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Against the backdrop of today’s complex geopolitical realities, the world is experiencing a state
of heightened turbulence, which gives rise to new challenges and threats to the international security
system. Following the end of the unipolar era, a polycentric world order has emerged, characterized by
intensifying competition among multiple centres of political, economic, and strategic influence. This
competition increasingly takes on a confrontational nature, marked by hybrid confrontations, economic
coercion, information warfare, and localized armed conflicts. There is growing concern about the risk
of escalation in regional conflicts — in Eastern Europe, the Middle East, Southeast Asia, and the Indo-
Pacific — which could potentially develop into wider global confrontations. At the same time, the spread
of authoritarian tendencies, the weakening of international legal institutions, the crisis of multilateral
mechanisms for conflict resolution, and the intensifying struggle for resources further deepen global
instability.

Under current geopolitical turbulence, wartime diplomacy acquires a new functional and legal
dimension and becomes a decisive tool for safeguarding national interests and ensuring compliance
with international law. Modern wartime diplomacy functions as an adaptive legal-political mechanism
operating under heightened security pressures and emergency legal regimes. Its effectiveness increasingly
depends on the state’s ability to combine classical diplomatic means with security-oriented, sanctions-
based, and institutional instruments of influence. This study examines the international legal foundations
of such diplomacy and demonstrates that Ukraine’s wartime practice has catalysed the transformation of
external action mechanisms in response to contemporary threats.

The research shows that wartime diplomacy operates within a distinct legal framework shaped by
the interaction of international humanitarian law, international security law, and the evolving system of
European Union (hereinafter — EU) external action. Rooted in the general principles of international law
and treaty-based solidarity mechanisms, it performs not only a political but also a juridical function by
institutionalising emergency foreign policy decisions.

Based on Ukraine’s bilateral and multilateral cooperation formats, it becomes evident that wartime
diplomacy delivers not only declarations of support but also tangible legal and political shifts. Existing
instruments of cooperation have evolved into long-term and more structured forms of security partnership,
approaching the logic of a quasi-alliance. At the same time, new legal avenues of accountability for
aggression are emerging, reinforcing Ukraine’s protection in the international arena. As a result, Ukraine
is no longer merely a recipient of assistance but an active subject of international law, while the EU
increasingly moves from being primarily a “normative power” toward acting as an actor of collective
security in the context of armed conflict.

Key words: contemporary diplomacy, wartime diplomacy, international order, international
cooperation, collective defence, use of force, armed conflict, European Union, Ukraine.
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Kakyn M. CyyacHa BOE€HHA JUILJIOMATis B Jii: Mi’KHAPOAHO-NPABOBUIl KOHTEKCT Bi/THOCHH MiX
Ykpainow ta €Bponeiicbkum Corwo3om.

Ha thi cxmamHux CydacHHX TEONOJITHYHHX IMPOLECiB CBIT mepeOyBae y CTaHi IIiABHIECHOL
TypOyJIEHTHOCTI, IO 3yMOBIIOE HOBI BHKJIHMKH Ta 3arpo3H Ul MiXKHAPOAHOI cucteMu Oesmeku. [licms
3aBEPUICHHS SIIOXH OJHOIOJISIPHOCTI C(OPMYBABCS MOTIEHTPUYHUI CBITOBHI TOPSIOK, IKOMY BIIACTUBE
MOCUJIEHHA KOHKYPEHLIl MK JEKiJIbkoMa LEHTPaMH MOJITHYHOIO, €KOHOMIYHOIO Ta CTPAaTEriyHOTO
BuiuBy. Lle cymepHUUTBO Aenani yacrimie HabyBae KOH(MPOHTALIHHOIO XapakTepy, MPOSBISIOYHCH
y TiIOpUAHHUX TPOTHUCTOSHHSIX, CKOHOMIYHOMY HpHMYyCi, iHQopManiiHiii 60poThOi Ta JTOKaTI30BaHUX
30poiiHuX KOH(QUIIKTax. 3pOCTa€ 3aHENMOKOEHHS ULIOJ0 PHU3MKY ecKajalii perioHajlbHUX 3iTKHEHb
— y Cxignit €Bpomni, Ha bauszpkomy Cxoxi, y IliBnenno-Cximniit A3ii ta Inno-TuxookeaHchbkoMy
perioHi — sKi MOTEHIITHO MOXYTh IEPEepPOCTH y MaciTaOHi miodanbHi KoHppoHTanii. [lapamrensHo
MOIIMPIOIOTHCA aBTOPUTAPHI TEHIEHLI1, cIabIIaroTh MiXKHAPOAHO-IIPABOB1 IHCTUTYLII, MOTIUOIIOETHCS
Kpu3a 0araToCTOPOHHIX MeXaHi3MiB MUPHOTO BPETYIIOBaHHS Ta IOCIIIOETHCA O0poThOa 3a pecypcu, 1o
uie Oinble nectadbinizye MiXKHAPOJHY CUCTEMY.

3a yMOB CydYacHOi TEOMOJITHYHOI TYpOYJIIEHTHOCTI BO€HHA JHUILIOMAariss HalOyBa€e HOBOTO
(yHKLIOHAJIBHOTO Ta MPaBOBOTO BUMIpY, 1 MOCTAa€ KJIIOYOBUM IHCTPYMEHTOM 3aXHCTy HAlliOHAJIbHUX
iHTepeciB Ta 3a0e3neueHHs JOTPUMaHHI MiXkHapogHOTro npaBa. CydacHa BOEHHA IUILIIOMATis yHKI[IOHY€
SIK aJlallTUBHUI MPaBOBO-TIIOJMITUYHUN MEXaHi3M, 3JaTHUH JiATH B yMOBaX MiABUUIEHOTO OE3MEKOBOTO
THCKY Ta PEXKUMiB HaJ3BUYAHHOTO IPABOBOTO pearyBaHHs. Ii e(heKTUBHICTH Aeai GiIbIne BU3HAYAETHCS
3IaTHICTIO Jep>KaBU MOEIHYBAaTH KJIACHYHI JUILIOMATHYHI 3ac00M 3 O€3MEKOBUMH, CAaHKUIMHUMH Ta
IHCTUTYUIHHUMH IHCTPYMEHTAMU M1)KHAPOAHOTO BILJIUBY. Y HOCIHiIKEHHI TPOaHalli30BaHO MIXKHAPOIHO-
MpaBOBI 3acajay TakKOi JUIJIOMATIi Ta JOBEJCHO, IO MPAaKTUKa BOEHHOI NHUIUIOMAarii YKpaiHu crana
KaTaJli3aTopoM TpaHchopmallii MexaHi3MiB 30BHILIHBOT Aii y BiAMOBiAb Ha Cy4YacHi 3arpo3H.

HocnigkeHo, 110 BOEHHA IUIIOMAaTisl (QYHKIIOHYe B OCOOIMBOMY MPAaBOBOMY CEpeIOBHUIII, SKe
(dbopMyeTbcsi Ha TEpeTHUHI MINKHApPOAHOrO TyYMaHITapHOro MpaBa, MpaBa MIDKHAPOAHOI O€3MeKu Ta
€BOJIIOIIMHOT CUCTEMHU 30BHIIIHBOI AisIbHOCTI €Bponeicbkoro Corody. Cnupaiodunch Ha 3arajbHi
MPUHLUIKA MIXHApOAHOrO MpaBa Ta JOTOBIpHI MeXaHI3MHM COJIiIapHOCTi, BOHAa BHUKOHYE HE JUIIE
HOJIITUYHY, @ ¥ BUpa3Hy HOPUAUYHY (YHKI[I0, iIHCTUTYLIOHANI3yIOUH EKCTPEHI 30BHILIHBOMONITHYHI
pillIeHHS.

Ha ocHoBi nBOCTOpOHHIX 1 OararoctopoHHiX ¢opMariB CHiBOpali MOXHA BiA3HAYUTH, IO
yKpaiHChbKa BOEHHA AUILIOMATis HEe oOMekeHa JAeKIapaTUBHOIO MiATPUMKOIO, @ IPUBOJUTH A0 PEAJTbHUX
IOPUIMYHUX Ta MOJITMYHUX 3MiH. [i BIUIMB MPOSIBISETLCS Y TOMY, 10 iCHYIO4i IHCTPYMEHTH B3a€MOJIi1
3 €C oTpuManu 3MiCTOBHIIINIA 1 JOBrOTPUBANIIINK XapakTep, HAOIU3UBIIUCH A0 Mojelell (pakTUUYHUX
Oe3nexoBuX coro3iB. [lapanenbHo GopMyeTHCA HOBA MPAaBOBa apXiTEKTypa BiANOBIJaIbHOCTI 3a arpecito
Ta MOPYUICHHS MIKHAPOAHOTrO IMpaBa, SKa MOCUJIIOE 3aXUCHI MEXaHI3MH JUIsl YKpaiHu Ha MIKHApOAHIN
apeHi. Y pe3ynbrari YKpaiHa BUCTyIa€ BXKe He JUIIE 00’ €KTOM MiATPUMKHU, a TOBHOI[IHHUM CY0’ €KTOM
MDKHApoOAHOTO TMpaBa, ToAi sik €Bpomneiicbknit Coio3 yce OUIBII BUPA3HO MNEPEXOAUTH BiA podi
“HOPMATUBHOI CUJIK” IO POJIi rapaHTa Oe3NeKH Ta cTaldiIbHOCTI B yMOBax BilftHHU.

Kuio4oBi cjioBa: cyyacHa JUIUIOMATis, BOEHHA JUILIOMATisl, MDKHAPOJIHUN MOPSIOK, MIXKHApPOIHE
CHiBpOOITHUIITBO, KOJEKTHBHA OOOpOHA, 3aCTOCYBAaHHS CUJIM, 30poitHMI KoHGMIKT. €Bpomeicbkuit
Coto3, Ykpaina.

Formulation of the problem. The relevance of this research stems from the unprecedented
transformations in the sphere of international law and relations caused by the full-scale invasion of
Ukraine by russiain 2022. This act of aggression not only violated the sovereignty, political independence,
and territorial integrity of Ukraine but also radically altered the fundamentals of the European and
global security order, exposing the fragility of existing international legal mechanisms for deterring
aggression. The response of the international community to this challenge has revealed a renewed and
intensified role of diplomacy — commonly referred to as wartime diplomacy — which operates at the
intersection of political, legal, and defence dimensions of state activity [4, p. 15].

Although wartime diplomacy is not a new phenomenon — as armed conflicts have accompanied human
civilization throughout history — its contemporary form reflects the evolution of methods, instruments,
and principles used to achieve peace and security. The nature of modern warfare, characterized by hybrid
threats, information dominance, and global interdependence, demands innovative diplomatic approaches
that combine traditional negotiation and alliance-building with new mechanisms of international legal
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accountability, multilateral defence cooperation, and strategic communication. Thus, wartime diplomacy
today embodies both continuity with historical practice and adaptation to the unprecedented challenges
of twenty-first-century conflict.

In this context, Ukraine’s diplomacy has transcended the boundaries of traditional political dialogue,
evolving into a systemic component of national security — a mechanism for consolidating allied
support, attracting military, financial, and humanitarian assistance, building international coalitions,
and providing a legal foundation for the legitimate exercise of self-defence. Consequently, the study
of contemporary wartime diplomacy and its international legal dimensions - particularly within the
framework of Ukraine-EU relations — acquires not only scholarly and analytical significance but also
strategic and practical importance. It reflects new forms of sovereign state action adapted to the realities
of twenty-first-century warfare and the evolving architecture of international law.

The purpose of this research is to examine the legal foundations and distinctive features of
diplomatic cooperation between Ukraine and the EU under conditions of martial law. This analysis
makes it possible not only to gain a deeper understanding of the mechanisms of contemporary wartime
diplomacy but also to assess the effectiveness of international law as an instrument for protecting states
during armed conflicts.

Using the example of Ukraine-EU relations, the article demonstrates how bilateral and multilateral
negotiations, as well as joint diplomatic initiatives, strengthen Ukraine’s position in the international
arena by engaging European partners in consistent and coordinated support against armed aggression.
In particular, the focus is placed on the provision of military and defence assistance through EU
mechanisms, the implementation of economic and sectoral sanctions against russia, and the organization
of international political platforms aimed at consolidating assistance and promoting peace.

The study also evaluates the effectiveness of the EU’s sanction policy and explores the potential
for broader European engagement in reinforcing the international isolation of the aggressor state. The
article emphasizes the importance of wartime diplomacy as a vital instrument for enhancing national
security and consolidating international support for Ukraine in times of war.

State of research on the issue. Recent scholarship over the past two to three years has advanced
our understanding of wartime diplomacy by investigating how legal norms, information strategies, and
coalition-building adapt under ongoing armed conflict. For instance, Roy Allison’s article “Averting
acute escalation in Russia’s war against Ukraine’ analyses diplomatic signalling and tacit “ground rules”
used by Western states to manage escalation risks while sustaining military support for Ukraine [8]. In
parallel, research on international humanitarian law during the conflict, such as the study “The Ukraine-
Russia conflict: An international humanitarian law review of the involvement of foreign fighters”,
probes the legal status and accountability of foreign fighters and the applicability of international
humanitarian law in hybrid warfare contexts [6]. In the domain of European diplomacy and institutional
response, the article “European responses to the Russia-Ukraine war” develops a framework for
examining parliamentary diplomacy and conflict-era diplomacy within EU institutions. [S] Moreover,
Ukrainian scholarship contributes from within the context: “Ukrainian diplomacy before and after 24
February 2022” critically assesses how Ukraine’s foreign service reoriented its strategies, particularly
in legal framing, narrative shaping, and coalition management, in response to full-scale war [11]. These
recent works point toward an emerging-but still under-theorized-field: the integration of legal doctrine,
strategic communication, and multilevel diplomacy as a coherent lens for studying wartime diplomacy
in the twenty-first century.

Results. Today, an event that occurs in one part of the world can have consequences for the entire
international community. The growing number of close political, economic, cultural, and other connections
between regions and states requires regulation and the establishment of clear rules governing how such
interactions take place. These principles have been articulated in numerous international agreements and
declarations, which, on the one hand, help prevent conflicts, and on the other, make cooperation between
countries more effective. The existing network of interconnections among states is generally referred to
as international relations.

In the classical sense, international relations constitute a system of interactions among various actors,
including states, intergovernmental and non-governmental international organizations, transnational
corporations, and, under specific circumstances, private individuals. This sphere encompasses a wide
range of issues - military and political, economic, environmental, humanitarian, and others - that shape
the functioning of the global community [3, p. 40].
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In turn, the concept of international relations should not be equated with that of international cooperation,
as the latter represents a narrower notion. International cooperation is a specific component of international
relations that focuses on the practical interaction of states and other international actors aimed at achieving
common goals, resolving shared problems, and promoting stability and development within

Diplomacy serves as the primary instrument for conducting international relations. The concept
of diplomacy encompasses both a set of practical measures, techniques, and methods applied under
specific circumstances and tasks, and the official activities of heads of state and government aimed at
implementing a state’s foreign policy and protecting its national interests. In addition, diplomacy is
commonly associated with the art of negotiation - the ability to prevent or resolve conflicts, to seek
compromise and mutually acceptable solutions, and to expand and deepen international cooperation.

International cooperation is one of the key instruments for ensuring national security, strengthening
defence capabilities, and mobilizing global support. It also represents a fundamental principle of
international law that serves as the basis for effective interaction among states in addressing global
challenges. The Declaration on Principles of International Law concerning Friendly Relations and
Cooperation among States in accordance with the Charter of the United Nations (1970) emphasizes
that cooperation is not merely a right but also an obligation of states in various areas of international
relations [1]. Another important treaty — the Final Act of the Conference on Security and Cooperation
in Europe (1975) — formulates the principle of cooperation as a norm according to which states are
obliged to “develop their cooperation with one another, as well as with all other states, in all fields, in
accordance with the purposes and principles of the Charter of the United Nations” [2]. The elaboration
and clarification of the principles enshrined in the UN Charter contributed to their recognition as the
fundamental principles of international law and as norms of jus cogens [7, p. 35]. Therefore, the principle
of international cooperation has a binding character for all member states of the United Nations.

The scope and depth of international cooperation may vary significantly. International cooperation
encompasses various components, including the strengthening of diplomatic engagement, the provision
of advisory assistance, the adaptation of cooperative measures to the needs and capacities of individual
states, the establishment of mechanisms to tailor cooperation to specific actors, and the creation
of monitoring and evaluation systems to track progress and assess the effectiveness of cooperative
initiatives. It is noteworthy that international treaties often specify the main directions for implementing
the principle of international cooperation, such as the maintenance of international peace and security,
the universal respect for human rights, and the conduct of international relations in economic, social,
cultural, technical, and trade spheres [10].

In the context of contemporary international relations, the concept of bilateral and multilateral
relations has evolved into a practical and legal mechanism of Ukraine’s wartime diplomacy. It became
the institutional and political foundation for building the coalition of states supporting Ukraine’s
sovereignty and territorial integrity in response to russia’s full-scale aggression. Under wartime
conditions, it has proved to be an effective model for uniting the resources and political will of diverse
states and institutions.

Since 2022, the concept of bilateral and multilateral relations has transformed into a comprehensive
framework of international support, with Ukraine as a key actor and the European Union as a principal
coordinator and donor. This transformation marked a turning point in European and global security
dynamics, demonstrating the capacity of collective diplomacy to respond effectively to full-scale armed
aggression. Within this framework, Ukraine tries to effectively use both bilateral and multilateral
mechanisms, ensuring the institutionalization of international assistance, the formalization of legal
guarantees, and the development of long-term security cooperation.

In the multilateral dimension, several significant mechanisms were established. Among them, the
Ukraine Defence Contact Group (“Ramstein Format”) united over fifty states to coordinate military
assistance, logistics, and training. As of September 9, 2025, the 30th meeting of the Group took place in
London, chaired by UK Defence Secretary John Healey and German Defence Minister Boris Pistorius,
with the participation of Ukraine’s Minister of Defence Denys Shmyhal. Over three years, the Ramstein
Format has evolved into a key platform of multilateral wartime diplomacy, enabling partners to commit
over $145 billion in military aid and deliver critical defence capabilities — including F-16 aircraft,
advanced air defence systems, tanks, and artillery. Each meeting has produced tangible outcomes,
reinforced Ukraine’s defence potential, and demonstrated the effectiveness of coordinated collective
action within the evolving European security architecture [14]. The EU Military Assistance Mission
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in Support of Ukraine (EUMAM Ukraine, 2022) became one of the largest training operations in EU
history, preparing tens of thousands of Ukrainian servicemen [13].

At the same time, the European Peace Facility (EPF) provided the EU’s off-budget instrument for
financing defence assistance to Ukraine, ensuring rapid and flexible resource allocation. Cooperation with
the European Defence Agency (EDA) also deepened, particularly in defence-industrial partnerships, joint
innovation projects, and demining initiatives that directly contribute to Ukraine’s defence sustainability
and post-war recovery.

The bilateral dimension of Ukraine’s wartime diplomacy has been equally crucial. The EU-Ukraine
Security Agreement, signed in June 2024, became the first strategic security pact between the EU and
a non-member state, institutionalizing principles of mutual support and rapid consultation in case of
renewed aggression. In addition, Ukraine concluded bilateral security agreements with individual EU
members such as France, Germany, Poland, Italy, and the Netherlands, each providing specific defence
commitments and long-term financial assistance. These arrangements enabled the implementation of
bilateral defence programs involving advanced air defence systems (Patriot, IRIS-T), artillery, armoured
vehicles, and training initiatives - forming a coherent and adaptable security network across Europe.

An important dimension of Ukraine’s multilateral diplomacy is represented by the Ukraine
Recovery Conference (URC) — a series of high-level international events that have become central to
coordinating post-war reconstruction, economic resilience, and long-term integration of Ukraine into the
European and global security architecture. Established as a continuation of the earlier Ukraine Reform
Conferences (2017-2021), the URC evolved after 2022 into a platform of wartime diplomacy, linking
military assistance, financial aid, and reconstruction policy within a unified strategic framework. Each
conference — held in Lugano (2022), London (2023), Berlin (2024), and Rome (2025) — reaffirmed the
principle that Ukraine’s recovery is inseparable from its victory and European integration [15].

In institutional and legal terms, the Ukraine Recovery Conference (URC) embodies the multilateral
coordination of commitments among the European Union, G7 states, and international financial
organizations such as the World Bank, the European Bank for Reconstruction and Development
(EBRD), and the European Investment Bank (EIB). The Lugano Declaration (2022) outlined the guiding
principles of transparency, accountability, and sustainability in reconstruction; the London Framework
(2023) formalized mechanisms for mobilizing private investment under international legal guarantees;
the Berlin URC (2024) expanded the agenda to include defence-industrial cooperation, energy security,
and green transformation in line with the EU accession process and the Ukraine Facility under the
EU’s Multiannual Financial Framework 2024-2027; while the Rome URC (2025) further advanced
this trajectory by establishing a comprehensive coordination mechanism between the EU, G7, and
international financial institutions, emphasizing the integration of defence resilience into reconstruction,
expanding the European Investment Plan for Ukraine, and launching the EU-Ukraine Reconstruction
and Security Platform. Collectively, these developments have transformed the URC from a post-war
recovery initiative into an instrument of strategic diplomacy, reinforcing Ukraine’s international legal
subjectivity and institutional partnership with the European Union.

Furthermore, the emergence of a “Coalition of the Willing” — a flexible association of states voluntarily
united to support Ukraine’s sovereignty and territorial integrity — demonstrated the adaptability of
international law and diplomacy in wartime conditions. This coalition, which includes over fifty states
within and beyond the EU and NATO frameworks, expanded the application of collective defence
principles beyond formal treaty-based structures. It also reflected a pragmatic evolution of international
cooperation: a shift from rigid institutional alliances to mission-oriented coalitions capable of rapid
response, joint training, and coordinated defence-industrial efforts.

The European Union, in turn, began to perceive Ukraine not merely as a recipient of assistance
but as a strategic partner in shaping the European security order, a position reaffirmed in European
Council conclusions (2024-2025) and key CFSP policy documents [12]. The synergy between bilateral
partnerships, multilateral EU mechanisms, the URC platform, and the “Coalition of the Willing”
solidified Ukraine’s position within Europe’s emerging security architecture.

Conclusions. The conducted analysis demonstrates that wartime diplomacy has become a defining
feature of Ukraine’s contemporary international legal and political identity, representing a synthesis of
classical diplomatic instruments and modern mechanisms of collective security. Within the framework
of international law, Ukraine’s diplomacy illustrates how legal norms, bilateral and multilateral
agreements, and institutional cooperation can operate under conditions of full-scale armed aggression.
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The forms of Ukraine’s wartime diplomacy — including bilateral security agreements, multilateral
coordination through the European Union — collectively form a multidimensional system of legal and
political interaction aimed at defending sovereignty and restoring peace.

Furthermore, another important legal dimension of wartime diplomacy is the sanctions regime of
the European Union, which is not a purely political instrument but a mechanism grounded in primary
EU law. The restrictive measures against russia are adopted under Article 29 of the Treaty on European
Union (TEU) within the framework of the Common Foreign and Security Policy (CFSP) and are
subsequently implemented through Article 215 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
(TFEU), which ensures their binding force for all Member States. This legal architecture demonstrates
that the EU’s response to aggression is not discretionary, but institutionalised as part of its external
action obligations to maintain international peace and security.

From the standpoint of international legal science, the Ukrainian experience reveals the evolution
of diplomacy as both a practical and normative category, reinforcing the role of international law as a
living mechanism of collective defence, solidarity, and justice. Therefore, the study of Ukraine’s wartime
diplomacy holds significant scientific and applied value, offering new insights into the transformation
of the international legal order and the development of adaptive diplomatic models under the realities
of twenty-first-century conflict.

REFERENCES:

1. Declaration on Principles of International Law concerning Friendly Relations and Cooperation
among States in accordance with the Charter of the United Nations: UN General Assembly
Resolution 2625 (XXV). New York, 24 October 1970. URL: https://www.refworld.org/legal/
resolution/unga/1970/en/19494 (date of access: 15.10.2025).

2. Conference on Security and Cooperation in Europe. Final Act. Helsinki, 1 August 1975.
URL: https://www.osce.org/files/f/documents/5/c¢/39501.pdf (date of access: 15.10.2025).

3. Baylis, J., Smith. S., Owens. P., The Globalization of World Politics: An Introduction to
International Relations. 8th ed. — Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2020, p. 3-5.

4. Fedorova H. Rol dyplomatii pid chas voiennoho stanu (The Role of Diplomacy During Martial
Law). Hrani. 2022, p. 10-17 Available at: https://grani.org.ua/index.php/journal/article/
view/1798/1766 (date of access: 15.10.2025).

5. Gil-Besada, L. A literature-based framework for analysing parliamentary diplomacy in conflict
settings: European responses to the Russia—Ukraine war. The Journal of Legislative Studies.
2025. 1-45. DOLI: https://doi.org/10.1080/13572334.2025.2497202.

6. Khoirunnisa K., Matthew B., Jubaidi D., Yudhistira Nugroho A., The Ukraine-Russia conflict:
An international humanitarian law review of the involvement of foreign fighters, Social Sciences
& Humanities Open. Volume 11, 2025.DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ssah0.2025.101340.

7. Malanchuk P. Vstup do mizhnarodnoho prava za Eikherstom (Akehurst’s Modern Introduction to
International Law). Kharkiv, 2000, p. 592.

8. Roy Allison, Averting acute escalation in Russia’s war against Ukraine, International Affairs.
Volume 101, Issue 5, September 2025, p. 1769-1791, DOI: https://doi.org/10.1093/ia/iiaf137.

9. Seow Ting Lee, A battle for foreign perceptions: Ukraine’s country image in the 2022 war with
Russia, Place Branding and Public Diplomacy, 19(3). 2023, p. 345-358, DOI: 10.1057/s41254-
022-00284-0.

10. Stepanenko K. Pryntsyp mizhnarodnoho spivrobitnytstva v suchasnykh mizhnarodnykh
vidnosynakh (The Principle of International Cooperation in Contemporary International
Relations). Analitychno-porivnialne pravoznavstvo, 4, Section 11: International Law, 2024,
p. 602-606. DOI: https://doi.org/10.24144/2788-6018.2023.04.93.

11. Tsyrfa. Y., Bielousova. N. The role of diplomatic services in shaping international image:
Ukrainian diplomacy before and after 24 February 2022. Foreign Affairs, 34(6), 2024, p. 30-37.
DOI: https://doi.org/10.59214/ua.fa/6.2024.30.

12. List of Council conclusions. European Council. URL: https://www.consilium.europa.eu/en/
documents/public-register/council-concl/ (date of access: 15.10.2025).

13. EUMAM Ukraine European. External Action Service (EEAS), 2023. URL: https://www.eeas.
europa.eu/eumam-ukraine en (date of access: 15.10.2025).

117



Hayxosnii BicHuK Yxropoackkoro HanionansHoro Yuisepeurery, 2025. Cepisi IIPABO. Bunyck 91: wacmuna 5

14. 30th Rmstein: How the Ukraine Defense Contact Group Meetings Strengthen Ukraine’s Defense
Capabilities. Ministry of Defence of Ukraine, 2023. URL: https://surl.li/trxbey (date of access:
15.10.2025).

15. Ukraine Recovery Conference. Ukraine Recovery Conference, 2025. URL: https://ua.urc-
international.com (date of access: 15.10.2025).

118



