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Issue. Judicial systems accumulate ever-increasing volumes of information each year, requiring thorough analysis. The
main part of legal data is in text form, which complicates the process of processing it and leads to the accumulation of re-
dundant information. To simplify routine tasks that do not require high legal qualifications, courts need more active imple-
mentation of a language model based on artificial intelligence (Al). Artificial intelligence language models, in particular GPT-
4, open up new prospects for optimising court proceedings. The study proposes a new approach to using GPT-4 to generate
relevant facts from unstructured texts of court decisions. The purpose of this study is to automatically identify the criteria
that courts take into account when passing sentences in criminal proceedings. The developed methodology uses the ex-
ample of criminal verdicts to apply the technique of step-by-step generation of relevant facts from unstructured text docu-
ments by applying the technology of natural sentence generation. In contrast to labour-intensive manual content analysis,
the proposed approach significantly saves the efforts and time of judicial officers, while improving the quality of the data ob-
tained by eliminating the human error factor. Results. The application of the GTP-4-based data generation method pro-
posed by the author when working with the Unified State Register of Court Decisions can be a useful tool for assessing the
level of professional competence of judges by analysing the decisions they make. In particular, the programme should be
able to analyse the consequences of a judge's consideration of similar cases, identify manifestations of bias or prejudice
given the same initial data or similar legal relations. In addition, a chronological analysis will allow comparing the judge's de-
cisions and whether they took into account previous changes and cancellations of decisions by higher courts or whether
they complied with the binding nature of the Supreme Court's legal opinions in similar cases. Conclusions. This innovative
method allows generating relevant facts from unstructured text documents of court proceedings by applying the technology
of natural sentence generation. The introduction of such artificial intelligence technology will be useful on the basis of using
the Unified State Register of Court Decisions of Ukraine to process large arrays of court decisions, analyse trends in court
proceedings, and identify typical cases for the formation of legal opinions of the Supreme Court.
Keywords: judicial system; Al language models; GPT-4; fact generation; analysis of court decisions

MocTaHoBKka npo6nemun. CyaounHHI CUCTEMU 3 KOXHUM POKOM HakonuuytoTb Bee BinbLui 0besr iHdopmalii, wo notpebye
peTenbHOro aHanisy. OCHOBHA YaCTWHA KPUAMYHUX JaHUX MICTUTLCS B TEKCTOBIN (hOpMI, LLO YCKNaaHIe npouec ix 06pob-
kv Ta NPWU3BOAMTL 40 HAKOMMYEHHS HAZMLLKOBMX BiBOMOCTEN. ABM CMPOCTUTW PYTUHHI 3aBLaHHS, ki He BUMaratoTb BUCO-
KOi topuanyHoI KBanichikavii, cyan noTpebyioTb aKTUBHILIOMO BNPOBAMKEHHS MOBHOI MOAENI Ha OCHOBI LUTYYHOrO IHTENEKTY
(LUI1). MoBHi mogeni WTy4HOrO iHTenekTy, 3okpema GPT-4, BigkpuBaloTb HOBI NEPCMEKTMBI NS ONTUMI3aLi CyA0UMHCTBA.
JocnimkeHHs NponoHye HOBMIA Nigxig BUKOpUCTaHHS GPT-4 ons reHepyBaHHS peneBaHTHWUX (PaKTIB 3 HECTPYKTYPOBaHMX
TEKCTIB CyAO0BMX pileHb. MeTo CTaTTi € aBTOMaTUYHE BUSIBIIEHHS KpUTEpIiB, siki cyam BepyTb A0 yBaru Npy BUHECEHHI BU-
POKIB Yy KpUMiHanbHUX NpoBagKeHHsX. Po3pobreHa meTogonoris Ha Npuknagi BUPOKiB NO KpUMiHANMbHUX CrpaBax 3acTo-
COBYE TEXHiKY MOKPOKOBOI reHepalLlii peneBaHTHIX (hakTiB 3 HECTPYKTYPOBAHMX TEKCTOBUX AOKYMEHTIB LUMNSXOM 3aCTOCYBaH-
HA TexHonorii NPUPOAHOI reHepallii peyeHb. Ha BigMiHY Bif TPYAOMICTKOrO PYYHOrO KOHTEHT-aHanisy, 3anponoHOBaHWi
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nigxig 3Ha4YHO EKOHOMMTb 3YCWNNA Ta Yac NPaLjiBHUKIB Cy[OBOI CUCTEMM, OAHOYACHO MIABULLYIOUM SKICTb OTPUMAHMX JaHUX
3aBASKN YCYHEHHIO MIOACHKOMO (hakTopy MoMMIok. PesynbTaTtu. 3acToCyBaHHs 3anponoHOBAHOIO aBTOPOM METOAY reHe-
PYBaHHs JaHuX Ha ocHoBi GTP-4 nig yac poboTu 3 EOUHUM [epKaBHUM PEECTPOM CYOBMX PilLeHb MOXE CTaTW KOPUCHIM
iHCTPYMEHTOM [Nl OLHIOBAHHSA PiBHSI NPOMECIHOT KOMMNETEHTHOCTI CYAAIB LUMNSXOM aHani3y BUHECEHUX HUMM pilleHb. 30K-
pema, nporpama noBWHHA MaTW 3MOry npoaHaniayBaTW HaCcmigKkW po3rnsaLy CyAAel aHarorivyHuX cnpas, BUSBUTU NPOsBY
Heo6'eKTUBHOCTI ab0 ynepemKeHOCTi 3a OAHAKOBMX BUXIAHMX AaHUX YW NogdibHMX npaBoBigHOCUH. Kpim Toro, aHania B Xpo-
HOMOrYHOMY NOPSAAKY AacTb 3MOTY NOPIBHATY PilleHHs CYAAi Ta BpaxyBaHHS HAM NonepeaHix 3MiH i CkacyBaHb pilleHb Cy-
AaMu BULLMX iHCTaHUi abo poTpumaHHs 060B'A3KOBOCTI NpaBoBMX BUCHOBKIB BepxosHoro Cyay B aHanoriyHux cnpasax.
BucHoBku. Liei iHHOBaLiNHUIA MeTOZ, [03BONSE reHepyBaTh peneBaHTHI (PakTh 3 HECTPYKTYPOBaHUX TEKCTOBUX [AOKYMEHTIB
CYLOBMX NPOBa[KEHb LUMAXOM 3aCTOCYBaHHS TEXHOMOrT NPUPOAHOI reHepalii peveHb. BnpoBamkeHHs Takoi TexHonorii
LUTYYHOrO IHTENEKTY CTaHE KOPUCHWUM Ha 6asi BUKOpUCTaHHS €AMHOr0 AepXaBHOTO PEECTpy CYAOBUX pillieHb YkpaiHu Ans
ONpaLioBaHHS BEMNUKMX MacuBiB CyOOBMX pilleHb, aHaniTUKL TEHAEHLi CyO0UYMHCTBA, BUSIBIIEHHS TMMOBUX Crpas Ans go-

PMyBaHHs MPaBOBMX BUCHOBKIB BepxosHoro Cyay.

Knroyoei cnoea: cydosa cucmema; mosHi modeni LUI; GPT-4; 2eHepysaHHs thakmis; aHani3 cydosux pilueHb

Introduction

Innovative technologies should help automate
certain processes, easing the burden on legal per-
sonnel and increasing the overall efficiency of the
judicial system in processing huge amounts of data
[1]. Advanced language models such as GPT-3,
GPT-4 [2], BERT, RoBERTa, ALBERT, LEGAL-
BERT [3], T5, CuAl, XLNet, LawAl4 [4] demon-
strate high efficiency in natural language pro-
cessing tasks in the legal field. These applications
are capable of high-quality information retrieval,
document summarization, text generation, and
classification. The culmination of rapid progress in
the field of artificial intelligence was the recent re-
lease of GPT-4, an advanced language model de-
veloped by OpenAl [5]. This powerful artificial intel-
ligence system has the potential to revolutionize
various sectors, including the justice system. GPT-
4's language generation capabilities can assist in
drafting legal documents such as contracts, state-
ments of claim, court orders, rulings, and decisions
in typical court cases, as well as verdicts for com-
mitting a criminal offense without a trial, ensuring
clarity, consistency, and adherence to legal termi-
nology and conventions. This can streamline court
proceedings and reduce the time and resources
required for document preparation. GPT-4's multi-
modal capabilities can improve the analysis of legal
argumentation. In particular, by processing and
interpreting various compilations of legally signifi-
cant terms in the process of constructing a proce-
dural document, including images, videos, and au-
dio recordings, GPT-4 can provide valuable
information and uncover previously unnoticed pat-
terns or discrepancies, potentially increasing the
accuracy and fairness of court proceedings [6]. The
implementation of advanced artificial intelligence
language models in the judicial system opens up
broad prospects for improving the efficiency and

impartiality of the judicial process [7]. Powerful mul-
ti-task models, such as GPT-4, are capable of pro-
cessing vast volumes of legal texts both in the da-
tabase of court decisions and in the database of
Ukrainian legislation as a whole. Their algorithms
allow for quickly identifying key information, focus-
ing on key details, and simplifying preparation for
lawyers and judges. The application of these inno-
vative technologies covers a wide range of tasks:
from automated creation of draft contracts, state-
ments of claim and court decisions while adhering
to legal terminology and proper style, to generating
concise, clear summaries of voluminous docu-
ments, saving time for specialists. Some models
can translate written laws into computer code, facil-
itating their integration into legal information sys-
tems. Some even assess the emotional state of
participants based on their statements, helping
judges better understand the context and emotions
of the parties.

Leading countries are actively implementing
these developments to automate procedures for
handling applications and managing cases at vari-
ous stages of legal proceedings. Ukraine should
actively join this process. Al language models are
effective for trend analysis, identifying inconsisten-
cies in precedents, accelerating the consideration
of a large number of cases, and eliminating gaps in
legislation. Their use contributes to more effective
protection of citizens' rights and unification of judi-
cial practice. These technologies can be applied to
analyze large collections of legal documents, sim-
plifying the search for relevant information. The
basis for training the models is court precedents
and texts of laws — a reliable foundation for sub-
stantiated conclusions and forecasts of case out-
comes. The obtained knowledge can become sig-
nificant informational support for judges in deci-
sion-making.
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However, the implementation of such innova-
tions requires careful consideration of ethical con-
cerns, elimination of bias, ensuring data confidenti-
ality, and adherence to high standards of fair trial.
Human oversight and control remain key elements
of the legal system. The purpose of this article is to
explore the possibilites of using the GPT-4 lan-
guage model for generating facts in criminal cases
that are taken into account when delivering verdicts.

Statement of the Problem

The principle of the rule of law requires a high
degree of consistency in court decisions regarding
similar cases. To ensure fairness and predictability
in the administration of justice, courts should ana-
lyse previous precedents, which may include the
practice of higher courts and conclusions on the
application of relevant legal provisions set out in
the rulings of the Supreme Court, and predict likely
outcomes in similar cases. However, establishing
the connection between the circumstances of a
case and the decision rendered has been a com-
plex task in recent decades, the resolution of which
could optimize judicial policy. The problem is com-
pounded by the existence of large collections of
unstructured documents that record various forms
of court decisions in different types of proceedings
(administrative, commercial, criminal, civil, and
administrative offenses). Additional factors are the
specific features of national legislation and the
structures of judicial systems in different countries.

Progressive states are transforming the judicial
process, with the key element being the digitaliza-
tion of courts. Ukraine has also actively joined this
initiative, implementing innovative ICTs to auto-
mate the activities of courts. Within the framework
of the Unified Judicial Information and Telecom-
munication System, the Unified State Register of
Court Decisions of Ukraine (USRCD) operates — a
unified database containing over 115 million court
documents [8]. Currently, the USRCD is running in
test mode and has functional limitations, including
the inability to export document files. Only unstruc-
tured text data is available, where certain critical
attributes, such as the qualification of criminal pro-
ceedings, the characteristics of the accused, or the
repetition of the crime, may be described implicitly,
although they are mandatory for issuing verdicts.

When determining the severity of a crime,
courts take into account its qualification, specifics,
circumstances of commission, characteristics of
the accused, mitigating or aggravating circum-
stances, sanctions of relevant articles of the Crimi-
nal Code of Ukraine [9], the risk of re-offending,
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and the danger to society, as well as the pre-trial
report with information on the socio-psychological
characteristics of the accused. Based on these fac-
tors, a person who has committed a criminal of-
fense is sentenced to punishment necessary and
sufficient for the correction and prevention of new
criminal offenses.

Currently, in order to prepare a case for trial,
judges and judicial assistants manually analyse the
content of court decisions contained in the
USRCD, while probation officers spend a lot of
time assessing the risks of re-offending and danger
to society. With the assistance of USAID, a pilot
project has been implemented for the Supreme
Court using a chat GPT to recognize texts of court
decisions and compare them with the practice from
the USRCD database. However, lower courts still
require innovative approaches to automate the
search and analysis of relevant information in the
texts of decisions.

The analysis of court decision texts is important
for identifying non-obvious connections between
the circumstances of a case and its outcome,
which contributes to increasing the consistency of
judicial proceedings and predicting consequences
in similar cases. However, this task requires the
development of new approaches and the selection
of optimal methods for solving it. Such research
has a regional aspect and a clear subject focus.
When extracting knowledge from a collection of
court verdicts, it is necessary to consider the spe-
cifics of national legislations and specific criteria for
comparison, such as the type of proceedings or the
subject of similarity of cases. Most previous re-
search on this issue conducts the stage of identify-
ing relevant criteria considered by the court when
issuing verdicts manually. This limits the volumes
of created datasets used for further analysis and
reduces the reliability of the results. In the current
research, it is proposed to use the GPT-4 language
model to generate the necessary knowledge from
unstructured text documents in court proceedings
for further identification of patterns and relation-
ships between facts in a case that are significant
for issuing court verdicts in similar cases. The goal
of our work is to develop a new approach based on
the GPT-4 language model for the automatic gen-
eration of relevant facts from proceedings.

The State of Research on the Problem

The application of multimodal artificial intelli-
gence technologies in the justice system is a new
area of research that has attracted significant at-
tention in recent years [10]. Multimodal artificial
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intelligence refers to systems that can process and
integrate information from different modalities, such
as text, images, audio, and video, providing a more
comprehensive and contextual understanding [11].
Current research efforts in this field are mainly fo-
cused on using large language models (LLMs) and
computer vision models to optimize legal process-
es, improve decision-making, and enhance access
to justice [12]. Authors K. Demertzis et al. pro-
posed a comprehensive approach that integrates
the latest developments in Al, including natural
language processing technologies, the intelligent
ChatGPT chatbot, ontological alignment, and se-
mantic modeling methods, combined with the use
of blockchain and data privacy methods for the
administration of justice [13].

D.N. Yagamurthy et al. applied artificial intelli-
gence-based natural language generation technol-
ogies to transform structured data into human-
understandable narrative forms [14]. One of the
active areas of research is the use of large lan-
guage models (LLMs), such as GPT-4, for analyz-
ing, summarizing, and creating legal documents.
These powerful models are capable of processing
vast volumes of legal texts, including court prece-
dents, laws, and regulations, extracting key infor-
mation, identifying patterns, and generating coher-
ent legal documents [15]. Researchers are
investigating ways to accurately fine-tune such
models on specific legal data to ensure accurate
and reliable results [16].

At the same time, the integration of multimodal
artificial intelligence into the judicial system creates
unique challenges that require careful study and a
responsible approach to the development of these
technologies [17]. G. Rodriguez and J. David ana-
lyzed the advantages and disadvantages of using
LLMs for rendering court decisions. The research-
ers argued that using LLMs to develop texts of rul-
ings or render decisions during court hearings is
problematic for judges and their assistants, as ex-
isting LLMs are not sufficiently reliable sources of
information.

The issue of predicting and justifying court deci-
sions based on the analysis of documents relevant
to court proceedings remains complex and requires
new solutions [18]. It is also necessary to take into
account the existence of regional differences in the
criteria considered by courts when issuing verdicts
in criminal cases. Furthermore, it has been experi-
mentally proven that machine learning models
demonstrate higher accuracy when trained on di-
verse input datasets and continuously updated [19].

Previous research using machine learning
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models was conducted on small experimental col-
lections of documents and yielded several unex-
pected results. The search for new effective ap-
proaches to analyzing court decision texts and
relevant documents in proceedings, as well as the
development of models for assessing the consisten-
cy between the circumstances and facts of a case
and the court decisions rendered, remain relevant.

Language Models of Artificial Intelligence for
Judicial Proceedings

The implementation of advanced language
models of artificial intelligence opens new pro-
spects for optimizing the judicial system. Powerful
natural language processing algorithms are capa-
ble of analyzing vast amounts of legal texts, docu-
ments, excerpts of decisions, and precedents.
Their innovative methods allow for quickly identify-
ing key information, highlighting important details,
and facilitating preparation for lawyers and judges.
The most well-known language models of Al that
can be used in judicial proceedings today are:

GPT-4 (Generative Pre-trained Transformer 4),
BERT (Bidirectional Encoder Representations from
Transformers) and its extended, improved, and
lightened versions: XLNet, RoBERTa (Robustly
optimized BERT pretraining approach) and
ALBERT (A Lite BERT), the multi-task model T5
(Text-to-Text Transfer Transformer), the special-
ized model for the legal field LEGAL-BERT, the
model for legal document analysis CuAl, the model
for legal search and analysis LawAl and the lan-
guage model for generating legal documents
LexGPT. These models have demonstrated high
efficiency in natural language processing tasks in
the legal field, such as information retrieval, docu-
ment summarization, text generation and classifi-
cation. However, their application requires careful
testing, adherence to ethical standards, and proper
human control.

The culmination of rapid progress in the field of
artificial intelligence was the recent release of
GPT-4, the advanced language model developed
by OpenAl. This powerful artificial intelligence sys-
tem has the potential to revolutionize various sec-
tors, including the justice system. GPT-4, or Gen-
erative Pre-trained Transformer 4, is a large langu-
age model trained on a vast array of text data, al-
lowing it to understand and generate human-like
responses with extraordinary fluency and coher-
ence. What distinguishes GPT-4 from other models
are its multimodal capabilities, which allow it to
process and analyze not only text data but also
images and other forms of multimedia content.
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The integration of GPT-4 into the justice system
can provide significant advantages. One potential
application is legal research and document analy-
sis. Thanks to its ability to quickly process and un-
derstand a vast amount of legal texts, case materi-
als and precedents, GPT-4 can assist lawyers and
judges in identifying relevant information and un-
covering important ideas that may have been
missed. However, issues such as formalism, bias,
accountability and the possibility of misuse or over-
reliance on Al systems need to be carefully con-
sidered. Rigorous testing, supervision, and clear
guidelines for the responsible use of GPT-4 in a
legal context are crucial.

The provisions of Article 127 of the Constitution
of Ukraine enshrine that judges administer justice,
and judicial power is vested in them [20]. Of
course, Al is not capable of fully administering jus-
tice on its own, based on the above-mentioned
constitutional principles of our state, and should not
and cannot fully replace a judge, just as it cannot
replace a lawyer or prosecutor.

In the Ethical Charter for the use of artificial in-
telligence in the judicial system and its environ-
ment, adopted in 2018 by the European Commis-
sion for the Efficiency of Justice of the Council of
Europe, it is enshrined that the main purpose of
such use should be to increase the efficiency and
quality of the administration of justice by pro-
cessing court decisions and data by algorithms
while respecting fundamental rights and freedoms
guaranteed by the ECHR and the Council of Eu-
rope Convention for the Protection of Individuals
about Automatic Processing of Personal Data [21].
Under these circumstances, the introduction of
GPT-4 in the justice system is a significant step
towards using the capabilities of advanced Al to
achieve consistent approaches in resolving typical
cases, consistency of judicial practice at regional
levels and across the vertical of the judiciary, fair-
ness, efficiency, and transparency of judicial pro-
cesses. As with any transformative technology, it is
crucial to strike a balance between harnessing its
potential and mitigating potential risks, ensuring
that the principles of fairness and human control
remain at the forefront.

On November 21, 2002, the Verkhovna Rada of
Ukraine approved the Concept of the National Pro-
gram for Adaptation of Ukrainian Legislation to the
Legislation of the European Union, including the
gradual adoption and implementation of normative
legal acts of Ukraine developed taking into account
the legislation of the European Union [22]. To en-
sure access to examples of judicial practice and
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the possibility of public discussion, this Concept
provided for the establishment of a national infor-
mation network of court decisions. To implement
this idea, the Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine adopted
the Law of Ukraine "On Access to Court Decisions"
No. 3262-IV of 22.12.2005, which entered into
force on 01.06.2006 [23]. This Law defines the
procedure for access to court decisions to ensure
openness of the activities of courts of general juris-
diction, predictability of court decisions, and promo-
tion of uniform application of legislation.

For access to court decisions of courts of gen-
eral jurisdiction, the State Judicial Administration of
Ukraine ensures the maintenance of the USRCD.
The USRCD operates within the Unified Judicial
Information and Telecommunication System. The
USRCD is an automated system for collecting,
storing, protecting, accounting, searching, and
providing electronic copies of court decisions. The
USRCD includes court decisions of the Supreme
Court of Ukraine, higher specialized, appellate, and
local courts - verdicts, decisions, rulings, orders,
rulings, separate rulings (resolutions) of the court,
issued (rendered) by courts in criminal, civil, com-
mercial cases, in cases of administrative jurisdic-
tion, in cases of administrative offenses, except
court decisions containing information that is a
state secret. The USRCD also includes court deci-
sions whose judicial review took place in a closed
court session. In such a case, the court decision is
made public, excluding information that, by the
court's decision to consider the case in a closed
court session, is subject to protection from disclo-
sure. The only exception to the general rule is
regulated by the provisions of Part Two of Article 2
of the Law of Ukraine "On Access to Court Deci-
sions" of 22.12.2005 No. 3262-1V, which provides
that in cases prescribed by law, a court decision on
granting permission to conduct an investigative
measure or on refusing to grant such permission,
issued in a closed court session, is not made public
and not published. Court decisions entered into the
USRCD are open for free round-the-clock access
on the official web portal of the judiciary of Ukraine.

To exercise the right of access to court deci-
sions entered into the Register, the user is provid-
ed with the ability to search, view, copy and print
court decisions or parts thereof. The Register's da-
tabase contains reference information. Since Sep-
tember 2009, courts have been sending the register
administrator copies of all court decisions exclusive-
ly in electronic form using a digital electronic signa-
ture (paragraph 12 of the Resolution) [24].

Thus, the USRCD allows not only to track doc-
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uments in a particular case but also to search for
judicial practice. The official website of the USRCD
is located at reyestr.court.gov.ua and at the time of
writing, this article already contains over one hun-
dred and seventeen million court decisions, making
it the most powerful similar database in Ukraine.
The volume of documents in it is constantly in-
creasing, as each judge is obliged to publish in the
register not only decisions on the merits of the
case but also all accompanying procedural docu-
ments (rulings on opening proceedings, on restor-
ing time limits for participants to apply to the court,
on postponing sessions, etc.).

Electronic copies of court decisions are docu-
ments of indefinite retention. The law prohibits the
removal of court decisions from the register. It is
also not permitted to make any changes to court
decisions, except those necessary, to correct er-
rors made during the entry of the decision into the
register. If the procedural law provides for the cor-
rection of a court decision, the court's decision to
make changes is entered into the register, and the
corrected decision remains unchanged.

Based on the current technical capabilities of
the USRCD, to find the required court practice, a
person can usually use the standard search by
word or phrase. In order to refine the query and
filter out unnecessary data, the developers of the
portal have provided for the possibility of using
special parameters with special characters and
logical operators, but the consequences of such a
search can also be too blurred, essentially reduced
to manual selection of similar information from the
database for its application in a new case, in fact
wasting extra time for both judges' assistants and,
subsequently, the judge who carries out additional
selection of information, in other words, does not
meet the user's expectations.

It should be noted that with the beginning of the
functioning of the Electronic Court subsystem, as a
component of the Unified Judicial Information and
Telecommunication System, court cases should be
transferred to electronic form. Thus, from the mo-
ment of receipt by the court, any procedural docu-
ment (materials of the statement of claim, materials
of the criminal proceedings) is formed into an elec-
tronic court case using a scanner, or is generally
sent to the court in electronic form through the
Electronic Court system.

Taking into account the availability of an elec-
tronic version of any procedural document and the
database of court decisions in the USRCD system,
there is a prospect of loading the full text of the
document into the search program for text recogni-
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tion as a whole and its comparison with the rele-
vant practice of document texts in the USRCD da-
tabase, in particular based on the criterion of com-
paring not individual words and phrases, but the
regular combination of legally significant terms.
This method will be able to accelerate and optimize
the work of judges' assistants and directly judges in
preparing the case for trial, make the search for
judicial practice much more relevant and opera-
tional, guide on the availability of legal conclusions
of the Supreme Court on the consideration of simi-
lar cases, guide on the need to clarify certain cir-
cumstances of the case during its consideration.
Likewise, this selection will form prospects for con-
sidering the case for lawyers, legal professionals,
prosecutors, investigators, and other participants in
the trial.

Analyzing the provisions of the current criminal
and criminal procedural legislation of Ukraine,
based on the general principles of sentencing and
issues to be resolved by the court when passing a
verdict, the criteria listed below are a construct of
any court verdict: the article of the Criminal Code of
Ukraine on criminal liability for the criminal offense
committed by the person, the degree of gravity of
the criminal offense committed, the identity of the
guilty person, circumstances aggravating or miti-
gating the punishment of the accused, and which
ones specifically, an unfinished criminal offense, a
criminal offense committed in complicity, the
measure of punishment imposed on the accused,
the limits established in the sanction of the article
(sanction of the part of the article) of the Special
Part of the Criminal Code of Ukraine, which pro-
vides for liability for the criminal offense committed,
grounds for exemption from serving the sentence,
obligations imposed on the person in case of their
release from serving the sentence on probation,
the amount of damage caused, the presence of a
state of diminished sanity, the socio-psychological
characteristics of the accused, the imposition of a
more lenient punishment than provided by law, the
imposition of punishment in the presence of miti-
gating circumstances, the imposition of punishment
for a cumulative criminal offense, the imposition of
punishment on the cumulative sentences, the rules
for combining punishments and crediting the term
of pre-trial detention, an unfinished criminal of-
fense, a criminal offense committed in complicity,
the calculation of terms of punishment.

At the same time, a number of attributes of
these circumstances may be in various combina-
tions with each other and/or may be described in
the verdict in an implicit form. In determining the
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degree of gravity of the criminal offense committed
by the accused, the court takes into account the
qualification of criminal offenses (misdemeanor,
minor crime, serious crime, especially serious
crime), and the characteristics and circumstances
of its commission. In discussing the issue of the
measure of punishment about the accused, the
court takes into account the nature and degree of
gravity of the crime committed by him, the charac-
teristics of the accused, the circumstances mitigat-
ing and aggravating his punishment, takes into ac-
count the sanctions of the relevant articles of the
Criminal Code of Ukraine, the risk of committing a
repeated criminal offense and the risk of danger to
society by the pre-trial report, and chooses a
measure of punishment necessary and sufficient to
correct the accused and prevent the commission of
new criminal offenses.

Judges' assistants conduct content analysis of
court decisions manually. Probation service em-
ployees spend a lot of time assessing the risk of
committing a repeated criminal offense and the risk
of danger of the accused to society. With the assis-
tance of USID for the Supreme Court, a pilot pro-
ject has been developed using the GPT chat for
recognizing texts of court decisions and its compar-
ison with the relevant judicial practice from the da-
tabase of document texts USRCD. However,
courts at the primary level still require innovative
approaches to automate the search and analysis of
relevant information in the texts of court decisions.
The aim of the work is to use the GPT-4 model's
sentence-by-sentence generation technique to
generate natural language and understand as well
as code a GPT-4 of the OpenAl API to generate
the necessary knowledge from unstructured text
documents in court proceedings and to identify in-
teresting patterns and relationships in a set of crite-
ria that are important for passing court sentences
in similar cases.

The problem of developing optimal approaches
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to choosing methods for predicting the results of
court proceedings is non-trivial and can simplify the
understanding of the essence of the process of
passing court decisions. When passing a sentence,
the court takes into account many facts of the
case. For example, the qualification of the proceed-
ings, legal factors characteristic of a particular
case, types of evidence, characteristics of the ac-
cused person, the presence of previous convic-
tions, repetition of the crime, etc. Details of the cri-
teria (facts) relating to a particular proceeding are
stored in court decisions. However, extracting the-
se facts from legal texts is a labor-intensive, com-
plex and time-consuming process. Therefore, most
studies of this type are conducted on small da-
tasets and relate only to regional studies and spe-
cific types of proceedings.

In each case, obtaining the criteria (facts, cir-
cumstances) that the court takes into account
when passing sentences in cases from the texts of
sentences was a labor-intensive, costly manual
process. This study presents a new methodology
for solving the problem of analyzing a large number
of texts of court decisions entered into the USRCD.
We use the Al-based language model GPT-4 to
generate from the texts of court verdicts the essen-
tial facts considered by the court when passing a
sentence in the proceedings.

Results and Discussions

In this research work, we propose an approach
to extracting relevant information from the texts of
court decisions. We use the natural language gen-
eration method with GTP-4. This is a methodology
for generating natural responses word-by-word
based on the previous context [25]. The process
involves using the source text documents in the
query itself. The stages of the text generation pro-
cess using the natural language generation meth-
od. A block diagram of the proposed methodology
is presented in Figure.

Figure: Using GPT-4 language model to generate the facts from court decisions

GTP-4 hased sentence-by-sentence data generation

Input text
{Original data)

(Include input text)

Prompt Output

generated

—

Source: compiled by the authors
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The workflow commences with the raw source
material, the input text, which serves as the initial
data corpus. This input undergoes a prompting
phase, wherein it is utilized to formulate a prompt.
Subsequently, the prompt yields the output text,
extracting pertinent information to construct asso-
ciative rules.

The next examples illustrate instances of the
original input data juxtaposed with the newly gen-
erated output data.

1. Input original data — the textual content en-
compassing the judicial determination issued in a
criminal legal proceeding

2. Prompt

"Conclude about:

—The article of the Criminal Code of Ukraine on
criminal liability for the act committed by the person.

—The degree of severity of the committed crimi-
nal offense.

—Circumstances that aggravate or mitigate the
punishment of the accused, and which ones specif-
ically.

—An attempted criminal offense.

— A criminal offense committed in complicity.

—The measure of punishment imposed on the
accused.

—The limits established in the sanction of the ar-
ticle (the sanction of the part of the article) of the
Special Part of the Criminal Code of Ukraine, which
provides for liability for the committed criminal of-
fense.

—Grounds for exemption from serving a sen-
tence.

—Obligations imposed on a person in case of
their exemption from serving a sentence on proba-
tion.

—The amount of damage caused.

—The presence of a state of diminished respon-
sibility.

— Socio-psychological characteristics of the ac-
cused.

—Imposition of a more lenient punishment than
prescribed by law.

—Punishing the presence of mitigating circum-
stances.

—Imposition of punishment for a combination of
criminal offenses.

—Imposition of punishment on the combination
of sentences.

—Rules for combining punishments and credit-
ing the term of pre-trial detention.

—An attempted criminal offense.

— A criminal offense committed in complicity.

— Calculation of the terms of punishment."
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3. Based on the court ruling document, GPT-4
makes the following relevant conclusions (output
data):

—The article of the Criminal Code of Ukraine on
criminal liability for the act committed is Article 146
Part 1 (illegal deprivation of liberty).

—The degree of severity is a criminal offense
(not a crime).

—The identity of the guilty party is PERSON_3.

—No aggravating or mitigating circumstances
were established by the court.

—It was not an attempted offense, the crime was
completed.

—It was not a criminal offense committed in
complicity (by multiple perpetrators).

—The measure of punishment imposed was 1
year of restraint of liberty.

—The limits in the sanction of Article 146 Part 1
allow for up to 3 years of restraint of liberty.

—The grounds for exemption were Article 75 (re-
lease on probation).

—The obligations imposed were under Article 76
paragraphs 1 and 2 - periodic registration and noti-
fication of change of residence/work.

—The amount of damages was not specified as
there was no civil action.

—There was no mention of diminished respon-
sibility.

—Limited socio-psychological characteristics
were provided - he is married, employed, has a
minor child.

—No more lenient punishment was applied than
prescribed by law.

—It did not involve mitigating circumstances for
punishment.

—It was a single offense, so no combination of
punishments.

—It was a single case, so no combination of
sentences.

—No rules for combining punishments or credit-
ing pre-trial detention were relevant.

— It was not an attempted offense.

— It was not committed in complicity.

—He was sentenced to 1 year of imprisonment,
with a probationary period of 1 year.

The proposed innovative approach uses a GPT-
4 sentence-by-sentence generation technique to
generate facts from unstructured text documents of
court decisions that make up the initial data set. To
identify the most important factors determining the
decision in the proceedings, researchers usually
study the texts of court decisions in the relevant
cases by manual reading [26]. To ensure the quali-
ty of the process of extracting the necessary facts
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from the texts of verdicts, many qualified employ-
ees are involved. They manually carefully study the
text of each court verdict, isolating important facts,
legal norms and other essential information neces-
sary for making a court decision [27]. This process
is extremely labor-intensive and time-consuming.
Determining from the texts of verdicts those criteria
(factual data, circumstances) that the court takes
into account when making decisions in certain cat-
egories of cases took place through painstaking,
expensive and routine labor. Our automated con-
tent analysis and data generation approach signifi-
cantly reduces labor costs and saves time for court
staff, law firms and prosecutors, while improving
data quality by eliminating typical human errors.

The application of the GTP-4 based data gen-
eration method proposed by the authors when
working with the USRCD can become a useful tool
for assessing the level of professional competence
of judges by analyzing the decisions made by
them. In particular, the program should be able to
analyze the consequences of the judge's consider-
ation of similar cases and identify manifestations of
bias or prejudice under the same initial data or sim-
ilar legal relations. In addition, chronological analy-
sis will make it possible to compare the judge's de-
cisions and his consideration of previous changes
and cancellations of decisions by higher courts or
compliance with the binding legal conclusions of
the Supreme Court in similar cases.

Artificial intelligence can become a reliable as-
sistant in processing a large array of decisions
made by a judge, analyzing the quality of judicial
practice, and identifying numerous, systematic,
conscious, and intentional violations of substantive
and procedural law or single gross violations. It is
also worth considering the possibility of using Al for
analytics and identifying litigation trends, in particu-
lar the emergence and spread of new types of dis-
putes, separating from the array of typical cases
grounds for transferring them to the Supreme Court
as exemplary. This will avoid unequal application of
legislation by judges, make different decisions in
typical cases, facilitate the prompt consideration of
a large number of cases, overcome conflicts and
gaps in legislation, effectively protect the rights,
freedoms, and interests of citizens, unity, and con-
sistency of judicial practice.

Conclusions

The introduction of such an artificial intelligence
model will help meet various needs of the judiciary;
in particular, it will replace the time-consuming
manual content analysis of judicial officers when
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processing a large array of court decisions in the
Unified State Register of Court Decisions of
Ukraine. In addition, the proposed approach may
become a useful tool for assessing the professional
competence of judges by analysing the totality of
court decisions delivered by them, identifying mani-
festations of bias on the part of the judge during
the consideration of cases, and awareness of cur-
rent case law. In general, these artificial intelli-
gence technologies will serve to improve the con-
sistency of justice in typical cases and will be able
to help develop a unified court practice in the event
of new types of disputes and gaps in legislation.

The study proposes a new approach to auto-
mated content analysis of court decisions using the
GPT-4 language model. This innovative method
allows for generating relevant facts from unstruc-
tured text documents of court proceedings by ap-
plying natural sentence generation technology. Un-
like laborious manual content analysis, the propo-
sed approach significantly saves effort and time for
court system employees, while simultaneously im-
proving the quality of the obtained data by eliminat-
ing the human factor of errors.

The implementation of such technology based
on the Unified State Register of Court Decisions of
Ukraine will help assess the level of professional
competence of judges through the analysis of their
decisions and identify manifestations of bias, in-
consistency with the practice of higher instances,
and violations of legislation. Artificial intelligence
will become a reliable tool for processing large ar-
rays of court decisions, analyzing litigation trends,
and identifying typical cases for forming legal con-
clusions of the Supreme Court.

The author concludes that the use of such ad-
vanced technologies will help to increase the effi-
ciency, consistency and impartiality of the judicial
system, speed up the consideration of cases, elim-
inate gaps in legislation, effectively protect the
rights of citizens and unify judicial practice. At the
same time, the introduction of innovations requires
careful adherence to ethical considerations, ensur-
ing confidentiality and accountability of artificial in-
telligence systems.

Competing interests

The author of the article has positive expecta-
tions and would be grateful for the start of an active
scientific discussion on the problem under study.
The author's next research will focus on the inte-
gration of information judicial systems in the EU
and Ukraine.

26

Forum Prava, 2024. 80(3). 18-28
(Research Atrticle)



ISSN 1995-6134
2024-3

Acknowledgement effectiveness of using advanced language models

The author would like to express her sincere in the legal industry and the optimal ability to use
gratitude to Olha Kovalchuk, Ph.D., Faculty of Law, | the GPT-4 language model to generate the neces-
Department of Legal Theory and Constitutionalism, | Sary knowledge from unstructured text documents
West Ukrainian National University, Ternopil, for the automgtlc generation of relevant facts from
Ukraine, olhakov@gmail.com, 0000-0001-6490- | court proceedings.

9633 for providing professional advice during the
course of this study. In particular, in terms of the

REFERENCES

1. E. Dias Canedo, V. Aymoré Martins, V. Coelho Ribeiro et al. Development and Evaluation of an Intelli-
gence and Learning System in Jurisprudence Text Mining in the Field of Competition Defense. Appl.
Sci. 11]2021, p. 11365.

2. OpenAl. GPT-4 Technical Report. arXiv 2023, arXiv:2303.08774.

3. I. Chalkidis, M. Fergadiotis, P. Malakasiotis, N. Aletras, |. Androutsopoulos. LEGAL-BERT: The Muppets
straight out of Law School. In Proceedings of the Findings of the Association for Computational Linguis-
tics: EMNLP 2020, Online, 16—20 November 2020; pp. 2898-2904.

4. H.Touvron, T. Lavril, G. Izacard, X. Martinet, M.A. Lachaux, MT. Lacroix, B. Roziére, N. Goyal, E. Hambro,
F. Azhar et al. LLaMA: Open and Efficient Foundation Language Models. arXiv , arXiv:2302|2023,
p.13971.

5. OpenAl. fn. 4. Developer platform: https://www.deepl.com/ru/translator#uk/en-
ab/%D0%9F%D0%BB%D0%B0%D1%82%D1%84%D0%BE %D1%80%D0%BC%D0%B0%20%D1%38
0%D0%BE%D0%B7%D1%80%D0%BE%D0%B1%D0%BD%D0%B8%D0%BA%D0%B0%200penAl

6. P. D. Callister. Law, Artificial Intelligence, and Natural Language Processing: A Funny Thing Happened on
the Way to My Search Results. Law Libr. J. 112|2020, p. 161.

7. Gutiérrez Rodriguez, Juan David, Al Technologies in the Judiciary: Critical Appraisal of Large Language
Models in Judicial Decision-making (December 18, 2023). Forthcoming in Regine Paul, Emma Carmel,
and Jennifer Cobbe (eds), Handbook on Public Policy and Al (Edward Elgar Publishing), Available at
SSRN: http://dx.doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.4667572

8. Yedynyy derzhavnyy reyestr sudovykh rishen [Unified State Register of Court Decisions].
https://reyestr.court.gov.ua/ (in Ukr.).

9. Kryminalnyy kodeks Ukrayiny [Criminal Code of Ukraine]. Zakon Ukrayiny (05.04.2001 No. 2341-3) (in Ukr.).

10. Krasadakis, P., Sakkopoulos, E., & Verykios V. S. (2024). A Survey on Challenges and Advances in
Natural Language Processing with a Focus on Legal Informatics and Low-Resource Languages. Elec-
tronics, 13(3), 648. https://doi.org/10.3390/electronics 13030648

11. Amato, F., Fonisto, M., Giacalone, M., & Sansone, C. (2023). An Intelligent Conversational Agent for the
Legal Domain. Information, (14), 307.

12. E. Q. Nuranti, E. Yulianti, H.S. Husin, Predicting the Category and the Length of Punishment in Indone-
sian Courts Based on Previous Court Decision Documents. Computers 112022, p. 88.

13. K. Demertzis, K. Rantos, L. Magafas, C. Skianis, L.A. lliadis. A Secure and Privacy-Preserving Block-
chain-Based XAl-Justice System. Information 14|2023, p. 477.

14. D. N. Yagamurthy, R. Azmeera, R. Khanna. Natural Language Generation (NLG) for Automated Report
Generation. Journal of Technology and Systems 52023, pp. 48-59.

15. P. P. Ray. ChatGPT: A comprehensive review on background, applications, key challenges, bias, ethics,
limitations and future scope. Internet of Things and Cyber-Physical Systems. 3|2023, p. 121-154.

16. B. Mathis. Extracting Proceedings Data from Court Cases with Machine Learning. Stats 5|2022, p. 1305-1320.

17. D. Tsarapatsanis, N. Aletras. On the Ethical Limits of Natural Language Processing on Legal Text. In:
Proceedings of the Findings of the Association for Computational Linguistics: ACL-IJCNLP 2021,
Online, 1-6 August 2021; pp. 3590-3599.

18. S. Douka, H. Abdine, M. Vazirgiannis, R.E. Hamdani, D. Restrepo, D.J. Juribert: A masked-language
model adaptation for French legal text. arXiv 2021, arXiv:2110.01485.

19. M. M. Farayola, |. Tal, R. Connolly, T. Saber, M. Bendechache. Ethics and Trustworthiness of Al for Pre-
dicting the Risk of Recidivism: A Systematic Literature Review. Information 142023, p. 426.

20. Konstytutsiya Ukrayiny [Constitution of Ukraine]. Zakon Ukrayiny (28/06/1996 No. 254k/96-vr).
https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/254k/96-sp#Text (in Ukr.).

21. European Ethical Charter on the use of Atrtificial Intelligence in judicial systems and their environment.
Adopted at the 31st plenary meeting of the CEPEJ (Strasbourg, 3-4 December 2018).

27 Forum Prava, 2024. 80(3). 18-28
(Research Article)


mailto:olhakov@gmail.com
https://www.deepl.com/ru/translator#uk/en-gb/%D0%9F%D0%BB%D0%B0%D1%82%D1%84%D0%BE%D1%80%D0%BC%D0%B0%20%D1%80%D0%BE%D0%B7%D1%80%D0%BE%D0%B1%D0%BD%D0%B8%D0%BA%D0%B0%20OpenAI
https://www.deepl.com/ru/translator#uk/en-gb/%D0%9F%D0%BB%D0%B0%D1%82%D1%84%D0%BE%D1%80%D0%BC%D0%B0%20%D1%80%D0%BE%D0%B7%D1%80%D0%BE%D0%B1%D0%BD%D0%B8%D0%BA%D0%B0%20OpenAI
https://www.deepl.com/ru/translator#uk/en-gb/%D0%9F%D0%BB%D0%B0%D1%82%D1%84%D0%BE%D1%80%D0%BC%D0%B0%20%D1%80%D0%BE%D0%B7%D1%80%D0%BE%D0%B1%D0%BD%D0%B8%D0%BA%D0%B0%20OpenAI
http://dx.doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.4667572
https://reyestr.court.gov.ua/
https://doi.org/10.3390/electronics13030648
https://www.researchgate.net/scientific-contributions/Deepak-Nanuru-Yagamurthy-2264036951?_sg%5B0%5D=D2BwxsRsUZLm1FdoDjH2V5e85zm-40006G8b0LrNqF0L8kUYo53cjO7h4el7frwiwh2N6s0.phYVb31Pn69CoKAT5H301oXfl_U7PiYoDEkerUfwKGGZI1aII3iRntaIcbmRT9P3thD2RzYIJIJLj7tjSj3m2Q&_sg%5B1%5D=Yng-GobIf7EvEw8ZQoH74q22rYbcL6QPRCcbE7-5a1p8jcOpVTFRcXxSna_opklJCtBmufc.wGoloKKoRr5aH_F442RKDKBxBOLC07agE9O-dgbkEhfDVhHz1Be5d0gonn0aB9-ZPXIfL1pFIbw1ixz2zGzvNw&_tp=eyJjb250ZXh0Ijp7ImZpcnN0UGFnZSI6InB1YmxpY2F0aW9uIiwicGFnZSI6InB1YmxpY2F0aW9uIiwicG9zaXRpb24iOiJwYWdlSGVhZGVyIn19
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Rajesh-Azmeera?_sg%5B0%5D=D2BwxsRsUZLm1FdoDjH2V5e85zm-40006G8b0LrNqF0L8kUYo53cjO7h4el7frwiwh2N6s0.phYVb31Pn69CoKAT5H301oXfl_U7PiYoDEkerUfwKGGZI1aII3iRntaIcbmRT9P3thD2RzYIJIJLj7tjSj3m2Q&_sg%5B1%5D=Yng-GobIf7EvEw8ZQoH74q22rYbcL6QPRCcbE7-5a1p8jcOpVTFRcXxSna_opklJCtBmufc.wGoloKKoRr5aH_F442RKDKBxBOLC07agE9O-dgbkEhfDVhHz1Be5d0gonn0aB9-ZPXIfL1pFIbw1ixz2zGzvNw&_tp=eyJjb250ZXh0Ijp7ImZpcnN0UGFnZSI6InB1YmxpY2F0aW9uIiwicGFnZSI6InB1YmxpY2F0aW9uIiwicG9zaXRpb24iOiJwYWdlSGVhZGVyIn19
https://www.researchgate.net/scientific-contributions/Rhea-Khanna-2263420048?_sg%5B0%5D=D2BwxsRsUZLm1FdoDjH2V5e85zm-40006G8b0LrNqF0L8kUYo53cjO7h4el7frwiwh2N6s0.phYVb31Pn69CoKAT5H301oXfl_U7PiYoDEkerUfwKGGZI1aII3iRntaIcbmRT9P3thD2RzYIJIJLj7tjSj3m2Q&_sg%5B1%5D=Yng-GobIf7EvEw8ZQoH74q22rYbcL6QPRCcbE7-5a1p8jcOpVTFRcXxSna_opklJCtBmufc.wGoloKKoRr5aH_F442RKDKBxBOLC07agE9O-dgbkEhfDVhHz1Be5d0gonn0aB9-ZPXIfL1pFIbw1ixz2zGzvNw&_tp=eyJjb250ZXh0Ijp7ImZpcnN0UGFnZSI6InB1YmxpY2F0aW9uIiwicGFnZSI6InB1YmxpY2F0aW9uIiwicG9zaXRpb24iOiJwYWdlSGVhZGVyIn19
https://www.researchgate.net/journal/Journal-of-Technology-and-Systems-2788-6344?_tp=eyJjb250ZXh0Ijp7ImZpcnN0UGFnZSI6InB1YmxpY2F0aW9uIiwicGFnZSI6InB1YmxpY2F0aW9uIiwicG9zaXRpb24iOiJwYWdlSGVhZGVyIn19
https://www.sciencedirect.com/journal/internet-of-things-and-cyber-physical-systems
https://www.sciencedirect.com/journal/internet-of-things-and-cyber-physical-systems/vol/3/suppl/C
https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/254%D0%BA/96-%D0%B2%D1%80#Text

ISSN 1995-6134
2024-3

https://rm.coe.int/ethical-charter-en-for-publication-4-december-2018/16808f699c

22. Pro Kontseptsiyu Zahalnoderzhavnoyi prohramy adaptatsiyi zakonodavstva Ukrayiny do zakonodavstva
Yevropeyskoho Soyuzu [On the Concept of the National Program for the Adaptation of the Legislation of
Ukraine to the Legislation of the European Union]. Zakon Ukrayiny (21.11.2002 No. 228-4).
https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/228-15#Text (in Ukr.).

23. Pro dostup do sudovykh rishen [About access to court decisions]. Zakon Ukrainy (22.12.2005
No. 3262-4). https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/3262-15#Text (in Ukr.).

24. Pro zatverdzhennya Poryadku vedennya Yedynoho derzhavnoho reyestru sudovykh rishen [On the ap-
proval of the Procedure for maintaining the Unified State Register of Court Decisions]. Postanova Kabi-
netu Ministriv Ukrayiny (25.05.2006 No. 740). https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/740-2006-n#Text (in
Ukr.). [Vtratyla chynnist na pidstavi Postanovy Kabinetu Ministriv Ukrainy No. 550 vid 11.07.2018].

25. A. A. Lastname, B.B. Lasthame. Current Trends in Natural Language Processing (NLP) and Human
Language Technology (HLT). Mathematics. Special Issue. 264 p.

26. H. Aissa, A. Tarik, I. Zeroual, F. Yousef. Using machine learning to predict outcomes of accident cases in
moroccan courts. Procedia Computer Science 184[2021, pp. 829-834.

27. Mufoz Soro JF, Serrano-Cinca C. A model for predicting court decisions on child custody. PLoS One.
2021 Oct 21;16(10):e0258993. http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0258993 PMID: 34673827; PMCID:

PMC8530287.
IHOOPMALJIST [PO CTATTHO (ARTICLE INFO)
Published in: Received: 19.06.2024
®opym npasa: 80 pp. 18-28 (3). Accepted: 19.07.2024
Related identifiers: :Ub_'lis:;rd: o %2‘8?3831
10.5281/zenodo.12591895 variable onfine: 5.U1-
Cite as:

http://forumprava.pp.ua/files/018-028- . .
2024-3-FP-Babkova 4.pdf Babkova, T. V. (2024). Al-Powered Analysis of Court Decisions: The

. . Ukrainian Experience. ®opym [llpaea, 80(3), 18—28.
hggggnbsu"foé’f“a’UJRN’FP index.htm 445 //doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.12591895
2024 3 4.pdf

Babkova, T. V. (2024). Al-Powered Analysis of Court Decisions: The Ukraini-
an Experience. Forum Prava, 80(3), 18-28.
http://doi.org/10.5281/zen0do.12591895

License (for files):
Creative_ Commons _Attribution 4.0
International

28 Forum Prava, 2024. 80(3). 18-28
(Research Article)


https://rm.coe.int/ethical-charter-en-for-publication-4-december-2018/16808f699c
https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/228-15#Text
https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/3262-15#Text
https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/740-2006-%D0%BF#Text
http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0258993
http://forumprava.pp.ua/files/018-028-2024-3-FP-Babkova_4.pdf
http://forumprava.pp.ua/files/018-028-2024-3-FP-Babkova_4.pdf
http://nbuv.gov.ua/UJRN/FP_index.htm_2024_3_4.pdf
http://nbuv.gov.ua/UJRN/FP_index.htm_2024_3_4.pdf
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/legalcode
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/legalcode
http://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.12591895
http://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.12591895

	Cite as:
	Cite as:
	Cite as:
	Cite as:



