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Abstract

The monitoring of conflict risk in the humanitarian sector is largely based on simple historic av-

erages. The overarching goal of this work is to assess the potential for using a more statistically

rigorous approach to monitor the risk of political violence and conflict events in practice, and

thereby improve our understanding of their temporal and spatial patterns, to inform preventative

measures.

In particular, a Bayesian, spatiotemporal variant of the Hawkes process is fitted to data gathered

by the Armed Conflict Location and Event Data (ACLED) project to obtain sub-national estimates

of conflict risk in South Asia over time and space. Our model can effectively estimate the risk

level of these events within a statistically sound framework, with a more precise understanding

of uncertainty than was previously possible. The model also provides insights into differences in

behaviours between countries and conflict types. We also show how our model can be used to

monitor short and long term trends, and that it is more stable and robust to outliers compared to

current practices that rely on historical averages.
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1 Introduction

A key indicator of disorder in society is the occurrence of political violence and conflict events,

such as protests and riots. To promote sustainable development and prevent future violence and

displacement, the underlying causes of conflict must first be understood and addressed. From a

humanitarian perspective, understanding both the real-time and longer term trends of these events

is crucial as it allows organisations to protect civilians, provide aid, and foster peace among com-

munities. This knowledge is also important for other key parties such as governments, journalists

and researchers, especially during times of instability and unrest. A recent report by the United

Nations Office for the Coordination of Humanitarian Affairs (Caldwell, 2022) also highlighted this

fact, emphasising the need to focus on understanding the risk of conflict events, in favour of other

activities such as forecasting and event classification, to drive anticipatory action.

Improved modelling of conflict and political violence events has the potential to significantly

advance several UN Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs). For SDG 16 (Peace, Justice and Strong

Institutions), better modelling can help to identify drivers of instability, provide early warning

signs, and highlight high-risk regions or populations that may need particular attention, supporting

SDG 16’s targets on reducing violence, ensuring equal access to justice and building accountable

institutions. It also contributes to SDG 1 (No Poverty) and SDG 2 (Zero Hunger), as conflict is

a major cause of poverty and food insecurity. Furthermore, it has implications for SDG 3 (Good

Health and Wellbeing) and SDG 4 (Quality Education), since conflict and violence can inhibit the

effective functioning of health systems and educational institutions.

The Armed Conflict Location and Event Data (ACLED) project (Raleigh et al., 2010) provides

a comprehensive, geo-referenced database containing details of political violence and protests world-

wide. Currently, ACLED uses a combination of historical averages and machine learning models

to assess and predict conflict risk respectively, and these results are generally aggregated to the

national level. A key use case for these data is in determining appropriate measures to take in an-

ticipation of a future hazard to reduce the humanitarian impact of the event before it fully unfolds,

referred to as anticipatory action by the United Nations Office for the Coordination of Humani-

tarian Affairs. In this article, we introduce a new statistical approach to conflict monitoring, that

is more sophisticated than historical averages, but remains easily interpretable with an enhanced

understanding of model uncertainty compared to traditional machine learning approaches.

Hawkes processes (Hawkes, 1971) are self-exciting stochastic processes whereby previous events

in the process increase the probability of future events occurring. They have previously been used

to study phenomena such as earthquakes (Ogata, 1988), crime and terrorism (White et al., 2013;

Mohler et al., 2011), and social media interactions (Chen and Tan, 2018; Dutta et al., 2020). In

this article, we extend the standard temporal model to include a spatially varying baseline rate of

events, in addition to a spatial kernel that quantifies the spatial impact of events to the intensity
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of the process. A discrete-time variant of the spatiotemporal Hawkes process is fit to the ACLED

data at a fine spatial scale to obtain sub-national estimates of conflict risk. This approach aids

in characterising the temporal and spatial patterns that emerge from these types of conflicts, and

provides an estimate of risk over space and time that can be used both for real-time monitoring

and for making short-term predictions. We use data from the region of South Asia to showcase our

approach; however, the methodology can easily be extended to other countries. For the purposes

of this example, the four countries considered are Bangladesh, Sri Lanka, Nepal and Pakistan. In

addition to modelling each of the countries separately, the various types of conflict events in each

country are also modelled individually. By doing so, we can compare the spatial and temporal

dynamics of events between both countries and conflict types.

The overarching goal of this article is to determine whether spatiotemporal discrete-time Hawkes

processes can provide new spatial and temporal insights that can help practitioners and key actors

in the humanitarian sector to better understand conflict events. Specifically, we address three main

questions throughout the article: (i) are spatiotemporal discrete-time Hawkes processes useful for

explaining conflict events, (ii) what can we learn from them, that we cannot learn from other

approaches, and (iii) how can these models be used in practice.

ACLED provides two main tools for tracking conflict risk. The first tool is the ACLED

Trendfinder Dashboard, that monitors previous and current trends and identifies periods in which

an unusually high level of activity occurred. These thresholds are based on historical moving av-

erages. The second tool is the Conflict Alert System (CAST), a forecasting tool used to predict

future conflict activity for battles, explosions/remote violence, and violence against civilians. CAST

is trained using a series of machine learning models. These two tools are intended to be used in

conjunction with one another. While the approach taken in this article could also be extended to

provide forecasts, we focus instead on gaining a better understanding of conflict risk as discussed

in Caldwell (2022).

Several authors have proposed HPs as a method for modelling conflict events using the ACLED

project data. Zhu et al. (2021) models the temporal triggering kernel for the HP through a mixture

of neural networks that encode a latent function to capture underlying dynamics of community

states and apply this model to the ACLED data. Campedelli and D’Orsogna (2021) use HPs to

cluster events and explain the temporal behaviour patterns of disorder events during the COVID-19

pandemic. To account for spatial dependency among events, the authors used K-means clustering to

group spatial locations with similar characteristics. None of these approaches directly incorporate

a spatial triggering kernel into the Hawkes model. By doing so in this article, we are able to better

understand the extent of spatial correlation inherent within the process.

Hengel and Franses (2020) does model an explicit spatial triggering kernel within the context of a

marked variant of the Hawkes process known as the Epidemic Type Aftershock Sequence (ETAS),

which assumes a specific form for the kernel. Okawa et al. (2022) introduce the convolutional
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Hawkes process, incorporating spatial heterogeneity through a convolutional neural network that

takes images as an input. To our knowledge, there have been no Bayesian approaches to modelling

the ACLED data with spatiotemporal Hawkes processes.

Other classes of spatiotemporal models have also been fitted to the ACLED data. Xie et al.

(2023) and Weidmann and Ward (2010) use boosted regression trees and autoregressive regression

techniques respectively. Recent work by Egbon et al. (2024) introduces an autoregressive model with

spatial effects modelled through a stochastic partial differential equation. Estimation was carried

out using the Integrated Nested Laplace Approximation (INLA). There are also other examples

of Bayesian spatiotemporal models used to model other conflict datasets (Zammit-Mangion et al.,

2012; Tench, 2018; Python et al., 2019) that employ, respectively, log-Gaussian Cox processes,

Dirichlet process mixture models and stochastic partial differential equations.

While the focus of this paper is on the ACLED database, other geo-referenced conflict databases

also exist. The Global Terrorism Database (GTD) (START (National Consortium for the Study of

Terrorism and Responses to Terrorism), 2021) contains records of terrorist activity that occurred

worldwide since 1970. Naturally, the GTD has a smaller range of conflict types compared to

ACLED, since events in the former database must be outside the context of legitimate warfare

activities. Several authors have proposed Hawkes processes to model these data (White et al.,

2013; Porter and White, 2012); however, these are limited to studying the temporal dimension of

the data. The model proposed by Jun and Cook (2024) considers the spatial dimension through

a flexible representation of the spatiotemporal triggering kernel. For parameter inference, these

authors rely on maximum likelihood estimation, whereas our analysis is focused on utilising the

Bayesian framework analysing conflict to reap the benefits discussed in Section 2.3. Clark and

Dixon (2018) use a spatiotemporal Hawkes process within the Bayesian framework, however using

a simplified construction of the temporal and spatial components where the temporal component

is represented as a point mass and there is no explicit spatial kernel.

The Uppsala Conflict Data Program (UCDP) (Strandow et al., 2011) is another rich source of

data for events involving armed conflict. While the ACLED data has a larger scope of conflict

types recorded, the UCDP records have a longer history, in some cases going back to 1946. Using

these data, Mueller and Rauh (2022) propose a framework to generate predictions of conflict using

a combination of unsupervised and supervised machine learning techniques. This work differs

substantially from ours as it is prediction-focused, with the authors integrating a web-scraping

machine learning algorithm to characterise conflict risk. Spatiotemporal models considered for

these data include spatiotemporal regression techniques (Racek et al., 2024) and spatial Poisson

processes (Schutte, 2017).

To our knowledge, we propose the first Bayesian, spatiotemporal Hawkes model applied to the

ACLED data. We study countries in South Asia as an exemplar of how this model can be applied

to these types of data worldwide. The models are fitted on a univariate level, so given sufficient
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computational resources the number of countries included in the study can be extended to include

a much larger sample. Different types of conflict events are also considered individually, allowing

us to compare the patterns of both temporal and spatial excitation for different conflict types. The

proposed model enables a data-driven approach to monitoring and understanding the current risk

of conflict events throughout time and space. Combined with input and expertise from key actors

in the humanitarian and political sciences sectors, such as ACLED, this work can have important

implications for the understanding and management of these events.

Section 2 introduces the data, the spatiotemporal models, and the inference methods used in this

article. Section 3 follows by presenting the results of our analysis. We first present our Bayesian,

spatiotemporal model, assess the model fit and interpret the outputs. In Section 4, we demonstrate

how our models can be used to assess conflict risk in practice and benchmark against the types

of risk models used by organisations, such as ACLED, that rely on historical averages. Finally,

Section 5 concludes with a discussion of the outcomes of this analysis, limitations of the model and

avenues for future work.

2 Materials and methods

2.1 Data

The ACLED project (Raleigh et al., 2010) provides a comprehensive geo-referenced database con-

taining details of political violence and protests worldwide and has recorded in total more than

one million individual events. The earliest recorded events in the database are from 1997 for many

countries in Africa, and the coverage has been progressively expanded over recent years to now

having achieved global coverage with data being updated weekly. In addition to the date and lo-

cation of events, the database also records the number of fatalities, type of violence and the actors

involved, which allows the user to further analyse and understand conflict events. Summaries and

reports on the ACLED website are often segmented by conflict type, indicating that this type of

segmentation is of interest to key stakeholders in the humanitarian sector. The types of conflicts

recorded in the ACLED database and their respective definitions (ACLED, 2019) are,

• Battles: violent interactions between two organised armed groups;

• Explosions/Remote violence: one-sided violence events in which the tool for engaging in

conflict creates asymmetry by taking away the ability of the target to respond;

• Violence against civilians: violent events where an organised armed group deliberately inflicts

violence upon unarmed non-combatants;

• Protests: a public demonstration against a political entity, government institution, policy or

group in which the participants are not violent;
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• Riots: violent events where demonstrators or mobs engage in disruptive acts or disorganised

acts of violence against property or people;

• Strategic development: accounts for often non-violent activity by conflict and other agents

within the context of the war/dispute. Recruitment, looting and arrests are included.

As mentioned in Section 1, for the purposes of illustrating our approach, we focus on South Asia

as an exemplar region. We consider weekly counts of conflict events in South Asia over a 5 year

period from 2010–2014. During the selected 5 year period, there were four countries with conflict

data recorded in the ACLED database, namely Bangladesh, Sri Lanka, Nepal and Pakistan. Data

for South and Southeast Asia start from 2010 in the ACLED dataset, and the 5 year period was

chosen to reduce computational expense and because it avoids the period in 2016 when ACLED

significantly increased capacity and updated their reporting methodology. Several other countries

comprise the South Asian region, but did not have data available during the observation window

for this study.

Figure 1 shows the number of conflict events recorded each week for each conflict type and

country over the observation window. There is a wide range of dynamics inherent in these data.

We can see that Pakistan experienced substantially higher event counts over this period and Sri

Lanka experienced the lowest number of conflict events. We also observe that some event types

are more prevalent across all countries, such as protests and riots. Figure 2 displays the observed

proportion of each conflict type for each country throughout the observation window. While protests

and riots account for the majority of conflict events recorded, we see that Pakistan also has a

high proportion of Explosions/remote violence compared to the other countries. We also see that

Pakistan and Bangladesh experienced higher proportions of events classed as Battles, and that Sri

Lanka and Bangladesh have higher proportions of events classed as Violence against civilians.
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Figure 1: Weekly events in each country for each conflict type.
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Figure 2: Proportion of total events of each conflict type by country.

We are also interested in modelling spatial correlation in these data to understand how con-

flict intensity is influenced by events in neighbouring regions and to compare spatial dynamics

between countries and conflict types. To determine the spatial aggregation we discretised accord-

ing to administrative boundaries, which define the borders of a geographic area under a given

political or social structure, rather than considering the individual location of each event. These

boundaries were obtained from the Database of Global Administrative Areas (GADM) (Global

Administrative Areas, 2012). For Nepal and Pakistan we used the Level 2 county/district level ad-

ministrative boundaries. For Bangladesh and Sri Lanka, we used the coarser aggregation of Level

1 state/province level administrative boundaries since the Level 2 boundaries for these countries

are very finely defined. The coordinates for each administrative boundary was then defined as the

centroid of each region.

Figure 3 presents the total number of events of each conflict type to occur over the 5 year

observation window at the administrative regions specified above for each country. The maps

show that most activity generally occurs in or near the capital cities. Pakistan also has a high

concentration of protests on the southeastern border near the biggest city and economic capital of

Karachi. By modelling the spatial correlation in these data we can characterise how events from

these regions influence neighbouring areas. There is also significant zero-inflation present in these

weekly event counts. Figure 4 presents the proportion of weeks for each administrative region where

the number of events for each conflict type was 0. In general, Sri Lanka and to a lesser extent Nepal

have a higher proportion of zero event counts compared to Bangladesh and Pakistan.
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Figure 3: Total number of events over 5 year observation window. Black crosses indicate capital
cities (including Karachi in Pakistan as the biggest city and economic capital).
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Figure 4: Proportion of weeks with zero events. Black crosses indicate capital cities (including
Karachi in Pakistan as the biggest city and economic capital).

2.2 Discrete-time Hawkes processes

Hawkes processes (HPs) (Hawkes, 1971) were introduced to model phenomena that exhibit self-

exciting behaviour whereby events occur in groups or clusters. HPs were originally introduced as

a continuous-time process. However, since the data collected by the ACLED project is in the form

of daily counts we adopt a discrete-time version of the HP (Browning et al., 2022, 2021; Linderman

and Adams, 2015; Mohler, 2013), referred to in this article as the discrete-time Hawkes process

(DTHP).

For a given DTHP, the number of events that occur at a particular time can be distributed

according to any appropriate distribution defined on Z≥0 (Porter and White, 2012; Laub et al.,

2025). In our analysis, we assume that events are distributed according to a Poisson distribution

to approximate the continuous-time counterpart (Kirchner, 2016b). The DTHP is characterised by

this distribution and its conditional intensity function which governs the rate at which events occur.

The intensity function is comprised of two components: the baseline process and the self-exciting

process. The baseline process describes the arrival rate of events that occur independently, and not

as a result of other events. The self-exciting component on the other hand, describes the clustering

behaviour of the process. The aspect of the self-exciting component that describes the impact that
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past events have on the current intensity of the process is referred to as the triggering kernel, and

is a function of the time that has elapsed since an event occurred.

To state this formally, consider a linear DTHP N , where Nt represents the number of events

up to and including the t-th time interval and let the random variable Yt = Nt − Nt−1 represent

the number of event occurrences in t-th time interval. Nt is then dependent on the set of events

to occur up to but not including the t-th time interval, denoted by Ht−1 = {ys : s < t}, where ys

represents the observed number of events during the s-th time interval. We denote the corresponding

conditional intensity function as λt. This quantity represents the number of events expected to occur

in the counting process Nt during the t-th time interval, conditionally on the past, and is given by,

λt = E{Nt −Nt−1|Ht−1}
= µ+ α

∑

s<t

ysg(t− s) (1)

where µ represents the baseline mean of the process and the second term represents the self-exciting

component of the DTHP. In particular, α is a magnitude parameter that describes the expected

number of offspring events that a single event is expected to produce. If α > 1, then the dynamics

of the process will be explosive and tend towards infinity, otherwise if α < 1 then the process

will be stationary. The triggering kernel g(t − s) is a probability mass function that describes the

influence of these past events on the intensity of the process, given the time elapsed since the s-th

time interval, where s < t.

The number of events observed during the t-th time interval, namely yt, is distributed according

to the random variable, Yt, which has conditional mean E{Yt|Ht−1} = λt as defined in (1). In this

analysis, Yt is assumed to be Poisson distributed such that Yt|Ht−1 ∼ Pois(λt). The corresponding

likelihood function is then,

L =

T∏

t=1

λyt

t

yt!
exp(−λt). (2)

This model can be seen as a special case of a Poisson autoregressive model (Fokianos et al.,

2009; Armillotta and Fokianos, 2024), and the endemic-epidemic model (Held et al., 2005; Bracher

and Held, 2022; Lu and Meyer, 2023) which has been used widely in epidemiological research.

2.3 Spatiotemporal discrete-time Hawkes process

In this article, we consider several ways to extend the temporal DTHP defined in Section 2.2 to

account for spatial patterns in the data. The first approach we consider is to include a spatially

varying baseline rate µx,y for each region with coordinates (x, y). Since we are aggregating to the
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level of administrative areas, this spatially varying parameter is also expected to indirectly capture

underlying characteristics inherent in each region such as population size and other demographic

factors. The second approach we consider is, in addition to the spatially varying baseline rate µx,y,

we also incorporate a spatial triggering kernel h(·) to capture any spatial clustering patterns that

may be present. This means the level of excitation is then governed by both the time since an event

elapsed and distance from the location where the event occurred. In both of these models we have

also incorporated a term for zero-inflation to account for excess zeros in the data, as observed in

Figure 4.

The first approach that includes a spatially varying baseline rate and no spatial self-excitation,

referred to in this article as “nospatialSE”, results in the following rate parameter λt,x,y for the t-th

time interval and location with coordinates (x, y),

λt,x,y = exp(µ0 + µx,y) + α
∑

s<t

ys,x,yg(t− s) (3)

where µ0 ∈ R is a global baseline rate parameter, µx,y ∈ R is a region-specific baseline rate, and

their sum is exponentiated to ensure positivity. Furthermore, ys,x,y denotes the number of events

to occur in the s-th time interval in location with coordinates (x, y).

The second approach which incorporates a spatial triggering kernel in addition to the spatially

varying baseline rate, referred to as “ST SE”, gives the following rate parameter λt,x,y for the t-th

time interval and location with coordinates (x, y),

λt,x,y = exp(µ0 + µx,y) + α
∑

s<t

∑

(xl,yl)∈S
ys,xl,yl

g(t− s)h(x− xl, y − yl) (4)

where S is the set of centroids for all spatial regions, and h(·) is a spatial triggering kernel that

determines how the distance between events affects the intensity of the process. Note also the subtle

differences between (3) and (4), whereby the excitation term in the latter includes a summation

over all other regions, and the former is only affected by events that have occurred in its own region.

The likelihood function for both of these models is constructed in the same manner. We assume

the number of events observed during t-th time interval in location with coordinates (x, y), Yt,x,y

follows a zero-inflated Poisson distributed such that Yt,x,y|Ht−1 ∼ Pois-ZeroInf(λt,x,y, π), where π

is the probability of a structural zero. The likelihood function is then,

L =

T∏

t=1

∏

(x,y)∈S

[
π + (1− π) exp(−λt,x,y)

]I{yt,x,y=0}[
(1− π)

λ
yt,x,y

t,x,y

yt,x,y!
exp(−λt,x,y)

]I{yt,x,y≥1}
(5)

An important distinction between temporal and spatiotemporal DTHPs as defined above is

12



in the interpretation of α. In the spatiotemporal setting under both models we propose, the

incorporation of a zero-inflation factor means that the non-zero component of the likelihood function

must be scaled by the probability of structural zeroes π, and as such α > 1 no longer necessarily

corresponds to explosive dynamics. Additionally, when considering the model that includes a spatial

triggering kernel as proposed in (4), the level of excitation from a single event also depends on the

location of each event.

As it is presented in (4), the temporal triggering kernel g(·) is defined on Z+. However, in many

contexts it is reasonable to assume that the maximum length of excitation is not infinite, and the

impact of past events will eventually dissipate. Thus, the triggering kernel could be truncated to

some finite value tmax with little impact when there is negligible mass at higher time intervals.

Truncating the triggering kernel also reduces computational expense since the summations involved

in evaluating λt,x,y comprise less terms.

We performed comparisons to assess three modelling assumptions, namely the maximum exci-

tation time tmax (where we considered 12, 26 and 52 weeks), the form of λt,x,y, and the choice of

triggering kernels g(·) and h(·). Across all event types and countries, we found that a longer tmax of

52 weeks provided the best fit to the data, and we therefore proceed with this value. Regarding the

choice of model for λt,x,y, we considered three choices: no self-excitation (only a spatially varying

baseline rate), a spatially varying baseline rate and only temporal self-excitation as in (3), and a

spatially varying baseline rate with self-excitation both temporally and spatially as in (4). The first

model with only a spatially varying baseline rate underperformed compared to the two alternatives.

From these two models that include some form of self-excitation mechanism, neither emerged as a

clear winner so both are considered in further analysis. Fitting both of these models for all country

and conflict type scenarios also allows us to characterise more fully the spatial clustering dynamics

by determining whether they are important in specific scenarios. In terms of triggering kernels,

we compared a geometric temporal triggering kernel combined with a radial basis function (RBF)

spatial triggering kernel against power law forms for both temporal and spatial kernels. There was

no strong evidence supporting the inclusion of the more complex power law triggering kernels, as

the additional parameters did not substantially improve model fit. We therefore retain the more

parsimonious kernel specifications, which are described in detail below. Additional details on these

comparisons are provided in the supplementary material.

In this study, we therefore specify the temporal triggering kernel in the form of a truncated,

re-normalised geometric distribution such that,

g(u) =
β(1− β)u−1

∑tmax

j=1 β(1− β)j−1
(6)

where β ∈ [0, 1] represents the success probability, or equivalently the inverse mean, for the geo-

metric distribution. In the context of our study, a higher value of β indicates that recent events
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have a stronger influence on the conditional intensity function λt,x,y. In other words, the impact of

past events decays more rapidly over time, giving greater weight to events that occur closer to the

current t-th time interval.

Furthermore, we represent the spatial triggering kernel by a radial basis function (RBF) kernel,

which for vectors of coordinates z = (x, y) and zl = (xl, yl) is given by,

h(z, zl) = exp

(
−d(z, zl)

2σ2

)
(7)

where σ is the bandwidth parameter and d is assumed to be the Euclidean distance function such

that,

d(z, zl) =
√

(x− xl)2 + (y − yl)2. (8)

In the context of our study, σ determines how spatial proximity influences the conditional intensity

function λt,x,y. A smaller value of σ indicates that events occurring close to the region with

coordinates (x, y) have a stronger effect on λt,x,y, resulting in more localised spatial interactions.

In contrast, a larger σ implies a smoother spatial influence, whereby events occurring farther away

can contribute more to the intensity of events at (x, y).

We also note that distance in the latitude-longitude coordinate space can be poorly defined, as

the latitude coordinate grid is equally spaced but the longitude has a strong dependence on the

associated latitude value. This distorts the comparison of distances, thus if countries further away

from the equator were being considered, then an alternative distance such as the Haversine distance

should be used.

In this work we adopt a Bayesian framework due to its advantages, such as the ability to directly

quantify uncertainty and introduce prior knowledge from experts or previous studies directly in

the inference. This model was fitted using the probabilistic programming language Stan (Stan

Development Team, 2022), which implements MCMC sampling through the No U-Turn Sampler

(NUTS).

We modelled the spatially varying baseline rate parameters µx,y using the Intrinsic Conditional

Auto-Regressive (ICAR) model (Besag, 1974). To simplify notation, we will simply write µr to refer

to the region-specific baseline rate parameter for region r with centroid (x, y) ∈ S. We can then

define the ICAR model based on Morris et al. (2019) such that each µr is distributed according to

a normal distribution with mean equal to the average of its neighbours and such that,

p(µr|µj∈N(l)) = N
(∑

j∈N(l) µj

dr
,
s2r
dr

)
(9)

where dr is the number of neighbours of region r, N(r) is the set of its neighbours, and s2r is an

unknown variance. The joint distribution of M = (µr, r ∈ {1, . . . , |S|}) is then,
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M ∼ N (0, Q−1) (10)

where Q is the precision matrix. Morris et al. (2019) defines Q in terms of a diagonal matrix D

containing the number of neighbours in each region, and an adjacency matrix A that identifies

neighbouring regions. The precision matrix can then be written,

Q = D −A. (11)

For the non-spatially varying parameters, we considered two prior specifications: weakly infor-

mative priors and priors centered around the maximum likelihood estimates (MLEs). We found

that the algorithm often did not converge when placing weakly informative priors on the non-spatial

model parameters due to difficulties in estimating the correlation structure of the spatially varying

baseline parameters. We therefore specify the following priors centered around the MLEs,

µ0 ∼ N (µ̂0, 0.1)

α ∼ logN (mα̂, 0.1)

β ∼ Beta(aβ̂ , bβ̂), 0 < β < 1

σ ∼ logN (mσ̂, 0.1)

π ∼ Beta(aπ̂0
, bπ̂0

), 0 < π < 1 (12)

where ˆ indicates the MLEs which were calculated in R using the optim() function and m, a and

b are constants calculated to ensure the mean of the prior is equal to the MLE. Further details of

this prior sensitivity analysis are provided in the supplementary material.

3 Results

In this section we present the results obtained from fitting the Bayesian spatiotemporal models

described in Section 2.3 to the weekly counts of conflict events from the 2010 – 2014 ACLED

data for each country and conflict type combination detailed in Section 2.1. We first describe

the fitting process, in which we compare two specifications for the spatiotemporal DTHP and,

for each scenario, select the best model to use in downstream analysis. We then compare the

observed event counts with the expected number of events estimated from our model. The posterior

distributions for the model parameters and triggering kernels are also visualised. Lastly, out-of-

sample posterior predictive checks are shown. The code to implement these models is available at
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https://github.com/RaihaTuiTaura/st-hawkes-thesis.

As discussed in Section 2.3, we considered two specifications for the form of the spatiotemporal

DTHP. We refer to the model defined in (3) with only temporal self-excitation as “nospatialSE”

and the model in 4 with self-excitation both temporally and spatially as “ST SE”. To choose an

appropriate model form, we consider the following criteria. As a first pass, the algorithm must

not show signs of non-convergence. This was assessed based on diagnostic criteria such as the R̂
(Vehtari et al., 2021), diagnostic plots including autocorrelation functions and trace plots, and by

confirming that there were no divergent transitions that would indicate that Stan could not find

algorithm settings that allowed the posterior to be explored without failure. Only two scenarios

failed this criteria, namely Battles and Protests in Nepal under the “nospatialSE” model, so for these

two scenarios we use the “ST SE” model. These diagnostics can be found in the supplementary

materials.

If satisfied that the algorithm has likely converged, we consider the following goodness-of-fit

criteria for model comparison to consider various aspects of the data:

1. Out-of-sample coverage: proportion of observations where the observed event counts fall

within the 95% posterior interval based on 100 out-of-sample predictions.

2. In-sample coverage: proportion of observations where the observed event counts fall within

the median 95% quantile interval (2.5% - 97.5% quantiles) calculated based on 100 posterior

samples.

3. In-sample residuals (non-zero; median): sum of the absolute value of the difference between

the observed event count and the median of the 50% quantile calculated based on 100 posterior

samples.

4. In-sample residuals (non-zero; upper quantile): sum of the absolute value of the difference

between the observed event count and the median of the 97.5% quantile calculated based on

100 posterior samples.

5. In-sample residuals (zeros): sum of the absolute value of the difference between the observed

number of zero event counts and the proportion in which the median of the 50% quantile is

equal to 0 calculated based on 100 posterior samples.

6. BIC: median BIC with likelihood calculated based on 100 posterior samples.

If the temporally and spatially self-exciting model (“ST SE”) had better performance in greater

than 50% of these goodness-of-fit criteria, we select this model; otherwise, we resort to the more

parsimonious model that only includes a temporal self-excitation mechanism (“nospatialSE”). Table

1 presents the chosen model for each scenario.
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Conflict type Bangladesh Nepal Pakistan Sri Lanka
Battles ST SE ST SE nospatialSE ST SE

Explosions/Remote violence nospatialSE ST SE nospatialSE ST SE
Protests ST SE ST SE nospatialSE nospatialSE

Riots nospatialSE ST SE nospatialSE nospatialSE
Strategic developments nospatialSE ST SE nospatialSE nospatialSE

Violence against civilians nospatialSE ST SE nospatialSE nospatialSE

Table 1: Choice of spatiotemporal DTHP for each scenario

The maximum excitation time tmax was assumed to be 12 months. The impact of this assumption

in our modelling is that past events cannot affect the intensity of the process after 12 months have

elapsed. As such, the model was trained on data starting from the beginning of 2011 to mitigate

edge effects and ensure that the model is not biased due to past events not being included in the

intensity function calculations.

To learn about short term trends, Figure 5 shows the modelled event counts for a single scenario,

namely Protests in Pakistan and compares these to the observed event counts. Our Bayesian

approach also allows us to characterise uncertainty around our estimates. We obtained the median

50% quantile and 95% uncertainty intervals for the estimated event counts by calculating, for 100

posterior samples, the 2.5%, 50% and 97.5% quantiles of event counts arising from the estimated

Poisson distributions.

We see in our example for Protests in Pakistan that the median 50% quantile and the corre-

sponding uncertainty intervals around the counts are closely aligned to the observed counts within

the individual regions and the model is able to react quickly to recent events. This is generally

consistent for all countries and conflict type scenarios that we considered, as can be seen in the

supplementary material. We note that, for scenarios with high zero-inflation, the median of the

estimated 50% quantiles is often also 0, however the uncertainty intervals generally encompass the

observed event counts.
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Figure 5: Protests in Pakistan (unaggregated). Observed data on week t (black bars) versus median
of the estimated 50% quantile (red line) and median 95% interval of event counts calculated based
on 100 posterior samples (red ribbon).

We now consider aggregating over administrative regions such that, for each week and region,

we calculate and sum the 5%, 50% and 95% quantiles from 100 posterior samples over all regions to

obtain weekly totals, from which we then calculate the median for each quantile. Figure 6 presents

the median 90% quantile intervals around these aggregated event counts and the corresponding me-

dian of the 50% quantile, compared to the observed aggregated event counts for all scenarios. The

estimated median number of events in each week is in line with the observed data. We considered

tighter median quantile intervals of 90% rather than 95% since aggregating across administrative

regions is expected to reduce uncertainty. Although these median quantile intervals of event counts

appear to overestimate the upper bound in some scenarios, this is largely an artefact of the aggre-

gation process. In cases where many regions experience no events, the upper bound is often a small,

non-zero integer, and the accumulation of such low-count regions naturally inflates the resulting

uncertainty bounds.
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Figure 6: All scenarios (aggregated). Observed data on week t (black bars) versus median of the
estimated 50% quantile (red line) and median 95% interval of event counts calculated based on 100
posterior samples (red ribbon). 19



Figure 7 shows exp(µ0 + µl), namely the median estimated spatially varying baseline rate, for

each region l across conflict types. This rate reflects the level of conflict activity expected to arise

independently of other events. Regions in Sri Lanka generally have a low level of baseline risk of

conflict events across all conflict types. Bangladesh has higher baseline risk of Protests, Riots and

Violence against civilians compared to other event types. Nepal has higher risk of Protests and

Riots, and Pakistan has higher risk of Battles in the northwest region and Protests and Riots in

the southeastern regions. In practice these estimates can provide actors in the humanitarian sector

with a useful tool to discern the level of activity to be expected independently of any other events

and the corresponding uncertainty in these estimates.

Figure 7: Median estimated baseline rates. Note that while displayed on a single map models for
each country were estimated individually. Black crosses indicate capital cities (including Karachi
in Pakistan as the biggest city and economic capital).

Figure 8 shows the estimated distribution of non-spatially varying model parameters. As men-

tioned in Section 2.3, the zero-inflation factor in our model means that the magnitude parameter

α does not directly correspond to the expected number of offspring overall; rather, it indicates the

level of self-excitation within the non-structural zero portion of the likelihood and should be inter-

preted in conjunction with the probability of structural zeros π. There are a number of scenarios

for which the estimated α is essentially zero, particularly in Sri Lanka, indicating that a baseline
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only model may be sufficient for these scenarios. The scenarios for which this was the case fall

into two categories: very few events occurring, or events occurring reasonably frequently but for

which the baseline rate alone fits the data well. Large values of α typically correspond to high π,

as seen often with Explosions/remote violence and Strategic developments, indicating that there

are many zero counts but events that do occur are highly excitatory. There is a range in values

of the inverse mean of the geometric temporal triggering kernel β, ranging from very low, which

indicates that the influence of past events on the future intensity is more sustained throughout

the 12 month excitation time, to higher values indicating that the influence drops off more sharply

as time passes. The global baseline rate µ0 is generally higher for protests and riots indicating

that, compared to other conflict types, more protests and riots arise independently rather than as

a result of self-excitation mechanisms. For scenarios in which the “ST SE” model was selected, the

bandwidth for the spatial triggering kernel σ was also estimated. In several cases σ is very small,

indicating that these conflict types also tend to be more localised; however, particularly in Nepal,

we see larger σ values which indicates a broader reach.
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Figure 8: Distribution of estimated parameters
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The posterior median excitation kernels and corresponding 95% intervals estimated from 100

posterior samples for each country and conflict type are presented in Figure 9. In Figure 9a, we

multiplied the temporal excitation kernels by α to reflect the effective level of excitation from a

single past event. The temporal excitation kernels for Nepal and Sri Lanka generally decay very

quickly for all conflict types. On the contrary, conflicts in Bangladesh and Pakistan generally have

longer excitation memories, meaning the influence of past events can persist for longer as time

elapses. This is particularly true for the conflict types Battles, Explosions/remote violence and

Strategic developments.

For scenarios in which the spatial triggering kernel was estimated, we notice that spatial clus-

tering of conflict events is more localised in Bangladesh, characterised by quickly decaying spatial

triggering kernels. We also observe this pattern for Battles across all countries. On the other

hand, for most conflict types in Nepal and for Explosions/remote violence in Sri Lanka we see more

slowly decaying kernels, suggesting that the influence on the intensity function for events occurring

in nearby locations and those further away is more similar compared to other conflict types.
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(a) Estimated posterior distribution of temporal excitation kernels multiplied by α.

(b) Estimated posterior distribution of spatial excitation kernels for scenarios using the “ST SE” model.
Units for horizontal axis are distance between two sets of coordinates, measured by Euclidean distance.

Figure 9: Posterior distribution of estimated excitation kernels for all countries and corresponding
95% posterior interval.

To assess the predictive ability of our model, Figure 10 shows the results from out-of-sample

posterior predictive checks. Using 100 posterior samples, we simulated three months of data fol-

lowing from the end of the five year observation window, which corresponds to predicting the first

three months of 2015. The results were then summed over locations to obtain event counts for each

week for each country and conflict type pair. Overall, the 95% interval for the predicted number

of events usually encapsulates the observed number of events. However there are some larger than
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expected event counts that are not captured in our prediction intervals, particularly in Bangladesh

for Riots, Protests and Explosions/Remote Violence. This is due to the testing period coinciding

with a substantial surge in events associated with the 2015 Bangladeshi political crisis (Interna-

tional Crisis Group, 2015). The 12 months preceding the test period exhibited low levels of conflict

activity, meaning that the contribution from the self-exciting component of the intensity function

was based on a period of low event counts. Consequently, the model was unable to reproduce the

excess events observed during the crisis, as out-of-sample data were not used in generating the

forecasts.
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Figure 10: Out of sample predictive checks (aggregated over 3 month prediction interval for each
location and conflict type). The black dots show the observed number of events. The red bars show
the 95% interval of simulated events using parameter values from 100 posterior samples.26



4 Assessing conflict risk in practice

Compared to relying on historical moving averages, a key advantage of using our model is the ability

to mitigate the impact of noisy data and obtain stable estimates of risk. Our approach is also more

interpretable than other statistical methods based on machine learning techniques, and our Bayesian

approach provides a more precise understanding of uncertainty. By incorporating the time elapsed

since past events and when appropriate considering the influence of distance between events in

a sophisticated, yet interpretable way, we can provide a more robust foundation for monitoring

risk and developing early warning tools, thus informing the allocation of resources for anticipatory

actions.

In this section, we demonstrate through practical examples how our statistical model provides

valuable insights that enable stakeholders to make more informed decisions about how to address

conflict risks. In particular, we illustrate three types of insights from our modelling approach that

may be useful for decision makers: an early warning tool for monitoring trends, visualisations of

the spatial risk profile of conflict events, and short term predictions about the future risk of conflict

events.

Early warning tools are essential for funding bodies to be able to make decisions on how to

allocate resources. While defining the thresholds for these early warnings is beyond the scope of this

work, we aim to provide a more nuanced perspective by statistically modelling the trend of events,

rather than using simple historical averages. To capture longer-term trends of increasing threat,

we adopt a methodology closely based on that used by ACLED in their Trendfinder dashboard,

with the necessary modifications made to the time scale and spatial units to directly compare our

model.

The Trendfinder dashboard calculates a rolling 12-month historical average of event counts, and

flags time periods where the event count is more than two standard deviations above the rolling

average. To benchmark this approach against our model, we instead used the quantile function

of a Poisson distribution with mean given by the estimated intensity function from our model to

determine time periods with unusually high activity. In particular, the estimated intensity function

was calculated using 100 posterior samples of the model parameters. Then, for each posterior

sample and corresponding estimate of the intensity function, we obtained the 95% interval of event

counts at each week using the quantile function. Rolling 12-month averages were then taken of the

median of these quantiles at each week. Time periods were then flagged if the observed number of

events exceeded the rolling average of the 97.5% quantile.

Figure 11 presents an example of this early warning tool, comparing our modelled risk estimates

and a naive approach using simple historical moving averages over the same time period, inspired

by the ACLED Trendfinder dashboard. We present here the result for Protests in Pakistan as an

example, and the figures for the remaining scenarios are available in the supplementary materials.

27



In general, we find that the upper bounds used as the threshold in the naive approach are highly

volatile and sensitive to outliers, often resulting in large, abrupt increases and reductions in the

threshold. Our approach has much more consistent intervals and is also more robust to outliers,

since these events do not directly contribute to the calculation of the rolling average. For regions

with lower event counts, the naive model often identifies weeks with just a single event as having

unusually high activity, whereas our model often considers this to fall within the reasonable range

of values expected based on the estimated intensity function. For regions with higher event counts,

under the naive model, outliers can strongly influence the 12-month rolling average and inflate the

threshold for a trigger, whereas our model may still identify such events as anomalous. The 97.5%

trigger threshold was chosen arbitrarily in this example, but this threshold percentage can also be

adapted to suit the risk appetite of the user.
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Figure 11: Comparison of early warning triggers for Protests in Pakistan.
Grey bars: no flag.
Blue: flagged via naive model. Observed counts greater than two standard deviations above
12-month rolling average.
Red: flagged via proposed Hawkes model. Observed counts greater than 12-month rolling
average of the median 97.5% quantiles from the Poisson distribution, calculated from 100 posterior
samples.
Purple: flagged in both approaches.

The visualisation of the spatial risk profile for conflict events is also an important aspect of

conflict risk monitoring. As an example, Figure 12 presents the median of the 50% quantile,

calculated from 100 posterior samples, in the last week of December in 2014, namely the last week

of the observation window considered in these analyses. Our modelling can operate at a finer spatial

scale than current methods produced by organisations such as ACLED. This granularity can then

take into account the unique attributes of each administrative region. Furthermore, the estimates

can easily be aggregated up as required to obtain more accurate estimates of a coarser spatial

resolution, with corresponding estimates of uncertainty.
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Figure 12: Median of the 50% quantile, based on 100 posterior samples, at December 2014 (i.e. the
end of the observation window). Black crosses indicate capital cities (including Karachi in Pakistan
as the biggest city and economic capital).

Another notable advantage of adopting a statistical model for analysing conflict risk is the

ability to generate short-term predictions of future events. In addition to estimating the level of

future risk, our Bayesian approach also produces estimates of uncertainty surrounding the predicted

number of events. In Section 3, we used 100 posterior samples to predict the expected number of

events in the first 3 months of 2015, namely 3 months from the end of our modelling observation

window. Figure 13 presents the 2.5%, 50% and 97.5% quantiles of the cumulative number of events

predicted over these 3 months. Across most regions, the projected risk level for these three months

is relatively low. However, there are numerous hotspots, particularly in Pakistan and Bangladesh.

These spatial predictions, along with their uncertainty intervals, provide valuable insights into the

distribution and intensity of anticipated conflict events, enabling policymakers and stakeholders to

prioritise resources and interventions accordingly.
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Figure 13: Out-of-sample 3-month-ahead predictions.
First row: observed cumulative event counts.
Second row: median of cumulative event counts.
Third row: 2.5% quantile of cumulative event counts.
Fourth row: 97.5% quantile of cumulative event counts.
Black crosses indicate capital cities (including Karachi in Pakistan as the biggest city and economic
capital).

5 Discussion

This work addressed three main questions about spatiotemporal DTHPs: (i) are they useful for

modelling conflict risk, (ii) what can we learn about conflict events using these models, and (iii)

how can these models be used to improve current practices for conflict monitoring. Our main

contributions and the results, and how they relate to these questions, are first summarised. This is

followed by a discussion of the limitations and future work, and finally concluding remarks.

5.1 Summary

In this analysis we presented a unified framework using spatiotemporal DTHPs to analyse both

the short and long term trends of conflict risk. Through the Bayesian framework, we can gain a

more precise understanding of the uncertainty inherent in our estimates of conflict risk, compared to
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other approaches based on machine learning techniques and optimisation methods such as maximum

likelihood estimation. To our knowledge this is the first analysis of its kind applied to the ACLED

database, and the first to characterise and compare the spatial and temporal dynamics of the various

conflict types between each other and also among neighbouring countries. We also demonstrated

from the practitioners’ perspective the advantages of our approach and examples of how to interact

with our model to gain valuable insights.

In response to our first research question, we find that spatiotemporal DTHPs are indeed a

useful tool for policy makers to model and monitor conflict events. Our model was fitted to each

of the individual countries within South Asia, and broken down further by the conflict type. The

resulting models performed well allowing us to capture and understand the self-exciting nature of

conflict in the short term. We also performed out-of-sample predictive checks, which showed that

our model was generally capable of producing a reasonable range of estimates for the predicted

number of events over a 3 month period, with the exception of some extreme cases.

There are several key learnings from using spatiotemporal DTHPs for modelling conflict events

that address our second question. While other modelling approaches can also provide a measure

of conflict risk, interpretation of the parameters in our model offers unique insights. The level of

independent events and those that are caused by past events can be quantified through the baseline

and magnitude parameters respectively. This can help to inform preventative measures, for example

where the baseline rate of events is high, there should be a focus on preventing new events from

occurring. Whereas, if the magnitude parameter is high, there should be focus on monitoring

ongoing events. We also fitted several types of spatiotemporal DTHP and investigated whether

a spatially varying baseline rate alone was sufficient to the characterise spatial dynamics in the

data, or if spatial excitation was a factor in driving conflict events. In doing so, we quantified the

effect that time and distance have on the risk of future conflict events by explicitly parameterising

the temporal and spatial patterns of the process through their respective triggering kernels. We

then used these kernels to compare the self-exciting characteristics of the various conflict types and

countries to further deepen our understanding of these processes.

To address our final research question, we provided specific examples of how to use and adopt

our models in practice and benchmark against current practices. We demonstrated how an early

warning tool, used to monitor longer-term trends in the data and thus inform anticipatory actions,

can be developed based on our statistical model. Specifically, this tool identifies when the observed

level of events exceeds a threshold percentile determined by the posterior distribution, and we

showed that our model is more stable and robust than the alternative based on historical averages.

Visualisations for the current level of conflict risk estimated from our model were also presented.

Our modelling can be performed at a finer spatial resolution compared to similar analyses, allowing

for more accurate estimates of conflict risk, even when aggregating into coarser spatial regions.

Lastly, our statistical modelling approach allows us to make short-term predictions, and calculate
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the corresponding uncertainty in these estimates.

Our model provides a more sophisticated outlook on conflict risk compared to relying on his-

torical averages, while remaining interpretable. Compared to ACLED’s new prediction tool for

conflict activity, CAST, the outputs of our models can be easily interpreted to quantify specific

characteristics of conflict. Currently ACLED uses a combination of techniques to understand con-

flict, namely historical moving averages to analyse both short and long term trends and machine

learning models for prediction. However, our model can fulfil both roles in one cohesive framework,

meaning it could be a useful addition to the toolkit for conflict monitoring.

5.2 Limitations and future work

A major direction for future work is connecting the modelling of conflict risk with the human impact

of conflict. To achieve this, covariates for the number of fatalities or other economic or demographic

variables could be included in the model to inform and refine parameter estimates. An alternative

approach is to jointly model the number of events and the number of people impacted by each of

these events. The financial impact of conflict events, and how this corresponds with the type of

anticipatory actions taken could also be explored.

Given sufficient computational resources or a more computationally efficient inference method,

a global, multivariate model (Hawkes, 1971; Li and Cui, 2024) for conflict events could be estimated

to characterise the interactions between countries and regions. Alternatively, if interactions were

less important, and instead similarities between regions were of interest, univariate studies could be

conducted in parallel and the estimated parameters grouped via a clustering algorithm to determine

countries or regions with similar risk profiles. Furthermore, one could extend the spatiotemporal

DTHP to a marked process whereby the type of conflict event is a mark which also influences the

excitation dynamics (Ogata, 1988; Alaimo Di Loro et al., 2025). A more complete option which

allows for different triggering kernels for each pair of conflict types is a multivariate model between

conflict types to capture and quantify dependencies between each of the conflict types. The level

of risk identified in our analysis could also be compared to other trends, for example economic or

demographic time series to determine any interactions.

In the present work, we incorporated a spatially varying baseline rate to better capture spatial

heterogeneity in event dynamics. This extension allows for more realistic modelling of the underlying

spatial structure while maintaining computational feasibility. Several further developments could be

explored in future work. First, it may be possible to extend branching structure–based approaches

(Alaimo Di Loro et al., 2025; D’Angelo et al., 2024; Fox et al., 2016; Zhuang and Mateu, 2018) to

the discrete-time Hawkes framework, though this remains technically challenging due to the absence

of a clear branching interpretation in discrete time. Additionally, the baseline rate could be refined

through regression-based adjustments using covariates such as population density or other socio-
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demographic factors of interest. Alternative modelling strategies include adopting a multivariate

(regional) formulation as discussed above or employing Gaussian Process-based methods, such as

the Log Cox Gaussian Process (Miscouridou et al., 2023), for encoding spatial variation.

In this study, Euclidean centroid-to-centroid distances based on longitude and latitude were used

as a measure of spatial separation. Given that the study countries lie relatively close to the equator

and the administrative units are generally small, this approximation is reasonable for our purposes.

However, we acknowledge that this approach becomes less appropriate in settings involving larger

spatial domains or regions at latitudes further from the equator. In such contexts, projections to

suitable coordinate reference systems, for example UTM, or the use of other distances, such as

Haversine distances, would provide more accurate distance representations, although care is needed

when countries span multiple UTM zones. Furthermore, centroid-based distances may oversimplify

interactions between neighbouring areas, and alternatives such as adjacency-based structures or

shared border lengths could offer more meaningful representations of spatial connectivity. Finally,

extensions of continuous-space methodologies, such as those used in the discrete approximations

of LGCPs (Li et al., 2012; Johnson et al., 2019), may offer a route toward more flexible spatial

interaction modelling within the Hawkes process framework.

One phenomenon observed throughout this analysis was that the proposed model does not

always capture more extreme event counts. However, if it were reasonable to assume that these

excess counts have some inherent structure, some modifications could be made to the model to

better represent this range in values. For example, one could incorporate an over-dispersion term

by adopting a negative binomial likelihood as opposed to the Poisson likelihood. Another approach

could use a hurdle model (Porter and White, 2012), that models a binary response for whether

there will be a non-zero number of events, and the magnitude of events given a non-zero count.

Further extensions could be considered to accommodate excess counts under this framework, such

as a hidden Markov model or a simple mixture model to capture varying levels of intensity.

Due to the model formulation there is a systematic delay in the modelled risk estimates whereby

events that occur in the current time period can only influence the intensity of the process in the

subsequent time period. To offset this delay, a potential future direction could consider covariates

derived from topic modelling of newspaper articles (Mueller and Rauh, 2022) or other exogenous,

real-time covariates. This information could mitigate this delayed effect by allowing the model to

respond to external drivers that correlate with imminent changes in event frequency.

The level of discretisation, both spatial and temporal, is also an important consideration in the

modelling. The inference is more stable given a coarser discretisation as it avoids complications

arising from excessive zero-inflated event counts, and it also reduces the computational expense of

the inference. However, there is an approximation error introduced in the discrete-time model that

assumes events that occur in the same interval are independent, and thus cannot have been produced

by one another. Therefore, if the discretisation is too coarse, there is the potential to artificially
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inflate the baseline rate. The discretisation error is explored for temporal Hawkes processes in

Kirchner (2016a). Further work could be undertaken to explore the impact of this approximation

error, and to determine the optimal discretisation level for a given dataset. The same arguments

also apply to the spatial aggregation, however in this case study we believe the administrative

boundaries used are sensible given the implicit modelling assumption of homogeneity between all

events that occur in the same region. Siviero et al. (2024) also investigate this discretisation error

for spatiotemporal Hawkes processes.

In this work we adopted general forms of the modelling assumptions across all scenarios, such

as the choice of triggering kernels and aggregation levels, to assess the suitability of spatiotemporal

DTHPs for analysing conflict activity. This analysis can then inform specific scenarios which may

require further refinement of the model assumptions; for example, a different temporal aggregation

may be more appropriate depending on the research question. We expect that it will be useful for

users to be able to tailor these assumptions to their specific scenarios. As such, a more automated

and streamlined workflow for determining the key modelling decisions, such as the form of λ,

maximum time lag, choice of kernels, temporal and spatial aggregation level and choice of likelihood

distribution, should be developed. It would also be helpful for assessing goodness-of-fit to extend

the existing, formal residual analyses available for continuous-time Hawkes processes (Ogata, 1988;

Daley and Vere-Jones, 2006) to the discrete-time setting.

5.3 Conclusion

Overall, a better statistical model of both shorter and longer term trends in the risk of conflict can

lead to more accurate predictions, more effective policy interventions and enhanced early warning

systems. These benefits can ultimately help to prevent conflicts and minimise their impact on indi-

viduals and communities. To our knowledge, we propose the first spatiotemporal Hawkes model for

conflict data in the Bayesian setting, with full characterisation of the spatial and temporal triggering

kernels. While this article explores its use among countries in South Asia, the methodology could

easily be extended to other countries or continents to provide an estimate of the spatiotemporal

risk of conflict events worldwide. We propose South Asia as an intrinsically meritorious study and

as an important exemplar of how these models can be used.

Our proposed model provides a means for up to date estimates of the risk of conflict events.

Our model can provide reasonable estimates of both short and long term trends in the occurrence

of conflict events and also provide short-term predictions, determined using the posterior predictive

distribution. This is also the first study we are aware of that captures and compares the charac-

teristics of conflict events across different countries and types of events, and that demonstrates the

advantage of using a statistical model to monitor conflict risk, compared to relying on historical

averages. These features make this work a useful tool for actors in the humanitarian and social
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sciences sectors to better understand these risks and make more informed decisions.

This work paves the way for new explorations in spatiotemporal modelling for conflict events.

Our desire is that this work advances the current state of conflict risk modelling by providing a

nuanced foundation for which anticipatory action and financing decisions can be based. We hope

that it enables further discussions with key stakeholders to enable more sophisticated and data

driven risk estimates of conflict events worldwide.
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model in stan. Spatial and Spatio-temporal Epidemiology, 31:100301, 2019. ISSN 1877-5845. doi:

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sste.2019.100301. URL https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/

article/pii/S1877584518301175.

Hannes Mueller and Christopher Rauh. The Hard Problem of Prediction for Conflict Prevention.

Journal of the European Economic Association, 20(6):2440–2467, 2022. ISSN 1542-4766. doi:

10.1093/jeea/jvac025.

40

https://arxiv.org/abs/1507.03228
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1002/bimj.202100408
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1002/bimj.202100408
https://arxiv.org/abs/2210.11844
https://arxiv.org/abs/2210.11844
https://openreview.net/forum?id=xzCDD9i4IZ
https://doi.org/10.1198/jasa.2011.ap09546
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0169207014000284
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0169207014000284
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1877584518301175
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1877584518301175


Yosihiko Ogata. Statistical models for earthquake occurrences and residual analysis for point

processes. Journal of Computational and Graphical Statistics, 83(401):9 – 27, 03 1988. doi:

10.2307/2288914. URL https://www.jstor.org/stable/2288914.

Maya Okawa, Tomoharu Iwata, Yusuke Tanaka, Takeshi Kurashima, Hiroyuki Toda, and Hisashi

Kashima. Context-aware spatio-temporal event prediction via convolutional Hawkes processes.

Machine Learning, 111(8):2929–2950, 2022. ISSN 0885-6125. doi: 10.1007/s10994-022-06136-5.

Michael D Porter and Gentry White. Self-exciting hurdle models for terrorist activity. The Annals

of Applied Statistics, 6:106 – 124, 03 2012. doi: 10.1214/11-aoas513. URL https://doi.org/

10.1214/11-AOAS513.
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A Modelling assumptions901

In this analysis we compared three aspects of the modelling assumptions: the maximum excitation902

time tmax (where we considered 12, 26 and 52 weeks), the form of ωt,x,y, and the choice of triggering903

kernels g(·) and h(·). In determining suitable forms for the temporal and spatial triggering kernels,904

g(·) and h(·) respectively, we compared several alternatives. Specifically, we evaluated a geometric905

temporal triggering kernel combined with a radial basis function (RBF) spatial triggering kernel906

against power law forms for both temporal and spatial components. The geometric and RBF com-907

bination was selected as a parsimonious baseline, with the geometric kernel being the discrete-time908

equivalent to the exponential temporal triggering kernel and RBF kernels being widely adopted for909

spatial triggering kernels [Bernabeu et al., 2025, Miscouridou et al., 2022, Loe!er and Flaxman,910

2017, Mohler, 2014]. These kernels remain as defined in the main text of the article. In contrast,911

power law kernels were considered as an alternative that is capable of capturing heavy-tailed dy-912

namics, which we posit could be advantageous for the temporal kernel due to the possibility of913

events to have long lasting impacts, and for the spatial kernel given the potential for unrest to914

spread widely throughout a country. Here we also define a normalised variant of the power-law915

kernel, which we call f(x), based on Laub et al. [2025] where it is defined as,916

f(x) =
p → 1

c

(
1 +

x

c

)→p

(13)

where p > 1 controls how quickly the triggering rate declines, and c > 0 avoids singularities near917

x = 0. The variable x reflects either the time elapsed since an event, or the distance between event918

regions, depending on the context.919

The definitions of ωt,x,y considered were:920

• ICAR only: no self-excitation, only consists of the spatially varying baseline rate such that

ωt,x,y = exp(µ0 + µx,y)

• nospatialSE: the only self-excitation comes from the temporal excitation kernel such that

ωt,x,y = exp(µ0 + µx,y) + ε
∑

s<t

ys,x,yg(t → s)

• ST-SE: self-excitation comes from the temporal and spatial excitation kernel such that

ωt,x,y = exp(µ0 + µx,y) + ε
∑

s<t

∑

(xl,yl)↑S
ys,xl,yl

g(t → s)h(x → xl, y → yl)

For each combination of these factors, model parameters were estimated via maximum likelihood,921
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and model performance was assessed using the Bayesian Information Criterion (BIC). Figure 14922

shows the resulting BIC of these comparisons for each country and conflict type scenario. We found923

that, across all conflict types and countries, the longer tmax of 52 weeks consistently provided the924

best fit to the data, and we therefore proceed with this value. Regarding the choice of model for925

ωt,x,y, the “ICAR only” model consistently underperforms. Out of the remaining two specifications,926

namely models with and without a spatial triggering kernel, we did not find a single best-performing927

option across all scenarios. In Nepal, the model with both spatial and temporal triggering kernels928

tended to be preferred, whereas in other countries the model with only a temporal triggering kernel929

generally performed better. Thus, in subsequent analysis we consider both models, as we are930

interested in examining the role of the spatial kernel in the inference. There was no strong evidence931

supporting the inclusion of the more complex power law triggering kernels, since the additional932

parameters did not substantially change model fit in most scenarios. We therefore retain the more933

parsimonious kernel specifications, described in the main text of the manuscript.934
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Figure 14: Model comparisons. Red fill indicates the best scenario (i.e. lowest BIC).
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B Prior sensitivity935

We compared inference results using priors centered on the MLE and weakly informative priors for936

the non-spatial model parameters. The spatially varying parameters all have the same ICAR prior937

in these analyses. The weakly informative priors were placed on all non-spatial model parameters938

such that,939

µ0 ↑ Normal(0, 1)

ε ↑ Gamma(1, 1)

logit(ϑ) ↑ Logistic(0, 1)

ϖ ↑ InvGamma(3, 0.2)

ϱ ↑ Beta(2, 2)

With these priors we encountered non-convergence issues, such as divergences in Stan and940

slowly decaying autocorrelation functions. These arose primarily from di”culties in estimating941

the spatially varying baseline parameters as Stan issued warning messages indicating di”culty in942

estimating the covariance matrix of the ICAR model. Consequently, we adopted MLE-centered943

priors which are defined in the main text. These provided more stable and reliable inference.944
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C MCMC diagnostics945

The full set of diagnostics for both the “nospatialSE” and “ST SE” spatiotemporal DTHP models946

can be found on Github at https://github.com/RaihaTuiTaura/st-hawkes-thesis/tree/main/947

mcmc_diagnostic_plots. Within the folder for each model, we provide ACF plots, trace plots, R̂948

estimates and divergence diagnostics.949
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D Estimated event counts for all scenarios950

Figure 15: Battles in Bangladesh.

Figure 16: Explosions/Remote violence in Bangladesh.

Figure 17: Protests in Bangladesh.
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Figure 18: Riots in Bangladesh.

Figure 19: Strategic developments in Bangladesh.

Figure 20: Violence against civilians in Bangladesh.
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Figure 21: Battles in Sri Lanka.

Figure 22: Explosions/Remote violence in Sri Lanka.

Figure 23: Protests in Sri Lanka.
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Figure 24: Riots in Sri Lanka.

Figure 25: Strategic developments in Sri Lanka.

Figure 26: Violence against civilians in Sri Lanka.
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Figure 27: Battles in Nepal.

Figure 28: Explosions/Remote violence in Nepal.

Figure 29: Protests in Nepal.
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Figure 30: Riots in Nepal.

Figure 31: Strategic developments in Nepal.

Figure 32: Violence against civilians in Nepal.
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Figure 33: Battles in Pakistan.

Figure 34: Explosions/Remote violence in Pakistan.
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Figure 35: Protests in Pakistan.

Figure 36: Riots in Pakistan.
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Figure 37: Strategic developments in Pakistan.

Figure 38: Violence against civilians in Pakistan.
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E Out of sample predictions for Bangladesh951

In the case of the out-of-sample testing in Bangladesh, the testing period coincided with a substantial952

surge in events associated with the 2015 Bangladeshi political crisis [International Crisis Group,953

2015]. Out of all conflict types, this was most apparent for riots. Figure 39 shows the total number954

of weekly riots in Bangladesh from 12 months before the testing period begins, and the duration955

of the testing period. The sudden increase, which occurred after the training period, cannot not956

be anticipated by the model. Furthermore, the 12 months preceding the test period exhibited957

low levels of riot activity, meaning that the contribution from the self-exciting component of the958

intensity function was during a period of low event counts. Consequently, the model was unable959

to reproduce the excess events observed during the crisis, as out-of-sample data were not used in960

generating the forecasts.961

Figure 39: Riots in Bangladesh. Blue vertical line dictates the beginning of the testing period. To
the left of the blue line is the last 52 weeks of the training data.
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F Comparison to naive model for all scenarios962

Figure 40: Battles in Bangladesh.

Figure 41: Explosions/Remote violence in Bangladesh.

Figure 42: Protests in Bangladesh.
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Figure 43: Riots in Bangladesh.

Figure 44: Strategic developments in Bangladesh.

Figure 45: Violence against civilians in Bangladesh.
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Figure 46: Battles in Sri Lanka.

Figure 47: Explosions/Remote violence in Sri Lanka.

Figure 48: Protests in Sri Lanka.
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Figure 49: Riots in Sri Lanka.

Figure 50: Strategic developments in Sri Lanka.

Figure 51: Violence against civilians in Sri Lanka.
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Figure 52: Battles in Nepal.

Figure 53: Explosions/Remote violence in Nepal.

Figure 54: Protests in Nepal.
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Figure 55: Riots in Nepal.

Figure 56: Strategic developments in Nepal.

Figure 57: Violence against civilians in Nepal.
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Figure 58: Battles in Pakistan.

Figure 59: Explosions/Remote violence in Pakistan.
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Figure 60: Protests in Pakistan.

Figure 61: Riots in Pakistan.
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Figure 62: Strategic developments in Pakistan.

Figure 63: Violence against civilians in Pakistan.
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G Simulation study963

We have conducted a small simulation study to interrogate the asymptotic properties of our spa-964

tiotemporal DTHP model, namely how the estimates perform as the simulation length increases.965

Since our priors are centered around the maximum likelihood estimates (MLEs), we simplified966

the analysis by estimating the MLEs as opposed to the full Bayesian posterior distributions. For967

increasing time series lengths (50, 100, 250, 500 and 1000 time intervals) we simulated 10 indepen-968

dent time series using our spatiotemporal DTHP (using the “ST SE” definition of ωt,x,y in the main969

text), with a maximum excitation time of 12 time periods. We then calculated the MLEs for each970

dataset and simulation length, and compared the true value of ωt,x,y with that estimated under the971

MLEs.972

Results would likely vary depending on the number of regions in the country of interest, as973

this would impact the number of parameters being estimated. As such in the simulation study we974

adopt the administrative regions in Pakistan (the country with the largest number of regions in our975

analysis).976

Figure 64 presents the distribution of residuals (di#erence between true and estimated ωt,x,y)977

across all time periods and regions for each simulated dataset. We can see that when only 50 or978

100 time periods are simulated, the residuals are large and highly variable. From simulations with979

a length of at least 250 time intervals, the residuals are reasonably stable (even though datasets are980

independent) with the variance in residuals reducing as the length of the simulation increases. We981

note that there is a tradeo# between the simulation length and accuracy, as longer time series take982

longer both to simulate events and to evaluate ωt,x,y.983

Figure 64: Distribution of residuals under for each simulated dataset. Shades of blue represents the
di#erent datasets simulated for each simulation length. Points and corresponding bars respectively
represent the median residual and 95% quantile of residuals across all time periods and regions.
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