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1. Round 1 

1.1. Reviewer 1 

Reviewer:  

 

In the last paragraph of the abstract, you mention the importance of “extensive trade exchanges between Iraq and Iran.” 

However, no empirical or legal data is provided. Consider including trade statistics or references to treaties to strengthen this 

justification. 

In the first paragraph of the introduction, the sentence “...termination must be exercised by the party entitled to terminate, 

but its execution requires only a simple notice…” is informative but lacks citation. Please provide a reference from the CISG 

or legal commentary to support this procedural claim. 

In the paragraph beginning “In Iraq, if an economic imbalance arises…,” the discussion on the doctrine of change of 

circumstances lacks a citation from Iraqi jurisprudence or a legal scholar. Please add a citation to validate the claim. 

When you state “Article 146(2) of the Iraqi Civil Code recognizes this doctrine,” it would be helpful to quote or paraphrase 

the article text briefly, so readers understand the link between doctrine and codified law. 

Although the article discusses interpretation and gaps in CISG, there is no mention of Article 7 of the CISG, which governs 

interpretation and the use of general principles. This omission weakens the legal completeness of the CISG discussion. 

In the paragraph explaining Article 25 of the CISG, the statement “the interpretation remains ambiguous” should be 

elaborated with examples of scholarly disagreement or judicial interpretations. 
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The article references situations like “minor delays” or “time-sensitive transactions” in defining a fundamental breach, but 

does not cite any case law or arbitration awards (e.g., CLOUT cases). Including one or two real examples would significantly 

enhance this section’s impact. 

The paragraph about anticipatory breach mentions differences in Iranian civil and commercial law. However, the 

implications of these differences are not explored. Please explain how these distinctions affect international commercial 

transactions. 

 

Authors revised the manuscript and uploaded the document. 

1.2. Reviewer 2 

Reviewer:  

 

The legal definition of termination (e.g., “Statutory termination refers to situations where the law explicitly grants…”) is 

accurate, but it should be clarified with examples from CISG Articles or specific Civil Code references from Iran and Iraq. 

In several places, the term “Khiyar” is used without explanation for international readers unfamiliar with Islamic 

jurisprudence. The first usage should include a brief translation (e.g., “Khiyar (contractual option under Islamic law)”) for 

accessibility. 

While the paper promises a comparison between Iranian and Iraqi law and the CISG, the comparison lacks structured sub-

sections or tables. Consider introducing comparative tables or subsections with headings like “Termination Under Iranian Law 

vs. Iraqi Law vs. CISG.” 

In “Regarding the occurrence of a breach, this condition requires that the seller disrupts…,” the phrasing is repetitive. 

Consider revising to a more concise form such as: “A breach occurs when the seller fails to fulfill their contractual obligations.” 

The section on fundamental breach focuses primarily on the CISG and Iranian law. Please expand this section by illustrating 

how Iraqi courts or the Iraqi Civil Code approach the concept of breach. 

In the paragraph starting “The concept of anticipatory breach of contract is not explicitly recognized…,” the discussion is 

valuable but lacks specific statutory references or judicial decisions to show the claim’s grounding in Iranian law. 

 

Authors revised the manuscript and uploaded the document. 

 

2. Revised 

Editor’s decision: Accepted. 

Editor in Chief’s decision: Accepted. 

 


