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Pezeshkian: Iran not to relinquish
even one inch of own territory
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World rages against
US-Israeli aggression on Iran
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The combo shows anti-war demonstrators rallying in New York, London, Tokyo and Oslo over US-Israeli aggression against Iran on March 7, 2026
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People across the world took to the streets to
express solidarity with the Iranians and con-
demn the US-Israeli aggression against their
country.

Alarge group of Muslims and representatives
of civil societies rallied in Oslo, Norway, on
Sunday to voice their unstinting support for
the Iranian people and rebuke the US-Israeli
onslaught.

Participants in the rally, staged in front of the
Norwegian Foreign Ministry and near the Ira-
nian Embassy, held placards and chanted slo-
gans, demanding an end to war-mongering,
cessation of violence, and respect for interna-
tional law.

Residents of Stockholm, the capital of Sweden,
waved flags of Iran as they condemned the US-Is-
raeli criminal act that led to the martyrdom of
Iran’s Leader Ayatollah Seyyed Ali Khamenei.
The demonstrators also denounced that the war
on Iran as violation of international law.
Hundreds of anti-war protesters also gathered
in Manhattan, New York, to protest against the
joint aggression.

The protesters chanted “No to War with Iran”
and held placards with messages such as “Mon-
ey for the needs of the people, not for war with
Iran” and “Stop the war against Iran.”

The participants stated that US President Donald
Trump should focus on domestic issues rather
than engaging in wars abroad.

Berlin in Germany, London in the UK, Toronto
in Canada, Tokyo in Japan and Tunis in Tunisia
also witnessed rallies condemning the joint mil-
itary aggression and assassination of Ayatollah
Khamenei.

The demonstrators censured the war, calling for
punishment for Israel and an end to the export
of weapons to the illegal entity.

The US and Israel launched an all-out military
offensive against Iran on February 28, which
resulted in the martyrdom of the Leader of the
Islamic Revolution, senior military commanders,
and civilians.

The Iranian Armed Forces have since carried
out harsh retaliatory strikes, hitting the US and
[sraeli targets in the occupied territories and the
regional countries with a barrage of missiles and
drones.

Reversal of strategies: Aspects of US-Israeli war & Iran’s defense doctrines

By Ashkan Pirzadeh
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The outbreak of a new war be-
tween Iran and the US-Israeli
coalition in February 2026 is
a turning point in the Middle
East’s security and international
order. Through realist theory and
strategic analysis, this conflict’s
four dimensions — geopolitical,
legal-ethical, military-technical,
and economic-energy — could
be analyzed. The article examines
Iran’s counter-strategic doctrines
against this coalition. The author
argues that Iran, by understand-
ing the strategic gap between
the coalition’s “shock and awe”
and its own “resilience and en-
durance,” employs a hybrid doc-
trine called “Asymmetric Mosaic
Defense,” whose goal is not clas-

sical victory, but to reverse the
cost-benefit equation for aggres-
sors and redefine deterrence.
The aggression against Iran,
though initially designed to top-
ple the Islamic Republic and
eliminate its top leaders, rap-
idly evolved into a full-scale,
multi-layered, regional war. Un-
derstanding this conflict’s dimen-
sions and how both sides manage
it requires moving beyond jour-
nalistic analysis and delving into
deeper strategic thinking.

Four dimensions of war

1. Geopolitical dimension: war
for regional order

This war is not only about Iran’s
nuclear program — it reflects
Israel and its allies’ attempt to
impose a new regional order and
prevent the emergence of a rival
hegemon. Evidence suggests the
conflict serves as a platform for
implementing ambitious long-

term projects such as “Greater
Israel” In contrast, Iran seeks
to preserve its strategic depth
across the region — from Leba-
non to Yemen — to avoid com-
plete geopolitical encirclement
and to deliver heavy military
blows to any state that joined or
supported this war.

2. Legal-ethical dimension: le-
gitimacy & intervention

From an international law per-
spective, the 2026 offensive
faces a fundamental challenge.
The argument of “preemptive
self-defense” is rejected by legal
experts, especially since Iran was
negotiating and offering assur-
ances (including accepting IAEA
inspections) about its peaceful
nuclear program. This war is
more “selective” than “necessary,”
further weakening the credibility
of the UN Charter and turning the
UN Security Council into a mere
instrument serving the interests

of permanent members.

3. Military-technical dimen-
sion: ‘shock & awe’ vs. ‘regional
war & new order’

The US and Israeli strategy in
this war was built on “shock and
awe”: leveraging superior air
power to physically eliminate
top officials and rapidly disman-
tle Iran’s command structures.
In contrast, Iran adopted a “re-
silience-based” strategy and ini-
tiated a “regional war.” Unlike
the 12-day June war, Iran did not
collapse under the initial shock
of US and Israeli strikes. Instead,
it launched powerful, precise
counterstrikes against enemy
interests, forcing US naval flo-
tilla to retreat from the region
and destroying valuable assets.
Iran’s doctrine, shaped over 20
years of studying US failures in
Afghanistan and Iraq, rests on
the principle that endurance and
survival are the most critical keys

to victory against the West.

4. Economic-energy dimen-
sion: ‘war on straits’

Economics has become the core of
this conflict. Iran’s intelligent, pre-
planned actions in the Strait of
Hormuz have profoundly impact-
ed the global energy market. This
has led Western and even allied
countries to view this war as un-
acceptable and fruitless, pushing
them to pressure the US to find a
way out of the quagmire — offer-
ing economic compensation and
reparations to Iran to end the war.

Doctrine of ‘Asymmetric
Mosaic Defense’

After the martyrdom of Iran’s
leader, Iran formally introduced its
most important strategic innova-
tion: the “Asymmetric Mosaic De-
fense” doctrine — the most critical
strategic innovation against the
enemy’s technological superiority.
This doctrine is based on the fol-

lowing principles:

1. Elimination of vulnerable
concentrations: Unlike conven-
tional armies that collapse after
losing central command, this doc-
trine decentralizes decision-mak-
ing and strike capabilities to inde-
pendent, local units. This cellular
structure ensures that even after
communication networks are
severed and top commanders are
eliminated, Iranian military and
missile units continue operations
with astonishing resilience.

2. Reverse cost-benefit equa-
tion: Iran uses large numbers
of relatively inexpensive, older
missiles and drones to saturate
the enemy’s expensive defense
systems (such as Arrow and
THAAD). Each Israeli intercep-
tor costs ten times more than an
Iranian drone.

The goal is to Pagez >
deplete the enemy’s ammunition
reserves over a prolonged war.



