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Abstract. The Korean Peninsula remains one of the most sensitive geopolitical
regions in the world. Since the armistice agreement of 1953 ended active
hostilities in the Korean War, no formal peace treaty has been signed between the
Democratic People’s Republic of Korea (North Korea) and the Republic of Korea
(South Korea). Over the decades, multiple diplomatic efforts have aimed to reduce
tensions, denuclearize the peninsula, and establish sustainable peace. This
article examines the key diplomatic mechanisms employed in the Korean peace
process and analyzes the major political, security, and ideological challenges
that hinder long-term stability. The study emphasizes the importance of
multilateral cooperation, confidence-building measures, and sustained dialogue in
achieving durable peace.
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Introduction. The division of the Korean Peninsula after
World War II and the subsequent Korean War (1950-1953) created
a prolonged state of tension between North and South Korea.
Although the Armistice Agreement halted open conflict, the
absence of a formal peace treaty means that the two Koreas
are technically still at war. The peace process has therefore
become a central issue in regional and global diplomacy [1].

Efforts to resolve the conflict involve not only the two
Koreas but also major international actors, including the
United States, China, Japan, and Russia. The Korean Peninsula

represents a complex intersection of ideological
confrontation, nuclear security concerns, and great-power
competition.

Historical Background and Diplomatic Mechanisms of the
Peace Process. Since the 1990s, the peace process on the
Korean Peninsula has been shaped by a series of diplomatic
initiatives aimed at reducing military tensions and promoting
denuclearization. Key milestones include the 1991 Basic
Agreement between North and South Korea, the 2000 and 2007
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Inter-Korean Summits, the Six-Party Talks (2003-2009), the
2018 Panmunjom Declaration, and the 2018 Singapore Summit
between the United States and North Korea. Although these
initiatives created moments of optimism and temporary de-
escalation, progress has frequently been disrupted by missile
tests, military exercises, and changes in political
leadership. The diplomatic mechanisms employed throughout
this process can be grouped into several main categories.
Bilateral negotiations between North and South Korea have
served as the foundation of dialogue, facilitating symbolic
reconciliation and practical cooperation. Multilateral
frameworks, particularly the Six-Party Talks, expanded the
negotiation process to include major regional and global
powers, reflecting the international dimensions of the
conflict. Confidence-building measures such as military
communication channels, economic cooperation projects, and
cultural exchanges have sought to reduce mistrust and prevent
escalation [2-4].

In addition, sanctions and incentives have been used as
strategic tools to influence behavior, combining economic
pressure with the prospect of development assistance. Summit
diplomacy, characterized by high-level meetings between
national leaders, has aimed to break political deadlocks and
generate diplomatic momentum.

Overall, the peace process reflects a complex interaction
of bilateral engagement, multilateral coordination, strategic
pressure, and symbolic leadership diplomacy, all operating
within a fragile security environment.

Major Challenges to Sustainable Peace. Achieving lasting
peace on the Korean Peninsula remains difficult due to several
interrelated structural and political challenges. Foremost
among these 1is the nuclear weapons issue. North Korea’s
nuclear program continues to be the central obstacle,
particularly because of disagreements over the sequencing of
denuclearization and sanctions relief. While one side demands
verifiable disarmament first, the other insists on security
guarantees and economic concessions in parallel. Deep-rooted
mutual distrust further complicates negotiations. Decades of
confrontation and the collapse of previous agreements have
created skepticism regarding commitments and compliance,
limiting confidence in new diplomatic initiatives. Regional
power rivalries also play a decisive role. The strategic
competition between the United States and China, both of which
hold significant influence in the region, often shapes the
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direction and pace of negotiations. Their broader
geopolitical 1interests can either facilitate or hinder
progress. In addition, domestic political changes in South
Korea, the United States, and North Korea affect diplomatic
continuity. Shifts in leadership frequently lead to
adjustments in foreign policy priorities and negotiation
strategies, interrupting long-term engagement. Finally,
persistent security dilemmas such as military exercises and
missile tests—create recurring cycles of provocation and
counter-response. These actions reinforce perceptions of
threat on both sides, making trust-building and sustained
dialogue more fragile [5].

Together, these factors demonstrate that sustainable
peace requires not only diplomatic agreements but also
structural transformation of security perceptions, regional
dynamics, and political commitments. As illustrated in Figure
1, sustainable peace depends on the interaction Dbetween
diplomatic mechanisms and structural constraints.

Peace Process on the Korean Peninsula
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Figure 1
Conceptual Framework of the Peace Process on the Korean Peninsula

Figure 1 presents a conceptual framework illustrating the
interaction between diplomatic mechanisms and structural
challenges in the Korean Peninsula peace process. The left
domain represents key diplomatic instruments, including
bilateral negotiations, multilateral talks, sanctions and
incentives, and confidence-building measures. The right
domain highlights major structural obstacles such as the

This work 1s distributed under the terms of the Creative
4 8 Commons Attribution—-ShareAlike 4.0 International License
(https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by—sa/4.0/).



Proceedings of the 19th International
Scientific and Practical Conference

«Science and Practice: Implementation NO

to Modern Society» 2 8 6

(March 16-18, 2026).

Manchester, United Kingdom INTeRCONF

SdenTIFc PUbLEHNG CenTen

INTERNATIONAL ECONOMICS
AND INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS

nuclear weapons 1issue, mutual distrust, regional power
rivalries, and domestic political changes. The overlapping
area emphasizes that sustainable peace depends on
multilateral cooperation, continuous dialogue, and balanced
power dynamics.

The Role of International Law and Future Prospects.
International law and global institutions play a supportive
yet limited role in the Korean peace process. The United
Nations contributes primarily through sanctions regimes and
diplomatic facilitation, while fundamental principles of
international law—such as sovereignty, non-aggression, and
the peaceful settlement of disputes—provide the normative
framework for negotiations. However, the effectiveness of
these mechanisms largely depends on political consensus among
major powers. Without coordinated support from influential
states, enforcement and implementation remain constrained.

Looking ahead, the establishment of a sustainable peace
regime on the Korean Peninsula requires a comprehensive and
phased approach. Replacing the 1953 Armistice with a formal
peace treaty 1is a crucial legal and symbolic step. At the
same time, gradual and verifiable denuclearization measures,
continuous inter-Korean communication, and expanded economic
and regional <cooperation are essential components of
stability. The constructive and balanced involvement of major
powers 1s also necessary to ensure security guarantees and
prevent geopolitical rivalry from undermining progress.

Ultimately, lasting peace is unlikely to result from a
single diplomatic breakthrough. Rather, it will emerge
through a long-term, incremental process built on mutual
trust, security assurances, and sustained international
engagement [6-9].

Conclusion. The peace process on the Korean Peninsula
represents a complex diplomatic challenge shaped Dby
historical divisions, nuclear security concerns, and
geopolitical rivalry. While numerous diplomatic mechanisms
have been implemented, sustainable peace remains fragile. A
comprehensive and ©phased approach, combining bilateral
dialogue, multilateral cooperation, confidence-building
measures, and international guarantees, 1s essential for
transforming the armistice into a lasting peace agreement.
Only through sustained diplomatic engagement and trust-
building can the Korean Peninsula move toward stable
reconciliation and regional security.
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