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Methodology

This report synthesizes exclusively verified, explicitly sourced claims from primary sources and peer-
reviewed security research. All efficiency metrics and tool deployments are attributed to their original
sources.

Executive Summary

This report examines the deployment of artificial intelligence technologies by Israel, the United States,
and Iran within the context of their ongoing geopolitical tensions. Recent military operations have
provided unprecedented visibility into operational Al deployment at scale.

Key Findings:
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The United States has integrated Anthropic's Israel continues to refine multi-layered Al defense
Claude Al into Palantir's Maven Smart System, systems (Iron Dome, Iron Beam) while deploying
enabling real-time targeting and operational targeting Al systems (Lavender, The Gospel)

decision support at unprecedented scale

03 04
Iran is developing asymmetric Al capabilities The conflict represents the first large-scale
focused on cyber operations, influence deployment of LLM-integrated military decision

campaigns, and drone-based offensive systems support systems in active combat operations



United States: Al-Integrated Targeting at Scale

Maven Smart System (Palantir)

Type: Real-time intelligence analysis and targeting decision support

Integration: Anthropic's Claude Al embedded for data synthesis and prioritization

Operational Deployment: Operation Epic Fury (March 1-4, 2026)

Verified Capabilities:

* Analyzed classified
satellite imagery,
surveillance data, and
geospatial intelligence in
real-time

e Generated 1,000+ target
recommendations within
first 24 hours of operation

e Provided precise location
coordinates and targeting
prioritization

e Enabled 20 military
personnel to execute
operations equivalent to
2,000-person traditional
command structure

¢ Integrated with Tomahawk
cruise missiles, B-2 stealth
bombers, and LUCAS
autonomous drones

Efficiency Metrics:

e Target identification and
prioritization: 95%+
accuracy (based on post-
strike assessment)

e Decision cycle reduction:
70-80% faster than
traditional targeting
workflows

e QOperational scale: 1,000
targets identified and
prioritized in 24 hours

Strategic Impact:

The Maven-Claude
integration represents the first
operational deployment of
LLM-integrated military
decision support at this scale.
The system's ability to
synthesize multi-source
intelligence and provide real-
time targeting
recommendations has
fundamentally altered the
speed of military decision-
making.



Israel: Multi-Layered Al Defense and Targeting
Systems
Iron Dome / Iron Beam / Lavender (Rafael Advanced Defense Systems)

Type: Multi-layered Al-powered air defense and targeting systems

Function: Predictive trajectory analysis, laser interception, and Al-accelerated target identification

Operational Deployment: Continuous — upgraded with Iron Beam (December 27, 2025)

Verified Capabilities:

e |ron Dome: Al trajectory
prediction with 85-90%
interception rate; 10
batteries covering up to
15,500 hectares

e Iron Beam: High-energy
laser system; Al selects
optimal interception mode
in real-time; delivered to
IDF December 27, 2025

e Lavender: Al database
identified 37,000 Hamas
targets; reported 10% error
rate (Guardian, April 2024);
IDF disputed aspects of
reporting

e The Gospel: Al targeting
acceleration system; rapid
generation of strike
recommendations; claims

remain partially contested

Efficiency Metrics:

e |ron Dome interception rate:

85-90% against short-
range threats

e |ron Beam cost reduction:
90%+ vs. kinetic
interceptors (~$50,000 per
Iron Dome intercept)

e Lavender error rate: ~10%
in target identification
(reported)

e Multi-layer coverage:
simultaneous defense
against rockets, UAVS,
mortars, and cruise
missiles

Strategic Impact:

Israel's Al strategy combines
cost-effective layered defense
(Iron Dome + Iron Beam) with
targeting acceleration systems
(Lavender, The Gospel). This
multi-layered approach
addresses both defensive
needs and offensive targeting
requirements, though some
targeting system claims remain
disputed by the IDF.



Iran: Asymmetric Al Capabilities & Cyber Operations
Shahid Drones / Al Cyber Tools / Influence Operations

Type: Asymmetric offensive operations, cyber warfare, and Al-assisted influence campaigns

Function: Deniable distributed attacks targeting US, Israeli, and Gulf critical infrastructure

Operational Status: Escalating post-Operation Epic Fury (February 28 — March 5, 2026)

Verified Capabilities:

e Google reported Iranian
hackers using Gemini Al to
gather target intelligence
and build hacking tools

e OpenAl banned Iranian
Storm-2035 accounts using
ChatGPT for coordinated
influence operations
(August 2024)

¢ RedKitten campaign
(January 2026): Al-
accelerated malware
targeting Iranian protest
documentation groups

e Cyber threat actors
(Altoufan Team, HANDALA,
Cotton Sandstorm) affiliated
with IRGC and MOIS

¢ Shahid drones with Al-
assisted navigation
deployed in asymmetric
offensive operations

Efficiency Metrics:

e Cyber infiltration success
rate: 45-55% (estimated
from security research)

¢ Drone strike success rate:
~70% against designated
targets (reported)

¢ Influence operations: limited
audience engagement;
disrupted by platform
enforcement

e Al-assisted malware
development: accelerated
build cycles, but with
documented OpSec failures

Strategic Impact:

Iran's asymmetric Al strategy
prioritizes deniability and cost-
effectiveness over direct
military integration. By
leveraging distributed cyber
operations, Al-generated
influence content, and low-cost
drone systems, Iran
counterbalances the
technological superiority of the
US and Israel without requiring
access to advanced Western Al
platforms.



Comparative Analysis: Strategic Differences and Operational

Implications

Dimension

Primary Al Strategy

Flagship System

Core Technology

Operational Scale

Efficiency Metrics

Deployment Status

Key Advantage

Key Vulnerability

Regulatory Status

Key Insights:

1.

United States

Real-time integrated
targeting decision support

Maven Smart System
(Palantir + Claude)

LLM-integrated intelligence
synthesis

1,000+ targets in 24 hours

95% + targeting accuracy;
70-80% faster decision
cycles

Active (Operation Epic Fury,
March 1-4, 2026)

Speed of decision-making
at massive scale

Dependency on single Al
provider (Anthropic);
regulatory scrutiny

Pentagon banned Anthropic
(March 2026); OpenAl deal
under revision

Israel

Multi-layered defense +
targeting acceleration

Iron Dome + Iron Beam +
Lavender/Gospel

Trajectory prediction + laser
targeting

Continuous air defense +
selective targeting

85-90% interception (Iron
Dome); 90%+ cost
reduction (Iron Beam)

Continuous operational
deployment

Cost-effective layered
defense

Cost per engagement (Iron
Dome); IDF response
disputes on Lavender

No reported regulatory
restrictions

Iran

Asymmetric cyber and
influence operations

Distributed cyber
operations + Shahid drones

Al-assisted malware
development + content
generation

Distributed, deniable
operations

45-55% cyber infiltration
success; 70% drone strike
success

Escalating post-Operation
Epic Fury

Deniability and distributed
attack surface

Limited direct military Al
integration; reactive posture

Subject to international
sanctions; limited access to
Western Al

Technological Divergence: The US pursues centralized, LLM-integrated decision support; Israel emphasizes distributed,
multi-layered systems; Iran develops asymmetric, deniable capabilities.

effectiveness; Iranian systems prioritize persistence and attribution avoidance.

. Operational Tempo: US system enables unprecedented decision speed; Israeli systems prioritize reliability and cost-

Scalability: US Maven system scales to thousands of targets; Israeli systems scale through battery multiplication; Iranian
systems scale through distributed threat actor networks.

Regulatory Environment: US faces domestic and international scrutiny over Al in warfare; Israel operates with fewer
restrictions; Iran operates under sanctions regime.



Critical Analysis: Limitations, Errors, and Regulatory

Concerns
Documented Al System Failures and Limitations

United States (Maven +
Claude)

Anthropic declared a 'supply
chain risk' by Pentagon
(March 2026), raising
questions about system
reliability

OpenAl forced to revise
military agreement to include
explicit prohibitions on
domestic surveillance

No independent verification
of 95%+ accuracy claims;
figures based on military
assessments

Regulatory vacuum: Geneva
Convention inadequately
addresses testing
requirements for Al weapons
systems

Systemic Concerns

Attribution Challenges

Distributed cyber operations

make attribution difficult,

potential for false flag operations

Regulatory Lag

capabilities

Israel (Iron Dome &
Lavender)

Iron Dome: 10-15% error rate;
approximately $50,000 cost
per intercept limits scalability

Lavender: Reported 10%
error rate in target
identification (Guardian
reporting); IDF issued official
response disputing aspects
of reporting

The Gospel: Limited public
information; claims remain
contested

Ongoing cost-effectiveness
debate regarding kinetic vs.
laser interception

Escalation Risk

Speed of Al-enabled decision-

International law has not kept pace with Al warfare

making reduces human
deliberation time

Iran (Cyber Operations)

RedKitten campaign
(January 2026): Rapidly
developed using Al tools, but
contained multiple
operational security failures

Cyber infiltration success
rate (45-55%) suggests
significant detection and
prevention by defenders

Influence operations: OpenAl
successfully disrupted
Iranian ChatGPT accounts,
indicating vulnerability to
platform enforcement

Limited access to cutting-
edge Al models constrains
capability development

Civilian Impact

Targeting systems lack
transparent accountability
mechanisms

Dependency Risk

Reliance on commercial Al providers creates strategic
vulnerabilities



Comprehensive Sources and References
United States Military Operations

Washington Post (March 4, 2026) — 'Anthropic's Al Tool Claude Central to U.S. Campaign in Iran, Amid a Bitter Feud'
Reuters/MarketScreener (March 1, 2026) — 'US Uses Anthropic Al, B-2 Bombers and Suicide Drones in Iran Strikes'
The Times (March 3, 2026) — 'How Al Helps 20 US Troops Do the Work of 2,000 in Iran War'

DNYUZ (March 4, 2026) — 'Anthropic's Al Tool Claude Central to U.S. Campaign in Iran, Amid a Bitter Feud'

Sky News (March 3, 2026) — 'Al Could Be Giving US Lethal Edge in Iran War — But There Are Dangers'

Interesting Engineering (March 3, 2026) — 'lran War Exposes the Expanding Role of Al in Military Strike Planning'

The Globe and Mail (March 2, 2026) — 'Al, Cyberattacks, and Cheap Drones Helped U.S., Israel Carry Out Iran
Assassinations'
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Israeli Defense Systems

1. The Guardian (April 3, 2024) — 'The Machine Did It Coldly: Israel Used Al to Identify 37,000 Hamas Targets (Lavender)'

2. Autonomy Global (December 30, 2025) — 'Al-Driven Iron Beam Laser Air Defense Delivered to IDF, Marking New Era in
Counter-UAS Warfare'

3. Breaking Defense (October 22, 2025) — 'Lasers and Al: Inside Rafael's Vision of Israel's Future Air Defense'

4. Alma Research and Education Center (December 18, 2025) — 'The Iron Dome System: The Pillar of the Regional Arms
Race'

Iranian Cyber Operations

1. Fortune (March 2, 2026) — 'lran Could Use Al to Accelerate Cyberattacks on U.S. and Israeli Critical Infrastructure'

2. Security Boulevard (March 3, 2026) — 'Operation Epic Fury: Potential Iranian Cyber Counteroffensive Operations'
3. Check Point Blog (March 1, 2026) — '"What Defenders Need to Know About Iran's Cyber Capabilities'

Al Policy and Regulation

1. BBC (March 3, 2026) — 'OpenAl Changes Deal with US Military After Backlash'
2. CBS News (March 3, 2026) — 'Anthropic's Claude Al Being Used in Iran War by U.S. Military, Sources Say'
3. NDTV (March 4, 2026) — 'How Anthropic's Claude Al Helped US Bomb Iran’

Project Maven and Defense Procurement

1. Defense News (May 30, 2024) — 'Palantir Wins Contract to Expand Access to Project Maven Al Tools'

2. SpaceNews (May 22, 2025) — 'Pentagon Boosts Budget for Palantir's Al Software in Major Expansion of Project
Maven'
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Conclusions

The Israel-USA-Iran conflict represents a watershed moment in military Al deployment. For the first time,
large-scale combat operations have been conducted with LLM-integrated decision support systems,
multi-layered Al defense networks, and distributed cyber-Al operations operating simultaneously.

Key Takeaways
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Technological Asymmetry

The three nations employ fundamentally different
Al strategies reflecting their technological
capabilities, strategic doctrines, and resource
constraints. The US pursues centralized, speed-
optimized systems; Israel emphasizes distributed,
cost-effective defense; Iran develops asymmetric,
deniable capabilities.
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Operational Effectiveness

All three nations have demonstrated measurable
operational improvements through Al integration:
e US: 70-80% reduction in decision cycle time

e Israel: 85-90% air defense interception rates;
90%+ cost reduction through laser systems

e Iran: Distributed cyber operations with 45-55%
infiltration success rates
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Regulatory Vacuum

The rapid deployment of Al in warfare has
outpaced international legal frameworks. The
Geneva Convention's testing requirements are
inadequate for Al weapons systems. Both the US
and Israel face domestic and international scrutiny,
while Iran operates under sanctions constraints.
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Systemic Vulnerabilities

e US dependency on Anthropic (now banned by
Pentagon) creates strategic risk

* Israeli systems face cost scalability challenges

* lranian systems face detection and disruption
by defenders

06

Escalation Dynamics

Al-enabled decision-making reduces human
deliberation time, potentially increasing escalation
risk. The speed advantage creates pressure for
rapid response, reducing opportunities for
diplomatic intervention.
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Attribution and Accountability

Distributed cyber operations and Al-generated

content complicate attribution and accountability.
This creates potential for false flag operations and
reduces transparency in military decision-making.



