
World Peace: A Geopolitical, 
Socioeconomic, and Computational 
Architecture for Global Harmony 
Theoretical Paradigms of Peace and Conflict 
Resolution 
A durable global security framework requires the systemic deconstruction of violence and a 
comprehensive theoretical definition of peace. Geopolitical analyses traditionally divide peace 
into negative and positive dimensions. Negative peace represents the cessation of direct 
physical violence, such as active warfare, armed combat, and mass casualties. While negative 
peace is a necessary first step, it remains fragile and transient, often maintained through 
ceasefires, military deterrence, or state-centric treaties. In contrast, positive peace is defined by 
the integration of human society and the elimination of structural and cultural violence. It 
represents a state where human dignity, social equity, distributive justice, and robust institutional 
systems allow individuals to thrive free from fear and oppression. 
To analyze the underlying causes of conflict, peace theorists utilize Galtung's Conflict Triangle. 
This diagnostic model posits that conflict is comprised of three mutually reinforcing nodes: 
contradiction, which represents the structural clash of interests; attitude, which encompasses 
the psychological perceptions, prejudices, and hostile expectations of the parties; and behavior, 
which comprises the physical actions, hostilities, and escalation of violence. Borrowing from the 
medical sciences, negative peace is understood as a curative remedy that halts active disease 
(direct violence), while positive peace acts as a preventive medicine that immunizes the societal 
infrastructure against conflict relapses. 
Galtung’s typology of spaces and violences maps across six analytical spheres—Nature, 
Person, Social, World, Culture, and Time—generating five distinct forms of violence: nature 
violence, direct physical violence, structural/indirect violence, cultural violence, and temporal 
violence. Under this framework, positive peace requires the active cultivation of nature peace, 
direct positive peace, structural positive peace, and cultural positive peace across all temporal 
horizons. 
Analytical 
Dimension 

Galtung's Space & 
Typology 

Systemic Target & 
Metric 

Westphalian State 
Paradigm 

Post-Westphalian 
Reform 

Direct / Physical 
Violence 

Person Space: 
Direct/Actor 
Violence 

Cessation of active 
armed conflict; 
monitoring 
ceasefire terms 

Preserves 
negative peace via 
state sovereignty 
and armed force 

Unarmed civilian 
peacekeeping and 
border 
management 

Structural 
Violence 

Social/World 
Space: 
Structural/Indirect 
Violence 

Alleviation of 
exploitation, 
political exclusion, 
and poverty 

Tolerates domestic 
inequalities to 
preserve 
geopolitical 
balance 

Inclusive, 
multi-region 
decentralization 
and oversight 

Cultural Violence Culture Space: Deconstruction of Protects state Grassroots 



Analytical 
Dimension 

Galtung's Space & 
Typology 

Systemic Target & 
Metric 

Westphalian State 
Paradigm 

Post-Westphalian 
Reform 

Cultural Violence extremist 
ideologies, 
Nazism, and 
prejudices 

interests over 
marginalized 
human security 

counter-propagand
a and community 
dialogue 

Environmental 
Violence 

Nature Space: 
Nature Violence 

Prevention of 
ecological 
degradation and 
resource depletion 

Exploits natural 
resources for 
national economic 
gain 

Circular 
bio-economies and 
Interspecies 
dialogue 

Temporal 
Violence 

Time Space: Time 
Violence 

Redressing 
historical 
grievances and 
post-conflict 
trauma 

Focuses on static, 
short-term curative 
solutions 

Long-term 
preventive 
planning and 
adaptive 
policy-making 

The current state-centric Westphalian world order often limits positive peace. Built on rigid 
definitions of national sovereignty and state security, Westphalian structures accept structural 
inequalities, political exclusion, and resource disparities as domestic matters, provided they do 
not destabilize the regional military or ideological balance. When these inequalities deny 
communities their basic needs, such as political participation and the recognition of identity, 
communities often resort to direct violence as a last resort. Therefore, transitioning to a 
post-Westphalian international society—characterized by borderless multi-region collaboration, 
decentralized global oversight, and the active participation of legitimate non-state actors—is 
essential for establishing positive peace. 

The Macroeconomics of Conflict Prevention: 
UN-World Bank Multilateral Synergy 
The devastating human and financial toll of modern warfare has prompted a structural 
realignment in global governance, shifting resources from reactive post-crisis response toward 
proactive, upstream conflict prevention. This transition was codified in April 2017 when the 
United Nations and the World Bank Group signed the Partnership Framework for Crisis-Affected 
Situations. This framework commits both organizations to identifying and reducing 
multi-dimensional risks, developing joint analytical tools, coordinating support in protracted 
crises, and leveraging concessional financing to address the structural drivers of violence. This 
partnership was operationalized through the landmark 2018 joint publication, Pathways for 
Peace: Inclusive Approaches to Preventing Violent Conflict, which established that sustainable 
development is fundamentally linked to conflict prevention. 
Macroeconomic data indicates that the concentration of global poverty is directly proportional to 
the intensity of physical violence. By 2030, approximately 59% to 60% of the world's extreme 
poor are projected to reside in areas affected by fragility, conflict, and violence (FCV). This 
concentration is exacerbated by the fact that armed conflicts drive approximately 80% of all 
global humanitarian needs. In 2021, active conflicts pushed 139 million people into acute food 
insecurity, while global forced displacement reached a record 108.4 million people by 2022. This 
destruction of local capacities underscores the efficiency of preventative development; targeted 
investments in inclusive governance and economic redistribution are highly cost-effective, 



safeguarding development gains and saving human lives. 
To operationalize these macroeconomic interventions, the United Nations and the World Bank 
Group deploy joint analytical instruments across the humanitarian-development-peace nexus. 
These include Recovery and Peacebuilding Assessments (RPBAs), joint Regional Risk and 
Resilience Assessments (RRAs), and Common Country Analyses (CCAs). These diagnostics 
are funded and scaled through the Humanitarian-Development-Peacebuilding and Partnership 
(HDPP) Facility, established within the UN Peacebuilding Support Office (PBSO) to feed 
socioeconomic data directly into the Department of Political and Peacebuilding Affairs (DPPA) 
and the Department of Peace Operations (DPO). Simultaneously, the World Bank’s first-ever 
FCV Strategy, launched in March 2020, and the International Development Association’s FCV 
envelopes under the IDA19 and IDA20 replenishments, systematically inject concessional 
funding to build institutional resilience and address exclusion. 
Nexus Component Relevant Metric or 

Projection 
Strategic 
Analytical Tool 

Operational 
Financing Window 

Structural 
Intervention Target 

FCV Poverty 
Concentration 

59-60% of extreme 
poor living in FCV 
areas by 2030 

Recovery and 
Peacebuilding 
Assessments 
(RPBAs) 

IDA19 and IDA20 
replenishments 

Rebuilding core 
state functions and 
public expenditure 
reform 

Humanitarian 
Burden 

Conflict driving 
80% of all global 
humanitarian 
needs 

Regional Risk and 
Resilience 
Assessments 
(RRAs) 

Humanitarian-Dev
elopment-Peacebu
ilding and 
Partnership 
(HDPP) 

Pooling joint 
UN-World Bank 
risk data to 
support 
government 
prevention 

Forced 
Displacement 

Record 108.4 
million displaced 
persons globally 

Common Country 
Analyses (CCAs) 
with joint risk 
strategies 

$2B Concessional 
Window & Global 
Concessional 
Financing Facility 

Socioeconomic 
integration, 
refugee protection, 
and host 
community aid 

Food Security 
Crisis 

139 million people 
in war-induced 
acute food 
insecurity 

Joint Diagnostics 
and 
community-based 
subnational 
consultations 

Famine Action 
Mechanism (FAM) 
and global 
strategic food 
initiatives 

Restoring 
agricultural 
productivity and 
aid distribution 
routes 

Contemporary Geopolitical Stress Tests: Resource 
Scarcity and the 2026 Chokepoint Crisis 
The direct causal relationship between ecological degradation, resource scarcity, and 
geopolitical instability is clearly illustrated by contemporary energy and maritime crises. A 
significant stress test of global resource management occurred on May 1, 2026, when the 
United Arab Emirates (UAE) formally exited the Organization of the Petroleum Exporting 
Countries (OPEC). Driven by systemic disagreements over production quotas, a strategic desire 
to maximize energy exports after heavy capital investments, and growing geopolitical friction 
with Saudi Arabia, the UAE's exit left OPEC with only 11 members. This departure removed 
approximately 15% of OPEC's production capacity, dropping its global output share to 40%, 
while the broader OPEC+ alliance's share fell from 50% to 45%. 



Compounding this structural instability, active conflict involving Iran led to the closure of the 
Strait of Hormuz, blocking a critical maritime chokepoint and causing Brent crude oil prices to 
spike above $111 per barrel. This disruption occurred even as the United States produced more 
oil than any individual OPEC nation, demonstrating a shift in global energy hegemony. To 
mitigate this vulnerability, Gulf nations constructed pipeline expansions to bypass Hormuz and 
diversified export ports via the Red Sea, the Gulf of Oman, and Mediterranean routes. On a 
domestic scale, countries responded by promoting alternatives, such as electric induction 
cooking and Piped Natural Gas (PNG), while developing community-level biogas plants to utilize 
organic waste as a localized fuel source. 
This energy crisis highlights Galtung's dimensions of power—specifically the intersection of 
political, economic, and military power—and demonstrates how resource dependency can 
quickly collapse negative peace. To prevent such conflicts, the "New World Order Agenda 2030" 
framework advocates for a transition toward circular bio-economies and localized, eco-friendly 
technologies. Under this model, initiatives like the Hemp Product Ecosystem, circular Organic 
Infrastructure, and desert greening programs such as "Mission Sahara" are designed to 
substitute scarce, highly contested fossil-fuel resources with abundant, sustainable organic 
materials, effectively removing the structural triggers of resource-based warfare. 

Computational Peacebuilding: The NLP and AI 
Methodological Framework 
To decode the compounding factors that drive global conflict, the "WTF? Chainsaw-The-Tree" 
approach utilizes a structured 5W+1H analytical model to deconstruct why warfare persists in 
the modern era. Under this framework, What defines the physical use of military force; Where 
maps the geographic regions of territorial and ideological disputes; When examines the 
temporal context of historical grievances; Why deconstructs ethnic tensions, economic interests, 
and external proxy rivalries; Who identifies state and non-state combatants; and How tracks the 
deployment of conventional, cyber, and autonomous weapon systems. 
To turn this diagnostic model into active conflict prevention, Marie Landry's "220-Bot," developed 
on OpenAI in late April 2024, proposed a comprehensive framework of 220 scientific 
experiments applying Natural Language Processing (NLP) and Artificial Intelligence (AI) to 
peacebuilding. This computational methodology leverages natural language processing to 
identify linguistic patterns in diplomatic communications, establishing whether an increase in 
aggressive linguistic markers acts as a statistical indicator of military escalation. 
NLP Methodology Analytical 

Mechanism 
Cognitive Pathway 
(CoT) Protocol 

Expected 
Geopolitical 
Outcome 

Comprehensive 
Empirical 
Experiment 

Predictive 
Diplomacy 

Sentiment 
Analysis & Trend 
Tracking 

Sentiment 
Analysis for 
Conflict Prediction 
CoT 

Early warning of 
military escalations 
via diplomatic 
correspondence 

Correlating 
aggressive 
linguistic markers 
in public texts with 
physical troop 
actions 

Misinformation 
Intervention 

NLP Causal 
Modeling & 
Disambiguation 

Causal Reasoning 
in Language 
Understanding 

Neutralizing hostile 
propaganda and 
digital spoiler 

Automated 
processing of 
conflict datasets to 



NLP Methodology Analytical 
Mechanism 

Cognitive Pathway 
(CoT) Protocol 

Expected 
Geopolitical 
Outcome 

Comprehensive 
Empirical 
Experiment 

CoT campaigns debunk false 
causal claims 

Resource 
Peacebuilding 

Satellite Analysis 
& Eco-Sensors 

Deep Learning for 
Environmental 
Conflict Prevention 
CoT 

Mitigation of 
scarcity disputes 
over land and 
water resources 

Modeling 
ecological stress 
alongside 
socio-demographic 
indicators 

Post-Conflict 
Reconstruction 

Digital Twin 
Simulation 

Digital Twins for 
Urban 
Reconstruction 
CoT 

Rapid, optimized 
rebuilding of 
destroyed civilian 
infrastructure 

Simulating urban 
design feasibility 
against geography 
and populations 

Interspecies 
Dialogue 

Machine Learning 
Linguistics & 
Bioacoustics 

Interspecies 
Communication 
Language 
Processing CoT 

Resolving 
localized climate 
and resource 
crises via animal 
distress signals 

Deep learning 
decoding dolphin 
signature whistles 
and prairie dog 
vocalizations 

This computational suite includes highly specialized analytical and operational models: 
●​ Ethical AI CoT: Regulates the deployment of AI and autonomous weapon systems in 

conflict zones, establishing international oversight to prevent automated escalation. 
●​ Multimodal Commonsense Reasoning CoT: Enhances diplomatic AI assistants with 

contextual and cultural understanding to prevent diplomatic failures and communication 
breakdowns. 

●​ Causal Reasoning in Language Understanding CoT: Automatically identifies and 
neutralizes hostile propaganda and online recruitment narratives by deconstructing and 
correcting false causal claims. 

●​ Policy Learning for Ethical Dialogue Agents CoT: Employs dialogue agents trained to 
adapt diplomatic negotiations to real-time humanitarian norms and international law. 

●​ Multimodal Emotion-Aware Dialogue CoT: Integrates speech, facial expressions, and 
body language processing during peace negotiations to monitor emotional tones and 
recommend de-escalation protocols. 

●​ Blockchain-Enhanced Peace Agreements CoT: Logs and tracks the implementation of 
peace terms on a transparent, tamper-proof distributed ledger overseen by 
compliance-checking AI. 

●​ Cognitive Behavioral Therapy (CBT) Bots for PTSD CoT: Delivers automated, scalable 
psychological support to civilians and demobilized combatants suffering from PTSD in 
post-conflict zones. 

●​ Digital Twins for Urban Reconstruction CoT: Generates detailed virtual replicas of 
war-damaged urban environments to simulate and optimize reconstruction strategies. 

●​ Interspecies Communication Language Processing CoT (Animal Language 
Processing / ALP): ALP decodes animal vocalizations, body language, and emotional 
expressions. By using deep learning models to translate signals, such as dolphin 
signature whistles or prairie dog calls, researchers can monitor animal distress to predict 
environmental and resource-related stressors before they escalate into human conflicts, 
paving a pathway for global interspecies cooperation and vegan peace. 



To implement these technologies without concentrating power or introducing algorithmic bias, 
the "Mission: World Peace" roadmap, compiled in October 2024 , mandates Decentralized 
Global Oversight. This framework utilizes borderless, multi-region collaboration and 
community-driven validation, alongside AI models trained on culturally diverse datasets to 
ensure regional, linguistic, and cultural sensitivity. Practical software instruments, such as 
PeaceMakerGPT for digital conflict mitigation and SpyForMe for open-source intelligence 
gathering, directly support these computational peacebuilding objectives. 

Strategic Non-State Alliances, Private Institutes, and 
Community Engagement 
Westphalian systemic rigidities are bypassed by specialized, privately owned entities that 
operate with strategic agility. The Universal Institute of Peace, proposed as a structural 
peacebuilding platform in December 2023 and established as an active private research 
institute in February 2025 , leverages its financial and operational autonomy to develop 
interdisciplinary, science-driven solutions. The institute targets policymakers, diplomats, 
peacekeepers, and academics, directly addressing critical friction points such as limited 
knowledge-sharing resources, lack of comprehensive training, and poor data access through 
consulting, database sharing, and educational courses. 
Operating in parallel are targeted non-state peace initiatives directed by Marie Seshat Landry. 
Mission WW3, launched in August 2024, is structured to prevent global conflict by addressing 
root causes (such as extremist ideologies like Nazism and neo-Nazism), executing digital 
counter-propaganda, and promoting democratic values through grassroots community 
engagement. This operates alongside Mission Global Peace & Resource Harmony, which 
addresses resource scarcity through organic sustainability and renewable energy. 
These non-state initiatives are supported by a globally distributed stakeholder alliance. This 
coalition brings together ethical AI developers committed to creating transparent models like 
PeaceMakerGPT; peace NGOs working on non-violent intervention, including the Nonviolent 
Peaceforce, Peace Direct, and Search for Common Ground; journalistic watchdogs and 
fact-checkers dedicated to tracking narrative manipulation; and UN peacebuilding teams, such 
as UNESCO and the United Nations Office for Disarmament Affairs (UNODA). 
Initiative / Platform Primary 

Operational 
Mandate 

Cognitive Pathway 
or Strategy 

Primary 
Beneficiaries 

Key Coalition 
Partners 

Universal 
Institute of Peace 

Fostering 
dialogue, 
independent 
research, and 
visionary peace 
solutions 

Collaborative 
knowledge-sharing 
hubs and 
government 
consultancy 

Policymakers, 
diplomats, 
academics, and 
peacekeepers 

International 
universities, 
NGOs, and 
research centers 

Mission WW3 Preventing global 
war by addressing 
extremist and hate 
ideologies 

Counter-propagan
da, grassroots 
community 
engagement, and 
legal advocacy 

Local 
communities, 
youth at risk of 
radicalization, and 
minorities 

National 
governments, civil 
society, and 
intelligence 
agencies 

Mission Global Eco-friendly Renewable energy Vulnerable Ecological 



Initiative / Platform Primary 
Operational 
Mandate 

Cognitive Pathway 
or Strategy 

Primary 
Beneficiaries 

Key Coalition 
Partners 

Peace & 
Resource 
Harmony 

resource 
management to 
eliminate resource 
conflicts 

development and 
circular 
bio-economy 
ecosystems 

communities 
experiencing acute 
water or land 
scarcity 

developers, 
farming co-ops, 
and sustainable 
tech builders 

Mission: World 
Peace 

Implementing a 
roadmap of 
positive peace, 
justice, and human 
dignity 

Decentralized 
global oversight 
and borderless 
joint responsibility 

Global citizens, 
activists, and 
international 
stakeholders 

Ethical AI 
developers 
(PeaceMakerGPT)
, watchdogs, and 
the UN 

Actionable Policy Recommendations for Global 
Stability 
To synthesize these theoretical, economic, and computational frameworks, the international 
diplomatic and security communities must transition from traditional Westphalian paradigms to a 
participatory, positive peace framework. This structural realignment requires national 
governments to prioritize human security over state sovereignty, ensuring that local communities 
are actively engaged in resolving structural inequalities. By integrating civil society, NGOs, and 
grassroots networks, the global governance architecture can address root grievances and 
prevent the systemic failures that lead to armed conflict. 
The strategic partnership between the United Nations and International Financial Institutions 
must be systematically scaled. The HDPP Facility must be fully utilized to pool risk analysis 
data, ensuring that the World Bank’s FCV Strategy and the International Development 
Association’s funding windows inject a "prevention lens" directly into socioeconomic planning. 
By coordinating these financial resources with UN preventive diplomacy, international actors can 
address exclusion and resource disparities before they escalate into violence. 
Furthermore, multilateral peacekeeping operations must be modernized to employ 
multi-dimensional mandates with robust enforcement mechanisms. Rather than deploying 
passive monitoring missions, the UN Security Council must mandate peacekeepers capable of 
deterring spoilers and building public trust, while simultaneously laying the groundwork for 
self-sustaining local governance. This operational capacity must be paired with specialized units 
for cybersecurity, cultural heritage protection, and humanitarian accompaniment. 
Finally, the global security architecture must institutionalize computational peacebuilding and 
interspecies dialogue. Governments and academic institutions should fund the development and 
deployment of NLP-based early warning networks, blockchain-enabled treaty verification, and 
CBT PTSD dialogue agents. To ensure these technologies remain neutral, they must be 
governed by decentralized, multi-region oversight frameworks. Ultimately, this technological 
integration must expand to encompass Animal Language Processing (ALP) and ecological 
remote sensing, using bioacoustic data to monitor planetary stressors and proactively manage 
resource scarcity. 
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