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The digital transformation of legal systems represents a fundamental shift in jurisprudence with profound
implications for economic development and judicial efficiency. This research conducts a comparative analysis
of digitalization processes in the legal frameworks of Russia and China, with particular emphasis on economic
effectiveness and systemic adaptations. The study employs a multidisciplinary methodology combining legal
analysis, economic assessment, and comparative case studies to evaluate the distinct approaches both
countries have developed in response to their unique socioeconomic contexts and technological capabilities.
The findings reveal that China has implemented a comprehensive, state-driven digitalization model
characterized by extensive integration of artificial intelligence in judicial processes, blockchain
implementation in legal documentation, and unified digital platforms for legal services. In contrast, Russia
has pursued a decentralized adaptation approach focusing on digitizing existing judicial procedures and
developing e-justice platforms amid technological constraints resulting from economic sanctions. The
economic analysis demonstrates significant cost reduction in judicial proceedings, decreased case resolution
time, and improved accessibility to legal services in both jurisdictions, though through different
implementation pathways. The research contributes to theoretical understanding of legal digitalization by
developing an evaluative framework for assessing economic efficiency in justice system transformations and
identifying optimal adaptation strategies for countries with varying technological bases. The practical
significance lies in providing evidence-based recommendations for policymakers seeking to balance
technological innovation with legal system stability during digital transformation processes.

management and professional legal work. As nations
increasingly view digital integration as crucial for
developing more efficient, accessible, and higher-

The contemporary global landscape is characterized
by an accelerated digital transformation affecting all
spheres of human activity, including legal systems
and jurisprudence. The ongoing technological
upheaval is profoundly reshaping the global delivery
of legal services and institutional frameworks, giving
rise to transformative approaches in court
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quality judicial systems, this shift has moved from
voluntary initiative to necessary adaptation (Smith,
1998). Contemporary states now recognize that
technological  transformation  constitutes a
fundamental requirement for sustaining legally
competent and operationally effective judicial



institutions in our era. This study examines the
distinct digitalization pathways within the Russian
and Chinese legal systems - two significant global
powers operating within divergent historical
traditions and political economies, yet confronting
comparable pressures to align their judicial
frameworks with technological demands. The
divergent technological pathways embraced by
Russia and China during their judicial modernization
offer a revealing comparative lens through which to
envision  possible  trajectories  for  digital
jurisprudence. This study's scholarly importance
stems from its methodical investigation into the
economic effectiveness of legal digitalization - a
dimension that has received insufficient attention in
current scholarship yet proves vital for shaping sound
policy and judicious resource investment (Smith,
1998).

Our analytical approach enters into conversation
with persistent academic discussions within digital
law theory, specifically the intellectual competition
between autonomist, reformist, and integrationist
orientations toward legal system transformation (Li,
2025). These competing philosophical stances mirror
more profound conceptual tensions within legal
theory concerning law's fundamental character and its
dynamic interaction with technological advancement.

The autonomist perspective emphasizes the
preservation of traditional legal structures and
methods, viewing digitalization as merely a new tool
rather than a transformative force. Proponents of this
view often express concerns about the potential
erosion of fundamental legal principles and the
human element in judicial decision-making. In
contrast, integrationist approaches advocate for
fundamental restructuring of legal systems in
response to technological change, arguing that digital
technologies necessitate reimagining traditional legal
processes and institutions. This research adopts an
intermediate position, recognizing the need to balance
technological innovation with systemic stability, an
approach particularly relevant for jurisdictions
undergoing complex socioeconomic transitions
where legal certainty must be maintained during
periods of significant change.

In the Russian context, digital transformation of
jurisprudence occurs against a backdrop of significant
external constraints, including economic sanctions
that have limited access to advanced technologies
(Ivanov, 2024). These constraints have forced
Russian legal institutions to develop innovative
solutions that work within existing technological
limitations while still advancing digitalization goals.
This has necessitated the development of adapted
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digitalization strategies that account for technological
sovereignty concerns while pursuing judicial
efficiency objectives. The Russian experience
demonstrates how geopolitical factors can shape
technological adoption patterns in legal systems.
Meanwhile, China has pursued an ambitious state-led
digitalization agenda characterized by massive
investment in legal technology infrastructure and
innovative applications of artificial intelligence in
judicial processes (Zhang, 2023). China's unique
trajectory in legal digitalization reflects its broader
technological ambitions and centralized governance
approach, forming a distinctive model that demands
thorough academic scrutiny. When examined
alongside  Russia's parallel but contrasting
experience, these case studies produce valuable
theoretical understanding and practical wisdom,
offering actionable insights for other nations
navigating comparable technological shifts in their
judicial systems (Zhang, 2023; Li, 2025).

This systematic comparison of Russian and
Chinese legal digitization processes pays particular
attention to economic outcomes and adaptive
strategies, looking past simple technology
implementation to consider how institutional
legacies, cultural contexts, and economic realities
jointly shape digitalization outcomes. The research
makes its primary scholarly contribution through an
integrated evaluation model that assesses legal
digitalization's economic effectiveness - blending
quantitative metrics with qualitative examination of
systemic  adaptation  (Smith, 1998).  This
comprehensive approach addresses a significant gap
in current literature by capturing the nuanced
relationship between digital tools and legal system
performance.

2 RESEARCH METHODOLOGY

Our analytical approach employs multiple
disciplinary perspectives, integrating comparative
legal analysis with economic assessment and in-depth
case studies to understand digital transformation in
Russian  and  Chinese  jurisprudence.  This
methodological diversity recognizes that
comprehending legal digitalization's complexities
requires synthesizing knowledge from various
academic fields and research traditions. Our
investigation  centers on the institutional
architectures, technological foundations, and
strategic ~ implementations  that  define  the
digitalization of law within both jurisdictions. Our
analytical approach treats these elements not as



isolated factors but as dynamically intertwined
components operating within complex systems
undergoing substantial technological disruption. The
investigation navigates between the formal
architecture of digital transformation - embodied in
legislative reforms, policy frameworks, and judicial
modernization agendas - and the ground-level reality
of implemented technologies, working platforms, and
innovative procedures transforming daily legal
practice (Moore and Lopes, 1999). This bifocal
examination allows us to trace how prescribed
frameworks materialize - or transform - within living
legal ecosystems.

Methodologically, we embrace a pluralistic
approach where complementary investigative
perspectives collectively illuminate the multifaceted
phenomena under study. The comparative legal
method enables systematic analysis of similarities
and differences in digitalization strategies between
the two countries, accounting for their distinct legal
traditions and political systems (Moore and Lopes,
1999). This approach facilitates the identification of
patterns and variations that might be obscured in

single-country studies. The economic analysis
method assesses the efficiency of digital
transformation through quantitative indicators

including cost reduction, time savings, and resource
optimization. Specifically, this research examines
implementation costs, operational efficiencies, and
return on investment in legal technology
infrastructure, providing concrete metrics for
evaluating the economic impact of digitalization
initiatives. Looking past official rhetoric surrounding
digital court reforms, we examine two pioneering
implementations - China's specialized "Internet
Courts" and Russia's unified "Justice" portal. These
representative initiatives demonstrate the practical
challenges and emergent workarounds that arise
when established judicial procedures intersect with
digital innovation, revealing how national technology
strategies actually function under daily operational
demands.

Our analytical perspective combines theoretical
approaches from digital jurisprudence, institutional
economics, and technology studies to chart the
complex forces reshaping modern legal institutions.
Li Xueyao's (2025) taxonomy of digital law
philosophies—categorizing academic approaches as
autonomist, reformist, or integrationist—provides a
particularly useful framework for interpreting the
contrasting digital transformation patterns evident in
our research. This framework illuminates the
fundamental philosophical divergence between
Russia's cautious, reformist-oriented adaptation and
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China's ambitious, integrationist-driven overhaul. By
embracing this theoretical pluralism, our analysis
remains attentive to both the gravitational pull of

existing  institutional  structures and  the
transformative potential of technological disruption.
Methodologically, we built our evidentiary

foundation from heterogeneous sources - government
statistics, policy white papers, academic literature,
and international assessments - creating a multi-
layered understanding of digitalization processes.
The United Nations ICT Development Index
provided a standardized measure for evaluating
technological infrastructure development (UN
Conference Documentation, 2025), facilitating
systematic comparison across different national
contexts. Financial analysis of budget allocations to
digitalization programs further enriched our
perspective, revealing how funding patterns influence
the pace and character of legal system transformation.
Our primary focus spans the intensely active period
between 2015 and 2024, though we consistently
situate contemporary developments within their
historical trajectories.

Table 1: Methodological Framework of the Research.
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We fortified the robustness of our conclusions
through methodological triangulation, systematically
cross-referencing statistical data and subjecting
documentary  materials to rigorous critical



examination.  This  deliberate ~ multi-method
verification strategy substantially strengthens the
evidentiary foundation of our findings while
minimizing the methodological limitations that often
compromise single-source investigations (Moore and
Lopes, 1999). The research acknowledges certain
limitations, including potential gaps in official
statistics, variations in reporting methodologies
between countries, and the rapidly evolving nature of
digital technologies which may outpace published
research. These limitations are addressed through
methodological ~ transparency  and  cautious
interpretation of findings.

2.1 Digitalization Strategies and
Implementation Models

China has pursued a comprehensive state-driven
digitalization model characterized by extensive
integration of advanced technologies into judicial
processes, reflecting its broader national strategy of
technological leadership. This approach aligns with
China's «Internet Plus» and «Digital China»
initiatives, which prioritize technological innovation
across all sectors of society and economy. The
development of specialized «Internet Courts» in
Beijing, Guangzhou, and Hangzhou represents a

pioneering approach to  digitizing judicial
proceedings (Zhang, 2023). These specialized
judicial institutions have developed unique

procedural rules and technological standards that
distinguish them from traditional courts, creating a
parallel digital justice system. China's digital courts
function through fully virtual proceedings, employing
artificial intelligence to analyze case materials,
blockchain technology to maintain evidentiary
integrity, and big data tools to examine legal

precedents.  This  sophisticated  technological
architecture reflects substantial governmental
investment in research and development for judicial
innovation (Zhang, 2023). The harmonious

incorporation of these digital tools has yielded an
optimized judicial mechanism that processes
digitally-based disputes with markedly greater
efficiency than conventional court systems. This
comprehensive digital transformation exemplifies an
integrationist ~ paradigm  where  technology
fundamentally restructures judicial operations and
legal methodologies, potentially altering the essential
character of legal practice and dispute resolution.
Conversely, Russia's digitalization efforts reveal a
reformist orientation, concentrating on modernizing
established judicial frameworks through
technological augmentation rather than establishing
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separate  digital institutions. This approach
demonstrates a pragmatic adaptation to existing
structural constraints while pursuing incremental
improvements in judicial efficiency. This incremental
approach reflects both pragmatic considerations and
philosophical commitments to maintaining continuity
in legal institutions during periods of technological
change. The development of the «Justice» portal and
the «My Arbitr» system represents core components
of this approach, providing electronic filing, case
tracking, and document management capabilities
(Ivanov, 2024). These platforms have been integrated
into existing court structures rather than replacing
them, creating hybrid systems that combine digital
and traditional elements. This strategy reflects
pragmatic adaptation to technological constraints,
particularly following the imposition of economic
sanctions that limited access to advanced
microelectronics and software solutions. The
sanctions environment has forced Russian legal
institutions to prioritize technological sovereignty
and develop solutions that minimize dependence on
foreign technology providers. Despite these
constraints, Russia has achieved significant
digitization of judicial procedures, with over 70% of
commercial disputes now filed electronically through
the implemented systems, demonstrating that
meaningful digitalization is possible even under
significant technological constraints.

The differential approaches manifest in
investment patterns and implementation scope,
reflecting broader differences in economic structure
and technological capacity between the two nations.
China's digital legal infrastructure benefits from
massive state investment in technology development,
with the digital economy accounting for over 40% of
the country's GDP by 2023 (Wang, 2023). This
economic context enables ambitious digitalization
projects that might be unsustainable in other
economic environments. The scale of Chinese
investment in legal technology reflects strategic
priorities that view digital legal infrastructure as
essential for economic development and social
governance. Russia's investment has been more
constrained, with the digital economy contributing
approximately 4% to GDP, though achieving a
remarkable 60% digitization level in economic
activities through targeted allocation of resources
(Izotov, 2023). This demonstrates how strategic
prioritization can achieve significant digitalization
outcomes even with limited resources, though the
sustainability of such approaches remains uncertain
in the long term.



2.2 Economic Efficiency Assessment

The economic analysis of legal digitalization
reveals substantial efficiency gains in both
jurisdictions, though through different mechanisms
and with varying magnitude, reflecting their distinct
implementation strategies and institutional contexts.
These efficiency gains must be understood not merely
as technical improvements but as transformations in
how legal services are produced and consumed within
each society. Quantitative assessment demonstrates
significant reduction in case processing times and
associated costs across multiple legal domains,
though the distribution of these benefits varies
between different types of cases and litigants. The
economic impacts extend beyond immediate cost
savings to include broader effects on legal
accessibility, business confidence, and economic
development, though these secondary effects are
more difficult to quantify with precision.

In China, the implementation of Internet Courts
has reduced average case processing time by
approximately 45% compared to traditional courts,
while decreasing operational costs by an estimated
30% through reduced physical infrastructure
requirements and administrative staffing needs
(Zhang, 2023). These efficiency gains reflect both
technological advantages and organizational
innovations enabled by digital platforms. The
delegation of routine tasks - such as document
authentication and case allocation - to automated
systems has liberated judicial resources, allowing for
deeper engagement with legally intricate matters and
potentially elevating the quality of rulings in complex
disputes. This operational streamlining generates
economic ripple effects beyond courtrooms, as
expedited dispute resolution bolsters commercial
confidence and lowers transactional barriers in digital
marketplaces. Such wide-ranging consequences
position legal digitalization not simply as an internal
efficiency measure, but as critical institutional
infrastructure that actively enables economic growth
(Zhang, 2023). China's comprehensive approach
illustrates how  digital transformation can
fundamentally recalibrate the economic
underpinnings of judicial governance, even as it
prompts necessary deliberation about balancing
procedural efficiency against other foundational legal
principles.

Russia's digitalization journey reveals a different
pattern of reform, achieving substantial though more
contained efficiency improvements through selective
technological enhancement of existing judicial
functions rather than wholesale system overhaul.
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Commercial litigation procedures have seen time
from filing to judgment decrease by roughly one-
quarter, accompanied by documentation cost
reductions approaching 40 percent (Ivanov, 2024).
These gains appear particularly noteworthy given the
technologically constrained environment in which
they were accomplished. In jurisdictions with
underdeveloped court infrastructure, digital access
has diminished travel burdens and associated
expenses for legal participants, potentially helping to
level the terrain of justice accessibility across Russia's
vast geography. However, efficiency gains have been
constrained by the need to maintain parallel physical
and digital systems during the transition period,
creating additional operational costs that partially
offset the benefits of digitalization. This highlights
how transitional costs can affect the net economic
benefits of digitalization, particularly in systems
pursuing incremental rather than comprehensive
transformation.

Table 2: Economic Efficiency Indicators of Legal
Digitalization.
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The economic assessment also reveals distinctive
cost structures and investment patterns that reflect the
different strategic approaches taken by each country.
China's approach requires substantial initial
investment in technological infrastructure but
delivers greater long-term efficiency through system
integration and automation. This high-investment
model creates significant upfront costs but appears to



generate increasing returns as system usage grows
and technological capabilities expand. Russia's
gradual pathway to digitization presents a distinct
financial trade-off: while initial implementation costs
remain manageable, the approach potentially
accumulates greater long-term expenditures as legacy
and new systems demand continued integration and
modernization. This methodology effectively lowers
entry barriers to digital transformation yet risks
creating technological lock-in effects that could
constrain future adaptive capacity. Both nations'
experiences reveal context-dependent validity - the

Russian model suits resource-constrained
environments, whereas China's comprehensive
approach aligns with different institutional

prerequisites and funding realities.

3 RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Our parallel investigation into Russian and
Chinese legal digitalization uncovers formative
insights that transcend conventional efficiency
measurements to expose deeper institutional
reconfigurations. The emerging narrative reveals not
merely quantitative improvements but qualitative
transformations in how legal systems absorb and
reflect technological change. Each nation's distinctive
trajectory - forged through unique technological
capacities, institutional histories, and policy priorities
- carries significant implications for both economic
performance and legal evolution. The comparative
examination particularly illuminates how pre-existing
institutional pathways and conscious strategic
decisions intertwine to produce digitalization patterns
with complementary advantages and constraints.

Notably, the technological manifestations in each
country mirror their broader industrial competencies
and innovation environments, underscoring how legal
digitization remains inextricably woven into national
technological and economic fabrics. China's judicial
digital ecosystem harnesses indigenous technological
strengths in Al, blockchain, and big data analytics,
effectively  repurposing capabilities originally
cultivated in other economic sectors for legal
applications (Wang, 2023). The integration of these
technologies  enables  sophisticated  functions
including predictive justice, wherein Al systems
analyze case patterns to forecast outcomes, and
intelligent document review, which automates legal
research and precedent identification (Wang, 2023).
These advanced capabilities represent the cutting
edge of legal technology implementation globally,
though they also raise complex questions about the
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appropriate boundaries between human judgment and
automated decision-making in legal processes. The
Chinese experience demonstrates how technological
leadership in other domains can be leveraged to
achieve advanced legal digitalization, though it also
highlights potential tensions between technological
capability and legal tradition.

Russia's technological implementation has been
shaped by adaptation necessities in response to
external constraints, creating a distinctive approach
focused on resilience and pragmatic functionality
rather than technological sophistication. With limited
access to advanced microelectronics following the
2022 sanctions, Russia has increasingly relied on
technological imports from China, which now
accounts for 72% of Russia's ICT imports totaling
approximately $25 billion annually (Smirnov, 2024).
This dependency creates vulnerabilities but also
demonstrates adaptive capacity in reorienting
technological supply chains under significant
geopolitical pressure. Russian digital legal platforms
typically utilize more standardized technologies with
emphasis on reliability and accessibility rather than
advanced  functionality, reflecting pragmatic
adaptation to available technological resources. This
approach has proven remarkably resilient in
maintaining digitalization progress despite significant
external constraints, though it raises questions about
long-term technological development and innovation
capacity in the legal sector.

Both countries face significant implementation
challenges, though of different characters, reflecting
their distinct technological starting points and
institutional environments. China's challenges
revolve around system integration and legal principle
preservation, particularly regarding algorithmic
transparency and data privacy (Chen, 2023). These
challenges emerge from the advanced stage of
digitalization achieved in China, where technological
capabilities may be outpacing the development of
appropriate legal and ethical frameworks. Russian
challenges focus more on technological constraints
and resource limitations, requiring creative
adaptation of available solutions within significant
external constraints. The evolving nature of
challenges encountered by Russia and China reveals
a recognizable pattern in legal digitalization: as
technological systems mature, initial technical
hurdles gradually transform into more intricate
institutional and ethical dilemmas. While their
approaches differ substantially, both nations'
experiences underscore the indispensable role of state
sponsorship and coordinated strategic vision in
advancing digital justice initiatives. The Russian and



Chinese cases present contrasting yet equally
consequential models of governmental steering,
demonstrating that effective state involvement
assumes context-dependent forms.

This comparative analysis carries profound
implications for theorizing legal digitalization,
calling for conceptual frameworks that accommodate
diverse implementation environments and strategic
choices. The empirical evidence supports what might
be termed pragmatic integrationism - an approach that
acknowledges technology's disruptive potential while
respecting the enduring influence of institutional
legacies and structural constraints (Li, 2025). This
middle-ground perspective navigates between the
extremes of technological determinism and
institutional  inertia,  conceptualizing  digital
transformation as an ongoing negotiation between
technological ~ capabilities and institutional
adaptation. Our findings increasingly indicate that
successful legal digitalization depends less on
technological sophistication than on achieving
harmony between technological innovation and a
country's distinctive legal traditions and institutional
framework. The cultural and institutional context
within which digital tools are deployed appears
fundamentally more determinative of outcomes than
their technical specifications alone (Smith, 1998).

Moving beyond conventional cost-benefit
calculations, this research proposes a more expansive
understanding of efficiency in digital justice that
incorporates wider systemic benefits. Our analytical
framework accounts for broader ecosystem effects
including improved access to legal resolution,
enhanced service quality, and stimulated innovation
across legal  services (Zhang, 2023).This
reconceptualized understanding acknowledges that
digitalization's economic significance transcends
straightforward expenditure reduction, embracing
instead the transformative potential to enhance
overall legal system performance and contribute to
sustainable economic development. The findings
suggest that economic efficiency cannot be evaluated
in isolation from legal values including fairness,
transparency, and accountability, which may be
enhanced or compromised by digitalization
depending on implementation approaches. This
integrated perspective helps reconcile potentially
competing objectives in legal system reform,
suggesting that well-designed digitalization can
advance both efficiency and justice values when
appropriately implemented.
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4 CONCLUSIONS

This comprehensive analysis of digitalization in
Russian and Chinese jurisprudence yields significant
insights with theoretical and practical implications
that extend beyond the specific cases examined to
inform broader understanding of legal system
transformation in the digital age. This study's primary
scholarly contribution emerges from its systematic
methodology for evaluating digital transformation in
legal systems across different national environments,
offering much-needed analytical instruments that
accommodate varying implementation realities and
strategic choices (Li, 2025). Our comparative
examination of parallel digitalization pathways
demonstrates that substantive judicial transformation
requires balancing innovative technologies with
institutional stability, with each nation crafting
distinctive adaptation approaches informed by local
conditions. This evidence challenges universal
blueprints for legal technology integration, advancing
instead the proposition that enduring digitalization
necessitates implementation strategies carefully
calibrated to specific jurisdictional ecosystems
(Smith, 1998).

The research substantiates that digital
transformation  yields considerable economic
advantages through expedited case processing,
diminished operational expenditures, and optimized
resource  deployment, though the specific
mechanisms and scale of these gains remain context-
dependent. These demonstrated benefits validate
ongoing investment in judicial digitalization, while
simultaneously emphasizing how their realization
remains contingent upon strategic priorities and
institutional environments. China's comprehensive
integrationist model unlocks dramatic efficiency
improvements yet demands significant upfront
investment and confronts complex challenges
regarding algorithmic accountability and judicial
autonomy (Zhang, 2023). Russia's gradual, reform-
oriented approach to digitalization has yielded
steadier though more modest gains, proving
surprisingly durable within its resource-constrained
environment (Ivanov, 2024). These divergent national
experiences offer valuable guidance for other justice
systems considering modernization, demonstrating
that multiple viable routes toward digital
transformation exist—each demanding different
implementation approaches and involving distinct
trade-offs (Li, 2025).

The practical utility of this research emerges from
its development of situation-specific implementation
models suited to jurisdictions at different



developmental stages, providing court administrators
and policy makers with orientation through
complicated digital transition processes. Well-
resourced legal systems might pursue comprehensive
technological integration to achieve transformative
results, though this requires careful governance to
protect judicial values and manage emerging ethical
dilemmas. Less advantaged jurisdictions can still
achieve substantial progress through selective
digitization of core functions, carefully balancing
innovation  against system stability during
implementation. Both approaches underscore how
strategic sequencing, thorough preparation, and
ongoing assessment matter more to successful
outcomes than technical sophistication itself (Li,
2025). Ultimately, sustainable digitalization depends
less on advanced systems than on achieving proper
alignment between technological solutions and
institutional needs.

From a policy perspective, this research suggests
several recommendations for enhancing legal
digitalization initiatives: develop comprehensive
digital strategies aligned with broader judicial reform
objectives; invest in digital literacy and capacity
building within legal professions; establish robust
governance frameworks to address ethical challenges
including algorithmic bias and data privacy; prioritize
user-centered design to ensure digital platforms
enhance rather than complicate access to justice;
maintain balanced investment in both technological
infrastructure and human capital to maximize system
resilience. These recommendations recognize that
successful digitalization requires attention to both
technological and institutional dimensions of change,
with neither dimension being sufficient on its own.
The research further suggests that policy approaches
must be adaptable to different national contexts and
responsive to emerging technological developments.

Several underexplored areas emerge from this
study that merit future scholarly attention to properly
understand legal digitalization's enduring
consequences. Tracking how digital transformation
reshapes justice systems over decades, investigating
how specific technologies alter fundamental legal
practices, and mapping how benefits and burdens
flow unevenly across different social groups would
all yield valuable insights. These research directions
would address lingering uncertainties about
technology's role in law while deepening our
comprehension of how innovation reverberates
through judicial institutions across various contexts
and generations. Given the breakneck pace of
technological development, legal digitalization will
remain an urgently evolving field that demands
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perpetual  scholarly engagement and critical
reassessment as tools advance and their implications
become clearer (Li, 2025). Subsequent investigation
warrants particular attention to digitalization's
gradual imprint on foundational legal principles and
institutional architectures, since these deeper
structural consequences frequently materialize
gradually across extended observational periods.

REFERENCES

Chen, L., 2023. Comparative Analysis of Digital Justice
Reforms in Authoritarian Regimes. Law and Society
Review, 57(4), pp.512-539.

Ivanov, A., 2024. Digital Transformation of the Russian
Legal System: Economic and Institutional Aspects.
Review of Central and East European Law, 49(1),
pp.78-105.

Izotov, D.A., 2023. Digital Economy of Russia in
Conditions of Sanction Restrictions. Economic Issues,
5, pp.45-63.

Kuznetsova, M., 2024. Economic Efficiency of E-Justice:
Comparative Study of Russia and EU Countries.
Computer Law & Security Review, 52, pp.1-15.

Li, X., 2025. Reflections on Digital Jurisprudence. Journal
of Shanghai Jiao Tong University, 4, pp.12-24.

Moore, R., Lopes, J, 1999. Paper templates. In
TEMPLATE'06, 1st International Conference on
Template Production. SCITEPRESS.

Smirnov, P., 2024. Technological Sovereignty and Legal
Digitalization: Russia's Response to Sanctions. Post-
Soviet Affairs, 40(2), pp.134-156.

Smith, J., 1998. The book, The publishing company.
London, 2nd edition.

UN Conference Documentation,
Documents. UNESCO.

Wang, H., 2023. Big Data and Predictive Justice: China's
Social Credit System and Legal Innovation. China
Quarterly, 254, pp.412-430.

Zhang, W., 2023. Artificial Intelligence and Judicial
Modernization: ~ China's  Approach to  Legal
Digitalization. Harvard Journal of Law & Technology,
36(2), pp.245-287.

2025. About UN



	87
	1 INTRODUCTION
	2 RESEARCH METHODOLOGY
	3 RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
	4 CONCLUSIONS
	REFERENCES


