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 This study performs a bibliometric analysis of international 

constitutional law research from 2000 to 2024 utilizing data from the 

Scopus database. The study utilizes VOSviewer and Bibliometrix to 

delineate author collaboration networks, institutional connections, and 

theme progression. Results demonstrate that constitutional law, 

human rights, jurisprudence, and constitutional courts represent the 

field's most significant themes, indicating a transition from 

conventional doctrinal discussions to multidisciplinary and global 

viewpoints. The United States, United Kingdom, Germany, Italy, and 

Spain lead in publishing production and international collaboration. 

The results underscore the globalization of constitutional study and its 

alignment with governance, rights, and transnational legality 

challenges. This research enhances comprehension of the intellectual 

framework, collaboration dynamics, and developing trends in 

constitutional law, providing valuable insights for scholars, 

institutions, and governments aiming to bolster academic 

connectedness and comparative discourse. 
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1. INTRODUCTION  

In the last twenty-five years, 

constitutional law has experienced significant 

alteration globally, influenced by democratic 

transitions, supranational integration, the 

judicialization of politics, and rapid digital 

and biosocial disruptions. Comparative 

constitutionalism now regularly addresses 

issues formerly regarded as marginal—data 

governance, emergency powers during 

pandemics, climate litigation, and the 

constitutional implications of developing 

technologies—introducing new participants 

and terminologies into constitutional 

dialogue. In conjunction with these significant 

changes, the research ecosystem has seen 

substantial expansion, as publication 

platforms, collaborative networks, and 

citation practices become increasingly 

globalized and diversified across the Global 

North and South. Bibliometric mapping—an 

organized, quantitative examination of 

publication and citation data—provides an 

effective method to delineate these 

transformations, trace intellectual 

genealogies, and pinpoint emerging themes 

and research frontiers in constitutional law 

[1], [2], [3]. 

Bibliometrics and scientific mapping 

provide a methodological framework that 

transcends narrative intuition by elucidating 
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the structure of a discipline, including its 

principal outlets, prolific authors, significant 

works, co-authorship networks, and thematic 

clusters throughout time. Instruments like 

VOSviewer and Bibliometric implement co-

citation, bibliographic coupling, and keyword 

co-occurrence to reveal hidden academic 

networks and the progression of topics, while 

metrics such as the h-index, fractional 

counting, and field-normalized citation 

impact contextualize influence comparatively 

among subdomains [4], [5], [6], [7]. In a 

domain as conceptually diverse as 

constitutional law—where doctrinal analysis 

converges with political science, sociology, 

and data studies—these techniques can 

elucidate the diffusion of ideas, the 

consolidation of debates, and the significance 

of cross-disciplinary connections [2], [8]. 

The Indonesian context amplifies the 

significance of such mapping. Since the 

Reformasi era and the four constitutional 

amendments (1999–2002), Indonesia has 

restructured its constitutional framework: 

enhancing checks and balances, solidifying 

rights, decentralizing governance, and 

establishing the Constitutional Court 

(Mahkamah Konstitusi) as the overseer of 

constitutional review. These transformations 

produced a robust research agenda 

encompassing judicial review, electoral 

disputes, regional autonomy, anti-corruption, 

and the interplay between state law and living 

law, while simultaneously linking Indonesian 

scholarship more closely to comparative and 

global discussions [9], [10], [11]. A 

bibliometric perspective can elucidate the role 

of Indonesian constitutional scholarship in 

these discussions, the issues it emphasizes, 

and the connections of its citation networks to 

worldwide literature. 

Global changes compel constitutional 

systems to address new rights claims and 

governance challenges. Content moderation 

and digital rights challenge traditional free 

speech principles; public health crises 

emphasize the separation of powers; climate 

litigation redefines intergenerational justice; 

and AI-driven monitoring threatens privacy 

and due process. These concerns resonate in 

Indonesia, such as discussions over online 

freedom of expression, personal data 

protection, and the extent of judicial review, 

prompting both domestic theorization and 

comparative analysis [12], [13], [14]. 

Bibliometric mapping enables researchers to 

monitor the adoption of these themes, 

pinpoint the predominant venues for their 

discussion, and evaluate whether Indonesian 

scholarship functions as a norm-taker, norm-

shaper, or both within the realm of global 

constitutional discourse. 

The expansion of open data and 

standardized metadata in extensive 

bibliographic databases renders complete, 

reproducible mapping achievable over 

extended periods. The extensive coverage of 

Scopus in legal scholarship, along with law-

related journals in social sciences and 

governance, facilitates longitudinal 

assessments from 2000 to 2024, including 

Indonesia's constitutional reform and the 

development of comparative constitutional 

studies. Integrating performance indicators 

(productivity, citations) with science-

mapping methodologies (co-occurrence, co-

citation, and thematic evolution) provides a 

detailed depiction of the intellectual 

framework of the field and its development 

alongside legal-institutional transformations 

[1], [2], [7], [15]. Notwithstanding the swift 

growth of constitutional law study, a 

thorough bibliometric mapping that 

concurrently delineates (a) global trends in 

constitutional law from 2000 to 2024 and (b) 

Indonesia's standing within these trends post 

its significant constitutional revisions is 

absent. Current assessments frequently use a 

narrative style, are jurisdiction-specific, or 

concentrate on doctrinal matters, lacking 

quantification of influence, collaboration, 

topic progression, or Indonesia's 

incorporation into worldwide citation and co-

authorship networks. Consequently, 

important inquiries remain unresolved: 

Which clusters prevail in global constitutional 

law? What is the evolution of themes such as 

judicial review, rights adjudication, 

emergency powers, digital rights, and 

constitutional political economy? In which 

areas does Indonesian research make the most 

significant contributions, and with whom do 
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Indonesian scholars engage in collaboration? 

Which journals and institutions underpin 

Indonesian research, and in what manner is 

this research referenced in global discourse 

[1], [2], [6]. 

This study performs a bibliometric 

analysis of constitutional law research 

published from 2000 to 2024, with two 

interconnected objectives. Initially, it 

delineates worldwide trends—principal 

journals, prolific authors and institutions, 

high-impact publications, collaboration 

networks, and theme clusters—through 

analyses of co-authorship, co-citation, 

bibliographic coupling, and keyword co-

occurrence. Secondly, it contextualizes 

Indonesia within these global dynamics by 

analyzing Indonesia-related outputs, 

prominent Indonesian authors and 

institutions, collaboration patterns, and 

thematic focuses, while also examining the 

positioning and citation of Indonesian 

research within international networks. The 

study offers a reproducible, data-driven 

overview that establishes a foundation for 

future doctrinal and empirical research, 

identifies gaps and opportunities for 

Indonesian scholars, and guides strategic 

decisions by researchers, editors, and 

policymakers concerning agenda-setting and 

capacity building in constitutional law [2], 

[15], [16]. 

 

2. METHODS  

This study employs a bibliometric 

and scientometric methodology to delineate 

the structure, evolution, and topical 

tendencies of constitutional law research 

published from 2000 to 2024. Bibliometric 

analysis entails the quantitative assessment of 

scientific publications and their citation 

trends to discern prominent authors, 

institutions, journals, and thematic clusters 

[1], [2]. Data were obtained from the Scopus 

database, chosen for its extensive 

multidisciplinary scope and reliable indexing 

of legal, social science, and governance 

journals. The search query employed various 

combinations of keywords including 

“constitutional law,” “constitutional court,” 

“judicial review,” “constitutional rights,” 
“rule of law,” and “Indonesia” in article titles, 
abstracts, and keywords. The temporal scope 

was confined to 2000–2024 to encompass the 

contemporary constitutional era that 

corresponds with worldwide democratic 

changes and Indonesia’s post-Reformasi 

constitutional revisions. Only peer-reviewed 

journal articles, reviews, and conference 

papers authored in English or Indonesian 

were included to ensure quality and 

comparability; editorials, notes, and book 

chapters were removed. 

Subsequent to data collection, the 

study performed performance analysis and 

science mapping utilizing the R-based tools 

Bibliometrix  [15] and VOSviewer [7]. 

Performance analysis assessed productivity 

and impact metrics—including total 

publications, citations, average citations per 

paper, and h-index—across authors, 

institutions, nations, and journals. Science 

mapping analyzed intellectual frameworks 

and thematic evolution by co-authorship, co-

citation, bibliographic coupling, and keyword 

co-occurrence analysis. Co-authorship 

mapping elucidated collaboration patterns 

and academic networks; co-citation and 

bibliographic coupling delineated intellectual 

influences and research horizons; whilst 

keyword co-occurrence pinpointed core and 

developing themes in constitutional law 

discourse. The application of several mapping 

methodologies facilitated triangulation and 

provided an extensive perspective on both the 

social (collaboration) and cognitive 

(knowledge) aspects of the domain [6], [8]. 

To assess Indonesia's standing in 

worldwide constitutional law research, the 

dataset was refined to include articles 

featuring "Indonesia" or "Indonesian 

Constitution" in their metadata fields. 

Comparative metrics were produced to assess 

Indonesia's publishing output, co-authorship 

trends, and topic intersections with 

worldwide research clusters. The research 

illustrated these connections via network and 

density maps, emphasizing the interaction 

between Indonesian constitutional 

scholarship and worldwide literature and 

institutions. Thematic evolution maps were 
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created to monitor topic transitions across 

time, revealing whether Indonesian research 

trends correspond with or deviate from global 

advancements—such as digital 

constitutionalism, rights adjudication, or 

judicial independence. The method 

amalgamates quantitative metrics with 

interpretive mapping, yielding both 

descriptive and structural insights into the 

globalization and localization of 

constitutional law scholarship, thereby 

establishing an evidence-based foundation for 

subsequent comparative legal research and 

policy development [1], [2], [6], [15]. 

 

3. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION  

3.1 Ironically, Network 

Visualization 

 
Figure 1. Network Visualization 

Source: Data Analysis Result, 2025 

 

The network visualization produced 

by VOSviewer illustrates the intellectual 

framework of worldwide constitutional law 

study, derived from term co-occurrence data 

spanning 2000 to 2024. Each node signifies a 

keyword, with its size denoting frequency 

throughout the dataset, and the colors 

representing clusters of associated phrases. 

Lines connecting nodes illustrate co-

occurrence relationships, indicating the 

frequency with which specific themes appear 

together in publications. This map delineates 

four primary subject clusters that encapsulate 

the disciplinary scope of constitutional law 

studies, encompassing doctrinal matters, 

human rights, jurisprudence, and applied 

policy contexts. 

The red cluster, focused on the terms 

“constitutional law,” “constitutional court,” 
and “law,” signifies the fundamental 

doctrinal and institutional aspects of the area. 

It encompasses study related to constitutional 

interpretation, court systems, judicial review, 

and the methodologies of legal reasoning in 

constitutional adjudication. This cluster 

frequently encompasses comparative 

evaluations of constitutional courts, 

examinations of the separation of powers, and 

constitutional design across various 

jurisdictions. The density of links within this 

cluster signifies that doctrinal 

constitutionalism constitutes the foundation 

of the research domain, while its associations 

with "human rights" imply a robust normative 

integration between constitutional 

interpretation and the safeguarding of 

individual rights. 

The green cluster, centered on terms 

like “jurisprudence,” “legal rights,” “civil 
rights,” “government,” and “state 
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government,” embodies the normative-

institutional and public law discourse. This 

thematic categorization highlights the 

connection between constitutionalism, 

governance, rights enforcement, and the 

regulatory function of the state. It also 

includes discussions of "due process" and 

"privacy," linking the constitutional 

framework to individual rights and principles 

of administrative law. The strong connection 

between "jurisprudence" and "civil rights" 

indicates that legal theory and rights-based 

reasoning serve as a fundamental link 

between doctrine and policy-focused 

constitutional discussions. 

The yellow cluster, characterized by 

phrases like “mentally ill persons,” “mental 
disease,” and “mental patient,” underscores a 
specific rights-oriented subdomain pertaining 

to health legislation and at-risk populations. 

This domain illustrates the increasing 

multidisciplinary intersection of 

constitutional law and bioethics, wherein 

constitutional protections are analyzed within 

the framework of healthcare, patient 

autonomy, and governmental obligations to 

marginalized populations. The relationship 

with "due process" indicates that 

constitutional protections are being 

scrutinized not only in political or civil arenas 

but also in welfare and healthcare contexts—
broadening constitutional evaluation into 

areas of social fairness and human dignity. 

The blue cluster, encompassing terms 

such as “genetics and reproduction,” 
“pregnancy,” “female,” “induced abortion,” 
and “privacy,” signifies the convergence of 
constitutional law, gender rights, and 

bioethics. It encompasses research areas 

centered on reproductive rights, bodily 

autonomy, and gender equality within 

constitutional contexts. The correlation 

between "United States" and these phrases 

reflects the primacy of American 

constitutional rhetoric in influencing global 

discussions on privacy and reproductive 

freedom. This cluster's connections to "human 

rights" and "civil rights" indicate that gender 

and reproductive autonomy are 

acknowledged as essential constitutional 

issues related to the shifting conceptions of 

liberty and equality. 

The graphic indicates that 

constitutional law study has beyond 

traditional legal doctrines, evolving into a 

multifaceted domain that intersects with 

human rights, governance, and bioethical 

issues. The robust network connectivity 

across clusters illustrates a progressively 

interdisciplinary approach, wherein 

constitutional adjudication both influences 

and is influenced by social, political, and 

ethical advancements. The positioning of 

"human rights" at the core of the map 

underlines its function as a conceptual and 

normative nexus connecting doctrinal law, 

governance, and developing social 

challenges. In Indonesia's context, this global 

framework highlights opportunities to 

enhance involvement in human rights-

focused and interdisciplinary research, 

situating national constitutional scholarship 

within wider discussions on justice, equality, 

and the safeguarding of vulnerable 

populations in the twenty-first century. 

 

 

  



West Science Law and Human Rights                                                                                                       392

   

Vol. 3, No. 04, October 2025: pp. 387-399 

3.2 Overlay Visualization 

 
Figure 2. Overlay Visualization 

Source: Data Analysis Result, 2025 

 

The overlay visualization generated 

by VOSviewer offers a temporal perspective 

on the development of constitutional law 

research from 1980 to 2024. The color 

gradient—from dark blue (previous years) to 

yellow (recent years)—depicts the temporal 

progression of themes within the discipline. 

Preliminary study (1980s–1990s), depicted in 

deeper blue, predominantly focused on 

fundamental domains including civil rights, 

legal rights, jurisprudence, and state 

governance. These subjects embody the 

traditional concerns of constitutional 

scholarship: rights adjudication, 

governmental authority, and due process. 

Throughout this period, constitutional law 

was predominantly examined through 

conventional doctrinal and theoretical 

frameworks, highlighting legal reasoning, 

judicial decision-making, and the 

safeguarding of individual rights within 

national contexts—particularly in the United 

States, which predominates the initial 

developments. 

In the 2000s, the field evolved (green 

nodes) to encompass human rights, 

governance, and constitutional law, 

signifying the emergence of comparative 

constitutionalism and the globalization of 

rights discourse. The transition signifies the 

growing interconnection between 

constitutional law, international human rights 

standards, democratic governance, and post-

authoritarian constitutional reforms globally. 

Terms such as law, freedom, and human 

exemplify the shift from exclusively local 

legal analysis to global and normative 

discussions. This period aligns with the 

worldwide proliferation of constitutional 

courts, judicial activism, and the 

implementation of bills of rights in nascent 

democracies—developments that redefined 

the parameters of constitutional adjudication 

and shaped the practice of constitutionalism 

in areas such as Asia, Latin America, and 

Eastern Europe. 

The yellow nodes, denoting the most 

recent decade (2010–2024), indicate a current 

surge of research centered on constitutional 

courts, constitutional law, and their 

institutional roles. This period signifies the 

institutionalization and maturation of 

constitutional review procedures, 

accompanied by an increasing interest in 

comparative jurisprudence, judicial 

independence, and constitutional architecture 

in developing democracies, particularly 

Indonesia following its post-Reformasi 

reforms. The emergence of contemporary 

terminology related to "constitutional court" 
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highlights a transition from theoretical 

discussion to empirical and functional 

examination of how courts interpret, enforce, 

and occasionally modify constitutions in 

practice. The overlay map illustrates a 

temporal shift from classical rights-based 

jurisprudence to contemporary constitutional 

adjudication and governance-oriented 

analysis, emphasizing the evolution of 

constitutional law from a domestic legal 

doctrine to a globally interconnected, 

interdisciplinary domain that encompasses 

law, politics, and human rights. 

 

3.3 Citation Analysis 

An analysis of citations for the 10 

most significant publications in constitutional 

law research uncovers the philosophical 

foundations and developing perspectives that 

have influenced worldwide debate in the 

discipline. These extensively referenced 

books constitute essential contributions that 

delineate the parameters of constitutional 

theory, judicial practice, and the normative 

relationship among law, democracy, and 

governance. These studies encompass 

subjects such as judicial review, legitimacy, 

the constitutionalization of international law, 

and proportionality in rights adjudication, 

collectively highlighting the profound 

interrelation between constitutional design 

and the wider socio-political framework. 

Their lasting influence—demonstrated by 

citation counts beyond hundreds—reflects the 

evolution of constitutional study into a 

multidisciplinary domain that connects 

jurisprudence, political philosophy, and 

global governance. 

 

Table 1. Top Cited Research 

Citations Authors and year Title 

1022 Waldron, J. The core of the case against judicial review 

537 Smith, R.M. 
Stories of peoplehood: The politics and morals of political 

membership 

325 Hirschl, R. The judicialization of mega-politics and the rise of political courts 

323 Peters, A. 
Compensatory Constitutionalism: The Function and Potential of 

Fundamental International Norms and Structures 

311 Fallon Jr., R.H. Legitimacy and the constitution 

256 
Klabbers, J., Peters, A., 

Ulfstein, G. 
The Constitutionalization of International Law 

251 Tsakyrakis, S. Proportionality: An assault on human rights? 

229 Schofield, P. Utility and Democracy: The Political Thought of Jeremy Bentham 

228 Shapiro, I. The state of democratic theory 

208 Benvenisti, E. 
Reclaiming democracy: The strategic uses of foreign and international 

law by national courts 

Source: Scopus, 2025

 

At the pinnacle of the citation 

hierarchy, Jeremy Waldron’s “The Core of the 
Case Against Judicial Review”  [17] serves as 

a fundamental text in modern constitutional 

discourse, contesting the normative rationale 

for unelected judges to annul democratic 

decisions. Waldron's approach 

reconceptualizes judicial review as a 

democratic quandary instead of a protective 

measure, inciting much discourse on 

constitutional legitimacy and the boundaries 

of judicial authority. In addition to this 

normative critique, R.M. Smith’s “Stories of 

Peoplehood” [18] and I. Shapiro’s “The State 
of Democratic Theory”  [19]examine the 

ethical and political aspects of constitutional 

identity and collective belonging, framing 

constitutionalism as a legal and cultural 

construct. Ran Hirschl’s “The Judicialization 
of Mega-Politics”  [20] signifies a pivotal 

transition to empirical constitutional 

sociology, elucidating how courts 

increasingly adjudicate political and moral 

disputes—a phenomenon highly pertinent to 

nascent democracies, such as Indonesia’s 
post-Reformasi constitutional context. 
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Enhancing the discourse, Anne 

Peters’ “Compensatory Constitutionalism” 
[21] and the joint publication by Klabbers, 

Peters, and Ulfstein [21]  broaden 

constitutional reasoning beyond the nation-

state, examining the manner in which 

international norms and institutions attain 

constitutional characteristics—a phenomenon 

frequently referred to as the 

constitutionalization of international law. 

This international shift underscores the 

dissemination of constitutional values, 

including legitimacy, proportionality, and 

accountability, throughout global 

government frameworks. The conflict 

between universalist inclinations and 

domestic autonomy is encapsulated in 

Tsakyrakis' striking critique, 

“Proportionality: An Assault on Human 
Rights?” [22] , which interrogates whether 

balancing procedures undermine the moral 

authority of rights protection. Fallon Jr.’s 
“Legitimacy and the Constitution”  [23] 

integrates procedural, sociological, and moral 

theories of legitimacy, acting as a conduit 

between democratic theory and constitutional 

doctrine. 

The incorporation of Schofield’s 
“Utility and Democracy” [24] and 

Benvenisti’s “Reclaiming Democracy”  [25] 

signifies the broadening of constitutional law 

studies into historical and strategic realms. 

Schofield reexamines Benthamite 

utilitarianism to elucidate the philosophical 

foundations of contemporary democratic 

constitutionalism, whereas Benvenisti 

investigates the strategic interactions of 

national courts with international law to 

bolster domestic democratic governance. 

Collectively, these books encapsulate the 

intellectual scope of modern constitutional 

law—integrating philosophical exploration, 

empirical examination, and international 

governance. This bibliometric analysis utilizes 

the citation profile as both an indicator of 

academic impact and a conceptual 

framework, positioning Indonesia’s 
developing constitutional discourse within a 

wider context of worldwide theoretical and 

institutional advancements. 

 

3.4 Density Visualization 

 
Figure 3. Density Visualization 

Source: Data Analysis Result, 2025 

 

The density visualization produced 

by VOSviewer illustrates the most prevalent 

and thematically significant keywords in 

worldwide constitutional law study from 

2000 to 2024. The bright yellow zones signify 

regions of elevated research intensity and 

academic attention, whereas the green and 

blue zones denote diminished emphasis and 

marginal involvement. The map reveals that 

the key focal areas—“constitutional law,” 
“constitutional court,” “human rights,” and 
“jurisprudence”—indicate a robust 



West Science Law and Human Rights                                                                                                       395

   

Vol. 3, No. 04, October 2025: pp. 387-399 

foundation in doctrinal analysis, institutional 

examination, and normative rights discourse. 

These domains represent the intellectual 

nucleus of modern constitutional study, 

where discussions on judicial review, 

constitutional interpretation, and the 

safeguarding of human rights intersect. The 

proximity of "constitutional law" and "human 

rights" signifies the growing convergence 

between national constitutional systems and 

international human rights frameworks, 

especially in post-authoritarian and 

democratizing nations. 

Encircling these primary nodes are 

subordinate clusters like “civil rights,” “legal 
rights,” “government,” “state government,” 
and “united states,” which constitute the 
historical and jurisdictional foundation of the 

discipline. Concurrently, terminology such as 

“mental patient,” “privacy,” “pregnancy,” 
and “induced abortion” exemplify the 
developing multidisciplinary connections 

among constitutional law, health rights, and 

bioethics. The graphic gradient indicates that 

constitutional law research has progressed 

from theoretical abstraction to the 

examination of practical, socially integrated 

issues. This signifies an expansion of the 

research scope—from conventional legal 

doctrine to human-centered and rights-

oriented constitutional practice. The density 

map encapsulates the intellectual 

consolidation of constitutional jurisprudence 

and its diversification into intricate, real-

world difficulties, highlighting the field’s 
dynamic adaptability to changing global and 

national settings. 

 

 

3.5 Co-Authorship Network 

 
Figure 4. Author Visualization 

Source: Data Analysis Result, 2025 

 

The depiction of the author co-

authorship network elucidates the 

collaborative framework among prominent 

researchers in constitutional law. The clusters 

reveal that the field is defined by distinct yet 

loosely affiliated research communities, with 

notable individuals like Tom Ginsburg and 

Mark V. Tushnet occupying central roles due 

to their significant impact on comparative 

constitutional studies and judicial review 

scholarship. Their closeness and numerous 

connections indicate that their writings are 

often mentioned in conjunction and constitute 

a unified intellectual tradition centered on 

constitutional architecture, democracy, and 

judicial action. Simultaneously, other 

clusters—represented by academics such as 

Ernst Ulrich Petersmann, Cristina Fasone, and 

Philipp Dann—exhibit specialized research 

domains, encompassing the 
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constitutionalization of international law, 

European integration, and global 

constitutionalism. The weak links among 

these clusters suggest that, although 

collaboration within each discipline is robust, 

cross-collaboration across distinct theoretical 

or geographical traditions is constrained. This 

fragmentation indicates that constitutional 

law study, while globally pertinent, functions 

inside regional and theme silos, where 

fostering dialogues between comparative, 

transnational, and institutional perspectives 

present substantial prospects for future 

scholarly integration. 

 
Figure 5. Affiliation Visualization 

Source: Data Analysis Result, 2025 

 

The institutional co-authorship 

visualization depicts the global academic 

network supporting modern constitutional 

law research. The map illustrates multiple 

prominent institutional clusters spearheaded 

by prestigious law schools—Harvard Law 

School, Yale University, and the University of 

Chicago Law School—which serve as pivotal 

centers in the worldwide citation and 

collaboration network. These institutions are 

intricately linked, demonstrating their 

enduring influence in the domains of 

comparative constitutionalism, judicial 

review theory, and studies of constitutional 

governance. Their collaborations with 

institutions like UNSW Sydney, the 

University of Melbourne, and Sant’Anna 
Scuola Universitaria (Italy) demonstrate an 

expanding geographical diversification of 

scholarship, establishing robust connections 

among North America, Europe, and Oceania. 

Simultaneously, institutions such as 

King’s College London, KU Leuven, and 
George Mason University serve as secondary 

hubs in Europe and America, concentrating 

on subjects such European constitutional 

integration, transnational governance, and 

international constitutional law. The relative 

seclusion of the University of California 

system on the left side of the figure indicates 

a robust regional cluster with restricted inter-

institutional interaction in contrast to the 

transatlantic core dominated by Harvard and 

Yale. This picture illustrates that the epicenter 

of constitutional law study is predominantly 

situated in Anglo-American university, 

however it is gradually expanding into 

European and Asia-Pacific cooperation. The 

pattern highlights a progressive shift towards 

global academic integration, wherein 

constitutional discussions are increasingly 

shaped by international scholarly interactions 

and comparative viewpoints. 
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Figure 6. Country Visualization 

Source: Data Analysis Result, 2025 

 

The national collaboration network 

illustrates the worldwide distribution and 

interconnection of constitutional law research 

among countries. The depiction designates 

the United States, United Kingdom, Italy, 

Spain, and Germany as the preeminent and 

cooperative centers, as evidenced by their 

bigger node sizes and dense connections. The 

United States leads in publication production 

and international co-authorship, acting as the 

primary hub linking several continents. This 

underscores the prominence of American 

legal academia and its significant 

involvement in comparative constitutional 

studies. The United Kingdom and Germany 

establish robust transnational connections, 

integrating European, North American, and 

Asia-Pacific research networks, especially via 

academic collaborations and worldwide law 

review publications. 

Regional clusters underscore the 

diversification of constitutional studies 

beyond conventional Western hubs. Italy and 

Spain serve as crucial links in Southern 

Europe and Latin America, exemplifying the 

emergence of constitutional discussions in the 

Ibero-American and Mediterranean areas. 

Countries like Chile, Argentina, and Peru 

demonstrate increasing contributions, 

signifying the rise of Latin America as a 

significant locus for rights-based 

constitutional change and comparative 

jurisprudence. Similarly, Australia, Canada, 

and Japan enhance the trans-Pacific network, 

whilst Germany and France uphold intra-

European academic cooperation. The overall 

structure indicates that although 

constitutional law research is primarily rooted 

in the Global North, it is progressively 

transforming into a polycentric and globally 

interconnected domain, with a growing array 

of intellectual contributions from various 

jurisdictions that enhance comparative 

insights on constitutionalism and democratic 

governance. 

 

Discussions 

Practical Implications 

The results of this bibliometric 

mapping provide several practical 

consequences for policymakers, academic 

institutions, and legal professionals. The 

identification of predominant clusters—such 

as constitutional law, human rights, and 

judicial review—underscores critical thematic 

domains where international collaboration 

can be strategically enhanced. Policymakers 

and research funders might utilize this 

information to facilitate international research 

collaborations, namely connecting researchers 

from the Global South, such as those from 

Indonesia or Latin America, with prominent 
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institutions in the United States, United 

Kingdom, and continental Europe. Secondly, 

law schools and research institutions can 

leverage these insights to formulate 

curriculum revisions and research initiatives 

that correspond with emerging global trends, 

including digital constitutionalism, the 

constitutionalization of international law, and 

the safeguarding of rights within the realms of 

technology and global health governance. 

This study visualizes institutional and 

country networks, offering a framework for 

institutional benchmarking and collaboration, 

enabling universities and research institutes 

to identify potential co-authors, journals, and 

funding networks to improve their global 

visibility in constitutional law scholarship. 

 

Theoretical Contributions 

This study theoretically enhances the 

meta-analysis of constitutional law as a 

developing academic field, connecting legal 

theory with empirical bibliometrics. It 

illustrates that constitutional law research is 

no longer limited to normative and doctrinal 

frameworks but is increasingly influenced by 

interdisciplinary and global factors. The 

mapping illustrates the evolution of 

constitutional law into a hybrid discipline, 

intertwining jurisprudence, political science, 

international relations, and human rights 

studies, thereby offering empirical validation 

for ideas of global constitutionalism (Peters, 

2016; Klabbers et al., 2009). This study 

enhances the theoretical comprehension of 

information distribution and the formation of 

epistemic communities in legal scholarship by 

quantifying authorship, institutional 

collaboration, and topic progression. The 

temporal evolution patterns depicted in the 

overlay map corroborate the theory of 

judicialization of politics (Hirschl, 2004), 

illustrating the academic shift from civil rights 

and jurisprudence in the 1980s and 1990s to 

judicial activism and constitutional court 

studies in the 2000s and 2020s. This research 

enhances theoretical frameworks on the 

globalization of legal knowledge and the 

dynamics of intellectual power in public law. 

 

 

Limitations and Future Research 

This study, despite its analytical 

depth, encounters some constraints intrinsic 

to bibliometric methodologies. The 

dependence on the Scopus database, while 

extensive, may omit important constitutional 

scholarship published in non-indexed 

regional journals or non-English languages, 

thereby potentially underrepresenting 

contributions from developing regions like 

Southeast Asia, Africa, and Eastern Europe. 

Secondly, bibliometric analysis quantifies 

relationships (e.g., citation frequency, co-

authorship) but may inadequately represent 

qualitative subtleties such as jurisprudential 

originality, contextual depth, or the 

normative impact of certain works. Third, 

although the study delineates collaboration 

networks, it fails to investigate the causative 

mechanisms underlying them, such 

legislative reforms, judicial trends, or 

academic funding systems that influence co-

authorship patterns. Future research may 

incorporate content analysis, network 

ethnography, or citation-context analysis to 

examine the significant impact of prominent 

scholars and institutions. Incorporating 

Google Scholar, Web of Science, and regional 

repositories into the dataset would augment 

inclusivity and provide a more equitable 

representation of global constitutional law 

research, particularly from emerging 

academic communities like Indonesia, Latin 

America, and Sub-Saharan Africa. 

 

4. CONCLUSION  

This bibliometric analysis of 

constitutional law research (2000–2024) 

demonstrates a dynamic and evolving 

academic discipline increasingly influenced 

by global collaboration, multidisciplinary 

integration, and theme diversification. The 

analysis delineates constitutional law, human 

rights, and judicial review as the foundational 

elements of the discipline, while emerging 

fields such as digital rights, bioethics, and 

global constitutionalism are increasingly 

acquiring significance. The United States, 

United Kingdom, Germany, Italy, and Spain 

serve as primary contributors, establishing a 
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transnational academic network that 

integrates comparative, doctrinal, and 

normative traditions. Indonesia and other 

developing countries possess increasing 

capacity to engage in this global dialogue, 

especially through post-authoritarian and 

rights-oriented constitutional research. The 

study demonstrates that constitutional law 

has evolved from a predominantly domestic 

and theoretical emphasis to an internationally 

interconnected and empirically substantiated 

domain, hence affirming its significance as a 

fundamental element of democratic 

governance and legal modernization. 

 

REFERENCES 

[1] I. Zupic and T. Čater, “Bibliometric methods in management and organization,” Organ. Res. methods, vol. 18, no. 3, 

pp. 429–472, 2015. 

[2] N. Donthu, S. Kumar, D. Mukherjee, N. Pandey, and W. M. Lim, “How to conduct a bibliometric analysis: An 
overview and guidelines,” J. Bus. Res., vol. 133, pp. 285–296, 2021. 

[3] E. Garfield, “Citation analysis as a tool in journal evaluation: Journals can be ranked by frequency and impact of 
citations for science policy studies.,” Science (80-. )., vol. 178, no. 4060, pp. 471–479, 1972. 

[4] J. E. Hirsch, “An index to quantify an individual’s scientific research output,” Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci., vol. 102, no. 46, 

pp. 16569–16572, 2005. 

[5] A. S. Rowi, M. A. Wahyudi, T. Oswari, and B. Purwoko, “The Role of Digital Marketing Strategies in Enhancing 
Customer Engagement and Brand Loyalty: A Study of E-Commerce Platforms,” Int. J. Business, Law, Educ., vol. 5, no. 

2, pp. 2778–2788, 2024. 

[6] L. Waltman, “A review of the literature on citation impact indicators,” J. Informetr., vol. 10, no. 2, pp. 365–391, 2016. 

[7] N. Van Eck and L. Waltman, “Software survey: VOSviewer, a computer program for bibliometric mapping,” 
Scientometrics, vol. 84, no. 2, pp. 523–538, 2010. 

[8] K. Börner, C. Chen, and K. W. Boyack, “Visualizing knowledge domains,” Annu. Rev. Inf. Sci. Technol., vol. 37, no. 1, 

pp. 179–255, 2003. 

[9] T. Ginsburg, Judicial review in new democracies: Constitutional courts in Asian cases. Cambridge University Press, 2003. 

[10] S. H. Jimly Asshiddiqie, Konstitusi dan konstitusionalisme Indonesia. Sinar Grafika, 2021. 

[11] S. Butt and T. Lindsey, The constitution of Indonesia: a contextual analysis. Bloomsbury Publishing, 2012. 

[12] D. Kaye, “Speech police: The global struggle to govern the Internet,” (No Title), 2019. 

[13] J. M. Balkin, “Free speech in the algorithmic society: Big data, private governance, and new school speech regulation,” 
UCDL rev., vol. 51, p. 1149, 2017. 

[14] D. Landau and R. Dixon, “Restorative Constitutionalism,” Wash. Lee L. Rev., vol. 81, p. 455, 2024. 

[15] M. Aria and C. Cuccurullo, “bibliometrix: An R-tool for comprehensive science mapping analysis,” J. Informetr., vol. 

11, no. 4, pp. 959–975, 2017. 

[16] N. J. van Eck and L. Waltman, “How to normalize cooccurrence data? An analysis of some well‐known similarity 
measures,” J. Am. Soc. Inf. Sci. Technol., vol. 60, no. 8, pp. 1635–1651, 2009. 

[17] J. Waldron, “The core of the case against judicial review,” DIREITO GV L. Rev., vol. 18, p. 1, 2022. 

[18] R. M. Smith, Stories of peoplehood: The politics and morals of political membership. Cambridge University Press, 2003. 

[19] I. Shapiro, The state of democratic theory. Princeton University Press, 2009. 

[20] R. Hirschl, “The judicialization of mega-politics and the rise of political courts,” Annu. Rev. Polit. Sci., vol. 11, no. 1, 

pp. 93–118, 2008. 

[21] J. Klabbers, A. Peters, and G. Ulfstein, The constitutionalization of international law. OUP Oxford, 2009. 

[22] S. Tsakyrakis, “Proportionality: An assault on human rights?,” Int. J. Const. Law, vol. 7, no. 3, pp. 468–493, 2009. 

[23] R. H. Fallon Jr, “Legitimacy and the Constitution,” Harv. L. Rev., vol. 118, p. 1787, 2004. 

[24] P. Schofield, Utility and democracy: The political thought of Jeremy Bentham. OUP Oxford, 2006. 

[25] E. Benvenisti, “Reclaiming democracy: the strategic uses of foreign and international law by national courts,” Am. J. 

Int. Law, vol. 102, no. 2, pp. 241–274, 2008. 

 

 


