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Abstract.

Relevance. The 2020 Homeland War of Azerbaijan marked a decisive turning point in the evolution of the Nagorno-
Karabakh conflict and had a profound impact on the security architecture of the South Caucasus. The resolution of a protracted
conflict through military means brought to the forefront critical issues related to the restoration of territorial integrity, the
effectiveness of international mediation mechanisms, and the transformation of regional and extra-regional geopolitics. The
events of 2020 also revealed significant changes in the nature of modern warfare and regional power relations.

Purpose. The purpose of this article is to provide a comprehensive analysis of the historical outcomes of the 2020
Homeland War and to assess its geopolitical significance for the South Caucasus in the context of shifting regional balances
of power and security arrangements.

Results. The study demonstrates that the war resulted in the restoration of Azerbaijan’s territorial integrity, a substantial
reconfiguration of the regional balance of power, and the emergence of a new security architecture in the South Caucasus.
It highlights the growing role of modern military technologies, particularly high-precision weapons and unmanned systems,
as well as the increased influence of external actors on regional political and security dynamics.

Conclusions. The article concludes that the 2020 Homeland War was not merely the culmination of a specific phase of
the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict, but rather the beginning of a new stage in the political and geopolitical development of the
South Caucasus. The findings indicate that the consequences of the war will have a long-term impact on regional stability,
international relations, and approaches to conflict resolution.
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BiTun3Hsina BiliHa 2020 poky: iCTOpUYHI HACTIAKHT
TA reonoJiTHYHEe 3HAYCHHS

I'ypoanoBa Kamasna
baxuncovkuii oeporcagnuii ynieepcumem (baxy, Azepoaitorcan)

AHoTauis.

AKTyasibHicTh. BitunsHsHa BiliHa A3sepOaimkany 2020 poky craja MepeOMHHM €TarloM Y PO3BHTKY HaripHO-
KapabachbKoro KOH(QIIKTY Ta CyTTEBO BIUIMHYNA Ha cuctemy Oesneku [liBnenHoro KaBka3y. 3aBeplieHHs 0aratopiyHOro
IPOTUCTOSIHHS IIIAXOM 30pOHHOr0o KOHQUIIKTY aKTyasli3yBajo IUTAHHS BiJAHOBIEHHS TEPUTOPIaAbHOI LLNTICHOCTI
JiepaB, e(EKTHUBHOCTI MIKHAPOJHHX MEXaHI3MIB BpETYJIIOBaHHS KOH(IIIKTIB, a Takok TpaHcdopMarllii perioHansbHOT
Ta no3aperioHanbHoi reonomitiky. [Toail 2020 poxy 3yMOBHIM HEperial yCTAICHUX MiIXOAIB 0 aHai3y KOHQIIKTIB y
HOCTPAASHCEKOMY IIPOCTOPI Ta MPOAEMOHCTPYBAIM 3MIHY XapaKTepy CyYaCHHX BOEH, Y SKUX IOEIHYIOTBCS BiHCHKOBI,
TIOJITHYHI Ta TEXHOJOTIYHI YNHHHUKH.

Meta. MeToro CTarTi € KOMIUICKCHUI aHalli3 ICTOPUYHUX pe3yiibraTiB BirunsusHoi BiliHu 2020 poky Ta BU3HAYCHHS 11
reonoituuHoro 3HaueHHs 1y [liBnenHoro KaBkasy 3 ypaxyBaHHSM 3MiH y OajaHci CuJl, CUCTEMI perioHaIbHOT Oe3Heku Ta
MIXKHApPOIHUX BIJIHOCHHAX.

Pe3ynbraru. Y Xomi IOCHIPKEHHS BCTAHOBJICHO, IO BiffHAa TpHU3BeNa JI0 BIAHOBICHHS TEPUTOPIAILHOI IUTICHOCTI
Aszep0aiifxkany, CyTT€BOI 3MiHH CIIBBIAHOLIEHHS BiiiCbKOBO-IIOTITUYHUX CUJ Y PerioHi Ta GopMyBaHHS HOBOI apXiTEKTypH
Oe3reky. BUSIBICHO 3pOCTaHHS POJi Cy4aCHUX BIHCHKOBHMX TEXHOJOTiH, 30KpeMa OC3MiJIOTHUX CHCTEM i BHCOKOTOUYHOI
30poi, a TakoX IMOCHJICHHS BIUIMBY 30BHIIIHIX aKTOPIB Ha perioHaibHi mporecu. [lokazaHo, 10 pe3yibTaTd BifHU
cipusiau TpaHchopmauii GpopmaTiB MIKHAPOIHOIO MOCEPEIHUITBA Ta BIJKPWIM HOBI MOMJIMBOCTI AJSI PEriOHAIBLHOIO
CIIBPOOITHHIITBA.

BucHoBku. 3po0ieHO BHCHOBOK, 1110 BiTumsnsna BiliHa 2020 poky craia He JIMIIE 3aBEPIICHHSM OJHOTO 3 €TalliB
Kapabacbkoro KOH(MIIKTY, ajie i IOUaTKOM HOBOT'O €Tally IOJITHYHOIO Ta Te0CTpaTeridynoro po3BuTKy IliBnennoro Kaskasy.
OTpuMaHi pe3yJIbTaTH CBiIYaTh PO JOBIOCTPOKOBHH BILIMB BIHHM Ha PEriOHaNbHY CTa0UIbHICTD, MDKHAPOIHI BiTHOCHHH
Ta MIIXOJH 710 BPETYJIFOBaHHS KOH(IIKTIB y Cy4aCHOMY CBITI.

KurouoBi ciioBa: Azep6aiiixan, reononituka, [liBnennuit Kaskas, TeputopiaibHa ninzicHicTs, BifiHa 2020 poky
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Introduction.

The 2020 Azerbaijani Patriotic War was one of
the most significant events in the recent history of the
South Caucasus, profoundly impacting regional political
processes and security. The military conclusion of the
decades-long conflict over Nagorno-Karabakh not only
changed the status quo established after 1994 but also
demonstrated the transformative nature of modern armed
conflict, in which technological superiority, operational
mobility, and strategic coordination play a decisive role
(Cornell, 2020, 2021).

The relevance of this study stems from the fact that the
2020 war was not just another episode in the Armenian-
Azerbaijani confrontation, but a turning point with
consequences that extend far beyond bilateral relations.
The results of the 44-day war led to the restoration of
a significant portion of Azerbaijan's territorial integrity,
a shift in the balance of power in the South Caucasus,
and the emergence of new geopolitical realities affecting
the interests of regional and external actors, including
Turkey, Russia, Iran, and Western states (Broers, 2021).

The scholarly significance of this topic stems from
the need for a comprehensive understanding of the 2020
war as a historical and geopolitical phenomenon. While
existing literature devotes considerable attention to the
military aspects of the conflict and diplomatic efforts to
achieve a ceasefire, less systematic analysis of the war's
long-term consequences for regional security architecture
and international law is provided (De Waal, 2021). This
creates aneed for an interdisciplinary approach combining
historical analysis, political science interpretation, and
elements of geopolitical forecasting.

The purpose of this study is to analyze the historical
outcome of the 2020 Patriotic War and identify its
geopolitical significance for the South Caucasus. To
achieve this goal, the article sets the following objectives:
examine the historical background of the conflict and the
reasons for its escalation in 2020; analyze the military-
political and territorial outcomes of the war; determine
the conflict's impact on the regional balance of power and
international relations; and assess the prospects for post-
conflict development in the region.

The research's methodological framework is based
on historical and political analysis, comparative methods,
and elements of a geopolitical approach. The work draws
on materials from international think tanks, scholarly
publications by Western and regional researchers, and
official documents from international organizations
(International Crisis Group, 2020; United Nations,
2020). The use of these methods allows us to view the
2020 war not as an isolated event, but as part of a broader
transformation of the post-Soviet space.

Thus, the study aims to form a holistic scientific view
of the Patriotic War of 2020 as an event that determined
new historical and geopolitical guidelines for the
development of the South Caucasus at the beginning of
the 21st century (Gurbanov, 2025).
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Analysis of preliminary studies and publications.
Contemporary scholarly literature on the Karabakh
conflict and the 2020 Patriotic War of Azerbaijan is
distinguished by its thematic and methodological
diversity but can generally be divided into three main
groups: studies by Western analysts, works by regional
authors, and publications by the post-Soviet school of
thought. Each of these groups offers its own interpretive
frameworks, emphases, and explanatory models.

Western scholars traditionally examine the Nagorno-
Karabakh conflict in the context of long-standing
interstate rivalry and the challenges of post-Soviet peace
settlement. For example, L. Broers analyzes the Armenian-
Azerbaijani confrontation as a "structural rivalry," in
which historical memory, identity, and security mutually
reinforce the conflicting potential of the parties (Broers,
2021). A similar approach is characteristic of the works
of T. de Waal, who emphasizes the incompleteness of the
peace process after 1994 and points to the accumulated
contradictions that made military escalation virtually
inevitable (De Waal, 2021). These studies interpret
the 2020 war as the result of a systemic crisis in the
negotiation format, but the geopolitical consequences of
the conflict often remain on the periphery of the analysis.

Analysts specializing in the South Caucasus and
international security have made significant contributions
to the study of the 2020 war. S. Cornell's work emphasizes
that the results of the 44-day war marked a turning point
for the entire region, as the restoration of Azerbaijan's
territorial integrity altered the previous balance of power
and called into question the effectiveness of previous
conflict containment mechanisms (Cornell, 2021;
Davtyan, 2023). Particular attention is paid to the role
of external actors and the transformation of the regional
security architecture.

Regional studies, including publications by
Azerbaijani think tanks, focus primarily on the military-
political aspects of the war and its implications for
national security. A number of studies emphasize that the
2020 war has led to the emergence of new geopolitical
realities, in which Azerbaijan emerges not only as the
victorious party but also as an active participant in
regional politics (Gurbanov, 2025). At the same time, the
importance of strategic learning and escalation processes
within the logic of the conflict is emphasized (Davtyan,
2023). These studies often focus on practical aspects and,
to a lesser extent, address issues of international legal
interpretation of the conflict's outcomes.

The post-Soviet school of thought, represented by
research by Carnegie and other think tanks, tends to view
the 2020 war through the prism of the transformation of
the post-Soviet space and Russia's changing role in the
region. Thus, S. Minasyan emphasizes the new format
of external forces' regional presence and emphasizes that
the war's outcome did not lead to a final settlement of
the conflict but merely formalized a new configuration
of forces (Minasian, 2021). Such interpretations are
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important for understanding regional dynamics, but they
often underestimate the significance of the restoration
of Azerbaijan's territorial integrity as a key historical
outcome of the war.

A special place in the literature is occupied by reports
from international organizations and analytical bodies,
such as the International Crisis Group and the UN, which
focus on the humanitarian consequences of the conflict,
ceasefires, and post-conflict stabilization (International
Crisis Group, 2020; United Nations, 2020). These sources
are highly factual but generally refrain from providing a
deep geopolitical interpretation of the events.

A critical analysis of existing research reveals a
number of research gaps. First, the academic literature
lacks a comprehensive synthesis of the historical, military-
political, and geopolitical consequences of the 2020 war,
viewed as a unified process. Second, many studies either
limit themselves to analyzing military actions or focus
on the diplomatic dimension, failing to pay sufficient
attention to long-term regional transformations. Third, the
impact of the 2020 war on the principles of international
law and the practice of post-conflict resolution has been
insufficiently addressed.

The scientific novelty of this article lies in its attempt
to overcome these limitations through a comprehensive
analysis of the 2020 Patriotic War as a historical
event and geopolitical turning point. Unlike existing
studies, this work seeks to integrate historical, political,
and geostrategic approaches, allowing for a more
comprehensive understanding of the significance of the
2020 war for the formation of new realities in the South
Caucasus and the regional security system as a whole.

Results.

Historical background and course of the Patriotic
War of 2020.

The evolution of the Karabakh conflict since 1994
has been characterized by a stable but unstable status
quo established after the ceasefire, which cemented
the de facto division of territories in the absence of
a comprehensive peace agreement. The negotiation
process, carried out through international mediation,
failed to resolve the core contradiction between the
principles of territorial integrity and self-determination,
contributing to the perpetuation of the conflict and
periodic outbreaks of violence (De Waal, 2021). Over the
following decades, the line of contact remained a zone
of heightened militarization, with incidents of varying
intensity gradually eroding the ceasefire.

In the post-Soviet period, the conflict underwent
qualitative changes. Azerbaijan, consistently building
its economic and military potential, began a systematic
modernization of its armed forces, focused on increasing
mobility, precision, and network-centric capabilities. At
the same time, defense infrastructure on both sides of
the line of contact was being strengthened, creating the
conditions for a large-scale escalation while diplomatic
impasse persisted (Broers, 2021). Thus, by the late 2010s,
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the conflict entered a "deferred solution" phase, in which
a military scenario was increasingly viewed as a realistic
alternative to protracted negotiations.

The causes of the escalation in 2020 were complex
and included both structural and situational factors.
Long-term factors included the lack of progress toward a
peaceful settlement and the parties' disillusionment with
the effectiveness of existing negotiation mechanisms
(International Crisis Group, 2020). A significant role
was also played by the changing regional balance of
power, driven by Azerbaijan's growing military potential
and deepening strategic cooperation with key external
partners. Local armed incidents and rising tensions in
previous years served as additional catalysts, contributing
to the accumulation of conflict potential.

The immediate escalation in September 2020 was
the result of a combination of political, military, and
psychological factors. The war began at a time when
diplomatic channels had effectively lost trust between
the parties, and a military solution was increasingly
perceived as a way to change the status quo (Cornell,
2021; Davtyan, 2023). It is important to note that the
outbreak of hostilities was accompanied by clearly
articulated political goals aimed at restoring control over
the occupied territories.

The course of military operations in 2020 was
distinguished by a number of key features that signaled a
new stage in the evolution of armed conflicts in the post-
Soviet space. A key factor was the widespread integration
of modern technologies, primarily unmanned aerial
vehicles, reconnaissance assets, and precision-guided
weapons, which provided Azerbaijan with a significant
operational advantage (Davtyan, 2023). The use of these
assets allowed for the effective suppression of air defense
systems and the destruction of enemy defensive lines.

Military operations developed in stages and were
characterized by high intensity and relatively short
duration. Operations in the southern direction were
particularly significant, creating the conditions for a
breakthrough and subsequent advance into the interior.
The combination of maneuverable ground operations
with targeted strikes against military infrastructure
contributed to a rapid shift in the operational situation in
Azerbaijan's favor (Gurbanov, 2025). The information
and psychological dimension of the conflict also became
an important element of the strategy, enhancing the
impact of military successes on the overall course of the
confrontation.

Thus, the Patriotic War of 2020 was the result of
the long-term evolution of the Karabakh conflict and
the accumulation of unresolved contradictions since
1994. Its course demonstrated the transformative nature
of modern warfare, in which technological superiority,
strategic coordination, and a clear political objective play
a decisive role.

The findings allow us to view the 2020 war as a historic
turning point, predetermining the further development of
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the conflict and the entire regional security system in the
South Caucasus.

Military-political and territorial results of the
war.

The military, political, and territorial outcomes of the
2020 Patriotic War were the key outcome of the long-
running Karabakh conflict and defined a qualitatively new
reality in the South Caucasus. The war's primary historical
outcome was Azerbaijan's restoration of control over a
significant portion of the previously occupied territories,
marking the de facto restoration of the state's territorial
integrity in accordance with recognized international legal
principles (Cornell, 2021). This outcome has not only
military-strategic but also fundamental political and legal
significance, as it changed the basis of the negotiation
process and eliminated the previous asymmetrical status
quo.

The recapture of territories was accompanied by
the emergence of new administrative, infrastructural,
and demographic realities. Liberated areas became the
subject of large-scale rehabilitation and reintegration
programs, underscoring the transition from the military
phase of the conflict to the post-conflict development
stage. Academic literature emphasizes that the restoration
of territorial control was the factor that cemented the
war's outcome not only on the battlefield but also in the
political dimension (Gurbanov, 2025). Thus, the territorial
consequences of the 2020 war are irreversible and shape
long-term parameters of regional stability.

Significant changes have also occurred in the balance
of power in the South Caucasus. Azerbaijan's victory led
to a redistribution of military and political influence in
the region, strengthening Baku's position as the leading
regional actor. This shift in the balance of power affected
not only the immediate parties to the conflict but also
external actors, whose strategies and interests were forced
to adapt to new realities (Broers, 2021). As a result, the
regional security system has become more complex and
multilayered, with deterrence and strategic calculation
playing a greater role.

The military and political consequences of the
war also manifested themselves in a transformation of
approaches to security. The 2020 conflict demonstrated
the limitations of traditional defensive concepts and the
need to transition to more flexible and technologically
advanced models of warfare. This circumstance has
become a subject of active discussion in expert circles,
where the war is viewed as an example of "asymmetric
superiority" achieved through the integration of modern
combat capabilities (Davtyan, 2023).

Modern military technologies and strategies played
a particularly significant role in achieving military
and territorial gains. The widespread use of unmanned
aerial vehicles, high-precision strike weapons, and
reconnaissance and control systems enabled Azerbaijan
to achieve operational and tactical advantages in key
areas. According to several researchers, the integrated
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use of technology, combined with a clear strategic
objective, was the determining factor in the success of
the military campaign (Cornell, 2021; Davtyan, 2023).
This circumstance allows us to consider the 2020 war as
an important case study for analyzing the transformation
of modern armed conflicts.

Thus, the military, political, and territorial
consequences of the 2020 Patriotic War extend beyond a
local conflict and have systemic significance for the entire
South Caucasus. The restoration of Azerbaijan's territorial
integrity, the shift in the regional balance of power, and
the demonstration of the effectiveness of modern military
technologies have created new security parameters and
set the course for future political and strategic processes
in the region.

Geopolitical implications for the South Caucasus.

The geopolitical consequences of the 2020 Patriotic
War were systemic and led to a transformation of the
regional security architecture in the South Caucasus. The
end of the active phase of the conflict marked the end of
a long-standing status quo in which the conflict remained
frozen but potentially explosive. The new realities created
by the war altered the logic of security in the region,
shifting the emphasis from an uncertain balance to more
clearly defined spheres of influence and responsibility
(Cornell, 2021).

One of the key elements in the transformation
of regional security has been the emergence of new
mechanisms of control and deterrence. Given the shifting
balance of power, previous models of maintaining
stability have become ineffective, giving way to more
pragmatic and institutionalized formats of interaction. In
this context, researchers view the 2020 war as a transition
point from the post-Soviet model of conflict management
to a more complex system of regional governance, in
which military, political, and diplomatic instruments are
used in close coordination (De Waal, 2021).

External actors, whose involvement in regional
processes became more pronounced and structured,
played a significant role in shaping new geopolitical
realities. Turkey significantly strengthened its position in
the South Caucasus, becoming a key guarantor of security
and a strategic partner for Azerbaijan. The deepening of
Turkish-Azerbaijani cooperation after the war became
a factor influencing the redistribution of power in the
region and the revision of foreign policy strategies by
other states (Kucera, 2021).

Russia, traditionally viewed as the leading actor in the
South Caucasus, has also adapted its regional policy to the
new conditions. The deployment of peacekeeping forces
and participation in post-conflict resolution mechanisms
have allowed Moscow to maintain significant influence
on security processes while simultaneously facing the
need to take into account the increased role of other
players (Minasian, 2021). This has led to the emergence
of'a more multi-layered and competitive environment for
regional interaction.
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The role of Iran and Western states in the post-conflict
period has become more indirect, but no less significant.
Iran, considering its own geopolitical and economic
interests, is seeking to adapt to the changed configuration
of forces, maintaining a balance between regional actors.
Western countries, in turn, have focused on humanitarian
issues, reconstruction, and ensuring sustainable peace,
while maintaining an interest in the region's energy and
transport security (International Crisis Group, 2020).

A significant consequence of the 2020 war was the
emergence of new formats of regional interaction focused
on practical cooperation and reducing the potential for
conflict. Academic research emphasizes that the post-
conflict period offers opportunities for the development
of transport and communications projects capable of
linking the South Caucasus with the broader Eurasian
space (Tol, 2021). These formats imply a shift from a
logic of confrontation to pragmatic interaction based on
mutual interests.

Thus, the geopolitical consequences of the 2020
Patriotic War have resulted in a profound transformation
ofthe regional security architecture of the South Caucasus.
The increased role of external actors, the shifting balance
of power, and the emergence of new formats of interaction
have created a complex but more structured system of
regional relations, determining the region's long-term
prospects for stability and development.

The Impact of the 2020 War on International Law
and Post-Conflict Resolution.

The 2020 Patriotic War had a significant impact
on the interpretation and practical application of
international law, particularly the principle of territorial
integrity of states. The conflict's results demonstrated that
the prolonged existence of "frozen conflicts" does not
invalidate the fundamental norms of international law,
and that ignoring them in negotiations can lead to a violent
revision of the status quo. Scholarly literature emphasizes
that Azerbaijan's restoration of control over previously
occupied territories was accomplished within recognized
international borders, reinforcing the importance of the
principle of territorial integrity as a fundamental element
of international order (Cornell, 2021).

In the context of international practice, the 2020 war
became an example of how a conflict that had been in a
state of political and diplomatic stalemate for a long time
was resolved through a combination of military force and
subsequent political settlement. Several researchers point
out that this case revealed the limitations of international
mediation mechanisms, which for decades have failed to
ensure the implementation of resolutions and principles
of international law (De Waal, 2021). In this sense,
the 2020 conflict has revived the debate about the
relationship between diplomatic and military instruments
in contemporary international relations.

Peacekeeping has become an important element of
post-conflict resolution, designed to ensure a ceasefire
and minimize the risk of renewed hostilities. The
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deployment of peacekeeping forces and the establishment
of monitoring mechanisms have contributed to the
stabilization of the situation along the line of contact
and the creation of conditions for the transition to
reconstruction and humanitarian measures (International
Crisis Group, 2020). Academic assessments emphasize
that the effectiveness of peacekeeping mechanisms
largely depends on their neutrality, mandate, and ability
to adapt to changing political conditions.

Post-conflict stabilization mechanisms in the South
Caucasus include not only military and diplomatic
instruments but also economic, infrastructural, and social
measures. Restoring transport links, demining liberated
territories, and the return of displaced persons are seen
as key elements of sustainable peace. Analysts note
that without a comprehensive approach to post-conflict
development, military outcomes cannot be transformed
into long-term stability (Tol, 2021).

The prospects for long-term peace in the region are
largely determined by the parties' ability to move from a
logic of confrontation to institutionalized cooperation. In
this context, the 2020 war can be seen as a starting point for
the emergence of a new model of regional relations based
on the recognition of sovereignty, territorial integrity,
and mutual responsibility for security (Cornell, 2021; De
Waal, 2021). At the same time, persistent contradictions
and high levels of mistrust point to the need for continued
international efforts to maintain dialogue and prevent
escalation.

Thus, the impact of the 2020 war on international
law and post-conflict resolution is manifested in the
strengthening of the role of the principle of territorial
integrity, the reconsideration of the effectiveness of
existing peacekeeping mechanisms, and the development
of new approaches to stabilizing post-conflict regions.
The findings allow us to consider the Karabakh case as
a significant precedent for the analysis of contemporary
conflicts and their resolution practices in the context of a
transforming international order.

Conclusions.

The conducted research allows us to view the 2020
Patriotic War of Azerbaijan as a watershed event of
not only local but also broad regional and international
significance. Unlike previous stages of the Karabakh
conflict, the 2020 war ended not with the persistence
of contradictions, but with their qualitative rethinking
through a change in the military-political and territorial
status quo. Azerbaijan's restoration of control over a
significant portion of the previously occupied territories
became a key historical outcome, enshrining the principle
of territorial integrity as a fundamental norm of the
regional order and establishing a new framework for
further settlement.

The analysis shows that the 2020 war was the result
of a prolonged crisis in the negotiation process and the
accumulation of structural contradictions since 1994. The
lack of progress in diplomatic resolution, the shifting
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balance of power, and the transformation of the military
capabilities of the parties led to the use of force as a tool
for reconsidering the established reality. At the same time,
the conflict demonstrated a fundamentally new nature of
warfare, in which modern technology, the integration
of reconnaissance and strike assets, and clearly defined
political objectives played a decisive role.

The geopolitical implications of the war for the
South Caucasus are particularly significant. The shifting
balance of power, the strengthening of Azerbaijan's role
as a regional actor, and the transformation of external
actors' involvement have led to the formation of a more
complex, yet more structured, security architecture. The
2020 war has accelerated the region's transition from
a "frozen conflict" model to a model of managed post-
conflict engagement, in which security, communications,
and economic recovery are becoming a priority.

From an international legal perspective, the
Karabakh case has revived the debate on the relationship
between the principles of territorial integrity and the
effectiveness of international mediation mechanisms.
The war's results have demonstrated that prolonged
disregard for fundamental norms of international law

within negotiating formats undermines their legitimacy
and reduces the potential for a peaceful settlement. In
this context, the 2020 war can be seen as a precedent
highlighting the need for more realistic and effective
approaches to resolving protracted conflicts.

The scientific novelty of this article lies in its
comprehensive understanding of the Patriotic War of
2020 as a historical, military-political, and geopolitical
phenomenon. Unlike existing studies, which focus
primarily on military or diplomatic aspects, this work
attempts to synthesize various analytical levels, allowing
for a deeper understanding of the war's significance for
the transformation of the regional order in the South
Caucasus.

Future research could focus on analyzing post-
conflict reintegration processes, the sustainability of new
regional security mechanisms, and the impact of the 2020
war on the formation of long-term patterns of interaction
in Eurasia. Thus, the 2020 Patriotic War appears not as
a closed episode, but as the starting point of a new stage
of regional development, the significance of which will
determine the political dynamics of the South Caucasus
in the coming decades.
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