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Una coyuntura global complicada

Como consecuencia de los dobles choques de la pandemia de coronavirus y la guerra de Rusia contra
Ucrania, la economia global esta experimentando una desaceleracion generalizada y mas aguda de lo
esperado, con una inflacion mas alta que la observada en varias décadas. Esto esta teniendo un impacto
particularmente negativo en los en los paises en desarrollo y fragiles

El panorama de los conflictos mundiales es cada vez mas complicado y se caracteriza por guerras
intratables en medio de una proliferacion de actores, la aceleracion del cambio climatico y el deterioro de las
causas-raiz de la violencia

La competencia geopolitica es cada vez mas prominente, con la invasion a gran escala de Ucrania por parte
de Rusia siendo la culminacion de una creciente tendencia de competencia geopolitica (manifestada
principalmente en la intervencion de terceros paises en conflictos internos)

Como resultado de la guerra en Ucrania, la cohesion occidental esta aumentando

La emergencia climatica es un exacerbador creciente de tensiones geopoliticas y guerras internas
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Desaceleracion econdmicay conflicto

WORLD ECONOMIC OUTLOOK OCTOBER 2022

GROWTH PROJECTIONS BY REGION
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Desaceleracion econdmicay conflicto

Inseguridad alimentaria global Inseguridad alimentaria e inflacion en Medio Oriente
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Un panorama conflictivo complejo
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Tendencias de conflicto
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Los conflictos armados alcanzaron su
punto maximo a nivel mundial en 2020

Internacionalizacion de las guerras
civiles

Los conflictos son prolongados e
intratables

B Inter-state Conflicts
i Internal Armed Conflicts
i Internal Armed Conflicts with External Intervention

Conflict-affected Countries

—Non-state Conflicts
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Conflictos mas largos con secuelas prolongadas
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Note: The graph illustrates the average duration (in years) of each armed conflict that ended between 1990 and 2020. The start date of each conflict included
in the graph refers to the first year of the conflict in which 25 or more battle-related fatalities occurred, regardless of the total count of deaths before or after
that year. The end date of each conflict refers to either the official end year or the year in which the last conflict episode was registered. A unique
identification code was used for each conflict in order to collate the data. The information in this graph is current as of the end of 2020 but may be subject to
change over time as countries potentially relapse into conflict, thereby replacing the end years which have been considered here.

Sources: 1SS calculation based on UCDP/PRIO Armed Conflict Dataset version 21.1; Nils Petter Gleditsch et al., ‘Armed Conflict 1946-2001: A New Dataset’,
Journal of Peace Research, vol. 39, no. 5, September 2002, pp. 615-37; and Therése Pettersson et al., ‘Organized Violence 1989-2020, with a Special
Emphasis on Syria’, Journal of Peace Research, vol. 58, no. 4, July 2021, pp. 809-25.
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Creciente importancia de los grupos armados no estatales (NSAGs)

Number of NSAGs globally
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*The graph refers to the conflict-affected countries included in The Amed Conflict Survey 2022

Source: National Consortium for the Study of Terrorism and Responses to Terrorism, Global Terrorism Database 2021, University of Maryland, Mips./www start umd edugtd

Sources: UCDP/PRIO Armed Conflict Dataset version 22.1 and UCDP Non-State Conflict Dataset version
22.1; Davies, Shawn, Therese Pettersson & Magnus Oberg (2022). Organized violence 1989-2021 and
drone warfare. Journal of Peace Research 59(4); Gleditsch, Nils Petter, Peter Wallensteen, Mikael
Eriksson, Margareta Sollenberg, and Havard Strand (2002) Armed Conflict 1946-2001: A New Dataset.
Journal of Peace Research 39(5);; Sundberg, Ralph, Kristine Eck and Joakim Kreutz (2012) Introducing
the UCDP Non-5State Conflict Dataset. Journal of Peace Research 49(2).




Competencia geopolitica en su
apogeo
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Internacionalizacion de las guerras civiles
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Mas potencias geopoliticas, cada vez mas diversas, intervienen

Table 1: Major geopolitical powers participating as conflict parties, either directly or through local proxies and
sponsored actors, in third parties’ wars

201 2020-21

Armed conflict Interventions by major geopolitical Armed conflict Interventions by major geopolitical
powers powers

Afghanistan US, NATO International Security Afghanistan US (withdrawal under way)
Assistance Force (ISAF)

Iraq US (withdrawal under way) CAR Wagner Group/Russia
Libya France, UK, US Iraq Iran, Turkey, UK, US
Pakistan x70 US drone strikes Nagorno-Karabakh Turkey

Yemen x12 US drone strikes Libya Wagner Group/Russia, Turkey

The Sahel France, UK (under Operation Barkhane)
Somalia us

Syria Iran, Israel, Russia, Turkey, US

Ukraine Wagner Group/Russia

Yemen Iran (in support of the Houthis), Saudi
Arabia

Source: lISS analysis GSS




Mas potencias geopoliticas, cada vez mas diversas, intervienen
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Mas potencias geopoliticas, cada vez mas diversas, intervienen

7

‘Trend Indicator Values
de las exportaciones
chinas de armas a Asia

L

2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

== Afghanistan w= |ndia w= Vlyanmar m= Pakistan == Philippines Thailand

Note: TIV expressed in millions. The TIV was developed by the Stockholm International Peace Research Institute (SIPRI) to measure the volume of
international transfers of major conventional weapons using a common unit. The TIV of an item being delivered is intended to reflect its military capability

rather than its financial value.

Source: SIPRI, 'Sources and Methods' and ‘Importer/Exporter TIV Tables', www.sipri.org.




Cohesion occidental en tendencia al alza

Humanitarian aid** Military aid***

.US .EU ’Germany ‘UK Canada Poland Others

*As a percentage of aid provided bilaterally by 40 economies, including the EU member states, other members of the G7, Australia, China, India, New Zealand, Norway, South
Korea, Switzerland, Taiwan and Turkey, as well as by EU institutions (Commission, Council, European Peace Facility, European Investment Bank), from 24 January to 1 July 2022

**To assist the civilian population, including food and medical supplies

***Consisting of arms, equipment and services supplied to the Ukrainian military, including financial assistance for military purposes

Source: Arianna Antezza, Andre Frank, Pascal Frank, Lukas Franz, Ekaterina Rebinskaya and Christoph Trebesch,
‘The Ukraine Support Tracker: Which countries help Ukraine and how?', Kiel working paper, no. 2218, 2022
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Cambio climatico y conflictos
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El nexo entre cambio climatico y conflicto

+ Existe una superposicion significativa entre estados
fragiles afectados por conflictos y los paises y regiones
mas vulnerables al cambio climatico: el 60% de los 20
principales paises vulnerables al clima se ven
afectados por conflictos armados

» Los impulsores de riesgos climaticos y de conflicto y la
vulnerabilidad a menudo se comparten y se refuerzan
mutuamente

* Los conflictos y la violencia erosionan tanto las
capacidades de adaptacion como la capacidad del estado
para abordar los impactos climaticos, mientras que esos
mismos impactos climaticos contribuyen indirectamente
a la dinamica del conflicto, exacerbando los impulsores
del conflicto, amplificando las tensiones y quejas

existentes o creando otras nuevas
s




El nexo entre cambio climatico y conflicto

Financiamiento climatico por pais, 2014-21
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Note: Countries are classified according to the Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development's 2020 ‘States of Fragility’. Figures do not include co-financing.
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NSAGs y recursos naturales

Weaponisation Effect

type

Deny

Coerce

/ Climate change The intrinsic value of natural resources

places strain on increases, allowing NSAGs to weaponise them
key natural ) for military and political gains; this weaponisation
resources places further strain on natural resources
Protect

o Shortage or irreqular supply of water Exploit
Availabili * Reduction of agricultural and livestock productivity, shorter
growing seasons, loss of ecosystems and land

* Reduced fish harvests

Quality )° Risks to drinking water and sanitation
¢ Food and land contamination

* Limited access to water and food supplies
* Threats to livestock

Source: 1SS

Outcome

Strategic
goals

Tactical
purposes

Political
leverage

Los grupos armados no estatales son una
gran parte del problema cuando se trata de
tendencias de conflicto y vulnerabilidad
climatica

Las deficiencias de las normas
internacionales en términos de alcance,
aplicacion efectiva y aplicabilidad a los
NSAGs representan un gran desafio, pero en
los ultimos anos se han producido avances
alentadores

Dialogo y interaccion con estos actores sigue
siendo crucial para crear conciencia, mejorar
la rendicion de cuentas y el cumplimiento de
las normas internacionales alrededor de
proteccion del medio ambiente en guerra
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Transicion energética verde y mitigacion del cambio climatico
como nuevas fronteras de competencia geopolitica




Tendencias regionales
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Creciente importancia geopolitica de los conflictos de

Ameérica Latina

UNITED STATES
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ACGRI pillars: 1I1SS calculation based on multiple sources for
2021 and January—April 2022 (scale: 0-100)
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Fentanyl-trafficking routes

» Fentanyl precursors and pre-precursors are}transported
by postal service and cargo, mainly from China

Precursors and pre-precursors are used to manufacture
fentanyl and related products

» Fentanyl and analogues are smuggled into the US

Sources: Drug Enforcement Administration (DEA); US Department of State, Bureau of
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International Narcotics and Law Enforcement Affairs (INCSR); Armed Conflict Location & Event

Data Project (ACLED), www.acleddata.com; IISS analysis
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La guerra en Ucrania y las repercusiones en Eurasia
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Tendencias de desescalada en la region MENA
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ACGRI pillars: IISS calculation based on multiple
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*Period under review (year-on-year) for violent events resulting from
battles, explosions and remote violence, and violence against civilians

Sources: Armed Conflict Location & Event Data Project (ACLED), www.acleddata.com; I}S,S analysis o ©uss
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Internacionalizacion de los conflictos en el Africa Subsahariana

[ State-based internationalised-internal conflicts
|| State-based internal conflicts

B Conflict-affected countries

=== Non-state conflicts

1991 1993 1995 1997 1999 2001 2003 2005 2007 2009 2011 2013 2015 2017 2019 2021

Note: Sub-Saharan Africa includes all countries of the continent of Africa except the five North African countries (Algeria, Egypt, Libya, Morocco and Tunisia).
UCDP/PRIO includes four of these in its regional category of Africa.

Sources: UCDP/PRIO Armed Conflict Dataset, version 22.1; UCDP Non-State Conflict Dataset, version 22.1; Nils Petter Gleditsch et al., ‘Armed Conflict 1946-2001: A New Dataset’, Journal of
Peace Research, vol. 39, no. 5, September 2002, pp. 615-37; Shawn Davies, Therése Pettersson and Magnus Oberg, 'Organized Violence 1989-2021 and Drone Warfare', Journal of Peace
Research, vol. 59, no. 4, June 2022; Ralph Sundberg, Kristine Eck and Joakim Kreutz, 'Introducing the UCDP Non-State Conflict Dataset', Journal of Peace Research, vol. 49, no. 2, July 2021. ©IISS




Una China mas proactiva en los conflictos de Asia
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El papel de China en los conflictos de Asia

‘Trend Indicator Values’
de las exportaciones
chinas de armas a Asia
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== Afghanistan w= |ndia w= Vlyanmar m= Pakistan == Philippines Thailand

Note: TIV expressed in millions. The TIV was developed by the Stockholm International Peace Research Institute (SIPRI) to measure the volume of
international transfers of major conventional weapons using a common unit. The TIV of an item being delivered is intended to reflect its military capability

rather than its financial value.

Source: SIPRI, 'Sources and Methods' and ‘Importer/Exporter TIV Tables', www.sipri.org.
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