
I J A R S C T    

    

 

               International Journal of Advanced Research in Science, Communication and Technology 

                             International Open-Access, Double-Blind, Peer-Reviewed, Refereed, Multidisciplinary Online Journal 

Volume 6, Issue 10, June 2026 

 Copyright to IJARSCT      DOI: 10.48175/IJARSCT-37220   179 

   www.ijarsct.co.in  

 
 
 

ISSN: 2581-9429 Impact Factor: 8.2 

 

Lawbook: AI-Driven Solution for Virtual Moot 

Court Training 
Supriya Balote, Rudra Hatte, Yash Warunkshe, Srujan Deshmankar, Vedant Kugaonkar 

Artificial Intelligence and Data Science 

PES's Modern College of Engineering, Pune, India 

supriya.balote@moderncoe.edu.in, rudrarh1806@gmail.com 

yash.s.war63@gmail.com, srujandeshmankar13@gmail.com, vedant.kugaonkar@gmail.com 

 

Abstract: This study addresses the persistent gap between theoretical legal education and practical 

courtroom competency. While law schools emphasize doctrinal analysis, students often lack structured 

training in advocacy, reasoning, and procedural abilities. Existing solutions, such as physical moot 

courts and internships, are limited in terms of accessibility. To overcome these limitations, this study 

proposes Lawbook, an interactive Virtual Moot Court ecosystem operating in Solo, Dual, and Trio 

modes. The system integrates structured courtroom simulations, domain-adaptive AI support, precedent-

grounded reasoning, and role-based performance evaluations. It further includes a recruiter-facing 

module that links demonstrable advocacy skills to employment opportunities. By combining artificial 

intelligence with structured legal pedagogy, Lawbook aims to democratize experiential legal training 

and support the development of practice-ready law graduates.  
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I. INTRODUCTION 

A.  Background 

Legal education is the foundation of a robust justice system. In many countries, including India, law schools focus 

heavily on teaching legal theory and analyzing written judgments. While this gives students a good knowledge base, it 

does not always prepare them for the real work of a lawyer, which involves arguing cases, thinking on their feet, and 

responding to opposing counsels. There is a growing demand for "practice-ready" lawyers, but traditional methods, 

such as physical moot courts, are expensive and can accommodate only a few students at a time. Consequently, many 

students graduate without ever having argued a full case in a simulated environment. 

 

B.  Problem Statement 

The "theory-practice gap" results in law graduates who understand the law but cannot apply it effectively. Traditional 

skill acquisition methodologies have certain limitations. Manual feedback from professors is often delayed, 

inconsistent, or unavailable because of high student-to-faculty ratios. Furthermore, the legal recruitment process relies 

heavily on grades and university rankings, which are often poor predictors of actual professional competency. Existing 

technological solutions often fall into two categories: static databases that provide information but no interaction, or 

generic chatbots that lack specific legal grounding and often "hallucinate" incorrect facts. An immediate requirement 

exists for an automated solution that enforces strict procedural discipline, mirroring real court stages while providing 

reliable, data-backed feedback. 

 

C.  Goals and Objectives 

This study aims to address the theory–practice gap in legal education by developing a technology-enabled ecosystem 

that supports structured courtroom simulations and skills-based evaluations. 
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 To develop an AI-powered platform that bridges the gap between legal theory and practical courtroom 

experiences. 

 To provide a Virtual Moot Court environment where law students can practice legal proceedings, receive AI-

generated feedback, and improve their advocacy skills. 

 To implement AI-based performance analytics that evaluate argument quality, reasoning skills, and legal 

presentation for personalized improvement. 

 To enable career networking by connecting students with recruiters who assess real-world performance rather 

than relying solely on academic records. 

 To promote legal literacy and constitutional awareness among students and the general public through 

simplified and interactive learning methods. 

 

II.  LITERATURE SURVEY 

The integration of technology into legal education is not merely a trend but a necessary response to the widening chasm 

between academic instruction and professional reality. This study provides a critical analysis of existing research, 

categorizing the evolution of legal educational technology into four distinct phases: the identification of the skills 

deficit, the era of immersive virtual reality (VR), the advent of autonomous AI agents, and the emergence of domain-

specific models for the Indian legal context. 

 

A.  The Pedagogical Crisis: The Theory-Practice Gap 

The foundational motivation for any legal ed-tech intervention lies in the persistent "skills deficit" characterizing 

modern law graduates. A critical appraisal of skills-based legal education in India highlights that, despite regulatory 

mandates by the Bar Council of India, legal pedagogy remains predominantly theoretical in orientation. Although 

clinical legal education (CLE) frameworks exist at the policy level, their implementation is frequently superficial and 

lacks the structured, supervised practice required to build courtroom competency [1]. 

This critique is reinforced by an earlier examination of the transformation of Indian legal education, which 

distinguishes between doctrinal learning and professional skill development. The analysis explains that the traditional 

"case method" is effective in teaching students what the law is, but does not adequately prepare them for how to 

practice law. Essential courtroom competencies such as real-time reasoning, structured argument development, 

persuasive narration, and responding to judicial interventions cannot be developed through passive classroom study 

alone [2]. 

The discussion on reforming legal education has also been extended to the global context through scholarship 

examining the future of the legal profession under technological transformation. The literature anticipates a significant 

paradigm shift driven by increasing demands for efficiency, accessibility, and cost-effectiveness in legal services. 

Future lawyers must develop technological competence and the ability to work alongside intelligent systems [3]. 

 

B.  The Immersive Turn: Virtual Reality (VR) in Law 

To address the theory–practice gap, researchers have explored the use of Virtual Reality (VR) to simulate courtroom 

environments. A notable study on VR-based moot court systems utilized advanced game engines and realistic character 

modeling technologies to create an immersive trial simulation experience. The findings indicated that high-fidelity 

environments enhanced student engagement and increased the psychological sense of presence within simulated 

proceedings. However, the study also highlighted significant limitations related to accessibility and scalability. The 

reliance on high-end graphical processing units and specialized VR hardware makes widespread adoption challenging, 

particularly for institutions and students in developing regions [4]. 

Similarly, research has explored the integration of VR with basic artificial intelligence to enhance legal education 

through immersive simulation environments. The study demonstrated that VR technology can effectively replicate the 
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ceremonial and procedural atmosphere of courtroom proceedings. However, high development costs and dependence 

on specialized hardware create significant barriers to entry [5]. 

Critique: While these VR systems solve the problem of "visual immersion," they fail to solve the problem of 

"intellectual interaction." A student might feel like they are in a court, but if the system cannot intelligently debate with 

them, the pedagogical value is limited to procedural familiarity rather than argumentation skills. Furthermore, the cost 

of VR hardware makes these solutions elitist and non-scalable for the Indian market. The proposed Lawbook system 

addresses this by opting for a web-based interface, ensuring that the simulation is accessible on standard laptops while 

focusing on intellectual immersion through AI dialogue rather than visual immersion through graphics. 

 

C.  The Era of Autonomous Agents and Simulation 

Moving beyond visual simulation, recent research has focused on Agentic AI systems capable of simulating distinct 

human roles within structured environments. A proposed multi-agent architecture assigned separate Large Language 

Models to roles such as Judge, Prosecutor, and Defense Attorney, demonstrating that AI systems could model the 

dynamic turn-taking and procedural flow of a trial [6]. 

However, the study also highlighted important limitations related to hallucination and jurisdictional dependency. The 

model was primarily trained on region-specific legal data, which limited the transferability of its reasoning patterns to 

common law systems such as India’s. Furthermore, although the agents were capable of generating fluent legal 

arguments, they frequently produced hallucinated legal facts when responding to complex or unfamiliar issues [6]. 

The issue of hallucination has also been empirically examined in research evaluating the performance of generative AI 

systems in competitive moot court environments. While the systems achieved average to superior scores in drafting 

written submissions, evaluators identified persistent shortcomings, including factual inaccuracies, citation of non-

existent precedents, and insufficient depth in doctrinal reasoning [7]. 

Critique: These studies collectively demonstrate that generic large language models are insufficient for structured legal 

training, as they often prioritize linguistic fluency over factual and doctrinal accuracy. Accordingly, the proposed 

system adopts a Retrieval-Augmented Generation (RAG) architecture, which requires the model to retrieve and 

reference verified case law before producing a response, directly addressing the hallucination and citation reliability 

concerns identified in prior research [7]. 

 

D.  Legal AI in the Indian Context 

The application of artificial intelligence to the specific nuances of Indian law is a relatively recent but rapidly 

expanding area of research [8]. A significant contribution in this domain introduced a large-scale dataset comprising 

tens of thousands of Indian Supreme Court and High Court judgments and developed a domain-adapted fine-tuned 

model trained specifically on Indian legal material. The results demonstrated that the fine-tuned model significantly 

outperformed general models in understanding Indian legal terminology and doctrinal distinctions, including nuanced 

classifications within the Indian Penal Code [8]. 

Critique: While this research effectively addressed the domain-knowledge problem for Indian law, its primary objective 

was judgment prediction rather than pedagogical skill development. At present, no integrated framework combines 

domain-specific fine-tuning for Indian law with a structured simulation-based intelligent tutoring environment. This 

gap directly informs the foundation of Lawbook [8]. 

 

E.  Ethics and Algorithmic Bias 

Recent scholarship has examined the risks of algorithmic bias in AI-driven legal tools, noting that models trained on 

historical judgments may inadvertently reproduce embedded social biases, including those related to gender or caste. 

Such risks raise serious concerns when AI systems are used in educational or evaluative settings [9]. 

Critique: This body of literature necessitates the incorporation of an ethical guardrail layer within AI-assisted legal 

training systems. Accordingly, the proposed architecture employs a RAG mechanism to ensure that every AI-generated 
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response is traceable to a specific retrieved legal source, promoting transparency, acc

unchecked black-box bias [9]. 

This section details the operational workflow and technical architecture of the proposed system.

A.  Working Flow of Lawbook 

The workflow is designed to mirror the procedural 

litigation. 

1)  Authentication and Role Assignment:

The workflow begins when a user logs into the platform. The Authentication module verifies user credentials a

the registered database and assigns role-based access control upon successful verification. Students are granted access 

to the Virtual Moot Court interface and performance dashboard, while recruiters are directed to the job portal module. 

This separation ensures secure, structured, and purpose

2)  Case Type and Case Selection: 

Upon entering the Moot Court interface, the student first selects a case type (e.g., criminal, constitutional, civil). A 

specific case scenario is then chosen from the structured Case Repository. The system retrieves foundational case 

information, including factual background and issue framing. This case context remains fixed for the duration of the 

hearing and forms the basis for all subsequent arguments and evaluation.

3)  Mode Selection and Role Assignment:

Once the case is selected, the student chooses the desired mode of participation:

 Solo Mode (Student vs AI) 

 Dual Mode (Student vs Student) 

 Trio Mode (Two Advocates + One Student Judg

After selecting the mode, each participant selects their specific role for that session. In adversarial formats, students 

choose to argue as either the Appellant Lawyer or the Respondent Lawyer. In Trio Mode, one participant may assume 
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III.  METHODOLOGY 

This section details the operational workflow and technical architecture of the proposed system. 

The workflow is designed to mirror the procedural rigor of a real court, ensuring students learn the correct sequence of 

 
Fig. 1.  Flow Diagram 

1)  Authentication and Role Assignment: 

The workflow begins when a user logs into the platform. The Authentication module verifies user credentials a

based access control upon successful verification. Students are granted access 

to the Virtual Moot Court interface and performance dashboard, while recruiters are directed to the job portal module. 

ation ensures secure, structured, and purpose-driven interaction within the ecosystem. 

Upon entering the Moot Court interface, the student first selects a case type (e.g., criminal, constitutional, civil). A 

scenario is then chosen from the structured Case Repository. The system retrieves foundational case 

information, including factual background and issue framing. This case context remains fixed for the duration of the 

sequent arguments and evaluation. 

3)  Mode Selection and Role Assignment: 

Once the case is selected, the student chooses the desired mode of participation: 

Trio Mode (Two Advocates + One Student Judge) 

After selecting the mode, each participant selects their specific role for that session. In adversarial formats, students 

choose to argue as either the Appellant Lawyer or the Respondent Lawyer. In Trio Mode, one participant may assume 
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the role of Judge, while the remaining two act as opposing counsel. This explicit role choice strengthens experiential 

learning and mirrors formal appellate court structures. 

4)  Procedural Staging: 

Lawbook enforces procedural stages similar to real court practice: Opening Statements → Framing of Issues → Main 

Arguments (Appellant and Respondent) → Rebuttals → Sur-Rebuttals → Final Submissions → Judgment. Each phase 

must be completed sequentially, ensuring procedural discipline and realistic simulation. 

5)  Argument Submission and Processing: 

During argument stages, students may submit content through typed input or oral delivery. When speech mode is used, 

a speech-to-text engine converts spoken arguments into structured text format. The text is then contextually processed, 

indexed to the participant's role and procedural stage, and converted into internal representations for analysis. 

6)  AI-Supported Analysis and Context Alignment: 

Depending on the selected mode, the AI component engages at different levels: 

In Solo Mode, the AI generates structured counter-arguments stage by stage. 

In Dual Mode, arguments from both participants are accumulated and analyzed after completion of proceedings. 

In Trio Mode, AI operates as an analytical assistant, providing structured insights to support the Student-Judge’s 

evaluation. 

To ensure reliability, the system aligns arguments with relevant prior cases through semantic similarity mechanisms 

before generating responses. 

7)  Verdict and Evaluation Process: 

In accordance with standard judicial procedure, the verdict is delivered only after the completion of all argument stages. 

Evaluation begins once Final Submissions are completed. The system analyzes the full transcript of proceedings and 

generates a reasoned outcome grounded in the arguments provided. This approach reflects real judicial processes, 

where decisions are made after comprehensive review rather than during ongoing submissions. 

8)  Performance Evaluation and Recruitment: 

Following judgment, structured Performance Reports are generated. Arguing participants receive evaluations based on 

reasoning structure, clarity, and procedural coherence. In Trio Mode, the Student-Judge receives additional feedback 

assessing analytical depth and impartial reasoning. Reports are stored securely and may optionally be shared with 

recruiters through the integrated Job Portal, transforming moot participation into measurable professional competency. 

 

B.  System Architecture 

The overall architecture of Lawbook is designed as a layered, modular system to ensure scalability, role separation, and 

structured processing. As illustrated in Fig. 2, the framework is composed of four primary layers: Web Interface Layer, 

Application Layer, AI Analysis Layer, and Database & Output Layer. 

1)  Web Interface Layer: 

The Web Interface Layer manages all user-facing interactions and is divided into two primary access channels: (i) 

Student Web Interface, which provides access to the dashboard, Moot Court interface, performance tracking, and job 

browsing functionality; and (ii) Recruiter Web Interface, which enables job postings, candidate search, and access to 

shared performance reports. This separation ensures role-based access while maintaining a unified platform structure. 

 

2)  Application Layer: 

The Application Layer acts as the coordination backbone of the system. It includes: (i) Authentication Module, 

handling user login, session management, and role-based access control; (ii) Moot Court Service Module, managing 

case selection, argument submission, and speech-to-text integration; and (iii) Career Service Module, overseeing job 

management, application processing, and candidate-recruiter matching. 
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3)  AI Judge Analysis Layer: 

The AI Judge Analysis Layer performs structured reasoning and evaluat

from the application layer, it undergoes three primary analytical stages: Argument Evaluation, Verdict Generation, and 

Feedback Generation. This modular decomposition ensures that reasoning, outcome determination

insights remain logically separated. 

4)  Database and File Storage Layer: 

The Database Layer maintains persistent system records and is responsible for storing user data, case repositories, 

argument transcripts, performance reports, and j

visualization, and structured performance tracking.

5)  Output Layer: 

The Output Layer generates structured reports, metrics calculations, and dashboard summaries. All outputs are derived 

from processed AI evaluation results and stored session data. This layered architecture ensures separation of concerns, 

scalability, and maintainability while preserving structured courtroom workflow integrity.

 

C.  Technical Architecture 

The technical innovation of Lawbook lies in its hybrid, domain

training. Rather than relying on generic large language models that generate responses based solely on pretrained 

knowledge, Lawbook adopts a domain-adaptive model
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Fig. 2.  System Architecture 

The AI Judge Analysis Layer performs structured reasoning and evaluation tasks. Once processed input is received 

from the application layer, it undergoes three primary analytical stages: Argument Evaluation, Verdict Generation, and 

Feedback Generation. This modular decomposition ensures that reasoning, outcome determination

The Database Layer maintains persistent system records and is responsible for storing user data, case repositories, 

argument transcripts, performance reports, and job application records. It enables report retrieval, dashboard 

visualization, and structured performance tracking. 

The Output Layer generates structured reports, metrics calculations, and dashboard summaries. All outputs are derived 

processed AI evaluation results and stored session data. This layered architecture ensures separation of concerns, 

scalability, and maintainability while preserving structured courtroom workflow integrity. 

n of Lawbook lies in its hybrid, domain-aligned AI framework designed specifically for legal 

training. Rather than relying on generic large language models that generate responses based solely on pretrained 

adaptive modeling strategy aligned with structured legal reasoning.
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incorporates contextual grounding mechanisms that ensure generated responses are supported by relevant legal 

materials. Before producing counter-arguments or analytical feedback, the architecture aligns student submissions with 

verified case data stored within the platform’s knowledge repository. This grounding layer enhances factual consistency 

and minimizes the risk of fabricated citations. By combining domain specialization with precedent-aware contextual 

alignment, Lawbook moves beyond generic conversational AI and establishes a reliable, education-oriented legal 

reasoning engine. This architectural integration forms the central technical contribution of the proposed system. 

 

IV.  CONCLUSION 

This study presented Lawbook as a structured, technology-enabled framework aimed at addressing the long-standing 

gap between doctrinal legal education and practical courtroom training. By integrating a procedurally guided simulation 

environment with domain-aligned artificial intelligence, the proposed system offers a scalable alternative to traditional 

moot court limitations. 

Unlike generic AI-based tools, the architecture emphasizes contextual grounding and structured reasoning, thereby 

improving reliability in educational use. The incorporation of Solo, Dual, and Trio participation modes supports 

collaborative learning, role rotation, and judicial reasoning development within a unified ecosystem. Furthermore, the 

inclusion of competency-based performance analytics extends the platform beyond simulation by linking experiential 

learning with measurable professional skill indicators. 

Collectively, the proposed framework demonstrates how structured AI integration can modernize legal training without 

compromising procedural authenticity. Lawbook contributes a practical and scalable model for digitally enhanced legal 

education, supporting the development of reflective, practice-ready legal professionals. 
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