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ABSTRACT

The financial sector's growing dependence on digital infrastructure has created systemic
vulnerabilities that traditional regulatory frameworks were never designed to address. This paper
critically examines the European Union's Digital Operational Resilience Act as a pioneering
regulatory response to technology-driven risks threatening financial stability. Through doctrinal
analysis of statutory provisions and comparative assessment of international approaches, this
research investigates whether DORA's comprehensive framework addressing ICT risk
management, incident reporting, resilience testing, and third-party oversight represents an
effective model for global adoption. The examination reveals that financial institutions
worldwide face common challenges including concentration risks from cloud service
dependencies, escalating cyber threats, and regulatory gaps where critical technology providers
escape prudential supervision despite performing essential functions. DORA's innovative
oversight framework for critical third-party service providers addresses longstanding blind spots
in financial regulation, while its harmonized approach eliminates inconsistencies across
previously fragmented sectoral requirements. However, implementation challenges including
compliance costs, technical complexity, supervisory capacity constraints, and cross-border
coordination difficulties may limit practical effectiveness. Recommendations emphasize

proportionate adoption of DORA principles calibrated to jurisdictional contexts, enhanced
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international cooperation mechanisms, supervisory capacity building, and balanced approaches
facilitating innovation while ensuring operational continuity amid digital disruptions.
Keywords: Digital operational resilience; DORA; financial regulation; cybersecurity; ICT risk

management; third-party risk; incident reporting; systemic risk; regulatory convergence.

INTRODUCTION:

FINANCIAL SECTOR DIGITALIZATION AND EMERGING RISKS

Contemporary financial services function through intricate technological networks where core

banking activities fundamentally rely on digital systems for virtually every essential operation.®

Payment mechanisms handle enormous transaction volumes across interconnected platforms,
securities trading occurs within milliseconds through complex algorithmic systems, and
customer engagement happens predominantly via smartphone applications and web-based
interfaces. While this digital evolution produces substantial efficiency improvements and
broadens access to financial products for underserved communities, it concurrently generates
weaknesses carrying systemic consequences that regulatory bodies are only now starting to fully
grasp.

Technology concentration within the financial industry poses especially serious dangers. Major
cloud infrastructure providers experiencing service interruptions can simultaneously disable
operational capabilities across numerous financial organizations, illustrating how centralized
failure points cascade throughout ostensibly independent entities.* Malicious software attacks
have crippled banking institutions, insurance firms, and payment networks, compelling
organizations to weigh operational paralysis against extortion payments while sensitive customer
information remains exposed. Securities trading system failures during volatile market
conditions have blocked investors from completing transactions at critical moments, prompting
serious inquiries regarding market fairness and participant safeguards.

Regulatory structures developed during periods of physical documentation and geographically
bounded operations demonstrate inadequacy when confronting technology-originated threats.®

Capital sufficiency and liquidity-focused prudential standards offer minimal direction concerning

% European Commission, Digital Finance Strategy for the European Union 12-18 (2020).
4 McKinsey Global Institute, Financial Services Technology: Concentration Risk 23-29 (2022).
5 Basel Committee on Banking Supervision, Principles for Operational Resilience 12-16 (2021).
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cybersecurity protocols, technology supplier oversight, or operational robustness evaluation.
Distinct financial segments including commercial banking, insurance underwriting, and
securities dealing established separate technology risk standards despite encountering identical
vulnerabilities and frequently utilizing shared service providers, producing uneven protection

based on organizational categorization rather than genuine risk characteristics.

The European Union acknowledged these regulatory deficiencies and enacted the Digital

Operational Resilience Act, creating the most thorough global framework for addressing

financial sector technology vulnerabilities.® DORA establishes consistent standards

encompassing all supervised financial organizations, requires structured breach notification
facilitating systemic threat surveillance, mandates comprehensive resilience evaluation
programs, and introduces direct supervisory authority over technology suppliers considered
essential for financial stability.” This final component represents perhaps the most consequential
regulatory advancement, broadening prudential oversight beyond conventional financial entities
to include technology enterprises whose offerings have become indispensable for financial

system operations.

DORA's worldwide influence reaches beyond European territorial limits through several
pathways. Extraterritorial enforcement affects non-EU financial organizations serving European
customers or maintaining European branch operations. Third-party supplier compliance demands
that international technology vendors serving EU financial markets satisfy DORA standards,
potentially propelling worldwide norm convergence. Regulatory alignment emerges as nations
globally contemplate adopting DORA-modeled frameworks addressing comparable weaknesses

within their financial systems.

This research analyzes DORA's regulatory structure, assesses its potential efficacy in addressing
financial sector digital operational vulnerabilities, examines worldwide influence through

extraterritorial consequences and regulatory harmonization, and evaluates whether DORA's

6 Regulation (EU) 2022/2554 of the European Parliament and of the Council on Digital Operational Resilience for
the Financial Sector (DORA), art. 1 (2022).
"1d. arts. 31-44.
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methodology achieves appropriate equilibrium among operational resilience, regulatory costs,

and innovation promotion.

2. DORA'S REGULATORY ARCHITECTURE

2.1Comprehensive Scope and Foundational Principles

The regulation encompasses essentially all organizations constituting the European financial
landscape.® Banking institutions, securities firms, payment processors, digital currency providers,
insurance enterprises, retirement funds, asset managers, market infrastructure operators, and
cryptocurrency service providers fall within DORA's jurisdiction. This broad coverage
guarantees uniform treatment of technology vulnerabilities across institutional boundaries that

formerly determined supervisory intensity irrespective of actual exposure levels.

Core principles direct the framework's functioning while accommodating diverse organizational
situations. Proportionality permits adjustment of particular requirements according to
institutional dimensions, operational complexity, and systemic significance, acknowledging that

community banks confront different obstacles than internationally significant financial

conglomerates.® Technology neutrality ensures standards maintain relevance as technical

landscapes transform, avoiding rigid mandates linked to particular systems that might rapidly
become outdated. Risk-oriented methodologies concentrate supervisory attention upon most
substantial weaknesses rather than applying identical compliance demands regardless of genuine

threat exposure.

The regulatory architecture addresses five interconnected areas: governance and risk oversight
structures, breach identification and notification, operational robustness evaluation, external
provider relationship administration, and intelligence exchange mechanisms. Each area
establishes particular duties while connecting with others to construct thorough safeguards

against technology-caused operational breakdowns.

8 DORA, supra note 4, art. 2.
°1d. art. 4.
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2.2 Governance and Risk Management Standards

Executive leadership carries explicit accountability for technology risk supervision rather than
assigning  such  responsibilities to technical units functioning beyond board

awareness.°Governing bodies must authorize and regularly examine ICT risk management

structures, distribute sufficient resources for execution, and sustain consciousness of developing
threat environments affecting organizational functions. This governance requirement ensures
technology vulnerabilities receive strategic consideration proportionate to their potential
consequences for institutional sustainability.

Risk management structures must encompass the entire lifecycle of technology resources from
procurement through retirement. Organizations must preserve thorough inventories cataloging all
information platforms, data storage facilities, and technology interdependencies, comprehending
linkages that could permit failures to spread across operational areas. Periodic risk evaluations
identify weaknesses demanding correction while determining whether current safeguards

sufficiently address recognized threats.

Protective measures include both preventive controls obstructing unauthorized entry and
investigative capabilities recognizing compromise signals.'* Network protection, access
administration, encoding protocols, and modification management procedures establish
foundational defenses, while surveillance systems and irregularity recognition supply advance
notice of prospective incidents. Continuity preparation ensures organizations can sustain critical
functions during technology interruptions, with validated restoration procedures enabling

recovery within tolerable periods.

2.3 Incident Classification and Notification Requirements

Standardized breach reporting supplants fragmented methodologies where various supervisory
bodies imposed differing notification demands upon organizations operating across multiple
territories.!? Classification standards permit uniform severity evaluation determining which

occurrences necessitate regulatory notification and suitable escalation schedules. Significant

101d. arts. 5-16.
1d. art. 9.
121d. arts. 17-23.
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incidents affecting service accessibility, information accuracy, or privacy activate compulsory
reporting through organized procedures enabling regulatory consolidation and examination.

Preliminary notification within hours of classification supplies supervisory bodies with advance
indication of potentially substantial disruptions. Subsequent communications update regulators
regarding incident progression, response effectiveness, and service restoration advancement.
Concluding reports submitted following resolution record fundamental causes, consequence
evaluations, insights gained, and corrective actions preventing repetition. This graduated
reporting arrangement balances regulatory requirements for prompt information against

operational priorities during active incident management.

Discretionary reporting mechanisms encourage distributing intelligence regarding substantial
threats before incidents occur. Advance warning concerning developing attack methods or
questionable surveillance activity facilitates proactive protective actions throughout the financial
industry. Consolidated gathering and examination of incident reports enables recognition of

patterns suggesting coordinated assaults or systemic weaknesses demanding collective reaction.

2.4 Resilience Testing Programs

Evaluation requirements guarantee that protective measures and restoration capabilities perform

effectively when required rather than existing solely in written form.** Fundamental testing

encompassing vulnerability identification, intrusion assessment, and restoration exercises applies
throughout all supervised organizations, with regularity determined by risk evaluations reflecting
organizational intricacy and threat exposure. Testing must scrutinize both technical safeguards
and organizational reactions, assessing whether staff can implement procedures under realistic
pressure circumstances.

Sophisticated evaluation for systemically significant organizations utilizes threat-directed
methodologies replicating advanced adversary strategies.’* Rather than testing against
standardized vulnerability catalogs, threat-directed intrusion assessment emulates particular
threat actors recognized for targeting financial organizations, employing current intelligence

regarding adversary methods to construct authentic attack scenarios. Assessment teams function

131d. arts. 24-27.
1%1d. art. 26.
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with minimal organizational knowledge, recognizing detection and reaction deficiencies that
controlled evaluations might overlook.Corrective requirements mandate prompt resolution of
weaknesses discovered through evaluation programs. Discoveries must reach suitable
management levels enabling resource distribution decisions, with monitoring mechanisms
guaranteeing identified deficiencies receive remedial action rather than remaining documented

yet unresolved.

2.5 Third-Party Risk Administration

Financial organizations progressively depend upon external suppliers for technology services
spanning fundamental infrastructure through specialized applications.’® Cloud computing
environments accommodate essential systems, software developers supply critical applications,
and delegation arrangements transfer operational responsibilities to external parties whose
failures directly impact organizational capabilities. Administering these interdependencies
demands thorough methodologies covering supplier selection, contractual provisions, continuous
surveillance, and departure preparation.

Contractual standards guarantee financial organizations preserve suitable oversight authority and

service quality assurances.'® Agreements must detail security specifications, examination rights

enabling autonomous evaluation, breach notification duties, information location requirements,
and termination provisions ensuring service continuation during supplier changes.
Subcontracting limitations prevent essential services from being reassigned to unidentified
parties without organizational awareness.

Concentration vulnerability evaluation recognizes dependencies upon suppliers whose failure
would simultaneously impact numerous organizations, potentially producing systemic
interruptions. Organizations must assess substitutability restrictions determining how rapidly
alternative suppliers could undertake responsibilities, jurisdictional factors affecting information

access, and interconnections through which supplier difficulties might cascade.

151d. art. 30.
181d. arts. 28-29.
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2.6 Critical Third-Party Provider Oversight

The supervisory structure for essential technology suppliers constitutes DORA's most
groundbreaking component.!’ European regulatory authorities recognize suppliers whose
services carry sufficient importance that their failure could endanger financial stability, weighing
factors including quantity of organizations served, concentration of essential operations, and
substitutability constraints. Designated suppliers encounter direct regulatory involvement
formerly reserved exclusively for financial organizations themselves.

Supervisory activities encompass examining suppliers' risk administration practices, evaluating
breach response capabilities, assessing continuity preparations, and potentially performing
physical inspections.’® Regulatory bodies issue recommendations addressing recognized
deficiencies, with suppliers expected to execute suitable corrections. Although the structure
depends primarily upon supervisory influence rather than compulsory orders, reputational

consequences generate meaningful compliance motivations.

This direct supervision resolves persistent regulatory deficiencies where suppliers executing
operations essential for financial stability evaded prudential oversight simply because they
lacked financial institution licensing. Technology vendors maintaining concentrated market
positions could collapse with devastating consequences while remaining beyond regulatory

visibility until difficulties emerged.

3. INTERNATIONAL REGULATORY LANDSCAPE

3.1 Global Standards and Principles

International organizations have formulated structures directing national methodologies toward

technology risk administration without creating mandatory requirements.® The Basel Committee

on Banking Supervision issued principles addressing operational robustness, highlighting
governance accountabilities, vulnerability recognition, and continuity preparation while allowing
jurisdictional implementation flexibility. These principles create shared conceptual foundations

yet lack DORA's detailed specificity concerning particular safeguards or evaluation approaches.

171d. arts. 31-44.
81d. art. 35.
19 Basel Committee on Banking Supervision, supra note 3, at 23-29.
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The Financial Stability Board investigated third-party interdependencies especially regarding
cloud computing, recognizing regulatory obstacles and prospective solutions without
commanding particular remedies.?’ Direction acknowledges concentration dangers from shared
interdependencies, supervisory access constraints when managing technology suppliers, and
transnational coordination requirements, while permitting national authorities to formulate

suitable responses within their structures.

3.2 United States Methodology

American regulation depends upon numerous agencies carrying sectoral accountabilities rather

than consolidated legislation comparable to DORA.?! Banking supervisors including the Federal

Reserve, Office of the Comptroller of the Currency, and FDIC distribute examination direction
and cybersecurity expectations for organizations within their respective authorities. Securities
regulators handle technology vulnerabilities for broker-dealers and investment consultants
through distinct requirements.

Breach notification duties exist through assorted mechanisms lacking standardized schedules or
arrangements that DORA creates. Third-party vulnerability administration remains
predominantly the accountability of financial organizations rather than encompassing direct
regulatory supervision of service suppliers. Recent regulatory proposals suggest progression
toward more detailed standards, although thorough DORA-comparable legislation encounters

political and commercial opposition.

3.3 Asia-Pacific Developments

Singapore's Monetary Authority has formulated thorough technology risk administration
guidelines creating expectations comparable to DORA across numerous aspects.?? Requirements
handle governance accountabilities, vulnerability evaluation procedures, security safeguards,
continuity preparation, and third-party administration. The guidelines function as supervisory
expectations rather than compulsory legislation, supplying flexibility while generating

meaningful compliance motivations.

20 Financial Stability Board, Third-Party Relationships in Financial Services 34-39 (2021).
21 Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve System, Supervisory Guidance on IT Risk Management 8-12 (2021).
22 Monetary Authority of Singapore, Technology Risk Management Guidelines 12-18 (2021).
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Hong Kong regulatory authorities have created cybersecurity structures for banks and payment
service suppliers handling risk governance and breach response capabilities.?® Australia's
prudential authority demands information security capabilities through particular prudential
standards, with recent modifications strengthening requirements for third-party provisions.India’s
central bank has distributed technology risk structures through numerous circulars handling
various dimensions without consolidated legislation.?* Guidelines encompass cybersecurity
protocols, delegation provisions, and continuity requirements, although execution effectiveness

differs across organizations with varying resource capacities.

4. GLOBAL IMPACT MECHANISMS

4.1 Extraterritorial Effects

DORA's territorial enforcement reaches beyond organizations established within the European
Union to include third-country enterprises operating branches or delivering services within
European markets.”®> Non-European banks, insurers, and securities firms preserving EU
operations must satisfy DORA requirements for those activities, potentially requiring separate
governance provisions distinct from domestic jurisdiction protocols.

Technology suppliers designated as essential third-party providers encounter the most immediate

extraterritorial consequences irrespective of corporate headquarters location.?® Principal cloud

computing platforms, software developers, and infrastructure enterprises serving European
financial markets must participate in European supervisory oversight if designated as essential.
This generates regulatory reach extending to American corporate centers and Asian data facilities

based upon services delivered to European organizations.

4.2 Standards Diffusion Through Supply Networks

International technology enterprises serving financial organizations across numerous territories
confront decisions between preserving jurisdiction-particular compliance methodologies or

implementing standardized protocols satisfying highest applicable standards.Operational

23 Hong Kong Monetary Authority, Cybersecurity Fortification Initiative 23-29 (2020).
24 Reserve Bank of India, Framework for Cyber Security in Banks 34-39 (2016).
%5 DORA, supra note 4, art. 2(1).
2 d. art. 31.
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efficiency factors favor consistent global protocols rather than fragmented provisions varying
according to customer location, generating motivations for suppliers to execute DORA-
comparable safeguards universally even lacking legal duties outside Europe.

Contractual normalization reinforces this pattern as financial organizations globally
progressively require provisions resembling DORA standards. Examination rights, security
details, breach notification duties, and departure provisions reflecting European regulatory
expectations become standard contractual conditions offered internationally. Suppliers discover

offering uniform conditions simpler than negotiating individualized provisions for each territory.

4.3 Regulatory Convergence Patterns

Territories formulating or revising technology risk structures progressively cite DORA as
benchmark representing contemporary optimal protocols.?” Following Brexit, the United
Kingdom consulted regarding operational robustness requirements for essential third parties
closely paralleling DORA's supervisory structure. Comparable patterns emerge in Asian
financial hubs revising their standards.

International gatherings including the G7 and G20 have examined financial sector cyber

robustness with DORA highlighted as prominent regulatory model.?® These conversations may

shape forthcoming efforts by international standard-establishing organizations, potentially
incorporating DORA concepts into direction influencing national methodologies internationally.
Developing economies pursuing financial sector robustness strengthening may implement
DORA-inspired structures as validated templates rather than formulating completely original

methodologies.

5. IMPLEMENTATION CHALLENGES

5.1 Compliance Costs and Resource Requirements

Satisfying DORA standards requires considerable investments spanning technology
infrastructure, governance procedures, personnel capabilities, and compliance documentation.?®

System enhancements addressing security details, improved surveillance capabilities, and

27 HM Treasury (U.K.), Critical Third Parties Consultation 23-29 (2022).
28 G7 Cyber Expert Group, Third Party Cyber Risk Management 12-16 (2022).
29 pwC, DORA Compliance Cost Assessment 3441 (2023).
For general queries or to submit your research for publication, kindly email us at ijalr.editorial@gmail.com
https://www.ijalr.in/
© 2026 International Journal of Advanced Legal Research



https://www.ijalr.in/

VOLUME 6 | ISSUE 3 FEBRUARY 2026 ISSN: 2582-7340

thorough evaluation programs constitute substantial capital and operational expenses.
Continuous compliance preservation generates recurring cost obligations.

Smaller financial organizations encounter disproportionate difficulties as compliance expenses
represent greater proportions of their total resources.*® Although proportionality principles adjust
particular requirements, foundational duties still impose pressures that may burden restricted
compliance budgets. Technology service suppliers confront their own compliance expenses
ultimately affecting financial organization customers through pricing modifications.

5.2 Technical Standards Formulation

Executing DORA's structure demands detailed technical standards specifying approaches for
vulnerability evaluation, breach classification, testing procedures, and contractual
requirements.3! European supervisory authorities must formulate regulatory and implementing
technical standards supplying operational detail that framework legislation cannot encompass.

Technological progression generates continuous difficulties for standard-formulators seeking to
create requirements maintaining relevance as environments transform. International
compatibility considerations demand ensuring DORA technical standards correspond with

requirements elsewhere, preventing unnecessary divergence.

5.3 Supervisory Capacity Development

Effective supervision demands regulatory authorities develop technical proficiency in domains

including cybersecurity evaluation, cloud computing structures, sophisticated testing approaches,

and developing technology vulnerabilities.®? These specialized abilities differ substantially from

conventional financial oversight concentrating upon credit vulnerability and capital sufficiency.

Competition for technology expertise with private sector entities providing considerably greater
compensation challenges regulatory agencies pursuing specialized staff. Supervising third-party
technology suppliers presents supplementary difficulties as these organizations lack familiarity

with financial regulation and may oppose supervisory involvement.

%0 European Banking Federation, Proportionality in DORA Implementation 23-27 (2023).
31 European Supervisory Authorities, Draft Technical Standards under DORA 45-51 (2023).
32 European Securities and Markets Authority, Building Supervisory Capacity for Technology Risk 34-39 (2023).
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5.4 Transnational Coordination Requirements

Technology incidents affecting financial organizations frequently span numerous territories

simultaneously, demanding coordinated regulatory responses and intelligence exchange.®

Creating mechanisms for immediate intelligence sharing during crisis circumstances encounters
legal barriers including data protection demands, national security limitations, and confidentiality
duties restricting transnational disclosure.

National security factors especially complicate coordination concerning state-sponsored cyber
threats. Intelligence organizations may possess pertinent threat information that cannot be
distributed to foreign counterparts or domestic financial regulators owing to source protection
demands.

6. FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

6.1 Principal Findings

This analysis discloses several substantial conclusions concerning DORA and international
digital operational robustness governance. The European structure creates the most thorough
methodology globally, combining requirements spanning governance, breach reporting,
robustness evaluation, and third-party administration that surpass current structures in most
territories. This comprehensiveness resolves fragmentation difficulties where distinct
requirements applied according to organizational classification rather than genuine vulnerability
exposure.

The supervisory mechanism for essential technology suppliers resolves fundamental deficiencies
in conventional financial regulation. Technology vendors executing critical operations had
evaded prudential oversight despite their systemic importance, generating blind spots where
failures could cascade throughout numerous organizations simultaneously. Direct regulatory
involvement proportionate to their significance constitutes substantial advancement.
Extraterritorial patterns expand DORA's influence beyond formal jurisdictional limits through
market access interdependencies affecting international technology suppliers and contractual
demands affecting service providers. These mechanisms generate de facto international reach

potentially propelling regulatory harmonization.

33 Financial Stability Board, Cross-Border Cyber Incident Response 45-51 (2022).
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Implementation difficulties merit serious consideration including compliance expenses affecting
smaller organizations disproportionately, technical intricacy demanding detailed standards
formulation, supervisory capacity development requirements, and transnational coordination
obstacles. Effectiveness ultimately depends upon successful navigation through sustained

resource commitment and continued international collaboration.

6.2 Recommendations for Global Adoption

Territories globally should assess implementing DORA principles while adjusting execution to
regional circumstances and organizational capabilities. Thorough structures combining
requirements across financial sector divisions rather than preserving fragmented sectoral
methodologies would improve consistency and remove arbitrary regulatory differences.

Breach reporting standardization with uniform classification standards, notification schedules,
and reporting arrangements would enable both domestic systemic vulnerability surveillance and
international intelligence exchange during transnational incidents. Consolidated gathering
facilitates pattern recognition and threat intelligence formulation.

Third-party supervisory structures addressing systemically significant technology suppliers

should receive priority consideration given concentration vulnerabilities and substitutability

limitations affecting financial systems internationally. Proportionate methodologies
concentrating upon most essential interdependencies would resolve resource limitations.
International collaboration improvement through bilateral and multilateral provisions,
coordinated exercises, and streamlined intelligence sharing procedures would enhance collective
robustness and crisis response capabilities. Supervisory capacity development demands sustained
investment acknowledging that effective technology vulnerability oversight requires specialized
proficiency.

Innovation enablement through proportionate treatment of developing technologies guarantees
operational robustness structures do not unintentionally obstruct advantageous technological

progress.

7. CONCLUSION

Financial sector digitalization generates efficiencies and possibilities formerly unthinkable while

concurrently producing vulnerabilities carrying systemic consequences. Cyber assaults,
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technology breakdowns, and third-party service interruptions can immobilize organizations and
endanger stability in manners that conventional regulation concentrating upon capital and
liquidity never anticipated. DORA constitutes the most ambitious regulatory response to these
difficulties, creating thorough requirements that may establish international standards for years
ahead.

The structure's strengths encompass thorough scope removing artificial distinctions among
financial sector divisions, combined treatment of interconnected vulnerability areas, and
groundbreaking supervision extending regulatory reach toward systemically significant
technology suppliers. These components resolve persistent deficiencies where technology
vulnerabilities received inconsistent treatment and essential service suppliers evaded prudential
oversight.

International influence reaches beyond European limits through extraterritorial enforcement,
supply network consequences upon technology suppliers, and regulatory harmonization as
territories globally contemplate comparable methodologies. Financial organizations and
technology suppliers internationally progressively conform with DORA requirements
irrespective of formal legal duties, generating de facto international standards.

Nevertheless, implementation difficulties including compliance expenses, technical intricacy,
capacity limitations, and coordination obstacles demand sustained consideration. Structure

effectiveness ultimately depends upon successful navigation through sufficient resources,

technical proficiency formulation, and continued international collaboration.

For territories assessing their own methodologies, DORA supplies validated principles adaptable
to differing circumstances. Governance responsibility, thorough vulnerability evaluation, breach
reporting, robustness testing, and third-party administration constitute universally applicable
optimal protocols irrespective of particular jurisdictional features.

The financial system's continued stability within an progressively digital environment depends
upon regulatory structures sufficiently addressing technology-originated vulnerabilities. DORA
creates architecture that other territories may replicate, generating potential for international

harmonization toward shared standards sustaining global financial stability within the digital era.

For general queries or to submit your research for publication, kindly email us at ijalr.editorial@gmail.com
https://www.ijalr.in/
© 2026 International Journal of Advanced Legal Research



https://www.ijalr.in/

	DIGITAL OPERATIONAL RESILIENCE IN THE FINANCIAL SECTOR: EVALUATING THE GLOBAL IMPACT OF THE DORA FRAMEWORK
	- Shukriti Sarkar  & Dr. Trapti Varshney
	ABSTRACT
	2. DORA'S REGULATORY ARCHITECTURE
	2.1Comprehensive Scope and Foundational Principles
	2.2 Governance and Risk Management Standards
	2.3 Incident Classification and Notification Requirements
	2.4 Resilience Testing Programs
	2.5 Third-Party Risk Administration
	2.6 Critical Third-Party Provider Oversight

	3. INTERNATIONAL REGULATORY LANDSCAPE
	3.1 Global Standards and Principles
	3.2 United States Methodology
	3.3 Asia-Pacific Developments

	4. GLOBAL IMPACT MECHANISMS
	4.1 Extraterritorial Effects
	4.2 Standards Diffusion Through Supply Networks
	4.3 Regulatory Convergence Patterns
	5.1 Compliance Costs and Resource Requirements
	5.2 Technical Standards Formulation
	5.3 Supervisory Capacity Development
	5.4 Transnational Coordination Requirements

	6. FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS
	6.1 Principal Findings
	6.2 Recommendations for Global Adoption

	7. CONCLUSION


