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                                                       INTRODUCTION
The term international crisis is a widespread term which involves a sequence of interactions between the governments of two or more sovereign states in severe conflict, in short of actual war, but involving the perception of a dangerously high probability of war.There have been the ongoing international crises which have impacted on economies of the countries in the world. One of these international crises in the world is the North Korea’s nuclear and missile testing. This crisis is one of the major conflicts to watch in 2018.The above crisis can be discussed from three levels of analysis which are the individual, state(or society) and the international system.
NORTH KOREA’S NUCLEAR AND MISSILE TESTING AS AN ONGOING INTERNATIONAL CRISIS.
This crisis in the world can be discussed in the following levels:
a) The individual level
North Korea’s nuclear and missile testing coupled with the White Houses can be analysed at the individual level. This is seen from the individuals themselves involved in this crisis. For example the threat of war caused by this nuclear testing makes the live of the people to be compromised as it creates a lot of worries and anxiety among the people in the country. This nuclear testing may lead to emergence of war which is declared on the country involved in this kind of a dangerous crisis. This therefore risks the lives of individuals in this country.
b) State
[bookmark: _GoBack]This nuclear and missile testing can also be analysed at the state or society level. In this case, as the North Korean get involved in this nuclear testing may be at a high risk of attacks by other countries. For instance, this may lead to war between two or more countries involved. Since the country may be determined in this nuclear testing’ it may encourage it to even perform more on the same. For example, the Pyongyang’s sixth nuclear test in September 2017 and the increasing range of its missiles clearly demonstrate its determination to advance its nuclear program and intercontinental strike capability.
The state may also receive some economic sanctions from the donor countries since this crisis is dangerous and it makes other European nations to be worried on the consequences brought by this crisis. Since the country may concentrate much on producing nuclear, the country’s economic, social and political developments may be compromised. This is seen through the commitment by the country to produce even more nuclear. The situation of the country may be seen at a different angle. For instance, a country which does not care about its citizens.
c) International system
North Korea’s nuclear and missile testing coupled with the White House’s bellicose rhetoric make the threat of war on the Korean Peninsula- even a catastrophic nuclear confrontation which has been higher now than at any time in recent history. This has created tension internationally and these countries have questioned on the condition of North Korea. Among the presidents who are worried much on the step the North Korean government is taking is the current President of United States of America USA, Donald Trump. He is worried that this may bring another world war among the European nations.
KIM Jong Urn’s push for nuclear arms is driven partly by fear that without such deterrence he risks being deposed by outside powers and partly by perceived threats inside North Korea, notably elite rivalries, the tightly managed but still unpredictable impact of economic reform, and his difficulty in controlling information flow including from foreign media channels.
The aggressive tone from Washington reflects equal urgency in the opposite direction. At least some senior officials believe North Korea must be prevented at all costs from advancing its nuclear program’ in particular from being able to strike the continental United States with a missile carrying a nuclear payload. After crossing that threshold’ they believe’ Kim Jong Un will conclude that he can deter Washington from protecting its allies and thus impose demands from lifting trade restrictions to expelling U.S. troops, all the way to Korean reunification on his terms. Those same officials appear convinced that he can be dissuaded from retaliating in the event of limited, targeted military action.
For now, the United States is implementing a ‘maximum pressure strategy’: corralling the Security Council into tougher sanctions, pressing China to do more to strangle its neighbour’s economy, conducting large Air Force and Navy drills, and signalling directly or through congressional allies that it does not fear military confrontation.
Despite conflicting messages from Secretary of State Rex Tiller son, the Triumph administration is making clear that it is not interested in talks whose goal would be anything short of North Korea’s denuclearization, an objective as worthy as it is delusional. As the White House sees it, the approach is working: U.S.A military action is no longer unimaginable for either North Korea or China. It hopes the former will be compelled to back down and the latter will get them there.
But this approach means a race against time- with Washington almost certainly on the losing side. Restrictive measures will not bite immediately, and they will bite the North Korean leadership last; ordinarily citizens will suffer sooner and worse. Feeling threatened, Pyongyang is more likely to accelerate weapons development than halt or slow it. Both China and South Korea support tighter sanctions and are as frustrated with Pyongyang as they are alarmed by the prospect of U.S. military action. But South Korea has little power to alter the situation, China’s willingness to pressure North Korea may be reaching its limit, and its influence over a fiercely independent neighbour resentful of its reliance on Beijing is easily overstated. While Chinese president Xi Jinping fears the prospect of war on the Peninsula bringing chaos, a possibly U.S.-aligned regime, and U.S. troops to his doorstep, he also fears that squeezing Pyongyang could precipitate turmoil that could spill over into China.
Without a viable diplomatic off ramp, Washington risks cornering itself into military action. Even a precisely targeted attack would likely provoke a North Korean response. While Pyongyang would think twice before initiating a conventional strike on Seoul, it could take other steps: an attack on a soft South Korean target; an asymmetric strike against U.S. assets on or around the Peninsula; or crippling cyber attacks. These might not immediately trigger regional conflict, but they would provoke an unpredictable escalation.
A successful diplomatic initiative ultimately will need to address two competing preoccupations: U.S. and wider international fears of what the Pyongyang regime would do with an advanced nuclear capacity, and the regime’s fear of what might happen to it without one. The U.S. government should marry its sanctions and those of the U.N. 	to a clear and realistic political goal. An incremental solution could include pauses on North Korean testing of its missile system or weapons, before Pyongyang crosses what the White House sees as a red line; the United States agreeing to less provocative military exercise; and consensus on humanitarian support even as sanctions kick in. That might not satisfy anyone. But at least it would provide the space needed to explore a more durable resolution.
This can be termed as the most ominous threats in 2018.The nuclear war on the Korean Peninsula and a spiralling confrontation pitting the United States of Amrica U.S.A. and its allies against Iran could both be aggravated by Trump’s actions who is the current president of the United States of America, inactions, and idiosyncrasies. U.S.A. demands in the North Korean case, denuclearization. In the former, Washington could face the prospect of provoking a nuclear war in order to avoid one, and in the latter, there is the possibility of jeopardizing a nuclear deal that is succeeding for the sake of a confrontation with Iran that almost certainly will not.
There has been military conflict involving U.S., North Korea, and its neighbouring countries. With Kim Jong Un showing no signs at all of slowing down his missile program , and his increasingly brazen missile tests and strong rhetoric warning of total destruction , the situation on the Korean Peninsula has probably never been tense since the 1950s.
North Korea has conducted six underground nuclear tests so far and each one has taken it closer to what decades of international talks have tried to prevent- a nuclear weapon in the hands of one of the world’s most unpredictable states. Below is the breakthrough on how North Korea has conducted its nuclear test on an article dated 3 September 2017:
The United States Geological Survey reported an earthquake of 6.3- magnitude not far from North Korea’s Punggye-ri nuclear test site. The USGS, as well as China Earthquake Networks Centre, reported that the initial event was followed by a second, smaller, earthquake at the site, several minutes later, which was characterized by a collapse of the cavity.
The North Korean government said it has denoted a hydrogen(thermonuclear) bomb that could be loaded onto an intercontinental ballistic missile(ICBM).The announcement stated the warhead had a variable yield ‘the explosive power of which is adjustable from tens kiloton to hundreds kiloton...which can be denoted even a high altitudes for super powerful  EMP attack. A later technical announcement called the device a ‘’two-stage thermo-nuclear weapon’’ and stated experimental measurements were fully compatible with the design specification, and there had been no leakage of radioactive materials from the underground nuclear test.
Photographs of North Korean leader Kim Jong Un inspecting a device resembling a thermonuclear weapon warhead were released few hours before the test. Analyst have tended to give credence to North Korea’s claim that it was a hydrogen bomb. Tom Plant, director of proliferation and nuclear policy at the Royal United Services Institute said ‘The North Koreans do bluff sometimes, but when they make a concrete claim about their nuclear programme, more often than not it turns out to be true...I think the balance is in favour of it being a thermonuclear bomb rather than a conventional atom bomb.
Others have been sceptical that it was a completely successful test of a true hydrogen bomb as North Korea claimed. Determining whether it is a two-stage thermonuclear bomb or a fusion-boosted fission weapon may not be possible without radionuclide emission data. The yields estimates of less than 300kT would be lower than any other nation’s first test of a fusion-primary thermonuclear device, which would typically be in 100kT range, while boosted fission weapons and variable-yield nuclear devices can be as low as hundreds of tons, but are not considered true hydrogen bombs; meanwhile the largest pure fission bomb tested was Ivy King at 500Kt
An October 2 Scientific American article said the test was ‘estimated to have been a 160-kiloton detonation-far below an H-bomb’s capabilities.’ Martin Navies of the Centre for Defence Studies at King’s College London noted that the breakthroughs needed to get from a fission to a fusion device would have to be done by the North Koreans on their own China, Russia, Pakistan, and Iran would not or could not help.
Jane’s Information Group estimates a North Korean thermonuclear Teller-Ulam type bomb would weigh between 250 and 360 kilograms.
As January 2018 there have been no official announcements from the United States confirming or contraindicating the detonation of a hydrogen bomb. However, on 15 September 2017 John E. Hyten, head of U.S. Strategic Command, said, ‘when I look at a thing this size, I as a military officer assume that it’s a hydrogen bomb.’
They were various reactions on the nuclear test by the North Korea. The United Nations Security Council met in an open emergency meeting on 4 September 2017, at the request of the US, South Korea, Japan, France, and the United Kingdom to discuss on the matter and see the way forward.
US President Donald Trump wrote on twitter: ‘North Korea has conducted a major nuclear test. Their words and actions continue to be very hostile and dangerous to the United States. ’Trump was asked whether the U.S. would attack North Korea and he replied: ’We’ll see. ’Defence Secretary James Mattis warned North Korea that it would be met with  a ‘massive military response’ if it threatened the United States or its allies.







                                                     CONCLUSION
The nuclear test carried out by North Korea may not benefit the country as this may lead to war among the countries which are the super powers in the world. This includes the United States of America among others. This nuclear testing may impact more on the economy of the North Koreans as the country may receive sanctions. The United Nations should come up with the possible solution to curb this crisis which may result to a long lasting war since North Korea claimed it has successfully tested what the world has worried about’ a miniaturised hydrogen bomb that could be loaded on to a long range missile.
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