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Abstract

The rule of law is a foundational concept of state governance, admired for its
ideals but also subject to significant controversy, particularly concerning its precise
definition. Given the complexity of this evolving field, both in theory and practice,
our article analyzes the existing academic literature on the rule of law. First and
foremost, it aims to tackle the research question of what the thematic focus is within
the rule of law literature. To accomplish this, the article extracts data from the Web
of Science (WoS) and employs a bibliometric analysis that includes topic modeling
and network analysis techniques. The article likewise presents a rich description
of the field by elucidating its intellectual structure and identifying, among other
aspects, key sources, references, and influential authors. This article serves as an
invaluable resource for those who are new to the field of the rule of law, providing

a concise and comprehensive overview of its complex landscape.
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Figure A1l: Co-citation network of references
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Note. The size of the nodes reflects total link strength — that is, nodes appear larger when they have
more or stronger connections (i.e., thicker or more numerous links) to other nodes in the network. The
layout chosen uses the VOS clustering technique with attraction of 5 and repulsion of 0. The
association strength is selected for normalizing the strength of the links between items.



Figure A2: Exclusivity vs semantic coherence across a variety of topic models
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