3M3YWNBIBNY LV 60DB6ILO #15, 2023 GLOBALIZATION AND BUSINESS #15, 2023

https://doi.org/10.35945/gb.2023.15.002

HOW EFFECTIVE MECHANISM IS THE CONVENTION
ON THE PROHIBITION OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS
(TPNW) TO DETER NUCLEAR ESCALATION?

MARIAM MATCHARASHVILI

Master of International Relations, International Black Sea University, Georgia

ABSTRACT. This paper examines the effectiveness of the Convention on the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons
(TPNW) toward deterring nuclear escalation, which entered into force in 2021 and prohibits the creation, posses-
sion, proliferation and use of nuclear weapons while also responding to a number of demands related to denucle-
arization. For the in-depth analysis of the theme, the regimes theory in International Relations and the criteria of
the theoretical explanation of the regime effectiveness are selected. The paper is built around the basic premise
that the Convention is ineffective in achieving its intended goals and discusses three main arguments: (a) norma-
tive incoherence, (b) lack of institutional mechanisms, and (c) neglect of the global security and strategic context.
To prove the latter, the paper analyzes the Russian war against Ukraine and the importance of nuclear deterrence
in the background of the nuclear warnings coming from Russia. Despite the reasons listed above, the main draw-
back of the Convention is the refusal of the nuclear-weapon states to ratify the agreement. On the one hand, the
anarchic international system creates a solid basis for mistrust and asymmetric gains between states, and on the
other hand, the Convention does not offer them security guarantees. Accordingly, the Convention represents an

idealistic view of international organizations and civil society.
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INTRODUCTION

This paper discusses how effective mechanism is
the Convention on the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons
(hereinafter TPNW) to prevent nuclear escalation. The
Convention has been the subject of active discussion
in academic and political circles since the beginning
of negotiations. It entered into force in January 2021
and prohibits the creation, possession, proliferation
and use of nuclear weapons while also responding to
a number of requirements related to denuclearization,
which, in the view of the parties involved in the nego-
tiations, were not met by the Treaty on the Non-Prolif-
eration of Nuclear Weapons of 1968 (hereinafter NPT).
The Convention aims to bring together governments,
international organizations and civil society to achieve
the goals of the prohibition and elimination of nuclear
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weapons. The prohibition initiative, in turn, is based on
the idea of humanitarianism that nuclear weapons are
inhumane and their use will lead to catastrophic conse-
guences for humanity.

However, nuclear states (see Annex A for information
on nuclear stockpiles), which bear more responsibility
for global disarmament, have not joined the agreement
and are often seen as a major obstacle to progress (Fihn,
2017). Along with this, in the recent period, the tension
between the nuclear states has increased, and nuclear
modernization programs have been activated (Herre-
ra Almela, 2018). Consequently, the question arises to
what extent the Convention on the Prohibition of Nu-
clear Weapons effectively contains nuclear escalation
and responds to challenges. This paper is built around
the idea that the Convention is ineffective in achieving
its goals and analyzes the following three arguments:
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(a) normative inconsistency; (b) lack of institutional
mechanisms, and (c) neglect of the global security and
strategic context.

1. INTERNATIONAL REGIMES:
THEORY OF REGIMES

The theory of regimes became relevant in the disci-
pline of International Relations in the second half of the
20th century. John Rugg first tried to explain and clarify
the international regime, and then Steven Krasner pre-
sented the so-called consensual definition, according
to which an international regime is "[a set] of implicit
or explicit principles, norms, rules, and decision-mak-
ing procedures around which actors' expectations con-
verge in a given area of international relations "(Kras-
ner, 1983, p. 2). Accordingly, the international regime is
based on common expectations, interests, obligations
and causality. These rules and procedures influence the
behaviour of states, the practicality of decision-making
and the accumulation of joint experience (Herrera Al-
mela, 2018). There are three main approaches to inter-
national regimes in the literature, which differ in terms
of the degree of institutionalism and different views of
the importance of the regime as an international insti-
tution (Hasenclever et al., 1997). The Realist approach
emphasizes the primacy of power and that the relativity
of power in the world determines the effectiveness of
the regime; the Neoliberal approach outlines collective
interests and cooperation of states, and constructivist
— social relations and identity of actors (Hasenclever et
al., 1997).

International regimes gain importance in two direc-
tions, how effective or how robust it is. The strength of
a regime is determined by its longevity and resilience
to international challenges (Powell, 1994). According
to the theory of regimes, two criteria are distinguished
according to which their effectiveness is evaluated (Un-
derdal, 1992). According to the first criterion, "regime
strength", regimes are effective when the majority of
state actors agree to certain rules and norms and ad-
here to them; According to the second criterion, ef-
fectiveness is defined in terms of goals achieved and/
or plans fulfilled (Hasenclever et al., 1997). The given
theoretical framework does not allow for fully evaluat-
ing the agreement entered into force in 2021 based on
the second criterion, as this period is not long enough
to achieve tangible results. Nevertheless, the paper will
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focus on the first criterion and the normative and insti-
tutional character of the agreement.

The international regime for the Non-proliferation of
Nuclear Weapons has existed since the 1970s when the
NPT came into force. It fully meets the criteria of the
regime theory. Most states agree on the principles and
norms under which they are obligated not to proliferate
nuclear weapons but to promote nuclear disarmament
(Paul, 2003). Also, there are international and bilateral
institutional mechanisms that monitor them. In this re-
gard, the role of the International Atomic Energy Agen-
cy is important. It is obvious that the regime is formed
by a liberal logic since, normatively, this regime is based
on the collective interests of its members, who mainly
promote the prevention of the spread of nuclear weap-
ons and nuclear disarmament due to possible harmful
effects on international security.

2. NORMATIVE AND INSTITUTIONAL
FRAMEWORK

The agreement on the prohibition of nuclear weap-
ons is based on the idea of humanitarianism, which, at
first glance, has a different normative character. The Con-
vention emphasizes that states parties to this treaty are

“deeply concerned about the catastrophic hu-
manitarian consequences that would result from
any use of nuclear weapons, and recognizing the
consequent need to completely eliminate such
weapons, which remains the only way to guaran-
tee that nuclear weapons are never used again
under any circumstances " (Treaty on the Prohibi-

tion of Nuclear Weapons, 2017, p. 1).

This new rule directly prohibits nuclear weapons,
unlike the NPT, but the humanitarian initiative indi-
cates that such a prohibition aims at renewed progress
towards comprehensive nuclear disarmament, which
means that, in fact, the normative goal of the TPNW
is not prohibition per se, but disarmament (Herrera
Almela, 2018). Therefore, some contradictions arise:
first, for the proponents of TPNW, the only way to dis-
arm is to ban nuclear weapons, while the NPT indicates
that disarmament will occur in good faith among the
parties to the treaty. Therefore, there is a discrepancy
regarding the way disarmament was obtained, not the
norm of disarmament. Therefore, the TPNW is likely to
seek to create a new normative system based on the
same normative base as the NPT, i.e. the treaty's goal is

3QMOdXNBBNY ©S 60BBILNO #15, 2023




INTERNATIONAL POLITICAL-ECONOMIC RELATIONS AND INTERNATIONAL SECURITY

nuclear disarmament, which it places within the same
(UN) institutional framework as the current Non-pro-
liferation regime. Accordingly, the Convention implies
the establishment of a new regime in parallel with the
existing one (Rietiker, 2017; Perkovich, 2017). It is also
important to emphasize that a number of articles in the
Convention refer to the issue of prohibition, but the
definition of nuclear weapons is not given.

The TPNW preamble affirms the NPT's supremacy
to ensure international peace and security. In fact, Ar-
ticle 18 of the Treaty states that "the implementation
of this Treaty shall not prejudice obligations undertak-
en by States Parties with regard to existing internation-
al agreements, to which they are party" (Treaty on the
Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons, 2017, p. 11). In other
words, signing the TPNW should not impede the imple-
mentation of the NPT obligations, but these obligations
should be consistent with the TPNW, which is contrary
to the treaty itself, because some provisions of the
TPNW are not compatible with the NPT, for example,
the TPNW does not recognize the existence of nuclear
weapon states and non-nuclear weapon states, which is
an important basis of the NPT (Herrera Almela, 2018).
The TPNW also prohibits states from deploying nuclear
weapons on their territory, which is not expressly pro-
vided for in the NPT. States parties to the TPNW are also
prohibited from conducting nuclear tests, even though
the Comprehensive Nuclear Test Ban Treaty (CTBT) has
not yet entered into force (Trezza, 2017).

In addition, the institutional framework of the Con-
vention is not clearly established. It does not detail how
to verify the presence of nuclear weapons in non-nuclear
states and the destruction of nuclear arsenals by nuclear
states after becoming signatories to the Convention (Pot-
ter, 2017). In addition, the Convention does not include
a mechanism for adopting and monitoring security mea-
sures, which would oblige the signatory state to destroy
its nuclear arsenal. Article 4 states that if a nuclear-weap-
on state wishes to accede to the treaty, it must cooper-
ate with a competent international body to eliminate its
nuclear arsenal, but, at this stage, it is not possible to
identify an organization that can verify the destruction
of nuclear weapons or to define the role that the Atomic
Energy Agency will play in the process (Herrera Almela,
2018). Consequently, there is no unified approach to dis-
armament procedures, which will significantly hinder the
actual implementation of the Convention.

It is unlikely that the TPNW will be able to eliminate
nuclear weapons, as none of the nuclear powers partic-
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ipated in the UN Assembly vote, and all of them subse-
guently indicated that they were not ready to ratify it
(for the results of the vote and information on the signa-
tories, see Annex B). In fact, most of the nuclear powers
and their allies did not even participate in the treaty ne-
gotiations. Without the participation of nuclear states,
the TPNW is nothing more than an idealistic statement
by international organizations and civil society. From a
theoretical point of view, the mentioned circumstance
is an important obstacle to ensuring effectiveness. On
the one hand, it makes it difficult/impossible to obtain
the consent of the nuclear states, and on the other
hand, it will harm the vision of the future need of the
Convention on the part of other non-nuclear states.

3. SECURITY CONTEXT AND NUCLEAR
DETERRENCE

Since its inception, an important challenge of the
Convention is the neglect of the security and strategic
context, particularly how nuclear weapons ensure the
security of states. Opponents of the agreement consid-
er nuclear weapons as a necessary element of deter-
rence, a means of avoiding conflict and war. Deterrence
is the doctrine that the risk that a country will retaliate
against an attack with the nuclear weapons it possesses
reduces the likelihood of an attack and the intentions
of the source of the threat (Immenkamp, 2021). Nucle-
ar deterrence remains an important aspect of security
policy.

The positions of nuclear-weapon states and their
allies regarding TPNW are close to realist approaches,
as they need to obtain strategic security guarantees be-
fore disarmament, while supporters of TPNW act with-
in the framework of a more constructivist approach,
as shown by their attempt to change the interests of
nuclear-weapon states. Mistrust in an anarchic inter-
national system makes it difficult to convince others to
abolish their nuclear weapons. Failure to consider the
security context would jeopardize the consensus-based
approach used for decades to enhance the NPT's con-
tribution to international security and could adversely
affect future NPT conferences.

Notably, NATO members, which include three nucle-
ar-armed countries — France, the United Kingdom, and
the United States — confirmed in July 2016 that nuclear
deterrence is essential for security and defence and will
remain a core element of NATO's overall strategy (Im-
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menkamp, 2021). It should also be noted that the US
nuclear arsenal is located on the territory of Belgium,
Italy, Turkey, Germany and the Netherlands. If any of
them sign the Convention, the location of the nuclear
arsenal will be "illegal". Such a situation will significant-
ly harm the alliance's strategy in the background of in-
creasing international threats.

Although nuclear deterrence reduces the likelihood
of an attack between nuclear-armed states or alliances,
Russia's war against Ukraine has exposed the real danger
that a state can use its nuclear weapons to intimidate or
coerce a non-nuclear state if this action serves its purpos-
es. The war in Ukraine renewed the debate on the im-
portance of banning nuclear weapons, within which the
signatory countries of the TPNW met in Vienna in June
2022 and adopted an Action Plan to more widely stig-
matize, delegitimize nuclear weapons and define specific
steps on how to eliminate them. States at the conference
agreed to set a 10-year deadline for eliminating nucle-
ar weapons after nuclear-armed states join the TPNW.
However, they argued that the real threat of nuclear
escalation further increased the authority of the TPNW
(Nuclear Weapons Ban Monitor, 2022).

Countering the above arguments, the actual imple-
mentation of the TPNW faces significant challenges,
which can be summarized as follows: (a) In light of the
war in Ukraine, any hope of nuclear disarmament and
a world free of nuclear weapons is a distant prospect.
Geopolitical tensions are driving a seemingly unstop-
pable dynamic toward an even stronger emphasis on
nuclear weapons and nuclear deterrence. (b) Renun-
ciation of nuclear weapons is practically impossible
when particular states, even one of them, consider it
the last hope for achieving their strategic goals. (c) In
addition, such action may have a "spillover effect". Like
Russia, nuclear intimidation may be used by other revi-
sionist states (Iran, North Korea) to pursue their inter-
ests, ultimately negatively affecting the existing nucle-
ar regime (Sinovets & Vicente, 2022). (d) In 2022, nine
countries formally acceded to the Treaty, although the
agreement's authority has increased with non-nuclear
states signing and ratifying the TPNW. (e) The need to
join military alliances has become relevant in the back-
ground of the current war and nuclear intimidation.
Finland and Sweden have decided to become members
of NATO, which is not only a collective security alliance
but also a "nuclear umbrella" for member states, which
once again emphasizes the importance of nuclear de-
terrence.
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CONCLUSION

The paper has examined the effectiveness of the
Convention on the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons.
The theory of regimes in international relations has
been used to explain and evaluate the topic. The the-
oretical framework has identified two criteria, regime
strength and achieved results, by means of which the
effectiveness of regimes is evaluated. The above anal-
ysis has shown that the real purpose of the treaty is
to force nuclear-weapon states to carry out extensive
nuclear disarmament, but the ban is not an effective
tool to achieve this goal. First, there is a normative in-
consistency in the agreement. The Convention affirms
the supremacy of the NPT, but it contradicts it in certain
aspects. Prohibition of nuclear weapons as a goal ulti-
mately takes the form of nuclear disarmament, which
echoes the goal of the NPT. Consequently, it has be-
come clear that the Convention seeks to create a new
international regime parallel to the existing one.

It is important to note that the agreement does not
clearly outline the institutional framework, the bilateral
or global agencies that will verify, monitor and ensure
the implementation of it.

Enforcing a ban ignores the strategic and security im-
peratives of states and nuclear deterrence. The humani-
tarian initiative is less focused on analyzing the security
context of states that oppose the ban. In an anarchic
international system, obtaining the consent of states
is difficult when there are no security guarantees after
disarmament. Also, NATO believes that the Convention
contradicts its security strategy. Russia's war in Ukraine
has shown that the threat of nuclear intimidation still
exists and may be used by other countries to achieve
their goals. At the same time, it has highlighted the im-
portance of nuclear deterrence. Ultimately, without the
main target (nuclear) states that did not participate in
the negotiations and did not join it, the Convention is
only an idealistic vision of international organizations
and civil society.
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ANNEXES:

Annex A) Nuclear Forces and Nuclear Stockpiles in the World (2022)

World nuclear forces, January 2022

Gouey Deployed Stored  Total lma' oy |T°°°'
warheads®  warheads® stockpile® )
kpl 2022° 2021°

Russia 1588 2889 4 477 5977 6 255

France 280 10 290 290 290

India 160 160 160 156

Israel 90 90 90 90
Total 3732 5708 9 440 12705 13 080

SOURCE: SIPRI, Yearbook 2022. (https://www.sipri.org/media/press-release/2022/qglobal-nuclear-arsenals-are-ex-
pected-grow-states-continue-modernize-new-sipri-yearbook-out-now#:~:text=SIPRI%20estimates %20that%20the %20
total,stockpile%620from%20225%20t0%20260)

Annex B) Global Picture of the TPNW
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0803600 IBIIBN0() 8ddd60B300 300 0I3I0
006 00N0L 03rddD30L ddbobdd 3MB3IBBN (TPNW)
0060330 Jb30WHBN0L FALO3O3d0LIHMO?

domood dogomodzomo

bogbmddmbobm ghmogbmmdgdol dogobnbo,
8530 3m3z0l bogbhmodmbobm gbogzghbogpgho, bogobmzgmm

JOLOMITDN. dmEgdnm 653MmABdn gobbnamymos doMm3NMO nsfMmamal 3Mdom3nl dgbabgd 3mb3gxban-
ol (TPNW) 3393&05bmoabl byznmbo doma3znmao glzsmasinnl dglozs3zgdmac, Mmadgmais dogmsdn dj3ncs 2021
Db o 3Mdoma3l domm3mn nsfmamal 778bsl, ML, go3MEImMadsls s godmygbgosl, s8sbmsbasy,
3oLbmoL gb1n3mgoMBoENsbmSb y39330Mg0Ym doge Mog Immbm3bgdL. byzncbol LomM3oLynmo Sbs-
anoboborzol dgmhgnmos M3108700L cgmMos Lagmmsdmmabm Phongmomdgddn s MJ1080L ga3gdB0sbm-
00l ogmMmoyo sbLbaL 3MoGgM0Y3700. bsdmadn 58307 0s 08 domomsn dmbsBMgoal gomadgdm, Mma 3mb-
396305 9M33BIIB05605 LY 30Bbgd0NL FnbomHg3s s gobbomymos Lodn doMmomsgn sMandgb@o: (o)
bmm3s@onmo shsmsbdndgzmymmoy, (0) nbLEnENEYMo 83Job0B3700L Ba3ENgdOMOS s (3) daNMOSEYMN
FLorMNbMYdNLS s LGMIEIamMOo 3MBEIJLEL YaNMgdIMYmMazs. 3 39636 gmMOl goblLedE30(370Md
653MmAd0 gosbomobydnmos MYLgonb Mmdn Y3Mmsnbal §nbssmdmga s MNLyonlgsb dmdnbsmy dofhmsnmo
5dnbg0d0b BMbB godm3izgomnaman doMmoznma dx353300L 3603365amods. Boybgszs Bydmo hsdmamzmamn
90b7bg00LY, 3Mb336300L BdnozsM Bazamb Homdmaaqbl domm3nma nsMomal 8Jmby Lobgmadhoxzzmgdals Bngh
d9000663700L MoGnBnE0MIdSBY Yool ;dds. ghon Moz, sbsmgonmo Logmomsdmmobm LobEgds Lobgm-
dhoxzmms dmmab Jabolb PbomodmMmonl s sbndgxEmaonma Lafmagjzdmol Bomgdal Aysf Loeznd3gmb s dgmmy
abMmng, 3mb3763305 Go0 3 LENS335BMOL YLOBMNBM]OAL oMbENJOL. AgLadsdnlo, 3Mb3]biEns Homdmaagabl
Logmosdmmabim mmasbaboEngdnl s Ladmgdomagm Lsbmagscemgdal nlsmalb@ym by3sl.

LA3306dM LOOY3IBN: SOMOIZITN NIMILN, JL3IXIBNY, d3MIOX3S MIINBN, dI333300.

ddLY3dX0

dmEg8nom 65dmaddn gobbogymoy, oy Med]-
bo gx33d@0560 33doboBdns domm3zymo nsmomols
S53mdogm3al dgbobgd 3mb3gbins (898gmaddn TPNW)
00Mmo3nmo glzsmoinnl dgboiezgdmsc. 3mb3gbiny,
Immo35My3900L ofhygdol 9@o30sb, s397dnnM
s 3mm0& 03 §Mag0do sd& oMo gobboamsnls Loge-
b0 gobys. ngn dognado dg30cs 2021 Henals nsb3sMdn
o 3Mdoamosl doMmozymo nsmamal d7306sL, Benm-
00, 8303MEIMgosLy o godmygbadsl, sdsbmsbszy,
3oLmbmoL gbn3mMasMmaBOENLBE Y30380M7dTNM
dogm Mmog dmmbmabyol, Mmdmadog, Immadsms-
3009000 hsmoyano dbsMygoal dgbgenmydoom, oM
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0465 y3dsymazomadynmo 1968 Hnols doMmorznmo
03fmamol  goyn3mEgmgdmmonl  bgandgzmyamgdals
(898gma3dn NPT) dngMm. 3mb3gbins dnbbo nbobosl
00003Mmd900L, Logmmodmmolbm mmgsbabosngdo-
Lo o Lodmgamogm Lbsbmasmgdals goghonsbldsl
00Mo3nM0o 0sMmamob 93Mmdom3znls s smdmazbzmal
90667000 dnbomHa3s0. 83Mdoam30l nbnEnsEN3s, M-
30L 36M03, g31ndbgxds 3ndsbo@smnbdol ngsel, Mma
00M3M0 05M3M0 3SMOL dSMO5E8NsbTMN, 5Md3Ydo-
6o s dolbo godmygbgds 3o8mnfh333L 3o@obBMm-
B d70093900L 393mMdMomdnL3Nb.

d07bg000350 58nby, dgoobbdgdslt om dgngMmo-
b6 doMmonznmo Lobgma8Hoxmgdo (doMozyma do-
3900l dgbobgd nbammasinobozol nb. sbsmmn
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5), Mmdmydlbsg o30bMosm Fg@o 3sbnboldggdenm-
05 dMMOSMYMN gobnsMmomgdal 3yomboo s abnbn
bdnmog 3MmagMmgbol dgxizgmbgdol dons3zsf dobaboc
000hb33006 (Fihn, 2017). s05L0sb gMmoo, dmemm
39Momedn dnmm3ym LbobymaHoxzmgdol dmmals o-
dodnmmody gonbaMmes s gosddoyhes doMm3zy-
oo dmeymbobosnal 3mamsdgdo (Herrera Almela,
2018). dgLodsdnbo, hbgds 30mb3s, 00 Modybs
sfmob doMmm3ymo nomomols s3mdagznl globgd 3mb-
396305 9x337&0560 8737o60B3n doMmd3znmo Jlizsmo-
300l 97L939370mMoE s sMLgdNMn godm§H333700lL
Lodsbybmeo. dmEgdmo basdtman sgxdnmMns 08 dm-
LabMmgxdal goMdgdm, Mma 3mMb376305 SMOgBIIENSbNY
sbsbymo 30bBb6500L obomHrzs s gosbsmabg-
omns dgdw7a0n Lodn sMandgb@o: (o) bmMmas@oyma
SMomMbdndy3mymmoys; (0) nbLEn@nEoyMma 87ds-
60b9700L B33MaOMOS S () damodsMyMmo Lo Mm-
obmgonbs s bEGMeGI3Ymo 3MmbBHIJLENL Y8IMI-
0JMymazs.

1. LOYIMOMIAMMHOLM MIINBIO0:
®33083600L MIMMNY

31007006 ogmMmaos Loghosdmmobm Phorng-
Momogd0l alzndmnbsdn sj@nsmymo gobs d7-
20 boygybol dgmyg babgzsmdo. LaghomsdmMmobm Mg-
J000b sbLBsLY S 3obdsmEgosl 30M373mMo dg7(E9ES
Xmb Mmogn, bmmenm 37098 LEN0376 3MOLByMABs §o-
MImaanbs 7.9. 3mbLYbLYsEYMO gobdsMm@gdys, Mma-
ol doby3znm Laghosdmmabm Mggndo sMmab ,,bo-
89mobLbdg30 56 vd30Ma godmbo@&ma 3MnbEn3gon,
bmM3g00, §abadn, gosfyza@omadals Bomadals 3hm-
33ENMxd0, Mmdmydbysg sd&mMgdol dmemeoon-
6700 9M35670L §8B3335 LagMmnsdmmmalim yhoo-
2MoM0o700L 3mb3MyGNM LY3NNbMSL Gndsmgdom”
(Krasner, 1983, p. 2). dgbodsdnbog, bagmmsdmmabm
310080 93ndb70s LogMmom dmemEnbyol, nb@gMg-
LgOL, 39mMEIOYEYOIOLS o dobByb-dgegamodMmom-
0ob. mEg8amo Habgdo s 3MmEgEIMId0 go3mgbsl
0bgbl Lobymafoxrmms J3d3s69, doEshy3aG0my-
00l domgydob 3Mmad@n3nmmodshy s ghormdmnzon go-
dmEaenmydnl ogmmsgdshy (Herrera Almela, 2018).
mo@gmo&ymodo 033000900 Loghomsdmmabm Mggo-
0900bsd0 Lsdo doMmamon dnamds, MmAmMyd0s
MM 3567000basb goblb3s3g0s NbLENEGYEOMbIMO-
Baolb bomabboo s M33080L, MmgmMy Loghosdm-
Mmobm 0bLEG0BYB0L, 3608363cmmoal goblb3s3zxdY-
o by3no (Hasenclever, Mayer, & Rittberger, 1997).
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Myomab@nmn dnamds 5J3a0&L 8390790L dognals
3Mnds@&bg, Mma domal s3oMEmMdn0mods dbmazemom-
do goblLsbm3zmazl Myx080L g337B05bMBdSL; bymano-
0gMmoyMmo dnamds — Labgmadhozmms 3mmad@o-
1M 0b&7MaLadby o ;obsddmmammodsty, bmemm
3mbLEGMNIB030LGYM0 — LmEosenyMmo Yhoogmorm-
090Ls o oJBMMydal 0gbEmMosty (Hasenclever,
Mayer, & Rittberger, 1997).

Loghosdmmobm Myx08300 8609369mmMdSL ndg-
6L mfo dndsmogmydnm, 0y Medgbs JBJIJB0s-
b0o (effectivness) sb Modgbaco 8@ 30375 (robustness)
030. M33080L LNdB3037 3o0NLSBM3MYds Boln Bob-
3Mdmn3modoms o goddmgmodnm LoghosdmMmobm
890mf393700Lodn (Powell, 1994). M3:7500700L ogm-
Mool Boby300 godmaymezs mfa 3mo@gmoydo, Mm-
Jgmons dnby3nmoE BoLgds om0 JBIJE0SbMOS
(Underdal, 1992). 3nM33ma 3MmoGgmondol — ,Ma70-
dob LodmogMg“ (regime strength) — dobge300, M-
J007300 9x833&05b0s 35906, MmegLsg Lobgmadfoxzm
oJ@mMmydnl Ndmozmgbmods gosbbadgds goMm3zgnm
DaLgdLs s BMMAZOL s Jd8ol dom; dgmyg 3Mod)]-
M0ydol dobge300, gBIJENSOMdS gobobsbm3zmgds
domfgnao 8066500l 96/s dgLMyegdymo 3ia-
dgdob dobg3no (Hasenclever, Mayer, & Rittberger,
1997). dm@Eg8nmo ogmmonmo hsmbm s odmgzs
Ladyomadsl, Mmd Lmymoe dgxzsbgl 2021 Hamb
doamadn dgbyaa dgomsbbadgds dgmiy 3Mho@gmondals
Loxyd3gamby, Moasb gl 3gmomen oM sl by3de-
Mmobo bgendgbobgdn dgegagdol dabsmfazsc. doybg-
05350 330Uy, 63dMmMIdo 93330630 3a330M70mM0 nJb3-
0o 30M33a 3Mm0BgMondby o, sbJ3g, 8xmsbbadgdal
bmM3sG oy s nbbEG0EGNENM babosnby.

ooMmo3znmo nsmomol gon3mEgamadmmmonl bog-
Mmosdmmobm Myx080 sMLgdmMdL 33-20 Laylnbol 70-
0560 Hemg000s6, MmegLsE dogmsdn d330s NPT. ngn
LMMoE 5305ymazngdL Mgg0d0l cgmmool 3Mod)g-
M0yd70L. bLabgmafoxzzmms NAM3egLMoS MsbbIY-
0o 08 3M0bEn370Ly s bmmM3gdby, MmAmoal dnbgco-
3000 0501 9J300 35aMEJONMIOS — 5 Foo3MEIENMO
00Mo3nmMo nsMomn s baamo dgnhymb domoznm
8o600Momgdsls (Paul, 2003). sbg3g, oMLgomoL bLog-
Mosdmmobm s mmadbmozn 0bLbEGoGYGonmMo 3gds-
60b3dg00, MMAmMgd0E 9§3376 8o Ambo@mmnbagl. 5a
dbfng, 360d363Mmm35605 LogMansdmmabm s@Gmanmman
969Ma00L LosgxbEML Mmmo. 533sMss, MmA Mg1000
hodmysmndgdnmns modgMmomnn ¢gmaninom, 30-
65006 bmmMds@onmog gb Mgg080 J3ndbids dobn
0a3Madol  3mmaddoym 0b@amglgdl, Mmdmgdas
dofmomoss bagmmsdmmabm Ploxzmombmydsty dg-
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Lodemm 38367 BydmJdgegdal godm doMo3nMO no-
Mmomal go3mEgmgdnl 3MJ336300Ly s doMo3NM
390605MdMadsL NHyYymodgb bgmb.

2. 6MM3SONIN LY N6LONOIBNIMO
AdMAM

00MmM3ymMo noMmamol o3mdogm3zol dgbobgd dgome-
bbdg0s gxBNdbyds 3ndsbn@omaBdnl nggol, MmAy-
oo, 9hon dgbg3nm, 3oblb3e370m bmmMaIs@onm
boboomb os@oMmgol. 3mb3gbinol dgmMg co3dn bsb-
3oLy, MmA ,008 bgamdgimymgdol dmbshomyg
LobgMAGoxzMyd0... MAsE sSMnsb dgdxzmmydmMbo
00 30&oLEGHMmMxuymo 3ndsbodomnmo dxyaJ00m,
Mo dm3y3g0s doMmo3zymo nomamol godmygbgdsl
5 3MN3Mx076 58 nomamal LMo smdmabzmal
Logomgosl, Moz MAgods 030l goMobEow, Mmd do-
Mon3ymo nomomo sMobmegl ngbgds Bamobms go-
dmygbgonmo” (Treaty on the Prohibition of Nuclear
Weapons, 2017, p. 13). gb sbosmo §abo 3nMms3om
3Mdomozl  domogym  oomomb, dobLb3szgdoom
NPT-bgob, mdEs 3n8sbnBomnmo nbogns@n3s do-
700000906, MMA sbgon s3Mdom3s dnBbo nboboszl
3obobamgdnm 3MmgMmall xwoMmom domMm3nmo go-
BooMmomgdnlygb, Moz 6ndbosl, MmA Lnbsd3nmydn
TPNW-ab bmMmds@opnmo d0Bsbo sl oMo s30bms-
3000 o3Mmdomss, oModge aobonomomgds (Herrera
Almela, 2018). dgbo0sdnbo, ABlds goM333nma
§0boomByamdgdn: 30M33ema, (39M 303m3g dgmmy)
TPNW-0l dmdbmggdnbom3zol goboomomgdal ghoo-
©3Mmon gbs shal dnmo3znmo nsmamal s3mdomss,
bmenm NPT 3010000700L, Mm3d gobnsmamgds 3g000m-
bobnbogmoe  Homadsmmgds  bymndgimnangdal
9bsMmggdL dmMabl. vjgsb godmamnbomy, sfhals dg-
Lo0s3MOS  goboosMmomydals dm3m3gool gbobo;ob
0535380M70000 S My dobnsMmomgdnl BmMmTsLosb
0535380M70001. 57750 godmacenbomg, TPNW, bo3o-
Moyme, 3eommob d3Jdbsl sbagmo bmmas@&onmao
LobEg0s, MmIgmMmoE EsBRYdbldNMNs 03537 bmMAs-
Gonmm d3bsbg, Mmagmmi NPT, 567 bganmdg3myamgodal
90%560 sMob doMN3YM0 gobnsMmamgds, MmMBJmLss
54amnogdL 08537 (8ogMmb) nbLbEGoEGMEoM LobEg-
0500, MmagmMm3 59195006 gmM0 gon3mEamadmmonl
Mgx0080. JgLodsBobs, 3Mb3x63ns gdyamobbdmol
sbagno Mg1000L AsAmysmndgdsl 1337 shbgdnmab
3ofmomagmnmsco (Rietiker, 2017; Perkovich, 2017).
0603369mmm35605 030L bsbgobdsg, Mmd 3mb3gbio-
5dn dogano Mogn dnbamgdo gbgods o3hdomsals Lo-
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30006L, 0ydgs doMmo3zymo nsmomol gobdsm@gos
dmEgdymo oM stab.

TPNW-0b 335007 ssb@ymgdl NPT-ab 1b9-
Bogbmosl LogmomsdmMmaolm 8d30eMO0LS s Ybo-
BMnbmydal nBMY633mMLsymBse. Bog@GmMdMN3s5,
bgendgimmagdol 97-18 dnbamdo bomg3zsdns, MmA
TPNW-3 ,,0600 9bs dgmobml dmbofoeng Labgemafo-
x3mgo0b dngf ba3nlMmo 35MExdYMId700 SMlgdnm
Loghmadmmobm 8xmobbdgdog0mob y3e3d0MIdNm,
mmdgmaos §33Mmad03 obobo sM0sb” (Treaty on the
Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons, 2017, p. 22). Lbb3s
LoBy3zg0000 MmMA 3007350, TPNW-B3 bgamdmfomsd
o Mbos dgomgmbml NPT-ols 30eMmgdmMadg00L
dgLbMYaMgds, GogMod gL 35ME]xOYMId]00 1B
999L005370mEgl  TPNW-U, moi3 9H0nbsomdyagds
0035 bgmdgimmmgdsl, Moagsb TPNW-ab bm-
809Mo0 10O oM ol 083L705n NPT-bLosb,
dogomoomse, TPNW oM 36molb domom3ynmo nsmomols
dgmbg LabgmMAafoxzmgxdals s sMadnmm3zyma Labg-
adhoxzmgdal smLydmosl, Mmdjgmog shals NPT-ab
06003b690mm3560 Loxyynd3gann (Herrera Almela, 2018).
TPNW, sbg33, 3Mdomo3l babgmadfoxmgdds gobomes-
3Lmb doMm3nMN naMmomon Lagysm Gamodmmashy,
Mmmdgmog 3oMsdnm sm smolb gocm3smolbfnbyody-
ano NPT-30; TPNW-ob dmbsfoamg Lobgmadfoamgdl
93Mdomgosm daomm3zymo Gab&goal hsGomgdsg,
doybgs3se ndoby, Mmd ymzmobdmadszgamo doMmo-
390 &3LEg00b 83Mmdogn30lL byedgimymgds (CTBT)
X360 o sl dognsdo dgbmamoa (Trezza, 2017).

gofs 580ls, 3mb3gb3nol nbLENEGNENMO ho-
Mhm d3ox30meE s 3ol hsdmysmndgdnmo. ngn J-
Gomyma oM nm35eabfobgol, oy mMmamm b
990m{3cegl daMm3zymo nsMmamal sMLgdMos stodo-
Mo3nm LobgmaHoxzmgxddo s 83 sMlLgbsmal gobs-
©anmgds dnmm3ymo J33y6300L dogMm dsb dy0aa,
Mo@ 0bnbn gobgdnsb 3mb3gbanols byendmaHymbo
(Potter, 2017). 53s5bmobo3g, 3MbB33630s30 of sMals
890135m0bHnbgdymo Hboxzmnbmydal BmAgdool do-
M00Ls s IMbo@mMnbgnl 837Job0Bdn, Mmdymog
05535M©J10YmMIdL bymdmadfgm Lobymdfoxzmlb —
8o0boagnmmb domm3zymao smbgbsmmoa. 83-4 dybeno
500336L, Mm3 oy daMmo3zymo nsmsmoal IJmby Loby-
andhoxzmb byMmb dgngmogl bgmdgimnmgosl, sb
16y 010156533MmMAMmL 3M335@36& M Logmosdm-
Mobm mMasbmbo;sb dommzyma sMLgbsmal smdm-
Loxsbzmgmoc, BogMod, o8 g@s3bg, dgndmgdgmos
obgon mMasbnbBosnol nibEnxnEnMyds, Mmdgm-
Lo dgndmns dossdm{AmML dommzyma osmomols
39050031M700 86 gobLsbmzmml Mmemo, MMABJMULSS
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s@mMa3nMo gbgmanal Losggb@m sLfYmadL o3 3Mm-
39L30 (Herrera Almela, 2018). dgLodsd0bo, gobno-
Momadal 3hmEgenmxdby ghoosbn dngmds oM
oMmbgdmodl, Moy 060d369eMm3bo  IsOMIMMIOL
3mb396300L Mysemym n83eM356E&s30s0L.

bo3amgdo Logsmayms, Mmd TPNW d3damgodl
smamxzbzmol dnmm3ymo nomoman, Maasb shg g-
85 00MN3nMAs LobgmaAHoxzmad st donm Bmbafo-
@gmds gogmb sboddmgol 396F0bymado s y3gme
05085605 d798c0gmaddn donmamys, md sM oym dbs
dobo MoGnaznEnmadaboznl (39630LyMal dgcegggdo-
Lo o byemdmadfhgmo dbsmggdal dgLobgd nbzmmds-
300bo30l 0b. sbsmmon 8). BOJBMOMN35, dofMmm-
3190 bobgemadhoxzmgdabs s Gosmn Am3s3dnmggdal
193&LMdS sz 30 Ambofomgmd s bymdgihymy-
00b ImEd35My3g070dn. domom3zyma Lobymadfoxsmg-
00b dmbsHomgmoal gomgdg, TPNW Lb3s smoazginy,
017 Mo Lygmonsdmmobm mmgsboboEngdals s Lodm-
Jomogm Labmasmgdal ngsmabEymo gobibogg-
05. gMMOoYMOo Mo 0sb, sbndbyma gomgdmgds
06003690mmM3560 SOM3IMEMYOSS JBIJBNSOMONL 1b-
M7637mbsymxzs, gmon dbmoz, sthoryyengol/dgyd-
03l bl doMmoznmo J33y6500L 0sbbBAMOAL
dm3m3900L s dgmyg 3bMn3, osBaMamgol LB
smodnmm3zyma Lobymdfoxzmgdol dbMNSL 3mb-
396300L LOdMAs3em Logamgdnl by3sb.

3. 3LOBMAMbLMIBNOL 3MEOITLON
© 60M0N3IN() 93333300

3mb376300L 8603365cmm35b0 godm§333s, Tolibg
d90omodnb 3gMomEnsb, sMol Yloimonbmydals s
LAMGIZOIMO MbBHIJLGL YgIMIdIMYMBs, 39M-
dmeo, ndaby, 0 Mmamm NBMN637MymxiL domMn3y-
o 05Momo Labgmadfoxzmms PLlosxzMbmgodsl. dg-
05663700l dmHobssmBya]xdn doMm3ym nsMmomb
893933000 930709 JJ8abG o, 3MmbamadGols
5 M3l 0030056 530Mgd0lL Lydysmydsc dnohby-
396. 09393700 ool ocmg@mnbs, Mmdmal ;sbsbdsco,
Mmolzo 080bs, Mmd 0o3sLBANLLL J37Yysbs Ladsly-
bm d0Mmo3nm 0sMmomb gsdmoygbgdl, Mmdgmbss
BEmOb, 5830MJOL 1153sLBANL SEMOSIMOSL S b-
aMonbolb Hysthmb gobBmobzgol (Immenkamp, 2021).
0030 97353700 33mo3 MhJds Yoxrmmnbmgydnl
3mmo@n3ob 86033650mm356 sL3gJEoco.

doMmo3nmo nomamals 3Jmby Lobymafoxzmgdals
o 35000 dm353d0Mggdnl 3mBogngdn TPNW-Loob
©539300M7000 sbemmbos Mysmab@ni Gogmdgo-
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056, Moasb dsomznl 3Maomma@g@nmos donmmb
LEMIGI3YMO JLoBMNbBMYdOl goMmob@ngdn go-
boomomydsdeg, bmemm TPNW-ol dbsmesdggmydn
IBRMm  3mbLbEMNIBG0308E Ym0 doeagmdol RBoMa-
@030 dm7J087]096 (Mol omBs 3eymMmmMosd sh3g-
6s) — 993350mmb doMmo3ymo nsmomal dJmby Lobg-
andhoxzmgadal 0bEgmglgdn. LB3s LobgmdHoxzmms
00850 PbmdmMmMos sbsfmjoym Lagmamsdmmabm
LobB0sdn SMYMIdL 8o oMHANDbIdSL, Mmoo
073356 doMmo3znm nsmomBy. YLoBMnbmydals 3mb-
&29LE 0L gon35mMabHnblydmMmods Loxzmmbgl dgnd-
6oL 3mbLgbLnLby oxrndbydym dngmdsl, Mm-
dgmog  359mnygbgds  sofengnamgdool dsbdomby
NPT-0b §3emoenals gobasdgmanggdmog bagmmasdmon-
Lbm PLoBMbMxdsdn s dgndmgds NoMymBnMSE
09mgdgcemb NPT-ol bLodmadszsemm 3mbazgigbzngdby.

ombobndbozns, MmA bo@mb §33tgods (39Mdmeo
30, LSB3S doMM3NMBs J39yYsbod — LoxymMabggmdy,
8399M05b7dmads Lodgamad o vdd-3) 2016 fHanab
03emobdn  EssEsLENMaL, Mmd dnmMm3zymo dgle-
3705 oMLgdomoE dnshboso NLoBMmbmydalbs o
0153053300306 s 030 sMAgOS Ba@mL Logmom
LEMIGIa00lL doMomon JmMmgdgb@o (Immenkamp,
2021). 1bcs 5mnbndbmb ol goMmydmgodss, Mmad s3d-ob
o0fmo3znmo smLbsmn gobnsaggdymoas dxmanal,
0@omonl, oMmdgool, ggmdsbonlbs s bogmme-
bogonlb Gamo@mmosty s 08 83806333580, oy Mm-
Jgmodg domaobo byl dmsfhghl 3mb3gbiznsl, oo-
Mmo3nmo sMbgbsgal gobensaggds ,,oMomaagsmymn”
0gb90s. sbgon dgmdsfmgmds 30 3609369mm36sc
33B3MdmMIdL seMmnsblol LEGmMOBIa0sL Loghosdm-
Mmobm bLoxzmobggdal BMoab 3mMbBY.

donbgs3zs ndobs, Mm3 doMo3ymo 37303700
5030M70L doM3ym0 nsfmamals 3Jmby Lubgeafoazm-
q0UL, 56 5eM0sbLgdl dmMmals 0183sLBANL SENdSIMOLL,
MLgool Mmads Y3Monbol HobssmBoga godmazmnbs
Mgommmo bLoxmobg 0dnby, Mmad Labgmdhoxzml dgnd-
m0d 015306 AREMOIMMOsdn sMhlLgdEn dnMM3NMN
05MdM0 8o8mnygbml sModoMmm3znmo J33ybol Bndsmon
05d0b700L 86 ndymydab dnBbom, 01730 Jb H3S6sL36Y-
ano 3ol 30BbgxoL gdLbobyMads. P3Monbsdn MABs gobo-
sbamy a05@00 doMoznmo osmamols 93Mmdomanl
0600369@MmM0OsLSD 393007000, MMl BoMa-
@080l TPNW-L bgendmadfamo 437ybgdn 2022 Homal
03600380 376580 d703M00636 s dnomgl Ludmgdgm
32305 d0MmM3nM0 nsmemal Yx3mm Bosmorme LbE0g-
0530b700L, ©gmMyan@0ds3nol dglbobgd o goblLe-
Bm3Mal 3mb3mydnmo badoxgdn, 0y Mmgmm by
smdmoxbzmol ngn. 3mbxzgMmgbinsty Lubgmadfoazm-
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900 8905663636, MMT ssHaLmb 10-Hemnsbn 30000
00M3m0 05Mamal sm3mbssbzmymo, MmEaLys
o0ho3zymo dgosmamadnmo Loabgmdhoxzmgdo dgy-
90056 TPNW-b. 585000, doon shagndgb&om
0030 gl3omMoEnol Myseymads Lozmonbgd 3o0-
93 9BMm gsbsmes TPNW-b s3@mMma@a®o (Nuclear
Weapons Ban Monitor, 2022).

By0mm ombndbymo sMandgb@Egoal Ladnmfm-
bgce, TPNW-U fgoemnmo 0d3engdgb@sins 360d367-
amm3560 godmf333300L H0bodys, Mmdmgdois dg-
0098b00Maco dgndmads Asdmysmnodgls:

(o) 93M30bsdn MmBal v3mMbBy doMmo3ymo gobono-
Mmomadols s doMm3mo noMmomaligsdb omo-
30byx3ammo  Lodysmml  bgdnLdngMmo ndjEn
dmMmgymo 39ML3gd@03ss. ggm3mmoadninto
3dadnmmods 0§333L, ghoo dgbye3znm, dgn-
hgMgdgm ©nbs3035L doM3M nomambs s
d0Mo3nm 83303905b7 30033 YBMM dmmogfo
0J336&0396;

(0) domm3ymM nomombBg Yomal ;dds 3mad@ngy-
o 379dmydgmos, MmEaLbsg 3mB3MIGY-
ano LabgmadHoxrmydn, by gMon domas-
60, 9oL 73960L369em nOjo dobaboosl
Lasnostmn bLEMsBga0mo 80Bbgdal dobom-
§a30w;

(8) oMo s3nby, obgo Jogegdsl dglboademms
3Jmbgl ,,300om3Mol gBIIB0”. MyLgomob
dbgosLo, dnMmM3Ym ©sdnbldsl dgbadems
dodstmomlb  Lb3s M730BoMbaLEG YTy  Lo-
bgamdhoxrmgodsis (nhsbo, Aommyo 3m-
Mgo) Lagyomomo 0b6G7MILYdOL goblLobmMzn-
JMgOmMoE, Mg LodmmmmeE NoMymaNSE
00mJB8yadL sMbgdym doMmm3zym My10db)
(Sinovets & Vicente, 2022);

(©)2022 Homb @bmo g33ysbs maznEosmnmMoc
dgnamonces bamdgihnmgoslt, omdiss dgo;s-
bb3700L 93BMM0BGgBN gobMmomns SMdN-
Mmo3nmo Labgmdhoxzmadal dogm TPNW-UL
b dmGaMabs s Mo@oxznznmgdols BMbBY;

() ofMbgdymMo Mm3nbs s doMmo3znmo Esdnbgdol
x3mbBy ccmal Habmngdn oas Ladbgmm
5 0sbLyddn g3oha3nsbgdnl Lagnmmyds. Bo-
B985 o d37007085 goshyzn@al godbs-
M0y3696 6o@m-L Ha3M0 J33ybgd0n, Mmdgmog
s dbmemmeo 3mamgd@ oo nbsxizmmbmydol
5eMNobling, sMedgc ,,00MM31mM0 JmmMasEss”
§a3M0o LobgmMAaHoaamyxdalm3zanls, Mog doMm3yY-
@0 89303300 oJ&IommdsL 300093 JMcbym
L3500 bsBL.
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©HLI369

dmEg8nan 6sdmaddn gobbommymo oym dofMo-
390 0sMomal o3mdogn3nl dgLobgd 3mb3gbisnnl
75399&056moab byznoba. 01780L gmMaonmo sbLbn-
Lo o dgBdLYOOLM30L gdodmygbgydymo 0gbs Mygo-
3700L ogmMos Loghosdmmobm PhorngMomdgddo.
ogmmonmds hsmhmd gsdm3zgos ab mMao 3Mod]-
Mmoydo, M3g000L Lodmoghy o domfanmo dgeg-
8300, Mmdgmoms LadomMIdomMsEg Bdbgds MJ7003-
00b 9337&05bMds. Bgdmo sbndbymads sbsenBads
sh33bs, Mm3 bymdgihmnmgdol Maysemymo 80Bsbns
— 30d7mmb doMo3nmo nsMmomal dJmby Lobgamafo-
x3mMy00, Mmd gobsbmMmEngmmb 3smom doMmm3ymo
839005MoMds, MmMAEs 93Mmdom3s s shal JBgJE00s-
60 0bLEMMAZ6EN 58 0Bbol doLomfHgzsc. dmszom
boMm3gbo 0ng3ohbns  d7mobbBgdsdn  sMlbgdnmaon
bmmAs@oymo sMemsbdndg3zmymmmods. 3mb3gbins
SsbEGMgoLl NPT-ob pbgboglbmdsl, 0ndEs gof33g-
N sb397@70d0 9HnbssmByads dsb. daMo3znmon
0oMmomob 83mdogmss, Mmgmmi 8obobo, Lodmmmme
00Mo3nmo gabnomomgdal Lobgl ndgbl, Mol gbdns-
6905 NPT-0b 80BobL. dgLods80boE, boormmo godm-
hbcs, Mmd 3mb3gbsns gnmmol d3Jdbsl sbsgmo
LogMhonsdmmaobm M3z000 N337 SMLgONMOL 3sMomg-
ayMoo.

96003690 mM35605 50M06036ML, M3 dgosbbdgds-
do 330m30me st sMab godmzzgonmaon nbLbEo@nzonmo
hothm; ol mmMaAbmnzn 56 ganmodsmyma LosggbEm-
900, Mmdmgydng gobsbmMmngamgdgb dgdm§agosl,
dmboBmMmnbaLy s NBMYB633Mymazgb dg;ebbadgdnl
97LMYM]dLL.

a3Mdom30l 0dyayds Y3YMIOIMYMBL Lobgm-
d0oxz3madal LEMOBGIZNM S YLaBMNbMYdAL 0no-
39M3@0370Ls s dnMm3E d9353705L. 390sb0@e-
oo 06030s@03s Ba3mMydsE mmogb@EoMmgydymos
8o00bomabtml 03 LoabgmdHhoxzmadal NbosgMabm-
700l 3mb@gdbBn, Mmdmadais 9900655 I370050
53Mdom3sl. sbsfmgonm Lagmosdmmobm bobEgds-
do LabgmdHoxzmons 0sbbAMdAL Fomyxds MmNy,
MmmEgbsg oM SMbgomol Ybosxsmmbmgdal gomsbdo-
900 3obnomomgdal 330aa. oLJ33, AMEomMmm-5¢)-
mabBngnmo semnsblo doohbgzl, Mmd 3mb3gbins
99006s0m8ya705 dnl Bngm dg813s370em NboMm-
0bmgoal LEAMOBIg0oL. MYLgomol m33s N3IMONbS-
do godms3mnbs, Mmd oby3z sMLydMOL doMm3yn
5906700l LoxzMmoby s, dgbadammy, Aol bb3s J33-
ybgd8si3 908sMomMb 083056000 30Bbyd0L doLomHha-
3500. 535bmM1bs37, 3odM33300 domm3zymMoao 373539000

37




93MN0J3 30FdMIFINT0

0600365@mos. LydMmEmm Xo3dn, d;v35Mn LOdnBby o s doygMEbIb dsl, 3Mb3g63ns Homdmacagbl
(domon3zymn) Lobymadfoxszmgdal gomgdg, MmABmMId- dbmenmee bagmmsdmmabm mMagsbnbongdals s be-
do3 o doomgl dmbohomgmds Fmmo3sMmy3gdgddo  dmgdomsgm Lsbmagaemadal ngsmobEym by3sb.
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©365M00 5) dnMmo3namn dsangdn > doMmo3nann dsmspdn dbmazannmdn (2022)

World nuclear forces, January 2022

Soumitry Deployed Stored  Total |T°m' oy |T°°°' o
warheads®  warheads® stockpile®
kpl 2022° 2021°

Russia 1588 2889 4477 5977 6 255

France 280 10 290 290 290

India 160 160 160 156

Israel 90 90 90 90

Total 3732 5708 9 440 12705 13080

fystom: SIPRI, ym3gamfanonmn 3sdmeyds, 2022. (https://www.sipri.org/media/press-release/2022/
global-nuclear-arsenals-are-expected-qrow-states-continue-modernize-new-sipri-yearbook-out-
now#:~:text=SIPRI%20estimates%20that%20the%20total,stockpile %20from%20225%20t0%20260)
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\\ Vote on the treaty text, 2017 Status on June 15, 2018
" B nfavor I Treaty signed
© Abstentions Treaty ratified
@ Against

Absent

fystm: Treaty on the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons, by Sciences Po, 2018. (https://espace-mondial-atlas.
sciencespo.fr/en/topic-insecuritypeace/map-4C29-EN-treaty-on-the-prohibition-of-nuclear-weapons-2018.html)
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