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1. Round 1 

1.1. Reviewer 1 

Reviewer:  

 

Including or referencing empirical studies that directly support the claims about judicial predictability and legal realism 

would strengthen the paper's arguments. 

Elaborating on the methodology for the literature review, including search strategies and criteria for inclusion and exclusion, 

can enhance the paper's scientific rigor. 

Integrating insights from psychology, sociology, or political science on judicial behavior could enrich the discussion on the 

predictability of judicial decisions. 

Exploring the impact of technology, such as AI and machine learning, on the predictability of judicial decisions and how it 

intersects with legal realism would provide a contemporary dimension to the analysis. 

Identifying areas for future research, especially those that could empirically test the hypotheses about judicial predictability 

and legal realism, would be a valuable addition to the conclusion. 
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A comparison with other legal theories, such as legal positivism or critical legal studies, regarding judicial predictability 

could offer a more nuanced understanding of legal realism's contributions and limitations. 

Discussing the implications of legal realism for legal education, specifically on how it shapes the teaching of jurisprudence 

and legal reasoning, could add an important dimension to the paper. 

Offering specific policy recommendations for improving the predictability of judicial decisions based on the insights from 

legal realism would make the paper more practical and actionable. 

Incorporating perspectives on legal realism and judicial predictability from jurisdictions outside the United States can 

provide a more comprehensive view of the topic. 

 

Authors revised the manuscript and uploaded the document. 

 

2. Revised 

Editor’s decision: Accepted. 

Editor in Chief’s decision: Accepted. 

 


