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ABSTRACT

This article examines the legal nature of the automation of contractual obligations in the digital
environment and analyzes the legal risks and liability issues arising from the application of automated
execution mechanisms. The study explores automated contractual performance from the perspective
of classical institutions of contract law, including contractual autonomy, consent, fault, liability, and
the principle of justice. Particular attention is paid to legal uncertainty caused by algorithmic
execution, technical failures, and the limited ability of existing legal frameworks to adequately
regulate such relations.

The article also analyzes the problem of allocating liability in cases where contractual
obligations are improperly performed due to technical errors, system malfunctions, or incorrect
algorithmic interpretation of contractual terms. It is argued that automated execution mechanisms,
while increasing efficiency and reducing transaction costs, may weaken legal certainty and undermine
fairness if not supported by appropriate legal safeguards. Based on the research findings, the article
formulates scientific and practical recommendations aimed at improving normative regulation,
clarifying legal responsibility, and ensuring a balanced integration of automated execution
mechanisms into modern contract law.
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INTRODUCTION

In recent years, the rapid development of digital technologies has significantly influenced the
structure and substance of legal relations. Contract law, in particular, is undergoing notable
transformation as the execution of contractual obligations is increasingly being automated through
digital systems and algorithmic mechanisms. Whereas contractual performance was traditionally
dependent on human actions and discretion, modern technological solutions now enable certain
obligations to be executed automatically, without direct human involvement. This shift, while
improving efficiency and predictability, raises complex legal questions that require careful analysis.

Automated performance mechanisms are designed to ensure speed, accuracy, and consistency
in the fulfillment of contractual obligations. However, their application challenges fundamental
principles of contract law, including liability, fault, and fairness. One of the most controversial issues
arises when an automated system performs a contract incorrectly due to a technical malfunction or
coding error. In such cases, determining who bears legal responsibility—the contracting party, the
system operator, or the software developer—becomes legally ambiguous.

Moreover, the concept of contractual autonomy in a digital environment requires
reconsideration. Automated execution may weaken the connection between the expressed will of the
parties and the actual performance of the contract. This raises concerns regarding informed consent,
conscious acceptance of contractual terms, and the preservation of justice within contractual relations.
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As a result, traditional legal doctrines must be reassessed and adapted to align with the realities of
digital transformation.

This article aims to explore the legal nature of automated contractual performance in the
digital environment, focusing on the risks and liability issues it creates. By analyzing these challenges
through the lens of classical contract law principles, the study seeks to contribute to the development
of more effective legal approaches for regulating automated contractual relationships.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

This study focuses on the legal issues arising from the automation of contractual obligations
in the digital environment and applies a set of methodological approaches typical of legal research.
In order to ensure a comprehensive and systematic analysis, both theoretical and normative methods
were employed throughout the research process.

The primary method used in this study is logical-legal analysis, which allowed for the
examination of core institutions of contract law—such as contractual autonomy, consent, obligation,
and liability—within the context of digital and automated performance. Through this method, the
legal implications of automated execution mechanisms and the risks associated with algorithmic
performance were assessed from a doctrinal perspective.

In addition, a comparative legal method was applied to contrast traditional models of
contractual performance with automated execution mechanisms. This approach made it possible to
identify structural differences between human-based and technology-driven performance and to
evaluate their impact on legal responsibility and contractual fairness.

The research also relied on theoretical generalization and deductive reasoning. These methods
were used to analyze existing academic views on digital contracts and to derive legal conclusions
applicable to automated contractual relationships. Relevant normative sources, including legislation
on electronic transactions and contractual obligations, were examined to support the theoretical
findings.

The combination of these methods ensured the academic validity of the research and enabled
a well-grounded legal assessment of the challenges and risks associated with automated contractual
performance in the digital environment.

RESULTS

The results of the study demonstrate that the automation of contractual obligations in the
digital environment does not alter the substantive nature of contract law, but significantly transforms
the mechanism of contractual performance. In automated execution, contractual terms are embedded
into algorithmic systems, and obligations are fulfilled automatically once predefined conditions are
met, without direct human intervention. While this increases efficiency and precision, it also
introduces new categories of legal risk.

The findings indicate that the primary challenge in automated contractual relationships lies in
determining legal liability. In cases where contractual obligations are performed incorrectly due to
technical malfunctions, flawed algorithms, or inaccurate external data, attributing fault becomes
legally complex. Unlike traditional contractual performance, where liability is directly linked to the
actions or omissions of the parties, automated systems create a more indirect and fragmented chain
of responsibility.

Furthermore, the research reveals that automated execution has a noticeable impact on the
principle of contractual autonomy. Although the parties initially consent to automated performance
at the time of contract formation, the consequences of technical execution do not always align with
their actual intentions. This disconnect raises concerns regarding fairness, proportionality, and the
protection of legitimate expectations within contractual relations.
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Based on the results, it can be concluded that the effective functioning of automated contracts
requires clearly defined legal safeguards. These include mechanisms for human oversight, emergency
suspension options, and normative rules that clearly allocate responsibility in cases of technical
failure. Without such legal instruments, automated contractual performance may undermine
fundamental principles of contract law rather than enhance them.

DISCUSSION

The discussion of the findings demonstrates that automated contractual performance
represents a new stage in the evolution of contract law. However, the integration of such technological
mechanisms into the legal system raises several complex challenges. Most notably, the reduction of
human involvement in contractual execution may limit the ability to ensure fairness and to consider
individual circumstances.

The analysis suggests that automated execution can conflict with the principle of flexibility in
contract law. In traditional contracts, parties often retain the possibility to adapt obligations in
response to changing conditions. In contrast, algorithmic execution operates on rigid, predefined
rules, which may lead to disproportionate outcomes in exceptional or unforeseen situations.

Another central issue concerns the allocation of legal liability. In automated contractual
relationships, responsibility may extend beyond the contracting parties to include software
developers, system operators, or service providers. Existing legal frameworks are not always
equipped to address such multi-layered responsibility, creating uncertainty in dispute resolution.

Therefore, the discussion highlights the necessity of balancing technological efficiency with
fundamental legal principles. Without appropriate safeguards and legal oversight mechanisms,
automated contracts risk undermining contractual justice rather than enhancing legal certainty.

CONCLUSION

This study demonstrates that the automation of contractual obligations in the digital
environment represents a significant stage in the development of contract law. Automated execution
mechanisms offer increased speed and technical accuracy in the performance of contractual
obligations; however, their legal implications require thorough and careful evaluation. The findings
confirm that automated contracts do not negate the fundamental principles of contract law, but instead
necessitate their adaptation to a technologically advanced environment.

At the same time, automated performance creates substantial uncertainty in determining legal
liability and fault. Technical failures, algorithmic errors, or inaccurate external data may result in
unjust or unintended outcomes. In such cases, existing legal frameworks are often insufficiently
precise to allocate responsibility effectively. The issue of distributing liability between contracting
parties and technical actors remains one of the most challenging aspects of automated contractual
relationships.

The study concludes that for automated contracts to function effectively and fairly, clear legal
safeguards, oversight mechanisms, and emergency intervention options must be established at the
nopmarus level. Clarifying the legal concept of automated performance, anticipating legal risks, and
ensuring compliance with principles of justice and proportionality should become key priorities in
future legislative development. Only under these conditions can digital technologies serve as a tool
for strengthening, rather than undermining, the foundations of contract law.
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