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Abstract: The tensions between the US/Israel and Iran had long been characterized by indirect 

confrontation. However, events in June 2025 shifted this rivalry into the realm of direct military 

conflict. Israel conducted large-scale air operations targeting Iran’s nuclear infrastructure, 

missile bases, and military leadership, while Iran launched retaliatory strikes using ballistic 

missiles and unmanned aerial vehicles (UAVs). Subsequently, the US struck key Iranian nuclear 

facilities using strategic bombers and precision-guided munitions. These events brought about 

significant changes in the region's security architecture. 

The relevance of this topic lies in the fact that the interplay of air superiority, precision-guided 

weapons, intelligence systems, UAVs, information warfare, and political decision-making in 

modern warfare has shaped new approaches at both the operational and strategic levels. The 

purpose of the analysis is to examine the military-political situation regarding a potential US-

Israel-Iran war at the operational and strategic levels, assess the military capabilities of the 

parties, and determine the war's impact on the regional security system. 

The analytical study conducted involved examining the history of relations between the US, Israel, 

and Iran; analyzing the planning of military operations; assessing the effectiveness of air and 

missile operations; determining the role of electronic warfare; comparing the strategic objectives 

of the parties; and investigating the impact of the conflict on the international security system. 

 

 

Introduction 

Geopolitical and politico-military foundations of the US/Israel–Iran 

confrontation. Formation of the balance of power in the Middle East 

Since the second decade of the 21st century, the Middle East has evolved into 

one of the most complex geopolitical arenas within the international security system. 

Political transformations, armed conflicts, crises surrounding nuclear programs, and 

great-power rivalries in the region have continuously altered the security landscape 

[1, 2]. 
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In addition to possessing a significant portion of the world's energy resources, 

the Middle East is a crucial geostrategic location situated at the crossroads of 

Europe, Asia, and Africa. Consequently, the region has long been regarded as a 

primary geopolitical arena where the interests of major powers collide [1]. 

The 1979 Islamic Revolution in Iran fundamentally altered the region's 

political map. The new government adopted an openly hostile stance toward U.S. 

policy in the region and refused to recognize Israel as a legitimate state. As a result, 

relations between Washington and Tehran deteriorated sharply, and Iran came to be 

viewed by the United States and Israel as a major security challenge [3]. 
 

Fig. 1. The balance of geopolitical forces in the Middle East 

 

Since the 1990s, Iran has rapidly advanced its missile program and invested 

heavily in nuclear technology. Concurrently, it has expanded its regional influence 

by cooperating with Hezbollah in Lebanon, Hamas in Gaza, Shiite armed groups in 

Iraq, and the Houthis in Yemen. In Western discourse, this approach is characterized 

as the "Axis of Resistance" [4]. 
 

 
Fig. 2. Iran’s “Axis of Resistance” 
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Meanwhile, the US has strengthened security cooperation with Israel, Saudi 

Arabia, Gulf states, and other partners in the region, identifying the curtailment of 

Iran’s nuclear and missile programs as a key priority [5, 6, 7]. 

Stages in the evolution of US-Iran relations 

Relations between the US and Iran can be divided into the following periods: 

1953–1979. The US was the primary supporter of the Shah’s regime, while Iran 

acted as a key ally of Washington in the region [3]. 

1979–2001. Following the Islamic Revolution, the seizure of the US Embassy 

led to a rupture in diplomatic relations between the two countries [8]. 

2001–2015. Iran’s nuclear program became a central topic on the international 

security agenda, and sanctions were adopted by the UN Security Council [9, 10]. 

2015. The Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action (JCPOA) was signed, imposing 

specific restrictions on Iran’s nuclear activities [9, 10]. 

Post-2018. The US withdrew from the agreement, reimposed sanctions, and 

implemented a strategy of “maximum pressure.” The year 2025. Operations carried 

out by Israel and the US against Iran's nuclear and military facilities have brought 

relations to the stage of open military confrontation [10, 11]. 

Characteristics of the Israel-Iran strategic rivalry 

The confrontation between Israel and Iran is characterized more by long-term 

strategic rivalry than by a classic interstate war. The primary drivers of this rivalry 

are security interests, the nuclear program, the struggle for regional influence, and 

ideological differences. 

Israel considers Iran's nuclear program one of the most serious threats to its 

national security. Consequently, for many years, Tel Aviv has employed intelligence 

operations, cybersecurity measures, and precision military strikes to slow the 

development of Iran's nuclear infrastructure. This strategy is regarded as part of the 

"preventive defense" approach within Israel's military doctrine [12]. 

For its part, Iran has taken measures to counterbalance Israel's military 

superiority by expanding its ballistic missile arsenal, increasing the production of 

unmanned aerial vehicles (UAVs), supporting armed allies in the region, 

modernizing air defense systems, and developing asymmetric maritime capabilities 

[13]. 

Iran's military strategy is based on the concept of "asymmetric deterrence." The 

goal is not to engage in a direct, symmetrical confrontation with a high-tech 

adversary, but rather to maximize the military, economic, and political costs for that 

adversary. This approach is implemented primarily through missile forces, UAVs, 
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cyber operations, and allied armed groups in the region. This model has been a key 

focus of Iran's military planning over the past decade [14, 15]. 

US Strategy in the Middle East 

The Middle East holds strategic importance for the United States for the 

following reasons: ensuring Israel's security, keeping energy routes open, preventing 

Iran from acquiring nuclear weapons, combating terrorist organizations, and 

limiting the influence of Russia and China in the region. In 2025, the US 

administration characterized the strikes carried out against Iran's nuclear facilities 

as a "limited military operation aimed at preventing the acquisition of nuclear 

weapons." A key feature of the operation was the use of US Air Force B-2 strategic 

bombers and high-precision bunker-busting munitions. The objective of the 

operation was to inflict severe damage on Iran's nuclear infrastructure and delay its 

weapons program [16]. 

Analysis of the War at the Operational Level 

Planning of Military Operations 

In modern warfare, operational planning is a crucial stage that bridges the gap 

between strategic objectives and tactical actions. In the Israel-Iran conflict, both 

sides relied on pre-prepared operational plans [17, 18, 19]. 

The key focuses of the Israel Defense Forces' planning were: achieving air 

superiority, neutralizing Iran's air defense systems, destroying nuclear facilities, 

suppressing missile launch sites, and paralyzing command-and-control systems 

[20]. 

 

 
Fig. 3. General operational phases of the war 
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Special attention was paid to gathering intelligence during the initial phase of 

operations. Data obtained through satellite surveillance, electronic intelligence, 

unmanned aerial vehicles (UAVs), and other information sources enabled the 

prioritization of targets [21, 22]. 

Characteristics of air operations 

The Israeli Air Force served as the primary strike force during the operation. 

Key platforms employed included the F-35I "Adir," F-15I "Ra'am," and F-16I 

"Sufa," as well as various types of unmanned aerial vehicles [ 23]. 

Thanks to their stealth capabilities, F-35I aircraft were used to penetrate Iranian 

air defense systems and deliver precision strikes against strategic targets [13, 20]. 
 

 
Fig. 4. Israeli F-35I "Adir" fighter jet 

 

In the initial hours of operations, the following facilities were selected as 

priority targets: radar stations, air defense batteries, command posts, missile bases, 

and nuclear infrastructure [6]. 

The subsequent involvement of the United States in the operation intensified 

the air campaign. B-2 Spirit bombers conducted long-range flights to strike Iran's 

fortified facilities using high-precision bunker-busting munitions. According to 

statements by U.S. officials, key targets included nuclear facilities in the vicinity of 

Fordow, Natanz, and Isfahan [21, 22]. 
 

 
Fig. 5. US B-2 “Spirit” stealth bomber 

 

Iran’s retaliatory operations 

Iran conducted a multi-component operation in response to strikes by Israel 

and the US. Key assets included medium-range ballistic missiles, cruise missiles, 
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“Shahed”-type kamikaze unmanned aerial vehicles, and electronic warfare systems 

[13, 23]. 
 

 
Fig. 6. Iranian Shahed-136 UAV 

 

 
Fig. 7. Iran's retaliatory strike (Ahab-3 ballistic missile) 

 

Iran's primary objective was to saturate Israel's air defense systems and 

overwhelm its defenses with a multitude of targets. To this end, a large number of 

missiles and UAVs were launched simultaneously from various directions [20, 23]. 

Although Israel's multi-layered air defense system ("Iron Dome," "David's 

Sling," "Arrow-2," and "Arrow-3") neutralized the vast majority of the incoming 

targets, there are reports indicating that some missiles reached their targets and 

damaged specific infrastructure facilities. While various sources acknowledge a high 

overall level of effectiveness, estimates regarding the precise figures vary [16, 21]. 
 

 
Fig. 8. Israel's air defense system (Iron Dome) 
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The role of intelligence 

The war demonstrated that intelligence systems are of decisive importance in 

modern operations. Key assets employed include: satellite reconnaissance, signals 

intelligence (SIGINT), unmanned aerial vehicles (UAVs), AI-assisted target 

selection, and cyber intelligence [21, 22]. 

Real-time processing of intelligence data has accelerated the decision-making 

process and enhanced the effectiveness of precision-guided munitions. In modern 

military operations, shortening the "sensor-to-shooter" chain is considered a key 

factor for success [18]. 

Strategic military-political analysis of a potential US-Israel-Iran war 

US strategic objectives and military-political approach 

For the United States, the Middle East is not merely a region rich in energy 

resources but also a vital geostrategic hub situated at the crossroads of Europe, Asia, 

and Africa. The primary objectives of Washington's policy in the region are as 

follows: ensuring Israel's security, preventing Iran from acquiring nuclear weapons, 

safeguarding shipping in the Strait of Hormuz, limiting the operational capabilities 

of terrorist groups, and strengthening the defense of U.S. allies in the region. 

The strikes carried out by the U.S. against Iran's nuclear facilities were 

officially aimed at slowing down Iran's nuclear program and weakening its future 

military potential. At the same time, the operation was also viewed as part of a policy 

of deterrence. The U.S. leadership demonstrated its readiness to use military force 

to prevent future attacks by Iran and armed groups in the region. 

The following principles were observed in the planning of U.S. operations: 

precision strikes, military intervention with limited objectives, minimization of 

civilian casualties, and prevention of the conflict from expanding regionally [24] 

This approach aligns with the "limited military engagement" strategy that the 

U.S. has employed in recent years. 

Israel's National Security Strategy 

Israel's national security concept is built upon several key principles: 

preemptive defense, maintaining the strategic initiative, preserving air superiority, a 

multi-layered missile defense system, and high-tech intelligence capabilities. 

Israeli leadership views Iran's nuclear program as an existential threat to 

national security. Consequently, curbing Iran's nuclear capabilities has long been a 

central pillar of Israel's security policy. 

These operations demonstrated that Israel possesses a significant advantage in 

the following areas: air force readiness, the deployment of unmanned aerial vehicles 

(UAVs), electronic warfare, satellite intelligence, the use of artificial intelligence, 
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and command-and-control systems. At the same time, Iran's extensive missile 

arsenal has demonstrated the complexity of ensuring the complete security of Israeli 

territory. Even highly effective air defense systems cannot provide total protection 

against numerous and coordinated attacks [15, 22]. 

Iran's Asymmetric Warfare Strategy 

The strategy of the Iranian Armed Forces relies on utilizing asymmetric 

capabilities rather than achieving conventional military superiority. The key 

elements of this strategy are as follows: 

Ballistic missile forces – Iran possesses one of the largest ballistic missile 

arsenals in the Middle East. The primary objective of this arsenal is to deter potential 

adversaries and strike strategic targets from long range. 

Unmanned Aerial Vehicles (UAVs) – In recent years, Iran has expanded the 

production of UAVs designed for various purposes. Key advantages include low 

production costs, the capability for mass deployment, the ability to overwhelm air 

defense systems, and long-range flight capabilities. 

Regional allies – Iran places significant emphasis on cooperation with armed 

partners in the region within its security strategy. This approach aims to extend the 

country's influence beyond its own borders. Various international studies describe 

this network as a "proxy" or "surrogate force" model. 

Electronic and cyber warfare – Iran has also developed capabilities in the 

information and cyber domains. Cyber operations are employed in areas such as 

intelligence gathering, interference with communication systems, targeting critical 

infrastructure, and psychological operations [22]. 

Interplay between operational and strategic levels 

According to military theory, the operational level serves to translate tactical 

successes into strategic outcomes. This war demonstrated that Israel gained a tactical 

and operational advantage, the US demonstrated a policy of strategic deterrence, 

and Iran avoided total military defeat while preserving its asymmetric capabilities. 

This situation illustrates a key characteristic of modern warfare: success at the 

operational level does not automatically equate to the full realization of political or 

strategic objectives. The future of the nuclear program, regional influence, and 

diplomatic processes remain the primary factors shaping the conflict's ultimate 

outcome. 

Impact on the regional security environment 

The war has significantly affected the security balance in the Middle East. 

The Gulf region—Saudi Arabia, the UAE, Bahrain, and other Gulf states—has 

voiced heightened concerns regarding the security of energy infrastructure and 

maritime trade routes. 
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Strait of Hormuz—A significant portion of global oil trade passes through the 

Strait of Hormuz. The prospect of the conflict expanding has heightened price 

volatility in global energy markets and created additional risks for international 

maritime shipping [16]. 

Russia and China—both states have supported a diplomatic resolution to the 

conflict and called for the prevention of large-scale military escalation in the region. 

At the same time, their political and economic interests in maintaining regional 

influence have also been a key focus [11]. 

The conflict has also prompted NATO member states to conduct new 

assessments regarding air and missile defense, cybersecurity, and energy security 

[26,28]. 

Key implications for modern warfare 

Analysis of the US-Israel-Iran conflict indicates that the following factors will 

be decisive in future armed conflicts [16, 28, 30]: 

1. AI-supported decision-making systems. 

2. Space-based reconnaissance and satellite surveillance. 

3. Widespread deployment of unmanned combat systems. 

4. The decisive role of electronic warfare. 

5. The strategic importance of cyber operations. 

6. High-precision, long-range weapons. 

7. Multi-layered air and missile defense systems. 

8. Information warfare and operations to influence public opinion. 

These trends demonstrate that modern warfare is no longer limited to 

confrontations between ground forces alone. The success of military operations 

depends on the coordination of intelligence, information superiority, technological 

capabilities, and political decisions [16, 31]. 

Implications of the war for international and regional security 

The armed confrontation involving the US, Israel, and Iran has had a 

multifaceted impact on the international security system. The conflict demonstrated 

that, in the modern era, wars of a regional nature can rapidly affect the global 

security environment. As the Middle East is a region where global energy resources, 

key maritime trade routes, and geopolitical interests intersect, military escalation 

there concerns not only the direct participants in the conflict but all major actors 

within the international relations system [8, 27]. 

The war has prompted a reassessment of the regional balance of power. Israel 

demonstrated its military superiority through high-tech weapon systems, AI-

supported intelligence capabilities, multi-layered air defense systems, and long-
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range aviation assets. Meanwhile, the US reaffirmed its military influence in the 

region through strategic bomber aircraft, long-range precision-guided weapons, and 

global logistics capabilities [20]. 

On the other hand, Iran demonstrated that the concept of asymmetric warfare 

remains an effective means of deterrence in the modern era. By utilizing ballistic 

missiles, cruise missiles, unmanned aerial vehicles, and regional armed partners, 

Iran has maintained a capacity for long-term resistance against adversaries 

possessing superior technology. 

The war has also had significant consequences for NATO countries. The 

Alliance has further intensified its efforts to upgrade air and missile defense systems 

and to develop capabilities in cybersecurity, space surveillance, and AI-driven 

command-and-control mechanisms. At the same time, European states have begun 

to re-evaluate energy security issues, placing special emphasis on the development 

of alternative energy sources and the diversification of energy routes [15, 16]. 

The conflict has also created new threats regarding international terrorism and 

the activities of non-state armed groups. Various armed organizations operating in 

the region have sought to exploit the conflict, thereby further increasing security 

risks. 

Furthermore, the intensification of information warfare and disinformation 

campaigns has demonstrated that modern armed conflicts are no longer waged 

solely on the battlefield but also within the information space. Social media 

platforms, AI-generated imagery, psychological operations, and cyberattacks have 

become integral elements of warfare [12]. 

Thus, the conflict involving the US, Israel, and Iran has demonstrated that the 

future security landscape will depend not only on the capabilities of conventional 

armed forces but also on information superiority, technological innovation, cyber-

operational capabilities, and the economic resilience of states [31]. 

CONCLUSION 

Research indicates that the armed confrontation involving the US, Israel, and 

Iran has been one of the most significant regional military-political events of the 

21st century. The conflict has had a profound impact not only on the course of 

military operations but also on the system of international relations, the regional 

security environment, energy markets, and the application of international law. 

Technologies and capabilities characteristic of modern warfare—such as precision-

guided weapons, unmanned aerial vehicles (UAVs), AI-supported decision-making 

systems, space-based reconnaissance, electronic warfare, and cyber operations—

were extensively employed in this conflict. 
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The study reveals that Israel demonstrated high-tech superiority at the 

operational level, while the US backed its policy of strategic deterrence with military 

power. Iran, meanwhile, relied on an asymmetric warfare strategy rather than 

conventional warfare, maintaining its capacity for resistance through the use of 

missile forces, UAVs, and regional allies. 

Analysis of the war has demonstrated that, in the modern era, air superiority, 

information superiority, and the application of high technologies directly influence 

the outcomes of armed conflicts. At the same time, it has been established that 

military successes achieved at the operational level do not always lead to the full 

realization of political and strategic objectives. In this regard, diplomatic efforts, 

economic resilience, and international support are considered integral components 

of modern warfare. 

From an economic perspective, the war has caused increased instability in 

energy markets, volatility in oil prices, and a rise in logistics and international trade 

costs. Regarding international law, issues such as preemptive self-defense, state 

sovereignty, the application of humanitarian law, and the legal status of cyber 

operations have once again become central topics of international debate. 

Overall, the analysis indicates that the development of capabilities in areas such 

as unmanned systems, artificial intelligence, electronic warfare, air defense, and 

cybersecurity is of particular importance for the future security environment. 

Aligning military education with modern challenges, developing the defense 

industry, and expanding international military cooperation must be among the 

priority areas of national security policy. 

Thus, an analysis of a potential US-Israel-Iran conflict indicates that future 

wars will be multidimensional in nature, and military victory will be determined not 

solely by the strength of the armed forces, but by information superiority, 

technological advancement, economic resilience, and effective strategic 

management. 
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