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            Abstract
          
        

        
          Why have more and more states turned into revisionist states in the past decade? With Russia’s invasion of Ukraine in February 2022, the international norm of respecting states’ sovereignty and territorial integrity seems to be broken, and we may expect to see more revisionist behaviors by states. This paper reviews existing studies on why states become revisionists from various theoretical perspectives, including paradigms in international relations and the issue approach to studying international events. It highlights the importance of investigating both internal and external factors in explaining the revisionist behaviors of states.
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