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Malygin leksandr, Bondarenko lena. International Relations Cognitive Modeling: Features and Me-
thods for Research Improvement. International relations relate to poorly formalized, semi-structured multivariate 
systems that lead to the complexity of their analysis by using classical methods of mathematical statistics, econometric 
models and methods of operations research. Intuitive methods of analysis of problem situations on the basis of 
experience of experts in terms of the effects of globalization and new technologies on the development of countries and 
the relations between them nowadays do not meet the time requirements. One of the promising methods for 
international relations research, which combines subjective expert judgment and formal models of graph theory, is a 
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cognitive modeling. In the article, proposed the features of cognitive modeling of international relations, enhanced 
methods of cognitive modeling, and given recommendations regarding the system response to the external impact and 
the effect of nonlinearity reduction in the modeling interactions of the cognitive model factors.

Key words: international relations, cognitive modeling, the response of the system, scenario approach 
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