domestic terrorism, but they were not
statistically significant.
Country size and borders had positive significant relationships with domestic
terrorist incidents. Bigger countries suffered from more domestic terrorist
events than smaller states because the composition of the population is more
heterogeneous, and it is difficult to police a larger population (Eyerman 1998, 160;
Li and Schaub 2004, 241). Population movements increased terrorist incidents.
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Internally displaced population and refugee inflow had meaningful impacts on
domestic terrorist attacks. The demographic changes may cause disputes between
refugees and local people in terms of a shortage of resources, such as lands, foods,
waters, and jobs (Ibáñez and Vélez 2008, 661).
Countries that share borders with many other countries had domestic
terrorism than geographically isolated states because borders provided many
opportunities for crossing criminals, terrorists, and illicit commodities (Shelley
2006, 257-258).
Table 2: the Result of Domestic Terrorist Incident (civil liberty)
Model I

Model II

civil liberty
(interaction)

-0.0633
(0.0509)

-0.0633*
(0.0376)

civil liberty

0.2023***
(0.0451)

0.2023***
(0.0598)

civil war

0.1700***
(0.0472)

0.1700***
(0.0558)

civil violence

0.8516***
(0.1378)

0.8516***
(0.1018)

GDP growth

0.0081
(0.0104)

0.0081
(0.0123)

FDI/GDP

-0.1081***
(0.0226)

-0.1081***
(0.0258)

trade/GDP

-0.0015
(0.0024)

-0.0015
(0.0043)

population

1.17e-09***
(3.77e-10)

1.17e-09***
(3.44e-10)

population displacement

0.0011***
(0.0002)

0.0011***
(0.0002)

refugee

0.0007***
(0.0002)

0.0007***
(0.0002)

contiguity

0.0830***
(0.0220)

0.0830***
(0.0254)

constant

0.2752
(0.3910)

0.2752
(0.5534)

observation

1,081

1,081

P<0.1:*, P<0.05:**, P<0.01:***

Table 2 revealed statistical results for the relationship between freedom in
wartime and domestic terrorist incidents. Model I is a negative binomial
regression model, and Model II is a negative binomial regression model with a
robustness test. Interaction terms for war and civil liberty had negative relationships
with domestic terrorist incidents. Model II showed a statistically significant
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relationship. Lower freedom during war increases domestic terrorism. This
result was opposite to the expectation. As controlling civil liberty during a war
increases antipathy toward a government, citizens have the motivation to
participate in terrorist activities. This result did not support the hypothesis 3-1.
However, civil freedom increased domestic terrorist activities. Empirical results
reported positive significant relationships. Because counterterrorism limits
public liberty, a society that ensures civil freedom could not control terrorist
activities effectively (Bell 2011, 4; Dragu 2011, 65).
The duration of the civil war also had positive significant relationships with
domestic terrorist incidents. A longer civil war increased domestic terrorist
attacks than a shorter civil war. Because terrorism was a tool that insurgent troops
use in order to prevent civilians from cooperating with a government troop in a
civil war, domestic terrorism during the civil war increased (Walter, 1969). Civil
violence also had a similar effect on domestic terrorist incidents. A state that had
a greater number of civil violence suffered from more domestic terrorist attacks
than a stable country. This result verified that conflicts may escalate into terrorism.
Economic development (GDP growth) had positive relationships with domestic
terrorist incidents, but they were not statistically significant. Fast economic
development did not bring about political violence. In terms of economic
globalization, the ratio of trade to GDP and FDI per GDP had negative relationships
with a domestic terrorist incident. Trade dependency was not statistically
significant. Dependencies in trade did not have a substantial effect on a domestic
terrorist incident. However, FDI dependency had a meaningful effect on the
decrease of domestic terrorist incidents. A country that relies on FDI suffers from
less domestic terrorist activities than a state with lower FDI dependency.
Demographic variation had a meaningful impact on domestic terrorist incidents.
More force displaced people and refugee inflow promoted more domestic terrorist
activities. Significant population movements cause local conflicts between
migrants and local population because they have to share limited local resources,
such as foods, houses, and jobs (Ibáñez and Vélez 2008, 661).
Geographical conditions, such as country size and the number of borders had
positive significant relationships with a domestic terrorist incident. These
results reflected that a state that has a larger population and more borders suffer
a greater number of domestic terrorist incidents (Eyerman 1998, 160; Li and
Schaub 2004, 241).
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Table 3: the Result of Transnational Terrorist Incident
Model I

Model II

war

-0.5623**
(0.2496)

-0.5623***
(0.2085)

civil liberty

0.1268***
(0.0340)

0.1268***
(0.0424)

civil war

0.0536
(0.0407)

0.0536
(0.0510)

civil violence

0.4315***
(0.1164)

0.4315***
(0.0941)

GDP growth

0.0113
(0.0070)

0.0113
(0.0126)

FDI/GDP

-0.1450***
(0.0239)

-0.1450***
(0.0319)

trade/GDP

-0.0039*
(0.0023)

-0.0039
(0.0031)

population

-1.49e-10
(2.96e-10)

-1.49e-10
(3.07e-10)

population displacement

0.0006***
(0.0002)

0.0006**
(0.0003)

refugee

0.0003***
(0.0001)

0.0003***
(0.0001)

contiguity

0.0886***
(0.0168)

0.0886***
(0.0193)

constant

-0.0972
(0.3000)

-0.0972
(0.4005)

observation

1,081

1,081

P<0.1:*, P<0.05:**, P<0.01:***

Table 3 shows the results for transnational terrorism. Model I was a negative
binomial regression model. Model II was a negative binomial regression model
with a robust option. Both models revealed quite similar results that wars had
negative significant relationships with transnational terrorism. Because wars
limited civil liberty, trade, and foreign investment, transnational terrorist groups
had smaller incentives and sources for terrorism activities (Fandl 2003, 612;
Shahzad et al 2016, 183; Tushnet 2003, 274). These statistical results support the
second hypothesis. Civil freedom had a meaningful impact on international
terrorist incidents. Greater liberty increased the number of transnational
terrorist incidents. This result demonstrates that more civil freedom may give
more opportunities to conduct terrorist activities toward transnational terrorist
groups.
Civil wars did not show a meaningful impact on transnational terrorism. An
intra war did not promote transnational terrorist groups’ activities. However, civil
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violence had positive significant relationships with transnational terrorist
incidents. Civil violent disputes provide room to intervene for transnational
terrorists because social instability can weaken national security (Addison and
Murshed 2005, 13).
Economic development had no significant relationship with transnational
terrorist incidents. Fast economic growth did not influence transnational
terrorist incidents. Economic globalization factors, such as trade and FDI
dependencies, had negative significant relationships with transnational
terrorism. A country that highly relies on trade and FDI prefers to maintain
stability over an isolated economy by preventing transnational terrorist incidents
because terrorism damages its economy by limiting trade (Bush, 2002; Fandl
2003, 612-613; Johnston, 2001; Tyson, 2001). Foreign trade partners are afraid of
transnational terrorist groups’ attacks against their host country because
terrorist attacks severely limit their trade by destroying markets, infrastructures,
and facilities of production and distribution. Moreover, because FDI that
provides various economic benefits, such as employment has a strong
anti-terrorism effect, terrorist groups lose motivation for terrorism under a
developed economy that relies on FDI (Shahzad et al 2016, 183).
Internal population displacement and refugee inflow showed positive
significant relationships with transnational terrorist incidents. Radical
demographic changes affect local stability. As many migrants and refugees enter
a region, various disputes related to resources, religion, and ethnicity occur.
These conflicts can be a motivation of transnational terrorist attacks in order to
support one side (Ibáñez and Vélez 2008, 661).
In terms of geographical conditions, country size did not have a significant
impact on the number of transnational terrorist incidents, while the number of
borders had a positive significant relationship with transnational terrorism
(Eyerman 1998, 160; Li and Schaub 2004, 241). A state that has more neighboring
countries suffered from more transnational terrorist incidents than a country
that has less surrounding countries (De Sousa, Mirza, and Verdier 2009, 456).
More borders give more chances of terrorist activities to transnational terrorist
groups (Shelley 2006, 257-258). For example, because Pakistan is a neighboring
country that shares a border with Afghanistan, Pakistan has suffered from many
transnational terrorist attacks from Afghanistan militant groups, such as Taleban
and Al-Qaeda. These groups have transferred huge amount of contrabands, such
as weapons and drugs to terrorist groups in Pakistan through the border (Zeb
2006, 69-70).
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Table 4: the Result of Transnational Terrorist Incident (Civil Liberty)
Model I

Model II

civil liberty
(interaction)

-0.0923**
(0.0460)

-0.0923**
(0.0405)

civil liberty

0.1347***
(0.0341)

0.1347***
(0.0422)

civil war

0.0485
(0.0407)

0.0485
(0.0514)

civil violence

0.4413***
(0.1166)

0.4413***
(0.0950)

GDP growth

0.0116*
(0.0070)

0.0116
(0.0128)

FDI/GDP

-0.1428***
(0.0238)

-0.1428***
(0.0320)

trade/GDP

-0.0039*
(0.0023)

-0.0039
(0.0031)

population

-1.34e-10
(2.96e-10)

-1.34e-10
(3.08e-10)

population displacement

0.0007***
(0.0002)

0.0007**
(0.0003)

refugee

0.0003***
(0.0001)

0.0003***
(0.0001)

contiguity

0.0876***
(0.0167)

0.0876***
(0.0193)

constant

-0.1425
(0.2988)

-0.1424
(0.3982)

observation

1,081

1,081

P<0.1:*, P<0.05:**, P<0.01:***

Table 4 analyzes how freedom in a war period affects a transnational terrorist
incident. Model I was a negative binomial regression model, and Model II was
a negative binomial regression model with a robustness test. The two models
showed similar statistical results. An interaction term between war and civil
freedom showed negative significant relationships with transnational terrorism.
As similar with empirical results for domestic terrorism, lower wartime freedom
promoted more transnational terrorist activities. This is unexpected because
limitation of civil liberty during wartime may reduce chances to conduct terrorist
activities to transnational terrorists. As controlling freedom generates a side
effect, public dissatisfaction, transnational terrorist groups have more chances
to intervene in disputes between a government and citizens. Hypothesis 3-2 was
not supported. On the contrary, civil liberty was positively associated with
international terrorist activities. More freedom gives more opportunities to
conduct terrorist activities toward transnational terrorists.
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In terms of control variables, a civil war has positive relationships with
transnational terrorist incidents, but they were not statistically significant. Civil
war did not affect transnational terrorist incidents. However, civil violence
increased transnational terrorist attacks significantly. Civil violent conflicts
provide many chances to intervene for transnational terrorist groups.
In terms of economic developments, GDP growth had positive significant
relationships with transnational terrorist incidents in Model I. Economic growth
with higher inequality may promote transnational terrorism because citizens
who are dissatisfied with current economic inequality join transnational
terrorism. Dependencies of trade and FDI had similar impacts on transnational
terrorism. They all have negative significant relationships. This result
demonstrates a state that highly relies on trade and FDI tries to keep stability and
peace in order to enjoy economic benefits from trade and FDI (Bush, 2002; Fandl
2003, 612-613; Johnston, 2001; Tyson, 2001).
Demographic variation had a meaningful influence on transnational terrorist
activities. Greater numbers of internally displaced population and refugees
increased transnational terrorist incidents. Larger population movements may
destroy social stability by causing diverse disputes between migrants and local
population, such as economic, ethnic, and religious conflicts. These disputes can
attract transnational terrorists’ activities (Braithwaite and Chu 2018, 1641; Ibáñez
and Vélez 2008, 661).
Finally, geographical conditions, including country size and contiguity, have
different impacts on transnational terrorist incidents. Population did not
influence transnational terrorist activities. However, contiguity had positive
significant impacts on transnational terrorist activities. A country that has many
surrounding states suffers from a greater number of transnational terrorist
incidents than a geographically isolated state.

CONCLUSION
This research examined the relation between interstate wars and terrorism
through empirical analyses at the monadic level by applying three theoretical
backgrounds, such as the diversionary theory of war, realism, and restriction of
freedom. Previous research attempted to conduct only dyadic level analyses
rather than monadic level analyses. These theories provided three explanations for
how wars reduce terrorism. External military conflicts can reduce domestic
terrorist incidents by diverting citizens’ discontent. Realists argue that a state is

Interstate Wars and Terrorism: the Effect of External Enemies on Domestic and Transnational Terrorism  97

reluctant to engage in trade because trade may generate larger benefits to a trade
partner that poses an imminent threat. As trade decreases in a war, transnational
terrorist groups face higher costs in illegal exchange of contrabands. Liberty
limited during a war limits terrorist attacks because terrorist groups confront
obstacles of terrorist activities, such as counterterrorism and limitation of
freedom of expression.
The empirical analyses found several meaningful points. Interstate wars
decreased the number of transnational and domestic terrorism incidents.
Moreover, domestic terrorist incidents received a bigger impact from interstate
wars than transnational terrorist incidents. According to the diversionary theory
of war, an external threat may stabilize domestic conflicts for a while by diverting
domestic citizens’ attention. A national crisis leads a country to control domestic
security more strictly to maintain national security, such as border closures;
more strict domestic security inspection prevents international terrorists from
conducting terrorism activities by increasing the costs of terrorist activities (Li
2005, 287).
Second, limitation of freedom in the wartime does not play a factor to reduce
domestic and international terrorist incidents. During a war period, civil liberty
can be controlled for national security. This situation may limit terrorists’
activities with strengthened security inspections because terrorists lose a motive
for terrorism and bear a greater cost of terrorism. However, lower level of civil
liberty in wartime increased more domestic and transnational terrorist
incidents. Controlling freedom during a war causes a side effect, public
discontent, to promote political violence.
Statistical results for the control variables revealed several meaningful points.
Civil wars increased the number of domestic terrorist incidents. The impact of
civil wars to domestic terrorist incidents is natural because the same social
conflicts bring about civil war and domestic terrorist incidents. Moreover, civil
war also increased the number of transnational terrorist incidents significantly
because weakened domestic security that the civil war makes a society
vulnerable. Furthermore, as a domestic rebel group gets support from foreign
terrorist groups during the civil war period might provide a chance for
intervention. Civil violence creates environments to conduct domestic and
transnational terrorist activities because violent disputes between citizens can
provide room for terrorist groups to intervene.
In terms of economic globalization, trade and FDI dependencies decreased
transnational terrorist incidents. Higher dependencies on trade and FDI reduced
the incentive of terrorist activities because less incentive for terrorist activities
exists in the economy that enjoys economic benefits from trade, such as human
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and market developments (Bush 2002; Fandl 2003, 612-613; Johnston 2001; Tyson
2001s).
Demographic variation affects domestic and transnational terrorist incidents.
Internally displaced population and refugee inflow brought about domestic and
transnational terrorist incidents because they cause conflicts between local
people and migrants due to a shortage of resources and religious, ethnic, and
racial differences (Ibáñez and Vélez 2008, 661).
Finally, geographical conditions, such as the number of borders and country
size are important factors for terrorist incidents. According to the statistical
results, the number of borders increased domestic and transnational terrorist
incidents. Countries that share more borders with foreign countries suffered
from more domestic and transnational terrorist incidents than geographically
isolated countries because borders provide many chances for crossing to
criminals, terrorists, and illicit commodities (Shelley 2006, 257-258). Statistical
results demonstrate that the population also increases domestic terrorist
incidents. Larger states suffered from more domestic terrorist incidents than
smaller states because greater population includes a more diverse population
composition and prevents a public authority from monitoring it (Eyerman 1998,
160; Li and Schaub 2004, 241).

APPENDIX
Table 5: The List of Fourteen Seven War Countries
War Country (1970-2007)
Australia, Angola, Argentina, Armenia, Australia, Azerbaijan, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Cambodia, Canada,
Chad, China, Croatia, Cuba, Cyprus, Democratic Republic of the Congo, Ecuador, Egypt, Eritrea, Ethiopia,
France, Germany, India, Iran, Iraq, Israel, Italy, Jordan, Kuwait, Libya, Morocco, Netherlands, Oman,
Pakistan, Peru, Qatar, Saudi Arabia, Somalia, South Africa, Syria, Tanzania, Thailand, Turkey, Uganda,
United Arab Emirates, United Kingdom, United States of America, Vietnam
Source: Interstate War Data from COW Project
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