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aircraft. It should be mentioned that in a war
against Israel the latter will control the skies so
Hezbollah will be vulnerable to massive air
strikes. Hezbollah also got used to gathering its
forces in Syria in relatively large formations. Re‐
peating this method against the IDF will benefit
the latter since it will make it easier for Israeli
firepower to find its target, in other words,
Hezbollah fighters. Although Israel should not un‐
derestimate Hezbollah if that group does not ad‐
just its men to a different combat reality than the
one they were accustomed to in Syria, the out‐
come for Hezbollah might be grim.
Hezbollah together with Iranian officers from
the Islamic Revolutionary Guard Corps (IRGC)
have been building an Iranian fire base in
Lebanon. The 2006 war between Israel and
Hezbollah ended in a tie. Since then basically both
sides deterred each other. If Israel attacks Iran’s
nuclear sites, Hezbollah might open fire at Israel.
A war might occur also because of miscalculations
by one or both sides.
There is an asymmetry between Israel and
Hezbollah due to the military might of the former.
Hezbollah cannot destroy the IDF nor to conquer
any part of Israel. Israel could seize areas where
Hezbollah is located but not annihilate it com‐
pletely.
Israel's Long War with Hezbollah is an in‐
triguing and important book for all those who
wish to understand the IDF and the military na‐
ture of the conflict between Israel and Hezbollah.
Ehud Eilam (PhD) is an analyst of Israel's na‐
tional security. He used to work for the Israeli
military. His latest book is Israel’s Military Doc‐
trine, published by Lexington Books in 2018.
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