AHOTALIA

KoxanoBchknii A. M. «IHCTUTYT 30pOMHHMX CHJI Y MOJITHYHOMY HPOCTOPi
XXI cr.» — Kpamiikariiina HaykoBa Tpars Ha npaBax pykomnwucy. JucepTtaisi Ha
3100yTTs CTyneHs qokTopa dinocodii 3a cnerianbHicTio 052 — [TomiTonoris (I'amy3b
3Hanb 05 — ComianbHi Ta MOBEAIHKOBI HayKu). — JleprkaBHui 3aknan «Jlyrancekuii
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Jlucepramiiiny mpaiio TMPUCBAYECHO KOMIUIEKCHOMY aHali3y I1HCTHUTYTY
30poHUX cuil y mofiThyHOMY MpocTopi XXI CT., BUSIBICHHIO 3aKOHOMIPHOCTEH i
iHCTUTYIIMHOT crenudiky, ¢yHKIIAHOT TpaHcdopmalli B yMOBax NIIOOAIbHHUX
0€3MEeKOBUX 3MIH. AKTyaJbHICTh pOOOTH 3yMOBIIEHA THUM, II0 B CY4acCHUMX yMOBax
30pOiiHI CHJIM NEPECTaloTh OyTH BUKIIOYHO OOOPOHHUM KOMIIOHEHTOM JI€p’KaBU M
TpaHCPOPMYIOThCS B OAraTOBUMIPHUI MOJITUYHUM, COIIaIbHUNA Ta 1HCTUTYIIAHUM
IHCTPYMEHT, IHTETPOBAHUM Y MEXaHI3MU JEp>KaBHOI BJIaJU, MIXKHAPOAHOI B3a€MO/III,
CTpaTeriyHuX KOMYHIKallii Ta 3a0e3led4eHHs HalloOHaJIbHOI cTiiikocTti. [106puHi,
acuMeTpuyHi, 1H(}opmaliiiHi Ta KiOepHETHYH1 3arpo3u (POpMYyIOTh HOBY JIOTIKY
(GYHKIIIOHYBaHHS CEKTOpY OOOpOHHM, y SKii apMis BHKOHYE 1 TpaauIliiHi, 1
MOJIepHi30BaHi1 (QYHKIIIi: BT 0OOPOHHU TEPUTOPIi 10 y4acTi B TyMaHITApHUX OIEpaIlisix,
MIDXKB1IOMYii KOOpJMHALIli Ta pearyBaHHI Ha I7100ajJbH1 PU3UKH.

OO6’€eKT MOCHIKEHHS — 1HCTUTYIIHHO-TIOMITUYHUN (PEHOMEH 30pOMHUX CUJT Y
CTpyKTypi Oe3mekoBoi cucTeMu nepkaBu. lIpeamer — TeopeTHKO-METOMONOTIvHI,
THCTUTYIIIHHI, TOMITUYHI ¥ (QYHKIIIHHI XapaKTEPUCTUKU 1HCTUTYTY 30pOMHHMX CHJI B
yMOBax Mo0anbHUX O€3MeKOBUX TpaHcdopMmalliil. MeTra — KOMIUIEKCHO OCTIANTH
IHCTUTYT 30pOMHMX CHUJ Yy HOro MOMITHYHOMY, MPaBOBOMY, IHCTUTYLIHHOMY W
GyHKIIHHOMY BUMIpaxX, 100 BUSBUTH HOTO TPOBIAHI BEKTOpH TpaHcdopMmallii B
yMOBaxX Cy4aCHHUX BHUKJIMKIB 1 3arpo3. BiiMOBIAHO O METH JOCIIIKEHHSI OKPECIIEHO
TaKi 3aBJJaHHs: TPOAHAJII3yBAaTH HAYKOBO-TEOPETUYHI MIIX0IM O BUBUEHHS 30pOIHUX
CUJ SK THCTUTYTY; MOCTIAUTH CYTHICTh 1 CTPYKTYpHI O3HaKku nediHiiii «30poiHi

CUJIN»; OXapaKTEepU3yBaTH MiICLI€ 1 pOJib 30pOMHUX CHUJ Yy JAEp>KaBHO-TOITHYHIN



CUCTEMi; BUSBUTU MapamMeTpy MOJITUYHOI JOBIpU 10 30pPOMHUX CHUJI; OKPECIUTH
KOH(QITYpaIlifo i7eoJOTIYHOTO TPOCTOPY JeriTUMAIlii 30pOWHUX CHII, OMHCaTh
crietiniKy MUBUILHO-BIMCHKOBUX BIJHOCHH Y JIEMOKPAaTMYHMX 1 aBTOPUTAPHUX
CHUCTeMax; 3’sCyBaTW BIUIMB IoOamizaiii Ha TpaHcdopmario QyHKIIH, Moaenen i
CTPYKTYp 30pOMHMX CHJI; KJIacU(pIKyBaTH CydacHI MOJEI apMiii Y KOHTEKCTI HOBHUX
0€3MEeKOBUX Mapairm.

JlocnmipkeHHsT 3A1MCHEHO Ha OCHOBI METOMOJIOTIi 1HCTUTYIIOHAJIBHOTO Ta
CTPYKTYPHO-(YHKIIIHHOTO aHalli3y, TeOpii IUBIIbHO-BIMCHKOBUX BIJIHOCHH, ITApaIUurM
MOJIITHYHOI JIETITUMHOCTI Ta IJ00ajJbHOI OE3IEKH, a TaKOK METOAIB CHCTEMHOIO,
MOPIBHSUTBHOTO Ta HOPMATUBHO-NPABOBOTO aHamizy. Takuil MDKIUCHUTUTIHAPHUMA
HIIX17 JaB 3MOTY pO3IIsiAaTH 30pOitHI CHIIM He JIMIIE SIK BIHCHKOBY OpraHisailito, ajie
AK CKJIQJHUW TMONITHYHUN 1HCTUTYT 13 BJIACHOIKO JIOTIKOK PO3BUTKY, BHYTPIIIHBOIO
Opratizaili€ro, CoIaJbHOK (YHKIIMHICTIO Ta I1HCTpyMEHTaMU B3aeMonii 13
CYCHIJIBCTBOM 1 JIEPKaBOIO.

Hayrxosa mnosusna mondrae B yTOYHEHHI BHU3HAYEHHSA 30pOMHUX CHUJ SIK
0aratoBUMIpHOi  MOJITUKO-TIPABOBOI  1HCTUTYILIi, 110 BKIIOYAE CTPYKTYpHHI,
HOPMATUBHHUM, LIHHICHUN 1 (QYyHKUIMHMA KOMIIOHEHTH; PO3KPUTTI 1HCTUTYLIMHOI
IPUPONU JICTITUMHOCTI apMmii, o (OPMYEThCS HAa TEPETHHI TOJMITUYHOI JOBIPH,
17I€0JIOTIYHUX CMHCIIIB, ITUBUIBHO-BINCHKOBHX BIJHOCHH Ta TPOIIECIB TMOJITH3AIIIT,
KOHIIeNTyami3amii Mojeneil  (yHKUIOHYBaHHS Cy4acHUMX 30pOMHUX CHI Y
r100ami3oBaHuX OE3MEeKOBUX IMMapajurMax; BH3HAYCHHI KIIOYOBUX MEXaHI3MIB
IHCTUTYLIMHOI axanTauii apmiil A0 riOpuAHUX, 1HOOpPMAIITHUX 1 KIOEpHETHYHHX
3arpo3; po3po0JIeHHI y3arajJbHEHOI THUITOIOTT CydacHUX MOACIEeH 30pOHHUX CHII, IO
IPYHTYIOThCS Ha MPUHLINAIAX npodecionamsarii, 0araToJJOMEHHOCTI,
CETELIEHTPUYHOCTI, TEXHOJOTTYHOI MOOIJILHOCTI Ta IHTEPOINEpadeIbHOCTI.

Teopemuune 3uauenHss POOOTH TONSTa€ B CHUCTEMAaTH3alli TEOPETUUHHUX
M1IXOA1B 0 JOCTIHKEHHS 30pOMHUX CHIT SIK TOJIITUYHOTO 1HCTUTYTY Ta B PO3KPUTTI iX
CTPYKTYpHO-(YHKIIIHHOT Ta JeriTuManiiHoi npupoau. Pe3yiapraTu mOCIHIIKEHHS

NOIMOMIOIOTh TEOPETUYH1 YSABIEHHS NP0 IHCTUTYUIHHY poJib 30pOMHUX CHUT Y



JIEp’)KaBOTBOPUYUX TIpoIecax, (HOpMyBaHHI MOJITUYHOI CTAOUTRHOCTI, 3a0e3meueHH1
CYBEPEHITETY Ta peajtizarlii JepKaBHO1 MOJITUKH Y chepl Oe3MeKH.

Ilpakmuune 3HaueHnHs TIONSTA€E B MOMJIMBOCTI BUKOPUCTAHHS BHCHOBKIB
TOCIIDKEHHST B JIEP)KaBHOMY YIPaBIiHHI, PO3pOOJICHHI TMOMITHUKMA HAI[lOHATBHOI
Oe3neku Ta OOOPOHM, YAOCKOHAJIEHHI MEXaHI3MIB JEMOKPATUYHOTO IHMBLIHLHOTO
KOHTPOJTIO, MiBUIIICHH] PiBHS KOMYHIKaI[iii Mi>k 30pOMHHUMU CUJIaMH Ta CyCI1JILCTBOM,
yMOB 0araToBUMIPHHMX 3arpo3 Ta MOCHJICHHI IHCTUTYLIMHOI CIIPOMOXKHOCTI CEKTOPY
oboponn. Oxpemi TMOJOKEHHS MOXYTh OyTH 3aCTOCOBaHI B HAyKOBO-OCBITHIM
JUSTBHOCTI, €KCIIEPTHO-aHANITUYHIN poOO0TIi, Y MpoIecax CTPATeriyHOTO MJIaHyBaHHS,
¢dbopMyBaHHI KOHIIETIII 00OPOHHOI peopMuU Ta PO3pOOJICHHI MPOrpaM MiJrOTOBKU
BiicbKOBUX KaJpiB (Kypcu «HamionanpHa Oe3nekay, «JlepxaBHa momiTuka y cdepi
o0opoHny», «CTpareriudi KoMyHikalii B cekropi Oe3neku», «BoeHHa murmomaris i
000pOHHA CITIBIpAIs TOLIO).

CydacHMil TEOpeTHUYHUN amapar AOCHIHKEHHS 1HCTUTYTY 30pOMHHX CuJ
chopMOBaHO Ha TMEPETHHI KIACHYHUX KOHIIEMIN ITUBUIbHO-BIHCHKOBUX BiJIHOCHH,
IHCTUTYIIMHOTO aHalli3y, TEOpidl MOJITUYHOI JIETITUMHOCTI Ta TIJI00ATICTUYHUX
nocuipkeHb.  CucreMaruzailisi 1MX KOHIICMINM  Jajma 3MOry  OOIpyHTyBaTH
0aratoBUMIpHY MIPUPOAY BIHCHKOBOTO IHCTHUTYTY, 1110 3aJICKUTh B1J] TUITY IO TUYHOTO
peXKUMY, ICTOPUYHUX MOJEJeH IepKaBHOCTI Ta PIBHS JAeMoKparu3zaiii. Y poOoTi
JIOBEJICHO, 1110 CaM€ TEOPETHUKO-METOOJIOT1UHI IMiIXOAN CTBOPIOIOTH KOHIICTITYaIbHHMA
(dyHIaMeHT ISl OCMHUCIICHHS (DYHKIIMHOI, MOJITUYHOI Ta HOPMATHUBHOI crienudiku
30pOMHUX CUJI SIK IHCTUTYTY J€P>KaBH Ta CyCI1IbCTBA.

3MICT 1 CTpyKTYpy naediHiii «30poitHi cuiau» BigoOpaxae HU3KAa BHUMIPIB:
npaBoBUH, QyHKUIMHUMI, IHCTUTYLIIIHUI Ta NOTITUYHUI. 30pOiTHI CUJIM BUBHAYAOTHCS
SK 1€papXi4HO OpraHi3oBaHa, nmpodeciiiHa Ta MPaBOBO BPETYIbOBaHA 1HCTUTYIIIS, 110
i€ B paMKaXx IUBIILHOTO KOHTPOJIIO Ta 0OMEXeHa HOPMATHBHUMH TTOBHOBAKCHHSIMU.
Taka xapaKTepuCTHKa BUXOIWUTh 32 MEXI PO3YMIHHS 30pOMHUX CHJI SIK BUKIIIOYHO

BOEHHOI OpraHizailii Ta MiAKpeciroe ii poib sk cy0’ekra peamizamii Jep>kaBHOI



MOHOIIOJIII Ha JIETITHMHE HACHJILCTBO, CTAOLI3aifHOr0 YMHHUKA Ta CHMBOJIYHOIO
€JIEMEHTa MOJITUYHOT CUCTEMHU.

30poiiHI CHJIM MOCTAIOTh HEB1JI €EMHHUM CKJIQJHUKOM MEXaHI3MY JCp)KaBHOCTI:
BOHM 3a0e3MeuyioTh 000pOHY W TepUTOpiaibHY I[UTICHICTh, TAPaHTYIOTh MOPSAOK 1
BUKOHYIOTh COIliajJbHI, JUIJIOMATUYHI, MDKHApOAHI W cTalOumi3aiiiHl  (QyHKIII.
30poiiHi cunu  (QYHKIIOHYIOTH SK MaTepiajJbHa OCHOBA MPHUMYCOBOTO aCHEKTY
JepKaBHOI BJaJMd Ta BOJHOYAC SIK MOJITHUKO-NPABOBUN 1HCTHUTYT, IIO B3AEMOJIE 3
YPSAOBUMHU CTPYKTypaMHu Ta CYCIIJIBCTBOM, 3a0€3Meuyiodn OaaHC MK Oe3MeKoro,
MOJIITUYHOTO JICTITUMHICTIO M IEMOKPAaTUIYHUMU TPUHIIUIIAME BPSTyBaHHSI.

JloBipa ¢opMmyeTbcs TMiJT BIUIUBOM €(GEKTUBHOCTI BIMCHKOBOI ISUIBHOCTI,
BIJIKPUTOCTI OOOPOHHOT MOJITHUKH, CTAOUIBHOCTI JEP)KaBHUX IHCTUTYIIM, a TaKOX
HapaTHUBIB 1 KOJEKTUBHUX YABIIEHb Y CYCIUIbCTBI. YCTAHOBJIEHO, IO PIBEHb JOBIPH
0e3MmocepeTHhO KOPEIIOE 3 JICTITUMHICTIO OJIITUYHOI BJaAH, SKICTIO KOMYHIKAIIH Mixk
apMi€l0 Ta TpoMaJsHaMH, AOTPUMAHHSAM JEMOKPAaTUYHUX HOPM 1 MIKHApOIHHX
CTaHJapTIB y BIMCHKOBIH cdepi.

[neonoriyauii mpocTip Jeritumaiiii 30pOMHUX CHJI OXOIUTIOE CUMBOJIIYHO-
KOMYHIKaTUBHI MEXaHI3MHU: ICTOPUYHI HapaThBH, KYIBTYpHI KOAM, JEP>KaBHY
CUMBOJTIKY, TyOsIiuH1 puTyanu, indopmariitai nosigomieHHs. Came 1 cepa Gpopmye
MOPAJILHO-I[IHHICHY OCHOBY JIETITUMHOCTI 30pOMHUX CHJI 1 BHU3HA4Ya€ Xapakrep iX
CYCNUJIBHOTO CHPUMHATTA. Y JI€MOKPAaTUYHUX CHCTEMaxX 1J€O0JOrIYHUI MPOCTIp
BUOYIOBYEThCSI HABKOJIO 1JIel TpaB, CBOOOJ 1 TPOMAJSIHCHKOI BiAMOBIAAIBHOCTI; B
aBTOPUTAPHUX — HABKOJIO MOOLIIi3allil, JIOSUIBHOCTI JIO BJIaJIA T4 KOHTPOJIIO.

VY poGoTi noBeneHo, Mo UBIILHO-BINCHKOBI BIIHOCUHU € (PyHIaMEHTaIbHUM
MEXaHI13MOM, KUH 3a0e31e4y€ IHCTUTYIIIHY JETITUMHICTD 1 MOMITHYHY CTaO1IbHICTb.
Y nemokparisix BOHHM TPYHTYIOTHCS Ha IUBUILHOMY KOHTPOJi, MapiJaMEeHTCHKOMY
HaIIsI1l, BUCOKOMY piBHI mpodecioHami3amii Ta I1HCTUTYLIIHOMY pPO3MEXyBaHHI
BIMCbKOBOI ¥ mMOMITHYHOI cdep. B aBropuTapHHX pexuMax CHOCTEPIraeThCs
NOJIITU3AIlSl  apMii, IHTerpamisi BIMCHKOBHX CTPYKTYp Y TOJITUYHUN amnapar,
MEPCOHAIIICTCHKA JIOSITBHICTD 1 3arp03a MPEeTopiaHi3My, 1[0 BU3HAYAE 1HIINUNA XapaKTep

IHCTUTYLIMHOT TUHAMIKH.



VY cyuacHMX yMmoOBax 30pOWHI CHJIM aJanTylOThCS JO HOBUX THIIIB 3arpos:
KiOepHEeTUYHHX, 1HPOPMAIIITHUX, T1IOPUIHUX, TEXHOIOTIYHIX. BOHM 1HTErpyrOThCS B
OararoJIOMeHHi orepailii, Mi>KHaApOJHI Oe3MeKkoBl (popMaTH Ta MEPEKEBI CTPYKTypH
B3aemoii. CipsiMyBaHHS BIMCHKOBHUX IHCTUTYI[IH 3MIHIOETHCS B KITACHYHUX MOJIEIICH
HAIlOHAJIBHOTO OOOPOHHOTO PO3BHUTKY 10 THYYKHX, 1HTEpOnepaOelbHUX CHUCTEM,
3MATHUX JISITH B yMOBax r00agbHOI B3aEMO3AIEKHOCTI.

Knacudikaris cyyacHuX Mojenedl 30pOMHHMX CHUJI OXOIUIIOE 1HCTUTYIIIHHI,
byHKIIMHI, TOMTHYHI ¥ Oe3NmeKkoBl mapaMeTpu Ta TIPYHTYEThCS Ha PiBHI
npodecionanizaii, TEXHOJOTIYHOCTI, AaBTOHOMIi, KOMIUICKTYBaHHSI U XapakTepi
pearyBaHHs Ha TiOpuaH1 puszuku. 30poiiHi cuin XXI CT. TSOKIIOTH 0 MEPEKEBHX,
MOO1UIbHUX, 0araToJJOMEHHHX CTPYKTYyp, IO 3a0e3neuye iXHIO aJalTUBHICTh Y
CKJIaJIHUX OE3MEKOBUX YMOBAX.

VY3aranbHIOIOUN PE3yAbTaTH JIOCTIIKEHHS, BUCHOBKOBYEMO, 110 30pOiiHI CHIH €
IHCTUTYTOM, SIKMUM HE JuIIe BijoOpakae TpaHnchopmallii cydacHoOl Aep>KaBHOCTI, a i
akTUBHO iX (opmye. IXHs ¢yHKIiHHA e(PEeKTUBHICTb, NONITHYHA JETiTUMHICTb i
CTIMKICTh 3aJI€KaTh BiJI SKOCTI MPABOBUX MEXaHI3MIB, PIBHA JIOBIpH, 30a1aHCOBAHOCTI
LUBIILHO-BINCHKOBUX BIJIHOCHH, 3[JaTHOCTI JI0 aJamnTallii Ta 1HTerpalii B miodaibHy
cuctemy Oesrneku. OTpuMaHi pe3yJbTaTH CTBOPIOIOTH KOHIENTYallbHY OCHOBY IS
MOJAJIBIINX HAYKOBUX PO3BIOK, CIIPSIMOBAHUX HA BUBYEHHS IHCTUTYIIMHOI €BOJIONIT
30poiHUX cui y nomtudHoMy npoctopi XXI cT.

Kniouoei cnosa: 30poiiHi CUIIM, TIOJITUYHUKA 1HCTUTYT, OOOPOHHUM TOTEHITIa,
nepkaBa, TOJNITHKA, CYBEpPEHITET, HallloHallbHa Oe3mneka, reomnonituka, HATO,
iHpopMmariitHa Oe3reka, CHCTEMH yHOpaBIiHHSA, TOJITHYHA CHCTEMa, Biaja,

MOJIITUYHUHN TIPOCTIp, BIKHA.
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The dissertation is devoted to a comprehensive analysis of the institution of the
armed forces in the political space of the 21st century, focusing on its key patterns,
institutional specifics, and functional transformation under global security changes.
The relevance of the study is explained by the fact that in modern conditions the armed
forces are no longer only a defensive component of the state but are transforming into
a multidimensional political, social, and institutional instrument integrated into the
mechanisms of state power, international cooperation, strategic communication, and
national resilience. Hybrid, asymmetric, information, and cyber threats shape a new
logic of the defence sector, in which the military performs both traditional and
modernized functions: from territorial defence to participation in humanitarian
operations, interagency coordination, and responses to global risks.

The object of the research is the institutional and political phenomenon of the
armed forces within the state security system. The subject of the research includes
theoretical-methodological, institutional, political, and functional characteristics of the
institution of the armed forces under global security transformations. The aim is to
examine the institution of the armed forces in its political, legal, institutional, and
functional dimensions in order to identify the main directions of its transformation
under modern challenges and threats.

According to this aim, the following tasks are defined: to analyse theoretical
approaches to studying the armed forces as an institution; to investigate the essence
and structural features of the definition “armed forces”; to describe the place and role
of the armed forces in the state-political system; to identify the parameters of political
trust in the armed forces; to outline the configuration of the ideological space of
military legitimacy; to define the specifics of civil-military relations in democratic and

authoritarian systems; to determine the impact of globalization on the transformation



of military functions, models, and structures; and to classify modern models of armed
forces in the context of new security paradigms.

The research is based on the methodology of institutional and structural-
functional analysis, the theory of civil-military relations, the paradigms of political
legitimacy and global security, as well as the methods of system, comparative, and
legal analysis. This interdisciplinary approach makes it possible to consider the armed
forces not only as a military organization but also as a complex political institution
with its own logic of development, internal structure, social functionality, and
mechanisms of interaction with society and the state.

The scientific novelty lies in clarifying the definition of the armed forces as a
multidimensional political and legal institution that includes structural, normative,
value-based, and functional components; in revealing the institutional nature of
military legitimacy formed at the intersection of political trust, ideological meanings,
civil-military relations, and politicization processes; in conceptualizing the models of
the functioning of modern armed forces within globalized security paradigms; in
identifying key mechanisms of institutional adaptation of the military to hybrid,
information, and cyber threats; and in developing a general typology of contemporary
models of the armed forces based on the principles of professionalization, multidomain
capacity, network-centric approaches, technological mobility, and interoperability.

The theoretical significance of the study lies in systematizing theoretical
approaches to examining the armed forces as a political institution and in revealing
their structural-functional and legitimacy-related nature. The results deepen theoretical
understanding of the institutional role of the armed forces in state-building processes,
political stability, ensuring sovereignty, and implementing state security policy.

The practical significance of the research lies in the possibility of applying its
findings in public administration, the development of national security and defence
policy, the improvement of mechanisms of democratic civilian control, the
enhancement of communication between the armed forces and society, the formulation
of strategic approaches to military modernization, the adaptation of the armed forces

to multidimensional threats, and the strengthening of the institutional capacity of the



defence sector. Certain results can be used in academic and educational activities,
expert and analytical work, strategic planning, the development of defence reform
concepts, and the design of training programmes for military personnel (such as
courses ‘“National Security,” “Defence Policy,” “Strategic Communication in the
Security Sector,” “Military Diplomacy and Defence Cooperation,” etc.).

The modern theoretical framework for studying the institution of the armed
forces is formed at the intersection of classical concepts of civil-military relations,
institutional analysis, theories of political legitimacy, and global studies.
Systematization of these concepts has made it possible to justify the multidimensional
nature of the military institution, which depends on the type of political regime,
historical state-building models, and the level of democratization. The study
demonstrates that theoretical and methodological approaches create a conceptual
foundation for understanding the functional, political, and normative specifics of the
armed forces as an institution of the state and society.

The content and structure of the definition “armed forces” include several
dimensions: legal, functional, institutional, and political. The armed forces are defined
as a hierarchically organized, professional, and legally regulated institution that
operates under civilian control and within clearly defined normative powers. This
characteristic goes beyond the traditional understanding of the armed forces as a purely
military organization and highlights their role as an actor exercising the state’s
monopoly on legitimate force, as a stabilizing factor, and as a symbolic element of the
political system.

The armed forces appear as an integral component of the mechanism of
statehood: they ensure defence and territorial integrity, guarantee order, and perform
social, diplomatic, international, and stabilizing functions. The armed forces operate
both as the material basis of the coercive aspect of state power and as a political and
legal institution that interacts with governmental structures and society, maintaining a
balance between security, political legitimacy, and democratic principles of

governance.



Trust is formed under the influence of military effectiveness, transparency of
defence policy, stability of state institutions, as well as public narratives and collective
perceptions in society. It has been established that the level of trust directly correlates
with the legitimacy of political power, the quality of communication between the
military and citizens, and adherence to democratic norms and international standards
in the military sphere.

The ideological space of military legitimacy includes symbolic and
communicative mechanisms: historical narratives, cultural codes, state symbols, public
rituals, and informational messages. This sphere shapes the moral and value foundation
of the legitimacy of the armed forces and determines the character of their public
perception. In democratic systems, the ideological space is built around the ideas of
rights, freedoms, and civic responsibility; in authoritarian systems, it is centred on
mobilization, loyalty to power, and control.

The study demonstrates that civil-military relations serve as a fundamental
mechanism ensuring institutional legitimacy and political stability. In democracies,
they rely on civilian control, parliamentary oversight, high professionalisation, and
institutional separation of the military and political domains. In authoritarian regimes,
the army becomes politicized, military structures are integrated into the political
apparatus, personalist loyalty is emphasized, and the risk of praetorianism increases,
shaping a different pattern of institutional dynamics.

In modern conditions, the armed forces are adapting to new types of threats:
cyber, information, hybrid, and technological. They are becoming integrated into
multidomain operations, international security formats, and network-based structures
of cooperation. The orientation of military institutions is shifting from classical models
of national defence development to flexible and interoperable systems capable of
operating in an environment of global interdependence.

The classification of contemporary models of the armed forces includes
institutional, functional, political, and security parameters and is based on the level of
professionalisation, technological capacity, autonomy, personnel recruitment, and the

nature of responses to hybrid risks. The armed forces of the 21st century tend toward



networked, mobile, multidomain structures, which ensures their adaptability in
complex security environments.

Summarising the results of the research, it can be concluded that the armed
forces are an institution that not only reflects the transformations of modern statehood
but also actively shapes them. Their functional effectiveness, political legitimacy, and
resilience depend on the quality of legal mechanisms, the level of public trust, the
balance of civil-military relations, and the ability to adapt and integrate into the global
security system. The findings provide a conceptual basis for further academic studies
on the institutional evolution of the armed forces in the political space of the 21st
century.

Key words: armed forces, political institution, defense potential, state, politics,
sovereignty, national security, geopolitics, NATO, information security, control

systems, political system, power, political space, war.
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