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Kursk 1943 the greatest tank battle in history

World War II battle in the Soviet Union Battle of KurskPart of the Eastern Front of World War II German penetration during the attack on the Kursk striking and Soviet counteroffensive in the northern sector Date July 5, 1943 (1943-07-05) - August 23, 1943 (1943-08-23) German offensive: 5 July 1943 (1943 (1943-23) German offensive: 5 July 1943 (1943 (1943-08-23) German
offensive: 5 July 1943 (1943 (1943-23) German offensive : 5 July 1943 (1943 (1943-23) German offensive: 5 July 1943 (1943-07-05) – 16 July 1943 (1943-07-16) (1 week and 16 4 days) Soviet offensive: 12 July 1943 (1943-07-12) – 23 August 1943 (1943-08-23) (1 month) (1 month), 1 week and 4 days)LocationKursk, Kursk Oblast, Russian SFSR, Soviet UnionResult Soviet
victoriesTerritorials Soviets regain territory along a 2,000 km (1,200 mi) wide front after the battle[a] Belligerents Germany Soviet UnionCommanders and leaders Erich von Manstein Günther von Kluge Hermannh Werner Kempf Walter Model Otto Deßloch Robert Ritter von Greim Georgy Zhukov Konstantin Rokossovsky Nikolai Vatutin Ivan Konev Pavel Rotmrovist Sergei
Rudenko Kirill Moskalenko Operation Citadel : 780,900 people[1] 2,928 tanks[1] 9,966 cannons and mortars[2] Soviet counteroffensive phase: 940,900 people[9 00 people[1] 1] 3,253 tanks[1] 9,467 cannons and mortars[3] 2,110 aircraft[4] Operation Citadel: 1,910,361 people[3]5] 5,128 tanks[5] 25,013 cannons and mortars[2] Soviet counter-offensive phase : 2,500,000 people[5]
7,360 tanks[5] 47,416 cannons and mortars[3] 2,792[6][b] to 3,549[7][c] aircraft Cascadeties and losses Citadel Operation :[d][1 8] 54,182 humans[9][10] 252-323 destroyed tanks and attack cannons,[11][12] 1,612 damaged tanks and attack cannons[13][14] 159 aircraft[15][16] c. 500 cannons[15] Battle of Kursk:[f] 165,314 humans (54,182 people during Operation Citadel and
111,132 people during Soviet against offensives) [17][g] – 203,000[18] Estimate 760[19]-1.200[20] the tanks and attack cannons destroyed 681 aircraft (for July 5-31)[21][h] Operation Citadel :[d] 177,847 humans[22][10] 1.614[2 3]-1,956[24] tanks and attack cannons destroyed or damaged 459[25] ~ 1,000 aircraft[26] Battle of Kursk:[f] 254,470 killed, missing or trapped 608,833
injured or sick[27][i] (74% injured and 26% sick[28]) Total 863,000 men (~710,000 victims in combat) 6.5 destroyed 64 tanks and attack cannons[29][j][12] 1,626[25]-1,961 aircraft[24] 5,244 cannons[25] Place in the Soviet Union The Battle of Kursk was a Second World War engagement between German and Soviet troops on the Eastern Front near Kursk (450 kilometers or 280
miles southwest of Moscow) in the Soviet Union, in July and August 1943. The battle began with the launch of the German offensive Operation Citadel (Unternehmen Zitadelle), on July 5, which aimed to simultaneously squeeze the Kursk off the course with attacks on the base of the striking north and south. the German offensive on the northern side of the striking jamming, the
Soviets began on July 12th their Kursk Strategic Offensive Operation with the launch of Operation Kutuzov (Russian: Кутузов) against the back of the German troops on the same side. On the south side, the Soviets also launched powerful counterattacks on the same day. counterattacks. which led to a major armored collision, the Battle of Prokhorovka. On August 3, the Soviets
began the second phase of the Kursk Strategic Offensive Operation with the launch of Operation Polkovodets Rumyantsev (Russian: Полководед Румяняев) against the German forces on the southern side of the salient. The Germans hoped to weaken the Soviet offensive potential for the summer of 1943 by cutting off and enveloping the troops they expected in the Kursk
salient. [30] Hitler believed that a victory here would confirm German strength and improve its prestige with its allies, which he thought to withdraw from the war. [31] It was also hoped that large numbers of Soviet prisoners would be imprisoned to be used as slave labour in the German armaments industry. [32] The Soviet government had prior knowledge of the German intentions,
which were intercepted in part by the British intelligence service Tunny. Aware months in advance that the attack would fall on the kursk's neck, the Soviets built a defense in depth designed to wear out the German armored spearhead. [33] The Germans slowed down the offensive as they tried to build up their forces and waited for new weapons,[34][35][36] which gives the Red
Army time to construct a series of deep defensive belts[37] and establish a large reserve force for counter-attacks. [38] The battle was the final strategic offensive that the Germans could launch on the Eastern Front. Since the Allied invasion of Sicily began during the battle, Adolf Hitler was forced to divert troops training in France to meet the Allied threat in the Mediterranean,
rather than use them as a strategic reserve for the Eastern Front. [39] Hitler cancelled the offensive in Kursk after only a week, partly to divert forces to Italy. [40] Germany's extensive losses of humans and tanks ensured that the victorious Soviet Red Army enjoyed the strategic initiative for the remainder of the war. The Battle of Kursk was the first time in World War II that a
German strategic offensive was halted before it could break through enemy defenses and penetrate its strategic depths. [41] [42] Although the Red Army had succeeded earlier in the winter attacks, their counterattacks were after the German attack in Kursk their first successful summer offensive of the war. [43] Background As the Battle of Stalingrad ground slowly to its
conclusion, the Red Army moved to a general offensive in the south, in Operation Little Saturn. In January 1943, a 160 to 300 km (99 to 186 mi) wide gap was opened between German Army Group B and Army Group Don, and the advancing Soviet armies threatened to cut off all German troops south of the Don River, including A operating in the Caucasus. [44] [45] Army Group
Center also came under considerable pressure. Kursk was recaptured by the Soviets on February 8, 1943, and Rostov on February 14. [46] Soviet Bryansk, Western, and newly created Central Fronts for a envisioning the encirclement of Army Group Centre between Bryansk and Smolensk. [44] [47] By February 1943 the southern sector of the German front was in strategic crisis.
[48] Since December 1942 Field Marshal Erich von Manstein had greatly requested unlimited operational freedom to allow him to use his powers in a liquid manner. [49] On 6 February 1943, Manstein met Hitler at the headquarters in Rastenburg to discuss the proposals he had previously sent. He received an endorsement from Hitler for a counter-attack against the Soviet troops
advancing in the Donbass region. [50] On 12 February 1943, the remaining German troops were reorganized. To the south, Army Group Don was renamed Army Group South and placed under Manstein's command. Directly to the north, Army Group B was disbanded, with its troops and responsibilities divided between Army Group South and Army Group Centre. Manstein
inherited responsibility for the massive break-up in the German lines. [51] On February 18, Hitler arrived at the Headquarters of the South Army Group in Zaporizhia just hours before the Soviets released Kharkov, and had to be hastily evacuated on the 19th. [52] Once given freedom of action, Manstein planned to use his forces to make a series of setbacks in the flanks of the
Soviet armored formations, with the aim of destroying them while retaking Kharkov and Kursk. [51] [53] The II SS Panzer Corps had arrived from France in January 1943, redecorated and to near full strength. [54] Armored units of the 1st Armored Army of Group A had withdrawn from the Caucasus and further strengthened Manstein's forces. [55] The operation was hastily
prepared and did not get a name. Later known as the third Battle of Kharkov, it began on February 21, when the 4th Armored Army under General Hoth launched a counterattack. The German troops cut off the Soviet mobile spearheads and continued the drive north,[56] reconhised Kharkov on March 15 and Belgorod on March 18. [53] A Soviet offensive that was launched on
February 25 by the Central Front against the Army Group Center had to be abandoned by March 7 to allow the offensive formations to disengage and rearrange to the south to counter the threat of the advancing German forces under Manstein. [57] [58] Exhaustion of both the Wehrmacht and the Red Army combined with the loss of mobility due to the onset of spring rasputitsa
resulted in the cessation of operations for both sides in mid-March. [59] The Soviet left aptly 250 kilometers (160 mi) from the north to south and 160 kilometers (99 mi) from the east to the west in the German region of control,[60] centered on the city of Kursk. [59] German plans and preparation plan of attack Troops of Division Das Reich, Tiger I tank, in June 1943 before the
battle Heavy losses suffered by Lord (army) since the opening of Operation Barbarossa had resulted in a deficit in infantry and artillery. [61] The units were a total of 470,000 humans under strength. [62] [62] the wehrmacht to undertake an offensive in 1943, the burden of the offensive, in both attacking the Soviet defense and keeping ground on the flanks of the advance, should be
borne mainly by the panzer divisions. [63] On March 10, Manstein proposed a plan whereby German forces would aptly squeeze off course with a rapid offensive that begins once the spring rasputitsa had disappeared. [64] [65] On March 13, Hitler signed Operational Order No. 5, which accepted several attacks, including striking against Kursk. [66] [67] While the last Soviet
resistance in Kharkov was lashing out, Manstein tried to persuade Günther von Kluge, commander of the Army Group Center, to immediately attack the Central Front, which defended the northern face of the striking one. Kluge refused, believing that his forces were too weak to launch such an attack. [65] Further Ashes advances were blocked by Soviet forces who had been
moved down from the Central Front to the region north of Belgorod. [65] [53] By mid-April, amid bad weather and with the German forces exhausted and in need of redecorating, the attacks of Operational Order No. 5 were postponed. [55] [68] On April 15, Hitler issued Operational Order No. 6, which called for the offensive operation of Kursk, codenamed Zitadelle (Citadel) to
begin on May 3 or shortly thereafter. The directive was drafted by Kurt Zeitzler, the OKH chief of staff. [69] For the offensive to succeed it was deemed essential to attack before the Soviets had a chance to prepare extensive defenses or launch an offensive of theirs. [70] [71] Some military historians have described the operation using the term blitzkrieg (lightning war); [k] other
military historians do not use the term in their works on the battle. Operation Citadel called for a double envelope, aimed at Kursk, to surround the Soviet defenders of five armies and shut down the most striking. [72] The Army Group Center would provide the 9th Army of General Walter Model to form the northern pliers. It would cut through the northern face of the striking, drive
south to the hills east of Kursk, securing the railway line from the Soviet attack. [73] Army group South would commit the 4th Panzer Army, under Hermann Hoth, and Army Detachment Kempf, under Werner Kempf, to pierce the southern face of the salient. This force would drive north to meet the 9th Army east of Kursk. [74] [75] Manstein's main attack was to be delivered by
Hoth's 4th Panzer Army, led by the II SS Panzer Corps under Paul Hausser. The XLVIII Panzer Corps, commanded by Otto von Knobelsdorff, would advance on the left, while Legerlossing Kempf would be on the right [76] The 2nd Army, under the command of Walter Weiss, would contain the western portion of the salient. [77] [75] On April 27, model met with Hitler to review and
express his concern for reconnaissance information that showed the Red Army constructing very strong positions at the shoulders of the salient and have withdrawn their mobile from the area west of Kursk. [78] He argued that the longer the preparation phase continued, less the operation could be justified. He advised that citadel be completely abandoned, allowing the army to
await and defeat the coming Soviet offensive, or radically revise the plan for Citadel. [79] [80] Although in mid-April, Manstein had considered the Citadel offensive profitable, by May he shared Model's doubts. [80] [70] Hitler summoned his senior officials and advisers to Munich for a meeting on May 4. Hitler spoke for about 45 minutes about the reasons for postponing the attack,
essentially repeating Model's arguments. [81] A number of options were put forward for comment: go on the offensive immediately with the forces at hand; postpone the offensive further to await the arrival of new and better tanks; radically revised or cancelled the operation altogether. Manstein advocated an early attack, but requested two additional infantry divisions, to which
Hitler replied that nothing was available. [81] Kluge strongly opposed postponement and discounted the model's exploration materials. [82] Albert Speer, the minister of Armaments and War Production, spoke about the difficulties of rebuilding the armored formations and the limitations of German industry to replace losses. General Heinz Guderian argued strongly against the
operation, stating the attack was senseless. [83] The conference ended without Hitler coming to a decision, but citadel was not aborted. [83] Three days later, OKW, Hitler's leadership for controlling the army, postponed the launch date for citadel until June 12. [84] [85] Guderian transported to the Eastern Front, 1943 After this meeting, Guderian continued to express his concerns
about an operation that would likely degrade the panzer forces he had tried to rebuild. He regarded the offensive, as planned, as an abuse of the panzer forces because it violated two of the three principles he had laid out as the essential elements for a successful panzer attack. [m] According to him, the limited German resources in men and equipment should be preserved,
because they would be necessary for the pending defence of Western Europe. In a meeting with Hitler on May 10, he asked: Is it really necessary to attack Kursk, and indeed in the east this year not at all? Do you think anyone knows where Koersk is? The whole world doesn't care if we catch Kursk or not. What is the reason that forces us to attack this year on Kursk, or even
more, on the Eastern Front? Hitler replied: I know. The thought of it turns my stomach. Guderian concluded: In that case, your response to the problem is the right one. Leave it alone. [86] [n] Despite the reservations, Hitler remained committed to the offensive. He and the OKW, early in the phase, were hopeful that the offensive would revive German strategic fortunes in the east.
As Citadel's challenges grew, he focused more and more on the expected new new believed were the key to victory: mainly the Panther tank, but also the Elefant tank destroyer and larger numbers of the Tiger heavy tank. [34] He postponed the operation to await their arrival. [79] Receiving reports of powerful Soviet concentrations behind the Kursk region, Hitler further delayed
the offensive to allow for more equipment to reach the front. [87] With pessimism for the Citadel rising with each delay, in June, Alfred Jodl, the Chief of Staff at OKW, instructed the office of armed forces propaganda to portray the upcoming operation as a limited counterofensive. [88] [84] [89] Due to concerns of the allied countries in the south of France or in Italy and delays in
deliveries of the new tanks, Hitler postponed again, this time to June 20. [o] Zeitzler was deeply involved in the delays,[90] but he still supported the offensive. [80] [66] On June 17-18, after a discussion in which THE OPERATIONS STAFF proposed to leave the offensive, Hitler postponed the operation further until July 3. [91] [88] [92] Finally, on July 1, Hitler announced July 5 as
the launch date of the offensive. [91] [92] [93] A Raupenschlepper Ost, designed in response to the bad roads of Russia, moves up materially shortly before the Kursk Offensive. A quiet three-month period descended on the Eastern Front as the Soviets prepared their defenses and the Germans tried to build up their troops. The Germans used this period for specialized training of
their attack troops. [94] All units underwent training and combat rehearsals. The Waffen-SS had built a full-scale dual Soviet strength that was used to practice the techniques for neutralizing such positions. The panzer divisions received replacement men and equipment and tried to regain strength. German troops to be used in the offensive included 12 panzer divisions and 5
panzergrenadier divisions, four of which had tank strengths larger than their neighboring panzer divisions. However, the force was clearly deficient in infantry divisions, which were essential to hold out and to secure the flanks. [95] By the time the Germans initiated the offensive, their force amounted to around 777,000 men, 2,451 tanks and attack cannons (70 percent of the
German armor on the Eastern Front) and 7,417 cannons and mortars. [77] [96] [p] Soviet plans and preparation In 1943, an offensive by the Soviet Central, Bryansk and Western Fronts against Army Group Centre was abandoned shortly after it began in early March, when the southern flank of the Central Front was threatened by Army Group South. [44] [58] Soviet intelligence
received information on German troop concentrations spotted in Orel and Kharkov, as well as details of a planned German offensive in the Lucy spy ring in Switzerland. The Soviets verified the intelligence through their spy in Britain, John Cairncross, at the Government Code and Cypher School in Bletchley Park, which clandestinely forwarded crude decrypts decrypts to Moscow.
[97] [98] [99] Cairncross provided also Soviet intelligence with identification of the Luftwaffe airfields in the region. [100] Soviet politician Anastas Mikoyan wrote that on 27 March 1943, Soviet leader Joseph Stalin informed him of a possible German attack in the Kursk sector. [101] Stalin and some senior officials were eager to strike first once rasputitsa ended,[102][103] but a
number of key officials, including Deputy Commander-in-Chief Georgiy Chukov, recommended a strategic defensive before going on the offensive. In a letter to the Stavka and Stalin, on April 8, Zlykov wrote: Marshal of the Soviet Union Georgi Konstantinovich Zlykov, 1941. In the first phase, the enemy, which gathers their best troops – including 13-15 tank divisions and with the
support of a large number of aircraft – will meet Kursk with their Kromskom-Orel group from the northeast and their Belgorod-Kharkov group from the southeast... I do not think it is advisable that our troops should go on an offensive in the near future to prevent the enemy. It would be better to exhaust the enemy itself against our defense, and knock out his tanks and then, yielding
fresh reserves, to move on to the general offensive that would eventually end his main power. [104] [105] Stalin consulted with his frontline commanders and senior officials of the General Staff from 12 to 15 April 1943. Eventually he and the Stavka agreed that the Germans would probably go on Kursk. [106] Stalin believed the decision to defend the Germans would give the
initiative, but Zlykov countered that the Germans would be drawn into a trap where their armored power would be destroyed, whereby conditions for a major Soviet counterofensief would be created. [107] They decided to meet the enemy attack by preparing defensive positions to wear out the German groups before launching their own offensive. [105] [108] The preparation of
defense and fortifications began towards the end of April, and continued until the German attack in early July. [109] [106] The two-month delay between the German decision to strike the Korsk and its implementation allowed the Red Army ample time to prepare thoroughly. [85] [110] The Voronezh Front, commanded by Nikolai Vatutin, was charged with defending the southern
face of the striking. The Central Front, commanded by Konstantin Rokossovsky, defended the northern face. Waiting in reserve was the Steppe Front, commanded by Ivan Konev. [111] [112] In February 1943, the Central Front had been rebuilt from the Don's Front, which had been part of the northern tang of Operation Uranus and had been responsible for the destruction of the
6th Army in Stalingrad. [113] [114] The Central and Fronts each built three major defensive belts in their sectors, each divided into several zones of fortification. [115] [116] [117] The Soviets had employed the labor of more than 300,000 citizens. [q] Strengthening each belt was an interconnected web of minefields, barbed wire barbed wire anti-tank locks, deep infantry
entrenchments, anti-tank obstacles, buried armoured vehicles and machine gun bunkers. [118] Behind the three main defensive belts were three more belts prepared as relapse positions; the first was not fully occupied or heavily fortified, and the last two, although sufficiently fortified, were unoccupied except for a small area in the immediate vicinity of Kursk. [117] [119] The
combined depth of the three main defensive zones was approximately 40 kilometers (25 mi). The six defensive belts on either side of Kursk were 130-150 kilometers deep. [119] If the Germans managed to break through this defense they would still be confronted by additional defensive belts to the east, manned by the Steppe Front. These brought the total depth of the defense to
nearly 300 kilometers (190 miles). [117] The Voronezh and Central Fronts dug 4,200 kilometers (2,600 mi) and 5,000 kilometers (3,100 mi) of trenches respectively,[120] laid out in kristen-cross pattern for ease of movement. [118] The Soviets built over 686 bridges and about 2,000 kilometers (1,200 mi) of roads in striking. [120] Army combat engineers laid 503,663 anti-tank
mines and 439,348 anti-personnel mines, with the highest concentration in the first main defensive belt. [116] [118] The minefields in Kursk reached densities of 1,700 anti-personnel and 1,500 anti-tank mines per kilometer, about four times the density used in Moscow's defense. [121] [122] For example, The 6th Voronezh Front Guards Army, spread over nearly 64 kilometers (40
mi) from front and was protected by 69,688 anti-tank and 64,430 anti-personnel mines in its first defensive belt with a further 20,200 antitank and 9,097 anti-personnel mines in its second defensive belt. [115] [123] [124] In addition, mobile obstacle detachments were tasked with laying more mines directly in the way of promoting enemy armored formations. [125] These units,
consisting of two platoons of combat engineers with department level mines and one company of combat engineers normally equipped with 500-700 mines at corps level, functioned as antitank reserves at each level of command. [126] In a letter dated April 8, Zlykov warned that the Germans would attack the most conspicuously with a strong armored force: We can expect the
enemy to place [the] greatest dependence on this year's offensive operations on its tank divisions and air force, because its infantry seems to be much less prepared for offensive operations than last year ... In view of this threat, we need to strengthen the anti-tank defences of the power station and Voronezh fronts and put them together as quickly as possible. [105] Almost
artillery, including howitzers, cannons, anti-aircraft and missiles, in charge of anti-tank defense. [126] Dug tanks and self-propelled cannons further strengthened the anti-tank defenses. [118] [126] Anti-tank forces were included in every level of command, mostly as anti-tank strengths with the majority majority on probable attack routes and the rest widely spread elsewhere. [126]
Each anti-tank strong-point typically consisted of four to six anti-tank guns, six to nine anti-tank rifles, and five to seven heavy and light machine guns. They were supported by mobile obstacle detachments as well as by infantry with automatic firearms. [127] The independent tank and self-propelled gun brigades and regiments were tasked with cooperating with the infantry during
counterattacks. [127] A Soviet machine gun crew during the Battle of Kursk. Soviet preparations also included increased activity from Soviet supporters, who attacked German communications and supply lines. [128] The attacks were mostly behind Army Group North and Army Group Center. [34] In June 1943, partisans living in the occupied area behind the Army Group Center
destroyed 298 locomotives, 1,222 railway wagons and 44 bridges, and in the Kursk sector there were 1,092 partisan attacks on railways. [116] [129] [130] These attacks slowed the build-up of German supplies and equipment, and required the diversion of German troops to suppress the partisans, delaying their training for the offensive. [34] The Central Party Headquarters
coordinated many of these attacks. In June, the Soviet Air Force (VVS) flew more than 800 sorties overnight to supply the party groups operating behind Army Group Centre. [131] VVS also provided communication and sometimes even daylight air-support for major party operations. [128] Special training was provided to the Soviet infantry manning the defense to help them
overcome the tank phobia that had been evident since the beginning of the German invasion. [132] [133] Soldiers were packed into trenches and tanks were driven overhead until all signs of fear had gone. [r] [133] This training exercise was referred to by the soldiers as ironing. [120] In combat, soldiers would spring up in the middle of the attacking infantry to separate them from
the spearhead armored vehicles. The separated armored vehicles – now vulnerable to infantry armed with anti-tank guns, demolition bombs and molotov cocktails – can then be disabled or destroyed at the point-blank range. [134] These types of attacks were mostly effective against the Tank destroyers Elefant, which lacked machine guns as secondary armament. [134] The
soldiers were also promised financial rewards for each tank destroyed, with the People's Commission of Defense providing 1,000 rubles for destroyed tanks. [135] The Soviets used maskirovka (military deception) to mask defensive positions and troop dispositions and hide the movement of people and equipment. [136] [137] These include camouflaging gun placements,
constructing dummy and depots, producing fake radio traffic, and spreading rumors among the Soviet frontline troops and the civilian population in the German-held areas. [138] The movement of forces and supplies of and of the salient took place only at night. Ammunition caches were carefully hidden to go into in landscape. The radio broadcast was restricted and the fires were
prohibited. Command posts were hidden and motorcycle transport in and around them forbidden. [139] [140] According to a report by the Soviet General Staff, 29 of the 35 major luftwaffe attacks on Soviet airfields in the Van Kursk sector in June 1943 were against dummy airfields. [138] According to historian Antony Beevor, by contrast, Soviet aviation apparently succeeded in
destroying more than 500 Luftwaffe aircraft on the ground. [141] The Soviet deception efforts were so successful that German estimates issued in mid-June placed the total Soviet armored strength at 1,500 tanks. [142] The result was not only an enormous underestimation of Soviet strength, but a misconception of Soviet strategic intentions. [139] The main Tank of the Soviet tank
weapon was the T-34 medium tank, on which the Red Army tried to concentrate production. The tank arm also contained large numbers of the T-70 light tank. For example, the 5th Guards Tank Army contained roughly 270 T-70s and 500 T-34s.[when?] In the meeting itself the Soviets assembled a large number of lend-lease tanks. These include U.S.-manufactured M3 Lees and
British-built Churchills, Matildas and Valentines. However, the T-34 made up the bulk of the Soviet armor. [143] Without taking the deeper reserves organized under the Steppe Front, the Soviets massaged about 1,300,000 people, 3,600 tanks, 20,000 artillery pieces and 2,792 aircraft to defend strikingly. [104] [144] This amounted to 26 per cent of the total manpower of the Red
Army, 26 per cent of its mortars and artillery, 35 per cent of its aircraft and 46 per cent of its tanks. [104] Contest for air superiority By 1943 the power of the Luftwaffe on the Eastern Front had begun to weaken after Stalingrad, and the transfer of resources to North Africa. [145] Luftwaffe troops in the east were further depleted with fighter units shifted back to Germany to defend
against the escalating Allied bombing campaign. [146] By the end of June, only 38.7 percent of the Luftwaffe's total aircraft remained in the east. [147] In 1943 Luftwaffe was able to achieve local air superiority by concentrating his forces. The majority of the German aircraft available on the Eastern Front were scheduled for Citadel. [141] Luftwaffe's goal remained unchanged. The
priority of the German air fleet(s) was to get air superiority, then to isolate the battlefield from enemy reinforcements, and finally, once the critical point in the land battle had been reached, to make close air support. [148] VVS Ilushin Il-2 ground attack aircraft during the battle of Kursk. The changing strengths between the two opponents prompted Luftwaffe to make operational
changes for the make it. Previous offensive campaigns had started with Luftwaffe raids against opposing airfields to achieve air superiority. By this point in the war Red Army equipment reserves were expanded and the Luftwaffe commanders realized that aircraft could be replaced, making such raids pointless. That's why this mission was abandoned. In addition, previous
campaigns had used medium-sized bombers flying far behind the front line to block the arrival of reinforcements. However, this mission was rarely attempted during Citadel. [149] The Luftwaffe command understood that their support for the success of Operation Citadel would be crucial, but problems with supply shortages hampered their preparations. Partisan activity, particularly
behind Army Group Center, slowed the pace of resupply and curtailed the Luftwaffe's ability to build essential supplies of gasoline, oil, lubricants, engines, ammunition, and, unlike Red Army units, there were no reserves of aircraft that could be used to replace damaged aircraft during the course of the operation. [150] Fuel was the main limiting factor. [151] To help build up stocks
for the support of Citadel, the Luftwaffe severely curtailed its operations during the last week of June. [152] Despite this preservation of resources, the Luftwaffe did not have the means to sustain an intensive air effort for more than a few days after the operation began. [153] For citadel, the Luftwaffe limited its operations to the direct support of the forces on the ground. [154] In this
mission, Luftwaffe continued to use Junkers Ju 87 Stuka dive bombers. A new development of this aircraft was the Bordkanone 3.7 cm caliber cannon, one of which can be hurled under any wing of the Stuka in a cannon pod. Half of the Stuka groups assigned to support citadel were equipped with these Cannonbird (literally gun-bird) tankbuster aircraft. [155] The air groups were
also strengthened by the recent arrival of Henschel Hs 129, with its 30 mm MK 103 gun, and f-subtype ground attack (jabo) version of the Focke-Wulf Fw 190. [152] In the months leading up to the battle, Luftflotte 6 Supporting Army Group Center noticed a marked increase in the strength of opposing VVS formations. The VVS formations showed better training and flew with more
aggressiveness and skill than the Luftwaffe had seen before. [156] The introduction of Yakovlev Yakovlev Yak-9 and Lavochkin La-5 fighters gave the Soviet sheds near parity with luftwaffe in terms of equipment. In addition, large numbers of ground attacks, such as the Illyushin Il-2 Shturmovik and the Pe-2, had also become available. The Soviet Air Force also field large
numbers of aircraft delivered via lend-lease. Huge stockpiles of supplies and ample reserves of replacement aircraft meant the Red Army and VVS formations would be able to run an extensive campaign without slackening in the intensity of their effort. [149] Opposing forces See also: Battle of Kursk order of battle Germans German Panzer IV and Sd.Kfz. 251 halftrack the



operation, the Germans used four armies together with a large portion of their total tank strength on the Eastern Front. July 1 9th Army of Army Group Centre located in the northern side of the most notable featured 335,000 men (223,000 combat soldiers); in the south, the 4th Panzer Army and Army Detachment Kempf, of Army Group South, had 223,907 men (149,271 combat
soldiers) and 100,000-108,000 men (66,000 combat soldiers) respectively. The 2nd Army, which held the western side of the most striking one, contained an estimated 110,000. In total, the German troops had a total strength of 777,000-779,000 men, and the three attacking armies contained 438,271 combat soldiers. [157] [96] Army Group South was equipped with more armored
vehicles, infantry and artillery than the 9th Army or Army Group Center. [158] [96] The 4th Army Panzer and Army Detachment Kempf had 1,377 tanks and attack cannons, while the 9th Army possessed 988 tanks and attack cannons. [157] The German industry produced 2,816 tanks and self-propelled cannons between April and June, of which 156 were Tigers and 484 Panthers.
A total of 259 Panther tanks, approximately 211 Tigers and 90 Ferdinands were used in Koersk. [159] The two new Panther battalions - the 51st and 52nd - equipped together with 200 Panthers, for which the offensive had slowed down, were connected to the Großdeutschland Division in the XLVIII Panzer Corps of Army Group South. With the 51st and 52nd Battalions arriving on
June 30 and July 1, the two units had little time to conduct reconnaissance or orient themselves to the terrain they were standing in. This was a violation of the methods of the Panzerwaffe, which was considered essential for the successful use of armor. [160] [161] [54] Although led by experienced panzer commanders, many of the tank crews were new recruits and had little time
to familiarize themselves with their new tanks, let alone train together to function as a unit. The two battalions came straight from the training ground and lacked combat experience. [162] [163] In addition, the claim to maintain radio silence until the beginning of the attack meant that panther units had little training in battalion-level radio procedures. [162] [160] In addition, the new
Panthers still had problems with their transmissions, and proved mechanically unreliable. By the morning of July 5, the units had lost 16 Panthers due to mechanical analysis, leaving only 184 available for the offensive launch. [164] July and August 1943 saw the heaviest German ammunition expenditure on the Eastern Front up to that point, with 236,915 tons consumed in July
and 254,648 in August. The previous peak was 160,645 tonnes in September 1942. [165] Order of battle: Army Corps Group Center (Field Marshal Günther von Kluge Center)[166] Army Corps 9th Army Divisions Walter Model XX Army Corps R. von Roman 45th, 72nd, 137th Infantry DivisionsVI XL Panzer Corps Zorn 7th, 31st, 102nd, and 258th Infantry Divisions XLI Panzer
Corps J. Harpe 18th Panzer Division; 86e en 292e Infanterie divisies XLVII Panzer Corps J. Lemelsen 2e, 9e en 20e Panzer Panzer 6th Infantry Division XXIII Army Corps J. Frießner 216th and 383rd Infantry Division; 78th Assault Division Army Reserve 4th and 12th Panzer Divisions; 10th PanzerGrenadier Division 2nd Panzer Army Erich-Heinrich Clößner XXXV Army Corps L.
Rendulic 34th, 56th, 262nd, and 299th Infantry Divisions LIII Army Corps F. Gollwitzer 208th, 211th, and 293rd Infantry Divisions; 25th Panzergrenadier Division LV Army Corps E. Jaschke 110th, 112th, 134th, 296th, and 339th Infantry Divisions Army reserve 5th Panzer Division Army Group Reserve 8th Panzer Division (joined 2nd Panzer Army on 12 July 1943) Luftflotte 6 I
Flieger Division Order of Battle: Army Group South (Area Marshal Erich von Manstein)[167] Army Corps Commander of the Corps 4th Army Divisions Hermann Hoth LII Army Corps General E. Ott 57th, 255th, and 332nd Infantry Divisions XLVIII Panzer Corps O. von Knobelsdorff 3rd and 11th Panzer Divisions; 167th Infantry Division; Panzergrenadier Division Großdeutschland II
SS Panzer Corps General P. Hausser 1st (Leibstandarte Adolf Hitler), 2nd (Das Reich), and 3rd (Totenkopf) SS Panzergrenadier Divisions Army Detachment Kempf Werner Kempf III Panzer Corps H. Breith 6th, 7th and 19th Panzer Divisions; 168th Infantry Division Corps Raus E. Raus 106th and 320th Infantry Divisions XLII Army Corps F. Matsklot 39th, 161st, and 282nd
Infantry Divisions Army Group Reserve XXIV Panzer Corps W. Nehring 5th SS (Wiking) Panzergrenadier Division and the 17th Panzer Division Alftflotte 4 VIII FliegerKorps Red Army The Red Army used two fronts to defend Kursk, and created a third front behind the battle ground held as a reserve. The Central and Voronezh Fronts field 12 armies, with 711,575 men (510,983
combat soldiers) and 625,591 men (446,236 combat soldiers) respectively. In reserve, the Steppe Front had an additional 573,195 people (449,133). Thus the total size of the Soviet force was 1,910,361 humans, with 1,426,352 actual combat soldiers. Soviet armor strength included 4,869 tanks (including 205 KV-1s heavy tank) and 259 SPGs (including 25 SU-152s, 56 SU-122s
and 67 SU-76s)[168] Overall a third of Soviet tanks in Kursk were light tanks, but in some units this proportion was significantly higher. Of the 3,600 tanks in the Central and Voronezh Fronts in July 1943, 1,061 were light as T-60 and T-70. With very thin armor and small cannons, they were unable to effectively turn on the frontal armor of German medium and heavy tanks or AFVs.
[169] The most capable Soviet tank in Kursk was the T-34, the original version was armed with a 76.2mm gun, the gun struggled against uparmoured Panzer IVs, and the frontal armor of Tigers and Panthers was essentially impenetrable. Only the SU-122 and SU-152 self-propelled cannons had the power to destroy the Tiger at close range, they were not equal to the Tiger's
88mm cannon at long range, and there were very few SU-122s and SU-152s on Kursk. Order of battle: Central Front (Army General (Army General Rokossovsky)[170] Army Army Commander Note Corps Divisions 13th Army Nikolay Pukhov 17th Guards Rifle Corps 6th, 70e, en 75th Guards Rifle Divisions 18th Guards Rifle Corps 2e, 3e en 4e Airborne Guards Rifle Divisions
15th Rifle Corps 8th, 74th, and 148th Rifle Divisions 29th Rifle Corps 15th, 81st, and 307th Rifle Divisions 48th Army Prokofy Romanenko 42nd Rifle Corps 16th , 81st, and 307th Rifle Divisions 48th Army Prokofy Romanenko 42nd Rifle Corps 16th, 81st, and 307th Rifle Divisions 48th Army Prokofy Romanenko 42nd Rifle Corps 16th, 81st, and 307th Rifle Divisions 48th Army
Prokofy Romanenko 42nd Rifle Corps 16th, and 307th Rifle Divisions 48th Army Prokofy Romanenko 42nd Rifle Corps 16th, and 307th Rifle Divisions 48th Army Prokofy Romanenko 42nd Rifle Corps 16th , and 307th Rifle Divisions 48th Army Prokofy Romanenko 42nd Rifle Corps 16th, 8th, and 307th Rifle Divisions 48th Army Prokofy , 202e, 399e, 73e, 137e, 143e en 170e Rifle
Divisions 60th Army Ivan Chernyakhovsky 24th Rifle Corps 42nd and 112th Rifle Divisions 30th Rifle Corps 121st, 141st, en 322nd Rifle Divisions Independent Divisions 55th Rifle Division 65th Army Pavel Batov 18th Rifle Corps 69th , 149th, and 246th Rifle Divisions 27th Rifle Corps 60th, 193rd, 181st, 194th, and 354th Rifle Divisions; 37th Guards Rifle Division 70th Army Ivan
Galanin 28th Rifle Corps 132nd, 211th, 102e, 106e, 140e, 162e en 280e Rifle Divisions 2nd Tank Army Alexey Rodin 3rd Tank Corps 16th Tank Corps Front Assets (Independent Units) 9th Tank Corps 19th Tank Corps 16th Air Army General Sergei Rudenko 3rd Bombing Air Corps 6th Fighter Air Corps 6th Mixed Air Corps Order of battle : Voronezh Front (Army General Nikolai
Vatutin)[170] Army Army Commander Note Corps Divisions 6th Guards Army Ivan Chistyakov 22nd Guards Rifle Corps 67th Guards Rifle Division, 71st Rifle Division en de 90th Guards Rifle Division 23rd Guards Rifle Corps 51st and 52nd Guards Rifle Divisions; 375th Rifle Division Independent Division 89th Guards Rifle Division 7th Guards Army Mikhail Shumilov 24th Guards
Rifle Corps 15th, 36th, and 72nd Guards Rifle Divisions 25th Guards Rifle Corps 73rd, 78th, en 81st Guards Rifle Divisions Independent Divisions 213th Rifle Division 38th Army Nikandr Chibisov 50th Rifle Corps 167th, 232nd, and 340th Rifle Divisies 51st Rifle Corps 180e en 240th Rifle Divisions Independent Divisions 204th Rifle Division 40e Army Kirill Moskalenko 47th Rifle
Corps 161st , 206th, en 237th Rifle Divisions 52nd Rifle Corps 100th, 219th, and 309th Rifle Divisions Independent Divisions 184th Rifle Division 69th Army Vasily Kryuchenkin 48th Rifle 107th, 183e, en 307th Rifle Divisions 49th Rifle Corps 111th en 270th Rifle Divisions 1st Guards Tank Army Mikhail Katukov 6th Tank Corps 31st Tank Corps 3rd Mechanized Corps Front Assets
(Independent Units) 35th Guards Rifle Corps 92nd , 93e, en 94e Guards Rifle Divisies 2e Guards Tank Corps 3e Guards Tank Corps 2e Air Army Stepan Krasovsky 1e Bombing Air Corps 1e Assault Corps 4e Fighter Air Corps 5e Fighter Air Corps Elementen van de 2e Air Army 17th Air Army Order of battle: Steppe Front (Ivan Konev)[s] Army Army Commander Note Corps
Divisions 5th Guards Army Alexei Zhadov 32nd Guards Rifle Corps 13th and 66th Guards Rifle Divisions; 6th Airborne Guards Rifle Division 33rd Guards Rifle Corps 95th and 97th Guards Rifle Divisions; 6th Airborne Guards Rifle Division 33rd Guards Rifle Corps 95th and 97th Guards Rifle Divisions; 9e Airborne Guards Rifle Division Independent Division 42nd Guards Rifle
Division en 10th Tank Corps Independent Independent Tank Corps 5th Guards Tank Army Pavel Rotmistrov 5th Guards Mechanized Corps 29th Tank Corps 5th Air Army S. Gorunov 7th Mixed Air Corps 8th Mixed Air Corps 3rd Fighter Air Corps 7th Fighter Air Corps Comparison of Force Operation Citadel Operation Citadel Men Tanks Guns Soviet Ratio German Soviet Ratio
German Soviet Union German Frisian[nc 1] 1,426.352 2.8:1 518,271 4.938[nc 1] 2] 2:1 2,465 31,415 4:1 7,417 Glantz[nc 3] 1,910,361 2.5:1 780,900 5,128 1.7:1 2,928 ^ Use Friesian combat strengths. [3] ^ Frieser counts only operational tanks. [171] ^ Glantz uses total strengths. [5] Red Army Offensive Phase Red Army Offensive Phase Men Tanks Guns Soviet-Ratio German
Soviet Ratio German Soviet Ratio German Frisian[nd 1] 1,987,463 3.2:1 625.271 8,200 3:1 2,699[nd 2] 47,47,27 2 416 5:1 9.467 Glantz[nd 3] 2,500,000 2.7:1 940,900 7,360[nd 4] 2.3:1 3.253 ^ Frieser uses combat strength. [3] ^ Frieser counts only operational tanks. [171] ^ Glantz uses total strengths. [172] ^ Glantz has no reinforcements. [173] Preliminary actions German
penetration during battle of Kursk fighting began on the southern face of the salient on the evening of July 4, 1943, when the German infantry launched attacks to seize high ground for artillery observation stations prior to the main attack. [174] During these attacks, a number of Red command and observation posts along the first main belt of defense were captured. By 4 p.m.,
elements of the Panzergrenadier Division Großdeutschland, 3rd and 11th Panzer Divisions had seized the village of Butovo and were going to catch Gertsovka before midnight. [175] [176] [174] Around 10:30 p.m., Vatutin ordered 600 cannons, mortars and Katyusha rocket launchers, from the Voronezh Front, to bomb the forward German positions, particularly those of the II SS
Panzer Corps. [177] [175] [178] To the north, at Central Headquarters, reports of the expected German offensive came in. Around 02:00 July Zlykov ordered his pre-emptive artillery bombardment to begin. The hope was to disrupt the German troops who were concentrating on the attack, but the outcome was less than hoped. The bombardment slowed down the German
formations, but failed in the goal to disrupt their planning or inflict significant losses. The Germans began their own artillery bombardment at about 05:00, which lasted 80 minutes in the northern face and 50 minutes in the southern face. After the barrage, the ground troops attacked, aided by close air support from the Luftwaffe. [179] [175] [180] [181] In the early morning of July 5,
the VVS launched a large raid against German airfields, hoping to destroy the Luftwaffe on the ground. This effort failed, and The Red Army Units suffered considerable losses. [t] [182] [175] VvS lost 176 aircraft on 5 July, compared to the 26 lost by Luftwaffe. [183] [182] The losses of the VVS 16th Air Force operating in the northern face were lighter than those suffered by the 2nd
Air Force. [184] Luftwaffe could win and air superiority over the southern face until July 10-11, when VVS began to gain ascendancy [182][185] but the control of the sky over the northern face was immediately disputed until VVS began to gain air superiority on July 7, which it maintained for the remainder of the operation. [186] [187] Operation by the northern face German
motorized troops prepare to move. Model's main attack was delivered by XLVII Panzer Corps, supported by 45 Tigers from the affiliated 505th Heavy Tank Battalion. [188] Covering their left flank was Corps XLI Panzer, with an attached regiment of 83 Ferdinand tank destroyers. On the right flank, XLVI Panzer Corps at this time consisted of four infantry divisions with only 9 tanks
and 31 assault rifles. [188] To the left of XLI Panzer Corps was XXIII Army Corps, which consisted of the reinforced 78th Assault Infantry Division and two regular infantry divisions. While the corps did not contain any tanks, it had 62 assault rifles. [188] Against the 9th Army was the Central Front, deployed in three heavily reinforced defensive belts. [115] Initially German advance
Model chose to make its initial attacks using infantry divisions reinforced with attack cannons and heavy tanks, and supported by artillery and Luftwaffe. In doing so, he sought to preserve the armored power of his panzer divisions that had to be used for exploitation once the Red Army's defenses were violated. Once a breakthrough was achieved the panzer forces would move
through and advance to Kursk. [188] Jan Möschen, an important in Model staff, noted later that Model was expecting a breakthrough on the second day. If a breakthrough were to occur, the shortest delay in raising the panzer divisions would give the Red Army time to respond. His corps commanders found a breakthrough extremely unlikely. [189] After a preliminary bombardment
and red army counter-bombardment, the 9th Army opened its attack at 05:30 on July 5. [190] Nine infantry divisions and one panzer division, with attached attack cannons, heavy tanks and tank destroyers, pushed forward. [189] Two companies of Tiger tanks were attached to the 6th Infantry Division and were the largest single Tigers grouping that day. [191] Against them were
the 13th and 70th Armies of the Central Front. [189] The 20th Panzer and the 6th Divisions of the XLVII Panzer Corps Infantry, led the progress of the XLVII Panzer Corps. Behind them followed the remaining two panzer divisions, ready to exploit any breakthrough. [191] Heavily mined terrain and fortified positions of the 15th Rifle Division slowed progress. By 08:00, the safe
lanes had been cleared by the minefield. [191] morning information obtained from prisoner interrogation identified a weakness on the border of the 15th and 81st Rifle Divisions caused by the German preliminary bombardment. [192] The Tigers were res relocated and beaten to this area. Red Army formations countered with a force of about 90 T-34s. Armored units of the Red
Army lost 42 tanks while the Germans lost two Tigers and another five more immobilized with track damage. [192] While the Red Army counterattack was defeated and the first defensive belt breached, the fighting had slowed the Germans down long enough for the rest of the 13th Army's 29th Rifle Corps – initially deployed behind the first belt – to advance and seal the breach.
[193] The Red Army minefields were covered by artillery fire, making efforts to clear roads through the areas difficult and expensive. Goliath and Borgward IV remote-controlled engineer mine-clearing vehicles met with limited success. Of the 653rd Heavy Panzerjäger Battalion 45 Ferdinands sent into battle, all but 12 of them were immobilized by the mine damage before 17:00.
Most of these were later repaired and put back into service, but the recovery of these very large vehicles was difficult. [194] On the first day, the CORPS XLVII Panzer penetrated 6 mi (9.7 km) into the Red Army defense before slowing down,[195] and the XLI Panzer Corps reached the heavily fortified small town of Ponyri, in the second defensive belt, which controlled the roads
and railways leading south to Kursk. [196] In the first day, the Germans penetrated 5 to 6 mi (8.0 to 9.7 km) into the Red Army lines for the loss of 1,287 humans killed and missing and another 5,921 wounded. [197] [195] Red Army counterattack Rokossovsky ordered the 17th Guards and 18th Guards Rifle Corps with the 2nd Tank Army and 19th Tank Corps, supported by close
air support, to counter the German 9th Army by the following day on July 6. However, due to poor coordination, only the 16th Tank Corps of the 2nd Tank Army began the counterattack at the beginning of July 6 after the preliminary artillery barrage. The 16th Tank Corps, fielding about 200 tanks, attacked the XLVII Panzer Corps and ran into the Tiger tanks of the 505th Heavy
Tank Battalion, which knocked out 69 tanks and forced the rest to retreat to the 17th Guards Rifle Corps of the 13th Army. [198] Later that morning, the XLVII Panzer Corps responded with its own attack against the 17th Guard Rifle Corps entrenched around the village of Olkhovatka in the second defensive belt. The attack began with an artillery barrage and was led by the 24
usable Tigers of the 505th Heavy Tank Battalion,[199] but it failed to break the defense of the Red Army in Olkhovatka, and the Germans suffered heavy casualties. [200] [201] Olkhovatka was on a high ground providing a clear view of much of the front line. [202] At 6:30 p.m., the 19th Tank Corps joined the 17th Guards Rifle Corps to further strengthen the resistance. [200] [201]
Rokossovsky also decided to dig into most of his remaining tanks to reduce their exposure [203] Ponyri, defended by the 307th Rifle Division of the 29th Rifle Corps, was also jointly attacked on July 6 by the German 292nd and 86th Infantry, 78th Assault Infantry and 9th Panzer Divisions, but the Germans were unable to dislodge the defenders from the de fortified village. [204]
Ponyri and Olkhovatka Soviet troops of the Voronezh Front counterattacking behind T-34 tanks in Prokhorovka, July 12, 1943 In the next three days from July 7 to 10, Model concentrated the effort of the 9th Army in Ponyri and Olkhovatka, both sides considered vital positions. [205] [206] In response, Rokossovsky drew forces from other parts of the front to these sectors. [207]
[208] [209] The Germans attacked Ponyri on July 7, and captured half of the city after intense door-to-door fighting. A Soviet counterattack the next morning forced the Germans to withdraw, and a series of counterattacks followed by both sides with control of the city being exchanged several times in the coming days. On July 10, the Germans had secured most of the city, but
soviet counter-attacks continued. [210] The back and forth battles for Ponyri and nearby Hill 253.5 were battles of exhaustion, with heavy casualties on both sides. It was named after by the troops as mini-Stalingrad. [196] The war diary of the 9th Army described heavy fighting as a new type of mobile attrition battle. [211] German attacks on Olkhovatka and the nearby village of
Teploe failed to penetrate soviet defenses; including a powerful joint attack on July 10 by approximately 300 German tanks and assault rifles from the 2nd, 4th and 20th Panzer Divisions, supported by every available Luftwaffe air force in the northern face. [212] [213] On 9 July, Kluge, Model, Joachim Lemelsen and Josef Harpe met at the headquarters of the XLVII Panzer Corps.
[196] It had become clear to the German commanders that the 9th Army lacked the strength to obtain a breakthrough, and their Soviet counterparts had also realized this, but Kluge wanted to maintain the pressure on the Soviets to help the southern offensive. [214] While the operation began on the northern side of the salient with a 45 kilometer-wide (28 mi) attack front, by 6 July
it had been reduced to 40 kilometers-wide (25 mi). The next day, the attack appetizer dropped to 15 kilometers wide (9.3 miles), and on both 8 and 9 July there were penetrations of only 2 kilometers wide. On July 10, the Soviets had completely halted the German advance. [215] On July 12, the Soviets launched Operation Kutuzov, their counter-offensive on Orel aptly, which
threatened the flank and back of the 9th Model Army. The 12th Panzer Division, held so far in reserve and scheduled to be aptly committed on the northern side of Kursk,[216] along with the 36th Motorized Infantry, the 18th Panzer and 20th Panzer Divisions were put hers to face the Soviet spearheads. [217] Operation along the southern face Around 04:00 on 5 July the German
attack began with a preliminary bombardment. Manstein's most important was supplied by Hoth's 4th Panzer Army, which was organized in densely concentrated spearheads. [157] Against the 4th Panzer Army was the Soviet 6th Guard Army, which was composed 22nd Guards Rifle Corps and 23rd Guards Rifle Corps. [160] The Soviets had constructed three reinforced
defensive belts to slow down and weaken the attacking armored forces. [115] Although they had provided brilliant intelligence, the Voronezh Front headquarters had not yet been able to pinpoint the place where the Germans would place their offensive weight. [115] The first German progress XLVIII Panzer Corps Wespe the self-propelled artillery battery in position to provide fire
support The panzergrenadier division Großdeutschland (Walter Hörnlein), was the strongest division in the 4th Panzer Army. It was supported on the flanks by the 3rd and 11th Panzer Divisions. [160] Panzer IIIs and IVs of Großdeutschland were supplemented by a company of 15 Tigers, which were used to lead the attack. At dawn on July 5, Großdeutschland, backed by heavy
artillery support, advanced on a three-kilometer front on the 67th Guards Rifle Division of the 22nd Guards Rifle Corps. [160] The Panzerfüsilier Regiment, advancing on the left wing, jammed into a minefield and later 36 Panthers were immobilized. The stranded regiment was subjected to a barrage of Soviet anti-tank and artillery fire, inflicting numerous casualties. Engineers were
moved and cleared paths through the minefield, but suffered casualties in the process. The combination of fierce resistance, minefields, thick mud and mechanical failures took its toll. With the trails cleared, the regiment resumed its advance towards Gertsovka. In the ensuing battle, many casualties occurred, including the regimental commander Colonel Kassnitz. As a result of
the fighting, and the swampy terrain south of the village, around the Berezovyy stream, the regiment got bogged down again. [218] [161] The panzergrenadier regiment of the Großdeutschland, advancing on the right wing, pushed through to the village of Butovo. [219] The tanks were deployed in a Panzerkeil (arrow) formation to minimize the effects of the Soviet Defense of
Pakfront, with the Tigers leading and the Panzer IIIs, IVs and assault rifles fanning out to the flanks and rear. They were followed by infantry and combat engineers. [219] Attempts by VVS to impede progress were repelled by Luftwaffe. [220] The 3rd Division Panzer, advancing on the left flank of the Großdeutschland, made good progress and by the end of the day Gertsovka had
conquered and reached Mikhailovka. [221] The 167th Infantry Division, on the right flank of the 11th Panzer Division, also made sufficient progress, reaching Tirechnoe by the end of the day. By the end of July, a wedge had emerged in the first belt of Soviet defense. [222] II SS Panzer Corps German soldiers move past an anti-tank ditch, while combat engineers prepare charges
to violate it. In the east, in the night of 4 to 5 ss combat engineers had infiltrated no man's land and cleared lanes through soviet minefields. [223] At sunrise, July 5, the three divisions of II SS Panzer Corps - SS SS Division Leibstandarte Adolf Hitler, 2nd SS Panzergrenadier Division Das Reich and the 3rd SS Panzergrenadier Division Totenkopf – attacked the 52nd Guards Rifle
Division of the 6th Guards Army. The main attack was led by a spearhead of 42 Tigers among 494 tanks and attack cannons attacking on a twelve-kilometer front. [223] Totenkopf, the strongest of the three divisions, advanced to Gremuchhi and screened the right flank. The 1st SS Panzergrenadier Division advanced on the left flank towards Bykovka. The 2nd SS Panzer Division
moved between the two formations in the middle. [223] After close behind the tanks were the infantry and combat engineers, who come forward to demolish obstacles and clear trenches. The progress was well supported by the Luftwaffe, who helped very much at breaking Soviet strengths and artillery positions. [224] By 9:00 a.m., the II SS Panzer Corps had broken through the
Soviet first belt of defense along its entire front. [225] While examining positions between the first and second Soviet defensive belts, at 13:00, the 2nd vanguard of the SS Panzer Division came under fire from two T-34 tanks, which were destroyed. Another 40 Soviet tanks switched on the division. The 1st Guard Tank Army collided with the 2nd SS Panzer Division in a four-hour
battle, resulting in the Soviet tanks retreating. The engagement bought enough time for units of the 23rd Soviet Guards Rifle Corps, filed in the Soviet second belt, to prepare and be reinforced with additional anti-tank rifles. [226] By early evening, the 2nd SS Panzer Division had reached the minefields on the perimeter of the Soviet second belt of defense. [227] The 1st SS
Division had secured Bykovka by 16:10, then pushed forward to the second belt of defense in Yakovlevo but his attempts to break through were rejected. By the end of the day, the 1st SS Division had 97 dead, 522 wounded and 17 missing and lost about 30 tanks. [227] Along with the 2nd Division of the SS Panzer, it had forced a wedge far into the defense of the 6th Army of
Guards. The 3rd SS Panzer Division made slow progress. They had managed to isolate the 155th Guard Rifle Regiment, 52nd Guard Rifle Division (from the 23rd Guard Rifle Corps), from the rest of the division but are attempts to sweep the regiment eastwards into the flank of the neighboring 375th Rifle Corps (of the 23rd Corps of Rifle Guards) were failed when the regiment
was strengthened by the 96th Tank Brigade. Hausser, the commander of the II SS Panzer Corps, sought help from the III Panzer Corps on his right, but it had no units to spare. By the end of the day, the 3rd SS division had made very limited progress, thanks in part to a tributary of the River. The lack of progress undermined the progress made by its sister divisions and exposed
the right flank of the corps to Soviet forces. [228] Temperatures, reaching more than 30 degrees Celsius, and frequent thunderstorms made fighting difficult. [174] The 6th Army of Guards, Guards, Faced with the attack by the XLVIII Panzer Corps and II SS Panzer Corps, it was reinforced with tanks of the 1st Tank Army, the 2nd Guards Tank Corps and the 5th Guards Tank
Corps. The 51st and 90th Guards Rifle divisions were moved to near Pokrovka (not Prokhorovka, 40 kilometers (25 mi) to the northeast), in the path of the 1st SS Panzer Division. [222] The 93rd Guards Rifle Division was deployed further back, along the road leading from Pokrovka to Prokhorovka. [189] Army Detachment Kempf Soviet PTRD anti-tank rifle team during the
fighting Facing Army Detachment Kempf, consisting of III Panzer Corps and Corps Raus (commanded by Erhard Raus), was the 7th Guards Army, dug on the high ground on the eastern shore of the Northern Donets. The two German corps were tasked with crossing the river, breaking through the 7th Guard Army and covering the right flank of the 4th Panzer Army. The 503rd
Heavy Tank Battalion, equipped with 45 Tigers, was also affiliated with the III Panzer Corps, with one company of 15 Tigers attached to each of the corps' three panzer divisions. [229] At the Bridgehead Milkhailovka, just south of Belgorod, eight infantry battalions from the 6th Panzer Division crossed the river under heavy Soviet bombardment. Part of a company of Tigers of the
503rd Heavy Tank Battalion was able to cross before the bridge was destroyed. [229] The rest of the 6th Panzer Ward could not cross further south because of a traffic jam at the intersection, and remained on the western bank of the river throughout the day. Those units of the division that had crossed the river attacked Stary Gorod, but could not break through poorly cleared
minefields and strong resistance. [230] South of the 6th Panzer Division, the 19th Panzer Division crossed the river, but was slowed by mines, which advanced 8 kilometers (5.0 miles) at the end of the day. Luftwaffe bombed the bridgehead in a friendly fire incident, wounding 6th Panzer Division Commander Walther von Hünersdorff and Hermann von Oppeln-Bronikowski of the
19th Panzer Division. [231] Further south, infantry and tanks of the 7th Panzer Division crossed the river. A new bridge had to be built especially for the Tigers, which caused further delays. Despite a poor start, the 7th Panzer Division finally broke into the first belt of the Soviet defense and pushed between Razumnoe and Krutoi Log, at 10 kilometers (6.2 mi), the freshest Kempf
got during the day. [232] Operating to the south of the 7th Panzer Division, the 106th Infantry Division and the 320th Infantry Division of the Raus Corps were. The two formations attacked over a 32-kilometer long front with no armored support. The advance started well, with the crossing of the river and a rapid advance against the 72nd Guards Rifle Division. [233] Corps Raus
took the village of Maslovo Pristani, penetrating the first Red Army A Soviet counter-attack supported by about 40 tanks was rigged, with the help of and flak batteries. After 2,000 casualties since the morning and still facing considerable resistance from Soviet forces, the corps dug in for the night. [234] Delaying Kempf's advance allowed Red Army forces time to prepare their
second belt of defense to meet the German attack on July 6. The 7th Guards Army, which had absorbed the onslaught of III Panzer Corps and Corps Raus, was reinforced with two rifle divisions from the reserve. The 15th Guards Rifle Division was moved to the second defensive belt, in the path of the III Panzer Corps. [234] Development of the Luftwaffe Flakvierling battle unit By
the evening of July 6, the Voronezh Front had committed all its reservations, except for three rifle divisions under the 69th Army; yet it could not decisively contain the 4th Panzer Army. [234] [235] The XLVIII Panzer Corps along the Oboyan axis, where the third defensive belt was mostly unoccupied, now had only the Red Army's second defensive belt blocking breakthrough in the
urevered Soviet rear. [236] [237] This forced Stavka to commit their strategic reserves to strengthen the Voronezh Front: the 5th Guards and 5th Guard Tank Armies, both from the Steppe Front, as well as the 2nd Southwestern Front Tank Corps. [238] [237] Ivan Konev objected to this premature piecemeal obligation of the strategic reserve, but a personal question from Stalin
silenced his complaints. [239] In addition, on July 7, Zlykov ordered the 17th Air Force - the air fleet that serves the Southwest Front - to support the 2nd Air Force in serving the Voronezh Front. [237] [240] [241] On July 7, the 5th Guards Tank Army began to advance to prokhorovka. 5th Guards Tank Army commander, Lieutenant General Pavel Rotmistrov, described the trip: By
noon, the dust rose in thick clouds, settling in a solid layer on bushes along the way, cornfields, tanks and trucks. The dark red disc of the sun was barely visible. Tanks, self-propelled cannons, artillery tractors, armoured vehicles and trucks advanced in an unsustainable stream. The soldiers' faces were dark with dust and exhaust fumes. It was unbearably hot. Soldiers were
tortured by thirst and their shirts, wet with sweat, stuck to their bodies. [203] The 10th Tank Corps, then still subordinate to the 5th Guards Army, was rushed for the rest of the army, arriving at Prokhorovka on the night of July 7, and 2nd Tank Corps arrived at Korocha, 40 km (25 mi) southeast of Prokhorovka, by the morning of July 8. [242] Vatutin ordered a powerful counterattack
by the 5th Guards, 2nd Guards, 2nd and 10th Tank Corps, in all fielding approximately 593 tanks and self-propelled cannons and supported by most of the Available Front air force, strove to defeat the Corps of II SS Panzer and therefore expose the right flank of the XLVIII Panzer Corps. At the same time, the 6th Tank Corps had to attack the XLVIII Panzer Corps and prevent it
from breaking through to the free Soviet rear. Although the intention was to the counterattack turned out to be a series of patchy attacks due to poor coordination. [243] The attack of the 10th Tank Corps began at the dawn of July 8 but they ran straight into the antitank fire of the 2nd and 3rd SS Divisions, losing most of its forces. Later that morning, the 5th Guard Tank Corps'
attack was repelled by the 3rd SS Division. The 2nd Tank Corps joined in the afternoon and was also repelled. [243] The 2nd Guards Tank Corps, masked by the forest around the village of Gostishchevo, 16 km (10 mi) north of Belgorod, with its presence unknown to the II SS Panzer Corps, advanced to the 167th Infantry Division. But it was discovered by German aerial
reconnaissance just before the attack was materialized, and was then decimated by German ground-attack aircraft armed with MK 103 anti-tank cannons and at least 50 tanks were destroyed. [244] [245] This marked the first time in military history an offensive tank formation had been defeated by air force alone. [246] [247] Although a fiasco, the Soviet counterattack succeeded in
slowing the progress of the II SS Panzer Corps through the day. [248] [247] Thunderclouds over the battlefield. Intermittent heavy rains created mud and swamp that made movement difficult. By the end of July 8, the II SS-Panzer Corps had covered about 29 kilometers since the start of Citadel and was broken by the first and second defensive belts. [249] [250] [251] [252]
However, slow progress by the XLVIII Panzer Hoth Corps caused to shift elements of the Corps II SS-Panzer to the west to help the XLVIII Panzer Corps regain its momentum. On 10 July, the corps' entire effort was shifted back to its own progress. The direction of their progress shifted now from Oboyan due north to northeast, to Prokhorovka. Hoth had discussed this move with
Manstein since early May, and it was part of the 4th Panzer Army plan since the beginning of the offensive. [253] [254] By then, however, the Soviets had shifted backup formations in its path. The defensive positions were manned by the 2nd Tank Corps, reinforced by the 9th Guards Airborne Division and 301st Anti-tank Artillery Regiment, both of the 33rd Guards Rifle Corps.
[255] [256] Although German progress in the south was slower than planned, it was faster than the Soviets expected. [quote needed] On July 9, the first German units reached the Psel River. The next day, the first German infantry crossed the river. Despite the deep defensive system and minefields, German tank losses remained lower than those of the Soviets. [257] At this
point, Hoth rotated the II SS Panzer Corps from Oboyan to attack to the northeast in the direction of Prokhorovka. [258] [259] The main concern of Manstein and Hausser was the inability of Kempf to advance and protect the eastern flank of the II SS Panzer Corps. On July 11, Army Detachment Kempf finally broke through. In a surprise night attack, the 6th Panzer Division seized
a bridge over Donets. [260] Once over, Breith made every effort to push troops and vehicles across the river for an advance on Prokhorovka from the south. A connection to the II SS Panzer Corps would result with the Soviet 69th Army becoming encircled. [261] Battle of Prokhorovka Editorial: Battle of Prokhorovka Disposition of Soviet and German troops around Prokhorovka on
the eve of the battle on July 12. During 10 and 11 July, the II-SS Panzer Corps continued its attack in the direction of Prokhorovka, up to 3 kilometers from the settlement on the night of July 11. [262] That same night, Hausser issued orders to continue the attack the next day. The plan was for the 3rd SS Panzer Division to drive northeast until it reached the Karteschewka-
Prokhorovka road. Once there, they had to strike southeast to attack the Soviet positions at prokhorovka from the flanks and rear guard. The 1st and 2nd SS Panzer divisions had to wait until the 3rd SS Panzer Division attack had destabilized the Soviet positions in Prokhorovka; and once en route, the 1st SS Panzer Division was to attack the main Soviet defense dug on the
slopes southwest of Prokhorovka. To the right of the division, the 2nd SS Panzer Division was to go east, then to the south to turn away from Prokhorovka to roll up the Soviet lines against the advance of the III Panzer Corps and force a rift. [263] On the night of July 11, Rotmistrov moved his 5th Guard Tank Army to an assembly area just behind Prokhorovka in preparation for a
massive attack the next day. [264] [265] At 5:45 leibstandarte headquarters began to receive reports of the sound of tank engines as the Soviets moved into their assembly areas. [266] Soviet artillery and Katyusha regiments were hers in preparation for the counterattack hers at the door. [267] Vehicles of the II SS-Panzer Corps advancing towards prokhorovka on July 11[268] At
around 08:00, a Soviet artillery barrage began. At 08:30, Rotmistrov radios are tankers: Steel, Steel, Steel!, the command to begin the attack. [269] [270] [271] Down the west slopes, before prokhorovka, came the massed armor of five tank brigades from the Soviet 18th and 29th Corps of the 5th Guard Tank Tank Corps. [272] Soviet tanks advanced through the corridor, carrying
mounted infantrymen from the 9th Air Division of Guards on the tanks. [254] To the north and east, the 3rd SS Panzer Division was occupied by the Soviet 33rd Guards Rifle Corps. Tasked with flanking the Soviet defenses around Prokhorovka, the unit first had to strike out a number of attacks before they could go on the offensive. Most of the division's tank losses occurred late in
the afternoon as they advanced through mine areas against well-hidden Soviet anti-tank cannons. Although the 3rd SS managed to to reach away, their grip was weak and it cost the department half of its armor. The majority of the German tank losses suffered at Prokhorovka occurred here. In the south, the Soviet 18th and 29th Tank Corps had thrown back by the 1st SS Panzer
Division. The 2nd SS Panzer Division also fended off attacks from the 2nd Tank Corps and the 2nd Guards Tank Corps. [273] Luftwaffe local air superiority over the battlefield contributed also to the Soviet losses, partly because of the VVS led against the German units on the flanks of the II SS Panzer Corps. [274] By the end of the day, the Soviets had fallen back to their starting
positions. [254] German soldiers pause during the fighting. Neither the 5th Guard Tank Army nor the II SS Panzer Corps achieves their goals. Although the Soviet counterattack failed with heavy losses, putting them back on the defensive, they did enough to stop a German breakthrough. [254] Operation Citadel Ended On the evening of July 12, Hitler summoned Kluge and
Manstein to his headquarters in Rastenburg in East Prussians. Two days earlier, the Western Allies had invaded Sicily. The threat of further Allied landings in Italy or along the south of France led Hitler to believe that it was essential to stop the offensive and move troops from Kursk to Italy. Kluge welcomed the news because he was aware that the Soviets were launching a
massive offensive against his sector, but Manstein was less hospitable. Manstein's troops had just spent a week fighting through a maze of defensive works, and he believed they were about to break through to more open ground, allowing him to attack and destroy the Soviet armored reserves in a mobile battle. Manstein stated: Under no circumstances should we let go of the
enemy until the mobile reserves he [has] committed [are] completely beaten. [276] Hitler temporarily agreed to allow the continuation of the offensive in the southern part of the salient but the next day he ordered the manstein reserve - the XXIV Panzer Corps - to move south to support the 1st Panzer Army. [277] The offensive continued in the southern part with the launch of
Operation Roland on July 14. After three days, on July 17, the II SS Panzer Corps was ordered to end its offensive operations and withdraw, which marked the end of Operation Roland. One division was transferred to Italy and the other two were sent south to meet new Soviet offensive. [278] The strength of the Soviet reserve formations was greatly underestimated by German
intelligence and the Red Army soon went on the offensive. [277] In his postwar memoirs Lost Siege (Lost Victories), Manstein was highly critical of Hitler's decision to call off the operation at the height of the tactical battle; however, the veracity of Manstein's claims of an almost victory is debatable as the amount of Soviet reserves was much greater than he realized. These
reserves were used to refuel the torn 5th Guards Tank which Operation Rumyantsev launched a few weeks later to rest again. [279] [280] The result was a battle of exhaustion Manstein's forces were ill-prepared for and which they had little chance of winning. [281] During Operation Citadel Citadel flew 27,221 sorties in support with 193 combat losses (a loss rate of 0.709 per
sortie). Soviet units from July 5 to 8 carried out 11,235 sorties with combat losses of 556 aircraft (4.95 percent per sortie). [26] The Germans destroyed Soviet armor and airplanes at a ratio of 1:6. Despite the German unit performance it lacked the Wehrmacht now of strategic reserves. In the fall of 1943 only 25 percent of the Luftwaffe day fighters were on the Eastern Front, due
to British and American air strikes on Italy and Germany. [quote needed] Strategic Offensive Operation Soviet Kursk During defensive preparations in the months leading up to Citadel, the Soviets also planned and prepared counteroffensive operations that would be launched after the German offensive had stopped. In the north: Operation Kutuzov Editorial: Operation Kutuzov
Soviet soldiers in Orel pass through the Church of the Forebear, August 5, 1943. Soviet offensive operations for the summer of 1943 were scheduled to begin after the force of German troops had been driven out by their Kursk offensive. As German momentum slowed in the north, the Soviets launched Operation Kutusov on July 12 against Army Group Centre in the Orel, directly
north of the Kursk. The Bryansk Front, under the command of Markian Popov, aptly attacked the eastern face of the Orel, while the Western Front, commanded by Vasily Sokolovsky, attacked from the north. The Western Front attack was led by the 11th Guard Army, under Lieutenant General Hovhannes Bagramyan, and was supported by the 1st and 5th Tank Corps. The Soviet
spearheads suffered heavy casualties, but penetrated and achieved significant penetrations in some areas. These punches threatened German supply routes and threatened the 9th Army with encirclement. [282] [283] With this threat, the 9th Army was forced to go over completely to the defensive. [284] [217] The thinly stretched 2nd Panzer Army stood in the way of this Soviet
force. The German commanders were wary of such an attack and troops were quickly withdrawn from the Kursk offensive to meet the Soviet offensive. Operation Kutuzov reduced the Orel salient and inflicted significant losses on the German army, paed around the liberation of Smolensk. [285] Soviet losses were heavy, but were replaced. [286] The offensive allowed the Soviets
to seize the strategic initiative, which they retained for the remainder of the war. In the south: Operation Rumyantsev Editorial: Belgorod-Kharkov Offensive Operation Rumyantsev Operation Polkovodets Rumyantsev was intended as the most important Soviet offensive for 1943. The goal was to destroy the 4th Armored Army and ArmyLoad Kempf and cut off the extensive
southern part of Army Group South. [287] After heavy losses incurred by the Voronezh Front, during Operation Citadel, the Soviets needed time to regroup and recover, delaying the start of the offensive until August 3. Distraction attacks launched two weeks over the Donets and Mius rivers in the Donbass, it caught the attention of the German reserves and thinned out the
defensive forces that would face the main blow. [288] The offensive was initiated by the Voronezh Front and Steppe Fronts against the northern wing of Army Group South. They drove through the German positions, making wide and deep penetrations. On August 5, the Soviets had liberated Belgorod. On August 12, the outskirts of Kharkov had been reached. The Soviet advance
was eventually stopped by a counterattack by the 2nd and 3rd SS Panzer Divisions. In the ensuing tank battles, the Soviet armies suffered heavy losses in the armor. [289] [290] After this setback, the Soviets focused on Kharkov. After fierce fighting, the city was liberated on August 23. This battle is referred to by the Germans as the Fourth Battle of Kharkov, while the Soviets call
it the Belgorod-Kharkov offensive operation. [291] Prokhorovka Results Cathedral, in Prokhorovka on the former battlefield, commemorates the losses of the Red Army and victory. The campaign was a strategic Soviet success. For the first time, a major German offensive had stopped before a breakthrough was achieved; [292] the maximum depth of the German advance was 8-
12 kilometers (5.0-7.5 miles) in the north and 35 kilometers (22 miles) to the south. [293] The Germans, despite using more technologically advanced armor than in previous years, were unable to break through the profound Soviet defense and were overwhelmed by the significant operational reserves of the Red Army. This result changed the pattern of operations on the Eastern
Front, with the Soviet Union taking the operational initiative. The Soviet victory was expensive, with the Red Army losing considerably more people and equipment than the German Army. However, the greater industrial potential and pool of labour of the Soviet Union enabled them to absorb and supplement these losses. [292] Guderian wrote: With zitadelle's failure we suffered a
decisive defeat. The armored formations, reformed and re-equipped with so much effort, had lost heavily in both men and equipment and would now be unemployable for a long time. It was problematic whether they could be rehabilitated in time to defend the Eastern Front... Needless to say, the [Soviets] are making full use of their victory. There would be no more periods of rest
on the Eastern Front. From now on, the enemy was in undisputed possession of the initiative. [294] With victory, the initiative passed firmly to the Red Army. For the rest of the war, the Germans were limited to responding to Soviet advances, and were never able to regain the initiative or launch a major offensive on the Eastern Front. [295] The Western United landings in Italy
opened a new front, which german and diverted attention further. [296] Although the site, the plan of attack, and timing were determined by Hitler, he blamed the defeat on his General Staff. Unlike Stalin, who lifted his command gave freedom taking important command decisions, Hitler's interference in German military affairs gradually increased, while his attention to the political
aspects of the war diminished. [297] [dubious – discussing] The opposite was true of Stalin; throughout the Kursk campaign, he trusted the judgment of his commanders, and as their decisions led to battlefield success it increased his confidence in their military judgment. Stalin stepped back from operational planning, only rarely overruling military decisions, resulting in the Red
Army gaining more freedom of action in the course of the war. [298] Allen narrated, the 239 Red Army personnel were bestowed the highest US degree of discrimination, the title Hero of the Soviet Union (HSU), for their courage in the battle of Kursk. Two women, Guards Senior Sergeants Mariya Borovichenko and Zinaida Mareseva, were awarded the HSU title posthumously for
their bravery under fire while serving as combat medics. Borovichenko was assigned to the 32nd Guards Artillery Regiment, 13rd Guards Rifle Division, 5th Guards Army and Mareseva served in a medical platoon in the 214th Guards Rifle Regiment, 73rd Guards Rifle Division, 7th Guards Army. [299] Victims and losses Victims suffered by the two fighters are difficult to determine,
due to several factors. With regard to the Germans, the material losses were hampered by the fact that they made determined efforts to recover and repair tanks. For example, tanks turned off a day often appeared repaired a day or two later. [300] German personnel losses are clouded by the lack of access to German unit records, which were seized at the end of the war. Many
were transferred to the United States National Archives and were not made available until 1978, while others were taken by the Soviet Union, which refused to confirm their existence. [301] Soviet losses A German soldier inspects a knockout T-34 during the Battle of Kursk in Pokrovka, 40 kilometers southwest of Prokhorovka. The Russian military historian Grigoriy Krivosheyev,
who based his figures on the Soviet archives, is considered by historian David Glantz to be the most reliable source for Soviet casualties. [302] His figures are supported by German historian Karl-Heinz Frieser. [303] The German historian Roman Töppel disagrees. After consulting with the armies and units archives, he writes that Krivosheyev's figures on soviet losses in Kursk are
underestimated by 40%. [304] [page needed] Krivosheyev calculated total Soviet losses during the German offensive as 177,877 victims. [302] The Central Front suffered 15,336 irreparable casualties and 18,561 medical casualties, for a total of 33,897 victims. The Voronezh Front suffered 27,542 victims and 46,350 medical victims, for a total of 73,892. The Steppe Front suffered
27,452 irreparable casualties and 42,606 medical casualties, for a total of 70,085. [305] During the two Soviet offensives, the total victims amounted to 685,456 people. During Operation Kutuzov, Kutuzov, losses amounted to 112,529 irreparable victims and 317,361 medical casualties, for a total loss of 429,890 men. [306] The Western Front reported 25,585 irreparable casualties
and 76,856 medical casualties. The Bryansk Front suffered 39,173 irreparable casualties and 123,234 medical casualties. The Central Front lost 47,771 irreparable casualties and 117,271 medical casualties. [306] Soviet losses during Operation Polkovodets Rumyantsev amounted to 255,566 humans, with 71,611 listed as irreparable victims and 183,955 as medical victims. The
Voronezh Front lost 48,339 irreparable casualties and 108,954 medical casualties, for a total of 157,293. The Steppe Front lost 23,272 irreparable victims and 75,001 medical casualties, for a total of 98,273. [307] The Teplovsky Hills memorial in the Ponyri area in honor of the memory of cases on the northern face of the Battle of Kursk Soviet equipment losses during the German
offensive came to 1,614 tanks and self-propelled cannons destroyed or damaged[23] of the 3,925 vehicles committed to the battle. The Soviet losses were roughly three times greater than the German losses. [308] [173] During Operation Kutuzov, 2,349 tanks and self-propelled cannons were lost out of an initial strength of 2,308; a loss of more than 100 percent. During
Polkovothets Rumyantsev, 1,864 tanks and self-propelled cannons were lost to the 2,439 workers. The loss ratio suffered by the Soviets was roughly 5:1 in favor of the German soldiers. [309] However, large Soviet reserves of equipment and their high rate of tank production could soon replace the Soviet tank armies lost equipment and maintain their fighting strength. [308] The
Red Army repaired many of its damaged tanks; many Soviet tanks were rebuilt up to four times to keep them in the fight. Soviet tank strength went back to 2,750 tanks by August 3 due to the repair of damaged vehicles. [310] According to historian Christer Bergström, the losses of the Soviet Air Force during the German offensive amounted to 677 aircraft on the northern flank and
439 on the southern flank. The total casualties are uncertain. Bergström's research indicates the total Soviet air losses between July 12 and August 18, during the German offensive and operation Kutuzov counteroffensive, were 1,104. [294] German losses Karl-Denz Frieser, who looked at the German archive record, calculated that during Operation Citadel 54,182 victims were
suffered. Of these, 9,036 were reported dead, 1,960 were reported missing and 43,159 were injured. The 9th Army suffered 23,345 casualties, while Army Group South suffered 30,837 casualties. [15] During the Soviet offensive, 111,114 victims were suffered. In the face operation Kutuzov, 14,215 men were killed, 11,300 reported missing (presumed killed or captured) and 60,549
were injured. [311] During Polkovothets Rumyantsev, 25,068 victims were incurred, including 8,933 killed and missing. Total casualties for the three fighting were about 50,000 dead or missing missing 134,000 wounded (per German military medical data). [quote needed] Panzer IV tanks destroyed in Kursk During Operation Citadel, 252 to 323 tanks and assault rifles were
destroyed. On July 5, when the Battle of Kursk began, there were only 184 operational Panthers. Within two days this had dropped to 40. [312] On 17 July 1943 after Hitler had ordered an end to the German offensive, Heinz sent Guderian in the following preliminary assessment of the Panthers: Due to enemy action and mechanical disturbances, combat strength sank rapidly
during the first days. By the evening of July 10, there were only 10 operational Panthers on the front line. 25 Panthers had been lost as total write-offs (23 were hit and burned and two had caught fire during the March approach). 100 Panthers were in need of repair (56 were damaged by hits and mines and 44 by mechanical degradation). 60 percent of mechanical failures can be
easily repaired. About 40 Panthers had already been repaired and were on their way to the front. About 25 still had not been recovered by the repair service... On the evening of July 11, 38 Panthers were operational, 31 were in total write-offs and 131 were in need of repair. A slow increase in combat power can be observed. The large number of losses by hits (81 Panthers until
July 10) testifies to the heavy fighting. [312] By July 16, the Army Group South claimed 161 tanks and 14 lost assault rifles. Until July 14, 9th Army reported that they had lost as total writedowns 41 tanks and 17 assault rifles. These losses break down as 109 Panzer IVs, 42 Panthers, 38 Panzer IIIs, 31 assault guns, 19 Elefants, 10 Tigers and three flame tanks. [313] Before the
Germans ended their offensive at Kursk, the Soviets began their counteroffensive and succeeded in pushing the Germans back into a regular retreat. For example, a report on August 11, 1943 showed that the number of total write-downs in Panthers swelled to 156, with only 9 operating. The German Army was forced into a fighting retreat and lost increasingly tanks in combat as
well as from leaving and destroying damaged vehicles. [314] Across the entire Eastern Front 50 Tiger tanks were lost during July and August, with some 240 damaged. Most of these took place during their offensive in Kursk. [315] Between 600[8] to 1,612 tanks and attack cannons sustained damage in the period from 5 to 18 July. [13] The total number of German tanks and
attack cannons destroyed in July and August along the entire Eastern Front amounts to 1,331. According to Frieser, 760 were destroyed during the Battle of Kursk. [311] Beevor writes that the Red Army had lost five armored vehicles for each German panzer destroyed. [10] Frieser reports Luftwaffe losses at 524 with 159 lost during the German offensive, 218 destroyed during
Operation Kutuzov, and another 147 lost during Operation Polkovodets Rumyantsev. [316] In reviewing the reports of the Luftwaffe quartermaster, Bergström presents several figures. Figures. 5 and July 31, Bergström defeated 681 aircraft lost or damaged (335 for Fliegerkorps VIII and 346 for Luftflotte 6) with a total of 420 being written off (192 from Fliegerkorps VIII and 229 from
Luftflotte 6). [317] Notes ^ With the final destruction of German forces in Kharkov, the Battle of Kursk came to an end. After winning the strategic initiative, the Red Army went over a 2,000 kilometer (1,200 mile) front. (Taylor &amp; Kulish 1974, p. 171). ^ The analysis as shown in Bergström (2007, pp. 127-128) is as follows: 1,030 aircraft from the 2nd Air Army and 611 from the
17th Air Army on the southern sector (Voronezh Front), and 1,151 on the northern sector (Central Front). (Bergström 2007, p. 21). ^ The analysis as in Zetterling &amp; Frankson (2000, p. 20) is as follows: 1,050 aircraft of 16th Air Army (Central Front), 881 of 2nd Air Army (Voronezh Front), 735 of 17th Air Army (only as secondary support for Voronezh Front), 563 of the 5th Air
Army (Steppe Front) and 320 of Long Range Bomber Command. ^ a b Operation Citadel refers to the German offensive from July 4 to 16, but Soviet losses are for the period of July 5-23. ^ The analysis as shown in Frieser (2007, p. 154) is as follows: 9,063 KIA, 43,159 WIA and 1,960 MIA. ^ a b The whole Battle of Kursk refers to the period of the German offensive (Operation
Citadel) and subsequent Soviet counteroffensives, from 4 July to 23 August. ^ The analysis as shown in Frieser (2007, pp. 197, 200) is as follows: 86,064, of whom 25,515 are dead or missing; Belgorod-Kharkov Offensive Operation 25,068 men, 8,933 of whom are dead or missing. ^ Figures for 5-31 July, as given by luftwaffe logistics staff (Generalquartiermeister der Luftwaffe). ^
The analysis as shown in Krivosheev (1997, pp. 132-134) is as follows: Kursk-defense: 177,847; Orel counter: 429,890; Belgorod counter: 255,566. ^ The analysis as shown in Krivosheev (1997, p. 262) is as follows: Kursk-defense; 1.614. Orel counter; 2.586. Belgorod counter; 1.864. ^ Some historians who regard Operation Citadel as a blitzkrieg attack or state intended as such
are: Lloyd Clark (Clark 2012, p. 187), Roger Moorhouse (Moorhouse 2011, p. 342), David Glantz (Glantz 1986, p. 24; Glantz &amp; House 2004, pp. 63, 78, 149, 269, 272, 280), Jonathan House (Glantz &amp; House 2004, pp. 63, 78, 149, 269, 272, 280), Hedley Paul Willmott (Willmott 1990, p. 300). Also Niklas Zetterling and Anders Frankson considered only the southern
pliers as a classic blitzkrieg attack (Zetterling &amp; Frankson 2000, p. 137). In the informal setting of the International Conference on World War II at the National WWII Museum in 2013, Robert M. Citino used the term to comment on the failure of the operation: The went wrong from the start. There was no strategic breakthrough - no blitzkrieg, no war of movement. Instead it
changed to World War I with tanks. (Citino 2013) In The Wehrmacht Retreats: Fighting a Lost War, 1943 (2012), (2012), the term blitzkrieg, instead describes Citadel as an attempt at operation in the classical tradition of Bewegungskrieg, (literally: war of movement, or maneuver warfare), culminating in a Kesselschlacht (literally: boiler battle, or battle of encirclement)(Citino 2012.)
^ Historians Steven Newton (Newton 2002) and Dieter Brand (Fire 2003) make no mention of blitzkrieg in their characterization of the operation. ^ Guderian developed and advocated the strategy to focus armored formations on the point of attack (schwerpunkt) and deep penetration. In Achtung Panzer! he described what he believed were essential elements for a successful
panzer attack. He listed three elements: surprise, commitment in mass and suitable terrain. Of these, surprise was by far the most important. (Guderian 1937, p. 205) ^ I seriously urged him to give up the plan of attack. The big stakes would certainly not give us equivalent profits. (Guderian 1952, p. 308) ^ Source includes: German Nation Archive microfilm publication T78,
Records of the German High Command (Oberkommando der Wehrmacht) Roll 343, Frames 6301178–180, confirming Hitler's teleprint messages to Rommel about strengthening southern Italy with troops already destined to be used for Citadel. ^ According to Zetterling &amp; Frankson (2000, p. 18) these figures are for July 1, 1943 and accounts are only units that eventually
fought in Operation Citadel (4th Panzer Army, part of army detachment Kempf, 2nd Army and 9th Army). The figure for German manpower refers to ration strength (which includes non-combatants and wounded soldiers still in medical facilities). The figures for rifles and mortars are estimates based on the strength and number of units planned for the operation; the figure for tanks
and attack cannons include those in workshops. ^ Over 105,000 in April and as many as 300,000 in June, according to Zetterling &amp; Frankson (2000, p. 22). ^ Nikolai Litvin, a Soviet anti-tank gunner present at the battle of Kursk, recalls his experience during the special training to overcome tankphobia. The tanks kept getting closer and closer. Some comrades got scared,
jumped out of the trenches and started running away. The commander saw who was running and quickly forced them back into the trenches, making it clear that they had to stay put. The tanks reached the trench line and, with a terrible roar, clattered overhead... It was possible to hide in a trench of a tank, pass the law over you, and stay alive. (Litvin &amp; Britton 2007, p. 12-13).
^ This order of battle does not show the entire composition of the Steppe Front. In addition to the units below, there are also the 4th Guards, 27th, 47th and 53rd Armies. (Clark 2012, p. 204). Perhaps the order of battle below only represents the formations relevant to Citadel. ^ The air operation is misunderstood in most accounts. Freya German Radar Stations at and Kharkov in
1943 had only picked up Soviet air formations approaching Belgorod and were not responsible for the failure of the entire Soviet preemptive air strike on the eve of Operation Citadel. (Bergström 2007, p. 26-27). References ^ a b c d Glantz &amp; House 2004, p. ^ a b Glantz &amp; House 1995, p. 165. ^ a b c d Frieser 2007, p. ^ Bergström 2007, pp. 123-125: Figures are from
German archives. Bundesarchiv-Militararchiv, Freiburg; Luftfahrtmuseum, Hannover-Laatzen; WASt Deutsche Dienststelle, Berlin. ^ a b c d e Glantz &amp; House 2004, p. 337. ^ Bergström 2007, pp. 127-128, are the figures of Russian archives; Russian aviation trust; Russian Central Military Archive TsAMO, Podolsk; Russian State Military Archive RGVA, Moscow; Monino Air
Force Museum, Moscow.. ^ Zetterling &amp; Frankson 2000, p. 20. ^ a b U.S. Army Concepts Analysis Agency, Kursk Operation Simulation and Confirmation Exercise - Phase III (KOSAVE II), p. 5-14 by 5-15. ^ Frieser 2007, pp. 153, 200. ^ a b c Beevor 2012, p. 485. ^ Glantz &amp; House 2004, p. 276. ^ a b Frieser 2007, p. 200. ^ a b Operation Barbarossa: Complete
Organizational and Statistical Analysis, and Military Simulation Volume I ^ Searle 2017, p. 80. ^ a b c Frieser 2007, p. 154. ^ Clark 2012, p. 408. ^ Frieser 2007, pp. 197, 200. ^ Zetterling &amp; Frankson 2000, pp. 117, 116, and end note 18: For all participating armies in the Kursk region, there were 203,000 casualties for July and August. ^ Frieser 2007, p. 201: Exact numbers
are unknown; the entire German eastern front lost 1,331 tanks and attack cannons for July and August, so the number of 760 is an estimate. ^ Töppel 2017, p. 203. ^ Bergström 2008, p. ^ Krivosheev 2001, p. Kursk. ^ a b Krivosheev 2001, p. Weapons and military equipment. Production and loss. ^ a b Frieser 2007, p. 150. ^ a b c Krivosheev 2001. ^ a b Koltunov &amp; Solovyev
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