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Abstract

In the last three decades, civil conflicts have become more complex and intractable than in the
past. One reason for this development is the proliferation of rebel groups within the armed
oppositiors involved in these conflicts. Today, armed oppositions are more likely to be
movements composed of loosely connected or competing rebel groups rathanithan
blocs. Yet, despite their centrality to the dynamics of conflict, different structural
charateristicsof and competitive and power relationghin armed oppositions have not been
taken in adequate account as possible predictors of civil conflict outcdimdarther our
knowledge and cover this gap in the scholarship, the dissertation intesftiga and to what
extent the fragmentation, internal competition, and internal power distribution of armed
oppositions affect civil conflicdtermination

The dissertation develops a theory that sees the fragmerdgteomoderate and severe
competition, and a dispersed distribution of powhin armed oppositions as having an
impact on the fighting effectiveness of the rebélse countereffort of the government,
bargaining problems, arttie intensity of the conflict This impact shapes, in turn, how civil
conflicts end. This theory is tested with a nested anatgsisisting of a larg&l and a small
N analysis ThroughthelargeN analysis, the dissertatial@monstratethat at a general level,
these characteristics afmed oppositions indeed affdatw civil conflicts end. Througlthe
smalkN analysis,the dissertatiorfurther illustrates the causal mechanisms linking these
characteristics to specific civil conflict outcomes.

With these findings, the dissertation makes two important contribufass. it provides
generalisableonclusionsthat remedy the limited generalisability of teeholarshipon the
phenomena undetuly. Secondjt provides indication®n how to resolve conflicts in which
the involved oppositions are fragmented and bedevilled by internal compdtitisnhelping

disentangle the proverbial complexity of mygarty civil conflicts.
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Introduction

In March 2011, thousands of protesters took the streets of the major Syrian cities demanding
the resignation of the President Bashahsdad. Very soon, what started as a popular uprising
in the context of the soalled Arab Spring, turned into a ftdlown civil conflict involving
several rebel groups contesting the authority of the Syrian regime. Between 2013 and 2015,
more than 40 recognised rebel groups of different size were involved in the armed conflict with
the regime as part of ISIS-Husra, theFree Syrian Army, and the Syrian Democratic forces
(Gade, Gabbayet al. 2019, Gade, Hafe=zt al. 2019) In the same year in which the Syria
civil conflict started, the government of Sudan was contested by as many as six rebel groups at
the same timéGleditschet al. 2002, Pettersson and Eck 2018) that year, South Sudan
obtained the independenfrem Sudan but South Sudanese and Darfurian rebel groups, such
as the Justice and Equality Movement (JEM),
and South Sudan Defence Movement (SSDM), were still involved in the conflict against the
regime of Khartam. More recently, in the context of another decaldeg civil conflict, rebel
groups such as the March 23 Movement (M23), CNPSC, and Kamuina Nsapu were all fighting
the regime of the Democratic Republic of Congo at the same time. Between 2017 and 2018, a
least six different rebel groups were active in a rebellion aimed at deposing the regime guided
by Joseph KabilgGleditschet al. 2002, Pettersson and Eck 201Beyond the duration,
severity, and the straineft on civilian life, these civil conflicts hawenotherclear element in
common. At some point during each of these conflicts, there were multiple rebel groups
simultaneously contesting the authority of the incumbent government.

In the last three decadesyil conflicts have been characterised by the involvement of an
everincreasing number of actors. The involvement of third parties, such as states, international
organisations, and different natate actors, has surely complicated the dynamics of civil

conflicts. Howeverijt is the proliferation of rebel groups that has made these conflicts even



more violent, longasting, and intractable. The figure beloeportsi for any given year
between 1946 and 201i7the total number of governments involved imilcconflicts across

the world (black line), the total number of civil conflict episodes that were being fought by
these governments (dark grey line), and the total number of rebel groups involved in these very
conflict episodes (lighgrey line). The trem of the black lie reveals that, in general, the
number of states in which a civil conflict was being fought increased with time, crudely
suggesting that the number of civil confli@soincreased with time. This trend is further
corroborated by the diction of the dark grey line, whiéhdicateshat not only the number of

civil conflicts increased with time, but also that many countries increasingly began to host more
than one civil conflict episode at the same tfmdore importantly, Figure showshow,
especially toward the end of the Cold War, the number of rebel groups involved in civil
conflicts started to growf, for example, in 1947 a total of six states were fighting in as many
civil conflict episodes involving a total of nine rebel groups1989 a total of 32 states were
fighting in 39 civil conflict episodes involving a staggering tat&l58 rebel groups. This
example underscores thatwenif in the decades before incumbent governments were often
opposed by more than one rebel group titne, from the 1980s dhbecame more common

for civil conflicts to involve multiplerebel groups at the same time.

As much as political parties, which are connected in broader political oppositions by the
same basic objective of contesting the policies of the incumbent government, these multiple
rebel groups are connected in broader armed oppositions by the basivelgeeiolently
contesting the government over a certain incompatibility. As the data in Figure 1 imply, armed
oppositionsare rarely unitary and cohesive blocs. Rather, #ieyften composed of multiple

coexisting and competing rebel groups. From ¢xestingdata on civil conflicts fought from

! Note that the number of conflict episodes is larger than the number of governments involved in civil conflicts
becaus@ governmentan be simultaneously involved in more than one conflict episbdece if these conflicts
are fought over a different inogpatibility.



Figurel.1: Governments and rebel groups involved in civil conflict episodes {2026)
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1946, it emerges that in at least half of them armed oppositions were fragmented at some point
during the conflict, that is they were composed naflltiple autonomous rebel groups
simultaneouslycontesting the incumbent governmég@teditschet al. 2002, Pettersson and

Eck 2018, Walter 2019)

Yet, although the fragmentation of armed oppositions is a common characteristic of civil
conflicts, it was only relatively recently that scholars have begun paying more attention to how
it might affect the dynamics of these conflicts. Until not long aial conflicts have been
investigated through the lens of a predominantly statdric approach. The attention directed
toward the features of the stasg conflict resulted in much less attention being paid to how
the characteristics of the armed opposs could affect the dynamics of civil conflicts
(Cederman and Gleditsch 2009, Fjelde and Nilsson 2012, p. I6@d&ed, such an approach
was also the result of a lack of figeained data that strongly limited the possibilities
conflict scholargo investigate howhe activities and composition of the rebel side could affect

the dynamics otheseconflicts (Cederman and Gledits@009) As a consequence, many



studies treated armed oppositions as unitary blocs, as if they were homogenous rebel sides
rather than often a collection of multiple autonomous faciises for example Mason and Fett
1996, Masoret al. 1999, Ayres 2001, Collier and Hoeffler 2004, Fearon 2004)

The last ten years have witnessed the blossoming of scholarly works focused on finding
the root causes of rebel fragmentation and the impact it has on the dynamics of civil conflicts.
In the latter respect, scholars have focused on assessing what inpeaftagmentation has
on theonset(Lawrence 2010, Cunningham 2013)uration (Findley and Rudloff 2012,
Metternich and Wucherpfennig 2020gcurrencgRudloff and Findley 2016) and expected
levelsof violence(Cunninghamet al. 2012, Hegeket al. 2012, Wood and Kathman 201&j)
theseconflicts. However, despite the relatively recent increase in the scholarship in this, respect
the existing literature does not sufficiently explain how rebel fragmentation affects the
termination of civil conflicts. In fact, the structural characteristics of armed oppositions, that is
whether they are fragmented or not, have received limitedtiatteby thosescholars that
focused on findinghe determinants of civil conflict outcomes. Outcomes of civil conflicts
have been mostly explained with variables related to the features of the state at conflict, the
intervention of third parties, and tiggevances and overall fighting capacity of the rebel side.

So far, only few studies have attempted to explain how the fragmentation of armed oppositions
might affect the chances of termination and the way in which civil conflicts termDedpite

the important contribution of these studies, the existing scholarship falls short of providing
generalisable conclusions on whether and how the fragmentation of armed oppositions affects
conflict termination.

Seeing the rebel side of the conflict as an armedsippn opens up to an interpretation
of it that is different from the ones adopted in many other studies on civil conflicts. If it is
certainly reductive to see the rebel side as a monolithic bloc, so it is to approach it as a

disconnected collection oébel groups. Interpreting the rebel side as a monolithic bloc or as a



disconnected collection of rebel groups obscures the existexdo@portance of the relations

that exist among groups connected by similar grievances. Instead, the interpretatioalslthe

side as an armed opposition, potentially composed of multiple rebel groups connected by a
shared incompatibility with the government, reveals the existence of relations among the
groups that go beyond their simple contextual presence in the camficbnment. Rebel
groups interact, cooperate, and adapt to what the other groups in the same conflict environment
do. Sometimes, they even fight one another. How different relations among rebel groups that
contest the same incompatibility affect the dyies and termination of civil conflicts has been
object of even more limited investigation. As a result, key questions on how competitive and
power relations among rebel groups of the same armed opposition affect conflict termination
remained unaddressed.

A limited knowledge of how the dynamics of civil conflicts may be influenced by
differences in the structud armed oppositionand in the competitive and power relations
internal tothemstrongly limits our understanding of civil conflict processes tanchination.

For this reason, the dissertation takes on board these characteristics related to the structure of
armed oppositions and to the competitive and power relations internal to them to shed light on

the effects they have on civil conflioutcomesMore specifically, the dissertation aims to

advance the existing knowledge in this respect by assdssim@gnd to what extent different
armed oppositionsd structur al characteristic
like the competition angdower distribution, affect the termination of civil conflicts

The main argument of the dissertation is that these characteristics of armed oppositions
do indeed affect the termination of civil conflicts. In particular, it is argued that differences in
these characteristics activate certain causal mechanisms that alter the dynamics of civil
conflicts and, in turn, how they are likely to terminate. The dissertation develops a theory that

sees the fragmentatiaf, a moderate and severe competition, andspelised distribution of



powerwithin armed oppositions as having an impact on the fighting effectiveness of the rebels,
the countereffort of the government, the bargaining problems that generally hinder
negotiations, and thetensity of the conflict. As aconsequenceit is argued thathese
characteristics contribute to altering the chances that a civil conflict terminates in either
government victory, rebel victorypeace agreementceasefire, orlow activity. The
fragmentationof the armed oppositiois expected first, to reduce the overall fighting
effectiveness of the armed opposition; secéodhduce competition among the rebel groups
over resources; thirdp exacerbate bargaining problems between the government and the
opposition; and fourthp incentivise extremist behaviours by the rebel groups. Fragmentation,
thus, is expected to positively affect the chances that civil conflicts end in government victory
and negatively affect the chances they end in rebel victory, peace agreement eceaskfir
low activity. Moderate levels of internal competition angpected to set in motion the very
same causal mechanisms that fragmentation, dogswith starker positive effects dhe
probability of observingjovernment victory andtarkermegativeeffects on the probability of
observingebel victory, peace agreement, ceasefire, and low actixtgeme levels of internal
competitionand a dispersed distribution of poweven though they activate the same causal
mechanisms, are expected to halghtly different effects on the outcomes of civil conflict
Compared to the fragmentatioof and moderate levels of competitiomithin armed
oppositionsextreme levels of competition create the conditions for civil conflicts to be more
likely to end for bw activity. Considerations related to their own survival migiducethe

rebel groups to focus on the conflict against each other rather than the one against the
government forcing them to abandon the latter to pursue the foredispersed power
distnbution, instead, makes both conflict termination for low activity and in a ceasefire more
likely to beobservedsince equally strong rebel groups might feel forced to either negotiate

their way out of or altogether abandastalemated conflict.



These theoretical expectations regarding the associatiorthefcharacteristics of armed
oppositions witltertain civil conflict outcomeare tested through a nested analfisesberman
2005) The nested analysis consists of a laXganalysis and a complementary snrill
analysis. Considering the aim of the dissertation &xhegeneralisable conclusions for the
phenomena under study, the burden of the empirical analysis is placed on tiN: dai@gsis.

The largeN analysis is carried out through a series of multilevel multinomial logistic
regressions of all the civil contlis occurred between 1989 and 2017 and is accompanied by a
3-fold crossvalidation as a means to test the robustness of the statistical models. Tii¢ large
analysis is then followed by a smallanalysis, which complements the statistical analysis by
putting its results to further test and by providing a more nuanced illustration of the findings
that have emerged from it. The srdlanalysis is carried out through a qualitative assessment
of how the independent variables of the study have affected th@eptesof conflict
terminationof four civil conflict episodes occurred in Uganda.

The dissertation demonstrates that differences in the structure, levels of internal
competition, andypes ofinternal power distribution of armed oppositions do play a role in
affecting civil conflict termination. Although the analysis does not find thbaeacteristics of
armed oppositions to be significantly associated with each possible outcome of civil conflicts,
it does provide robust findings and nuanced illustrations of how they affect the prospects that
certain specific conflict outcomes occiihe findings indicate that the fragmentation of armed
oppositions contributes to the intractability of civil conflicts, for conflict termination in either
negotiated settlements or for lack of armed activity is less likely to be observed when the
oppositionis fragmented. Internal competition isstead found to be beneficial for the
governments at conflict since their chances to achieve final victory or to find a negotiated

solution increase when the armed opposition is internally competitive. Conflictsich the



rebel groups of the opposition are at relative power parity are instead found to be more likely
to end either in a ceasefire or due to lack of armed activity

With the findings briefly outlined aboyethe dissertation makes two important
contributons, in academic and policy terms. First, in academic termg$inding thatthe
fragmentation, internal competition, and internal power distribution of armed oppositions are
importantpredictorsof civil conflict outcomes, thdissertatiorprovides geneadisable findings
and widely applicable conclusions regarding the impact of these important characteristics of
armed oppositions on civil conflict termination. Generalisable findings in this respect are
largely unavailable in the existing scholarship omflict termination. In doing so, the
dissertationnot only contributesto the relatively recent strand of scholarship that adopts a
disaggregated approach to the study of civil conflictsataathelpsdisentangt the proverbial
complexity of multiparty il conflicts. As a result, it moves beyond some common wisdom
surrounding the perceived association of these attributes of armed oppositions with certain
outcomes of civil conflictdy providing empirically solid indication§&econd, in policy terms,
the dissertation indicates whether civil conflicts in which the armed opposition is internally
divided can be resolved, either on the ground or at negotiation table, by the involved parties
and what level of commitment is requirfdm themto do so. In doingo, the dissertation
highlights what is the best course of action for the actors involved to drive the conflict toward
the most favourable outcome.

The dissertation is structured as follows. After the introduction, Chapter 1 reviews the
existing researchn civil conflict termination, focusing in particular on the scholarship that
assessed how the characteristics and behaviour of the actors involved in a civil conflict can
affect how it terminates. In the end, the chapter demonstrates how the exis@mngréses not
taken in adequate account as explanatory factors of conflict termination the differences in the

structure, levels of internal competition, and internal power distribution of armed oppositions.



Chapter 2pnceconceptualised the core conceptshe dissertation, develops a theory of the
expected impact on civil conflict outcomestbése characteristics of armed oppositidns

this chapter, the hypotheses to be tested with the empirical analysis are formalised. In Chapter
3, the research desi@f the dissertation and the methodological choices made for the empirical
analysis are discussed. In Chapter 4 the empirical analysis begins. The chapter reports the
results of the larg®l analysis and provides an assessment of their robustness. Td#l larg
analysis is followed, in Chapter 5, by the saMilbnalysis. After having clarified the case
selection procedure, the chapter delves into the Ugandan civil conflict to assess how the
characteristics of the armed oppositibave affected the prospects termination of four
separate civil conflict episodes. In Chapter 6, the findings of the entire empirical analysis are
discussed and interpreted to provide an answer to the question that the dissertation set out to
answer. Finally, the conclusion chapfgieces together the dissertation to highlight the

contribution that it makes and suggest new avenues of research.
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1. The determinants of ciwdbnflicts outcomes

Up until the earlyl990s,there was little systematic knowledgewdiat determines why civil
conflicts end in a certain way. An influential book on civil conflict termination, one of the first
comprehensive works on the subject, hinthéostate of the art of the literature on civil conflict
outcomes in the earli/990s. The editor of the boa@dmittedthat, by the time of the planning
of the book, he and scholars involved in the book project were adventuring in a barely explored
territory (Licklider 1993, p. 11) Although several seminal studies on the determsant
rebellions and civil conflict outbreak had already been published by thaiGune1970, Tilly
1978, Skocpol 1979, Goodwin and Skocpol 1988¢ study of civil conflicts was still ancillary
to the study of interstate conflictis was with the end of the Cold war that the issue of civil
conflict outcomes gained an unprecedented attention. Thalltiben of international politics,
along with the increased involvement of the UN in peace operations, sparked a wave of
scholarship that focused on determining what factors could favour or impair the peaceful
resolution of civil conflicts. From th&#390son, although at a slower pace than the scholarship
on other dynamics of civil conflicts, the literature on outcomes has kept growing steadily.

Since then, thescholarship on conflict termination has identified several factors as
determinants of civil cotitt outcomes. The aim of this chapter is not to give an overview of
the entire scholarship on civil conflict termination and review each possible factor that affects
how these conflicts end. Rather, it aims to summarise the existing research on how the
characteristics and behaviour of the actors involved in a civil conflict can @femitcome
and, finally, show that so far some important characteristics of armed oppositions have not
been taken in adequate account as explanatory factors of conflictetam.

Three categories of explanatory factors are discussed to delineate the boundaries and
state of the art of the literature in this respect. First, the chapter summarises the body of research

concerned with how the characteristics of the state dlictoaffect conflict termination.
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Second, it reviews the literature on the relation between the interventions of external actors and
conflict outcomes. Third, it discusses the scholarship on how factors related to the capacity and
grievances of the rebeklsffect conflict termination. Finally, the chapter concludes with a
discussion that highlights why the structural characteristics of the armed oppositions at conflict,
along withthedynamics of competition and power within these oppositions, have notegéce
sufficient consideration as possible determinants of civil conflict outcomes and why an

empirical investigationn this respecis necessary.

1.1. How civil conflicts end: the role of state capacity

The existing scholarship has largely focused on the Uezd of the states involved aivil

conflicts to seek explanations for their outbreak, duration, or severity. Likewise, though to a
lesser extent, conflict scholars have looked very closely at the features of the state to seek
explanations of how civil atflicts end. In particular, conflict scholars have looked at the
capacity of the state at conflict to understand whetheplays a role in shaping conflict
termination. Different measures have been used in the literature to convey state capacity but,
as ®me scholars aptly noted, the conceptualisation of state capacity is not an e&®y task
detaileddiscussion see Hendrix 2010, Sobek 20R@searchetdsargely agree that the capacity

of the state cannot be conveyed with a single measure and that it must be understood as a
multidimensional concept. From a review of the literature it emerges ti@ass have focused

mainly on two dimensions of state capacity to provide an explanatiarivibf conflict

outcomes: the politicahstitutional capacity and the military capacity.
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1.1.1. The politicainstitutional capacity of the state and the outcomesiwif conflicts

A significant amount of literature has investigated whether the politistitutional capacity
of the state involved ira civil conflict can affect howhe conflictterminates. In this body of
literature, the politicalnstitutional capaity of a state is normally proxied with the regime type.
The rationale behind this choice is that different regifinekemocracies, autocracies, and
anocracie§ have a set of inherent characteristics that might affect the dynamics of civil
conflicts. Onlya handful of studies have tested directly whetheregime type has an impact
on the outcomes of civil conflicts, but many crosdional studies have included the variable
regime type in their larghl analysis. While solid correlations have been fouetiveen the
probability of civil conflict outbreak and the type of regime of the state at coflegjreet al.
2001, Fearon and Laitin 2003, but see Vreeland 20@8therthe type of regimecould also
be considered a predictor of civil conflict outcomes is strongly debated.

One longestablishedposition in the literature sees democracies, compared to
autocracies, as inherenilycapable of countering a rebelli@Mack 1975, Krepinevich 1988,
Merom 2003f Democracies are believed to be more prone to defeat in civil conflicts because
the nature of the regime itself imposes some fundamental constraints on the mibasures
could adoptto counter a rebellion. In particular, as violent escalations and violence against
civilians are not seen favourably by democratic public opinions, democracies are strongly
limited with regard to the coercive measures they can adopt to counter a re{iligov
2007) In addition, tle casualty and costsensitivity of the public opinion does not only
influence what the leaders of democracies could do in the realm of civil conflicts, but also for
how long they could persevere with the armed effort against the (&xdlda 1964, pp. 44

45, Horne 1970, pp. 54548, Merom 2003j Conversely, autocracies are thought to be better

2 For an overview of this position see Ly&2010)
3 The effects of casualtand cosisensitivity of public opiifons of democratic countries are relevant also in interstatgicts,
see:De mesquita and Sivers¢h995) Bennett and Starf1998) Gartner ad Segurgd1998)
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positioned in the struggle against the rebels because they can use all the means at their disposal
to counter a rebetin, do not have the same constraints that democracies have, and are not very
susceptible to the inclinations of the domestic public opificdd ne i | | 1990, p .
2007)*

Building on the proposition that democratic regimes are very sensitive to conflict costs,
one important study posits that democratic regimes are more likely to seek a negotiated solution
of the conflict because their leaders are inclined to avoid the @ioatprolonged and vicious
struggle (Bapat 2005) As democratic leaders seek a compromise rather than a prolonged
conflict until final victory,the likelihood that a democratic regime achieves a decisive victory
is reduced and the chances that the civil conflict ends in negotiated settlement ifRapase
2005) Among the crossational studies that investigate the relation between regime type and
outcomes of civil conflicts, this study is the only one that found support for the proposition that
democracies are less likely to achieve vici@sgpat 2005)This study also found democracies
to be more likely than autocracies to negotiate a way out of the conflict and that they do so at
the early stages dhe conflict(Bapat 2005) This particular finding, however, stand in stark
contrast with the findings of a subsequent study, which insteaud foemocracies and
autocracies to be equally likely to end their civil conflicts through negotiated settlement and
that, rather, civil conflicts fought by democracies are more likely to get bogged down-in non
decisive outcomes, like ceasefires or stalea@affy Toft 2010)

On a similar vein, an influential study postuthteat democracies should be better able
to address the popular grievances that motivate the rebellion and $l®oaiore inclined to
seek a compromise with the rebels through negots{deRouen and Sobek 200Qontrary

t o Bapa@@®s) hosveverdhe abors of this study have not found regime type to be

4 Zhukov(2007) howeverwams that the benefits that this lack of constraints implies for autocracies in terms of planning the
operations, control the population, and use of force caly dmsreversed if they exceed in the use of coercive methods or
ignore completely the attitudes of the population.
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significantly associated with any outcome of civil conflicts. Same inconclusive results were
obtained by a more recent study that advances the argument that democracies fight harder for

a military victoy and are unlikely to seek the negotiated settlement of the civil conflict.
According to the authors of this study this
succeed may set a dangerous precedent and pollute the democratic process by pessehting r

to arms as a viabl e al t e(Bartlalindsayetal2@8, p.3538f pol i
However, this proposition was not supportgdthe data. These last two studies are not the

only ones that did not reach solid conclusions regarding the alleged correlation between regime
type and certain outcomes of civil conflicts. In fact, it is common for anatienal studies that

analyse thealation between regime type and specific outcomes of civil conflicts not to find a
clearcut correlation(Dixon 2009)

One of the reasons why the findings on the relation between regime tyggiboahflict
outcomes are either contradicting or inconclusiveastimany works on the toppresent some
methodological flawsTwo studies in particular question the empirical validity of the previous
studies that have analysed the correlation between regime type and outcomes of civil conflicts.
The first study challergs the common view that democracies are inherently uncapable of
countering a rebellion and are more likely to be defe@tgall 2010. This study suggests that
we should remain sceptical of this conventional wisdom because those studies that advance
such an argument always rely on a+vamiance research desifoyall 2010) Once amended
this methodological flaw, the study has found that democracies are not significantly more likely
to be defeated than other types of regimes and when they are is becausgpleeytt be the
external occupiers of the country in which the civil conflict is being fo(igydll 2010) The
study demonstratithat regime type has often been conflated with the role of external occupier
in much of the literature thgiortraysdemocraciesas particularly prone tadefeatin civil

conflicts. The second study, instead, argues that we might not be able to obsefiecticd
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regime type on civil conflict outcomes because of a selection profil&atmansky 2013)
Democratic countries, as opposed to autocratic ones, are less likely to experience cisiisconfli
in the first place and this has an effect on what we can observe with regard to the relation
between regime type and outcomes. The findings demonstrate that, once checking for this
selection effect, democracy is not significantly associated to anproatof civil conflicts
(Getmansky 2013)

Although the literature suggests that the type of regime does not conclusively explain
why civil conflicts end in a certain way, before dismissing coteplehe role of regime type
as a determinant of civil conflict outcomes a note of caution is due. A comprehensive literature
review on civil conflict termination points
guestion of whether semidenratic/semiautocratic governments (anocracies) affect the
out come of Dixoni2009, p. 422)introducedd $y6Ted Guifl974) anocracies
are regimes that lack centralised power and institutionalis@tiendrix 2010) It has already
been demonstrated that states in which the regime is an anocracy are almost four tiraés more
risk of rebellion than full democracies and full autocraglgegreet al. 2001) There are
reasons to believe that anocracies might also be linked to a lower likelihood of government
victory in civil conflicts. In fact, the lack of centralised power and institutionalisation can have
important effects on the ability of anocracies to stave off rebellions because they can be
expected to be unable to either control or repress the contentiomla@dnable or most likely

unwilling to address the popular grievances underlying the rebéllion.

51n a previous article, | argued that one of the reasons why the Yemeni regime struggled in its fight against the
Houthi was because it was an anocréayngoni 2018)
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1.1.2. The military capacity of the state and the outcomes of civil conflicts

A great deal of scholarship has focused on whether the military capacity of thecsiate

affect how civil conflics terminate. In this case too, different measures of military capacity
have been used to test whether a correlation exists between the military capacity of the state
and certain outcomes of civil conflicts. The results ia thspect are less ambiguous

Some researchers have used measures of absolute military capacity, usually the size of
the army, to look for possible correlations. Two influential studies dria¢ states with large
armies should be able to annihilate thleellion right from the beginning of the struggle. Their
expectations wergupported by the data, which confirmed that the size of the army of the state
at conflict is positively correlated with government victory and negatively correlated with
negotiate settlement and rebel victo§lason and Fett 1996, Masat al. 1999) Their
findings have been corroborated by successive studies, which likewise have found the size of
the army to beositively correlated to shorter conflicts that end in government vi¢Baigh
Lindsayet al. 2008) and negatively correlated to conflicts that end in negotiated settlements
(Bapat 2005)

Some scholars suggest that the military capacity of the state and its importance in shaping
the dynamics of civil conflicts could be measumdy if it is put in relation to the military
strength of the opponent. They maintain that absolute measures of military capacity are not
very informative because they capture only the military strength of one side, not the asymmetry
thatmight exist betwen the belligerentlayton 2013, Hultquist 2013Wntil very recently,
lack of data regarding the estimated military strength of the rebels has not allowed researchers
to measure the military asymmetry between the state and the rebels. Owingrécetie
availability of dataon the military strength of the rebel grou{see for example Cunningham
et al.2013) measures of relative military powasuldbe built and included in largid analysis

to produce moreobustfindings of how the militey capacity of a state can affect the outcomes
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of civil conflicts. For example, one study that analyses the impact of the relative military power
of the belligerents on the probability that a civil conflict terminates in negotiated settlement has
found ths particular outcome to be more likely to occur when the belligerents are at parity,
something that we would not have known had we used only absolute measures of military
capacity(Hultquist 2013)

Other scholars, instead, stressing the importance of the political dimension of rebellions,
suggested that crude militapower does not automatically translate in higher chances of
government victory and poied to the strategy that governments adopt to counter a rebellion
as another important predictor of civil conflicts outcomes. They argue that, in the context of
asymmetic warfare, how the force is employed is as important as the military power that the
state has at its disposal. On this premise is grounded-italed populatiorcentric approach
to counterinsurgency, to which several scholars and military expertsitjhler chances of
government victory in civil conflicts. Its effectiveness, their proponents argue, resides in the
adoption of a predominantly political response rather than an exclusively military one. Being
rebellions principally contests of politicaditimacy, it is argued that strategies entirely based
on the use of force are not effecti{@epp 2005, Petraeus 2006, Lyall and Wilson 2009)
Accordingly, as the use of indiscriminate coercion is believed to have detrimental effects,
coercion must be limited and aimed at striking only the rebels and separaictyittan
population from thenfSepp 2005, Cohegt al.2006, Greenhill and Staniland 2007, US Army
2007, Kilcullen 2009) Although some scholars have questioned the effectiveness of this
approach, suggesting that it is too much influenced by Maoist conceptualisations of modern
insurgencies (Kilcullen 2005, 2006, Hoffman 2007, Metz 2004nd grounded on
misinterpretations of past counterinsurgency operat{@esinett 2007, 2010)t has been
demonstrated that its adoption is correlated to an increased probability of government victory

(Paulet al.2010, Enterlinest al.2013)
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1.2. How civil conflicts end: the role of external interventions

The features of the state at conflict dd eatirely explain why civil conflicts terminate in a
certain way. As some researchers aptly noted, despite the term itself points to an almost entirely
domestic confrontatiorgivil conflicts have often a substantial external dimenggailehyan
et al.2011) The importance of this external dimension led a great number of scholars to focus
on the interventions of thirgarty actors and how they could affect the outcomes of civil
conflicts. Unsurprisingly, given that external interventions in civil conflicts are very common,
the intervention of third parties is the factor that more than others have attracted the attention
of scholars.

External interventions in civil conflicts can conmevarious forms and can be carried out
by different actors. They can be direct if they involve the participation in combat of an external
actor on the side or on behalf of one of the belligerents, or indirect if insteadrénésited
to the provision ofunds, weapons, training, or sanctuary. These different forms of intervention
can be carried out by both state and -state actors. Two comprehensive studies that
specifically analyse the external support received by rebels have shown that both atsate act
and a host of nestate actors have frequently intervened in civil confliBggmanet al.2001,
Grauer and Tierney 2018)Vhile throughout the great part of the last century external support
was provided to rebels almost exclusively by states, from the end of the Cold war the main
supporters ofebel groups have been nstate actors, such as other rebel or terrorist groups,
diasporas, religious and ethnic communities, and wealthy indiviqGatuer andTierney
2018)

These external actors intervene in civil conflicts with various objectives in mind.
Although the objectives that these actors might pursue with their intervention are numerous,
they can be summarised as follow: alter the prospects toiryiof one of the opposing sides;

promote the conditions for the peaceful resolution of the conflict; and/or pursue an independent
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agenda. The objectives of their intervention, along with the type of support provided and to
whom is provided, have differerffects on the outcomes of civil conflicts and deserve a

comprehensivaccount.

1.2.1. Biased external interventions and the outcomes of civil conflicts

It is typical that external actors intervene to provide support to one of the belligerents with the
aim ofexpediting the military solution of the conflict. Whilst there is a wide consensus about
the positive impact that rebblased external interventions have on creating the conditions for
outcomes favourable to the rebels, evidence is more contradictoryitvwzoames to the impact

of governmenbiased external interventions.

In general terms, external interventions in favour of the rebels are widely thought to be
linked to a higher probability of rebel victory and a lower probability of government victory
(Bymanet al.2001, Record 2006, 2007, Lyall and Wilson 2009, Connable and Libicki 2010,
Lyall 2010) In addition, rebebiased external interventions not only increase the chances that
the rebelsachieve victory, but allow them to extract concessions from the incumbent
government, increasing also the chances that the conflict enasegotiated settlement
(Balch-Lindsayet al.2008, Findley 2013)

Those studies that had a closer look into the relation between the type of support provided
to the rebels and the outcomes of civil conflicts largely confirmed these general conclusions.
In fact, drect military interventiorwas found to be linked imcreasd chances of rebel victory
and decreaskchances of government victgi@ent 2008, Hultquist 2013pu8ivan and Karreth
2015) Rebelbiased direct intervention is also linked to a lower probability that the civil
conflict ends due to lack of armed activity, but apparently it has no impact on the chances of
termination in anegotiated settlemer(Sullivan and Karreth 2015)Likewise, though it

certainly contributes tprolongingthe conflict(Sawyeret al.2017) indirect support in favour
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of the rebels, such as the provision of funds or weapons, makes ictbgl the most likely
outcome(Jones 2017)

The impact of governmetiiased external intervention on the outcomes of civil conflicts
is instead more ambiguous. One important study found that external interventiongalbofeh
the government make the termination of civil condlitiore likely, especially if the intervener
is a great powefRegan 1996)This study, howevedid not clarify which specific outcome is
the most likely when an external actor intervenes in favour of the governhnerdmbiguity
regarding the correlation between governntgased external interventions and outcomes of
civil conflicts revolves around whether the intervention eases the path of the incumbent
government toward victory. In fact, whilst some studiasefound that governmedttiased
interventions foster the conditions for a victory for the government, other stualiesnot
found such a cleacut correlation. A crossational study on external interventions in civil
conflicts postulates that governmdnased external interventions alter the decision calculus of
the government involved in the civil confligBalchLindsay et al. 2008) As these
interventions decrease the costs that govertsnbave to sustain for the struggle and
simultaneously increase their military capabilities, governrh&ased external interventions
should put the incumbent governments in a better position to defeat the rebels and, at the same
time, makethe negotiatedolution of the conflict an unappealing opti@alch-Lindsayet al.
2008) However, whilst the authors of this study have found that an intervention on behalf of
the government improvetsichances tdefeat the rebelsiegotiated settlements appear to be
more likely when a third party intervenes militarily in support of the incumbent government
(BalchrLindsayet al.2008)

Other researchers argue that the success of govermasatl external interventions in
bringing about outcomes that are favourable to the government depesdme conditions.

According to one study, the probability of victory for a government that receives external
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support is linked to the duration of the civil conflict. Governments supported by external actors
are more likely to succeed only once the dohfias become protractédones 2017)A key
study on the termination of insurgencies has found instead that is not the goveriasedt
interventionper sethat makes government victory more likely. Rather, it is itinéng of the
intervention, as much as the extent and type of support provided, that affects the chances of the
supported government to achieve vict@@pnnable and Libicki 2010, pg9i 50).

On a similar vein, another study has found that goverrimiased direct interventions
do not necessarily translate into government victory because external actors intervene in
support of governments only in the most difficult cases, whenergment is unable to carry
out the armed effort autonomous{Gent 2008) Accordingly, the disparity in terms of
effectiveness between redshsed and governmehtased direct interventions is due to a
selection effect, for governmehtased external interventions occur only when tleeimmbent
government is unable to defeat the rebels on its (@amt 2008) Being the situation already
complicated, it is more likely that the external intervention fails to determine a positive effect
on the chances of government vict¢@ent 2008)

This view is challenged by a study that argues that the disparity ia tdreffectiveness
of rebetbiased and governmehtased external interventions is not simply the result of a
selection effect(Sullivan and Karreth 2015)Rather, this study postulates, the different
effectiveness depends on the level of military capaaf the belligerents. External direct
interventions increase the probability of wvi
main obstacle to strategi ¢Sulbvanad Kasreth 2015, pl ac k ¢
270) Rebelbiased interventions significantly result in a higher likelihood of rebel victory
because rebels characteristically lack adequate military power and virtually any external
support boosts their fighting capacity. Conversedxternal interventions increase the

likelihood of government victory only when the government is weaker than or at parity with
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the rebels in terms of conflifighting capacities and the intervention compensates for this
deficiency(Sullivan and Karretl2015)

Sometimes, both the government and the rebels receive support from an external actor.
Building on the influential theory afipenessand mutually hurting stalematésee Zartman
1989, 1993) one studypositedthat the simultaneous terventions in favour of both the
government and the rebels should create the conditions of ripeness and thus make negotiated
solutions more likely to be foun@alch-Lindsayet al. 2008) However, the addition of other
strategic actor$ the external actors generates collective action problems that make the
bargaining among the parties much more complicated, fostering instead the conditions for a
stalematgBalchLindsay et al. 2008) This study has found support for this proposition as
balanced external interventions cause the conflict to reach a stalemate and negotiated
settlements to be less and not more likely whah bee belligerents are recipients of external

support(see also Balchindsay and Enterline 2000, Regan 2002)

1.2.2. Neutral external interventions and the outcomes of civil conflicts

External actors often interverie civil conflicts to favour the conditions for the negotiated
resolution of the conflict. When this is their objective, external actors, both state actors and
international organisations, try to do so through the mediation of the controversies beawveen th
belligerents and/or peace operations.

External actors, especially states, offer their mediation for a host of reasons. The
willingness of third parties to mediate a civil conflict depends mostly on whether they have
interests that are being threatenedHhmsy conflict, they are part of a defence pact that includes
also the country at conflict, they share historical linkages with the belligerents, or they have
previous experience as mediat@@eig and Regan 2008Ylediation is a vergommon tool

of conflict management and from the literature it emerges that it can affect how the civil
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conflicts terminate. Previous research has established that mediation is crucial for creating the
conditions for the successful negotiated settlememwivilf conflicts. Two influential studies
havefound that only with the intervention of a third party as mediator and guarantor the
negotiated settlement and the poshflict transition toward a stable political system could be
successfulWalter 1997, 1999)On a similar vein, another study postuthteat although
mediators do not have the power to influence the elements of irrationality and identity that
characterise many civil conflicts, tiheole in peace processes is still crucial because they can
alter the calculus of the belligerents about the benefits of a negotiated settlement and generate
the conditions for durable settleme(ksng 1997)

External actors try to foster the conditions for the negotiated settlement of civil conflicts
not only through the mediation of the controversies but also through peace operations. These
operations are normally carriedit under the auspices of international organisations, like the
United Nations, or other regional organisations. A recent article has demonstrated that peace
operations are an effective tool for managing the outbreak, escalation, continuation, and
recurrence of conflict(Hegreet al. 2019) The literature on peace operations is vast and a
detailed account on the evolution of these operations and the determinants of their success falls
well beyond the scope of the current review. For the purpose of the presassidiscsuffice
it to say that peace operations have been indicated as having anafspact the outcomes
of civil conflicts. In general terms, civil conflicts in which peace operations are deployed are
more likely to endDoyle and Sambanis 2000Ylore specifically, the deployment of peace
operations is linked to a higher probability that the civil conflisti® in either truce or
negotiated settlemeriDeRouen and Sobek 2004hese findings were partly confirmed by
another study, which found that the intervention of peacekeepers under the auspices of the UN
or other IGOs increases the likelihood that a civil conféamninate in alraw, that is either in

astalemate or negotiated settlem@fartna 2009)
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1.2.3. Selfinterested external interventions and the outcomes of civil conflicts

Finally, another commoreason why external actors intervene in civil conflicts is to pursue
their very own agenda. When this occurs, one studydntite resolution of the civil conflict
becomes much more complicat@glinningham 2010)External actors bring into the conflict

their own independent preferences. If they are pursuing an independent agenda, it might be
expected that their preferences mmt necessarily adhere to those of the main belligerents.
Thus, the external actors consent to a negotiation only if and when their preferences are
appeasedCunningham 2010)This study holds that the presence of additional preferences,
presumably of an actor that has more authority and power than the actual belligerents, makes
the bargaining process between the opponents much more difficult and, accordingly, negotiated
settements unlikely to be finalis¢@€unningham 2010)n addition, as the external actor could
extract high gains from a vaty in function of lower costs for fighting, negotiations
automatically appear as an unappealing option to the external actor. For these reasons, self
interested external interventions can deter negotiated solutions and significantly prolong civil

conflicts (Cunningham 2010)

13. 1 26 OAQGAf O2yFtA0Ga SYRY (UKS NRf S
rise

Certainly, outcomes dfivil conflicts cannot be entirely explained with factors related to the
characteristics of the state and the intervention of external actors. Arguably, the literature on

civil conflicts focused to a larger extent on the capacity and characteristics sfaties to

explain the outcomes of civil conflicts, partly neglecting the equally important role that the

rebels have in these conflicts. Nonetheless, it is axiomaticebatsare part of the conflict

equation and several studies have investigatedhshetome of the characteristics could
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explain why civil conflicts end in a certain way. In particular, scholars have focused on whether
the rebel sd motivations to rise and measur e

conflict outcomes.

13.1.R®& St 4Q INARSOlIyOSa yR GUKS 2dzi02YSa 27
One of themost important debadean peace and conflict researcévolves around whether

rebels start off their rebellion because of grievar{Gsr 1970) greed(Collier and Hoeffler

1998, 2004)or because they simply have the opportunity to dg-earon and Laitin 2003)

To a certain extent, the literature on civil conflict outcomes followed the debate on the causes

of conflict outbreaks to ascertain whether the reasons why the conflict was fought in the first
place could also affect the way in which it terminates.

Civil conflicts fought because of large popular grievances are believed to be intractable.
Their intractability is motivated by the inherent indivisibility of the stakes of the conflict. The
indivisibility of the stakes, it is widely held, makes the negetlaolutions of civil conflicts
unlikely. A case in point are those civil conflicts that break out following idergrny ethnie
motivated rebellions. Stakes in these civil conflicts are seen as proverbially indivisible, reason
why they are considered namenable to negotiated settlemeg(sese Licklider 1993, p. 15 for
example) These conflicts are thought to be averse to resolution to such an extent that one
influential article suggests that the only possible solution for ethnic civil conflictiseis
partition of the territory of the country in ethnically separated enclgeasgmann 1996)The
intractability of these identitynotivated conflicts has been confirmed by a study thafissl
them unlikely to be settled at the negotiation tafpleltquist 2013) Moreover, from the
literature it emerges that conflicts motivated by large popular grievances are not only

negatively related to peaceful resolutions. Other studies, inhi@egfound that the odds are
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against the rebels in ethnjceligion-, and identitymotivated civil conflict{Masonet al. 1999,
DeRouen and Sobek 2004)

Different dynamics emerge when the rebels rise for greed. As some scholars pointed out,
the termination oftte conflict might noevenbe the objective of the rebels who are fighting
for greed DeRouen and Sobek 2004 these instances, the objective of the rebels is to benefit
from the collapse of the authority of the state and exploit resources that they wouldyormall
be unable to extract in a fully functional polity. For this reason, beside the continuation of the
conflict, a truce that allows to continue making a profit out of the conflict is the outcome that
greedy rebels prefédDeRouen and Sobek 2004)

Unlike identity and greedmotivated conflicts, conflicts initiated by the rebels for
reasons related to the control of territory are much more amenable to negotiated settlements.
Some authors disagree with this proposition, arguing that territorial conflicts are lessdikely
be negotiated because territory might be seen as indivifbléy Toft 2003) especiallyif
such aterritory has a religious valugiassner 2003, 2009However, much of the literature
agrees that territorial conflicts are more likely to be resolved at the negotiation table, especially

secessionist conflicts (Baldhindsayet al 2008, Hultquist 2013, but see Masatral. 1999).

1.32.wSo0SftaQ OFLIOAdGe YR (KS 2dzid2YSa 27
Several studies focused on measures of rebel capacity to explain the outcomes of civil conflicts.
The existing literature has focused mgimdn two dimensions of rebel capacity for the
explanation of outcomes: the mobilising capacity and the military capacity.

The mobilising capacity of the rebels is one of the important factors that compounds in
the overall capacity measure. Rebellions are predominantly contests whose aim is to undermine
the political legitimacy of the government. For this reason, rebels @uaage to mobilise the

population and attain its support are historically thought to be more likely to achieve victory
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(O6nei | I T8%XKalWas 2q0, p. 927 TWinquier 2008je greater the popular support
the rebels are able to attain, the stronger theyiaravis the government in the contest for
legitimacy. For this reason, rebels try to attract popular support by formulating compelling
causes and convincing narrativi@®mes 2004) by exploiting common identitie@Byman

2008) and by creating alternative systems of governance in the territory under their control
(Weinstein 2006, pp. 16397).

Unlike other forms of contention, however, a civil fimb is not a contest fought entirely
on the politicali de ol ogi c al pl ane and the rebelsd mil
the overall capacity measure. Rebeften start the rebellion in a condition of inferiority
relative to the incumbent rigge and this power asymmetry can be considered the norm in civil
conflicts. The Il iterature agrees that the re
they manage to overcome this initial power asymmetry. In fact, the stronger the rebels are
militarily, the more likely they defeat the incumbent governni{dtasonet al. 1999, Gent
2008, Cunningharat al.2009, Sullivan and Karreth 2015)

A high military capacity of theebels, however, does not only translate in a higher
probability of victory. One study has found
negatively correlated with the probability that the civil conflict terminates due to lack of armed
activity (Sullivan and Karreth 2015) Ot her studi es, i nstead, hav
military capacity to be positively correlated with the probability of negotiated settlement
(Cunningharret al.2009, Nilsson 2010However, the most comprehensive study on whether
relative rebel military capacity affects the probability that the civil conflict terminates in
negotiated settlement demonstrated the existence of an invesiedpdd curvihear relation
between rebel military capabilities and the probability of negotiated settlgiatiguist

2013) This indicates that negotiated settlements are more likely when the rebels are at parity
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in terms of power with the incumbent and less likely when thewe gewer asymmetry
(Hultquist 2013)

Some scholars argue that the military capacity of the rebels cannot béy eaireired
by measures that include only the number of fighters at theposal. With regard to the
relation between rebel sd mcholaramantapmthatalgpthe i t y a
strategy that the rebels adopt in the armed struggle ftaenne the outcomes of civil conflicts.
It is widely held in the insurgency literature that guerrilla warfare is the strategy best suited for
insurgenciegsee for example Nagl 2002, Kilcullen 201@his conventional wisdo was
challenged by one study that has found rebels to have greater chances to defeat the incumbent
government in a civil conflict when they can count on conventional capabilities and fight in a
symmetric fashion rather than in a guerrllkle mannerBalcells and Kalyvas 2014Another
influential study argu# instead, that none of the strategies that the rebels adopt is
automatically linked to higher chances of victory. Rather, is the sitatetgraction that
matters. Rebels have higher chances of victory when they use the opposite strategy to the one
used by the incumbent government, fighting in an asymmetric manner when the opponent is
fighting in a symmetric manner antte versgArreguinToft 2001, 208). As noted earlier in
this section, however, rebels often start off their rebellion in a condition of power asymmetry
and the possibility of fighting in a symmetric manner is often precluded to them. Guerrilla
warfare is very often a strategy of nesigsfor rebels as they rarely possess those conventional

capabilities that would allow them to fight the incumbent government in a symmetric manner.
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1.4. The research gap: structural characteristics and intelyramics of

armed oppositions and their impaah civil conflicts outcomes

The literature on the determinants of civil conflict outcomes discussed so far provides powerful
and convincing explanations of how and by virtue of what factors civil conflicts terminate.
There remain, however, several facttirat might affect the outcomes of civil conflicts about
which relatively little is known. A close examination of the existing scholarship suggests that,
beside motivations and capacity, not enough attention has been pawdther fundamental
attributes of the armed oppositions, such as their structural characteristics and internal
competitive and power dynamijasight affect conflict termination.

As the Figure 1 in théntroduction showed, civil conflicts often do not oppose the
government of a state dm united opposition movement. The complex and intractable nature
of civil conflicts is due to a great extent to the involvement of armed oppositions that are
composed of multiple rebel groups. The civil conflicts in Myanmar, Sudan, and Syria are
prominen examples of protracted conflicts that pitted a regime against a fragmented movement
of rebels. These examples underscore a common characteristic of at least half of all civil
conflicts, namely that oppositions are seldom unitary movements that opeaatedrdinated
fashion and whose action is subjected to central command. Rather, opposition movements are
often a plethora of loosely connected rebel groups that use violent means to fight a government
independently from one another and, sometimes, evenamainst each other. Yet, despite
their centrality in shaping the dynamics of civil conflicts, the existing literature has not taken
the structural characteristics atige internal competitive and power dynamics of armed
oppositions in adequate accouMore specifically, although the fragmentation of armed
oppositions and the competition within these movements are widely known characteristics of
civil conflicts, how these characteristics can affecttdreinationof civil conflicts has been

object oflimited investigation.

30



There aresomereasons why these important features of the armed oppodiaeeseceived
limited attention. Many studies in the field of civil conflicts adopted a predominantly state
centric approach. Much of the published rese&iah focused on the features of the states at
conflict, considerablyeglectinghe characteristics of the oppositi@ederman and Gleditsch
2009, Fjelde and Nilsson 2012, p. 60Syuch an approach was conducive to analysis that have
systematically overlooked how differe features of armed oppositions could affect the
dynamics of civil conflicts. This approach, of course, was not necessarily denotative of the
intention of conflict scholars to focus exclusively on the characteristics of the state at conflict.
Until recenty, in fact, the lack of fingrained data on the composition and activityohed
oppositiors has significantly limited the possibility for conflict scholars to include the
structural characteristics and internal dynamics of these oppositions ¥Natgdies of civil
conflicts(Cederman and Gleditsch 200€@onsequently, most of the studies on civil conflicts
were boundto treat armed oppositions as unitamtities(see for example Mason and Fett
1996, Masoret al. 1999, Ayres 2001, Collier and Hoeffler 2004, Fearon 2084jmited
knowledge of how armed oppositions differ in terms of composition, internal competition, and
internal power distribution, and in turn of how these differences may affect severakadpect
civil conflicts, can lead to a partial understanding, if not misguided inferences and explanations,
of the dynamics that make these conflicts so complicated and intractable.

A number of scholars recognised that it was necessary to correct foruRisosglvance
our knowledge of civil conflict processeg.ollowing what it can be defineds the
disaggregation turn in civil conflict studi¢€ederman and Gleditsch 20G#)d owing to the
morerecent availability of finggrained datasets on the actors involved in istede conflicts
(Gleditschet al. 2002, Pettersson and E@K18) a recent strand of research has begun to
examine more meticulously the structural characteristics of armed oppositions and the impact

they have on several aspects of civil conflicts
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The large majority of the existing scholarship focused on rilpdhe root causes of the
fragmentation of armed oppositions and splintering of rebel gridgad et al. 2012, Bakkeet

al. 2012, Seymouet al. 2016, Fjelde and Nilsson 2018)ther studies, instead, rather than
focusing on its root causes, investigated whether fragmentation could explain some of the most
important aspects of civil conflicts, like ongeawrence 2010, Cunningham 2018uration
(Findley and Rudloff 2012, Metternich and Wucherpfennig 2028¢urrencgRudloff and

Findley 2016) and expected levels and targets of violgi@enninghanet al. 2012, Hegeet

al. 2012, Wood and Kathman 2015)

Despitetherecent uptick in the number of related publications, researchers have only just
started looking at what impact different structural characteristics of armed oppositions, like
their fragmentation, and their internal dynamics, like the internadpetition and internal
power distribution, might have on civil conflicts. Despite the progress recently made in this
direction, so far only a handful of studies have analysed the relation between these
characteristic of armed oppositioasid the outcomesf aivil conflicts. As a result,our
knowledge still remains limited in some important ways.

There are four main reasons why the existing scholarship on the impact of different
structural characteristics and intspposition dynamics on the outcomes of lodanflicts can
be considered insufficient. First, the scholarship on the topic is cesgektfic and of limited
generalisability. This is because part of the existing studies®issheadopted a case study
based research design. For example, whieknown what impact the fragmentation of armed
oppositions had on the outcomes of the conflicts in Algeria or Paléktiaase 2014, 2017)
it is unknown whether this phem@non had similar or different effects on other civil conflicts.
Thus, although these studies furthered our knowledge on the impact of fragmentation on the
outcomes of civil conflicts, questions about the general applicability offthdings remain

open
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Second, the related scholarship is mostly outeepeific. As discussed briefly in the
preceding sections, the main interest of conflict scholars concerned with conflict termination
was to isolate the determinants of (un)successful negotiated setdeafetivil conflicts.
Reflecting this general trend, the scholars that investigated the impact of fragmentation on the
outcomes of civil conflicts have done so focusing mainly on the impact that it has on the
prospects of termination in negotiated settletm@ilsson 2010, Lounsbery and Cook 2011)
Accordingly, questions about the impact of fragmentattbrarmed opposition®n other
possible outcomes of civil conflicts, like government victory, rebel victory, or low activity,
remairedlargely unaddressed.

Third, the scholars who have included theginentation of armed oppositions in large
N studies where all the possible outcomes of civil conflicts wereideredhave given a
limited importance to the explanatory power of this variable or have conceptualised
fragmentation in a different mannen particular, one study that investigates the impact of
nonst ate actorsé <characteristics, mai nly the
conflicts(Cunninghanet al.2009) touched upon the impaat fragmentation only tangentially
and did not generate a set of testable hypotheses about the impact it might have on the outcomes
of civil conflicts. Many hypotheses on such an impact, thus, resdamaddressed.

Finally, this body of literature almos#xclusively focused on the impaof rebel
fragmentation on conflict outcomégkhe interpretation of the rebel side as an armed opposition
reveals the existence of relations among the rebel groups that go beyond their simple contextual
presence in the cdidt environment. Rebel groups interact, cooperate, and adapt to what the
other groups in the same conflict environment(Mztternich and Wucherpfennig 2020)
Sometimes, they even fight one anotiq@uestions related to how the internal competition and
the internal power distribution of armed oppositions might affect the outcomes of civil conflicts

have been largely neglected. This is because those scholatsawt adventured in this new
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avenue of research have done so pursuing a research agenda that privileged the investigation
of how the fragmentation could affect the dynamics of civil conflicts, leaving aside direct
assessments of how different levels démal competition and power distribution might also
do. With regard to the internal power distribution, one study in particular used information
about the fighting power of each rebel group involved in a civil conflict. This study, however,
analysed howhe power of each group relative to the government could affect the outcome of
civil conflicts (Cunninghanet al. 2009) To the best of my knowledge, no study investigates
how the internal power distributiarf the armed oppositions could affect the outcomes of civil
conflicts. Only Krause(2014, 2017)has focused on the internal power distribution of
nationalistmovements. However, his research specifically addresses the puzzle of how this
distribution affects the chances of a nationalist movement to succeed in creating a nation state
and not on how it might affect each possible outcome of civil conflitsa esult, key
guestions on how competitive and power relations among rebel groups of the same armed
opposition affect conflict terminaticat a general leveemained largely unaddressed

Knowing how civil conflicts terminate and, most importantly, which destreatethe
conditions fora specific outcom# occur is as important as understanding why these conflicts
break out, linger, and recur. It is only by knowing how and by virtue of what factors civil
conflicts end that researchers can make sense pfdkierbial complexity and intractability of
these conflicts and policymakers can devise appropriate stratediesseidhe conditions for
a negotiated resolution. A partial knowledge of how the structural characteristié¢starmhl
relationsof armedoppositionmight affect the dynamics of civil conflicts strongly limits our
understanding of conflict processes and termination. dissertationcoversthis gap in the
literature and in our knowledgehy assessinghow and to what extent different armed
oppositiond structur al characteristics, |ike

internal competition and internal power distribution, affect the outcomes of civil configcts
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main aim is to expand our knowledge on the relation betwessetcharacteristics of armed
oppositions and the outcomes of civil conflicts through the provision of a comprehensive
analysis that goes beyottte existing limited in scope, contegpecific, and not generalisable

studies.
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2. Fragmentation, internal competition, and internal power
distribution: an explanatory model of the impact on conflict

termination

The review of the literature revealed that the scholarship on civil conflicts dossficiently
account for the impact thttestructural characteristics and the internal competitive and power
relations of armed oppositions have oonflict termination The main argument of the
dissertation is that the fragmentatiofy) the competitionand the distribution of powaevithin
armed oppositiancan affect whether a civil conflict terminates in rebel victory, government
victory, peace agreemerteasefire, or low activity

In this chapter, an explanatory moé®ithe association of these chateristics of armed
oppositions with specific civil conflict outcomes is illustrated. To facilitate the understanding
of what comes next, both from a theoretical and methodological standpoint, the chapter begins
with the conceptualisation of these chégastics and other core concepts of the dissertation.
Then, the expected effaatf these characteristics on each conflict outcanegliscussed and

the relative hypothesis are formalised.

2.1. Core concepts

In thelntroduction and Chapter 1, reference was made to a series of concepts that are of critical
importance forthe dissertationThese concepts are widely used in the literature but, due to
different interpretations of them, are often surrounded by conceptimagaity. It is by no

means the aim of this section to discuss at length the strength and weaknesses of each
conceptualisation proposed in the literature of the phenomena under studydthenggh the

conceptualisation provided by other scholars for tlvese concepts is discussed, this section
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specifically aims to clarify how they are framed in the pres&gertation Following these
clarifications, it would be easier to grasp the causal mechanisms that link the characteristics of
armed oppositions @ specific conflict outcome and some of the operational choices that were

made to conduct the analysis.

2.1.1. Civil conflict

The first concept that needs to be conceptualised is that of civil conflict. It has been argued that
differences in the way civil colits are conceptualised might have serious consequences for
the scholarship on the topic, as they can affect the results obtained by investigations on this
specific type of political violence and, more in general, our understanding of the specific
dynamic that characterise this phenome(®ambanis 2004, Sambanis and Schulkh@fenl
2019) According to King, the boundaries of the concept of civil conflict are often pushed so
far thatodawha as a civil war is thus often
conceptualisation of civil conflict and the word used to refer to it, such as insurgency or
rebellion, deperglon the political stance of the obsery&ing 1997, p. 19) Other scholars
instead claim that, in the end, the various conceptualisations of civil conflict converge around
the same key featuresnd that, rather, the disagreements revolve around their
operationalisatior{Kalyvas 2009) These differences, though small they may be, can have
important consequences on aspects of crucial importance for empirical investigations, such as
operationalisation and coding. As a consequence, differences in conceptualeaadi
operationalisatioran largely affect the findings and conclusions that are drawn from studies
on civil conflicts (Sambanis and Schulhof@/ohl 2019) For thisreason, it is of the utmost
importance to clarify what is meant by civil conflict in the presksgertation

The conceptualisation of civil conflict adopted in this dissertation builds on the

conceptualisation of armed conflict provided by UCDP/PRIOhiet codebook of t
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conf | i c {Gleditscheta. 200X Pettersson and Eck 2018)CDP/PRIO define an
armed conflict as 6éa contested incompatibild]i
the use of armed force between two parties, of which at least one is the government of a state,
results in at least 25 batttelated death | n a c¢ aPetterssba and Fck 2018his
conceptualisation contains all the necessary elements to qualify an armed conflajaide
its operationalisation: an armed conflict is fought for a@ompatibility concerning
government, territory, or both, between at least two parties; an armed conflict can be considered
as such when one of the two parties is the government of a recognis€dasiitan armed
conflict differs from minor forms of cdantion, like riots, protests, or any other limited outburst
of violence, because the parties resaith a certain intensityto the use of armed force to
resolve their incompatibility. The use of armed force is deemed to be intense enough to
representm@instance of conflict if it results in at least 25 batdkated deaths per calendar year
(Gleditschet al. 2002, Pettersson and Eck 2018his conceptualisation of armed conflist
coherent, it adheres to mmgterpretation of armed conflicts, amdntains all the necessary
elements to embrace any type of armed conflict involving a state-sdr@mic conflicts,
interstate conflicts, internal conflicts, and internationalised internal confiistsuch, is th
best starting point from which to draw the conceptualisation of civil conflict for the purpose of
this dissertation.

The focus of thiglissertations civil conflicts only. Drawingfrom the conceptualisation
of armed conflict provided by UCDP/PRI@Gleditschet al. 2002, Pettersson and Eck 2018)
in this dissertation a civil conflict is conceptualised@sntested incompatibility that concerns
government and/or territory where the use of armed force betwegratives, the government

of a state and an armed opposition, results in at least 25 batdéed deaths in a calendar

6 Conflicts in which none ofhe parties is the recognised government of a state are defined-sist@oonflicts
(see Sundbergt al.2012, Pettersson and Eck 2018)
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year and occurs within the boundaries of the state whose government and/or territory is
disputed This conceptualisation of civil condli contains all the elements that qualify it as an
armed conflici incompatibility, one of the parties is the government of a state, use of armed
force, and minimum intensifiyand the elements that qualify it@sil. An armed conflict can

be considered civil conflict when two additional criteria are met: the second primary party is

an armed opposition and the use of armed force occurs within the boundaries of the state whose
government and/or territory are disputed. Thus, this definition embracesoaflict that

occurs between the government of a state and one or more rebel groups, irrespective of whether
third-party states are (internationalised internal conflict) or are not involved in the dispute
(internal conflict), and excludes from the analysiy conflict that occurs between two or more
states (interstate conflicts) and between a state and opposition organisations outside the
territory of the state (extrasystemic conflicts).

The conceptualisation of civil conflict adoptedthis dissertatiomesembles alternative
conceptualisations adopted in other seminal studies on the topic. In some way, it is similar to
the one provided bgmall andSinger who conceptual i armeda@onflict vi | ¢
that involves (a) military action intern& the metropole(b) the active participation of the
national government, and (c) effectivesistance bypoth sideé (Small and Singer 1982, p.

210). It also does not differ much from the one provided by Kalywasseminal work on the

topi c, where they ¢ on aengdtcangat itakirgplaca within the | con
boundaries of a recognized sovereign entity between parties subject to a common authority at

the outset of the hostilitiégKalyvas 2006, p. 17)n a way, it also recalls the interpretation of
civil conflict a sillusaatedby Sambanisand $ahulhpferwWohlpntau r e 6
recent articldSambanis and Schulhofé/ohl 2019) These similaritiesonfirm thatdifferent
conceptualisations ofwi conflictsdo indeed convergaround the same key featuf&slyvas

2009) However, although the conceptualisation of civil conflict adopted in this dissertation
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converges towasdthe minimum definition of this phenomenon, it also contains some
additional elements that need to foether clarified. These elementgelp further qualifythe
essential conceptualisation of civil conflict as an armed struggle between a government and
nonstate actor over a defined incompatibibtydbring it closer to what it could be seen as an
operational definition.

The first elemenis that of armed opposition. What an armed oppositas discussed
in detail in the next section. For the purpose of the present discussion, suffice it to say that
instead of a generic nestate challenger, the conceptualisation of civil conflict aglbpt this
dissertation requires that the opponent of the government must be an armed opposition for the
armed struggle to be considered an instance of civil conflict. This peculiarity of the
conceptualisationeveals the aim of the dissertation to eschew different approaches to the
study of civil conflicts: one, overly aggregated, that interprets civil conflicts as instances of
armed struggle between the government anthdefiniterebel side and, as such, overlooks
the variations that exists withihd rebel side in terms alitonomousctors; the other, overly
disaggregated, that instead interprets civil conflicts as instances of armed struggle between the
government and a rebel group and, as such, overlooks the interdependencies that exist among
therebel groups fighting the same oppon@ederman and Gleditsch 2009, Quatral.2019,
Sambanis and Schulhofévohl 2019. This conceptualisation of civil conflict positions this
dissertation at a medevel of aggregation, whereby a civil conflict remains a dyadic affair
between a government and a rgtate challengdvut simultaneouslyecognises that variation
existsin terms of rebel actors and that these actors might be interdepdddenthisoccurs
in practice would be clearer from the reading of the next sections, which discuss the concepts
of armed opposition and fragmentatiandof Section 3.2.2., which discusses the implications
of this conceptualisation in terms of measurement, atute technicatonsiderations as to

why this conceptualisation was chosen in the first placeclanifieswhy operationalisinghe
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civil conflict as a dyadic struggle between a government and an armed opposition is more
appropriate for the present dissertation than the more common operationalisation as a dyadic
conflict between a government and a rebel group.

The secondelementis the minimum number of fataliies Compared to other
conceptualisations of civil conflidhat do not make any direct mention to the intensity of
violence, the conceptualisation of civil conflict adopted in this study clarifies from the outset
which is the minimum levedf violence that a civil conflict must produce in a calendar year to
be considered as such. The choice to add this specific element to the conceptualisation was
made for two main reasons. Fjras the conceptualisation of civil conflict adopted in thigst
draws from the one of armed confliptovided by UCDP/PRIQGleditschet al. 2002,
Pettersson and Eck 2018nd considering that the majority of the data used for the empirical
analysis comes from this vergugce, | considered adopting their minimum intensity threshold
as a logical decision to avoid consequent issues in terms of operationalisation and coding of
civil conflict events. Second and more importanéigolimited levels of violencemay fit the
degription and fall within the boundaries of what is a civil conflict. By focusing on extreme
levels of violence only (i.e. 10G@atalitiesper calendar year), the concept of civil conflict would
be too restrictive and ledde analysis to overlook less imtge but not less important instances
of violent contestation. As it is the aim of this dissertation to incindhe analysisany
incompatibility between a government aaalarmed opposition contested through the use of
armed force, setting the intensigvel at a much higher threshold would have betrayed this
aim and led the dissertation to overlook many important, albeit less intense, instances of civil
conflict. Of course, the threshold is arbitrary and, as such, controversial by definition

However,in light of the two reasons expressed above, | considered the additithis of

" For a deeper discussion on the minimum intensity of cmflicts and threshold see: Sambanis (2004) and
Sambanis and Schulhofgvohl (2019).
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minimum intensity threshold tilve conceptualisation of civil conflict as an appropriate choice

for the purposes of the present dissertation.

2.1.2. Armed opposition

In recent yearthere has been a growing recognition among conflict scholars that the rebel side
of a civil conflict cannot be considered a unitantity but, rather, a collection of more or less
loosely connected rebel groups. Rather than a unitestytutionalised, and cohesive actor, the
rebel side of the conflict can be more appropriately thought of as a movement composed of
different nonstate actors that mobilise around a collectively shared issue. Even though it is
more common nowadays to umskand the rebel side of the conflict in this way,
conceptualisations of rebel movements diverge substantially in the literature.

Some scholars grounded their conceptualisation of rebel movement on the nature of the
dispute between the government and #lgel groups involved in the struggle. One way in
which the set of nogtate actors at conflict has been collectively defineglisdetermination
groups (Cunningham 2011, Cunninghaet al. 2012) According to this conceptualisation,
factionsare the basic unit and a sdkéterminationgroup is the overarching structure that
connects the factions together. The factions are tied together only so long that they mobilise
around a shared seleterminabn issue. On a similar vein, some scholars defined the set of
nonstate groups at conflict asmtionalist movementdrause 2014, 2017, Mahoney 2020)
According to tlis conceptualisation, a nationalist movement is the overarching structure that
connects different rebel groups that mobilise around the shared goal of creating a new nation
state. While these conceptualisations certainly have their merits, they do thet fitesent
dissertation for two main reasons: first, the proponents place emphasis either on nationalist
selfdetermination disputes; second, in the case of-dedrmination movements, the

proponents include in their definition also raplent factons (Cunningham 2011,
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Cunninghanet al.2012) As this dissertation aims to analyse all possible civil conflicts and to
focus specifically on active participants that use the armed force to theitlaispute, any
definition of a set of rebel groups that is grounded on the nature of the dispute and/or includes
nontviolent factions is not apt for this dissertation

Other scholars, instead, took an approach to the conceptualisation of rebel mevement
that encompasses all the possible sets of rebel groups without discriminating them based on
whether they are fighting for selfieterminatioror nationalist goals. In an influential article
that attempts to bring clarity to the concept of fragmentatioabal movement is defined as
an overarching structure that comprises all the rebel organisations that mobilise around a shared
collective identity and make demands related to this identity and the people who @elkeat
et al.2012) In this case, what links the rebel groups in a movement are not shared nationalist
or seltdetermination goals, but a shared identity. By placing emphasis @areaddstentity it
follows that rebel movements exist only insofar the rebel groups share such identity.
Accordingly, all those instances in which rebel groups do not have a shared identity but still
share common political interests that can link them tagetha movement are excluded. The
emphasis on a shared identity thus limits the scope of the conceptualisation of rebel movement
in a substantial manner. The narrow scope of this conceptualisation makes it not apt for the
present dissertation, for it exles those rebel movements whose groups mobilise around a
shared political issue even though they do not share the same identity

Other scholars, instead, point to the generic incompatibility that is being contested as the
connection between disparate regp®ups in a movement. Cunningham defines@sosition
movemengany set of nosstate groups that contest the same incompatibility related to either
government, territory, or botf2013) Moving beyond the conceptualisation of movement as
the overarching structure that links together rebel groups that share nationadisk-

determination goalsor a common identity, this conceptualisation introduces the
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incompatibility as the tie thathils the rebel groups together. By removing the discrimination
based on identity, nationalist selfdetermination goals and focusing on the incompatibility,
the scope of this conceptualisation is broad enough to embrace all the possible rebel
movements. Bspite the merits of this conceptualisatioowever it is still not suitable for the
present dissertation. In fact, this conceptualisation does not make a direct mention to the use of
force as a criterium for identifying nestate groups as active panpiants in civil conflics.
Without this specification, the conceptualisation of opposition movement becomes so broad
that may include parties, political wings, and/or peaceful groups that mobilise against the
government around the same incompatibility dmet notde factoactive participants in the civil
conflict. As the interest of this dissertation lies in civil conflicts, and not political mobilisation
per se, one of the central criteria for reiate groups to be considered active participards in
conflict is that they resort to armed force to contest the incompatibility

The conceptualisation of opposition movement provided by Fjelde and Nilsson resolves
this issue (2018). These scholars definarased opposition movemeatn y &6 gr oup of
organizaibns that are engaged in the same political conflict and thereby contest the same
i ncomp a@dld) noteil)t yTéhi s conceptualisation is sim
it identifies the incompatibility as the link between different armed organisations, but it departs
from it by specifying that onlyarmed organisationscan be considered part of an armed
oppostion, that is those nestate groups that use armed force to contest the incompatibility

Building on the definition provided by Fjelde and Nilsson (2018), in this study rebels are
collectively defined as armed oppositions. An armed opposition is conteptasthe set of
rebel groups that use armed force against the incumbent government of a state to contest the
same incompatibility concerning government and/or territoffis way of collectively
defining rebel groups, | contend, is the most suitabteltfe current dissertation for two reasons.

First, it encompasses all the possible armed oppositions, not exclusively those that fight for
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selfdeterminatioror nationalist goals. By doing so, it embraces all the possible civil conflicts,

not only those tht are fought for either nationalist or sédtermination reasons only, but both.

As it clarifies what is theonditio sine qua nofor a set of rebel groups to be considered an
armed opposition, namely that they contest the same incompatibility, moioestter whether

they share the same identity. Rebel groups can be considered part of an overarching structure
so long that they contest the same incompatibility. In doing so, this conceptualisation does not
exclude those rebel groups that fight alortieas for the same incompatibility but do not share

the same identity. Second, it includes only those groups that use armed force in their contest
against the government. This reflects the intention of dealing only with active, violent,

participants of theivil conflict.

2.1.3. Structural characteristics of the armed opposition

Armed oppositions can operate with variable degrees of coordination and cohesion. This
specific aspect leads to the next concept that requires attention: the concept of fragmentation.
Although it has found wide application in the recent literature on civil conflicts, also the
concept of fragmentation is still surrounded by conceptual ambiguity.

According to Bakke et a(2012) the concept of fragmentation has been approached in three
different ways in the existing literature: as the extent of internal divisions within a rebel
movement(see for example Lawrence 2010, Cunningham 2011, Cunningharh 2012,

Fjelde and Nilsson 2018asthe splintering of rebel grougsee for example Asait al.2012,
Findley and Rudloff 2012, Rudloff and Findley 2016% the degree of institutionaditon

among rebel groups in a movemefPearlman and Cunningham 2012As the
conceptualisdon of fragmentation adopted in the present dissertation falls squarely within the

first approach, the following paragraphs outline how other scholars that have a similar
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understanding of fragmentation have conceptualised it and, building on their Wwerk, t
conceptualisation adopted in this dissertation is then provided.

A considerable number of scholars consider fragmentation of rebel movements as a
multidimensional concept. Bakke et al. understand fragmentation as a concept that includes
three different but related dimensiof2012) They argue that fragmentation refers
simultaneously to the number of rebel groups within a movement, the level of
institutionalisation of the movement, and the distribution of power within the movement. This
conceptialisation has found wide application in the literature. However, although some
scholars claimed to have adopted #pgcificconceptualisation, in practice they only focused
on of one its dimensions, namely the number of rebel groups within a movéaenfor
example Seymatet al. 2016, Mosinger 2018)

On a similar vein, also Krause considers fragmentation as a multidimensional concept
(Krause 2014, 2017)n his works on the topic, fragmetita is a specific condition that is not
just related to the number of groups within a movement. According to his typology of
nationali st movement sé6 structur al character.i
multiple stronggroups in a movemenhat are not allied with each oth@rause 2014)By
discriminating instances of fragmentation of rebel movembated on whether they are
composed of multiplstrongandunaffiliatedgroups, and not just multiple groups, Krause too
introduces the dimensions of power distribution and alliances in the concept of fragmentation.

Other scholars, instead, see fragmeatatas a unidimensional concept that refers
exclusively to the existence of multiple rebel groups within a rebel movement. According to
Cunningham, fragmentation is simply the division of a rebel movement in multiple factions
(2011, 2013, Cunninghaset al. 2012) On a similar vein, Fjelde and Nilsson conceptualise
fragmentation as the existence of multiple rebel groups within an opposition movement (2018).

This dissertation builds on these conceptualisations of fragmentation as a unidimensional
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concept but alsoaparts from them in some important respects. The fragmentation of an armed
opposition is conceptualised #se existence of multiple rebel groupseach of which is
autonomous and contests the same incompatibiMythin an armed opposition that results
from either the simultaneous rebellion of two or more rebel groups against the government,
the splintering of a group already involved in the conflict, and/or the emergence of new groups
that are unaffiliated to the one(s) already involved in the conflict line with this
conceptualisation, fragmentation is not observable if the armed effort against the incumbent
government is carried out by a single rebel group. While an armed opposition composed of a
single rebel group can still be considered an arnppdsition, for it is armed and is opposing
the government, it cannot certainly be considered a fragmented armed opposition. This rebel
group may be affected by internal divisions and contain factions, but if none of these factions
is formally organised, l&its own name, separate chain of command, and/or is subject to higher
command, then fragmentation is not observable. Fragmentation is only observable if the armed
effort against the incumbent government is collectively carried out by multiple rebel groups
These rebel groups are formally organised-siate armed actors that have their own name,
militants, and are not subject to higher command. As discussed before, to be considered part
of an overarching armed opposition these rebel groups must have sewhilgainst the
government for reasons related to the same incompatibility. This conceptualisation of
fragmentation builds significantly on the one provided by Fjelde and Nilsson (2018), except
for one important difference. In this dissertation, fragmemtat might be also due to the
simultaneous rebellion of two or more rebel groups, and not only to the splintering of existing
rebel groups or the emergence of new ones when the conflict is already underway.

The conceptualisation of fragmentation providedowab calls for an additional
clarification. In the present dissertation, fragmentation aplihtering have a different

connotation. In published research, the two terms have often been used interchangeably. Are
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they conceptually different? If we look atettmeaning of the word not quite. However, by
adopting a conceptualisation of fragmentation that focuses on the existence of multiple rebel
groups that results frorte simultaneous rebellion of two or more rebel groups against the
government, the splinteny of a group already involved in the conflict, and/or the emergence
of new groups that are unaffiliated to the one/s already involved in the coiféintsplintering
assumes a different connotation, becoming one of the components of fragmentatiop, namel
the division of a rebel group already involved in the confliot.this dissertation, thus,
fragmentatioralready includes the concept of splintering. The term splintering only refers to
the event of a division of a rebel group in two or more actorssamot used as a synonym of
fragmentation, which instead refers to a larger phenomenon of which splintering is just one of
the components. In fact, only a small minority of rebel groups form following a split of the
original rebel grougWalter 2019) For this reason, it is of paramount importance to clarify
from the outset that this dissertation does not focus exclusively on thesecspstdiinces of

split but rather on the larger phenomenon of fragmentation.

There are reasons why fragmentation in the present dissertation is interpreted as a
unidimensional concept that amounts exclusively to the division of an armed opposition in
multiple groups. | contend that conceptualisations of fragmentation as a multidimensional
concept risk conflating excessively the concept with dimensions that deserve independent
analysis. By collapsing the important dimensions of institutionalisation, powgbdigin, or
alliances into the concept of fragmentation, it is possible that not enough attention is reserved
to each of these individual dimensions and to the different effects they may have on the
dynamics of civil conflicts. By conflating fragmentatievith multiple phenomena that are
certainly related but conceptually different, empirical investigations could fail to single out and
discover the individual importance that each of them has for conflict processes. In this sense,

thus, fragmentation riskdbecoming a concept of limited analytical use. Accordingly,
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fragmentation| argue,should be seen as a unidimensional concept that reflects the extent of
internal divisions within an armed opposition, so that the impact that it may have on the
dynamics ofconflict can be accurately assessed without being obscured or significantly
affected by other related but conceptually different phenomena. As discussed in the next
sections, some of the dimensions that have been included by other scholars in a
multidimensonal understanding of fragmentation are analysed individually in the present

dissertation.

2.1.4. Internal competition

Competition is a normal condition in mufiarty settings such as civil conflicts. The conflict
itself can be considered a violent competiti@tween the government and an armed opposition
over a certain incompatibility concerning the sovereign authority over the country or one of its
regions. Rebel groups within an armed opposition compete with the government to attain their
objectives, secemm or government, but also with each other to place themselves in a position
of primacy visavis the others. For the purpose of ttissertationsituations as such are seen
as instances of internal competition. With internal competition | refer tattn@pt of the rebel
groups that are part of an armed opposition to gain advantages, both material and immaterial,
at the expenses of other groups of the opposition in order to position themselves in a condition
of superiority and/or have a larger sharghaf conflict spoils. It is internal because it occurs
within the armed opposition, that is among rebel groups that are linked together by a common
incompatibility with the government

Rebel groups might try to gain advantages over their perceived campetidisparate
manners and it is not easy to capture these attempts with a single concept. As it often happens,
complex and multifaceted phenomena like the competition among actors require measures that,

although not perfect, can be used as a proxyeofrthin concept whose effects a study intends
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to investigate. In this case, lacking a reaglgde measure of internal competition, the best way

to capture the concept and the impact it has on conflict processes is by looking at two prominent
dimensions of iternal competition: independence of the rebel groups, the condition by which
groups within the opposition are neither formally nor informally allied but completely
independent and unaffiliated; and intposition violence, the condition by which the lebe
groups, on top of the fight against the government, also engage in systematic violence against
one another. These two dimensions capture two different levels of internal competition, in order
of presumed severity. The first dimension, independence ofetied groups, is seen as a
moderate level of internal competition because rebel groups that find themselves in such a
predicament do not share the necessary resources to pursue their fight against the government.
Accordingly, as they operate in a contexffinite resources, the only way to maximise their

own resources is to compete with the other rebel groups to obtain the largest share of them.
The second dimension, instead, is seen as a high level of internal competition because the rebel
groups engagén active fight against one another to obtain the necessary resources or to
altogether wipe out possible competitors for the conflict spoils. | defer a more detailed

discussion about how these measures are operationalised to Chapter 3.

2.1.5. Internal power distbution

The rebel groups within an armed opposition might differ in terms of militants and resources
available to them. Depending on the amount of resources available, both material and
immaterial, a rebel group can be considered more or less powerfulhthathers and thus

have greater or smaller chances to obtain its objectives, exercise control over the other groups,
or obtain the largest share of conflict spoils. Power can be defined in several ways and there is
a large literatur@ which falls beyod the scope of this sectianon how it should be best

conceptualised and measured. In this research, power is limited to its armed dimension only,
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that is the wafighting capacity of each actor involved in the conflict. The interest of this
dissertationlies in the share that each rebel group has of the overall power of the armed
opposition. Partially capturing the dimension of power included in the concept of fragmentation
provided by Krause (2014, 2017), the aim is to understand how different distnbafipower

within the opposition affects conflict processes, that is whether the existence of a hegemonic
rebel group within the opposition leads to different conflict outcomes than those observed if
power is distributed more evenly across the rebel ggoAccordingly, internal power
distribution refers the distribution of wéighting capacity across the rebel groups withim
armedopposition. | defer to Chapter 3 a detailed discussion of how théigiding capacity

of each rebel group and the contation or dispersion of power is measured.

2.1.6. Civil conflict outcomes

Finally, each possible type of civil conflict outcome requires a precise conceptualisation. Civil
conflicts outcomes are not, in fact, as clear as those of interstate wars, at the @nahich
there is a clear winner, loser, or a negotiated solution. Outcomes in civil conflicts are murkier.
Civil conflicts might stop for a while and restart or draw out for long with low teuél
violence. For this very reason, precise definitions bémvand how a civil conflict ends are
necessary

For the purpose of this dissertation, the conceptualisation of civil conflict outcomes
follows strictly the one provided in the codebook of the UCDP conflict termination dataset
(Kreutz 2010). There are twoain reasons behind this choice. First, their conceptualisation of
each outcome is clear, coherent, and complete in all its parts. Accordingly, there is no need to
provide alternative conceptualisations as the existing ones are already accurate ani&ppropr

for the dissertation. Second, as this dataset is used as the main source for the construction of
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the dependent variable of the study, different conceptualisations of each outcome might lead
to discrepancies in how the observations are coded

In line with the UCDP conflict termination data, thus, victory is the outcome of civil
conflict that occurs when o6éone side in an a
ot herwise succumbs through capitul alreun, sur
2010) Victory is achieved by the government si
defeat or eliminate the opposition, who may succumb to the power of the other through
capitulation or public anaomepdemepood toont B
oust the government, or comprehensively defeat or eliminate the opposition, who may succumb
to the power of the other t hr &ewz0lo)Rgacet ul at i
agreements the outcome of civilaof | i ct t hat occurs when an 0a
in a series of agreements, concerned with resolving or regulating the incompatibility
completely or a central part ofis] signed and/or accepted by all or the main parties active in
last yearo f ¢ o (KKredtzi 2810) &€easefireis the outcome that occurs when a halt of the
hostilities has been agreed upon by the war:H
last in a series of agreements, does not include any resolution of the incompatibility. Typically,
ceasefires areoncerned with ending the use of force by the warring sides but they can also
of fer amnesty for p(&reutzi2@l0)lpow activityis thé qutcoméhat c o n f |
occurs when neither agreement has been signed nor one of the mainhzertashieved
decisive victory but the conflict simply ceases, that is the level of armed hostilities is so limited
- resulting in fewer tha@5 battlerelated deaths in a calendar yaaat the conflict cannot be
considered as such anymdkreutz 2A.0). Finally, Actor ceases to exisd the outcome of
ci vil conflict that occurs when 6éone side of

simultaneous conflict, or simply(Kreut2201@r aws f
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The aim of this section was to clarify how the core concepts of the dissertation are interpreted.
These clarifications were made to facilitate the understanding of the following sections, in
which is discussed the expected effect that the fragmentatiemal competition, and internal

power distribution have on each conflict outcome.

2.2. Fragmentatiorof armed oppositions and civil conflict outcomes

In recent years, the fragmentation of armed oppositions has been object of increasing attention.
The blossormg literature on fragmentation, partly inspired by the necessity to make sense of
violent multiparty conflicts, has mostly focused on finding the reasons why armed oppositions
fragment in the first place. From this body of literature, it emerged thahématgtion occurs

for several reasons. First, armed oppositions might fragment due to the response of the state to
the rebellion. It has been demonstrated that state reprébsibhauchlin and Pearlman 2012,
Seymouret al.2016, Fjelde and Nilsson 2018, Walther and Pedersen 2826 concessions
(Nilsson 2010, Seymoust al. 2016, Fjelde and Nilsson 2018nd the institution of nen
inclusive peace process@Reiter 2015, Plank 201%gan lead armed oppositions to fragment.
Second, fragmentation might albe brought about by some characteristics inherent to the
opposition itself and the rebel groups which is composed. A number of studies have
established that fragmentation might occur because of lack of organisational cohesion, either
due to factionalised leadershifasal et al. 2012) poor internal discipline and contr@akke

et al. 2012, Staniland 2014, Walther and Pedersen 2020)d di ver sity in
preferences, both in terms of demaff@isymouret al.2016)and strategyBakkeet al.2012)

Third, fragmentation might also result from contextual factors, such as battlefield dynamics
(Lounsbery and Cook 2011, Christia 2012, Woldemariam 2@b&yer shift{Christia 2012)

or low barriers to entry the politicabntestatior{Fjelde and Nilsson 2018, Walter 2019)
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While theexisting scholarship provides solid explanations as to why fragmentation occurs, it
does not sufficiently explain how and to what extent it affects conflict termination. As
discussed in Chapter 1, most of the existing stutiegich are not numerous on the
purported link between fragmentation and the outcomes of civil conflicts are either limited in
scope, for they have focused almost exclusively on negotiated settlements, or in the
generalisability of their findings, for they have largely adopted dasly-based designs that

do not provide indications of the effects at the cireatsonal level. As a result, our knowledge

is limited with regard to how and by virtue of what causal mechanisms different structural
characteristics of armed oppositions affemflict termination.

The fragmentation of armed oppositions is expected to substantially affect tloévivay
conflicts terminate. In this section, the theoretical expectations regarding its impact on all the
possible outcomes of civil outcomes are laid. Fragmentation is expected to set in motion
four main causal mechanisms that, in turn, affect how civil conflicts end: first, fragmentation
reduces the overall fighting effectiveness of the armed opposition; second, it induces
competition among the rebgroups of the opposition over the available resources; third, it
exacerbates bargaining problems between the government and the opposition; and fourth,
incentivises extremist behaviouby the rebel groups. Fragmentation, thus, is expected to
positively affect the chances that civil conflicts end in government victory and negatively affect
the chances they end in rebel victory, peace agreement, ceasefire, and low activity. The causal
process that connects fragmentation to an increased or a decnessadallipy that a specific
outcome occurs is detailed in the following paragraphs, starting from government and rebel

victory.
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Government and rebel victory

Several authors have observed that fragmented oppositions are less likely to be successful in
achieving their objectve¢ Gamson 1975, p. 110, O6neil/l 1909 (
2014). One of the most important reasons identified in the literature as to why they are less
successful is that fragmented oppositions are troubled by coordination problems. Multiple rebel
groups within the same conflict system tend to operate in disseraticer than in a
coordinated fashiogChristia 2012, p. 43)decreasing their chances to defeat the contested
government. Other scholars argue that fragmented oppositions, at tnérsamshould make
it more difficult for the contested government to bring the conflict to an end. Governments
struggle to terminate the conflict when they are facing multiple rebel groups because they have
to fight simultaneously on multiple open frontdkcinaroglu 2012) Building on these
indications emerging from the literature and further unpacking the causal mechanisms behind
the link between fragmentation and victories in civil conflicts, | argue that fragmentatson set
in motion two mechanisms that, in turare linked toan increase in the probability of
government victory and a decrease in the probability of rebel victory

First, fragmentation largely reduces the overall military effectiveness of the opposition.
Compared to a cohesive armed opposition, a fragmented opposition composed of multiple rebel
groups is more likely to operate in an uncoordinated fashion. Rebel groups are autonomous in
devising their strategy and tactics to pursue the armed effort againgiotteenment.
Accordingly, as they are not subordinated to a central authority that can ensure that each of the
groups is operating in consonance, fragmented oppositions are poorly coordinated, both
strategically and tactically. Coordination between thelrgbmups can be considered a basic
requirement for the effective conduct of the armed struggle against an often disproportionately
stronger enemy. Such a lack of coordination negatively affects the overall opposition and

indi vidual r e b edrry autr effectved rsilitary hatidng against the contested

56



government, further widening the common asymmetry between the opposition and the
contestedjovernment.

Second, fragmentation also causes waste of resources and competition over them. Rebel
groupsoperate in a context of limited resources, both material, like military and financial
resources, and immaterial, like the support of a sympathetic population. These resources are
fundamental for each rebel group to pursue the armed struggle against ¢nenggwvt and
ensure survival. While material resources are necessary to sustain-fightuag capacity of
each rebel group, immaterial resources such as popular support guarantee a constant inflow of
militants and reinforce the strength of therebelgreud ¢l ai ms. As t he numb e
the opposition increases, the more intense becomes the competition among the rebel groups to
secure these resourcés. groups draw from a finite pool of resourcgagmented oppositions
can be expected to be U@ to capitalise on the available resources, to the detriment of their
effort. If these resources were pooled together, the armed opposition could extract the most out
of them. Instead, when each group possess only a small share of these resourcesaanily con
competes with other rebel groups to increase the size of said share, these resources can be
misused and, especially the immaterial ones, might dissolve, for popular support and énilitants
availability are not easy to maintain. For the reasons altowg, fragmentation is expected to
be associated with decrease in the probability that the conflict terminates in rebel victory

Conversely, governments can exploit the weakness of a fragmented opposition and exert
their military superiority with ease. The government is expected to benefit from this situation
because, even the weakest one, might find it easier to obtain the mgtitafter victory if
the opposition that it is facing is poorly coordinated and overall less effective in projecting its
war-fighting capacity. It is commofor governments$o befar superioto armed oppositions in
terms of waifighting capacities. Armedppositions often face an unsurmountable challenge

against a counterpart that is superior in almost any respect. If, in addition to this, the armed
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opposition is even weaker due to its fragmentation, then it becomes even easier for the
government teucced. However, the positive effect that fragmentation has on the chances of
government victory is observable only for moderate levels of fragmentation. A conflict in
which the opposition is excessively fragmented might not necessarily be more likely to end in
government victory. As Akcinaroglu argued, a large number of rebel groups might result in an
equal number of open fronts in which government forces have to battle (2012). Compelled to
overstretch, the government forces might not be necessarily ableetbtegir superiority.
Accordingly, | expect fragmentation tee associated withn increase in the probability of
government victory, but that this positive effect might be mitigatbdn the opposition is

excessively fragmented

Peace agreement and cedise

Previous research has returned mixed results with regard to the impact of fragmentation on the
chances that a civil conflict ends in a negotiated settlement. A number of studies have
established that fragmentation might have negative consequent®s fioospects of peaceful
resolution of civil conflicts. One reason why it is so is because fragmentation magnifies
information problems, making bargaining more difficu/Cunningham 2006, 2013)
Information problems refer to the difficulty for the belligerents to gauge information about the
opponent6s strength and resol ve. I n gener al
incentives to withhold or misrepresent information about tHalityaand intention to see the
conflict through. By concealing these information, the parties can convince their adversary that
they would be able to outlast it or, more simply, they avoid giving an advantage that the
adversary can use at a later st@gklter 1999) In civil conflicts, information problems are
proverbially severe, as is difficult to gather precise information on rebel gropsalter

2009) These information problems might loeze more severe when the armed opposition is

58



fragmented. According to one study, the more information that need to be collected and the
harder it is to collect them, the more time combatants need to agree on a set\N&at&mt

2009) Another study has found that the larger the number of veto players, such as rebel groups,
in a civil conflict, the more severe thaformation problems and, in turn, the less likely the
conflict would be resolved through negotiati@unningham 2006)0n a similar vein, another

study argud that information about capability and resolve of the belligerents arediificalt

to gauge in multiparty civil conflicts. While the costs of a multiparty conflict might push the
actors to considepeaceful negotiationas a viable option, if these information problems
remain unresolved, peace agreements are difficult to beucted(Findley 2013)

A second reason identified by the literature as to why fragmentation makes the negotiated
solution of civil conflicts more difficults theincreased commitment problen&me studies
have demonstrated that fragmented oppositionsraagableof credibly committing to a
negotiated dealCunningham 2013, Krause 2014ne of the main reason why it is so is
because rebel groupfanopposi ti on might benefit from sp
negotiate with the governmeritedman 1997, Kydd and Walter 2002, Pearlman 2011,
Cunninghanet al.2012)

Finally, the scholarshipndicatal thatfragmentation might be an obstacle to the peaceful
resolution of civil conflicts also because it might result in the proliferation of diverse demands
and preferencesAs these diverse preferencese impossible for the government to
simultaneously accommatk the peaceful resolution dhe civil conflict becomes more
difficult to reach(Cunningham 2006, Seymoert al.2016)

On a different vein, other scholars have found that fragmentation does not necessarily reduce
or even increasethe chancesht a civil conflict ends i negotiated settlement. One study
contendghatthe rebelgroups of a fragmented movement are not necessarily more committed

to war and, accordingly, fragmentation does not automatically decrease the chances of
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termination in negotiated settlemdfindley and Rdloff 2012) In fact, a successive study

has not found a significant correlation between the presence of multiple rebel groups and a
decreasegrobability that a negotiated settlement is conclu@éadley 2013) Another study,
instead, has found that the likediid of negotiated settlements actually increases when there
are multiple rebel groups and that governments are more likely to negotiate with the weaker
ones as the number of groups incregBisson 2010)

Building on the existindjterature, | expect fragmentation to set in motion a third causal
mechanism that, in turn, determines a decrease in the probability that a conflict ends in peace
agreement or ceasefiréragmentation is expected to substantially exacerbate bargaining
probdems, which in turn make the peaceful resolution of civil corsfimbredifficult to obtain.

There are several reasons whig sa First, as highlighted in previous research, fragmentation
cannegatively affecinformation problems. The larger the numioé rebel groups withiran
opposition, the more difficult for the government to gather information about the strength and
resolve of each rebel group. This is simply a consequence of the fact that rebel groups are
multiple and that the government is reopd to gather information on each of theBeyond

this simple numerical consequences, information problems are expected to be worse because
rebel groups in a fragmented opposition have even higher incentives to withhold information
about their strength an@solve. Rebel groups of a fragmented opposition not only have to
conceal these information from the government but also from the other rebel, ginoghey

could otherwise use the informatioras a leverage to gain a competitive advantage within the
opposition

Second, fragmentation aggravates commitment problems. In general terms, rebel groups are
not perceived as credible bargaining partn@apat 2005) Rebel groups in fragmented
oppositions might be seen as even less credible. This is because each group might have different

incentives and intentions to continue the armed struggle, which might make them less inclined
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to fully commit to anegotiated deal once it has been signed. In addition, as the governments
are unable to verify the credibility and trustworthiness of their adversaries, they can be wary
that the groups would actually honour the deal and thus prefer not to enter naggtiitioa
fragmented opposition. The negative effect of these commitment problems can be even more
severe for the chances of conflict termination in ceasefire. Ceasefires are less formalised
attempts than peace agreements to bring the conflict to a rtedoéiad. As it does not
necessarily involve negotiations over the nature of the dispute, but just an agreement on halting
the violencega ceasefirerequires a high level of commitment from the parties to sign it and
avoid its collapse. When the groups aeveral, it is possible that at least one of thizm
individual benefitsdoes not wish to stoghe violenceor is willing to resort tacombatfor
strategic reasons after the ceasefire has been signed, thus determining its premature collapse
Third, fragmentation is tightly linked with the different preferences of the rebel groups
that make up the opposition. To each group within the opposition corresponds a unique set of
preferences regarding the contested incompatibility. These preferences are eftexitiime
origin of the fragmentation itself and groups might be expected to place on them a high value,
thus resulting in a decreased willingness of the groups to compromise. Simultaneously
accommodating these preferences might prove hard for a govemnwithieigtto negotiate with
a fragmentedarmed opposition, especially when some of the rebel groups are not
accommodative towards alternatives. While the government strategpruhg away pieces,
executed through the negotiation with one rebel groupimea can still be an option to reduce
the number of active groups in the confliblilsson 2010) it might still prove hard for the
government to accommodate very diverse preferences, especially if they oemaessions

that are deemed excessive or can set a dangerous precedent for future negotiations.
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Fourth, fragmentation incentivises spoiler behaviurke origins of spoiler behaviours can

be foundnot onlyin the relations between the two primary parirevolved in a nascent peace
process, the government and the armed opposition, but also in the structural characteristic of
the opposition. Fragmentation indicates the presence of multiple groups within the opposition,
each of which might differ in termsf leadership, objectives, demands, deceptive nature and

so on. Each of these characteristics of the rebel groups might nurture a spoiler attitude. The
presence of potenti al spoil ers may generate
which, accordhgly, might not see the negotiations as a fruitful enterprise. Stedman indicated

in spoilers the greatest source of riskeace makingStedman 1997By pursuing acts that
sabotage the trust of the government in the ability of the opposition to stick to a negotiated deal
(Kydd and Walter 2002and by resorting to violence throughdhbe entire negotiation phase
(Reiter 2015) spoilers can effectively bring theascent peace process to collapse. From a
simply numerical standpoint, the higher the number of spoilers, the more difficult to manage
them and ensure the success of the negotia{éteiman 1997)Groupsin a fragmented
opposition might have different preferences regarding the continuation of the fight and the
medium/longterm objeadwves Thus,they mighthaveall the incentives to act as spoilers and
sabotage the nascent peace process if such an act can bring about any individual advantage.
For the reasons discussed above, thus, | expect fragmentadbems$sociated with decrease

in the chances that a civil conflict ends in peace agreement or ceasefire.

8 The literature on spoilerim civil conflicts is extensiveand a detailed discussionf the effects of spoiler
behaviours on peace procesfais beyond the scope tfis chapterFor the original interpretation of the concept
of spoiler see Stedman (1997). For a recent discussion on its use in the literature and applicatiktyosezad
Kovacs(2011)
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Low activity

Fragmentation can also affect the probability that a civil conflict terminates due to low activity.
Although not much in the literature has been said in this resgmerog of the works related to

the levels and direction of violence in civil conflicts can help predicting in which way
fragmentation might affect the chances of conflict termination for lack of armed activity. One
important indication emerges from the da&ure: civil conflicts in which the opposition is
fragmented tend to be more violent. Iresk contexs, rebel groups are more likely to
aggressively outbid other groups by resorting to an excessive use of lethal power against the
government and the coitsent population of other groups (Cunningham et al. 2012, Wood
and Kathman 2015). In addition, rebel groopfagmented oppositions, especially those who
have splintered from other groups, are more likely to use violent té&8aset al.2012)and
attack ceethnic civilians(Cunninghanet al.2012, Woa and Kathman 2015)

Building on these indications emerging from the literature, | expect fragmentation to set
in motion a fourth causal mechanism that, in turn, determines a decrease in the probability that
the civil conflict ends due to lack of armed activity. In fact, fragtation is expected to push
the armed opposition towards extremist tactics and civilian victimisation. Rebel grbaps
fragmented opposition strive to gain a position of prominence within the opposition anad vis
vis the government. One way to do stisiggressively outbid the other groupselagessively
resorting to the use of lethal power against the government and the constituent population of
other groups. Through thisethod rebel groupsittemptto extract larger concessions from the
government ad gain a competitive advantage within the opposition. The adoption of more
extremist tactics by the rebel groups leads to a general increase in the intensity of the conflict,
for not only the lethality of the rebel groups increases,afsd becauséhe government is
forced to resort to harsher responsescoanter acts of extreme violence and civilian

victimisation. Such an increase in the level of intensity thus makes conflict termination due to
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lack of armed activity less likely to be observed. Theuwdismn above leads to the following

hypothesis:

Hypothesis 1 civil conflicts in which the armed opposition is fragmented are more likely to
end in government victory and less likely to end in rebel vicpmgce agreementeasefire,

and low activity than those in which the armed opposition is not fragmented.

2.3. Internal competitiorof armed oppositions and civil conflict outcomes

Structural characteristics are not the only attributes of armed oppositions that might have an
impact onthe outcomes of civil conflicts. In fact, a mere count of the number of rebel group
within an opposition does not provide a full picture of how rebel characteristics might affect
conflict terminationThe relationghat existamong the groupsf a fragmented opposition must

also betaken into careful accout assess how the charactéds of armed opposition might
affectthe prospects of terminatioof civil conflicts.

The competitive relations among rebel groups of fragmented oppositions are expected to
play a role in shaping conflict terminatidn.some instances, groups might biélimg to form
alliances to carry out the armed effort in a concerted manner and focus on the struggle against
the government. In other instancesstead groups might be unaffiliated, have incompatible
preferences, pursue independent strategies, andiglieone another on top of the fight with
the government. The presence of many groups within an opposition might not necessarily cause
competition among them, but when it does and the competition among rebel groups is
significant these competitive reians can considerably affect the dynamics of civil conflicts.

For this reason, the dissertation looks specifically at two levels of internal competition, in order
of presumed severifyto assess how they affect the prospects of conflict terminatien

condition in which the groups are not allied and operate independently; amoridéionin
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which the groups fightne amther in the shadow of the conflict against the government. These
two levels of competitionwithin an oppositiorand how they are expect to affect conflict

outcomes are discussed in turn in the following sections

2.3.1. Independence of rebel groups

Alliances among the rebel groups of an armed opposition may mitigate the effects of
fragmentation discussed in the previous section. By strikiranees, rebel groups renounce

to the competition with one another to focus on the shared endeavour of fighting the
government. In a sense, alliances among rebel groups bring a fragmented opposition as close
as it can get to a unitary, cohesigpposition that operates in a coordinated fashion. However,
although alliances can be very convenient for rebel groups, they are difficult to initiate. What
makes alliances difficult to initiate is that rebel groups, albeit aware of the benefits they can
bring abot, are often reticent to join forceshis might bebecause of commitment problems
(Bapat and Bond 2012)ear of losing their autonomy, or ideological divif€ade Gabbay,

et al.2019)

When groups decide to pursue the armed effort independently can be expected to
compete with one another in order to get the largest share of concessions and conflict spoils.
For this reason, the independence of rebel groups, that is the condition irgvehipk are not
allied and pursue the armed effort independently, can be considered denotative of competition
within the opposition. The independence of rebel groups is expected to set in motion the very
same causal mechanisms that fragmentato®ms Howe\er, the effects of this level of internal
competition can be expected to be even starker. First, when rebel groupseasndentthe
overall fighting effectiveness of the armed opposition is further reduced. Second, competition
among the rebel groups@nthe available resources is more severe. Third, bargaining problems

between the government and the opposition are further exacerbated. Fourth, extremist
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behaviours of the rebel groups are further incentivised. The independence of rebel groups, thus,
is expected to positively affect the chances that civil conflicts end in government victory and
negatively affect the chances they end in either rebel victory, peace agreement, ceasefire, and
low activity. In the following paragraphs, the causal process timatects this level of internal
competition to an increased or a decreased probability that a specific outcome occurs is

illustrated

Government and rebel victory

Previous research has established that alliances among rebel groups can be beneficial for the
armed effort of the opposition. Allied groups, some studies suggest, have the opportunity to
pool resources and operate in a more coordinated manner against the common enemy
(Akcinaroglu 2012, Bpat and Bond 2012)Conversely, rebel groups that are not allied and
operate independently can rely only on their own strength, are poorly coordinated, and
consequently are less effective in their fight against the government (Akcinaroglu 2012). For
these very reasons, civil conflicts in which the rebel groups are allied should be more likely to
end in rebel victory and less likely to end in government victory compared to those in which
the groups arendependen{Akcinaroglu 2012). On a different veianother study contends

that alliances among rebel groups, while certainly bringers of substantial benefits, still do not
allow a fragmented opposition to reach the level of efficiency of a unitary actor because the
ability among al hgtheis eclipsed hy even greater divismm ansnus;, e
and mutual f e @eigleh2616,w.e4P\Mile thib latr@réstudy does not go as far

as to indicate whether alliances among groups favour or not the conditions for rebel victory,
the position expressed suggests that alliances do not automaticafiiateraim increased
chances of rebel victory, as rebel groups can still be competitive and unable to exploit the

benefits that alliances should guarantee
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My arguments build directly on the main indications emerging from the literature, namely that
alliances among rebel groups promote a more efficient use of the resources and coordinated
action, while, conversely, the independence of groups foments the competition among the
groups and elicits uncoordinated action. More specifically, | argue that, comparsitutation

in which the groups are allied, a conditionimfiependence of thgroups sets in motion two
mechanisms that, in turn, determine a decrease in the probability of rebel victory and an
increase the probability of government victory. The mechasiat play are the same ones
previously discussed

First, the independence of groups has an even stronger negative impact than
fragmentation on the overall military effectiveness of the opposition. Alliances are sought to
and determine an increase of ttapabilities of the rebel groups and their fighting efficiency
(cfr. Gade, Gabbayet al.2019) When the groups are not allied, they remain independent in
devising parohial strategies and carrying out the armed effort. As mentioned before,
coordination and cooperation can be considered a basic requirement for effective military
operations against a stronger opponent. Lacking this basic requirement, an opposition whose
groups are independent is weaked less coordinatetian one whose groups are allied and,
consequently, more likely to be defeated.

Second, the independence of rebel groups also triggers competition over resources. When
rebel groups aredependenteachgroup relies on its own strength and resources because there
is no power and resourcsharing mechanism in place. Accordingly, each group strives to
maximise the resources needed to pursue its own objective. As the rebel groups of the
opposition draw frona finite pool of resources, these resources must be found at the expenses
of other groups. This condition determines an active competition among the groups of the

opposition over the available resources. Compared to an opposition whose groups are allied,
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independent groups are unable to take full advantage of the strength multiplicative effect they
would haveobtairedif they hadjoined forces and pooled resources.

In line with the considerations made for the effect of fragmentation on government
victories this condition of increased weakness of the armed opposition determined by the
independence of groups can be exploited by the government. The opposition that the
government faces is less coordinated and effective than one whose groups are alliedeTherefo
if in addition to fragmentation the armed opposition is even weaker because its groups are
independent and competitive, then it should become even easier for the government to achieve

victory.

Peace agreement and ceasefire

There are only few studies regarding the relation between alliances among rebel groups and
outcomes of civil conflicts. The most comprehensive study to date on the topic contends that
negotiated settlements should be less likely when rebel groups adé/k@naroglu 2012f

The reason why it is so is that alliances among rebel groups increase information problems.
These information problems are increabedause the alliances among rebel groups are often
informal andassuch it is harder for the government to obtain information about the full extent

of the cooperation among the grou@skcinaroglu 2012) Accordingly, these increased
information problems make negotiated solutions of civitfocts less likely to be reached
(Akcinaroglu 2012)In addition, the study also contends that negotiated settlements should be

less likely when rebel groups halenglastingalliances. As the author notes, when groups

® This gecific study focuses specifically on the outcamkcivil conflicts at the dyadic level governmenetel

group. Accordingly, the impact of alliances is assessed on the outcome of the conflict between the government
and a single rebel group, not the ouheoof the entire conflict, that is when the conflict between the government

and the armed opposition has ceased. Nevertheless, despite the differences in unit of analysis, the arguments put
forward by this study are applicable to the present dissertation.
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manage to maintain a strong relationship over the years they are less susceptible to
government soé divide and rule strategies carrtr
of the alliancegAkcinaroglu 2012)

In contrast to this study, in the present dissertation is the condition of independence of
groups that is expected to determine a decrease in the probability of negotiated settlements of
civil conflicts. The mechanism at play is the same one discusseiyskgvfor the relation
between fragmentation and negotiated settlements of civil conflicts. In fact, the independence
of rebel groups is expected to further exacerbate the bargaining problems that hinder
negotiations. This happens for several reasonst, Emmpared to when the groups are allied,
the independence of groups largely increases information problems. This is because
independent groups have higher incentives than allied ones to withhold information about their
strength and resolve. While alligdoups care not to reveal these information to the government
only, independent groups are compelled to be even more careful not to reveal any information
in order not to give an advantage to the governmedbther competing groups. Accordingly,
the independence of rebel groups can be expected to make it even harder for the government
to gather information because the groups have higher incentives to withhold them. My position
in this respect stands in stark contrast with the arguments provided by ridgtin2012) who
argues instead that alliances among rebel groups increase information problems. Despite the
soundness dheirarguments, it is difficult to consider conflicts in which the groups are allied
to be worse in terms of informah problems than conflicts in which groups are independent
and have all the incentives to hide, from the government and other groups, all the information
regarding their strength and resolve. If anything, information problems might be considered
equally vere in both situations, but it is difficult to see alliances among rebel groups as more
deleterious for information problems than the independence of said groups. In addition,

information problems are but a part of the bargaining problems that may rdegatiations.
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Bargaining failures are also due to other problems, discussed in the following paragraphs,
which are more severe when rebel groups are independent rather than allied

Second, the fact itself that the rebel groups are independent suggesteytimay have
very different preferences arikely incompatible demands. Conversely, alliances among
groups indicate that at least a basic agreement exists among the groups in terms of preferences,
both in terms of how the incompatibility should be Is€lttor on the dividends that each
component of the alliance should obtain from the settlement. As the preferences of independent
groups can differ substantially, it might turn out to be very difficult for the government to
accommodate each of them in order reach a final agreement, especially if they are
incompatible

Finally, independent rebel groups might pe
the government as disadvantageous, especially if they have different preferences regarding the
settlanent of the incompatibility. These perceived disadvantages can incentivise independent
groups to act as spoilers. While allied groups have little incentives to act as spoilers because
the decision itself to enter negotiations with the government is shgréte components of
the alliance and so are the demands put forward for the final settlement, independent rebel
groups can be incentivised to bring the peace process to collapse if they perceive that their
demands have not been satisfactorily met antontgotiations are favouring other groups.
For these reasontherefore civil conflicts in which the rebel groups are independent are
expected to be less likely to end in peace agreement than conflicts in which the groups are
allied.

The considerationdave are valid for ceasefires too. Ceasefires between the government
and allied groups might be agreed and hold for longer. When groups are allied, in fact, it is
more likely that they would honour the ceasefire since the decision of halting the hestilitie

was shared among the parties of the alliaMmreover agroup that is part of an allianbas
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fewer incentives to resume the armed effort than an independent group. The resumption of
violence to pursue independent strategies could jeopardise thealiiad, with it, the whole

armed effort against the government. For this reason, the independence of rebel groups is also
expected to determine a decrease in the probability of ceasefire compared a situation in which

the groups of the armed opposition allesd.

Low activity

The independence of rebel groups is expected to set in motion a fourth causal mechanism that,
in turn, determines a decrease in the probability of low activity. As discussed for fragmentation,
also the independence of rebel groupsxpected to compel the groups towards extremist
behavioursand civilian victimisation. The fact that groups are independent implies that they
can resort to lethal means as much as they please. Each group decides when and against whom
use violence in a confgtely unrestrained manner and some of them may choose to adopt
extremist positions for strategic reasqifydd and Walter 2002)In a highly competitive

context as the one produced by the presence of multiple independent groups, groups have no
centrally inposed or agreed upon obligation to limit the use of violence against the government,
other groups, or civilians if they perceive extreme violence to be the best strategy to achieve
their objectives and outbid the adversaries. Accordingly, extremist téeéidsto a further
increase in the intensity of the conflict because both the lethality of the rebel groups and of the
government increases. Such an increase in the level of intensity, partly due to the more
extremistbehaviourof the groups and partly duo the harsher response of the government to
thesebehaviours makes conflict termination due to lack of armed activity less likely to be

observedThe discussion above leads to the following hypothesis:
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Hypothesis 2civil conflicts in which the armedpposition is fragmented and the rebel groups
are independent are more likely to end in government victory and less likely to end in rebel
victory, peace agreementeasefire, and low activity than those in which the rebel groups are

allied.

2.3.2. Intra-opposiion violence

Internal competition within the opposition does not necessarily resolitemces of fratricidal
violence among the rebel groups that are part éfatvever, the literature suggests that rebel
groups are very likely to fight one anoti{@unninghanmet al. 2009) The scholarship on the
topic has found that violence among rebel groups occurs mostly because of ideological and
ethnic reasongFjelde and Nilsson 2012, Gade, Hafez,al. 2019, Hafez 2020)resource
competition(Fjelde and Nilsson 2012, Nygard and Weintraub 2048)l power competition
and distributior(Fjelde and Nilsson 201Rlygard and Weintraub 2015, Pischedda 2015, 2018,
Gade, Hafezet al.2019)

Fratricidal violence among rebel groups can be considered denotative of the highest
possible level of internal competition. In cases as such, rebel groups of the sameocoppositi
not engage in a nonviolent competition against one another to attain more resources,
concessions, or support from civilian constituencies, but they actively fight one another to
extract resources from or altogether wipe out other competing rebg@isgiduch an extreme
level of internal competition is expected to have similar but starker effiectsnflict processes
than those that the fragmentation and moderate internal competition have. More specifically,
intra-opposition violence is expected td g& motion the same causal mechanisms illustrated
before but with more severe effects. First, idpgosition violence further reduces the overall
fighting effectiveness of the armed opposition. Second, it determines extremely severe

competition over thavailable resources. Third, it makes bargaining problems insurmountable.
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Finally, it pushes the rebel groups towards more extremist behaviours. However, even though
the causal mechanisms are the same, such an extreme level of internal competitioned expec
to have slightly different effects on the outcomes of civil corslibt fact, intraopposition
violence is expected to positively affect the chances that civil conflicts end in government
victory and low activity and negatively affect the chancesttiey end in either rebel victory,

peace agreement, and ceasefire. The causal process linking this extreme level of internal
competition to an increased or a decreased outcome probability is discussed in the following

paragraphs.

Government and rebel \ary

The scholarship on violence among rebel groups has focused mostly on finding its root causes
rather than the impact it might have on dynamics and outcomes of civil conflicts. Nevertheless,
this body of literature provides some useful indicatioheaw violence among rebel groups
might affect conflict termination. A number of studies have postulated that violence among
groups might negatively affect the prospects of rebel victory and, conversely, positively affect
those of government victory. Some seslhave pointed to the diversion of resources of the
rebel groups from the conflict against the government to the one against one another as a major
reason for defeat. According to Fjelde and Nilsson, violence among rebel groups contributes
to weakeninghe opposition in a substantial manner, to the benefit of the government (2012).
On a similar vein, Pischedda argues that violence among rebel groups might substantially
benefit the government, for the groups divert important resources from the conilist diga
government to fight one another, thus wasting the opportunity to obtain territorial gains or final
victory (Pischedda 2015, 2018pther sholars, instead, raised attention to the risk of-side
switching determined by rebel infighting. According to Staniland and his thedrgtotidal

flipping, violence among rebel groups might lead those groups that are unable to resist the
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aggressions of other rebel groups to defect to the goverii8taniland 2012)it follows, thus,
that defecting rebel groups contribute to reinforce the government side of the conflict,
increasing the chances that the conflict terminates in government victory

Building on this iterature, | too argue that such an extreme level of internal competition
is surely detrimental for the armed effort of the opposition. dopposition violence is
expected to set in motion the same two mechanisms discussed befmaced military
effediveness and competition/waste of the available resotiregsich in turn determine a
decrease in the probability of rebel victory and an increase in the probability of government
victory. Intraopposition violence is expected to have an extremely negatipact on the
armed oppositiorsoverall military effectiveness because rival rebel groups divert fighting
resources from the struggle against the government to the one against another. As a direct
consequence, the existing power asymmetry between thesitipp and the government
widens. The opposition becomes weaker-angs the government not only because of
uncoordinated action, but also because of rivalry and extreme competition among the groups.
Accordingly, intraopposition violence can be expectechave extremely negative effects on
the probability that a civil conflict terminates in rebel victory. Conversely, the government can
largely benefit from the rivalry within the opposition. Compared to situations in which the
opposition is simply fragnmded and moderately competitive, the incumbent should find it
easier to exert its military superiority when the opposition is substantially weakened by

instances of fratricidal violence

Peace agreement and ceasefire

Intra-opposition violence can also be expected to contribute to the intractability of civil
conflicts. In fact, fratricidal violence is expected to set in motion the same mechanism that links

fragmentation and independence of groups to a reduced propé#imglitthe conflict ends in
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peace agreement or ceasefire. The obstacles to negotiations that the fragmentation and the
moderate internal competition determine are surely aggravated when groups fight one another.

First, information problems are expectedudaher increase. If independent groups are
expected to have high incentives to withhold information about their strength and resolve, the
incentives for groups that engage in fratricidal violence can be expected to be even higher.
Compared to groups thad notfight one anothemwhich are compelled to withhold information
mostly to avoid giving an advantage to the other competitors, groupantieage in fratricidal
violenceare forced to be even more careful in not revealing information because ofbkurviv
concerns. It is in these information, especially those about their actual strength, that for a rebel
group under attack by the government and other rebel groups lies the difference between
survival and annihilation. Accordingly, int@position violene can be expected to make it
extremely hard for the government to gather information since the groups have the highest
possible incentives to withhold them

Second, if the independence of the rebel groups suggested that they may have very
different preferaces, instances of inb@pposition violence suggest that the preferences of the
rebel groups are not only highly diverse, but also incompatible and antagonistic. Groups that
actively fight one another are surely more likely to hold preferences that fdl@mgum logics
rather than more rational cds¢nefits calculations. Accordingly, as it becomes impossible for
the government to accommodaither us or thenpreferences, bringing the conflict to a
negotiated settlement appears like an impossible eade&w theparties

Finally, intraoppositionviolencemight lead the groups not to participate to or sabotage
the negotiations if these are seen as profitable for rival groups. In fact, rival groups are expected
to be more likely than nenval groups tcact as spoilers if the negotiations favour any of the

rivals. For all the reasons discussed above, thus, civil conflicts in which the rebel groups fight
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one another are expected to be less likely to end in peace agreement and ceasefire than conflicts

in which the groups do not

Low activity
The detrimental effects of internal violence are not limited to the dilapidation of the
oppositiondés military capacity and the incr
conflict. Vicious rivalry among relbeggroups translates also in increased extremism and in
higher levels of violence. Groups are not only simultaneously involved in the fight against the
government and the one against one another, but also, as one study has found, more likely to
use violenceagainst the civilian populatioWood and Kathman 2015According to this
study, dynamics of interebel violence have detrimental effects for both the rebel groups
themselves and for civilian life. The authors argue that violence among rebel groups can result
in an increased predisposition of the rebel groups to target the civilian constituency of the rival
groups or even their very own if theerceivethat support is falteringWood and Kathman
2015)

In line with the indications emerging from the literature and witlptiegious discussion
on the impact of fragmentation and moderate internal competition;dppasition violence
should determine a decrease in the probatlityonflict termination for low activity. This is
because the intensity of the conflict subgtdiyt increases, given that the rebel groups are
simultaneously fighting the government, other rebel groups, and also targeting innocent
civilians. However, while it is true that int@position violence certainly increases the conflict
intensity, it doesnot necessarily result in a reduced probability that the conflict ends for low
activity.

In fact, when rebel groups fight one another, the conflict against each other become more

salient than the one against the government. Considerations related ¢avtheurvival or the
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political primacy within the opposition might emerge and force the groups to focus on the
conflict against each other rather than the one against the government. For this reason, | expect
instances of intr@pposition violence to det@ine an increase in the probability of low activity

as the groups that are simultaneously engaged in the fight against the government and other
rebel groups might abandon the former, which terminates for low activity, to pursue the latter,
which instead beomes an instance of natate conflict.The discussion above leads to the

following hypothesis:

Hypothesis 3civil conflicts in which the armed opposition is fragmented and its rebel groups
fight one another are more likely to end in government victory and low activity and less likely
to end in rebel victorypeace agreemenand ceasefire than those in whidtetrebel groups

do not fight one another

2.4. Internal power distributiorof armed oppositions and civil conflict

outcomes

The structural characteristics of and the competitive dynamics within armed oppositions still
do not provide a complete picture of hdwe tattributes of the rebel side might affect conflict
termination As one important study aptly noted, armed oppositions might differ widely in
terms of internal power distributidoutlimited attention has been paid to hthese differences

may affect tle dynamics o€ivil conflicts (Bakkeet al.2012) Though some years have passed
since the publication of this study, still very little has bdene to assess whether and how
different distributions of powewithin armed oppositionaffect civil conflict outcomes.
Similarly to the study cited, | likewise contend that differences in how power is distributed

within an armed opposition can shapetéreninationof civil conflicts.
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| expect a dispersed distribution of power, that is the condition in which of two or more rebel
groups withinanopposition are at a parity in terms of strenghset in motion the same four

main causal mechanisms discukdeefore. Similarly to what it was seen for the armed
opposition structural characteristics, a dispersed distribution of power within the opposition is
expected to reduce the overall fighting effectiveness of the armed opposition, induce
competition amonghe rebel groups over the available resources, exacerbate bargaining
problems, and incentivise extremist behaviours. Although the mechanisms at play are the same,
other conditions strictly related to the dispersion of power shape the effects that Hidevari

has on civil conflict outcomes in a manner that differs substantially from the ones illustrated
for the previous variables. In fact, a dispersed distribution of power is expected to positively
affect the chances that a civil conflict ends in ceasafiglow activity and negatively affect

the chances that it ends in government victory, rebel victory or peace agreement. In the
following paragraphs the causal process connecting a dispersed distribution of power within

the opposition with increased oraleased outcome probabilities is illustrated.

Government and rebel victory

How different distribution of power across rebel groups might affect the dynamics of civil
conflicts has gained increasing attention in the recent scholarship. However, only a handful of
studies provide indications on how it might affect their terminat@me studies suggest that
parity of strength among the rebel groups should encourage them to coordinate their effort,
thus reinforcing their stand vesvis the governmer(Christia 2012, Findley and Rudloff 2012,
Popovic 2018)On a different vein, the mosbmprehensive studies on the relation between
power distribution and rebel success contend that hegemonic movements, those which include

a group that is much stronger than the others, are more likely to achieve strategic success and
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that, conversely, movemts in which power is more evenly distributed are more likely to be
competitive and squander their chances to sudgéaadise 2014, 2017)

Building on thee limited indicationsbut also departing frothemin some important
respects, | argue that a dispersed distribution of power within the opposition is detrimental to
the armed effort of the opposition. A dispersed distribution of power is expected to set in
motion the same tw causal mechanisms that connect the fragmentation and internal
competition tovictories in conflict though with different results. As much as fragmentation
and internal competition, a dispersed distribution of power is expected to substantially reduce
the overall effectiveness of the armed opposition and to determine competition over and misuse
of the resources potentially available to the opposition. Despite the incentives to cooperate that
some studies contend that materialise when rebel groups atty esjtang (Christia 2012,
Findley and Rudloff 2012, Popovic 2018pordination among rebel groups is not that easy to
obtain, especially if said groups differ in terms of preferences, ideology, and/or strategy.
Irrespective of hovstrongthey are relative tthe others,abel groups are expected to continue
pursuing the armed effort on their own if the differences among them in terms of preferences,
ideology, and/or strategy are significant enough to have justified their intention to go about the
armed strug@ separately in the first place. In a way, the incentives to cooperate resulting from
a dispersed distribution of power are outweighed bywmous differences among rebel
groups, which induce them to continue the armed effort on their own rather thraimate.

When equally strong groups do not coordinate, they do not take advantage of the full strength
theywould havehadif they hadshared forces and resources and applied a common strategy.
Being equal in terms of strength implies also that noneeofjtbups is able to subsume the
others. In this case, thus, the full potential strength of the armed opposition remains divided in
multiple poles and not maximised. Conversely, when power is concentrated in a single group,

that isone rebelroup is hegenmuc, the problem of misuse of the available strength is less
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likely to arise. Having the almost undivided strength at its disposal and a single strategy, a
hegemonic group can represent a more dangerous peril to the fate of the government than two
or moreequally strong groups that follow their own path independently. Accordingly, civil
conflicts in which power is dispersed within the opposition are expected to be less likely to end
in rebel victory than conflicts in which power within the opposition isceotrated in a
hegemonic group

However, a dispersed distribution of power, though it contributes to weakening the armed
opposition, does not necessarily translate in an increased probability of government victory. If
a fragmented armed opposition includesiegemonic group, the government can direct its
armed response to this group and pay less attention to the other weaker groups as they represent
a menace that is not unbearable or can be dealt with at a later stage of the conflict. When groups
areatpart vy, instead, they al/l pose a serious cft
case, the government is compelled to deal with all of them simultaneously. Facing equally
dangerous menaces on multiple fronts rather than just one on which it camtcatecis
military response, the government is expected to struggle much more in exerting its military

superiority and, consequently, the chances it would achieve final victory decrease.

Peace agreement and ceasefire

A dispersed distribution of power across tlebel groups can also cause a decrease in the
probability of peace agreementhe causal mechanism involved is the same, for a dispersed
distribution of power is expected to exacerbate bargaining problems tituayh the impact

on the common bargaining problems cannot be considered as strong as the one that internal
competition brings about, a dispersed distribution of power can still be detrimental for the
prospects of conflict termination in peace agreemetiempower is concentrated in a single

rebel group, the hegemonic actor is the only one with which the government has to negotiate.
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The other smaller, weaker rebel groups could be either defeated on the ground or, facing the
possibility of annihilation byhe overly stronger government forces, feel forced to adapt their
positions to the one of the stronger group and follow suit in negotiating the end of the conflict.
Being mainly one the actor with which the government has to deal, the information and
commiiment problems are largely reduced and only the preferences of the stronger actor have
to be accommodated. Conversely, when power is dispersed within the opposition and two or
more groups are equally strong, each of them can exercise a power of vetoegdtiations
with the government, there are more preferences to be accommodated, more information to be
gathered, and also commitment problems may arise if one of the groups is not satisfied with
the negotiated terms. For these reasons, civil confliotghioh power is dispersed within the
opposition are expected to be less likely to end in peace agreement than conflicts in which
power within the opposition is concentrated in a hegemonic group

A dispersed distribution of power is expected to have a diifegffect on the chances
that the conflict ends in a stable ceasefire. When two or more groups within the opposition are
equally strong, none of them might be able to singlehandedly defeat the government and
acquire a position of primacy within the opgasi by subsuming one of the other rebel groups
or amassing sufficient resources to gain an advantage over the otisexsh bsituation rebel
groups might find themselves in a position of deadlock, as they struggle to succeed in battle
and are unabletbetter position themselves within the opposition. Stalemates in civil conflicts
are believed to be a favourable conditiongashing the parties towardsiegotiated solution
(Zartman 189, Findley 2013)One recent study has found that battle stalemates incentivise
the rebel groups to propose negotiations to the government because the continued fighting does
not bear any benefifPechenkina and Thomas 2020he fact that rebel groups are in a
condition of parity does not necessarily mean that they are at parity with the government too,

hence the stalemate, but, as discussed above, the opposite holds true, since a dispersed
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distribution of power is expected widen the power asymmetry between the government and
the opposition. Rather than a total stalemate, dispersion of power determines a condition of
stalemate that igternal to the armed opposition itself. This condition of internal stalemate
might havethe same consequences highlighted by Pechenkina and Ttwthaswillingness
of the rebels to negotia{@020) In fact, this internal stalemate might profoundly reduce the
benefits of continued fighting for the rebel groups and, thus, incentivise theseekoa
negotiated solution, given that outright victory or primacy within the opposition are
unattainable. However, this condition of stalemate internal to the opposition does not produce
the proverbial ripe moment for negotiations, because it does teottlad incentivesor the
government to negotiate, nor helps solving the bargaining problenikéifraigmentation and
dispersion of power contribute to exacerbate

Accordingly, facing the possibility of a costly deadlock, difficulties in negotiatingya w
out of the conflict, and the impossibility of achieving outright victory, a ceasefire might be
perceived by the rebel groups as the sedmsl option to victory, an outcome that they might
actively seek and be acceptable for the government too. Baretson, | expect a dispersed

distribution of power to have a positive impact on the probability of ceasefire.

Low activity

On a similar vein, | also expect a dispersed power distribution to determine an increase in the
probability of low activity. Compead to a situation in which a rebel group is in a hegemonic
position,power balance within the opposition might draw the groups into a spiral of aggressive
outbidding. Similarly to what it was seen for fragmentation, rebel groups that are at parity may
dedde to increase the lethality of their action against the government and the constituent
population of other groups in order to gain a position of primacy within the opposition or to

extract larger concessions from the government. As a consequencetehsadextremism at
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the hand of the rebel groups leads to a general increase in the intensity of the conflict, because

both the rebel groupso6 armed effort and the
This mechanism should determine a decreasé¢hén probability that the conflict

terminates in low activity. However, as discussed before, parity of strength among the groups

might produce the conditions for a stalemate within the opposition. In a situation of internal

stalemate determined by a powwatanceand considered the difficulties in negotiating an end

to the conflict illustrated above, the rebel groups might be tempted to abandon the armed effort

altogether instead of continuing a costly, fruitless fight. This, in turn, determines anenareas

the probability that the conflict terminates due to lack of armed actiMity.discussion above

leads to the following hypothesis:

Hypothesis 4 civil conflicts in which the armed opposition is fragmented and power is
dispersed among the rebel graugre more likely to end in ceasefire and low activity and less
likely to end in rebel victory, government victory, grehce agreemenhan those in which

power is concentrated in a hegemonic rebel group

This final hypothesis concludesettheoretical discussion on the causal processes that link the
fragmentation, internal competition, and internal power distribution of armed oppositions with
conflict termination The table below summarises the mtinoretical expectation®efore

turningto the empirical test of the propositions illustrated in this chapter, the following chapter

clarifies the methodological choices that were made to perform the analysis.
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Table2.0.1.Variables, causainechanisms, and hypotheses

Variables

Causal mechanisms

Hypotheses

Structural characteristics

Fragmentation

Internal competition

Independence of groups

Intra-opposition violence

1 Reduces military effectiveness of the armed opposition

GAn excessive fragmentation might be problematic for the

government too.

T Induces waste of and competition over the available

resources
9 Exacerbates bargaining problems

1 Instigates extremism and civilian victimisation

1 Reduces military effectiveness of the armed opposition

T Induces waste of and competition over the available

resources
9 Exacerbates bargaining problems

1 Instigates extremism and civilian victimisation

1 Reduces military effectiveness of the arnoggosition

9 Induces waste of and competition over the available

resources
1 Exacerbates bargaining problems

1 Instigates extremism and civilian victimisation
Gbut diverges the rebe
the government to the one amahgmselves
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H1: civil conflicts in which the armed opposition is fragment
are more likely to end in government victory and lessyjike
end in rebel victorypeace agreemerteasefire, and low activit

than those in which the armed opposition is not fragmented.

H2: civil conflicts in which the armed opposition is fragment
and the rebel groups are independent are moedylilo end in
government victory and less likely to end in rebel victpgace
agreementceasefire, and low activity than those in which

rebel groups are allied.

H3: civil conflicts in which the armed opposition is fragment
and its rebel groups fight one another are more likely to er
government victory and low activity and less likely to end in re
victory, peace agreemerand ceasefire than tee in which the

rebel groups do not fight one another.



Variables

Causal mechanisms Hypotheses

Internal power distribution

Dispersed distribution

1 Reduces military effectiveness of the armed opposition H4: civil conflicts in which the armed opposition is fragment
Gbut the government has to face equaiyngerous challenges  and power is dispersed the rebel groups are more likely to e
from multiple fronts ceasefire and low activity and less likely to end in rebel vict
flinduces waste of and competition over the available government victory, angeace agreemettan those in whict
resources power is concentrated in a single rebel group
9 Exacerbates bargaining problems
1 Instigates extremism and civilian victimisation
Gbut costly stalemates can change the calculations of the rebe

groups
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3. Research design

The dissertation aims to reach generalisable conclusions and assess as comprehensively as
possible the impact that the fragmentation, internal competition, and internal power distribution

of armed oppositions have on the outcomes of civil conflicts. Tandd is necessary to both
identify to what extent the aforementioned factors are associated with the probability that a
certainconflict outcome occurs and to illustrate the causal mechanisms that link these factors
to the conflict outcomes. Whileguantitative techniques allow a study to test the associations
between variables on a large number of cases and reach generalisations about them, qualitative
techniques allow for more nuanced explanations of these associations, simultaneously
illuminating the importance of contextual and intervening factdrsough anested analysis,
thedissertation aims to couple both methodological approaches with the objective of profiting

from the best qualities of each.

3.1. Methodological approach: nested analysis

In light of the scope of the dissertation, a nestealysis is the best strategy for the empirical
investigation.Thkdi ssertati on adopts Liebermands inter
This approach entails the combination of the statistical asatfsa large sample with the

thorough analysis of a small number of case studies drawn from the same (¢ambglenan

2005) A nested analysis starts with a laftganalysisdesignedo test a battery of hypotheses

about the correlation of a set of variables with the outcome of interest. ThisNlamgaysis is

then complemented with a smdll analysis that can take one of two forms depending on the

overall fit of the largeN analysis. If the overall fit of the largé¢ analysis is strong and the

results are deemed robust, the aim of the shalhalysis is to proviel a further test of the

model(s) goodnessf-fit and underlying hypotheses. Conversely, if the fit of the model is weak

and the results are not robust, its objective is to investigate the cases in order to find new
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predictors, alternative hypotheses, andalr explanations for the outcome of interest
(Lieberman 2005)

The nested analysis, thus, permits to combine both quantitative and qualitative
approaches and, consequently, to achieve the aims of the dissertatlmothtoeach
generalisable conclusions and illustrate the causal mechanisms linking the variablresif int
to certain specific civil conflict outcomeBy bridging the two approaches, the nested analysis
permits to go beyond quamdddlagd veandogealgiena
micro-i nv e st i(Qedermaro and ¥ogt 201 7providing a methodological framework
within which largeN and smaltN analyses become complementary. The specific aspects and

the methods used for each part of the anabrgsliscussed in turn in the following sections.

3.2. LargeNanalysis

The largeN analysis consists of the statistical analysis of the imffattfragmentation,
internal competition, and internal power distribution of armed opposit@we on the
outcomes of civil conflicts at the cresstional levelTo perform this analysis, sone@oices
weremade in terms of timeframe, unit of analysis, vdaalspecification, statistical methods

and modelling Theseare discussed in turn.

3.2.1. Timeframe

The analysis covers the period between 1989 and 2017. Spanning over almost three decades,
the timeframe allows for the analysis of numerous episodes of civilidsrdnd is wide

enough tallow for ageneral assessment of the phenomena under study via-&llargdysis.

This specific timeframe was chosen for three main reasons. First, because it refers to the period
in which it was most likely to observe thedraentation of armed oppositions. Bgjure 1in

theIntroductionhas shown, compared to the Cold War period, the ratio of the numisdredf
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groupsto the number o€onflict episodesvas constantly higher in the pesold War period
up to 2017.

Second, th timeframe was chosen becausefiérs to theeriod for which more accurate
and finegrained data on the activity and composition of armed oppositions is available. Data
regarding civil conflicts occurred before the 90s are normally fewer and of mé&caracy.
Especially data regardinthe number of rebel militants, precise battle location, groups
involved, and battleelated deaths for civil conflicts prior to the 90s are too sparse to be of
good use to largdl analyses. For this reason, it was dedi to sacrifice the scope of the
analysis in terms of timeframe so to obtain nret@bleresults using accurate and trustworthy
data

Finally, this specifictimeframe waslsochosen because civil conflicts before 1989 were
influenced by thelistortive effects of the Cold War. Many civil conflicts in that period can be
accurately described as proxy wars between the two superpowers and, accordingly, followed
logics and dynamics that differ substantially from those of more recent civil conficthese
distortive effects could influence the causal path toward the outcome of interest, they were
removed from the analysis by considering only the-@mtl War period By doing so, it is
possible tohave a clearer and unbiased picture of the imphthe variables under study,
limiting the effects thatlisproportionatehird-party interventions have in civil conflicts. For
the reasons above, thus, the timeframe 18807 was considered the most suitable for the

present dissertation and adoptedtfa analysis.

3.2.2. Unit of analysis

The unit of analysis ahe dissertatiomms the conflict dyad governmeatmed opposition per
year, namely a yearly instance of civil conflict between a government and an armed opposition.

A dyad governmenarmed oppositions formed when a civil conflict episode starts. In line
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with the conceptualisation of civil conflict provided in Chapter 2, a dyad is formed when a
government and an armed opposition use armed force to settle a dispute related to government
and/or territoy and the use of armed force results in at least 25 fratdted deaths in a
calendar year. Provided that it still meets the minimum criteria above, the same-dpaerse
the dataset as many times as the number of years untibtifiect terminatesA dyad ceases
to exist when it does not fulfil the minimum criteria outlined in the conceptualisation, that is
the dyadyear does not reach the minimum threshold of 25 baglé#ed deaths in a calendar
year or one of the primary sides of the conflict dropt of the conflict equation. When a dyad
ceases to exist and fails teeater the dataset, the conflict is considered terminated. To the last
active dyad of a conflict episode is associated one of the categories of the dependent variable,
namely a defiitive civil conflict outcome.

Before discussing how the dependent variable is constructed, some additional comments
are required to clarify why thispecificunit of analysis was chosehhe firstcommentn this
respect aims to clarify why the conflicgad governmerérmed opposition was chosen in the
first placeinstead of the more common dyad governnirebel group. | contend that the yearly
dyad governmentebel group is not apt for studies on outcomes of civil conflicts. Studies that
rely on this speific dyad as unit of analysis are able to assess only specific -tgoelp
terminations and not conflidevel terminations. Groufevel terminations might occur while
the civil conflict is still being fought by the government with other rebel groups and,
accordingly, even if a specific grodgvel termination occurred it is by no means indicative of
how the entire civil conflict has ended. As a consequence, studies that use this dyad as unit of
analysis inflate the effects that certain variables mighe lwavconflict termination, for they
record an excessive number of outcomes that are not, in faihaheutcome of the conflict
To make an example related to the present dissertation, imagine a conflict in which a

government manages to negotiate acpeagreement with three out of four rebel grooifpan
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oppositionand that thenly remaining rebel group keeps fighting until it manages to defeat the
government. Studies that rely on the dyad governredgl group as unit of analysis would
record four atcomes for the same conflict, three peace agreements and one rebel victory. If
conflict termination is intended, as itirsthis dissertationas thetotal cessation of the armed
activity, the conflict has to be considered terminated in rebel victorge s$i was still active
when the peace agreements with the other rebel groups were signed. A study that relies on the
dyad governmentebel group would record three peace agreements for a conflict that, in fact,
terminated only after the victory of the tasbel group. If this coding of outcomes is applied
to many civil conflicts, the consequences of using this unit of analysis might be substantial.
Going back to the example, a statistical analysis might pick up the association of a certain
independent vaable with peace agreements that is in factexistent, given that not as many
conflict episodes as the data record have actually ended in peace agreement. Compared to this
dissertation, thus, studies that use the dyad goveramleak group can providedications
only on how certain variables affect the termination of the dyagrnmentebel group not
the entire conflict

As this dissertation is concerned with conflietel terminationsa disaggregation at the
conflict episodelevel was adoptedCederman and Gleditsch 2009Fompared to the
governmentebel group dyadhe dyad governmesarmed opposition is nie apt aghe unit
of analysisof the present dissertatitecausét allows for the recording of the outcome of the
civil conflict when the armed activity has stopped completely and no rebel group is contesting
the authority of the government anymore ttisaheactualend of the conflictAs Cederman
and Gleditsch have noted, a disaggregation
analyses of actor constellations and conflict characteristics and to evaluate how these influence
prospects forsettlements, the duration of violence, as well as the likelihood of specific

out comes 6 ( 2n0addition, ap excesgki9eldjsaggregation can carry the risk of
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overlooking processes that occur at the mesomacrelevel of analysis(Cederman and
Gleditsch 2009, Sambanis and Schudird¥/ohl 2019) Such a risk would have become reality

for the present dissertation had the dyad goverrmed@ group been adopted. In faadsome
scholarshaveaptly noted(Quinnet al.2019, Sambanis and Schulhei&iohl 2019) the dyad
governmentebel group treats the conflict between the two actors as an independent, process
overlooking the interdependencies that exist between rebel grBypdoing so, the dyad
remains somehow unaffected by what happens in the context of a multiparty civittcamdi
underestimates the impact that the existence of other rebel groups in the conflict, their
behaviour, and the relations among them can have on conflict procEsseproblem was

also noticed in a recent article on conflict duration that, wtstél adopting the dyad
governmentebel group as unit of analysis, resorted to a sophisticated spatial econometric
approach to model the interdependence anthegdyads pertaining to the same conflict
(Metternich and Wugatrpfennig 202Q)In this dissertation, instead, this issue is resolved by
adopting the dyad governmesmtmed opposition as unit of analysis and modelling a set of
variables that allow for an assessment of the impact that the presence of multipletgeiups,
behaviour and relations can have on conflict outcomes.

The second important clarification concerns the choice of aspegrly unit of analysis
instead ofa more finegrainedone such as monthly unit of analysidn recent years, thanks
especially to the availability of more firgrained data on certain aspects of civil conflicts,
several studies have adopted more tganasitive uni of analysis, often using monthly data
for their empirical analysis. While the bensfiof disaggregating toarry outmore time
sensitiveanalysesre surely evident, not all studies can or should accommodate monthly unit
of analysis. Such is the case for the present dissertation. In fact, most of the variables of the
dissertation, both mlependent and control, capture slowhanging characteristics of armed

oppositions and of the overall civil conflict conteXhese variables are obviously subject to
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fluctuations, but these are not as frequent as to justify keeping track of them mieotbtyme

other variablesjnstead,using monthly data would have been impossible considering the
paucity of finegrained data already at the yearly leWar these reasons, thus, using a yearly
unit of analysis is the most sensible and appropriate eHoicthe present dissertation. The
rationale behind this choice will appear even clearer once discussed, in the following section,

the specifics of the variables adopted in the study.

3.2.3. Definition of variables and data

Dependent variable

The dependent vable of this study is a categorical variable that includes all the possible
outcomes of civil conflicts. For the construction of this variatiie dissertatiorrelies on the
UCDP conflict termination datas@reutz 2010) Thissource of datavas tiosen because is
the most up to date available; the observations it contains are clustered in conflict episodes,
thus allowing for a more precise coding of different conflict episodes depending on the
incompatibility° and is disaggregated in yearly obhsgions, thus allowing for a more precise
and timesensitive coding of the observations

The UCDP conflict termination datasks$ts six possible civil conflict outcomes: peace
agreement, ceasefire agreement, victory for government side, victory forsidbgellow
activity, and actor ceases to exi@reutz 2010) This list of possible outcomes is
comprehensive, bubr the present dissertatisome adaptationsad to be madéor both

technical andnalyticalreasonsThe first adaptation that was made is the inclusion of another

10This dataset contains also instancesoficp d6®u pt d 6 ®t at s are significantly
for they are not instances of uprisewf an armed opposition as defined in Chaptbu® rather, of the mutiny of

parts of theexisting administratiorof the country at conflictAs they followvery different dynamics, all the

instances of coupwereremoved from the list of civil conflicts that are analysed h&eea referencdor the

exclusion of the observations related togou d 6, @is studgelied on the list of successful and failed coups
produced by the Polity IV proje¢Marshall and Marshall 2018)
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categoryContinuation of conflictThis category does not represent an outcome of civil conflict
but is rather astatusquo category.As discussed in more detail in the next sectibr,
dissetationemploys a statistical method specifically designed for investigations of categorical
dependent variables. Thubke choice of adding this category is purely technical and is related
to the necessity of having a reference category against whiolddkeof the otherivil conflict
outcomes are compute@hoosingthe dyad governmerttpposition per year required that all
the observations had to be associated with an outcome category. Therefore, it was necessary to
choose an outcome category with whadhthe dyads referring to a confligear when the
conflict was not finished could be associated

The second adaptation that was made in the construction of the dependent variable
pertains the outcorreetor ceases to exiswvhich is excluded from the lisf possible outcomes.
In this dissertation, if onef the two primary parties, the government and the armed opposition,
ceases to exist and the conflict terminates, then the outcome is necessarily victory for one of
the opposing parties or conflict termation due to lack of activity. Instead, if it is one of the
rebel groups of the opposition that ceases to exist, either because is incorporated into another
rebel group or has been defeated on the ground, the civil conflict is considered concluded only
atthe point in whichthe last rebel remaining rebel group of the opposition has been defeated,
has retracted from the conflict, or signed an agreement with the goverfmsmnmary, the
dependent variable contains the following categories, each assdoiatsgecific outcome of
civil conflict or its continuationContinuation of confligtVictory for government sig&ictory
for rebel sidePeace agreemenCeasefire andLow activity

Conflict termination is recorded at the conflievel per year, thuhe governmerarmed
opposition dyadic level. Which of the above categories is associated to the yearly dyad depends
on whether and how the conflict has ended. If the civil conflict episode, once started, continues

in the next calendar year, the yearly dyia associated with the categargntinuation of
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conflict If the yearly dyad ceases to existe. the conflict episode has endethe last active

dyad of the conflict episode is associated witttory for government sidié the government

has defead the armed oppositioictory for rebel sidef the armed opposition has defeated

the governmentpeace agreemeiitthe primary parties resolve the incompatibility through a

comprehensive peace agreemeamasefireif the parties agree to a halt of thestilities,

without resolving their incompatibility; anldw activity if no peace agreement or ceasefire

have been concluded nor a decisive victory has been achieved by either party but the conflict

intensity fallsanywaybelow the critical threshold @b battlerelated deaths in a calendar year.
Nevertheless, civil conflict outcomes are often not etedr Accordingly, some

additional specifications are needed to better clarify when a conflict episode can be considered

concluded. As mentioned befoeegonflict episode ends when the dygehr fails to fulfil the

minimum criteria for dull calendar year. This coding decision has some implications that need

to be fully explained. Three situations are particularly important in this respect. First, if the

conflict episode stops but it restarts after a brief lapse, shorter than one calendanyés

fought over the same incompatibility, the dyad formed as a result of the conflict relapse enters

the dataset as part of the same conflict episode and the preceding yearly dyad of the episode is

coded agontinuation of conflictSecond, if the adflict episode stops but it restarts after a

break longer than one calendar year and is fought over the same incompatibility, tyeatyad

formed as a result of the conflict relapse must be considered the first of a new conflict episode

while the dyaelyea prior to the conflict interruption as the last active dyadrof the previous

conflict episode. The latter is associated to a definitive outcome and the conflict episode it

relates to is considered concluded. The rationale behind this choice isdhélici that restarts

after a significant period of time is interpreted as a new episode of conflict, and not the mere

continuation of the same one. In this interpretatiegre followedthe coding guidelines

provided in the codebook of the UCDP confletrhination datas€Kreutz 2010) Third, if the
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conflict episode stopsnd wherit restarts is fought over a different incompatibility, it does not
matter how much time separates the two conflict spells because they can be considered two
different onflict episodesThis is becaus¢hey are fought for a different incompatibility.
Accordingly, the dyag/earformed as a result of the conflict relapse must be considered the
first of a new conflict episode while the dygéar prior to the conflict cessain as the last

active dyaedyearof the previous conflict episode and associated to a definitive outcome.

A final note on the construction of the dependent variable concerns the manual coding of
some missing observations. The UCDP conflict terminatiorsdataports information on civil
conflicts up until 201%Kreutz 2010) As this research explores the outcomes of civil conflict
occurred up to 2017, some manual coding of the missing observations for the yeé26 D15
was required. In order to sare the homogeneity of the data, the missing observations were
coded wusing information reported i nifteei t her
conflicts were active in those 3 yed@Gleditschet al. 2002, Pettersson and Eck 2018y in
the UCDP conflict encyclopaedia if the conflict ended during those 3 g@@idP 2020) In
the unlikely case that no information about conflict termination were reported in the UCDP
encyclopaedia, secondary sources were consulted to find infonmattiout how a conflict
ended and code the observation following closely the UCDP coding procedures, as reported in

the codebook of the UCDP conflict termination datéisetutz 2010)

Independent variables

The analysis contains four independentalales. The first independent variable of the study

is calledFragmentationand is a measure of the fragmentation of the armed opposition. With
this variable, the analysis aims to capture the effect of fragmentation on the outcomes of civil
conflicts andtest whether there are any differences in outcome probabilities when the

opposition is fragmented or not and when the number of rebel groups it is composed of

96



increases.In line with the arguments advanced in Chapter 2 with respect to the
conceptualisatiorf fragmentation as a unidimensional concept, the variable fragmentation
measures exclusively the number of rebel groups that were part of an armed opposition in a
given year of a conflict episode. Accordinglyistvariable is modelled as a count varthht

records for any yearly dyad of a conflict episqdbe number of rebel grougemposinghe

armed oppositiont can take the value of 1 if the armed opposition was composed of only one
rebel group and, thus, was not fragmented, or two, three, four, and so on if in a year of conflict
episode the armed opposition was fragmented and composed of as many groups. As t
marginal effect of the addition of a rebel group when the opposition is already highly
fragmented is expected to be smaller than the same unitary change when the opposition is lowly
fragmented (e.g. unitary change from five to six groups is expecte/éoa smaller effect on
outcomes probability compared to the same unitary change from two to three groups), the
variable was transformed in a logarithmic fof@fr. Cunningham 2011, 2013, Cunningham

al. 2012)

To construct this variable, the study rel
(Gleditschet al.2002, Pettersson aftk 2018) This dataset was selecteecausés the most
fine-grained available and it identifies all the rebel groups involved in a civil conflict episode,
the incompatibility they are disputing, against whom they are fighting, and the location of the
conflict for each given year of a conflict episode. With these information, it could be recorded
the number of rebel groups that in each year of the conflict episode were disputing the same
incompatibility through the use of armed force againstrtbemlentgovernment of a state.

The second independent variableAidancesand is a measure of the severity of the
internal competition. This variable captures whether alliances among the rebel groups of the
opposition and lack thereof can affect the outcoofiesvil conflicts. This variable is modelled

as a binary variable that takes the value of 1 if there is evidence that at least one rebel group
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within the opposition was allied with another rebel group, and 0 if no such alliance existed, that

is all the goups of the opposition were independent. With alliance is meant any instance of
coordination between rebel groups amounting to shared training, shared resources, and
strategic and tactical cooperation. The data for this variable was fetched from tle¢ oatas
alliances among rebel groups produced by Akcinar¢g0l2) This dataset was selected
because it is the most up to date available and because, due its disaggregated structure, it was
easily adaptable to the UCDP datasets on whichsthidy relies for the construction of the

other variables. As this dataset replicates the structure of and contains the same information
reported in the UCDP Dyadic dataset plus the information on the alliances among rebel groups,
the homogeneity of the tlawas preserved.

There are two limitations that arise from using this data for the construction of the
analysis that need to be fully accounted for. First, the data produced by Akcinaroglu (2012)
reports instances of alliances among rebel groups irrésp@itwhether they are part of the
same conflict episode, hence part of the same armed opposition. Accordingly, it also records
alliances among groups that are active in different conflict episodes. As the dataset, in the way
it was published, reports gnthe name of one side of the alliance and not the one of the other
side of the alliance, it was nalwayspossible to establish from the data whether both parties
of the alliance were part of the same opposition. As there are no other available a#t&rnati
this is the only data that could be used to construct the variable, even though it does not
perfectly capture the alliances among rebel groups of the same armed opposition. This is
certainly an important limitation of the variable. However, as thentidn is to test whether
the condition of independence of grotipthe condition in which none of the groups is allied
with anotheri affect the outcomes of civil conflicts, | contend that the variable constructed
with this data still allows for a test dhe causal mechanisms illustrated in the theoretical

chapter. In fact, the positive effects for the armed opposition deriving from the fact that the
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rebel groups are allied with other groups are expected to be the similar either if the alliance is
among goups of the same opposition or with groups external to it. At the very basic level,
alliances among groups determine more availability and better use of resources than a condition
of independence of groups, irrespective of whether the alliance is ammngs @f the same
opposition or with groups that are not part of it. On the other hand, the negative effects of the
independence of groups for the armed opposition remain unaltered, since it does not matter
whether this independence is due to the factréda| groups are not allied with others within
or outside the opposition, still independence remains. Accordingly, even if the data available
is not perfectly tailored for the test that this dissertation performs, it is the only data that
captures as presgly as currently possible the concept of independence of rebel groups
Second, this data contains information up to 2008. Accordingly, some manual coding of
the missing observations was required. For the manual coding of the missing observations, it
was Dbllowed as closely as possible the coding procedure outlined by Akcinaroglu (2012). To
do so, information were sought on the UCDP conflict encyclopdetiddP 2020)and the
missing observations were coded if information related to coordination between rebel groups
amounting to shad training, shared resources, and strategic and tactical cooperation were
reported in said source; if no information were available, secondary literature, such as scholarly
literature and reports from international organisations;gurernmental organisans, and
think tanks, was consulted and the missing observations coded accordingly; if no information
were available in these sources too, it was used the common multiple imputation strategy for
longitudinal studies of carrying the last observation fedy@OCF) or the next observation
backwards (NOCB) if the missing observations were withinyadr range from the closest
recorded observation; finally, if even this multiple imputation strategy was impossible, it was
adopted the conservative assumptiaat it is more likely that a rebel group was not allied with

another rebel group in a given year of conflict episode if information about such an alliance
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were nowhere to be found. By expanding Akcir
rebel group that is used in this research is the most up to date available

The third independent variableirgra-opposition violencand is the second measure of
the severity of the internal competition. With this variable, the study aims to capture the effect
that the fratricidal violence of the rebel groups within the armed oppcsitias on the
outcomes of civil conflicts. This variable is constructed as a binary variable that takes the value
of 1 if in a year of conflict episode at least two rebel groupseobpposition engaged in violent
clashes against one another and O otherwise. For violent clashes is intended any instance of
Ouse of armed force between two organized ar
of a state, which results in at leastRattler e | at ed d e &Sundlerget ah2082) year 6
The data for this variablestwae rcemnrfilévcxed dfar
(Sundberget al.2012, Pettersson and Eck 201B)is dataset was chosen because, to the best
of my knowledge, it is the only one available that reports instances aftatenconflicts

The fourth independent variableiigernal power distributiorand measures how power
is distributed within the oppdn. This variable is constructed as a binary varialbltakes
the value of 0 if power was concentrated in one single group, that is a group within the
opposition was in éhegemonicposition in terms of strength. The strongest group was
considered to & in ahegemonigosition when it had twice amany militants as the second

largest group:
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Conversely, the variable takes the value ofdbiver was more dispersed within the opposition,
that is two or more rebel groups were relatively equal in terms of strength. Even if one specific

group within the opposition was stronger than the othemsas not considered to be in a
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hegemonigosition unless it had twice asanymilitants as the second largest group. When
the equation below did not hold, no group was ihegemonicposition and power was

consideredlispersed across the rebel graups

G "Qa "Qa dEEdER O | €00 1)
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This equation reflects the specific choice of the dissertation to focus on two specific conditions
related to the distribution of power within the armed opposifitrese conditions reflect two
distinct situations: one that sees a rebel group within aacaapposition as being hegemonic,
thus indicating @oncentratednternal power distribution, and the other that sees no rebel group
in a hegemonic position, thus indicatingliapersedpower distribution. This equation was
purposely defined to capture #eeexact conditions, upon which the argumentsiamdelated
hypothesis were baseAlternative ways to compute power dispersion within the opposition
have been consideredowever, while these measures are indeed valid for different purposes,
the equatio adopted ishe one thamore accuratelgaptureghe condition of power dispersion
as delineated in the theory.

One alternative measutikat wasconsidereds the one adopted by Fjelde and Nilsson

(2012) to assess rebel |dpeanaptedasfollovesfoathe purpesep o we

of the present analysisD 'O p'QQ T® . This measure

wasdeemedo benot appropriatéecause, whdl perfectly capable of capturing the individual
rebel group strength relative to other rebel groups, it is not able to properly capture different
distributions of power as intended here, for it ignores the variation that exist in terms of

individual strengh of the rebel groups lumped together in the denominator.
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Two additional measures were also considebedh drawn from an article on UN mission
composition by Bove and RuggdBove and Ruggeri 2016pne index of fractionalisation
adapted from thélerfindahtHirschman Index (HHIand one index of polarisation adapted
from the ReynaQuerol index(ReynatQuerol 2002)* However,while these measures are
perfectly capable of capturing the overall dispersion of power within the oppositioitsand
polarisation, they fail to systematically capture power distribution the way is intended in this
dissertation. In fact, they are owaliant on the count of the number of groups and are unable
to distinguish when one of them is hegemonic. For example, imaginetotypical situation

in which an armed oppositiors composed of four groups, with respectively 24000, 12000,
10000, and 10000 titents. According to my interpretation of power distribution and the
equation 1 above, this situation reflects a hegemonic distribution of §b2@90/24000 = 0.5

= hegemonic distribution)magine that the two weakest rebel groups exit the confliculseca
they have been defeated by the governntbetdistribution of power would remain the same
because the strongest group is still in a hegemonic po§iti00/24000 = 0.5 = hegemonic
distribution). This demonstrates that the equation devised to memsuee distribution is able

to consistently and systematically capture whether there is a hegemonic player or not within
the oppositioni and consequently whether power is concentrated (0) or disperséd (1)
irrespective of the number of groups that ang pfit. Instead, lhe fractionalisation index and
the polarisation indetBove and Ruggeri 201&Yould indeed fail to do sdor the value they
would produce depends on the number of groups of the oppo&tamy back to the example,
for the two differen situationsdescribedabove they would provide very differeméilues.

Accordingly, itwould beimpossible to determinexantea thresholdor these measurdbat

1 The Fractionalisation index is described by the followdggation™0Y6 6 B “ p * .The RQ index by the
following’Y0 TB “ p “ .Inbothequations refers to the proportion of militants ini aebel group.
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allows to discriminateonsistently and systematicabigtween a concentrated (0) and dispdr
(1) internal power distribution as intended in this dissertation.

For this variable, data was drawn from the UCDP encyclopdedi®P 2020) If this
source did not report information about the strength of a rebel group, | coded the missing
observations for this variable by looking first at secondary literature, such as scholarly literature
and reports of international organisations, qgorvenmental organisations, and think tanks;
second, if no information were found in these sources, the ERGEB multiple imputation
strategy was employed if the closest recorded observation was withjaaa Eme span from
the missing observation; if nond the above was possible, information were retrieved from
the -®¥N@athe actors in armed conflict-authadsat aset
(Cunninghamet al. 2013} finally, if not even this source reported any information, the
observation was left missinlj.is important to not¢éhe contribution that the disseitat makes
with this variableFirst in terms of data, since the data on the number of rebel groups militants
used to build this variable is the most up to date currently available. In addition to this, and
differently from the most commonly usedl Nestateact or s in armed coni
(Cunningharret al.2013) the da& on rebel groups militants is recorded yearid not for the
entire conflict episode, thus allowing for a more tigemsitive analysis. This data can surely
be of usdor other crossational studies on civil conflict&econd in terms of measurement,
since most of the existing cresational studies have either used measures of power of the
overall rebel side or of the single rebel group. This dissertatisteadpffers the first measure
of yearlydistribution of power across the rebel groups involiveal conflict episodewhich is
particularlyuseful for capturing how different power relations among the rebel groups of an

armed opposition can affect the overall conflict dynamics.
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Control variables

The largeN analysis also includes a set of contvatiables. These variables capture some
important conditions that can be correlated to the dependent and independent variables of the
study. The addition of #secontrol variables aimito reduce the risk of omitted variable bias
and allows the analysis tmntrol for the effect of potential confounders

The first control variable is callegbel capacityand is a measure of the overall military
capacity of the armed opposition relative to the government. This control variable was included
because, as disssed in Chapter 1, some studies have demonstrated that the military capacity
of the actors involved in a civil conflict, the government and the rebels, but especially the
asymmetry of power between the two, is a crucial factor in shaping conflict outcBynes.
controlling for this variable, the analysis isolates the effect of the independent variables while
keeping the balance of power between the armed opposition and the government constant. It is
constructed as a binary variable that takes the valuef tfid armed opposition was at relative

parity or stronger than the government and O if it was weaker. The data for this variable was

retrieved from the UCDP conflict encyclopaedidCDP 2020f or t he ar med opp

militants levels and, in case of missing information, fromsedca r y s our c etate and
actors i n ar méQumioghamét bli2@18) &orttedroopsdesds othe states

at conflictthe data was drawn from the IISS military bala(it®S, several yearsYhe yearly
observations forebel capacityvere coded as 1 if thatio of the total number of troops of the
armed opposition and the total number of troops of the government was equal or higher than
0.912
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2 This equation reflects the intentitm capture a@ndition of at least ragh parity, hence 0.9 instead of 1.
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Conversely, the observations were coded as 0 if the ratio was lower than 0.9:

0 € 00 ¢ & IO QA i )
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In this case too, if no informatiaelated to a specific government and/or armed opposition for
a specific year of conflict episode were found in the mentioned sources, the NOCB
strategy of multiple imputation was adopted up to a maximum of 5 years. Only if this strategy
was not possik either, the observation was left missing

The second control variable is calledjime typeand measures whether the government
involved in the civil conflict was either a democracy, autocracy, or anocracy. This variable was
included in theanalysisbe@use, as discussed in Chapter 1, some studies have indicated that
how a civil conflict endsmight also depend on whether the contested government is a
democracy, autocracy, or anocracys ltonstructed as a binary variable that takes the value of
0 if the regime was an anocracy and 1 if the regime was either a full democracy or a full
autocracy. The data for this variable was drawn from the dataset produced by the Polity IV
project, which asigns a score to the polity of each recognised @téadeshallet al.2002) The
categorisation of the type of regime is based on the scores assigned to the polity by Polity IV
It has become consolidated practice to categorise democracies as those polities thet bvae/
between +6 and +10, autocracies those that have a score befneeir10, and anocracies
those that have a score betweBrand +5 or66, -77,-88. Accordingly, an observation was
given the value of O if the polity score for the governmentlved in the civil conflict in a
year of conflict episode was betwe&mand +5 or66,-77,-88, and of 1 if the polity score was
either betweenl0 and-6 or +6 and +10.

The third and fourth control variables are measures of the intervention cpétyd
states in a civil conflict. These variables were included in the models because it has been

demonstrated that the partisan intervention of tpady states might altehe outcomes of
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civil conflicts. From the literature on thiplarty support, it enrged that the effect of this
support on the outcomes of civil conflicts depends on whom is the beneficiary of this support.
For this reason, two control variables related to external support are used,poneeisel
external supportand the other igpro-government external supporBoth variables are
constructed as binary variablégo-rebel external suppotikes the value of 1 if at least one
of the rebel groups within the opposition was the beneficiary of financial and/or military
support, either inerms of troops or weapons, from a thparty state and O otherwise. The
same applies tpro-government external suppaand the yearly observation was given the
value of 1 if the government was the beneficiary of financial and/or military support from a
third-party state and 0 otherwise

The data for these variables was drawn from different sources. With regard to the variable
pro-rebel external supporthe data was taken from the dataset on support to rebel groups by
third-party states produced by SAkca (2015, 2016) This dataset was chosen because it
reports information regarding different types of support providethiod-party states to rebel
groups and follows the structure of the UCDP datasets used mligbéstationthus ensuring
the homogeneity of the daféhe dissertation is only concerned with instancesufstantial
support, namely types of support tican alter the balance of power on the ground. For this
reason, only the information related to the military, in terms of troops and weapons, and
financial support by thirgbarty states to a given rebel group in a given conflict year was taken
from this sairce. As this dataset reports information only up to 2010, however, some manual
coding was required. For the manual coding of the missing observations for this variable, the
following procedure was followed: information were first sought on the UCDP apaetlia
(UCDP 2020) if no information were available in this source, secondary sources such as
scholarly literature and reports from international organisations,-goeernmental

organisations, and think tanks were consuliédo information were available in these
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sources, thetrategy of multiple imputation LOGROCB strategy up to a maximum of 5 years
was employed; if none of the above was possible, it was then adopted the conservative
assumption that, if no information regarding support from a-héndy state to a rebel gip
in terms of weapons, troops, and/or financial aid in a given year of conflict episode could be
found, it is more likely that a rebel group did not (or only allegedly) receive any kind of support
from a thirdparty state in that specific year and thesinig observation was coded as 0.

The data related to pigovernment external support was retrieved instead from the

OUCDP External Suppori2 0D@digRadmee a. 20C1pfarftHe i c t
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information up until 2009 and fr om-2t0He 66 UCL

(Gleditschet al. 2002, Pettersson and Eck 20B8)d other sources for tliata from 2010 to
2017. The UCDP Dyadic Dataset reports only information related to the military intervention
of third-party state in support of the primary parties. Accordingly, some manual coding was
necessary with regard to other types of Huedty sate support, in terms of weapons provision
or financial aid, for the civil conflicts from 2009 to 2017. Data in this respect was retrieved
from the UCDP encyclopaed{) CDP 2020)and secondary literature. In this case ibmo
information were available in these sources, theegyaof multiple imputation LOGINOCB
strategy up to a maximum of 5 years was employed; if none of the above was possible, it was
then adopted the conservative assumption that, if no information regarding support from a
third-party state in terms of weamoand financial aid in a given year of conflict episode could
be found, it is more likely that the government did remteive(or only allegedlyreceived
support from a thirgbarty state and the missing observation was coded as 0

The last control variable is related to the intensity of the conflict. The vairdgblesity
levelis constructed as a binary variable that takes the value of 1 if a conflict episode during an

entire calendar year was patrticularly violent and 0 otherwise. Intensity was measured in terms

of recorded battleelated deaths in a calendar year, followirgthc odi ng of t he 6 U(
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Dataset version 18.1, 19460 1(@léditschet al.2002, Pettersson and Eck 2018)m which
the data for this variable was taken. Accordingly, the value of 1 was assigned to aaf/ year
conflict episode in which at least 1000 batt¢ated deaths have occurred and 0 if the number

of battlerelated deaths fell between 25 and $99.

13 As mentioned before, 25 batitelated deaths in a calendar year is the minimum threshold for a civil conflict
episode to be considered active.
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Table3.1: Variables summary: type, possiblalues, and data

Variables Type of variable Possible values Data source

Dependent Variable

Civil conflict outcomes Categorical variable with multiple 1 Continuation of conflict (reference) UCDP conflict termination dataset 2
unordered categories { Peace agreement 2015(Kreutz 2010)
1 Ceasefire 1 Manual coding

1 Government victory
1 Rebel victory

9 Low activity

Continues next page
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Variables

Type of variable

Possible values

Data source

Independent variables

Fragmentation

Alliances

Intra-opposition violence

Internal power distribution

Continues next page

Count variable

Binary variable

Binary variable

Binary variable

1tob

10 if none of the rebel groups is alliec
with another rebel group
1 1 if at least one rebel group is allied

with another rebel group.

10 if none of rebefjroups of the
opposition engage in violent clashe:
against one another

9 1 if at least two rebel groups of the
opposition engage in violent clashes

against one another

10 if power is concentrated in one
single group (hegemonic)
91 if power is dispersed within the

opposition

110

UCDP Dyadic Dataset version 18.1
(Gleditschet al.2002, Pettersson and
Eck 2018)

T Alliances among rebel groups
(Akcinaroglu 2012)

9 Manual coding

UCDP nonstate conflict dataset v.
18.1(Sundberget al. 2012, Pettersson
and Eck 2018)

9 UCDP encyclopaedia (UCDP 2020)

9 Secondary literature

9 Non-state actors in armed conflict
(Cunninghanet al.2013)



Variables

Type of variable

Possible values Data source

Control variables

Rebel capacity

Regime type

Prorebel support

Continues next page

Binary variable

Binary variable

Binary variable

10 if the armed opposition is weaker 9 Armed opposition militants

than the government GUCDP encyclopaedia (UCDP
1 1 if the armed opposition is at 2020)
relative parity or stronger than the GSecondary literature
government GNon-state actors in armed conflict

(Cunringham et al. 2013)
9 Government troops
GlISS military balance (1ISS, sever:

years)

10 if the regime is an anocracy Polity IV project(Marshallet al.20Q2)
91 if the regime is either a stable

democracy or a stable autocracy

10 if none of the rebel groups within Support to rebel groups by third
the opposition is the beneficiary of party state¢SanAkca 2015, 2016)
financial and/or military support fron § Manual coding
a thirdparty state

9 1 if at least one of the rebel groups
within the opposition is the

beneficiary
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Variables Type of variable Possible values Data source

Pro-government support Binary variable 10 if the government inotbeneficiary fUCDP External Support in Armed
of financial and/or military support Conflict 1975 2009(Hogbladhet al.
from a thirdparty state 2011)
1 1 if the government is beneficiary of §UCDP Dyadic Dataset version 183.
financial and/omilitary support from 19462017 (Gleditsch et al. 2002,
a third-party state Pettersson and Eck 2018)

9 Manual coding

Intensity level Binary variable 10 if the number of battleelated UCDP Dyadic Dataset version 18.1
deaths in the calendar year falls (Gleditsch et al. 2002, Pettersson anc
between 25 and 999 Eck 2018)
11 if the number of battleelated
deaths in thealendar year exceeds
999
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3.2.4. Statistical techniques and models

Multinomial logistic regression (MNLR) is the statistical method that best anihysis with
categorical dependent variables with unordered categories. Although other statistical methods
can potentially be used in studies whose dependent variable is categorical with multiple
categories, such as Probit models, ordered logit modetspgpeting risk models, MLNR has
become the gto method mainly due to its ease of computation and accuracy of the estimates
compared to other statistical methdadgor analysis with unordered categorical dependent
variables

As the dependent variable tife dissertation is a categorical variable with unordered
categories, this method is employed in the la¥ganalysis. In general terms, this type of
dependent variable requires to interpret the regression function as a predicted probability.
When the depndent variable is binary, the predicted value of the outcome is the probability
that the outcome equals 1. When the dependent variable iscatgitjory, the predicted value
of one of the categories of dependent variable is the probability that thaulasartdategory
equals 1. The logistic regression relies on one cumulative distribution function, the logistic
distribution, to provide a model for the relation between independent variables and dependent
variable when the latter is categori¢aThe MNLR can be considered an extension of the
binomial logistic regression because it runs binomial logistic regressions for all the possible
categories of the dependent variable. It requires to choose one of the categories of the variable
as a reference categamd to create as many logits as the number of remaining categories of
the variable. Against this reference category, theoldds of the other categories of the
dependent variable are computed

In this analysis, the dependent variable has six categorkesoatinuation of conflict

was chosen as the reference category. Accordingly, in the statistical models described below,

14 A detailed discussion of the mechanics of logistic regression anfalisibeyond the scope of the dissertation.
For a more detailed discussion ¢eeng 1997, Menard 2002, Hosmetral.2013, Fox 2016, Agresti 2019)
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the logodds of each possible conflict outcome, nanpelgce agreemeyteasefirevictory for
government sidevictory for rebel sideandlow activity, are computed against the {odds
that the conflict continues. In doing so, the analysis returns the odds of conflict termination and
the odds of each possible civil conflict outcome, conditional on the values of the independent

variabks.

Estimation

The largeN analysis is run on a dataset of 1064 observations. Each observation relates to a
calendar year of conflict episode occurred between 1989 and 2017 and to each of them is
associated one of the categories of the dependent vaaizdke value for the independent and
control variablesThe largeN analysis consists of six MNLR models. Models 1, 2, 3, and 4
are bivariate models on the impact of each independent variable on the outcomes of civil
conflicts. Accordingly, Model 1 testséiimpact on civil conflict outcomes @fagmentation
Model 2 ofalliances Model 3 ofintra-opposition violenceand Model 4 opower distribution.
These bivariate models are included in the laMganalysis to assess the impact that these
variables havén shaping the outcomes of civil confligtlividually.

From these bivariate models the analysis moves to the multivariate analysis. It starts with
Model 5, a multivariate model that contains all the independsrdbles of the study, without
any controlvariables.This model is included in the larg¢ analysis to assess whether these
variables have, if any, an effect in shaping the outcomes of civil conflicts and whether the
direction, magnitude, and significance of the coefficients remain constant alhéne
independent variables are taken simultaneously into account. From this multivariate model
without confounders, the analysis then moves to the final model, which contains all the
independentariables of the study and the set of potential confosndiérs model allows for

a full assessment of the impact, if any, of the independent variables on the outcomes of civil
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conflicts, while controlling for the other important factors that can affect conflict termination
and can act as confounders/interferthie causal path that the lafiyenalysis aims to uncover.

By comparing the estimates of the full model to the ones of the bivariate models and the
multivariate model without confounders, the analysis provides a full picture of the extent to
which fragmetation, internal competition, and internal power distribution affect how civil
conflicts terminate when other relevant factors are kept under control

Thus, the largéN is put through a very strict test of robustness that starts from a simple
bivariate aalysis, proceeds with a multivariate analysis with and without potential
confounders, and ends with d8d crossvalidation, discussed in more detail in the following
section. The larg®l analysis is voluntarily set up to be as strict as possible ssctrtain
whether the results it produces remain constant across different model specifications and can
be considered solid.

Given the panel structure tifie data, the models are fitted as multilevel regressions
instead of standard, singlevel regressiongOne of the fundamental assumptions of logistic
regression is that the observations in the data are independent, that is the value of an observation
does not depend on the value of other observations. This assumption can be seriously violated
when longitwdlinal, timeseries, crossection data is usg#fox 2016, p. 700)This is because
the value of an observation for a specific year might depend on the value that an observation
within thesame cluster had the previous years, which in turn might determine a-@litsiar
correlation of the error@~ox 2016, p. 718, AgresB019, p. 253)Within-cluster correlation
can lead to serious inferential problebecause¢he inaccurate estimate of the standard errors
would produce imprecise -yalues and, consequently, induce misinterpretation of the
significance levels from whicthe conclusions dthe study are drawriHolmes Finchet al.

2019, p. 29)Multilevel regressions take into account the clustered structure dta and the

nonindependence of the ud@vel observations within the clustérghe conflict episodes
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thus producing reliable estimates and standard eft&isr. this reason, a multilevel approach

to regression is more suitable for the present dissertation, since it permits to correct the issue
of nonrindependence of the observations in the data. For the purpose of this analysis, as it is
plausible that the wonditional probability of a certain outcome is close to 0 for some conflicts
(i.e. rebel victory in a conflict that opposes a small armed opposition against a strong and
functional government) while it is not for some others, the multilevel MNLR mode ittad

so to allow the intercept for each outcome to vary by conflict episode.

Diagnostics and robustness of fit

The robustness of the results of the statistical analysis is assessed through hypothesis testing,
evaluation of the significance of tlestimates, assessment of common measures of fit, and
finally through resampling techniques for model validation.

In terms of hypothesis testinggsts are performed taking into account the technical
peculiarities of the MNLRThe hypothesis test for a slagcoefficient in the models refers to
the twosided Wald test of the null hypothesis that the impact of a variablej @utaome
against the reference category is equal to O (i.e. impact of fragmentation on ceasefire vs.
continuation = Q)

In terms of masure of fit, scalar measures of fit for logistic regressions are used to assess
the robustness of the results. In particular, the analysis is assessed through information criteria,
such as thevidely applicable information criterioQWAIC). As they haveittle meaning in
themselves, they are used to compare the fit of the different models through the assessment of

how much they diverge in the different models that are fit

15 A discussion regardinthe mechanicsf the multilevel regression falls beyond the scope ofdlssertation
for a more detailed discussion s@@elman and Hill 2006, Fox 2016, Agresti 2019, Holmes Fitcil. 2019)
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Although scalar measures of firovide useful informatiortheyare not optimal tassess the
robustness of the results and validate a logistic regression ifhaag) 1997) Accordingly,
the evaluation of the fit of the model baseatlusivelyon the assessment of the measures of fit
would be insufficient. Tis evaluations thus fdlowed by an additional assessment carried out
through resampling methodResampling methods are statistical simulation techniques that
permit to draw multiple samples from the original dataset used for the research and analyse the
data emerging from thessampleqCarsey and Harden 2014)rawing different samples
allows a researcher to-ran their statistical model over different samples to assess whether the
estimates it yield$ and the conclusions that stem from thieare solid even if one, twath
different samples were used for thealysis. In doing so, a stricter test of the associations
emerging from the model is performed, which indicates whether these associations are
idiosyncratic to the dataset used or, instead, representative of general underlying causal
patterns

For the pupose of this analysis, the resampling method of multifold evakdation
(CV) is used for the validation of the models and test the robustness of the results. Through a
CV is possible to test the performance of a statistical model by looking at how pvelllicts
out-of-sampleobservationgCarsey and Harden 2014, p. 259%) general terms, multifold CV
requires to divide the dataset available for the analysis in different portions, or folds. One fold,
normally the larger one, is employed to fit the model, which is thenasstte reference. The
other folds are used to fit the model and evaluate its performance against the réesesme
and Harden 2014)n this analysis, | perform afdld CV.1® To do so, the dataset is divided in
three folds: one fold, the smalled train data, contains 50% of the observations; the two other

folds, the test data, contain 25% of the observations each. The full multivariate Model 6 is then

16 The number of folds has been chosen based on the number of observations on which the statistical analysis is
run. Each fold should contain at least a few hundred observations to have some validity.
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fit to each fold of the dataset. Theceiver operator characteristi(ROC) curve and the
estimates of tharea under the curvfAUC) of the model run on the tradata are compared

with thoseof the models run on the test data. If the values of these measures remain constant
across all the subsamples of the data, then the model is considered validated. | defer a more
detailed discussion of how it is performed te tiext chapter. Through the assessment of the
significance of the model sé estimates, the
with a 3fold crossvalidation, the largéN analysis is put through to a strict test of the
robustness to guarantie reliability and the generalisability of the findings that emerge from

it.

3.3. SmalN analysis

The methodological approach that underpins this study requires to complement thé large
analysis with a smalN analysis Its aim is to put to further test tHendings of the largeN
analysis and/or find unobserved causal relationships. In this dissertation, th&lsamallsis
is carried out through the-ghepth investigation of one case study

Since the smalN analysis is complementary to the lafgenalyss, it is the latter that
informs the selection of cases. The strategy of case selection depends on the assessment of the
overall fit of the largeN anal ysi s and robustness of the
indications on the possible case selectsinategies in nested analysis, the following options
are available (2005). If the largé produces solid findings, the aim of the satlanalysis is
to further test the goodness of fit of the model(s). In that case, two strategies of case selection
are aailable. First, one can choose the cases randomly, putting the findings through the strictest
test possible(Lieberman 2005) Second, one can deliberately select cases that are well
predicted by the modé€Lieberman 2005)In the present study, the case might potentially be

either a randomly selected one or a deliberately selected one that represents an example of a
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civil conflict in theregression linelf, instead, the larg8l analysis does not produce robust
findings, the aim of the focused comparison is to find alternative explanations for the
phenomenon of interegtieberman 2005)In that instance, one might choose a case that is
well predictedby the largeN analysis and/or one that was not, that is it should have had a
different outcome according to predictions

Highlighting the possible strategies of case selection and the place this case study takes
in the entire architecture of the disséda suffices for the present chapter, for the laxge
analysis is yet to be reported and its results to be assessed. The complete discussion on the case
selection strategy chosen and, consequently, of the reasons why a specific case was selected,
is defered to Chapter 5, which follows the larlyeanalysis.

There are two limitations in respect to the sahalanalysis that needs to be clearly
acknowledged, one related to the number of cases and one related to the sources used to carry
it out. First, a qualative analysis consisting of a single case study certainly limits the
contributionthat it could provide to the dissertation. Second, the sihahalysis is entirely
conducted using secondary sources. Accordingly, it relies mostly on think tanks rgports,
and other IGOs and NGOs reports, newswires, and existing scholarship. Although | appreciate
that a smalN analysis consisting of two or more case studies and based on data collected
through field work and interviews would be of greater empirical vaheelimited duration of
the PhD program (8ear fixed term), along with the Covit® pandemic and the difficulties
inherento conducting research in former and actual conflict zones, made field work impossible
for me to conduct and forced the disseotatio be based on a single rather than multiple case
studies due to time constraints. Despite tHesgations, | contend that this case studiso
consideringts complementary nature to the principal part of the study, the-Mugwalysis, is

nonethedss a valuable addition to the dissertation, since it still contributes substantially to the
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entire process of theory testing. Now that that all the methodological aspects have been

clarified, the dissertation turns to the empirical investigation, stasiitmgthe largeN analysis.

Figure 3.1: Research design

Bivariate

Multivariate
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[ )
[ )
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v
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4. LargeN analysis

The dissertation set out to identify whether some wedgrored characteristics of armed
oppositions could explain how civil conflicts terminat€he previous chapters have
summarised the relevant literature for the present study, discussed how thesexpiloded
characteristics of armed oppositions are expected to affect civil conflict outcamlegefined

the methodological choices made to conduct the empirical investigation. This chapter reports
the results of the central parttbkinvestigation, théargeN analysis, to provide an answer to

the research question of the study: how and to what extent do the fragmentation, the internal
competition, and internal power distribution of armed oppositions affect the outcomes of civil
conflicts? To test the Ipptheses of the study, a robust laMj@nalysis was designed to take

full advantage of the available data. Each section of this chapter focuses on a step of this
analysis. Section 4.1. describes the distribution of the dependent and independent variables.
Section 4.2. reports the results of four bivariate models for the impact on civil conflict outcomes
of fragmentationindependence akbel groups, intr@pposition violence, and internal power
distribution of armed oppositions. Section 4.3. reportsdbelts of the multivariate models for

the impact of all four independent variables, both unconditional and conditional on potential
confounder s. Finally, Section 4.4. examines
reports the results of a finadt of robustness, af8ld crossvalidation, through which the
predictive capacity of the full moded assessed. This chapter deals specifically with the more
technical aspects of the investigation, such as evaluations of numerical estimates, sighificanc
and fit, and it constitutes the basis for the full interpretation of the findings and their

implications that takes place in Chapter 6.
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4.1. Descriptive statistics

The largeN analysis looks at 285 episodes of civil conflict occurred across the world betwee
1989 and 2017. By looking at the distribution of the observations for the dependent and
independent variables it is possible to gauge some preliminary information about which values
of these variables are the most common and which responses the atatsigsis would
likely provide

Figure 1 reports the distribution of the dependent variable, that is how the civil conflict
episodes occurred between 1989 and 2017 have ended. The bar chart shows that victories for
either side, the government and thestebwere the least common outcomes. In the time period
under consideration, there have been 37 instances of decisive victories. In 26 civil conflict
episodedt was the government of the state that decisively defeated the armed opposition, while
in only 11 instances it was the armed opposition that managed to overthrow the government.
Accordingly, 9 per cent of the civil conflict episodes ended in government victory while only
3.8 per cent in rebel victorjauch a small proportion of rebel victories is sotprising since
armed oppositions usually encounter a range of difficulties from the outset, including power
asymmetry with the government, harsh repression, and fluctuating popular stipparit is
no surprise that rebel victories are such a rasurmence. This small proportion of rebel
victories has implications for the larde analysis.In fact it is difficult to imagine that the
statistical analysis could find a pattern in the data regarding the impact of the independent
variables on the probdity that this outcome occurs

Negotiated outcomes occurred more often than decisive victories. A total of 76 civil
conflict episodes were resolved at the negotiation table. In only 34 instances were the parties
able to fully resolve their incompatibilithrough a peace agreement. This indicates that 12 per

cent of the civil conflict episodes ended because the parties agreed to terminate the conflict and
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Figure 4.1. Distribution of civil conflictoutcomes (1982017)
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(RV), and low activity (LA) in the period 192917

took the necessary steps to resolve the issues that had provoked its outbreak in the first place.
More often, however, the parties at conflict were not able to resolve their incompatibility. In
fact, 52 episodes of civil conflict ended with a ceasefiregp@i8ent), that is governments and
armed oppositions agreed to a halt of hostilities but did not fully resolve their incompatibility.
The distribution of outcomes indicates titavas easier for the parties to agree to a ceasefire
than fully settle theantroversy

Finally, the distribution of outcomes shows that most civil conflict episodes ended due
to lack of armed activity, without any actor obtaining decisive victory or an agreement being
signed. Out of 285 civil conflict episodes, 115 (40 per ceimiply ceased. Although, to the
best of my knowledge, no study has yet investigated the determinants of low activity, there are
several reasons why this outcome is surprisingly common: armed oppositions retract from the
conflict because they do not haveoegh strength to keep pursuing the armed effort; retreat

for a period of time to regroup and reorganise before starting the armed effort again; or
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disintegrate due to lack of organisation, leadership change, or mass defection by their militants,
without havever conceding defeat. The high number of conflict episodes ended due to lack of
armed activity calls for some additional clarification. Given that it is the rebels who retreat
from the armed effort, it might appear reasonable to consider low activity asstance of
government victory. Accordingly, the two outcomes and related observations might be pooled
together. However, conflict termination due to lack of armed activity occurs when the conflict
ceases but the government has not formally defeatedrthed opposition or provoked its
unambiguous capitulation, since the rebel groups of which it is composed have not been
disbanded nor conceded defdatr this reasanlow activity cannot be strictly considered an
instance of government victory. This cetdifference between the two outcomes requires that
low activity be treated separately. The high number of conflict episodes ended due to lack of
armed activity indicates that if the two outcomes were pooled together, the outcome
government victory woulble conflated with many instances of conflict termination that cannot
be strictly considered as cases of government victory.

The distribution of the main independent variable, fragmentation of the armed
opposition, shows that armed oppositions are notf@s dragmented as it is generally
perceived. While it is true that in half of all civil conflict episodes armed oppositions have
experienced some sort of fragmentation at some point during the c@BRéditschet al.2002,
Pettersson and Eck 2018, Walter 2Q1Bpure 2 shows that in the large majority of civil
conflict episodeyears the armed opgpition was composed of only one rebel group andithus
following the definition ofragmentatiorin Chapter 2 it was not fragmented. This means that
fragmentation occurred in several civil conflict episodes, but usually armed oppositions did not
remain fagmented for the entire duration of the conflict episode. For the period under
consideration, if the armed oppositions were fragmented, they were normally composed of two

rebel groups and, to a lesser extent, three rebel groups. Based on the disthigitérrvalues
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Figure 4.2. Distribution of the fragmentation of armed oppositions (:28%7)

824
800 1

7001

600

[$)]

(=]

o
L

Observations (yearly)
.
o

300 1
200+ 177
100
48
11
o I 3 1
1 2 3 4 5 6

Number of groups

Note: Count of yearly observations of civil conflict episodes in which the armed oppositidragraented or not anthe
number of reel groups of which it wasomposed.

of fragmentation were unlikely, as only in 11 dyyehr observations was an armegagition
composed of four groups, three times of five groups, and only once of six gfoups.

These descriptive statistics require some additional clarifications, both in terms of what
they mean and why certain choices were made in terms of operationalisadiunting the

total number of rebel groups active in a country in a given year of conflict without

" There have been some yearly instances of civil conflict in which the armed opposition was composed of more
than 6 rebel groups. A clear example is provided by tit®sgoing conflict in Syrigat the time of writing), in

which, as reported in the introductiaiipzens of nosstate armed groups were contesting the same incompatibility
against the government of Assad. The civil conflict in Syria, however, as wbk &#vil conflicts that opposed

India and the collection of Sikh insurgents and Thailand and the plethora of Patani insurgents, have all been
removed from the analysis. This is because of a problem with the available data. For very complex cases such as
the ones mentioned, the UCDP coders have been unable to identify all the rebel groups involved in the conflict or
attribute specific violent actions to specific rebel groups. For these few cases, as it is reported in the UCDP conflict
encyclopaedigUCDP 2020)and as some of the cexd have personally told the author, a cattiterm like
Syrian/Sikh/Patani insurgents was used to refer to all the rebel groups involved in the conflict. Adding the
observations related to these conflicts in the analysis would be problematic, as aéclolyservation would

report the value 1 for fragmentation when, in fact, the number of groups within the opposition was much higher
than that. The fact itself that a group of expert coders was unable to code the yearly observations related to these
conflicts has discouraged me from manually coding these observations by using secondary sources. For this
reasonjt wasdecided that removing these instances of civil conflict episodes was the most sensible choice
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distinguishingfor conflict episodes can produce imprecise estimates of the actual impact that
fragmentation has on conflict outcomes. Some conflict dpsthat are simultaneously active
within the same country are often fought for very different incompatibilities, do not overlap,
and occur in regions that might be far away from each other. In these cases, the fact that two
distinct rebel groups are fighg for a different incompatibility in two different regions does
not represent an instance of fragmentation. In fact, these two groups should not be considered
part of a single armed opposition because they have different objectives and are fighting for a
different set of reasons. On the other hand, when the two rebel groups are fighting for the same
incompatibilityi that is they are part of the same conflict episodesantearmed opposition
T it is an instance of actual fragmentation because the retgbg have decided to remain
autonomous, even though they are pursuing the same core objective, and the activity of one
might have repercussions on the activity of the other. For these reasons, the actual effect of
fragmentation can be more accurately meed within the same conflict episode. The
operationalisation of fragmentation of the armed opposition in the present study is more
restrictive than those alternatives that ignore the existence in a given year of simultaneous
conflict episodes being fouglm a single country. Framed as such it is clearer why the
fragmentation of armed oppositions in a given year of conflict episode was not that common.
The first descriptive examination of the bivariate relationship between fragmentation and
conflict termiration indicates that, in a year of conflict episode, all the definitive conflict
outcomes were less likely to occur when the opposition was fragmented. As Figure 3 shows,
this means that, in practice, it was more likely to observedhgnuationof the @nflict when
the armed opposition was fragmented. In fact, some outcoset as ceasefires, government
victory, and rebel victoryi never occurred in conflicts with medium and high levels of
fragmentation. As the top row of the graphs in this figurewshibese outcomes mostly

occurred when the armed opposition was not fragmented. Only in few instances did they occur
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Figure 4.3. Outcomes distribution conditional on the fragmentation of the armed oppodifi882017)
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Note: the Y axis on each graph reports the yearly observations of civil conflict episodes that were coded as continuation of
conflict (0) and those coded as the specific outcome indicated in the label (1), namely the conflict episaiesttratinated
with the outcome specified in the label, conditional on the value of fragmentation of the armed opposition

when the opposition was fragmented and composed of two groups. A similar pattern can be
observed for peace agreements and datwities. It appears, however, that in a handful of
cases these outcomes occurred in conflicts characterised by medium levels of fragmentation of
the opposition. With regard to all the conflict episodes in which the armed opposition was
composed of morthan three rebel groups, instead, Figure 3 shows that they ended only after
the number of rebel groups within the opposition had reduced. These indications from the data
are, so far, only descriptive. In the next section, the bivariate relationship between
fragmentation and conflict outcomes, as well as between the other independent variables and
conflict outcomes, are more precisely specified with the first four regression models

The second independent variable of the study, alliances among rebel gsoaps,
indicator of whether the rebel groups of an armed opposition are allied with other rebel groups.

As the distribution of this variable shows, it was more common during the period under analysis
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Figure 4.4. Distribution of alliances of the rebel groups of the armed oppositions {2089)
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that the rebel grups were not allied with other rebel groups. As Figure 4 shows, however,
alliances among rebel groups are not that uncommon. The difference between yearly
observations of civil conflict episodes in which the groups were allied or not is marginal. Rebel
groups relied on other rebel allies in 522 dya@r observations while only in 542 they could
not.

With regard to the bivariate relationship between alliances among rebel groups and
conflict termination, Figure 5 shows that some civil conflict outcomesaapeoe less likely
when the rebel groups of the armed opposition have other rebel allies. In the top row of the
graphs for peace agreement and government victory, it is evident that there have been fewer
instances of these outcomes when the rebel greeps allied. This holds true also for the

outcome rebel victory, but in this case the difference between the number of rebel victories
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Figure 4.5. Outcomes distribution conditional on the alliances amonglrgloups (1982017)

Note: the Y axis on each graph reports the yearly observations of civil conflict episodes that were coded as continuation of
conflict (0) and those coded as the specific outcome indicated in the label (1), namely the conflies dpédddive terminated
with the outcome specified in the label, conditional on the value of alliances of the rebel groups of the armed opposition.

occurred when the groups were allied and when they were not is marginal. Similarly, conflict
episodes enddd a ceasefire or due to lack of activity when the rebel groups were allied appear
to bealmost as numerous as those terminated when the groups were not

The distribution of the third independent variable of the study -ogpsition violence,
shows thainstances of fratricidal violence among the rebel groups of an armed opposition
were very uncommon. What is striking in Figure 6 is that iopyposition violence occurred in
only 27 conflict episodgears. This value might appear counterintuitively lewce many
studies maintain that violence among rebel groups is a common occui@menghanmet
al. 2009, Fjelde and Nilsson 2012, Nygard and Weintraub 20M#¢ discrepancy in this
respect between this dissertation and previous studies on the determinants and consequences
of the violence among rebel groups is due to the way the variable is constructed. The aim of

the present study is to assess whether instaaf violent rivalry among rebel groups of the
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