American Journal of
International Relations
(AJIR)

Influence of Cyber Warfare on Diplomatic Relations
between Rival States in Nigeria

David Mark




American Journal of International Relations
ISSN 2520-4696 (Online)
Vol.9, Issue 5, pp 40 - 51, 2024

AIPE

www.ajpojournals.org

Influence of Cyber Warfare on Diplomatic Relations between Rival
States in Nigeria

David Mark
Federal University of Technology Akure

B>
4 Crossref

Article history
Submitted 11.07.2024 Revised Version Received 16.08.2024 Accepted 24.09.2024

Abstract

Purpose: The aim of the study was to assess
the influence of cyber warfare on diplomatic
relations between rival states in Nigeria.

Methodology: This study adopted a desk
methodology. A desk study research design
is commonly known as secondary data
collection. This is basically collecting data
from existing resources preferably because of
its low cost advantage as compared to a field
research. Our current study looked into
already published studies and reports as the
data was easily accessed through online
journals and libraries.

Findings: The study found that cyberattacks
can create an atmosphere of mistrust and
tension, often resulting in a breakdown of
diplomatic communications. For instance,
studies show that countries may respond to
cyberattacks with  heightened  security
measures, leading to an arms race in cyber
capabilities, which further complicates
diplomatic negotiations. Additionally, the
ambiguity surrounding cyber operations—
where it can be challenging to attribute
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attacks to specific state actors—can lead to
retaliatory actions that escalate conflicts
without clear justification. Ultimately, the
evolving nature of cyber warfare necessitates
new  frameworks for  understanding
international relations, as states grapple with
balancing security concerns and the need for
cooperation in an increasingly interconnected
world.

Implications to Theory, Practice and
Policy: Realism, constructivism and cyber
deterrence theory may be used to anchor
future studies on assessing influence of cyber
warfare on diplomatic relations between rival
states in Nigeria. From a practical standpoint,
these recommendations offer actionable steps
for states to improve their handling of cyber
warfare's impact on diplomatic relations.
Policymakers are encouraged to revise
diplomatic training curricula to include
modules on cybersecurity, thereby preparing
diplomats for the realities of modern conflict.
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INTRODUCTION

The influence of cyber warfare on diplomatic relations between rival states has become an
increasingly critical area of study in the context of modern international relations. Diplomatic
relations between developed economies like the United States and Japan have evolved
significantly since World War I, fostering strong economic ties and strategic partnerships.
According to the U.S. State Department, Japan is one of the United States' most critical allies, with
trade between the two nations reaching $278 billion in 2020 (U.S. Department of State, 2021). The
countries collaborate on various fronts, including security, technology, and climate change
initiatives, reflecting a deep-rooted commitment to mutual interests. Recent statistics indicate a
steady increase in Japanese investment in the U.S., which reached $151 billion in 2020, a
significant rise from previous years (U.S. Department of Commerce, 2021). This partnership is
characterized by frequent high-level meetings, joint military exercises, and shared participation in
international organizations, underscoring their diplomatic strength.

Similarly, the United Kingdom maintains a robust diplomatic relationship with the United States,
often referred to as the "special relationship.” In 2021, trade between the two nations was valued
at approximately $225 billion, highlighting the economic interdependence that exists (UK
Department for International Trade, 2021). The UK and the U.S. collaborate on numerous global
issues, including counterterrorism, cybersecurity, and health security, particularly in response to
the COVID-19 pandemic. Notably, the two countries have worked together on vaccine
development and distribution, further solidifying their diplomatic rapport (World Health
Organization, 2021). These relations are further strengthened by cultural exchanges and
educational programs, contributing to a shared understanding and cooperation between the two
nations.

In developing economies, diplomatic relations often hinge on trade agreements and partnerships
for economic development. For instance, India has developed significant diplomatic ties with
African nations, focusing on trade, investment, and infrastructure development. According to a
report by the Ministry of External Affairs, India-Africa trade was valued at approximately $69
billion in 2021, showcasing a growing economic relationship (Ministry of External Affairs, India,
2022). The Indian government has invested in various sectors, including agriculture,
telecommunications, and renewable energy, helping to strengthen diplomatic ties through
economic support. This partnership reflects a trend towards South-South cooperation, where
developing nations collaborate to enhance mutual growth.

Similarly, Brazil's diplomatic relations with Latin American countries emphasize regional
integration and economic cooperation. The total trade between Brazil and Argentina reached
approximately $28 billion in 2021, with both countries striving to enhance economic
interdependence (Brazilian Ministry of Foreign Affairs, 2022). This relationship is underscored by
initiatives such as the MERCOSUR trade bloc, which aims to promote free trade among South
American countries. Brazilian investments in Argentina's agriculture and energy sectors have
further solidified these diplomatic ties, highlighting the trend of regional collaboration for mutual
benefit. The focus on shared challenges, such as climate change and social development,
demonstrates the potential for sustainable growth through cooperative diplomacy.

Another developing economy that has established strong diplomatic relations is Indonesia, which
has fostered significant ties with Australia. The two nations have seen their bilateral trade increase
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to approximately AUD 12 billion in 2021, focusing on sectors such as agriculture, education, and
tourism (Australian Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade, 2022). The signing of the Indonesia-
Australia Comprehensive Economic Partnership Agreement (IA-CEPA) in 2020 has further
deepened economic collaboration and opened avenues for investment. Additionally, the countries
cooperate on regional security and counter-terrorism efforts, highlighting the multifaceted nature
of their diplomatic relations. This growing partnership reflects a broader trend of countries in the
Asia-Pacific region working together to address common challenges and promote mutual
development.

Similarly, Mexico has strengthened its diplomatic relations with Canada, particularly through the
United States-Mexico-Canada Agreement (USMCA), which replaced the North American Free
Trade Agreement (NAFTA). In 2021, trade between Mexico and Canada reached approximately
CAD 38 billion, reflecting a robust economic interdependence (Government of Canada, 2022).
This agreement has facilitated increased trade flows and investment opportunities, fostering
cooperation in various sectors, including technology, energy, and environmental sustainability.
Moreover, both nations work together on issues such as climate change and border security,
emphasizing a shared commitment to regional stability and economic growth. The evolving nature
of Mexico-Canada relations showcases how diplomatic ties can be strengthened through trade
agreements that benefit all parties involved.

Another noteworthy example is Vietnam’s diplomatic relationship with South Korea, which has
flourished over the past two decades. In 2021, bilateral trade between Vietnam and South Korea
reached $78 billion, positioning South Korea as one of Vietnam's largest trading partners (Korean
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, 2022). This relationship has been characterized by substantial South
Korean investments in Vietnamese manufacturing and technology sectors, contributing to
Vietnam’s rapid economic growth. Additionally, both nations have collaborated on various
initiatives, including cultural exchanges and joint efforts in education, further solidifying their
diplomatic ties. The increasing trend of economic interdependence between Vietnam and South
Korea serves as a model for how developing countries can leverage partnerships for mutual
development.

Nigeria has been actively engaging with the European Union (EU) to enhance trade and investment
opportunities. In 2021, trade between Nigeria and the EU was valued at approximately €35 billion,
reflecting a growing economic relationship focused on energy, agriculture, and technology
(European Commission, 2022). The EU's investment in Nigerian infrastructure projects is aimed
at fostering economic development and stability, which are crucial for addressing security
challenges in the region. This partnership is further bolstered by programs aimed at improving
governance and promoting sustainable development, highlighting a trend of collaborative efforts
in achieving mutual goals.

In Sub-Saharan Africa, diplomatic relations often reflect historical ties and contemporary
partnerships for development. For instance, South Africa has established diplomatic relations with
China that have led to significant economic collaboration. Trade between South Africa and China
reached approximately $40 billion in 2021, making China South Africa's largest trading partner
(South African Department of Trade, 2022). This relationship has been further strengthened by
Chinese investments in infrastructure, mining, and energy, which are crucial for South Africa's
economic growth. The diplomatic ties are characterized by high-level visits and participation in
forums like the BRICS summit, reflecting a commitment to shared development goals.
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In addition, Ghana has been actively engaging with China to enhance its economic standing. In
2021, bilateral trade between Ghana and China reached approximately $7.3 billion, with China
being Ghana's largest trading partner (Ghana Statistical Service, 2022). Chinese investments in
Ghana's infrastructure, mining, and agriculture sectors have been pivotal in driving economic
development. The collaboration is further exemplified by various infrastructure projects funded by
Chinese loans, which are vital for Ghana’s growth. This relationship showcases the increasing
trend of African nations leveraging partnerships with major global players to enhance their
economic development and achieve sustainable growth.

Similarly, Kenya has cultivated diplomatic relations with the United States, focusing on trade,
security, and development assistance. In 2021, trade between the U.S. and Kenya was valued at
around $1.5 billion, with the U.S. being one of Kenya's largest trading partners (U.S. Department
of Commerce, 2022). The two countries collaborate on counterterrorism efforts and health
initiatives, particularly in response to global health challenges. This partnership is indicative of a
broader trend of the U.S. seeking to strengthen ties with African nations to promote stability and
economic development. The ongoing diplomatic engagement highlights the importance of
international cooperation in addressing regional challenges.

The frequency and scale of cyber-attacks have surged in recent years, reflecting the growing
interconnectedness of global digital infrastructure and the increasing sophistication of threat
actors. One likely scenario involves state-sponsored cyber-attacks aimed at disrupting critical
infrastructure, which has been observed in tensions between nations like the United States and
Russia. For example, the 2020 SolarWinds cyber-attack, attributed to Russian hackers,
compromised numerous U.S. government and corporate systems, highlighting the scale at which
such attacks can occur and their potential impact on diplomatic relations (FireEye, 2021). These
incidents can strain diplomatic ties as affected nations respond with sanctions, heightened
cybersecurity measures, or retaliatory actions, illustrating how cyber threats can directly influence
international relations. Moreover, the frequency of these attacks fosters a climate of mistrust,
complicating cooperative initiatives on global issues such as trade and security.

Another likely scenario pertains to cyber-attacks targeting financial institutions, which can
destabilize economies and provoke diplomatic crises. The 2019 cyber-attack on the Central Bank
of Ecuador serves as an example, where attackers compromised sensitive financial data, raising
concerns about the country's cybersecurity posture (Hernandez, 2020). Such incidents can lead to
increased tensions between nations, especially if the attacks are believed to originate from
adversarial states, thereby affecting foreign investment and economic cooperation. Furthermore,
the increasing frequency of ransomware attacks, as seen in the 2021 Colonial Pipeline incident in
the United States, demonstrates the scale of disruption that cyber-attacks can achieve, prompting
nations to reconsider their diplomatic strategies (Hawkins, 2021). In summary, the evolving
landscape of cyber threats not only poses challenges to national security but also shapes the
diplomatic relations between states as they navigate the complex interplay between cybersecurity
and international collaboration.

Problem Statement

The rise of cyber warfare has significantly transformed the landscape of international relations,
particularly among rival states, creating new challenges for diplomatic engagement. As nations
increasingly resort to cyber-attacks to achieve strategic objectives, the consequences for
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diplomatic relations can be severe, often resulting in heightened tensions, mistrust, and retaliatory
actions. For instance, the 2020 SolarWinds incident, attributed to Russian state-sponsored hackers,
exemplifies how cyber operations can breach critical infrastructure and sensitive data, prompting
diplomatic fallout between the United States and Russia (FireEye, 2021). Additionally, frequent
cyber threats have compelled states to reevaluate their security strategies and diplomatic
approaches, leading to a cycle of escalation that undermines international cooperation on various
global issues (Hawkins, 2021). Therefore, understanding the influence of cyber warfare on
diplomatic relations is crucial for policymakers as they navigate this complex and evolving threat
landscape, ensuring that diplomatic frameworks can adapt to the realities of modern conflict.

Theoretical Framework
Realism

Originating from classical political thought, realism posits that the international system is anarchic
and states act primarily in their own self-interest to ensure survival and power. This theory
emphasizes that nations will resort to various means, including cyber warfare, to secure strategic
advantages over rivals (Mearsheimer, 2019). In the context of cyber warfare, realism helps explain
how states might utilize cyber-attacks as tools of coercion or deterrence, directly impacting
diplomatic relations by escalating tensions and fostering mistrust among nations.

Constructivism

Proposed by Alexander Wendt, constructivism focuses on the impact of social structures,
identities, and norms on state behavior. This theory posits that the way states perceive each other
and construct their identities can influence diplomatic interactions (Wendt, 2020). In the realm of
cyber warfare, constructivism can illuminate how states frame cyber incidents—either as acts of
aggression or as opportunities for dialogue—shaping the subsequent diplomatic outcomes based
on mutual perceptions and historical contexts.

Cyber Deterrence Theory

This theory extends traditional deterrence concepts into the cyber realm, arguing that states can
deter adversaries through credible cyber capabilities and threat signaling (Libicki, 2021). The
effectiveness of cyber deterrence can significantly affect diplomatic relations, as states may either
choose to engage in cyber warfare or seek diplomatic resolutions based on their confidence in
deterrent strategies. Understanding these dynamics is crucial for analyzing how cyber warfare
influences the behavior of rival states.

Empirical Review

Johnson (2020) examined the impact of cyber-attacks on U.S.-China diplomatic relations, focusing
on major incidents such as the 2015 Office of Personnel Management hack. The purpose of the
study was to investigate how cyber warfare influences diplomatic strategies and communication
channels between these two global powers. Through qualitative interviews with 20 policymakers
and diplomats from both countries, the study uncovered that cyber-attacks significantly strain
diplomatic efforts, often leading to heightened tensions and retaliatory measures. Johnson found
that frequent breaches of critical infrastructure caused distrust between the U.S. and China,
complicating diplomatic efforts on other fronts, such as trade negotiations and climate agreements.
The study concluded that cyber warfare represents a growing threat to diplomatic relations, with
both countries increasingly turning to defensive postures rather than collaborative solutions. The
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research recommended that both nations establish clear, formal channels for cyber diplomacy to
de-escalate tensions and address cyber incidents before they spiral into larger conflicts.
Additionally, it called for the creation of international norms and treaties specifically aimed at
governing state behavior in cyberspace. These recommendations were based on the recurring
theme that cyber-attacks destabilize trust and escalate conflict. Johnson's study is crucial in
highlighting the urgent need for new diplomatic frameworks to address cyber warfare. The
research further emphasized that both the U.S. and China need to prioritize dialogue in cyberspace
to prevent long-term diplomatic fallout.

Smith (2019) examined the effect of cyber warfare on NATO-Russia relations, focusing
particularly on Russia’s involvement in cyber-attacks against NATO member states. The study
aimed to determine how these cyber incidents influenced both the military and diplomatic stances
of NATO countries. Smith utilized a mixed-methods approach, combining survey data from
NATO security officials with case studies of specific cyber-attacks, such as the 2017 NotPetya
attack attributed to Russian actors. Findings indicated that cyber warfare has increasingly become
a tool for Russia to destabilize NATO, thereby fueling geopolitical tensions and complicating
diplomatic negotiations. For example, the study found that following major cyber incidents, NATO
member states often coordinated their military responses while adopting a more cautious
diplomatic stance toward Russia. The research highlighted that cyber-attacks not only affected
military strategy but also had broader implications for diplomatic engagement, as evidenced by
the postponement of various NATO-Russia Council meetings. Smith recommended that NATO
develop more robust cyber defense mechanisms while simultaneously engaging Russia in dialogue
to establish mutual cyber conduct rules. Additionally, the study called for NATO to involve other
international organizations, such as the United Nations, in its efforts to create global cyber norms.
The findings emphasize that cyber warfare is not just a military issue but one that has serious
diplomatic ramifications. Smith’s analysis provided critical insight into the need for NATO to
balance its defensive strategies with proactive diplomatic efforts in the face of persistent cyber
threats.

Sharma (2021) analyzed how cyber warfare has impacted India-Pakistan diplomatic relations,
focusing on high-profile cyber incidents between 2016 and 2020. Using content analysis of media
coverage and government statements, the study sought to determine how cyber-attacks were
framed by both Indian and Pakistani media and how this influenced diplomatic interactions. The
study found that media framing played a crucial role in shaping public perceptions and government
responses to cyber incidents. For example, Indian media often portrayed Pakistani cyber-attacks
as acts of aggression, which contributed to hardline stances in diplomatic engagements.
Conversely, Pakistani media framed Indian cyber activities as unjustified, further entrenching
hostile narratives. Sharma concluded that this media-driven polarization made it increasingly
difficult for both governments to pursue diplomatic dialogue following cyber incidents. The study
recommended that both countries invest in more balanced media reporting and actively seek third-
party mediation to address cyber grievances diplomatically. Moreover, Sharma suggested that
international organizations could play a critical role in fostering dialogue and reducing the
likelihood of cyber conflicts escalating into military confrontations. This study is relevant because
it underscores the indirect yet significant role that media plays in shaping diplomatic outcomes in
the context of cyber warfare. It also highlights the need for media reform and third-party

https://doi.org/10.47672/ajir.2444 45 Mark (2024)


http://www.ajpojournals.org/

American Journal of International Relations

AIPE
ISSN 2520-4696 (Online)

Vol.9, Issue 5, pp 40 - 51, 2024 www.ajpojournals.org

interventions in order to mitigate the impact of cyber warfare on diplomatic relations between rival
states like India and Pakistan.

Chen (2022) conducted a quantitative analysis on the economic ramifications of cyber warfare
between the United States and Russia, with a focus on bilateral trade and investment patterns
before and after major cyber incidents. The purpose of the study was to understand how cyber
warfare affected not just diplomatic ties but also economic exchanges between the two nations.
Chen’s methodology involved analyzing economic data over a ten-year period, identifying
fluctuations that corresponded to significant cyber-attacks, such as the 2020 SolarWinds breach.
The findings revealed that U.S.-Russia trade volumes tended to drop significantly in the aftermath
of cyber incidents, reflecting the broader diplomatic fallout. The study concluded that cyber
warfare has tangible economic consequences, as businesses become wary of operating in countries
engaged in cyber conflicts. Chen recommended that both countries work on building cyber
cooperation mechanisms that could minimize the economic impact of cyber warfare, suggesting
that economic diplomacy might offer a new avenue for mitigating these cyber conflicts. This study
offers an important perspective by linking the economic fallout of cyber warfare with the broader
diplomatic consequences. It also provides concrete policy recommendations for how economic
diplomacy can be leveraged to de-escalate cyber tensions.

Garcia (2023) examined the role of international law in regulating cyber warfare and its
implications for diplomatic relations, particularly between rival states like Iran and Israel. Using a
legal analysis framework, Garcia aimed to assess whether current international laws were adequate
for addressing cyber warfare and its diplomatic repercussions. The study found that the lack of
clear, enforceable international norms around cyber warfare exacerbated tensions between rival
states, leading to frequent escalations and retaliations. For example, Israel’s cyber operations
against Iranian nuclear facilities were seen as violations of international law, yet the ambiguity in
existing regulations made it difficult to hold either party accountable. Garcia recommended the
establishment of binding international treaties specifically aimed at cyber warfare, similar to those
that exist for nuclear arms. This would not only clarify legal obligations but also provide a
diplomatic framework for resolving cyber disputes. The study emphasized the importance of legal
clarity in preventing cyber warfare from spiraling into broader military conflicts. It also
highlighted the role that international organizations could play in mediating cyber disputes and
fostering diplomatic dialogue.

Patel (2021) explored the impact of cyber espionage on diplomatic trust between India and China,
focusing on espionage incidents between 2018 and 2020. The research used a longitudinal study
design to track diplomatic interactions following key cyber espionage cases. Patel found that each
cyber espionage incident led to a measurable decline in diplomatic trust, as evidenced by canceled
diplomatic talks and stalled negotiations on key issues like border security. The study concluded
that cyber espionage has long-term negative effects on diplomatic relations, often necessitating
years of confidence-building measures to restore trust. Patel recommended that both countries
adopt formalized channels for discussing cyber grievances, proposing the establishment of a
bilateral cyber task force to handle such incidents diplomatically. This study is relevant for
understanding how cyber espionage, as opposed to direct cyber-attacks, can erode diplomatic
relations over time, especially between rival states with ongoing territorial disputes.

Brown (2022) conducted a survey of diplomats from various countries to assess their perceptions
of how cyber warfare influences diplomatic relations. The study’s objective was to determine
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whether cyber warfare was viewed as a major factor in diplomatic tensions between rival states.
The survey results revealed that 75% of diplomats considered cyber-attacks a significant factor in
escalating diplomatic conflicts, particularly between technologically advanced rival nations like
the United States and Russia. The study found that diplomats often struggled to navigate cyber
incidents due to a lack of formal cyber diplomacy training. Brown recommended that cyber
warfare and cybersecurity issues be integrated into diplomatic training programs to better prepare
diplomats for handling such incidents. The study highlighted the growing importance of cyber
diplomacy as a specialized field within international relations and called for governments to invest
in developing these skills among their diplomatic corps.

METHODOLOGY

This study adopted a desk methodology. A desk study research design is commonly known as
secondary data collection. This is basically collecting data from existing resources preferably
because of its low cost advantage as compared to a field research. Our current study looked into
already published studies and reports as the data was easily accessed through online journals and
libraries.

RESULTS

Conceptual Gaps: Conceptually, existing studies primarily focus on the direct impact of cyber
warfare on diplomatic relations but often overlook the multifaceted dimensions of how cyber
incidents shape perceptions, trust, and long-term strategic outcomes. For instance, while Johnson
(2020) and Smith (2019) highlight the immediate tensions arising from cyber incidents, they do
not delve deeply into the psychological aspects of diplomatic interactions influenced by cyber
warfare, such as fear, distrust, and identity dynamics. Additionally, studies like Sharma (2021)
emphasize the role of media framing in shaping public and governmental responses, yet the
broader implications of public sentiment on formal diplomatic channels remain unexplored. There
is a need for theoretical frameworks that integrate psychological, cultural, and communication
theories to better understand the evolving nature of diplomacy in a cyber context. Furthermore,
there is a lack of comprehensive models that can predict the long-term effects of cyber warfare on
international relations beyond immediate responses and tensions.

Contextual Gaps: Contextually, the research has predominantly focused on specific rivalries such
as the U.S.-China, NATO-Russia, and India-Pakistan contexts, potentially overlooking the
implications of cyber warfare in other geopolitical landscapes. For example, while Chen (2022)
and Garcia (2023) explore U.S.-Russia and lIsrael-Iran dynamics, they do not account for the
emerging threats in regions like Southeast Asia or Africa, where cyber capabilities are increasing
but diplomatic frameworks are less established. Moreover, while Sharma (2021) and Patel (2021)
provide insights into India-Pakistan and India-China relations, there is limited exploration of how
cyber warfare impacts lesser-studied states with ongoing conflicts. The absence of comparative
analyses across different geopolitical contexts prevents a holistic understanding of how diplomatic
strategies are evolving in response to cyber threats globally.

Geographical Gaps: Geographically, the studies focus largely on well-known power rivalries,
primarily in North America and Europe, thereby neglecting the unique challenges faced by
developing nations and sub-Saharan countries in the context of cyber warfare. For instance, while
Brown (2022) surveys perceptions among diplomats from various countries, the insights are often
drawn from technologically advanced states, leaving a gap in understanding how countries with
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less sophisticated cyber infrastructures perceive and respond to cyber warfare. Additionally, the
implications of cyber warfare in the Global South, where diplomatic relationships may already be
strained by other socio-political issues, require further investigation. Addressing these
geographical gaps could reveal new dynamics of cyber warfare and its influence on diplomatic
relations in a broader context, highlighting the importance of inclusivity in international
cybersecurity discussions.

CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS
Conclusion

The influence of cyber warfare on diplomatic relations between rival states is a critical area of
study that highlights the evolving dynamics of international relations in the digital age. Cyber
warfare introduces unprecedented challenges to traditional diplomatic frameworks, as it not only
creates immediate tensions but also erodes trust and complicates negotiations across various
geopolitical landscapes. The studies reviewed demonstrate that incidents of cyber attacks can
significantly alter diplomatic strategies, leading to heightened military readiness and cautious
engagement between states, as seen in cases like U.S.-China and NATO-Russia relations.

Moreover, the implications of cyber warfare extend beyond immediate responses, impacting long-
term diplomatic relationships and requiring innovative approaches to conflict resolution. As
nations increasingly turn to cyber capabilities for strategic advantage, the need for robust
international norms and frameworks governing state behavior in cyberspace becomes paramount.
The findings underscore the necessity for countries to establish formal channels for cyber
diplomacy, promote international collaboration, and foster dialogues that address cyber incidents
proactively. Ultimately, as cyber warfare continues to reshape the landscape of global diplomacy,
it is essential for states to adapt their diplomatic practices to effectively navigate the complexities
introduced by cyber threats. This involves not only enhancing cybersecurity measures but also
integrating cyber diplomacy into broader foreign policy strategies. By prioritizing communication
and cooperation, states can mitigate the risks associated with cyber warfare and work towards
maintaining stability in their diplomatic relations.

Recommendations
The following are the recommendations based on theory, practice and policy:
Theory

The recommendations for addressing the influence of cyber warfare on diplomatic relations
contribute significantly to existing theoretical frameworks in international relations. By integrating
concepts of cyber diplomacy into established diplomatic models, these recommendations enhance
constructivist theories, which emphasize the role of shared understandings and norms in shaping
state behavior. The formulation of international norms around cyber conduct enriches literature on
conflict resolution, highlighting how cooperative frameworks can mitigate tensions between rival
states. Moreover, the incorporation of cybersecurity awareness into diplomatic training adds a new
dimension to diplomatic theory, illustrating the necessity of evolving traditional diplomatic
practices to encompass the complexities of modern security threats. This theoretical development
positions cyber warfare as a crucial area of study within the broader discourse on international
relations, encouraging scholars to explore its implications for state interactions.
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Practice

From a practical standpoint, these recommendations offer actionable steps for states to improve
their handling of cyber warfare's impact on diplomatic relations. Establishing formal cyber
diplomacy channels enables timely and effective responses to incidents, thereby preserving
diplomatic relations even amid crises. Integrating cyber warfare training into diplomatic programs
equips diplomats with the necessary skills to navigate complex situations, enhancing their capacity
to maintain dialogue. Additionally, promoting confidence-building measures through joint
exercises fosters trust and transparency, which are essential for reducing misperceptions and
potential escalations. Investing in cybersecurity infrastructure further ensures that states are less
vulnerable to cyber-attacks, thus stabilizing their diplomatic engagements. By focusing on
collaborative efforts between public and private sectors, these recommendations enhance overall
cybersecurity resilience, creating a more secure environment for diplomatic interactions.

Policy

Policymakers are encouraged to revise diplomatic training curricula to include modules on
cybersecurity, thereby preparing diplomats for the realities of modern conflict. Furthermore,
initiating bilateral or multilateral agreements focused on transparency regarding cyber capabilities
can foster an atmosphere conducive to peaceful coexistence. Investing in robust cybersecurity
measures is paramount, as it directly supports national security and diplomatic stability. Lastly,
fostering public-private partnerships can enhance collaborative cybersecurity efforts, ensuring that
both governmental and private sectors align their interests in safeguarding against cyber threats.
Together, these policy recommendations aim to create a comprehensive framework for managing
cyber warfare's impact on diplomatic relations effectively.
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