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Chapter One 
Direct Conflict Death

A rmed conflict destroys lives and liveli-

hoods. Notwithstanding the appalling 

human costs of protracted conflict-related 

violence in countries such as Iraq, Afghanistan, 

or Sudan, however, the total number of people 

dying violently during conflict is relatively low in 

comparison to those dying indirectly from armed 

conflict. The rate at which people experience  

violent deaths in war is also low compared to  

violent death rates in many countries that are  

not affected by armed conflict. The average  

annual number of direct conflict deaths in recent 

years is likely between 10 and 20 per cent of 

those violently killed in ostensibly non-conflict 

environments.

Establishing credible estimates of direct conflict 

deaths is central to effective strategic and public 

health planning. It is also crucial for promoting 

meaningful reconciliation of war-torn societies and 

for reparations and other forms of transitional 

justice. In spite of considerable efforts devoted to 

understanding the global, regional, and national 

distribution of direct conflict deaths, there are still 

fundamental disagreements over basic estimates, 

trends, and methods used to count the dead. In 

order to build awareness of the scope and scale of 

direct conflict deaths, it is critical to understand 

how such figures are determined and assessed.

This chapter provides a unique comparative 

analysis of several global and national conflict 

datasets. Most comparative national datasets 

are based on what is called ‘incident reporting’, 

i.e. the monitoring of authoritative media, govern-

mental, and non-governmental reports in order 

to document the numbers of combatants reported 

to have died in battle. This approach often yields 

reasonably good, but incomplete, information on 

conflict dynamics and patterns of victimization. 

It is limited because incident reporting seldom 

captures all violent conflict deaths, especially in 

places where access for journalists and humanitar-

ian workers is restricted. One way of circumventing 

incomplete reporting is to integrate several data-

sets and consolidate estimates in order to issue 

a more complete figure.

Direct conflict deaths are highly concentrated, 

with the top ten deadliest conflicts accounting 

for more than three-quarters of the global burden 

of violent mortality in war.1 The chapter derives 

its estimates on the basis of a review of more than 

19 comparative and national datasets and reports. 

Specifically, the chapter finds the following:

 At least 52,000 direct conflict deaths were 

recorded on average every year between 2004 

and 2007, although the real direct conflict 

death toll is likely much higher.

 While the overall figures are low in historical 

terms, direct conflict deaths increased from 

42,500 to 63,900 between 2005 and 2007, 

due principally to wars in Iraq, Afghanistan, 

Somalia, Sri Lanka, and Sudan.

 The conflicts in Afghanistan, Iraq, Pakistan, 

Somalia, and Sri Lanka accounted for two-
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10 thirds of the global burden of direct conflict 

death in 2007.

 The direct conflict death rate in war-affected 

countries is approximately 2.0 per 100,000 

population, while the worldwide homicide 

rate is 7.6 per 100,000 population.2

 In 2007 the risk of dying violently from warfare 

was highest in Iraq (78.5 per 100,000 popula-

tion) and Somalia (74.2 per 100,000 population).

 More people were violently killed as a result of 

international and internationalized conflict3 

than due to intra state conflict in 2006 and 

2007.4 This is principally due to the wars in 

Iraq and Afghanistan.

 Fewer than two per cent of all direct conflict 

deaths can be attributed to international  

terrorism for 2004–07.

This chapter first reviews the evolution of policy 

and academic research on armed conflict and 

the estimation of combatant and civilian violent 

deaths. Drawing on eight specific conflict mortal-

ity datasets, the next section presents conflict 

death estimates at the global, regional, and  

national levels. The third section reviews the  

associated risks of dying violently during armed 

conflict. The conclusion highlights a selection of 

next steps for research and policy on preventing 

and reducing conflict deaths. A discussion of the 

methodology is provided in an online methodo-

logical appendix.5

A short history of estimates of  
direct conflict deaths
Policy-makers and military planners have long been 

preoccupied with understanding the effects of 

armed conflict on military personnel and civilians. 

With the expanding reach of international humani-

tarian and human rights law in the late 19th and 

20th centuries, war makers sought to minimize 

so-called ‘collateral damage’ by adjusting tactics, 

techniques, and reporting on armed conflict.  

Attempts to quantify the human costs of war  

expanded in breadth and sophistication in the 

latter decades of the 20th century.

At least four distinct approaches to documenting 

the incidence of conflict deaths are now widely in 

use (detailed in Box 1.1). At the outset, an empha-

sis was placed on so-called documentation-based 

Photo  A crowd looks 

at the body of a Taliban 

soldier in Kunduz, 

northern Afghanistan, 

2001. © Dusan Vranic/ 

AP Photo
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approaches that featured cross-national datasets 

drawing on ‘event data’ or ‘incident reporting’ of 

specific conflict events. Information was typically 

gathered from historical accounts and news  

reports. The assumption was that by analysing 

the main correlates of armed conflict, it might be 

possible to predict their onset and intervene to 

prevent or reduce them (Richardson and Wright, 

1960). From the 1960s onwards, increasingly  

sophisticated computer software packages capa-

ble of selecting events from large collections of 

media information began to emerge. But it was 

not until the 1970s and 1980s that systematic 

datasets emerged that could be readily subjected 

to analysis. For example, the Correlates of War 

(COW) project at the University of Michigan was 

one of the first of its kind to systematically collect 

and analyse data on armed conflict (Sarkees, 2000; 

Singer, 1979; Vasquez, 1987). 

There are many international conflict datasets 

that feature different numbers of countries and 

Box 1.1 Methods to estimate direct conflict deaths

The most common form of estimating direct conflict deaths is inci-

dent reporting. The effectiveness of this approach—of which the 

Iraq Body Count is arguably the most prominent example today6—

depends significantly on the quality of available documentation. 

The robustness of the data is therefore a function of the effective-

ness of media coverage and official and NGO reporting.7

Other approaches such as victimization or epidemiological surveys 

rely on statistical techniques to assess the true level of direct (and 

indirect) conflict deaths. Likewise, demographic methods are also 

used to assess the size of populations ‘lost’ during war. Multiple 

systems estimation techniques seek to estimate the true number 

of people affected, based on several overlapping and incomplete 

data sources (Small Arms Survey, 2005, pp. 240–41).

Incident reporting tabulates conflict-related events selected from 

news and NGO data, but also other information derived from 

morgues and hospitals. These are then coded and entered into 

varying methodological approaches to gathering 

data. A small number of these databases offer 

country- and conflict-specific information that 

can be used to calculate annual figures on direct 

conflict deaths. The most prominent of these  

include the Uppsala Conflict Data Programme 

(UCDP) and databases of the International Peace 

Research Institute in Oslo (PRIO), the Political 

Instability Task Force database of the Center for 

Systemic Peace of the University of Maryland, and 

the International Institute for Strategic Studies 

(IISS) conflict dataset in London. In recent years, 

the public health and humanitarian communities 

have also started to measure direct conflict deaths 

on the basis of population health surveys (WHO, 

forthcoming; 2004).

Reconciling different datasets and methodologi-

cal approaches is difficult, but feasible. There are 

still serious debates over the definition of ‘conflict’ 

and different rules for counting events and casu-

alties. For example, the original COW threshold 

databases in order to track temporal and spatial trends. The rela-

tively recent availability of global news databases, such as Factiva 

or LexisNexis, facilitates the capture of incidents and associated 

deaths in a wide number of war zones. Moreover, the sophistica-

tion of incident reporting has increased in concert with so-called 

‘parsing programmes’ that permit the electronic selection of 

news stories and events. Incident reporting provides estimates 

based on traceable events, useful for monitoring purposes and 

for building legal cases to prosecute perpetrators of war crimes 

(Small Arms Survey, 2005, pp. 233–39).

Incident reporting suffers from intrinsic limitations and frequently 

undercounts the true magnitude of conflict deaths. The phenom-

enon of armed violence makes data collection risky and contributes 

to the deterioration or destruction of population surveillance and 

monitoring systems. Since high rates of war-related mortality tend 

to occur in dangerous areas where eyewitnesses are less likely to 

be present, under-reporting is common. In some contexts, the level 

of coverage is sparse or data is censored. Factions taking part   
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in an armed conflict are also likely to apply political pressure to 

distort information and encourage under-reporting in order to 

minimize the scale of fighting and human suffering. In Peru, for 

example, more than half of the 69,000 conflict deaths between 

1980 and 2000 were not recorded in the press or other accounts.

Victimization surveys can also measure the magnitude and distri-

bution of particular forms of conflict mortality. They tend to involve 

so-called ‘verbal autopsies’ in which a random or semi-random 

sample of the population is interviewed about experiences of 

violence. Estimates are generated on the basis of probabilistic 

sampling and are usually adjusted using different weighting  

systems that account for gaps in coverage and reporting biases. 

Victimization surveys have the advantage of providing a rapid 

estimate of the overall level and distribution of real and perceived 

armed violence at a relatively low cost. But they are frequently 

difficult to administer due to safety concerns and logistical chal-

lenges. Also, respondents frequently give varying accounts of 

death and victimization that, if not properly accounted for, can 

unintentionally undermine the quality of the data. 

Multiple systems estimations (MSEs) are widely used in the natural 

sciences to estimate the magnitude and changes of wildlife popu-

lations. Also described as ‘capture-recapture’, they were pioneered 

by Patrick Ball to estimate the level of human rights violations in 

a given war zone, particularly in situations where information is 

highly dispersed and coverage is partial (Ball et al., 2003; Small 

Arms Survey, 2005, p. 240). MSEs have been attempted in Guatemala, 

Timor-Leste, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Colombia, and Peru, among 

other places. Taken together, they suggest that documentation-

based approaches to reporting often greatly underestimate direct 

conflict deaths. But MSEs are also difficult to undertake: not only 

must they be extremely sensitive to the victims and their families, 
but they require a minimum of two sources of data with properly 
matched names in order to estimate an overall burden of direct 
conflict deaths.

Epidemiological surveys were originally developed to gauge the real 
incidence and likely direction of disease in a specific population. More 
recently, epidemiological surveys have been employed in armed 
conflicts in order to estimate the number of deaths arising from 
both direct and indirect conflict-related causes (INDIRECT CONFLICT 
DEATHS). As with victimization surveys, epidemiological surveys 
are difficult to administer in areas that lack detailed demographic 
information. Without so-called denominator data, it is extremely 
difficult to make reliable projections from a small sample of the 
population to the national level. Equally, the quality of the resulting 
estimate depends on how carefully the sample is drawn from the 
population, the questionnaire and research methods used, and 
how surveyors or enumerators are trained and conduct the survey.

Policy-makers and practitioners are often confused by the bewil-
dering range of estimates of conflict deaths in war zones around 
the world. Indeed, even a cursory review of the literature indicates 
that MSE approaches and victimization or epidemiological surveys 
regularly record higher levels of conflict deaths than incident report-
ing. For example, depending on the database and methodologies 
used, estimates of direct conflict deaths arising during the 1999 
conflict in Kosovo range from 2,000 to 12,000 (Small Arms Survey, 
2005, pp. 241–42). Such discrepancies have led to serious and 
sometimes acrimonious debates between policy-makers and 
researchers, and even within academia. This chapter shows that 
different estimation techniques can and should be regarded as 
complementary, so long as their limitations and strengths are 

clearly understood. 

for ‘war’ (and therefore for direct conflict deaths) 
included those situations in which at least 1,000 
battle deaths occurred per year. Over time, the 
threshold was lowered to 25 battle deaths per 
year for the UCDP dataset to account for lower 
intensity, but no less important, ‘armed conflicts’ 
(Eriksson et al., 2002, p. 617).8 In one sense, these 
debates mirror the changing nature of armed dis-
putes from classic interstate ‘warfare’ between 
states to the broader category of ‘armed conflict’. 
This latter category accounts for intrastate con-

flicts of varying intensities between a state and 
non-state actors or among competing armed groups. 

Likewise, restrictive rules that count only ‘state-
related battle deaths’ can reduce estimates of the 
overall burden of direct conflict deaths. As the 
situations in Colombia, Iraq, Sri Lanka, and Afghani-
stan suggest, paramilitary and militia forces are 
often aligned with the state and can be among 
the most potent perpetrators of armed violence. 
Equally, as many intrastate wars in Africa remind 
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us, non-state and intercommunal armed violence 

in wartime are often significant contributors to 

the overall burden of direct conflict deaths. 

While disagreements persist, there appears to be 

a consensus that the level of direct conflict deaths 

in contemporary armed conflicts is relatively low 

when compared to the estimated 5.4–10 million 

battle-related deaths occurring between 1955 and 

2002 (Obermeyer et al., 2008; PITF, 2008). According 

to researchers Nils Petter Gleditsch and Bethany 

Lacina, for example, more than half of these violent 

deaths occurred in Vietnam, Korea, the Chinese 

civil war, the Iran–Iraq war, and Afghanistan  

(Gleditsch and Lacina, 2005, pp. 154–55).9 Another 

estimate holds that 18–25 million civilians died 

in civil, international, and colonial wars between 

1945 and 2000 (Huth and Valentino, 2008, p. 79).

The logistical challenges in selecting and coding 

data on low-intensity events in a large number  

of countries with different languages, uneven 

press coverage, and variable reporting rates are 

formidable. Nevertheless, the expansion of data 

generation and analysis over the past decade 

has enhanced the evidence base on which an 

understanding of the magnitude and distribution 

of direct conflict deaths may be based. As the 

next section demonstrates, a composite analysis 

of multiple datasets can generate a more reliable 

and consolidated estimate.

Measuring the global burden of 
direct conflict deaths
This section proposes an estimate of direct con-

flict deaths for 2004–07 based on a new meta-

database established for the Global Burden of 

Armed Violence (GBAV) report.10 The estimate 

draws on a combination of conflict databases, 

national datasets, and studies that capture direct 

Box 1.2 Using population surveys to estimate direct conflict deaths

There are a wide number of competing estimates of the global burden of 

violent war deaths since the 1950s. A recent article in the British Medical 

Journal disputes the claim, advanced by the Human Security Report Project 

(Human Security Centre, 2006, p. 8), that direct conflict deaths have steadily 

declined to an average annual figure of 15,000–20,000 since the Second 

World War (Obermeyer et al., 2008). By offering alternative methods—

notably, population-based surveys focusing on sibling mortality and admin-

istered by the World Health Organization—Obermeyer et al. estimate that 

at least twice as many people are directly killed as a result of war than 

reported in the Human Security Report 2005.

Overall, population-based surveys routinely estimate many times more violent 

deaths than do incident-reporting techniques. For example, Obermeyer et al. 

find that an estimated 5.4 million people (3–8.7 million with a 95 per cent 

confidence interval) were killed in just 13 countries from 1955 to 2002. The 

spread between countries was large, with the cumulative direct death toll 

ranging from 7,000 in the Republic of the Congo to 3.8 million in Vietnam. 

The average between 1995 and 2002 was 36,000 deaths per year—a decline 

on the previous two decades, but nevertheless rising in the last few years 

(Obermeyer et al., 2008).13 

Household population surveys routinely offer a more reliable estimate of 

direct conflict deaths than other methods, including incident reporting, 

rapid epidemiological surveys, and demographic assessments. Few  

researchers dispute the claim that robust population-based surveys are 

the best route to determining the scale and distribution of conflict deaths. 

Undertaking high-quality population surveys in conflict zones is extremely 

difficult. As a result, there may not be enough high-quality surveys on 

which to base global estimates. The analysis presented by Obermeyer et al. 

(2008) generalizes global trends from a modest sample of just 13 studies14 

and also features extremely wide confidence intervals. It should be recalled 

that undercounting varies greatly between and within conflicts, and that 

certain countries register excessively high numbers of ‘war dead’ (Garfield, 

2008). Greater investment in surveys and surveillance in war zones is 

therefore especially critical. 

conflict death using incident-reporting methods. 

A comparative analysis of multiple datasets and 

the establishment of ranges for direct conflict 

deaths potentially provide a more complete pic-

ture of direct conflict deaths than a narrower focus 

on a single dataset.
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14 The GBAV database on direct conflict death analysed 

19 cross-country databases11 capturing informa-

tion on 141 conflict-affected countries since 2000. 

Eight of these databases include sufficient infor-

mation from the period 2004–07 and were used 

in generating a global estimate. These include:

 IISS, Armed Conflict Database, for data cover-

ing the period 2004–07 (IISS, 2008);

 UCDP Battle-Deaths Dataset, v.4.1, covering 

2004–05 (UCDP, 2006b);12 

 UCDP Non-State Conflict Dataset, v.1.1, cover-

ing 2004–05 (UCDP, 2006a);

 UCDP One-Sided Violence Dataset, v.1.2, cover-

ing 2004–05 (UCDP, 2006c);15

 SIPRI Yearbook 2007, covering 2006 (SIPRI, 

2007);

 Political Instability Task Force database, cover-

ing 2004–06 (PITF, 2006);

 Project Ploughshares, Armed Conflicts Report, 

covering 2004–07 (Project Ploughshares, 

2007); and

 PRIO, Battle-Deaths Data, v.2.0, covering 

2004–05 (PRIO, 2008).

In 22 cases, data from country-specific databases 

was used to complement figures from cross-

country datasets. While these datasets have 

somewhat different definitions and methodolo-

gies, it is possible to compare and integrate them 

into a homogeneous measure centred on the 

threat to human life arising from conflict-related 

violence. The differences in the figures reported 

by different databases are linked to different 

methods and definitions, but careful comparison 

allows a wider range of estimates to be used.16

The analysis covered conflicts between 2004 and 

2007, revealing that 41 armed conflicts accounted 

for some 98 per cent of all direct conflict deaths.17 

Cases selected for the meta-database conformed 

to the following three criteria:

 the conflict-affected country appeared in at 

least 7 of the 19 databases;18

 at least one of the eight databases reported 

more than 100 deaths in one year; and

 the conflict was ongoing, and at least one 

death occurred in 2007.19

A comparative analysis of direct conflict deaths 

allows for the identification of differences across 

databases that are due to varying capturing tech-

Photo  An Iraqi boy 

runs past a car, just as it 

explodes in front of 

al-Nahdha High School, 

Baghdad, 2005.  

© Ali Jasim/Reuters
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niques and inclusion requirements (see Figure 1.1). 

In most cases, the differences between datasets 

are related to the over- or non-counting of a par-

ticular conflict. The (unusually) high direct death 

toll reported by IISS in 2004, for example, is due 

to an estimate of 50,000 conflict deaths in Darfur, 

which are not reported by other databases. The 

high figure reported by Project Ploughshares in 

2006 is determined by an Iraq estimate that is 

higher in comparison to other databases. In 2007 

Ploughshares records a massive decrease in direct 

conflict deaths, however, because it does not 

capture estimates for several large conflicts (Iraq 

and Colombia). These examples illustrate how a 

comparative analysis of datasets allows for cross-

checking and the identification of outliers that 

may over- and undercount direct conflict deaths.20

A comparative analysis also allows for the verifi-

cation of direct conflict death trends over time. 

The similarity in trends across databases is strik-

ing for 2004 and 2005, although it is possible to 

observe differences in levels across the data-

bases (see Figure 1.1). The similarities, however, 

do not apply to the period 2005–07, where large 

differences are observable among databases. 

These are mainly due to outliers or omissions of 

major conflicts; nevertheless, a comparative 

analysis calls into question the declines in conflict 

deaths reported in certain sources that typically 

rely on a single database (Human Security Report 

Project, 2008, pp. 6, 33–34).

Another advantage is that the creation of point 

estimates provides a more comprehensive under-

standing of the magnitude of armed conflict deaths. 

Due to its comparative nature, the GBAV estimate 

does not rely on the data from a single database, 

but establishes the average of various databases.21 

Nevertheless, as with all databases focusing on 

conflict deaths, the GBAV estimates are equally 

subject to undercounting. 

Figure 1.1 Total direct conflict deaths by database,  
main armed conflicts, 2004–07

Legend:

 GBAV estimate  IISS (2008)  PITF (2006)  Project Ploughshares (2007)  PRIO (2008)  SIPRI 

(2007)  UCDP non-state (2006a)  UCDP state (2006b)  UCDP one-sided (2006c)  UCDP total
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Global and regional estimates  
and trends
Approximately 52,000 direct conflict deaths  

occurred every year between 2004 and 2007. In 

the combined four-year period, at least 208,300 

people died directly as a result of armed conflict.22 

This figure is higher than the annual estimate pro-

vided by others, including Obermayer et al. (2008) 

and the Human Security Brief 2007 (Human Security 

Report Project, 2008, p. 34). Such estimates high-

light that direct deaths from armed conflict are 

far from negligible, even though they are remark-

ably low in comparison to historical levels. 

Reducing the incidence of armed conflict could 

reduce the global burden of armed violence by a 

maximum of ten per cent. However, the impact of 

the reduction of conflict violence is possibly much 

higher due to the simultaneous reduction of the 

disruptive indirect consequences of warfare  

(INDIRECT CONFLICT DEATHS). 
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16 Table 1.1 Direct conflict deaths by region and subregion, and as percentage of total direct conflict deaths, 2004–07

  Direct conflict deaths by region and subregion Annual percentage of total direct conflict deaths

Year Subregion 2004 2005 2006 2007 2004–

07

Average 2004 2005 2006 2007 2004–

07

Africa East Africa 4,188 2,459 2,399 9,078 18,124 4,531 9% 6% 4% 14% 9%

North Africa 7,783 1,603 2,793 2,154 14,332 3,583 17% 4% 5% 3% 7%

Southern Africa 38 21 10 – 69 23 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

West and 

Central Africa

5,642 4,882 2,793 3,156 16,472 4,118 12% 11% 5% 5% 8%

Africa total 17,651 8,965 7,995 14,388 48,997 12,255 38% 21% 14% 23% 24%

Americas Caribbean 315 150 61 4 530 133 1% 0% 0% 0% 0%

Central America 28 54 – – 82 41 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

North America 38 180 65 – 283 94 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

South America 3,047 3,142 2,162 3,648 11,999 3,000 7% 8% 4% 6% 6%

America total 3,428 3,526 2,288 3,652 12,894 3,268 7% 8% 4% 6% 6%

Asia Central Asia and 

Transcaucasia

101 250 60 29 440 110 0% 1% 0% 0% 0%

East and South-

east Asia

1,556 1,574 1,037 1,244 5,410 1,353 3% 4% 2% 2% 3%

Near and 

Middle East/

South-west Asia

13,096 18,380 35,369 34,863 101,708 25,427 28% 43% 63% 55% 49%

South Asia 7,729 7,444 7,718 7,252 30,143 7,536 17% 18% 14% 11% 14%

Asia total 22,482 27,648 44,184 43,388 137,701 34,426 49% 65% 79% 68% 66%

Europe Eastern Europe 1,641 1,079 405 267 3,391 848 4% 3% 1% 0% 2%

South-east 

Europe 

223 612 256 418 1,508 377 0% 1% 0% 1% 1%

Western and 

Central Europe

211 – 7 4 222 74 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

Europe total 2,075 1,691 668 689 5,121 1,299 5% 4% 1% 1% 2%

International terrorism 435 660 743 1,793 3,631 908 1% 2% 1% 3% 2%

Total 46,071 42,490 55,878 63,910 208,344 52,156 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

Note: dashes indicate that values are either zero or that no information is available.

Source: GBAV estimates
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Figure 1.2 Estimates of the regional distribution of direct conflict deaths, 2004–07
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18 Table 1.2 Estimates of the regional distribution of direct conflict deaths, 2004–07

Conflict 2004 2005 2006 2007 2004–07

Asia Central Asia and Transcaucasia

Uzbekistan25 43 180 20 8 251

Armenia–Azerbaijan 10 58 15 13 96

Georgia 39 12 25 8 84

East and South-east Asia

Thailand 600 535 246 452 1,833

Philippines 326 385 388 451 1,550

Myanmar 38 463 262 268 1,031

Indonesia 583 192 90 22 887

Near and Middle East/South-west Asia

Iraq 9,803 15,788 26,910 23,765 76,266

Afghanistan 917 1,000 4,000 6,500 12,417

Pakistan 863 648 1,471 3,599 6,581

Israel (and Palestinian Territories) 899 226 673 449 2,247

Lebanon–Syria 5 36 1,708 478 2,227

Iran – 70 57 72 199

South Asia

Sri Lanka 109 330 4,126 4,500 9,065

India 2,642 2,519 1,559 1,713 8,433

Nepal 3,407 2,950 792 137 7,286

India–Pakistan (Kashmir) 1,511 1,552 1,116 777 4,956

India (Nagaland) 60 54 90 108 312

Asia main armed conflicts (18) 21,855 26,998 43,548 43,320 135,717

Asia all countries (26) 22,482 27,648 44,184 43,388 137,701

Africa East Africa

Somalia 760 285 879 6,500 8,424

Ethiopia 824 825 1,091 2,418 5,158

Uganda 1,649 859 196 111 2,815

Burundi 820 269 108 49 1,246

Kenya 40 124 125 – 289

Rwanda 75 92 – – 167
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North Africa

Sudan 7,284 1,098 2,603 1,734 12,719

Algeria 465 381 190 420 1,456

Southern Africa

Angola 38 21 10 – 69

West and Central Africa

DRC 3,500 3,750 746 1,351 9,347

Nigeria 1,686 298 305 535 2,824

Chad 80 105 1,325 1,044 2,554

Central African Republic – 550 128 160 838

Côte d’Ivoire 341 168 184 24 717

Senegal 10 – 106 – 116

Sierra Leone – – – 4 4

Africa main armed conflicts (16) 17,572 8,825 7,996 14,350 48,739

Africa all countries (21) 17,651 8,965 7,995 14,388 48,997

Americas South America

Colombia 2,988 3,092 2,141 3,612 11,832

Caribbean

Haiti 315 150 61 4 530

Americas main armed conflicts (2) 3,303 3,242 2,202 3,616 12,362

Americas all countries (7) 3,428 3,526 2,288 3,652 12,894

Europe Eastern Europe

Russian Federation 1,641 1,079 405 267 3,391

South-east Europe

Turkey 183 603 247 398 1,430

Former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia 

(FYROM)

0 0 6 12 18

Western and Central Europe

Spain 191 – 2 2 195

Europe main armed conflicts (4) 2,015 1,682 660 679 5,034

Europe all countries (7) 2,075 1,691 668 689 5,121

International terrorism 435 660 743 1,793 3,631

Total main armed conflicts (41) 45,180 41,407 55,149 63,758 205,483

Total all countries (62) 46,071 42,490 55,878 63,910 208,344

Notes: The total figure of 208,344 includes all information on direct conflict deaths available for 62 conflicts. The figure 205,483 captures the information available for the 

41 main armed conflicts between 2004 and 2007. Dashes indicate that values are either zero or that no information is available.

Source: GBAV estimates
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20 While the total annual number of direct conflict 

deaths decreased between 2004 and 2005 from 

46,100 to 42,500, they subsequently increased to 

63,900 in 2007 (see Table 1.1).23 This increase is 

due primarily to armed violence in Iraq, Afghani-

stan, Sri Lanka, and Somalia (see Table 1.2).  

Significantly reducing armed violence in Iraq, 

Afghanistan, Sri Lanka, and Somalia in 2005 

would have reduced the global level of direct 

conflict deaths by 30 per cent in 2006 and 64  

per cent in 2007.24 

The regional distribution of direct conflict deaths 

warrants closer inspection. Approximately two-

thirds (66 per cent) of all direct conflict deaths 

between 2004 and 2007 occurred in Asia, almost 

one-quarter (24 per cent) in Africa, 6 per cent in 

the Americas, and 2 per cent in Europe. Two per 

cent of all direct conflict deaths can be attributed 

to international terrorism (see Table 1.1). 

However, there are significant differences concern-

ing the subregional distribution of direct conflict 

deaths (see Figure 1.2). In Asia, for example, it can 

be seen that direct conflict deaths in the Near and 

Middle East/South-west Asia increased about 

threefold between 2004 and 2007 (see Table 1.1). 

This was mainly due to the wars in Iraq, Afghani-

stan, and Pakistan. In South Asia, the stable levels 

of direct deaths are a reflection of fewer direct 

conflict deaths in Nepal and increases in Sri Lanka. 

East and South-east Asia, as well as Central Asia 

and Transcaucasia have relatively low levels of 

direct conflict deaths (see Table 1.2).

In Africa, direct conflict deaths decreased in 2005 

and 2006, but increased in 2007. This is mainly 

due to increasing numbers of direct conflict 

deaths in East Africa (Somalia and Ethiopia). In 

North Africa in this period, direct conflict deaths 

decreased due to the lower figures for Sudan  

(see Table 1.2). The slight decrease in West and 

Central Africa direct conflict deaths was mainly 

due to declining levels of direct conflict deaths in 

the Democratic Republic of the Congo (DRC) and  

Nigeria, even though there was a slight increase 

in 2007 (see Table 1.2).26

In the Americas and Europe, direct conflict deaths 

stayed at relatively low levels. In the Americas, 

the level of direct conflict deaths is mainly defined 

by the conflict in Colombia (see Table 1.2). 

Direct deaths from international terrorism increased 

in the period 2004–07 but remained at low levels 

(see Table 1.2).27

Photo  A Tamil woman 

receives medical treat-

ment after being  

wounded by a Claymore 

blast in Batticaloa  

district, Sri Lanka, 2007. 

© Will Baxter/WPN
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Direct conflict deaths in  
individual countries

As the previous section observes, direct conflict 

deaths tend to be highly concentrated in a limited 

number of countries. Table 1.3 lists the ten coun-

tries with the highest level of direct conflict deaths 

for the period 2004–07. It is led by Iraq, with a total 

of around 51,400 direct conflict deaths, followed 

by Sudan with 12,700, Afghanistan with 12,400, 

Colombia with 11,800, and the DRC with 9,300. 

These five conflicts account for around half of all 

direct conflict deaths between 2004 and 2007. 

Iraq accounts for 28 per cent of all direct conflict 
deaths in this period. 

The top ten countries account for three-quarters 
of all direct conflict deaths. While the figures pre-
sented in Table 1.3 are sure to be undercounting 
direct conflict deaths by a considerable margin, 
they nevertheless highlight that targeted initiatives 
against specific armed conflicts could contribute 
to a significant reduction in the global burden of 
armed violence. 

The distribution of direct conflict deaths among 
these conflicts has varied greatly between 2004 
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22 Table 1.3 Top ten direct conflict death countries, relative and cumulative total percentages, 2004–07

Conflicts Direct conflict deaths % of total conflict deaths Cumulative % of total 
conflict deaths

Iraq1. 76,266 36.6% 36.6%

Sudan2. 12,719 6.1% 42.7%

Afghanistan3. 12,417 6.0% 48.7%

Colombia4. 11,832 5.7% 54.4%

DRC5. 9,346 4.5% 58.9%

Sri Lanka6. 9,065 4.4% 63.3%

India7. 8,433 4.0% 67.3%

Somalia8. 8,424 4.0% 71.3%

Nepal9. 7,286 3.5% 74.8%

Pakistan10. 6,581 3.2% 77.9%

Source: GBAV estimates

Box 1.3 The dramatic impact of particularly violent conflicts

Specific armed conflicts with high rates of direct conflict deaths highlight 

the significant under-counting in aggregate estimates of such deaths from 

incident reporting systems. Epidemiological surveys in DRC estimated that 

approximately 5.4 million people died as a consequence of the armed con-

flict between August 1998 and April 2007. While most of these deaths are  

attributable to indirect causes, about ten per cent were estimated to be 

direct conflict deaths. This represents an annual average of about 50,000 

direct conflict deaths—more than the global total reported in incident-

reporting datasets (Coghlan et al., 2008).

This figure not only underlines the potential undercounting of incident-

reporting methods—upon which the GBAV estimates of direct conflict 

deaths are based—but also that an alternative estimate of just one par-

ticularly severe conflict can double or triple the global estimates of direct 

conflict deaths. The conditions of reporting and documenting deaths in 

the DRC, where there is poor mortality monitoring by the press and NGOs 

in many regions, help explain this undercounting. On the other hand, the 

lack of denominator data might lead to an overcount or wide confidence 

intervals for survey-based estimates. It is therefore crucial to identify 

clearly the variation in estimates in those conflicts with high levels of direct 

conflict deaths. Cases such as the DRC, Iraq, Sudan, and Afghanistan show 

that armed violence reduction in one armed conflict can lead to substantial 

reductions in the global burden of armed violence.

and 2007 (see Table 1.2). Iraq registered the 

highest number of direct conflict deaths for 2004 

through 2007. Overall, nine conflicts registered a 

higher ranking in 2007 than in 2004 (see Map 1.2). 

Iraq, Afghanistan, Somalia, Sri Lanka, and Paki-

stan are the five conflicts with the most dramatic 

increases in direct conflict deaths. Iraq reported 

the highest increase in direct conflict deaths, 

from around 9,800 in 2004 to 23,800 in 2007. In 

Afghanistan, direct conflict deaths increased from 

about 900 in 2004 to 6,500 in 2007; in Somalia 

from 800 to 6,500; in Sri Lanka from 100 to 4,500; 

and in Pakistan from 900 to 3,600. The number 

of conflict deaths in Lebanon peaked in 2006 and 

then declined in 2007, to a level higher than in 

2004 (see Table 1.2).

Ten conflicts registered a decrease in their direct 

conflict death figures (see Map 1.2). The armed 

conflicts in Sudan, the DRC, India, Nepal, Nigeria, 

Uganda, the Russian Federation, and India–Pakistan 

all reported decreases (see Map 1.2). These coun-

tries also revealed lower figures of direct conflict 
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deaths in 2007 than in 2004. The most significant 

single reduction in direct conflict deaths occurred 

in Sudan, from 7,300 in 2004 to 1,700 in 2007, 

even though there was a slight increase in 2006 

(see Table 1.2). Another drastic reduction took 

place in Nepal, from 3,400 direct conflict deaths 

in 2004 to just about 140 in 2007. In the DRC, 

direct conflict deaths declined by approximately 

half, although some 1,350 people were killed 

during clashes in 2007 (see Table 1.2).

Fortunately, it is possible to reduce direct conflict 

deaths measurably in certain countries as peace 

deals are negotiated and peacekeepers are  

deployed. Even so, optimism should be tempered 
with caution, since the reductions noted above 
were dwarfed by the rising number of direct con-
flict deaths occurring in so-called ‘post-conflict’ 
contexts, such as Iraq, Afghanistan, and Sudan 
(see Box 1.4). Ultimately, a review of direct con-
flict deaths provides a partial picture of the burden 
of armed violence. As other chapters of this report 
make clear, a comprehensive estimate of the bur-
den of armed violence in a specific country should 
also include estimates of indirect conflict deaths, 
non-conflict homicides, and extrajudicial killings 
(NON-CONFLICT ARMED VIOLENCE, OTHER FORMS 

OF ARMED VIOLENCE).
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MAP 1.2 Increases and decreases in direct conflict deaths in selected armed conflicts, 2004 and 2007
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NOTE: This map captures changes of more than 400 direct deaths for the years 2004 and 2007.

Map 1.2 Increases and decreases in direct conflict deaths in selected armed conflicts, 2004 and 2007

Note: This map captures changes of more than 400 direct deaths for the years 2004 and 2007.
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Photo A severely injured man suffering 

from gunshot wounds is carried to a waiting 

helicopter in Muhajiriya, south Darfur, 2007. 

© Stuart Price/AMIS/Reuters

Box 1.4 Accounting for direct deaths in Sudan

In spite of decades of war, it is difficult to establish the scale and 
magnitude of direct conflict deaths in Sudan. Armed conflict in 
the South (1955–72 and 1983–2005) and Darfur (2003–present) 
have frustrated attempts to collect reliable data, whether through 
incident reporting or surveys. In the South, bloody conflicts were 
waged between the Sudanese army and militia against separatist 
rebel groups such as the Sudan People’s Liberation Army (SPLA). 
In Darfur, the Sudanese armed forces and militia are fighting 
against disparate rebel groups including the Sudan Liberation 
Movement (SLM). 

There are widespread disagreements concerning the human costs 
of war in Sudan. Estimates of the direct and indirect death toll range 
from several million in the case of Southern Sudan (between 1983 
and 2005) to more than 300,000 in the case of Darfur. 

Drawing on multiple datasets, the Global Burden of Armed Violence 
report finds that the direct toll in recent years may have declined 

considerably, although indirect mortality (INDIRECT CONFLICT 
DEATHS) may have remained high. Table 1.4 reveals that fewer 
than 7,400 people were probably killed directly during ‘battles’  
in South Sudan in 2002–07, with sharp reductions following the 
2005 peace agreement. Likewise, Table 1.5 highlights that direct 
deaths arising from ‘battles’ in Darfur in 2003–07 were probably 
slightly more than 15,500. 

These datasets do not necessarily account for routine violence or 
genocide perpetrated against civilians by armed groups. One 
important dataset that accounts for a broader array of direct deaths 
(including civilians) is that of the Political Instability Task Force, 
or PITF. The PITF tends to report much higher rates of conflict deaths 
in Sudan than do most other databases. Likewise, epidemiological 
surveys tend to provide a wider accounting of direct deaths, as 
Table 1.6 makes clear. An important lesson is that incident reporting 
should be undertaken in unison with probabilistic survey-based 
estimates, especially where conflict-related violence is perpetrated 
by government proxies and remains largely hidden from view.
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Table 1.4 Estimated direct conflict deaths in South Sudan, 2002–07

Database 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 Total

IISS 1,000 1,000 200 90 750 445 3,485

PRIO 2,175 3,000 253 n/a n/a n/a 5,428

Project Ploughshares 1,300 100 625 250 500 n/a 3,300

SIPRI n/a n/a n/a n/a 25–100 n/a 63

UCDP state 2,254 44 142 n/a n/a n/a 2,440

UCDP non-state 91 186 n/a 130 n/a n/a 407

UCDP one-sided 25 69 33 n/a n/a n/a 127

UCDP state and non-state and one-sided 2,370 299 175 130 n/a n/a 2,974

GBAV 2,370 3,000 625 190 750 445 7,380

Table 1.5 Estimated direct conflict deaths in Darfur, 2003–07

Database 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 Total

IISS n/a 50,000 500 987 1,289 52,776

PRIO 2,175 3,000 500 n/a n/a 5,675

Project Ploughshares 5,000 350 1,000 1,250 n/a 3,100

UCDP non-state 170 81 30 n/a n/a 281

UCDP one-sided 3,056 3,283 604 n/a n/a 6,943

UCDP state 1,636 3,025 161 1,002 217 6,041

UCDP total 4,862 6,659 795 1,002 217 13,535

GBAV 4,862 6,659 908 1,853 1,289 15,571

Table 1.6 Epidemiological surveys of direct conflict deaths in Sudan, 2003–05

Year Nabarro 
(excess 
deaths)

US State 
Department 
(excess 
deaths)

Coebergh 
(excess 
deaths)

Coebergh 
(violent 
deaths)

Hagan et al. 
(total 
deaths)

Reeves 
(excess 
deaths)

CRED  
(excess 
deaths)

CRED  
(violent 
deaths)

GBAV

2003 – 15,873 119,936 78,979 310,355 152,000 12,692 7,530 4,862

2004 52,500 21,164 159,915 105,305 228,846 182,400 75,813 22,588 6,659

2005 – 1,764 – – 91,518 45,600 42,555 10,817 908

Total 35,000–

70,000

63,000–

146,000

253,573–

306,130

172,542–

196,025

630,719 38,000 131,060 40,935 12,429

Note: Dashes indicate that values are either zero or that no information is available.
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26 The risk of dying in armed conflict
Wars grab headlines, but the individual risk of 

dying violently in an armed conflict is today rela-

tively low—much lower than the risk of violent 

death in many countries that are not suffering 

from an armed conflict. Although there is a wide-

spread perception that war is the most dangerous 

form of armed violence in the world, the average 

person living in a conflict-affected country had a 

risk of dying violently in the conflict of about 2.0 

per 100,000 population between 2004 and 2007 

(see Table 1.7).28

This can be compared to the average world homi-

cide rate of 7.6 per 100,000 people (NON-CONFLICT 

ARMED VIOLENCE). This illustration highlights 

the value of accounting for all forms of armed 

violence rather than an exclusive focus on conflict-

related violence.

Certainly, there are huge variations in the risk of 

dying from armed conflict at the national and sub-

national level, and the the risk of dying violently 

in a conflict in specific countries remains extremely 

high. In Iraq, for example, the direct conflict death 

rate for 2004–07 was 65 per 100,000 people per 

year and, in Somalia, 24 per 100,000 people. This 

rate even reached peaks of 91 per 100,000 in Iraq 

in 2006 and 74 per 100,000 in Somalia in 2007.

Table 1.7 shows that ten countries had a direct 

conflict death rate higher than 5 per 100,000 

Box 1.5 International vs. intrastate conflict

It is possible to distinguish between international 

and intrastate armed conflicts. The former refer 

to classic interstate warfare, as well as armed 

conflicts in which at least one of the belligerents 

is an external state party, while the latter refer to 

a situation in which two (or more) parties within 

a single country fight against each other. While 

such characterizations become increasingly  

difficult to maintain, given the complex and 

globalized nature of many armed conflicts, they 

nevertheless capture the main actors involved 

in and the locus of armed conflict.

The GBAV database finds that, in 2006 and 

2007, more people died from international and 

internationalized armed conflicts than from 

intrastate conflict, mainly due to the wars in 

Iraq, Afghanistan, and Somalia, all of which 

involved some form of intervention by other 

states. The number of direct conflict deaths in 

international and internationalized armed con-

flicts increased nearly threefold from around 

14,400 in 2004 to 41,000 in 2007, mainly due to 

the war in Iraq. The number of direct conflict 

deaths from intrastate conflicts decreased by 

about one-third from 31,600 in 2004 to 23,500 

in 2007 (see Figure 1.3).

Figure 1.3 Direct conflict deaths by armed conflict type, 2004–07

2004

2005

2006

2007

0 10,000 20,000 30,000 40,000 50,000

Legend:

 International and inter-

    nationalized internal 

    armed conflict

 Intrastate conflict

Source: GBAV estimates

population between 2004 and 2007. Map 1.3 

graphically shows the highest risk of dying from 

direct conflict death per conflict in 2004–07.
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Table 1.7 Direct conflict death rate by country, 2004–07 (per 100,000)

2004 2005 2006 2007 Average, 2004–07

Iraq 34.94 54.81 91.06 78.46 64.82

Somalia 9.54 3.46 10.34 74.15 24.37

Sri Lanka 0.53 1.59 19.73 21.35 10.80

Afghanistan 3.21 3.35 12.87 20.15 9.89

Sudan 20.51 3.03 7.04 4.59 8.79

Israel (and Palestinian Territories) 13.62 3.36 9.83 6.44 8.31

Central African Republic 0.00 13.62 3.13 3.85 6.87

Nepal 12.81 10.87 2.86 0.49 6.76

Colombia 6.65 6.78 4.63 7.69 6.44

Chad 0.85 1.08 13.21 10.13 6.32

Burundi 11.26 3.56 1.37 0.60 4.20

DRC 6.27 6.52 1.26 2.21 4.06

Uganda 5.93 2.98 0.66 0.36 2.48

Ethiopia 1.09 1.07 1.38 2.98 1.63

Haiti 3.75 1.76 0.71 0.05 1.56

Algeria 1.44 1.16 0.57 1.24 1.10

Pakistan 0.56 0.41 0.91 2.19 1.02

Côte d’Ivoire 1.91 0.93 1.00 0.13 0.99

Rwanda 0.84 1.02 0.00 0.00 0.93

Thailand 0.94 0.83 0.38 0.69 0.71

Russian Federation 1.14 0.75 0.28 0.19 0.59

Nigeria 1.31 0.23 0.23 0.39 0.54

Myanmar 0.07 0.92 0.51 0.52 0.51

Senegal 0.09 0.00 0.89 0.00 0.49

Turkey 0.25 0.82 0.33 0.53 0.48

Georgia 0.85 0.27 0.56 0.18 0.47

Philippines 0.40 0.46 0.46 0.52 0.46

FYROM 0.00 0.00 0.29 0.59 0.44

Kenya 0.12 0.36 0.36 0.00 0.28

India 0.24 0.23 0.14 0.15 0.19

Spain 0.45 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.15

Angola 0.24 0.13 0.06 0.00 0.14

Indonesia 0.26 0.09 0.04 0.01 0.10

Iran 0.00 0.10 0.08 0.10 0.09

Sierra Leone 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.07 0.07

Rate (all countries listed above) 1.77 1.59 2.04 2.38 1.95

Source: GBAV estimates
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Conclusion
This chapter features a global estimate of contem-

porary direct conflict deaths. In synthesizing a 

number of datasets, the chapter presents a some-

what higher, more pessimistic figure than those 

presented by widely cited sources such as the 

Human Security Report or the Human Security 

Brief (Human Security Centre, 2005; 2006; Human 

Security Report Project, 2008). Equally, the chapter 

clearly demonstrates that the number of direct 

conflict deaths has increased since 2005, thus 

departing from a decline in direct conflict deaths 

observed since the end of the cold war (Human 

Security Report Project, 2008, pp. 6, 32–34). Even 

so, the numbers of direct deaths in battle are still 

relatively modest in comparison to historical fig-

ures and other forms of conflict and non-conflict 

mortality. Subsequent chapters emphasize the 

importance of moving beyond a single focus on 

direct conflict deaths and including all types of 

deaths from violence, including those dying indi-

rectly from armed conflict and from homicide in 

non-conflict settings.

Certain armed conflicts are much more deadly in 

terms of their direct death toll than others. As the 

chapter amply shows, a small number of countries 
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accounts overwhelmingly for the global toll of 

conflict deaths. Consequently, carefully targeted 

armed violence reduction in a few selected coun-

tries could lead to measurable reductions in the 

global burden of armed violence. In addition to 

reducing the violent death toll, efforts to reduce 

armed violence could generate additional divi-

dends for human security, including declines in 

refugee and internal displacement movements, 

gross human rights violations, and indirect con-

flict mortality (INDIRECT CONFLICT DEATHS).

The risk of dying violently in armed conflict is 

considerably lower than of being a victim of non-

conflict homicide. Furthermore, the risk of dying 

from armed conflict is not evenly distributed 

among or within countries. 

Enhancing our understanding of the spatial and 

temporal distribution of direct conflict deaths is 

critical. It is likely, for example, that the risk of 

dying differs at the subnational level and among 

different social groups. A more robust evidence 

base—particularly more complete and better  

disaggregated data—could contribute to the 

strategic planning of humanitarian or peace-

keeping missions in support of armed violence 

reduction and prevention. 
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Endnotes
1 For example, Iraq was the deadliest armed conflict between 

2004 and 2007, with 76,266 direct conflict deaths, or 36 

per cent of the total direct conflict deaths burden (see also 

Table 1.3).

2 These estimates are based on figures for 2004.

3 The number of direct conflict deaths occurring in international 

and internationalized armed conflicts increased threefold 

from 14,462 in 2004 to 40,391 in 2007 (see Figure 1.3).

4 The number of direct conflict deaths from intrastate con-

flict decreased by almost one-third from 31,607 in 2004 

to 23,517 in 2007.

5 See methodological appendix at:  

<http://www.genevadeclaration.org>. 

6 See Iraq Body Count (2008). 

7 Data from specific conflicts—including Peru, Guatemala, 

Kosovo, Afghanistan, Iraq, and the Democratic Republic 

of the Congo—all indicate the systematic undercounting 

of incident reporting datasets (Small Arms Survey, 2005, 

pp. 241–48).

8 The UCDP identifies three levels of violence: ‘minor con-

flicts’ cause at least 25 battle-related deaths in a year, 

but fewer than 1,000 overall; ‘intermediate conflicts’ 

cause more than 1,000 battle-related deaths overall, but 

fewer than 1,000 in any single year; and ‘wars’ cause at 

least 1,000 battle-related deaths in a single year (Eriksson 

et al., 2008, p. 617).

9 The five deadliest wars in terms of total deaths since the 
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2005, p. 154).
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comparable and equivalent records taken from several 

databases.
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5. UCDP (2006b); 6. UCDP (2006c); 7. UCDP and Centre for 

the Study of Civil War (2007); 8. Project Ploughshares (2007); 

9. COW (2007); 10. IISS (2008); 11. Center for International 

Development and Conflict Management (2005); 12. CRED 

(2008a); 13. CRED (2008b); 14. Center for Systemic Peace 

(2004); 15. Center for Systemic Peace (2007); 16. PITF (2006); 

17. PTS (2008); 18. Gleditsch (2007); 19. Country documen-

tation from a comprehensive bibliographic search.
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30 12 In order to complete and check the information of the 

UCDP Battle-Deaths Dataset, the analysis includes infor-

mation from the UCDP Web site (UCDP, 2008).

13 By contrast, the Small Arms Survey (2005, p. 247) estimates 

the direct conflict death toll as at least three times higher 

per year than the Human Security Report (more than 54,000). 

14 There were an estimated 112 conflicts during the reporting 

period, suggesting that Obermeyer et al. (2008) captured 

just ten per cent of the entire sample.

15 This report adds the UCDP Battle-Deaths Dataset (UCDP, 

2006b) to the UCDP Non-State Conflict Dataset (UCDP, 2006a), 

and UCDP One-Sided Violence Dataset (UCDP, 2006c) in 

order to produce a total UCDP figure (see Figure 1.1). This 

is only available for 2004–05. All of UCDP’s categories—

interstate conflict, intrastate conflict, non-state conflict, 

and one-sided violence—are separate and mutually exclu-

sive (Eck, 2005).

16 This does not imply that figures have been overestimated. 

The use of different sources allows for the generation of 

more accurate values.

17 Conflict deaths in most datasets are defined as battle 

deaths of official combatants, or (in some cases) non-

combatant deaths, where the perpetrator is identified as 

a combatant.

18 The cases included by these criteria are: Afghanistan, 

Algeria, Angola, Burundi, Central African Republic, Chad, 

Colombia, Democratic Republic of the Congo, Côte d’Ivoire, 

Ethiopia, Georgia, Guinea, Haiti, India, Indonesia, Iran, 

Iraq, Israel (and Palestinian Territories), Kenya, Liberia, 

the Former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Myanmar, 

Nepal, Nigeria, Pakistan, the Philippines, Republic of the 

Congo, Russian Federation, Rwanda, Senegal, Sierra Leone, 

Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Thailand, Turkey, Uganda, 

Armenia–Azerbaijan, International terrorism, Ethiopia–

Eritrea, and India–Pakistan (Kashmir).

19 For details about the main armed conflicts selection, see 

the online methodological appendix (see endnote 5).

20 The GBAV database corrected these outliers and differences 

between cross-country databases by including alternative 

figures from sources such as national datasets or reports.

21 For countries with very large differences in figures, the 

information from national sources or reports was used to 

establish the most plausible figure of direct conflict deaths.

22 These figures are based on data for the main 41 armed 

conflicts between 2004 and 2007, as well as 2,861 (208,344 

minus 205,483; see totals in Table 1.2) direct conflict 

deaths from 21 smaller armed conflicts.

23 The figures have been rounded up and down to the closest 

hundred in comparison to Table 1.1 in order to emphasise 

that these are not precise figures, but merely estimates.

24 These figures are based on the death figures of four con-

flicts (Iraq, Afghanistan, Sri Lanka, and Somalia) with high 

changes in direct conflict deaths between 2005 and 2007. 

In 2006 these four conflicts accounted for 35,915 deaths 

of a total of 55,877, and in 2007 for 41,265 out of 63,908 

(see Table 1.2).

25 The conflict in Uzbekistan is an internationalized armed 

conflict involving the Islamic Movement of Uzbekistan, 

which conducts operations mainly in Uzbekistan, but also 

in Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, and Turkmenistan.

26 The increase in 2007 was due to the conflicts in the DRC, 

Nigeria, and Chad.

27 International terrorism includes the direct conflict deaths 

in the conflict between the US government and the multi-

national coalition (state parties) vs. al Qaeda and Jemaah 

Islamiah. 

28 The rate of the risk of dying is 2.0 per 100,000 population if 

it is only related to the population of conflict-affected coun-

tries. If it is related to world population, this risk of dying 

in armed conflict decreases to 0.8 per 100,000 population. 


