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T raditional analyses of intemational terrorism have not sought to explain the em ergence of rare
but extrem ely severe events. U sing the tools of extrem al statistics to analyze the set of terrorist
attacks worldw ide between 1968 and 2004, as com piled by the N ationalM em orial Tnstitute for the
P revention of Terrorism M IPT),we nd that the relationship between the frequency and severiy of
terrorist attacks exhibirs the \scale-free" property w ith an exponent of close to two. T his property
is robust, even when we restrict our analysis to events from a single type ofweapon or eventsw ithin
m a pr nhdustrialized nations. W e also nd that the distribbution of event sizes has changed very little
over the past 37 years, suggesting that scale invariance is an inherent feature of global terrorism .

A tthough terroriam has a long historical relationship
w ith politics [L' ], only in them odem era have am allgroups
of non-state actors had access to extrem ely destructive
W eapons [2! d 1, particularly chem icalor explosive agents.
T his dram atic Increase In destructive pow er has allowed
severe terrorist attacks such astheM arch 20 1995 release
ofthe Sarin nerve agent in a Tokyo subw ay which injired
or killed over 5000, the August 7 1998 car bombing in
N airobi, K enya which injured or killed over 5200, or the
more well known attack on September 11 2001 iIn New
York City which killed 2823 {[9]. Typical analyses of
pattems of terrorist events have treated such rare but
severe attacks as outliers, and generally focused attention
only on the group of sub fctively de ned \signi cant"
events E . W e show here, by exam Ining data over the
past 37 years, that discounting extrem alevents as special
cases ignores a signi cant pattem in terrorism .

U sing the tools of extrem al statistics, we characterize
the relationship between the severity and frequency of
terrorist events. By severity, we sin ply m ean the num —
ber of indiriduals injured or killed by an attack. W e
show that this relationship m ay be wellcharacterized
by the sinpl m athem atical function, the power law
P (x) X ,where is the scaling exponent. Such a
pattem is said to be \scale nvariant," and is ubiguitous
In nature, appearing In the frequency of word usage In
a variety of languages (known m ore comm only as Zipf's
Law ), the num ber of citations per scienti c paper, the
population of cities, the m agnitude of earthquakes, the
net worth in US dollars of ndividuals, etc. (see, Or ex—
ample, i_E;]) . For this work, the m ost relevant power law
is the well established one goveming the re]atjonshjp be-
tween the frequency and intensity QO] ofwars EG -”2 é],
to which we will retum In a later section.

A though many organizations track such attacks
worldw ide, few provide their data publicly or n any-
thing but an aggregate form . The M IPT database ap—
pears to be unigque In its com prehensive detail, contain—
ng, as of January 2005, records of over 19 907 terror-
ist events in 187 countries worldw ide between 1968 and
2004. O fthese, 7 088 resulted in at least one person being
Injured or killed. The M IPT database is itself the com —

pilation ofthe RAND Terroriam Chronology 1968-1997,
the RAND-M IPT Terrorian Incident database (1998-
P resent), the Terrorisn Indictm ent database (U niversity
of Arkansas & University of O klahoma), and DFI In—
temational’s research on terrorist organizations. Each
record iIncludes the date, target, city (ifapplicable), coun—
try, type of weapon used, terrorist group responsible (if
known), number of deaths (if known), number of in-
Jurdes (if known), a brief description of the attack and
the source of the inform ation.

G lobalP atterns

Tabulating the event data as a histogram of severity (in-—
Jurdes, deaths and their aggregation, greater than zero),
we show the cum ulative distrbution fiinctionsP K X)
on log-log axes In Figure :_]:a. T he reqularity of the scal-
Ing in the tails of these distribbutions suggests that the
extrem al events are not outliers, but are instead in con—
cordance w ith a globalpattem in terrorist attacks. This
scaling exists In spite of strong heterogeneity in the type
ofweapon, the perpetrating organization, geographic lo—
cation, politicalm otivation behind the attack, etc.

A ssum ing or them om ent that the eventsare iid., we
hypothesize that the distrbutions follow power law s of
the form P (x) x above som e m Inin um valie X in -
W e use the log-likelihood function for the discrete power
law with m inimum value Xy in ,
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to t the distribbutions, where () is the Rein ann zeta
function. O ur procedure is thus: we bootstrap a num eric
m axin ization of L, to estim ate the scaling param eter ,
and m inin ize the D —statistic of the K oIn ogorov-Sm imov
goodnessof- t test to select the param eter x, i, . U sing
M onto C arlo m ethods to generate a table of pvalues for
the K oln ogorov-Sm imov statistical test for power law
w ith the estin ated and X, in, we nd that there is in—
su clent evidence to rect the power law as a m odelof
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and their aggregation, (o) for before and after the m anagem ent of the database was assumed by M IPT, and (c) for events
inside versus outside the G 7 industrialized nations. Solid lines are guides indicating the m axim um lkelthood power law s given

in Table .

the tails of these distributions. W e will see in a later
section, how ever, that these distributions are the com po—
sition of several distinct power laws w ith di erent scal-
Ing param eters and ranges, which, In tum, causes som e
roughness in the power law model. A lthough we do
nd su cient evidence to regct the lognom al distri-
bution [lO] hypothesis in allcases x s < 0:05), we can—
not com pletely rule out Type I/II errors as asym ptotic
scaling tests are quite sensitive to the range and num —
ber of ocbservations. The consideration of other heavy-
tailed distributions, eg., the g-exponential g, ¥ or the

stretched exponentiale * , which may result n a bet—
ter tofthe ]owertajlofthe distrbutions, isbeyond the
scope of thiswork . Table; I sum m arizes the statistics and
power law m odels for alldistributions shown in F Jgure-].

A fow brief comments are in order. The form of
our power law m odel ignores all data below xy i, ; thus,
we only model the upper tails and say nothing about
the shallow scaling o the lower tails (e4g. injurdes, to—
tal). Additionally, w ithin the range de ned by %, i, , the
power law isnot as clan as, for exam ple, that of earth—
quakes E_S]. In a system as com plex as global terrorism ,
such irreqularities are to be expected; how ever, ‘El;le ap—
pearance of scale nvariance isnot. F inally, F igureiib and
c show two additionalview sofglobalterroriam ,which we
willexplain In the subsequent section.

B ias, Trends and C om ponents

A signi cant event during the 37 years over which the
M IPT database spans was the assum ption of data m an—
agement by the M IPT from the RAND corporation in

1998. This event raises the natural question of whether
any findam entalbias has been Introduced into the data

as a result ofdi ering m anagem ent practices or changes
to the criteria used to jidge the adm issbility ofan event,

di erences which may result in the regqular scaling ob—
served In Fjgure:]:a. In this section, w e explore this ques—
tion and characterize the evolution of the distrdbution as

a function oftime.

D istrdboution| hxi std. Xm ax Xmin PK s

Injuries 1460 11482 5000 | 240() 34 0.658
D eaths 513 4337 2823 | 221(6) 0.632
t< 1998 518 1921 329 1.92 @) 0.999
t 1998 511 5120 2823 | 2.00@) 2 0.999
Total 12,70 10338 5291 | 217(4) 26 0.404
G7 22.66 24118 5012 | 1.71(3) 1 0.997
Non-G 7 1180 7985 5291 25@1) 86 0.971

TAB;ILE I: A summ ary of the distrbutions shown in Fig—
ure'l, and their m axin um lkellhood power laws. The value
in parentheses is the estin ated error in the last digit of the
scaling exponent.

R eporting B ias. In Fjgure:}:b, we plot the severity dis—
tributions (deaths) for all events before (2 304, or 33% )
and after (4 784, or 67% ) the change In m anagem ent,
w hich we take to occur on 1 January 1998. N otably, the
distrdbbutions are very sin ilar and the scaling robust to
the signi cant increase in the frequency of events after
1998. We nd that both distrbutions follow a power
law with exponent 2 and that, In spie of di er-
ences in the m id— and uppertail, the slope changed by
only 4% . A lthough we don’t m odel it as such, the ear—
lier distrdbbution may be best t by a power law wih
exponential cuto begihning at x = 87; such a cuto
could be the result of technological constraints. G ener-
ally, the appearance of the scale nvariance iself seem s
unlikely to be the result of changes in database m anage—
m ent. Unfortunately, we have no way of acocounting for
any hum an-bias in the decision of an event’s adm issbit-
iy. However, an analysis of the sm aller but independent
databasem aintained by the IntermationalP olicy Institute
for C ounterTerrorian ’'s (ICT) [_22‘1], which contains 1417
eventsbetween M ay 1980 and D ecem ber 2002, yields sin -
ilarresults (not shown), suggesting that the scaling in the
upper tails is a robust feature of global terroriam .



Inter-event Interval. W e now considerthe evolution of
the severity distribution over tim e. A sm entioned above,
the m aprity of events which killed or injired at least
one person have occurred since 1998. F jgure-'_j (left axis)
show sthem ean tim e (in days) between recorded events,
taken over a 12 m onth sliding-w indow . T he decrease in
the m ean interevent interval is striking, alling from ap-—
proxim ately 28 days in early 1968 to lessthan 12 hoursin
2004. T he precipitous drop in 1998 is especially notable,
and suggests that when the database changed hands, the
adm ission criteria m ay have becom e m ore pem issive or
a signi cantly larger num ber of events w ere being evali—
ated. However, Fjgure:g illustrates that the decrease in
Interevent tin e hasbeen a lJargely continuous trend over
the entire lifetin e of the database. W e note that this
Increase in the frequency of recorded events worldw ide
is consistent w th ndings by the United States D epart—
m ent of State Eﬂ]. Thus, while i seem s plausble that
the change in m aintenance did resul in som e increase in
reporting frequency, we cannot rule out the possibility
that there has been a genuine increase in the frequency
of attacks in recent years.

G Iobal Trends. G iven that the distrbutions we ob—
serve In Figure -'J,'a and b are a collection of events over
tin e, we m ay naturally wonder if each event was drawn
from the sam e distrdbution (ie., the severity distribution
is stable), or if the distrdbution has changed In som eway.
T he right-axis in F igure :_2 show s the average log-severity
of events w ithin the sam e sliding w indow of 12 m onths,
over the 37 years ofdata. Let us assum e that each event
wasdrawn independently from the distribution p(x). W e
then expect the tine serdes to  uctuate about the av—
erage log-severity for the entire tim e period, which is
hin(s)i= 1:126. This appears to be the case, although
we also m easure a slight linear trend in this function, by
least-squares, w ith slopem = 42 10 % . Ushg M onte
Carlo sinulation, we test the likelihood that this linear
trend is the result of random  uctuations arising from
the variation in sam pling frequency. To do this, we sin —
ulate a new sequence of events by draw Ing a new sever—
ity value from the hypothesized heavy-tailed distribution
px) (Tabk :'I) for each observed tim €; we then com pute
the w Indow -averaged log-severity as above and m easure
its linear com ponent m . Repeating this process m any
tines,we ndthatwem ay refct the random — uctuation
hypothesis (v ¢ < 0:013). Bootstrapping the cbserved
distrbution yields a sin ilar conclusion. Thus, we m ay
say with some con dence that while the severity distri-
bution has certainly not changed m uch over the past 37
years, the slight linear trend is unlkely to be the result
ofrandom uctuations due to sam pling, or the increased
frequency of events in recent years.

C om ponent D istributions. A sm entioned above, the
richness of the event m eta-data allow s for m any view s
of global terrorian . Here, we focus speci cally on those
which are relevant to the appearance of scale invariance
in the severity distrbutions. D wviding events into cate—
gories for those occurring w thin the m a pr industrialized
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FIG. 2: Tine series showing (left axis) the average inter-
event intervalover a sliding w indow of 12 m onths, and (right
axis) the average logarithm of the total severity of attacks
over the sam e window of 12 m onths. The dashed line shows
the average log-severity for all events. O ver the course of the
37 years, we nd a slight, but statistically signi cant, linear
trend in the breadth of p (x), with slopem = 42 10 ¢,
despite large changes in the frequency of events.

nations, ie., Canada, France, G em any, taly, Japan, the

United K ingdom and the United States, known collec—
tively as the G7 (590 events over 37 years), and those

occurring throughout the rest ofthe world (6 498 events,

or 92% ), we plot the corresponding severity distrdoutions

(total) In Fjgure:_il:c (@lso sum m arized in Tab]e:'I). M ost

notable is the substantialdi erence in the scaling in the
uppertails: g7 = 171 0:03versus non g7 = 25 01;

that is, the lJargest events are signi cantly m ore lkely to
occur within one of the G 7 nations than elseswhere In

the world. W e have no m explanation for such a dis-
tinction, although i m ay be the result of technological
di erences. That is, sm allgroups ofnon-state actorsm ay
have access to a greater degree of destructive potential
as a resul of industrialization.

W em ay also divide the events into groupsbased on the
type of weapon used; F jgure:_i show s the (total severity)
distrbbutions ofevents for chem icalorbiologicalw eapons,
explosives (including rem otely detonated devices), re,

ream s, knives and a catch-all category \other" W hich
also inclides unconventional and unknown weapons).
Surprisingly, these com ponent distributions are allwelk-
m odeled by powerlaw s (ox s 0:9),which we sum m arize
In Tabk :}Z-!: T here are several points to be m ade by this
observation. First, the trend iIn the lower tails of Fig—
ure :g.'a and ¢ (injurdes or total, and non-G 7, respectively)
is now obviously caused by som e property of explosives.
A dditionally, di erent weapon types clarly exhbit dis-
tinct cuto s, as one m ight expect, eg., knives have the
an allest associated m axin um severity.



M odels and M echanism s

W e believe that the scal invariance in global terror-
isn is related In some way to the power law observed
by R ichardson in 1948 E_é], and con m ed Independently
by ig,-'_é], forthe frequency versus Intensity ofwars. U sing
a sin ilar m axim um lkelhood m ethod on the historical
wardata of Sm alland Singer l_l-]_:], Newm an found a scal-
Ingparam eterof = 180 0:09,which iscloseto several
of those that we m easure Por global terrorian .

G iven the appearance of scale invariance acrossm any
view s of global terroriam , we may now ask if a smpl
generative m odel exists which m ight explain its origin.
W e note that the com plexity of terrorism m akes such
a sinpl explanation unlkely or, at best, highly sus-
ceptble to criticism . In this section, we discuss a faw
power-law m echanism s which are appealing for the sys-
tem of terrorism /counterterrorisn (see [, 12, 3] or
brief surveys of other pow erJaw m echanian s). A though
i has been suggested that R ichardson’s scaling law is
the result of a m etastability in a geopolitical system [_l-ﬁl]
that has driven itself to a state of selforganized criti-
cality (SOC) {_IE;], this hypothesis seem s illbsuied to ex—
plain the scaling In the severity of terrorist attacks. An—
other appealing m odel is that of highly optim ized tol-
erance HOT) [_lé]; how ever, because it relies both on
risk-neutrality and underlying geom etric constraints to
produce power law s I_I]'], it seem s a poor t for our sys—
tem . Indeed, the m ost appealing m odel, and one that is
strongly supported by the data, is one based on the m ix—
ing of com ponent distribbutions such as those in F igure -'ch
and Figure -'_3"

In the interest of fram ing future work In this area, we
suggest a short list of criteria by which to judge any
proposed generalm odel of global terrorism : a success—
fulm odelm ust (In order of im portance)

1. represent an intuiive m echanisan by which to gen—
erate the size ofan actualevent (eg., a com petition
betw een states and non-state actors);

2. prodl,}clje heavy tails wih appropriate scaling
Fig.da);

3.allow for the resulting distrbutions and dynam ics
to vary in tin e; and,

4. account Por the di erences in scaling caused by
technology, eg. industrial versus non-industrial
nations CFjg.g:c) and types of weapons CFjg.-:a').

W e willnow analyze a highly idealized m athem atical
m odel of the com petition between non-state actors and
states which satis es these criteria In the m ost general
sense. Let us assum e a large population of non-state ac—
tors, each of whom is responsble for executing a single
event, and lt each event’s severity be given by a ran—
dom variable s w ih distrbution p(s), wih som e m axi-
mum valie s, 1x. Now assum e that som e, but not all,
events are actually executed, perhaps because of collec—
tive counterterroriam actions by states, social factors,
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FIG . 3: Total severity distributions and their corresponding
m axin um likelhood power law s (see Table Ep for six weapon
types: chem ical or biological agents (04% of events), ex—
plosives (including rem otely detonated devices) (44:3% ), re
(17% ), ream s (362% ), knives (3:3% ) and other (which in—
clides unconventional and unknown weapon types) (142% ).

D istrdbution| hxi std.  Xmax Xmin PK S

Chem /Bio |198.73 981.84 5012 18(@2) 1 0.912
Explosives | 2042 111.03 5291 | 238(7) 46 0.894
Fire 1969 113,78 1200 | 1.74(9) 2 0.973
F iream s 429 2832 1065 | 217() 3 0.997
Knives 235 728 107 23(@1) 1 0.999
O ther 6.85 89.66 2823 | 2.07(5) 3 0.991

TABLE II: A summ ary of the distrbbutions shown In Fig—
ure 1_3:, and their m axin um lkellhhood power laws. T he value
in parentheses is the estin ated error In the last digit of the
scaling exponent.

random failures, etc. Thus, the distrbution of actual
events p (x) is given by a sam pling of the distribution of
potential severities p (s), and m ay be derived by solving
the equation

pX)dx = p(s)ds :

Suppose that, perhaps as a result of factors such as the
relative availability of cheap weapons, prevalence of po—
tential targets, technologicaladvances r_B], etc., the distri-
bution of potential severities is exponential, p (s) e?s,
wih a> Oup to some s, 3x - Now suppose that the lke-
lJihood ofan event being successfiil is inversely related to
its potential severity, so the relationship between x and
s m ight be given by x = € wih b < 0. Under these
assum ptions, the solution to our general equation above
yiedsapowerlaw p(x) x ,where =1 a=b.W hen
Bj P wederive a power law w ith exponent 2.
As shown ckarly in Figure d, the severity distrbu-



tion for globalterrorian is itself com posed of severaldis—
tinct com ponent distrbutions. Thus, i is appealing to
consider m athem aticalm odels derived from distribution
m xtures, eg.,

px)= g f,x)dz ;

w here z distinguishes each com ponent distrdution £, (x),
and g (z) is som em ixing function. From this approach, if
the £, () decay fasterthan any pow er law , then p (x) itself
willonly be a power law when g(z) is a power law I_l§']
Thus, we must still rely upon a powerdaw generating
m echanian , such as the idealized one given above. How —
ever, thism eta-m odel has the appealing feature ofbeing
able to capture realheterogeneiy in the data: ifwe take
g(z) to be som e constant, and kt (@=b)g; = 1:71 and
@P)on c7 = 25, wem ay recover a distribution which
has scaling in the upper tail ke that of total severity in
Figure :_]:a. An em pirical estin ate of these ratios would
provide a point of validation for our m odel, but adm i—
tedly m ay be quite di cult to m ake.

The m xturesm odelm ay be even m ore usefil. Aswe
would expect, F jgure-'_?. show sthat the severity ofan event
isgovemed by the type ofweapon used. T hus, the choice
of exponential distribution for the potential severity of
an event p(s) €*° must itselfbe a m xture of weapon—
speci c distribbutions. W e note also that our sin ple gen—
erative m odelm ay be extended to incorporate the slight
tem poral trend in the average log-severiy of events, as
ilustrated in Figure d by sin ply Jetting the param eters
a and bvary in tim e. F nally, it should be noted that our
sim ple m odelassum es each event isdrawn iid. from the
underlying distribbution; cbviously, in the realdata, there
are lkely strong tem poral correlations associated w ith
various geopolitical events and policies. A m ore realistic
m odelm ight account for these correlations.

C onclusions

In exploring the distribution of the severity of events in

global terrorisn , we have found a surprising and robust
feature: scale nvariance. Traditional analyses of terror-
ism have typically view ed catastrophic events such asthe

1995 truck bom bing ofthe Am erican embassy In N airobi,

K enya, which killed or Injured m ore than 5 200, as out—
liers. H ow ever, the property of scale nvariance suggests
that these are instead a part of a statistically signi cant
globalpattem in terroriam . Further, we nd little reason

to believe that the appearance of power law s In the dis—
tribution ofthe severiy ofan event is the result ofeither
reporting bias or changes in databasem anagem ent. This
suggests that the power law distrbution, w ith 2, 1s
an Inherent feature of terroriamn and counter-terrorism .
Indeed, the severity distrdbbution itself has changed very
little over the past 37 years of recorded events CFjg.-'_Z),
In soite ofa dram atic increase In the frequency ofevents.
This an allgrow th In the breadth of the severity distri-
bution m ay be the result of technological changes, such
as the power and availability of cheap explosives and

reamm s.

Surprisingly, the scale-nvariance result extends be-
yond the totalcollection ofevents. W hen we exam ine the
distrdbbutions for m a pr industrialized nations versus the
rest ofthe world, we nd that heavy tails are present in
both (F ig.ilic), butw ith substantially di erent exponents:

g7= 171 003 versus npon g7 = 25 0:d. Thatis,
w hile eventsoccurm uch less frequently in m a prindustri-
alized nations, when they do, they are m uch m ore severe
(on average) than eventsoutside those nations. A ddiion—
ally, when events are partitioned by weapon type, statis-
tically signi cant power laws persist (ig.3, Tablke1D)
and show that any roughness in the scaling of the aggre—
gate distrbutions eg., Fjg.:_il:a) is derived from the com —
position weapon-speci ¢ power law s w ith distinct scalk
Ing param eters and ranges. It also illustrates that there
is som ething unigque about explosives, which causes the
shallow scaling of the Iower tail for the injuries severiy
distribution.

There are m any generative m echanisn s In the liter—
ature for power laws, although m any of them are un-
appealing for explaining the structure we nd in global
terrorian . The highly abstract m odel of com petition be—
tw een non-state actors and states, which we propose, an—
alyze and extend via the m ixtures m odel, is lkely too
sin ple to capture the ne structure of global terrorisn .
However, we hope that our m odel and the statistically
signi cant em pirical reqularitieswhich we show here w ill
fram e fiture e orts to understand global terrorisn .

A cknow ledgm ents. Theauthorsthank Coan a Shalizi,
R aissa D 'Souza and C ristopherM oore forhelpfiil conver—
sations. Thiswork was supported in partby the N ational
Science Foundation undergrantsPHY 0200909 and ITR —
0324845 A C.) and CCR-0313160 M XY ).

[L] Congleton, R .D . (2002) Independent Review 7 A47-67.

R] FederalB ureau of Investigation, \Terrorism in theUnited
States," (Jan. 1999).

B] Shubik,M . (1997) C om parative Strategy 16:399-414.

4] United States D epartm ent of State, \P attems of G Iobal
Terrorisn 2003," (A pr.2004).

Bl Newman,M .E.J. (2004) C ontem porary P hysics in press.

6] R ichardson, L. F . (1948) Am er. Stat. A ssoc. 43 :523-546.

[7]1 Richardson, L. F. (1960) Statistics of D eadly Q uarrels,
eds.W right, Q . & Lienau,C.C. Boxwood P ress, P itts-
burgh).

B] Levy, J.S. (1983) W ar in the M odem G reat Power Sys—
tem , 1495-1975. K entucky U niversity P ress, Lexington) .

Pl Roberts, D .C.& Turcotte, D .L. (1998) Fractals 6 351—
357.

[L10] Ser ing,R . (2002) North Am er.ActuarialJour. 6:95-109.



1] Smal, M .& Singer, J.D . (1982) Resort to Am s: Inter—
nationaland C ivilW ars, 1816-1980. (Sage P ublications,
Beverky H ills).

121 M . M itzenm acher, M .
1(2)226251.

[l3] Famer, J. D. & Geanakoplos, J.
m anuscript (Santa Fe Institute).

[14] Cedem an, L.E. (2003) Am er.P ol Sci.Rev. 97 :135-150.

51 Bak, P, Tang, C. & W iesenfeld, K. (1987) Phys. Rev.
Lett. 59:381-384.

[le] Carlson, J. M . & Doyl, J. (2000) Phys. Rev. Lett.
84 (11) 2529-2532.

(2004) Internet M athem atics

(2005) un nished

7] Newman,M .E.J., Givan, M ., & Famer, J.D . (2002)
Phys. Rev. Lett. 89 (2) 028301.

[18] Somette, D . (2000). C ritical Phenom ena in N atural Sci-
ences. (SpringerVerlag, Berlin).

[19] N ational M em orial Institute for the P revention of Ter-
rorisn (M IPT) Terrorism K now ledge Base (Jan. 2005).
www.tkb.org

R0] Intensity has severalde nitions, the sin plest being casu—
alties per 10 000 people in the warring nations.

R11B. Ganor et al, Intemational Policy Institute for
CounterTerrorisn (Jan.2005).www.ict.org.il



